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Abstract. The transition from the end of inflation to a hot, thermal Universe, commonly
referred to as (re)heating, is a critical yet often misunderstood phase in early Universe cosmol-
ogy. This short review aims to provide a comprehensive, conceptually clear, and accessible
introduction to the physics of (re)heating, tailored to the particle physics community. We
critically examine the standard Boltzmann approach, emphasizing its limitations in captur-
ing the intrinsically non-perturbative and non-linear dynamics that dominate the early stages
of energy transfer. These include explosive particle production, inflaton fragmentation, tur-
bulence, and thermalization; phenomena often overlooked in perturbative treatments. We
survey a wide range of theoretical tools, from Boltzmann equations to lattice simulations,
clarifying when each is applicable and highlighting scenarios where analytic control is still
feasible. Special attention is given to model-dependent features such as (pre)heating, the
role of fermions, gravitational couplings, and the impact of multifield dynamics. We also
discuss exceptional cases, including Starobinsky-like models and instant (pre)heating, where
(re)heating proceeds through analytically tractable channels without requiring full non-linear
simulations. Ultimately, this review serves both as a practical guide and a cautionary tale,
advocating for a more nuanced and physically accurate understanding of this pivotal epoch
within the particle physics community.
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1 Introduction

Over the past decades, significant progress has been made in understanding the early Uni-
verse, with inflation emerging as a cornerstone of modern cosmology. Precision measurements
of the cosmic microwave background and the successful predictions of Big Bang nucleosyn-
thesis (BBN) offer compelling evidence for a thermal radiation-dominated phase in the early
Universe. Yet, the transition from a cold, inflationary state to the hot Big Bang remains one of
the least understood epochs in cosmology. This crucial phase—known as (re)heating1—marks
the transfer of energy from the inflaton field to the Standard Model (SM) degrees of freedom,
enabling the formation of matter and radiation as we know them.

Despite its pivotal role, (re)heating is often oversimplified in the particle physics lit-
erature. The commonly used Boltzmann equation (BEQ) framework, which models energy
transfer via perturbative inflaton decays or scatterings, fails to account for key features of the
process. These include explosive, non-perturbative effects such as parametric and tachyonic
resonance, inflaton fragmentation, Bose enhancement, and turbulent thermalization—all of
which can dramatically alter the dynamics. In particular, it has been shown that the Boltz-
mann and Bogoliubov approaches are inequivalent, especially at low-momentum modes where
nonadiabatic particle production dominates (see, e.g., Ref. [1]). In reality, the (re)heating
phase is a rich multistage process. It begins with a non-perturbative particle production
or (pre)heating stage, often requiring numerical lattice simulations to resolve the nonlin-
ear evolution of coupled fields. As the system evolves, it gradually transitions to a more

1Throughout this review, we adopt the terms (re)heating and (pre)heating, rather than the more commonly
used reheating and preheating, to emphasize that, within the standard inflationary scenario, the Universe need
not have been in thermal equilibrium before the onset of inflation.
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familiar perturbative regime where standard thermalization and decay processes can be de-
scribed analytically. Both stages are sensitive to the specific inflationary potential, the type
of interactions with matter, and the structure of the underlying theory.

The aim of this short review is to provide a pedagogical overview of (re)heating tailored
to the particle physics community. Rather than attempting to cover the entire body of
literature on the subject (a number of excellent reviews on this subject can already be found
in the literature; see, e.g., Refs. [2–6]), we focus on guiding the reader through the most
essential concepts and mechanisms in a schematic and accessible manner. We demystify
the limitations of standard perturbative approaches, highlight commonly overlooked non-
linear phenomena, and clarify when simplified methods can still yield reliable insights. To
this end, we survey a range of theoretical tools—including BEQs, semi-analytical estimates,
and lattice simulations—emphasizing the specific conditions under which each framework is
applicable. We also explore scenarios in which (re)heating proceeds solely via gravitational
or scale-induced couplings, without requiring additional interactions with beyond-the-SM
(BSM) fields.

The structure of the manuscript is as follows. In Section 2, we revisit the conventional
Boltzmann-based approach to (re)heating and the assumptions behind it. Section 3 explores
the limitations of perturbation theory and introduces non-perturbative phenomena such as
(pre)heating and inflaton fragmentation. We also highlight how the presence of fermions
and multifield dynamics modifies (pre)heating and thermalization. Section 4 then focuses on
the exceptional cases where full nonlinear simulations can be avoided and analytic control is
still possible. We conclude in Section 5 by summarizing key takeaways and outlining open
questions.

2 The poor particle-physics approach

The usual Boltzmann framework for studying (re)heating focuses on tracking the phase-
space distribution of particles produced by perturbative decays or scatterings of the inflaton
condensate by solving sets of BEQs [7]. This approach enables a systematic analysis of
the time evolution of the energy densities associated with the inflaton, radiation, and any
other exotic states generated during (re)heating. The Boltzmann framework has been ex-
tensively discussed in the literature, particularly within the particle physics community; see,
e.g., Refs. [8–36]. Here, we provide a concise overview, emphasizing the key assumptions
underlying this intrinsically perturbative treatment.

Immediately after inflation, the inflaton field ϕ is typically spatially homogeneous, with
any residual inhomogeneities or self-interactions considered negligible. The post-inflationary
evolution of the Universe is then primarily dictated by the inflaton potential, with minimal
contributions from other energy components, until radiation domination takes over. Among
the various inflationary models consistent with observations [37], ranging from the seminal
Starobinsky model [38–41] to Higgs inflation [42] and its variants [43–47] or other universal
attractors [48, 49], we focus here for concreteness on a T -model of inflation with potential [48]

V (ϕ) = λΛ4 tanhn
( |ϕ|

Λ

)
≃ λΛ4 ×


( |ϕ|

Λ

)n
for |ϕ| ≪ Λ ,

1 for |ϕ| ≫ Λ ,

(2.1)

smoothly interpolating between a power-law behavior for small field values and a nearly
constant plateau at large ones, with λ a dimensionless coupling constant and Λ an energy
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scale to be constrained from observations. With the usual chaotic slow-roll conditions [50],
this asymptotic plateau allows for an accelerated expansion of the Universe that comes to an
end when ä = 0, with a the cosmological scale factor. The subsequent oscillatory evolution
of the spatially homogeneous inflaton field around the minimum of its potential (2.1) is
customarily described by an effective equation of motion

ϕ̈+ (3H + Γϕ) ϕ̇+ V,ϕ(ϕ) = 0 , (2.2)

with the dots indicating derivatives with respect to coordinate time t, and the commas
derivatives with respect to the field ϕ. Here, H represents the Hubble expansion rate, while
Γϕ corresponds to the total inflaton decay rate, which quantifies the energy transfer rate from
individual inflaton quanta to the conventional matter and radiation components. This decay
rate enters the equation of motion as an additional friction-like term, effectively governing the
dissipation of the inflaton energy density over time. In most particle physics approaches, this
decay rate is assumed to be either constant or only weakly dependent on time, allowing for a
gradual and controlled energy transfer that smoothly connects inflationary (re)heating with
the subsequent thermal history of the Universe. The exact form of the decay rate depends on
the particular inflaton decay mode, which, in turn, is influenced by the underlying particle-
physics model.

In the context of (re)heating, the interactions of the inflaton with both SM and BSM
fields can be broadly categorized into two primary mechanisms: direct decay and scatterings.
On the one hand, in the decay channel, the inflaton field ϕ can transition into pairs of
lighter particles via trilinear interactions, such as µϕ |φ|2 for scalar fields φ (e.g., the Higgs
boson doublet) or Yukawa-like couplings yψ ϕΨΨ for fermionic fields Ψ. These interactions
lead to two-body decays, with the coupling parameters µ and yψ controlling their respective
strengths. On the other hand, scattering processes, which provide an alternative pathway for
energy transfer, occur via quartic couplings of the form g ϕ2 |φ|2, allowing 2-to-2 interactions
of strength g that populate the thermal bath with SM and BSM particles. Beyond this
model-dependent channel, there exists an irreducible gravity-mediated production following
from the unavoidable interaction term

√−gLgrav ⊃ −2/MP hµν T
µν between the graviton

field hµν and the energy-momentum tensor Tµν of all matter fields in the theory [51], with
MP = (8πGN )

−1/2 ≃ 2.4× 1018 GeV the reduced Planck mass. In this case, (re)heating can
occur through 2-to-2 scatterings of the inflaton condensate into SM final states [14, 21, 25,
27, 52–57], provided of course that the available energy density is large enough to partially
overcome the involved Planck suppression. Alternatively, gravitational (re)heating can also
occur through gravity-mediated decays as in the case of linear non-minimal interactions of
the inflaton [58].

Given the above set of interactions and assuming that the bare masses of the decay prod-
ucts are significantly smaller than that of the inflaton condensate, the inflaton’s total decay
width, computed using standard Feynman rules techniques, can be approximated as [59, 60]

Γϕ =
γ2eff
8π

×


mϕ(a) for fermionic decay,

m−1
ϕ (a) for bosonic decay,

ρϕ/m
3
ϕ for bosonic scattering,

(2.3)

for explicit couplings to matter, and as [24, 27, 56]

Γϕ ≃ αnM
5
P

(
ρϕ
M4
P

) 5n−2
2n

, (2.4)
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for minimal gravitational couplings, with αn encoding the effect of oscillating inflaton con-
densate. Here, ρϕ is the inflaton energy density,

m2
ϕ(a) ≡

d2V

dϕ2
≃ n (n− 1)λ

2
n Λ

2 (4−n)
n ρϕ(a)

n−2
n ≃ mϕ(aI)

(aI
a

) 3(n−2)
n+2

(2.5)

stands for the inflaton mass in the vicinity of the origin (|ϕ| ≪ Λ), and

γ2eff = γ2 (n− 1) (n+ 2)

(
ω

mϕ

)q ∞∑
j=1

jq |Pj|2
〈[

1−
(
2mϕ

j ω

)2

P
]q/2〉

(2.6)

is the effective inflaton coupling to the daughter particles Ψ and φ after averaging over several
inflaton oscillations [19, 24, 27, 61–63], with γ2 = {y2ψ, µ2, g2n(n − 1)}, q = {3, 1, 1} and
Pj(t) the Fourier mode amplitudes of the oscillating inflaton condensate, defined as [61, 64]

ϕ(t) = ϕ0(t)P(t) = ϕ0(t)
∞∑
j=1

Pj(t) e−i j ω t , ω = mϕ

√
nπ

2n− 1

Γ
(
n+1
2n

)
Γ
(

1
2n

) , (2.7)

where P(t) is a quasi-periodic, fast-oscillating function, and ϕ0(t) is a slowly-varying envelope.
Note that for n = 2, both the inflaton mass and the frequency ω in this mode decomposition
are exactly constant, while displaying an explicit field dependence for n > 2 which makes
them decrease with time.

Under the assumption that the backreaction of the aforementioned relativistic decay
products is small, the inflaton phase-space distribution function is given by some sharply
peaked or delta function momentum distribution fϕ(k, t) = (2π)3 nϕ(t) δ

(3)(k⃗), with nϕ the
inflaton number density. The corresponding integrated BEQ for nϕ can be written as [7]

ṅϕ + 3H nϕ = −
∫

dΠϕ dΠp

[∣∣M∣∣2
ϕ→p

fϕ (1± fp)−
∣∣M∣∣2

p→ϕ
fp (1± fϕ)

]
, (2.8)

where p collectively denotes all the final particles produced from inflaton decay or scattering,
dΠ’s are the Lorentz-invariant phase space, |M|2 is the spin-averaged squared amplitude
for the underlying process concerned (with any symmetry factors included), and (1± fp)
takes care of Pauli-blocking/stimulated emission effects for the product particles. Clearly, all
information from the underlying particle physics model is imprinted in the matrix element
M, which is computed perturbatively for a given decay/scattering diagram involving inflaton
and SM fields. Now, assuming i) no backreaction producing inflaton condensate from the
bath, i.e., |M|2p→ϕ = 0, and ii) that the Bose enhancement and Pauli blocking effects due
to the decay products are negligible (that is, 1 ± fp ≃ 1), one can arrive at the evolution
equation for the inflaton energy density ρϕ, which reads [65]

dρϕ
dt

+
6n

2 + n
H ρϕ = − 2n

2 + n
Γϕ ρϕ . (2.9)

For small coupling constants compatible with the radiative instability of the inflaton potential
during inflation, the termH ρϕ associated with the cosmological expansion during (re)heating
typically dominates over the interaction term Γϕ ρϕ. In this regime, the evolution of the

inflaton energy density and the associated Hubble rate H ∝ ρ
1/2
ϕ evolve as

ρϕ(a) ≃ ρϕ(arh)
(arh

a

) 6n
n+2

, H(a) ≃ H(arh)
(arh

a

) 3n
n+2

, (2.10)
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with aI and arh the scale factors at the end of inflation and at the conclusion of the (re)heating
stage, respectively. This scaling is associated to an effective equation-of-state [65, 66]

⟨w⟩ = ⟨pϕ⟩
⟨ρϕ⟩

=
n− 2

n+ 2
, (2.11)

where ⟨...⟩ denotes an average over several inflaton oscillations. On the other hand, the
evolution of the radiation energy density ρR is governed by a BEQ of the form [65]

dρR
dt

+ 4H ρR = +
2n

2 + n
Γϕ ρϕ , (2.12)

which, using Eq. (2.10), admits a solution

ρR(a) ≃
2
√
3n

2 + n

MP

a4

∫ a

aI

Γϕ(a
′)
√

ρϕ(a′) a
′3 da′ . (2.13)

Assuming that the decay products thermalize immediately after production,2 one can define
an instantaneous radiation temperature as

T (a) =

(
30 ρR(a)

π2 g⋆(a)

)1/4

, (2.14)

with g⋆(a) the evolving number of relativistic degrees of freedom contributing to the SM
energy density. Note that, in general, this temperature can significantly exceed the so-called
(re)heating temperature Trh ≡ T (arh) marking the onset of radiation domination, ρR(arh) =
ρϕ(arh), facilitating with it key processes such as baryogenesis or the thermalization of weakly-
interacting dark matter candidates with the radiation bath [71]. During (re)heating, the SM
temperature typically follows as simple scaling

T (a) ≃ Trh

(arh
a

)α
, (2.15)

with α depending on the inflaton potential and the details fo the energy transfer (spin of
the daughter particles and annihilation/decay channel). In any case, to ensure the success of
BBN, the (re)heating temperature must satisfy Trh > TBBN ≃ 4 MeV [72–77].

For the case n = 2, the inflaton scales as non-relativistic matter (⟨w⟩ = 0), leading
to a temperature scaling of α = 3/8, independently of the spin of the decay products [71].
However, for steeper potentials, the scaling depends on both the potential and the nature
of the decay products: If the inflaton decays into bosons, one finds α = 3/(2(n + 2)), while
for decays into fermions, α = min [3(n− 1)/(2(n+ 2)), 1]. Alternatively, if the inflaton
annihilates into bosons through contact interactions, the temperature scales as α = 9/(2(n+
2)) for n ≥ 3. In scenarios where (re)heating occurs through s-channel annihilation mediated
by a light scalar, resonant effects can modify the scaling to α = 3(7−2n)/(2(n+2)) for bosonic
final states, and α = 3(5−n)/(2(n+2)) for fermionic final states [33]. If the mediator is instead
heavy, annihilation into fermions yields α = 1 [33]. Interestingly, (re)heating scenarios with
constant temperature evolution, that is, α = 0, are also possible [26, 78–80]. Moreover, if the
inflaton energy density redshifts faster than that of radiation (i.e., for ⟨w⟩ > 1/3), it need
not decay or annihilate at all. In such cases (such as kination) the radiation can eventually

2For detailed analysis of (perturbative) thermalization see, e.g. Refs. [67–70].
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Figure 1. Summary of different (re)heating scenarios. The black dot corresponds to the case n = 2,
where the inflaton scales as non-relativistic matter and decays into SM particles with a constant decay
width, while the black crosses correspond to the alternative scenarios described in the text. The red
area in the upper left corner does not give rise to viable (re)heating.
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Figure 2. Evolution of the energy densities as a function of the scale factor a for the inflaton (ρϕ,
blue line) and the SM bath ρR, assuming an inflaton decays into fermions (dashed black) or scalars
(solid black), for a quartic potential n = 4.

dominate with α = 1 [81, 82]. These various (re)heating scenarios are summarized in Fig. 1,
which maps the parameter space in the [⟨w⟩, α] plane. The black lines represent specific
scenarios, illustrating the interplay between the inflaton dynamics and the thermal history.
The vertical gray dotted line marks the case ⟨w⟩ = 0, while the red-shaded region in the
upper-left corner, where α ≤ 3(1 + ⟨w⟩)/4, corresponds to non-viable (re)heating, since in
this regime the SM radiation energy density never overtakes that of the inflaton.

Figure 2 illustrates the evolution of energy densities as functions of the scale factor a for
the inflaton (ρϕ, blue line) and the SM radiation bath (ρR), assuming that the inflaton decays
into fermions (dashed black) or scalars (solid black). The results correspond to a quartic
inflaton potential, for which n = 4, and are obtained from a full numerical solution of the
BEQs (2.9) and (2.12). During (re)heating, the inflaton energy density scales as ρϕ(a) ∝ a−4,
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Figure 3. Sketch of the typical stages of post-inflationary (re)heating in oscillatory models of inflation,
and the approximate computational regimes.

while the radiation energy density scales as ρR(a) ∝ a−3 in the case of fermionic decays, or
as ρR(a) ∝ a−1 for scalar decays.

Finally, we note that beyond matter production, the (re)heating era is also a source
of a potentially observable stochastic gravitational wave (GW) background, from channels
that include: (i) graviton Bremsstrahlung [83–94] and graviton pair production from inflaton
annihilations [95–98], (ii) graviton emission from inflaton scattering with either thermal-
ized [99] or non-thermalized [100] decay products, and (iii) scattering among thermalized
particles during reheating [101]. For GW production in the radiation-dominated era, see
also [102–109] for studies involving thermal plasma interactions.

3 Here be dragons

Almost three decades ago, Kofman, Linde, and Starobinsky [110, 111] (see also Refs. [64, 112–
114]) identified fundamental shortcomings in the widely used Boltzmann approach presented
in the previous section, demonstrating that it is not just inaccurate, but also fundamentally
inadequate, at least during the initial stages of (re)heating; cf. Fig. 3. First, Eq. (2.2)
violates the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, which states that dissipation within a system
necessarily generates fluctuations [115, 116]. In particular, the analysis does not account for
how these fluctuations modify the effective mass of the inflaton condensate. Another issue
is that the perturbative approximation employed when computing amplitudes and decay
rates neglects both the coherent nature of the inflaton field and crucial phenomena such as
Bose enhancement and Pauli blocking effects. Most critically, even for coupling values where
radiative corrections still remain negligible, perturbative methods break down. For example,
if the inflaton oscillates in a potential steeper than quadratic, homogeneous oscillations can
trigger explosive instabilities leading to rapid amplification of field fluctuations. Unlike the
slow, steady energy leakage of perturbative decays, this mechanism violently disrupts the
inflaton condensate, causing its fragmentation and initiating a highly non-linear interplay
with its decay products, which can also undergo non-perturbative enhancements, further
complicating the dynamics and often requiring the use of classical lattice simulations for
a proper treatment; see e.g. Refs. [117–119].3 This section explores these dramatic, non-
perturbative phenomena that challenge the conventional perturbative picture presented in
Section 2.

3For a justification of the validity of the classical analysis and its limitations, see e.g. Refs. [120–122].
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3.1 Inflaton self-resonance and fragmentation

At the end of inflation, the inflaton field undergoes coherent oscillations around the min-
imum of its potential. In models where the potential is of the form (2.1) with n > 2,
these oscillations can trigger self-resonance instabilities, driving the energy transfer from
the homogeneous condensate ϕ̄(t) into spatial gradients and ultimately leading to its frag-
mentation. This instability arises because the oscillating field sources its own perturbations
δϕ(t, x⃗) = ϕ(t, x⃗)− ϕ̄(t) amplifying them non-perturbatively [123–128]. In Fourier space, we
have

δϕ̈
k⃗
+ 3H δϕ̇

k⃗
+

[
k2

a2
+ V,ϕϕ(ϕ̄)

]
δϕ

k⃗
= 0 , (3.1)

with V,ϕϕ(ϕ̄) a periodic function of time. The general solution to this equation, incorporating
the expansion, takes the form [129]

δϕk = Pk+(t) e+µk t + Pk−(t) e−µk t, (3.2)

with Pk±(t) periodic functions of time determined by the initial conditions, and µk the so-
called Floquet exponents, which can change with time due to the presence of the expansion
term. If the real part of these exponents does not vanish for specific k values and Re(µk) ≫ H,
then an unstable solution grows exponentially with time, indicating non-adiabatic particle
production. If efficient enough, this growth of perturbations eventually results in a backre-
action on the condensate. As a result, the initially homogeneous field breaks into localized,
transient structures, accelerating the energy transfer away from the homogeneous mode. At
this stage, particle occupation numbers become poorly defined, and a nonlinear wave de-
scription is more suitable [123–126].

Although the (pre)heating dynamics is often thought to be primarily dictated by the
shape of the potential near its minimum, surprising effects can emerge when the potential
becomes shallower than quadratic at large field values. In such cases, fragmentation can
give rise to localized, long-lived structures known as oscillons [130–132]: pseudostable, non-
topological solitons that emerge from the nonlinear dynamics of the inflaton field, cf. Fig. 4.
For instance, while the condensate does not fragment in T -models of inflation with n = 2
and Λ ∼ MP ,

4 long-lived oscillon configurations form efficiently for Λ ≪ MP , collectively
acting as dust and dominating the energy background for many e-folds of post-inflationary
expansion [135] (see also Refs. [136, 137]). However, for potentials steeper than quadratic
(n > 2), oscillons are generally not formed, and fragmentation leads to transient structures
that decay more rapidly [135, 138], giving rise to a radiation-dominated Universe.

A key consequence of fragmentation is its impact on the inflaton equation of state
describing the ratio of the spatially averaged pressure ⟨pϕ⟩ to the energy density ⟨ρϕ⟩. For
any virialized late-time configuration [1/2⟨ϕ̇2⟩ = 1/2⟨(∇ϕ/a)2⟩+n⟨V ⟩] involving a monomial
potential of the form V (ϕ) ∼ |ϕ|n, we have

⟨wϕ⟩ ≡
⟨pϕ⟩
⟨ρϕ⟩

=
⟨ϕ̇2/2− (∇ϕ)2/6a2 − V ⟩
⟨ϕ̇2/2 + (∇ϕ)2/2a2 + V ⟩

=
1

3
+

2

3

n− 4

(n+ 2) + 2⟨(∇ϕ/a)2⟩/⟨V ⟩ . (3.3)

Note that, unlike Eq. (2.11), this expression explicitly incorporates contributions from the
gradient energy density, capturing the full nonlinear evolution of the inflaton field. Initially,

4Note that this implicitly disregards gravitational effects, which have been shown to ultimately lead to
the formation of nonlinear structures, even in free field cases, much like the gravitational instabilities seen in
pressureless matter in the late Universe [133, 134].
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Figure 4. Evolution of the inflaton energy overdensities during oscillon formation in Einstein-Cartan
Higgs inflation (adapted from Ref. [137]). The snapshots, extracted from 3+1 classical lattice simu-
lations, display regions where the local energy density exceeds the average by factors of 6 (light blue)
and 20 (dark blue) at various times after inflation. Early-time fragmentation generates transient
overdensities, while true oscillons—localized, quasi-spherical configurations—emerge by M t ≃ 500,
with M−1 denoting the characteristic inflaton oscillation timescale.

when the gradients are small ⟨(∇ϕ/a)2⟩ ≪ ⟨V ⟩, the equation of state is well approximated
by the homogeneous field result in that expression, for all values of n. However, the late
evolution is sensitive to the details of the potential [65, 66]. For n = 2 and Λ ≪ MP ,
oscillons form, and wϕ remains close to zero. In contrast, for n > 2, fragmentation leads to
strong interactions among inflaton fragments, driving rapid energy redistribution regardless
of the value of Λ. This process results in a radiation-dominated phase of expansion, ωϕ ≃ 1/3,
for ⟨(∇ϕ/a)2⟩ ≫ ⟨V ⟩ [135, 139, 140].

3.2 Stimulated boson production

Beyond the self-interactions of the inflaton field discussed in the previous sections, non-
perturbative effects can also play a crucial role in the dynamics of additional matter degrees
of freedom coupled to the inflaton. In particular, bosonic fields that interact directly with
the inflaton can experience efficient particle production through mechanisms such as para-
metric [64, 110–113] or tachyonic resonance [141–143], triggered by coherent oscillations of
the inflaton condensate after the end of inflation. To understand the early evolution of quan-
tum fluctuations during this stage, one can consider the linearized equation of motion for a
scalar field φ, coupled to an oscillating background inflaton ϕ(t) in an expanding Friedmann–
Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker Universe. The Fourier modes of the perturbations δφ

k⃗
obey the

general equation

δφ̈
k⃗
+ 3H δφ̇

k⃗
+

[
k2

a2
+M2

φ(ϕ̄)

]
δφ

k⃗
= 0 , (3.4)

with the effective mass term M2
φ depending on the background inflaton field ϕ̄(t). This

general form serves as a starting point for analyzing a wide variety of (pre)heating scenarios.
In particular, in the presence of three-legged vertex scalar interactions µϕ |φ|2, the daughter
particles φ acquire an effective mass M2

φ = µϕ(t) due to the oscillating inflaton conden-
sate. The trilinear vertex therefore results in a tachyonic mass of φ, whenever ϕ(t) < 0.
Consequently, the modes satisfying k2/a2 < µ |ϕ| will be exponentially amplified during a
portion of each half-period of the inflaton oscillations. This trilinear vertex therefore gives
rise to both parametric resonance [64, 110, 111, 114] and tachyonic (pre)heating [141, 142],
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leading to what is known as tachyonic resonance [143–145]. This results in very efficient
production of the daughter particles, which is not captured by the perturbative calculations.
If the amplitude Φ of inflaton oscillations satisfies µΦ > m2

ϕ in the trilinear case, high-order
Feynman diagrams give comparable predictions to the lowest-order ones and the problem
has to be approached non-perturbatively. Similarly to the case of the three-legged vertex,
in the four-legged vertex it is also possible to realize the effect of parametric resonance. In
particular, if the effective mass of the daughter field M2

φ = 2 g ϕ2(t) is much greater than
that of the inflaton inflaton,

√
2 gΦ/mϕ ≫ 1, the corresponding frequency in Eq. (3.4) be-

comes much higher than that of the inflaton, leading to a broad parametric resonance regime
whose early stages can be studied using a WKB approximation [110, 111]. In this scenario,
the resonant production of the particles occurs over a broad range of k, and the (re)heating
becomes extremely efficient.

The homogeneous oscillations of the inflaton leading to rapid growth of spatially vary-
ing perturbations via parametric or tachyonic resonance cannot proceed forever. As the
occupation numbers of the produced particles grow, their collective energy density becomes
significant enough to influence the dynamics of the inflaton field [146–148]. This backreaction
effect not only alters the effective potential of the inflaton but also modifies the resonance
structure inherent in parametric amplification, leading to the shift or suppression of resonance
bands. The simplest way to take into account the backreaction of the amplified quantum
fluctuations is to use the Hartree approximation [110, 111], in which different modes and
fields evolve independently (uncorrelated in time). However, as the number of particles in-
creases, the mean-field/Hartree approximation stops being a good description, and coupling
between different Fourier modes becomes important, necessitating a fully non-linear treat-
ment to accurately capture the evolution of the system. Moreover, the produced particles
interact among themselves and with the inflaton field through rescattering processes. These
interactions lead to a redistribution of energy among different field modes, contributing to
the fragmentation of the inflaton condensate and the approach toward thermal equilibrium.

3.3 Multifield blocking effects

The picture presented in the previous section may change significantly in the presence of
multiple scalar fields ϕI that contribute to inflation. In such multifield setups, each inflaton
component typically oscillates with a different mass and amplitude, leading to a superposition
of oscillatory modes. If all the fields are coupled to a common matter species—for instance,
through interaction terms like

∑
I g

2
I ϕ

2
I φ

2—the resulting effective mass of the daughter field
φ becomes a time-dependent function with contributions from all ϕI(t) components. Due to
the differing frequencies, phases, and decay rates of these inflaton oscillations, the combined
evolution often lacks the regularity required for efficient resonance. This loss of coherence
between the inflaton fields—sometimes referred to as de-phasing—can “block” the amplifi-
cation of the daughter field’s fluctuations by smoothing out the zero crossings of its effective
mass. As a result, sharp adiabaticity violations necessary for triggering explosive particle
production may be suppressed. This phenomenon reduces the efficiency of (pre)heating,
delaying energy transfer to the radiation bath, and potentially prolonging the (re)heating
phase.

Despite the aforementioned suppression, multifield models are not necessarily insensitive
to non-perturbative processes. The structure of the couplings plays a critical role. For
example, introducing trilinear couplings or allowing negative couplings for certain inflaton
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components can restore or even enhance the resonant instabilities, bypassing the blocking
effects associated with simple quadratic couplings.

3.4 The depleting role of fermions

Fermions can also be produced non-perturbatively from the inflaton field during (pre)heating,
but their production is severely constrained by the Pauli exclusion principle, which limits their
number and reduces their direct impact on the inflaton field [149–152]. However, in models
where resonantly produced bosons decay into fermions, these fermions act as a “spillway”
draining energy from the system and alleviating backreaction on the inflaton. This delays the
onset of parametric resonance effects, providing a more controlled and gradual evolution of the
system [153–155]. Unlike traditional (pre)heating models, where backreaction typically halts
further energy release from the inflaton, this combined (pre)heating mechanism facilitates up
to a four-order magnitude increase in energy dissipation, with the remaining inflaton energy
reduced to as little as 0.01% [156, 157].

The equation of state of the Universe during (pre)heating is also influenced by the
presence of fermions. In conventional (pre)heating models, the energy density evolves from
a mixture of matter and radiation. However, in combined (pre)heating, the rapid decay of
fermions accelerates the transition to a radiation-dominated state, making the evolution of
the Universe faster and more efficient. As fermions act as radiation-like components, they
contribute to the overall energy budget, leading to a quicker approach to the characteristic
value w = 1/3 of radiation domination [157].

3.5 Gravitational (pre)heating

The non-perturbative transfer of energy from the inflaton to matter fields can also occur via
gravitational interactions, provided that a scalar spectator field φ—either from the SM or
beyond—is non-minimally coupled to gravity, such that its initial dynamics is governed by
the effective equation of motion (3.4) with M2

φ = ξ R, where ξ is the non-minimal coupling
to gravity. A well-motivated setting for this mechanism arises in quintessential inflation
scenarios, where the Universe undergoes a kination phase (wϕ = 1) following the end of
inflation. During this transition, the Ricci scalar, R = 6 (Ḣ + 2H2) = 3 (1 − 3wϕ)H

2,
becomes negative and induces an effective tachyonic mass M2

φ < 0 for the spectator field φ.
This results in a burst of nonadiabatic particle production via tachyonic instability, leading to
the exponential amplification of quantum fluctuations [140, 158, 159]. As first pointed out in
Refs. [141, 142, 158], any perturbative picture of a homogeneously oscillating scalar field fails
to capture the full dynamics of spontaneous symmetry breaking. In particular, this simplified
view also overlooks crucial effects such as the formation of topological defects [140, 158, 160],
which can have significant observational consequences, including the generation of a stochastic
GW background [160, 161] and baryogenesis [162, 163].

As shown in Refs. [164, 165], the explosive particle production during a Hubble-induced
tachyonic phase allows the Higgs field itself to be responsible for the onset of the hot Big
Bang era, allowing for (re)heating temperatures in the range 10−2 − 109 GeV and opening
the gate to implement potential electroweak baryogenesis mechanisms [166, 167]. The viable
parameter space, particularly the relationship between the Higgs mass, the inflationary scale,
and the top-quark mass, is constrained by both vacuum stability requirements and the need
to achieve successful (re)heating before BBN [164, 165]. In general, these constraints favor a
lower top-quark pole mass, in agreement with current measurements [168, 169].
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3.6 Towards thermalization

After the initial stages of (pre)heating, where non-perturbative processes lead to explosive
particle production, the Universe transitions toward thermalization—a phase characterized
by the establishment of thermal equilibrium among the produced particles. This process is
intricate, involving various stages and mechanisms that collectively drive the system from a
highly non-equilibrium state to one of local thermal equilibrium.

Immediately after fragmentation, the Universe is populated by a dense assembly of in-
teracting fields with large occupation numbers, rendering a classical field theory description
appropriate. The energy spectra of the particles produced during (pre)heating are usually
highly non-thermal, exhibiting specific peaks corresponding to resonant modes. As interac-
tions proceed, processes such as scattering and decay lead to a redistribution of energy and
the establishment of a turbulent dynamics [123–126], where energy is transferred across differ-
ent scales, a phenomenon known as an energy cascade. This turbulent behavior is analogous
to wave turbulence observed in other physical systems and plays a pivotal role in the redis-
tribution of energy among the modes of the fields. The particle spectra during a turbulent
stage exhibit generically a momentum dependence nk ∼ k−3/2 and a self-similar evolution,
characterized by specific scaling behaviors in the distribution functions of the fields. For
instance, in the case of a λϕ4 model, one has [125, 126]

nk(τ) = τ−q n0(k τ
−p) , (3.5)

with τ = η/ηc a rescaled conformal time, n0(k) the distribution function at a later time ηc
within the self-similar regime and q ∼ 3.5 p and p ∼ 1/5 [125, 126]. The presence of such
spectra suggests that the system is undergoing a universal process of energy transfer from
small- to large-momentum scales, regardless of the specific details of the initial conditions.
Such a self-similar dynamic, characteristic of turbulent Kolmogorov spectra, is crucial for
understanding how the system approaches thermal equilibrium over time.

Before reaching complete thermalization, the system may enter a state known as prether-
malization where certain macroscopic quantities, such as the equation of state, approach val-
ues close to those of thermal equilibrium, even if this is not yet locally established [139, 170–
172]. Specifically, the global equation of state parameter tends toward 1/3, signaling a
radiation-dominated Universe. However, true local thermal equilibrium requires both kinetic
equilibrium (a uniform distribution of energy and momentum among particles) and chemical
equilibrium, with number-changing processes establishing the equilibrium abundances of dif-
ferent species. Although prethermalization can occur relatively quickly, full thermalization is
a more gradual process, governed by the rates of these microscopic interactions. Capturing
this final evolution presents a significant challenge for classical lattice simulations, as they are
fundamentally limited by the well-known Rayleigh-Jeans divergence [121]. In particular, in
classical field theory, all modes are thermally occupied according to the Rayleigh-Jeans law,
leading to an ultraviolet divergence in energy density at finite temperature. In the continuum
limit, this results in an unphysical scenario where the temperature approaches zero, while on
a lattice, it remains sensitive to the imposed discretization scale. As a result, while lattice
simulations effectively describe early nonlinear dynamics—such as self-resonance, fragmen-
tation, and turbulent energy cascades—they fail to accurately capture the true quantum
thermalization process. To properly account for the final approach to equilibrium, more
standard techniques, such as quantum BEQs or statistical field theory approaches, are often
required [69, 125, 126].
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I. Foundational Assumptions

Topic Typically assumed Commonly happening Conceptual Implications

Fields Treated as particle gases. Behave as classical waves
for large occupation numb.

Standard particle-based
tools become unreliable.

Quantum stat. Often ignored. Fermions
treated like bosons.

Bose effects enhance growth
Pauli exclusion limits it.

Quantum statistics shapes
particle production.

II. Inflaton and Energy Transfer

Inflaton Smooth and oscillating
condensate.

Breaks into inhomogeneous
lumps/solitons/defects.

Full field dynamics needed.
Lattice methods required.

Energy Transf. Slow, perturbative decays.
Expansion neglected.

Fast, explosive instabilities.
Redshift affects resonances.

Nontrivial energy loss.
Lattice methods required.

Backreaction Homogeneity unaffected.
Nonlinearities ignored.

Breaking of homogeneity.
Rescatterings & turbulence.

Fully coupled dynamics.
Lattice methods required.

III. Spectrum, Timescales and Thermalization

Spectrum Narrow and peaked at
production

Broad with distinct bands. Spectral structure controls
the dynamics.

Timescale Radiation domination onset
takes many oscillations.

(Re)heating can complete
in just a few oscillations.

Transition may be nearly
instantaneous.

Thermalization Instant once energy is
transferred.

Delayed by chaotic field
behavior.

Needs modeling of
prethermal stages.

Final State Equilibrium bath with clear
temperature.

Chaotic fields far from
equilibrium.

Must distinguish early and
final temperatures.

Table 1. Comparison between the Boltzmann ((re)heating) and non-perturbative ((pre)heating)
approaches.

4 Rare analytic birds

As discussed in the previous sections and summarized in Fig. 3 and Table 1, the treatment
of (re)heating is often far more intricate than typically assumed within the particle physics
community, frequently requiring advanced numerical techniques that go far beyond the sim-
plistic Boltzmann approach. This naturally raises the question: must one always resort to
daunting tools like lattice simulations, spending countless hours poring over evolving field
configurations? While the general answer is regrettably affirmative, there do exist excep-
tional scenarios where analytic control can still be partially retained, allowing for meaningful
progress without the full machinery of non-perturbative methods. In this section, we high-
light some of these rara avis.

4.1 Starobinsky scenario: a perturbative take

Among the rare instances where a perturbative treatment of (re)heating remains reliable, the
Starobinsky model of inflation stands out as a prime example. The standard action of this
scenario takes the form [38–41, 173]

S =
M2
P

2

∫
d4x

√
−g̃

[
R̃+

R̃2

6M2

]
+ SM (g̃µν , φ) , (4.1)
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with SM a matter action containing all SM model fields, and in particular, the Higgs
doublet φ minimally coupled to gravity. The presence of the term R̃2 in Eq. (4.1) al-
lows an inflationary state able to generate the observed amount of primordial density per-
turbations P ≃ 2.1 × 10−9 [37] for suitable values of the mass parameter M , namely
M ≃ 1.3 × 10−5 (54/N∗)MP . Here, N∗ corresponds to the number of e-folds of inflation
needed to solve the flatness and horizon problems, which depends itself on the whole post-
inflationary history and, in particular, on the details of the heating stage, which we now
describe.

Unlike other approaches that require introducing couplings between the inflaton and
matter fields by hand, the Starobinsky scenario offers a predictive and universal framework
where all interactions arise unambiguously from gravitational couplings. In particular, once
the theory is defined in the frame (4.1) with a non-minimally coupled matter sector, no
further assumptions are needed: no ad hoc interaction terms, arbitrary branching ratios, or
speculative particle content. To see this explicitly, one can perform a Weyl transformation
g̃µν = Ω2(ϕ) gµν with conformal factor Ω2 = exp(

√
2/3ϕ/MP ), such that the action is recast

as [174–176]

S =

∫
d4x

√−g

[
M2
P

2
R− 1

2
gµν ∂µϕ∂νϕ− 3

4
M2
P M2

(
1− e

−
√

2
3

ϕ
MP

)2
]
+ SM (Ω2(ϕ)gµν , φ) ,

(4.2)
with the so-called scalaron field ϕ playing the role of the inflaton field. In this Einstein
or scalaron frame, the action for the nonconformally coupled Higgs boson inherits univer-
sal couplings to the scalaron through the conformal rescaling of the metric. Crucially, the
rescaled field-dependent mass term in this expression never vanishes or becomes negative
during the post-inflationary evolution, preventing the emergence of tachyonic instabilities
or resonance bands that would otherwise trigger non-perturbative particle production. In
addition, the formation of massive oscillons, typically associated with potentials that away
from the minimum are shallower than quadratic, does not take place in this setting since
Λ ∼ MP [177].

The absence of non-perturbative phenomena greatly simplifies the post-inflationary
dynamics. The scalaron decays perturbatively into the Higgs field via gravitationally in-
duced interactions, whose strength is fixed by the model and not subject to tuning.5 The
resulting decay width can be computed analytically via the Bogoliubov’s method in the
original frame (4.1) [38, 39] or through standard perturbative techniques in the scalaron
frame (4.2) [178, 179], obtaining in both cases [96, 180]

Γϕ ≃ 1

24π

M3

M2
P

+O
(mh

M

)2
≃ 2.9× 10−17MP , (4.3)

where we have taken into account that the Higgs mass mh is much smaller than the scalaron
mass, neglecting therefore phase-space suppression factors. Similarly, assuming instantaneous
thermalization of the decay products,6 the maximal effective radiation temperature of the

5We note that, although absent at tree level, the anomalous decay of the scalaron field into gauge bosons is
possible at 1-loop. In particular, the breaking of scale symmetry during the regularization process translates
into an induced breaking of the gauge conformal symmetry [178].

6Strictly speaking, the decay products are initially distributed with smaller occupation numbers and
harder momenta, ⟨k⟩ ≃ M , compared to those in a thermal distribution [70, 181, 182]. As a result,
SM particles become approximately thermalized only at a later stage, characterized by the temperature
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associated SM plasma can be estimated as

Tmax =

(
30 ρR(Tmax)

π2 g⋆

)1/4

≃
(

5
√
3

π2 g⋆

√
V MP Γϕ

)1/4

≃ 2× 1012 GeV . (4.4)

The temperature of the SM plasma within this period is therefore in the range Trh ≲ T ≲

Tmax, with Trh ≃ g
−1/4
⋆

√
ΓϕMP ≃ 4.2 × 109 GeV the standard (re)heating temperature,

defined approximately by the moment at which the total decay width of the scalaron into
the SM components equals the Hubble rate, Γϕ = 3H [183, 184].

4.2 Non-oscillatory potentials: an analytical non-perturbative approach

In contrast to standard (pre)heating scenarios that require prolonged oscillations of the in-
flaton and lattice simulations to follow nonlinear evolution, a particularly elegant and ana-
lytically tractable mechanism known as instant (pre)heating emerges in non-oscillatory mod-
els [185, 186]. In these scenarios, the inflaton field does not oscillate after inflation but
rolls monotonically, enabling non-perturbative particle production through a single, sharp
violation of adiabaticity. This one-time event allows the entire mechanism to be described
analytically, bypassing the need for nonlinear numerical tools. For this to happen, the effec-
tive mass term M2

φ for the matter field φ should be i) large enough during inflation as to
retain the single-field inflationary dynamics, ii) vary rapidly at the end of inflation to heat
the Universe via adiabaticity violations, and, depending on the model, iii) decrease mono-
tonically with time in order to avoid strong backreaction effects at large ϕ values. A simple
choice satisfying all these criteria is, for instance,7

M2
φ(ϕ) =

{
g2 ϕ2 for ϕ ≤ 0 ,

m̃2
φ for ϕ > 0 ,

(4.5)

with m̃φ a constant. This a priori unconventional behavior is expected in models where
quintessential inflation is associated with the emergence of quantum scale symmetry in the
vicinity of UV and IR fixed points [187–189]. In this type of variable gravity scenario [190],
rapid variations of M2

φ(ϕ) are only expected to occur in a crossover regime where the di-
mensionless couplings and mass ratios of matter fields evolve from their UV to IR values.
If the field φ is identified with the SM Higgs, the decoupling from ϕ in Eq. (4.5) at late
times encodes the approach to the SM IR fixed point, as required by the constraints on the
variation of the Fermi to Planck mass ratio since nucleosynthesis [191, 192].

Tth ≃ α4/5M
(
Γϕ M2

P /M
3
)2/5

, with α being the fine structure constant of the gauge interaction [70]. For a
minimally coupled Higgs and α ≃ 10−2, this corresponds to Tth ≃ 1011 GeV; about one order of magnitude
below Tmax. Since Tmax depends more weakly on Γϕ than does Tth, the thermalization temperature can exceed
the maximum temperature, Tth > Tmax, if Γϕ > 2× 10−9MP , which justifies the assumption of instantaneous
thermalization. On the other hand, if Tmax ≳ Tth, then Tmax should be interpreted as an effective measure of
the maximal radiation density as defined by Eq. (4.4).

7Alternative options that share the characteristics described in i), ii), and iii) could be used without
significantly modifying the conclusions below. For example, one could introduce a parameter ϕl encoding
the timing of the transition simply by replacing ϕ by ϕ − ϕl or one could consider smoothing the transition
at ϕ = 0 by using some interpolation function; see, e.g. Ref. [187]. Note also that condition iii) could be
relaxed if the daughter field φ is coupled to lighter fermionic degrees of freedom. Their inclusion significantly
increases the efficiency of (re)heating, draining energy from the φ sector before the backreaction on ϕ becomes
important [185, 186]. In the most efficient scenarios, (re)heating can become nearly instantaneous.
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The form of Eq. (4.5) ensures that M2
φ changes non-adiabatically only once near ϕ = 0,

triggering an instantaneous burst of particle production. At small k values, the violation of
the adiabaticity condition can be safely approximated by |Ṁφ| ≳ M2

φ or equivalently by

g2 ϕ2 ≲ g |ϕ̇0|, with |ϕ̇0| the inflaton velocity at zero crossing. Solving this expression for ϕ,
we observe that particle production takes place in a very narrow interval ∆ϕ ∼ (|ϕ̇0|/g)1/2
around ϕ = 0, the production being essentially instantaneous for sufficiently large couplings,
∆t ∼ Φ/|ϕ̇0| ∼ (g |ϕ̇0|)−1/2. The typical momentum of the created particles follows directly
from the uncertainty principle, ∆k ∼ (∆t)−1 ∼ (g |ϕ̇0|)1/2 and coincides with the one obtained
by properly solving the mode equation (3.4) in the WKB approximation. Indeed, as shown
explicitly in the seminal paper [111], the occupation number of φ particles after a single zero
crossing is given by

nkin
k = exp

(
− π k2

g |ϕ̇0|

)
. (4.6)

Assuming the decay products to be ultra-relativistic (g |ϕ̇0| ≫ m̃φ), this corresponds to
an instantaneous generation of the radiation energy density ρkinR ≃ g2/(4π4) |ϕ̇0|2, which
redshifts as ρR ∝ a−4. Since no further non-adiabatic transitions occur, there is no subsequent
resonance, and the entire process is completed in a single event, in stark contrast with
oscillatory models where repeated zero-crossings lead to parametric resonance and require
careful numerical treatment. On top of that, the results are completely independent of the
particle spin, allowing us to extend the above estimates to fermionic species. We emphasize
that this is not the case in oscillatory scenarios, since the adiabaticity condition is violated
periodically, leading to bosonic enhancement effects [110, 111].

Using the scaling of the different energy components during the kination epoch (ρϕ(a) ∝
a−6 and ρR(a) ∝ a−4) together with entropy conservation, one can easily determine the
(re)heating temperature at which the energy density of the created particles equals that of
the inflaton field (ρR(Trh) = ρϕ(Trh)), namely

Trh =

(
g⋆s(Tmax)

g⋆s(Trh)

)1/3

Θ1/2 Tmax , (4.7)

with g⋆s(Tmax) and g⋆s(Trh) the entropic degrees of freedom at the corresponding temperature
scales, T 4

max ≡ 30 ρkinR /(π2 g⋆(Tmax)) the maximum temperature of the created particles at
the onset of kination under the assumption of instantaneous thermalization, and

Θ ≡ ρkinR
ρkinϕ

≃ 2× 10−8
( g

0.02

)2(1011GeV

Hkin

)2
(

|ϕ̇0|
10−8M2

P

)2

(4.8)

the so-called heating efficiency encoding the efficiency of non-perturbative particle produc-
tion [187, 193]. We observe then that the smaller the heating efficiency, the longer the
kination epoch, and the larger the difference between the maximal radiation temperature
and the proper (re)heating temperature. In particular, accounting for all SM degrees of free-
dom at temperatures higher than the top-quark mass (g⋆(Tmax) = g⋆s(Tmax) = g⋆s(Trh) =
106.75), the upper limit on the inflationary scale HI < 2.5 × 10−5MP [37] implies a bound
Tmax ≤ 6× 1011 GeV×Θ1/4.

5 Conclusions

As particle physics and cosmology continue to further intertwine, the (re)heating epoch stands
out as a pivotal bridge between high-energy inflationary dynamics and the thermal history of
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the observable Universe. A key takeaway from this review is that, despite its intuitive appeal
and analytical tractability, the conventional Boltzmann approach—commonly used within
the particle physics community—fails to capture the essential nonlinear and non-perturbative
phenomena that dominate the early stages of (re)heating. These include explosive particle
production via parametric and tachyonic resonance, condensate fragmentation, and turbulent
energy cascades; processes that are not just theoretical curiosities but critical components of
the post-inflationary dynamics.

Although significant uncertainties concerning the detailed evolution from the end of
inflation to radiation domination remain, decades of theoretical progress and increasingly
sophisticated computational tools, ranging from lattice simulations to semi-analytic tech-
niques, have brought us closer to a coherent and predictive framework. One of the aims of
this review has been to demystify these developments, highlight the physical processes at
play, and offer to the particle physics community a practical entry point into this rich area of
early-Universe dynamics. Moreover, the dynamics of (pre)heating is not merely of academic
interest: they can leave observable imprints. The violent amplification of field fluctuations
can source stochastic gravitational waves [194], contribute to baryogenesis [195–201], affect
the primordial power spectrum [202–208], and lead to the formation of topological defects
such as cosmic strings or domain walls [140, 141, 158, 160, 209–212]. These cosmological relics
offer a unique window into the Universe’s earliest moments and provide strong motivation
for connecting early-Universe dynamics with upcoming observational probes.

In summary, (re)heating is not a footnote to inflation, nor a simple perturbative af-
terthought. It is a rich and intricate phase that demands both conceptual clarity and
methodological care. As cosmology becomes an increasingly precise science grounded in
data, faithful modeling of this transitional epoch will be essential not only for consistency
but also for unlocking new insights into high-energy physics and the fundamental structure
of our Universe.
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[104] A. Ringwald, J. Schütte-Engel and C. Tamarit, Gravitational Waves as a Big Bang
Thermometer, JCAP 03 (2021) 054 [2011.04731].

[105] A. Ringwald and C. Tamarit, Revealing the cosmic history with gravitational waves, Phys.
Rev. D 106 (2022) 063027 [2203.00621].

[106] P. Klose, M. Laine and S. Procacci, Gravitational wave background from vacuum and thermal
fluctuations during axion-like inflation, JCAP 12 (2022) 020 [2210.11710].
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[122] A. Tranberg and G. Ungersbäck, Quantum tachyonic preheating, revisited, JHEP 05 (2024)
128 [2312.08167].

[123] S.Y. Khlebnikov and I.I. Tkachev, Classical decay of inflaton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 219
[hep-ph/9603378].

[124] P.B. Greene, L. Kofman, A.D. Linde and A.A. Starobinsky, Structure of resonance in
preheating after inflation, Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 6175 [hep-ph/9705347].

[125] R. Micha and I.I. Tkachev, Relativistic turbulence: A Long way from preheating to
equilibrium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 (2003) 121301 [hep-ph/0210202].

[126] R. Micha and I.I. Tkachev, Turbulent thermalization, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 043538
[hep-ph/0403101].
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