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Abstract: It is known that a light scalar field obtains fluctuations in the de Sitter in-

flationary background. Such fluctuations could provide an initial condition for baryogenesis

through the Affleck-Dine mechanism, where an approximate U(1)B symmetry is usually as-

sumed. However, an interpretation of the baryon number generation in this way is strongly

related to the correlation length of the angular mode. In this work, we calculate the cor-

relation length of the angular mode for a model exhibiting an approximate U(1) symmetry.

We find that for a massive nearly non-interacting field, the correlation length of the angular

mode is determined by the mass parameter of the model and it is similar to H−1 exp(H2/m2).

Applying this result to baryogenesis via the Affleck-Dine mechanism with a stochastic origin,

we find that only for m � O(0.1)H(assuming N∗ = 60) can the correlation length of the

baryon number density be much larger than our current horizon size, such that we live in the

baryon-rich region. If this is not true, at early times our universe would consist of numerous

patches of baryon-rich and anti-baryon-rich regions with the average baryon number being

nearly zero.ar
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1 Introduction

It is widely believed the universe undergoes fast expansion in its early stage (inflation),

characterized by a quasi-de Sitter space-time [1–5]. The period of inflation not only solves the

flatness problem, the horizon problem, but also seeds the primordial fluctuations of the Cosmic

Microwave Background (CMB) temperature, which finally resulted in the large structure of

our universe. During this stage, all light scalar fields obtain fluctuations with an amplitude

around H
2π in each e-fold, and the distribution function of the field values can be described by

the Fokker-Planck equations. For sufficient long inflationary time, the fluctuations continue

to accumulate, and finally, the distribution function reaches an equilibrium state [6, 7]. For a

massive nearly non-interacting field, the equilibrium solution is characterised by a correlation

length of around H−1 exp(H2/m2) within which we can take the field value as a constant [6, 7].

This equilibrium distribution provides an initial condition for the vacuum displacement of

the scalar field. If this field carries a U(1)B or U(1)L charge, it may generate the baryon

asymmetry of our universe through the Affleck-Dine mechanism [8–10]. However, due to the

stochastic behavior of the field, the average baryon number in the whole universe vanishes.

But it has been argued that if m � H [10, 11], the correlation length of the field is much

larger than our current horizon size, such that we could live in a baryon-rich patch.

Recently, some studies have tried to use similar ideas to generate the baryon asymmetry

via the Affleck-Dine mechanism [12–14]. However, to avoid the baryonic isocurvature limit

from CMB observation, they require the mass of the scalar field to be close to the inflationary

Hubble parameter. Since the correlation length of the field is around H−1 exp(H2/m2), in

the early time our current universe should consist of numerous Hubble patches with different

baryon numbers. Nevertheless, the observed baryon number of our universe should be the

average of all patches. Now we come up with a question: whether the average of the baryon

number in our universe (close to) zero or not?

This question is closely related to the correlation length of the angular mode θ. In the

Affleck-Dine mechanism, the baryon number asymmetry is usually proportional to sinnθ,

where the value of n depends on the models. Due to the stochastic behavior of the field, θ is

randomly distributed and the average of the baryon number in the whole universe should be

zero. However, if the correlation length of θ is much larger than our current horizon size, we

can still live in a baryon-rich patch, even if the average of the baryon number in the whole

universe is zero. On the other hand, if the correlation length of θ is much smaller than our

current horizon size, then at early times our universe consists of many baryon-rich patches

and anti-baryon-rich patches with the same probabilities, then the average of the baryon

number in our universe is nearly zero1.

Since the correlation length for a weakly coupled scalar field depends on its mass, one

1It can not be exactly zero. According to the central limit theorem, the average of the baryon number

in our universe should be around |YB |e−3/2N where YB is the baryon to entropy ratio defined as
√
〈Y 2

B〉 and

N ∼ N∗/ log(HRc) is the number of the patches contained in our current horizon. Here N∗ ≈ 60 is the e-fold

number of our observed universe.
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Figure 1. Illustration of the correlation length for the angular mode. Within each cell, the φR, φI
can be taken as a constant, with the size of each cell is around Rc. Here φ+R,I(φ

−
R,I) denotes the region

with φR,I > 0(φR,I < 0) and tan θ = φI

φR
.

may argue that for a small U(1)B breaking term, the angular mode would have an effective

“mass” much smaller than the Hubble parameter. In this case, one may conclude that the

correlation length of the θ could be much larger than our current horizon size. A similar

argument has been used in the works [12–14]2.

On the other hand, since the Affleck-Dine field contains two real fields φR and φI with

similar correlation length Rc ≈ H−1 exp(H2/m2), one can imagine that the whole universe

is divided by many cells with a scale of Rc. Within each cell, we can take φI and φR as a

constant, but for different cells, the field values of φR,I are not strongly correlated and they

can be taken as random distributed3. Due to the approximate U(1) symmetry, the sign of

φR and φI are also random with equal probabilities to be positive or negative. Note that

tan θ = φI
φR

, so the sign of tan θ is also randomly distributed. Therefore, we expect that the

correlation length of θ should not be too much larger than Rc, as illustrated in Fig. 1.

To resolve this contradiction, in this work we implicitly calculate the correlation length of

θ. We find that if the model presents an approximate U(1) symmetry, the correlation length

of the angular mode is indeed not much larger than Rc. The paper is organized as follows, in

Sec. 2 we show the general formalism for the calculation, in Sec. 3 we take the single field as

one typical example, and we calculate the correlation length of angular mode for the exact

U(1) case in Sec. 4 and approximate U(1) case in Sec. 5. We also calculate the correlation

length of the baryon number density in Sec. 6 and we discuss the results in Sec. 7.

2 General formalism

In this section, we present the general formalism for our calculation. This part is based on

the work [7] and we just summarize the main result here. During inflation, the scalar fields

2See the discussion of [13] at the end of Sec. 3.
3The distribution functions are decided by the equilibrium solution of the Fokker-Planck equations.
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follow a stochastic process, which can be described by the Fokker-Planck equation,

∂ρ(ϕ, t)

∂t
=

1

3H

[
ρ(ϕ, t)∇2V (ϕ) +∇V (ϕ) · ∇ρ(ϕ, t)

]
+
H3

8π2
∇2ρ(ϕ, t) , (2.1)

where V (ϕ) is the potential for ϕ and ρ(ϕ, t) is the probability distribution function. Here ∇
only acts on the field space.

To solve the Fokker-Planck equation, one can assume,

ρ(ϕ, t) = exp

(
−4π2V (ϕ)

3H4

) ∞∑
n=0

anΦn(ϕ)e−Λn(t−t0) . (2.2)

Define

v(ϕ) ≡ 4π2

3H4
V (ϕ) , (2.3)

then Φn satisfies the following eigenvalue equation,

1

2

[
−∇2 +

(
∇v(ϕ)2 −∇2v(ϕ)

)]
Φn(ϕ) =

4π2

H3
ΛnΦn(ϕ) . (2.4)

The coefficients an are given by the initial condition of ρ at t = t0 as

an =

∫
dϕρ(ϕ, t0)ev(ϕ)Φn(ϕ) . (2.5)

Note that there is always a solution which is called the static equilibrium solution with Λ0 = 0.

Φ0(ϕ) = N−1/2e−v(ϕ) , (2.6)

where N is calculated by normalization condition

N ≡
∫
e−2v(ϕ)dϕ . (2.7)

After enough time has passed, any solution will finally approach the static equilibrium solu-

tion,

ρq(ϕ) ≡ N−1 exp

(
− 8π2

3H4
V (ϕ)

)
= N−1e−2v(ϕ) . (2.8)

We can calculate the average of any variable F (ϕ) and F 2(ϕ) in terms of the equilibrium

solution,

〈F 〉 =

∫
dϕF (ϕ)ρq(ϕ) , (2.9)

and

〈F 2〉 =

∫
dϕF 2(ϕ)ρq(ϕ) . (2.10)
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On the other hand, in the equilibrium state, we can derive the correlation function for

any variable F (ϕ),

GF (|t1 − t2|) ≡ 〈F (ϕ(x, t1))F (ϕ(x, t2))〉 . (2.11)

We have

GF (t) =

∫
F (ϕ)Ξ(ϕ, t)dϕ , (2.12)

where

Ξ(ϕ, t) ≡
∫
F (ϕ1)ρq(ϕ1)Π[ϕ(t)|ϕ1(0)]dϕ1 , (2.13)

satisfying the Fokker-Planck equation with the initial condition,

Ξ(ϕ, 0) = F (ϕ)ρq(ϕ) , (2.14)

and Π[ϕ2(t)|ϕ1(0)] is the conditional probability to find ϕ(t) = ϕ2 provided that ϕ(0) = ϕ1.

Since Ξ(ϕ, t) satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation, it can be written as,

Ξ(ϕ, t) = exp

(
−4π2V (ϕ)

3H4

) ∞∑
n=0

AnΦn(ϕ)e−Λnt , (2.15)

where

An =

∫
F (ϕ)ρq(ϕ)evΦn(ϕ)dϕ = N−1

∫
F (ϕ)e−vΦn(ϕ)dϕ

= N−1/2

∫
F (ϕ)Φ0Φn(ϕ)dϕ . (2.16)

Then we have

GF (|t|) =
∑
n=0

Ane
−Λnt

∫
F (ϕ)e−vΦn(ϕ)dϕ = N

∑
n=0

A2
ne
−Λnt =

∑
n=0

Ã2
ne
−Λnt , (2.17)

with

Ãn =

∫
F (ϕ)Φ0(ϕ)Φn(ϕ)dϕ . (2.18)

For a long enough period of time, the dominant contribution of GF (t) comes from the lowest

state Λmin with Ãmin 6= 0. We can use the above formula to calculate the average of the

variable F and F 2,

〈F 〉 =

(∫
F (ϕ)ρqdϕ

)
=

(∫
F (ϕ)Φ0(ϕ)Φ0(ϕ)dϕ

)
= Ã0 ,

〈F 2〉 = GF (0) =
∑
n=0

Ã2
n . (2.19)
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If we define the fluctuations of F as δF = F − 〈F 〉, then

〈(δF )2〉 = 〈F 2〉 − 〈F 〉2 =
∑
n=1

Ã2
n . (2.20)

For the spatial correlation function ξF (x) = 〈F (ϕ(x1, t))F (ϕ(x2, t))〉(x = x1 − x2), in

the large |x| limit, we just need to take t→ 2H−1 log(aH|x|),

ξF (x) =
∑
n=0

Ã2
n(aH|x|)−2ΛnH−1

. (2.21)

For the case of Ã0 = 0, we can define the correlation length that the variable F (ϕ) satisfies,

ξF (Rc) = GF (0)/2 . (2.22)

Then within the length scale Rc we can take F approximately as a constant. Usually this

scale is decided by the lowest eigenvalue Λmin with Ãmin 6= 0.

3 Example for a single field

In this section, we will use the above formulas to calculate the example of a single scalar field

where only a mass term is included. These results are already known and there is nothing

new here. But this result is important to allow us to extend to the case of multi-dimensions,

particularly into 2-dimensions which we are interested in. Now the potential is

V (ϕ) =
1

2
m2ϕ2, v(ϕ) ≡ 4π2

3H4
V (ϕ) . (3.1)

The eigenvalue equation is,

1

2

[
− ∂2

∂ϕ2
+
(
v′(ϕ)

2 − v′′(ϕ)
)]
ψn(ϕ) =

4π2

H3
Λnψn(ϕ) . (3.2)

We can define an effective potential as,

V =
1

2

(
v′(ϕ)2 − v′′(ϕ)

)
=

1

2
ω2ϕ2 − 1

2
ω , (3.3)

where ω = 4π2m2

3H4 . Then the eigenvalue equation becomes,

1

2

[
− ∂2

∂ϕ2
+ ω2ϕ2

]
ψn(ϕ)− 1

2
ωψn(ϕ) =

4π2

H3
Λnψn(ϕ) . (3.4)

This is nothing but the eigenvalue equation for an oscillator with a frequency ω. The difference

is that the zero energy has been removed by the terms −1
2ωψn(ϕ). One can easily find that

the eigenvalues are,

Λn =
H3

4π2
nω =

nm2

3H
, n = 0, 1, 2... . (3.5)
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The eigenfunctions can be written as,

ψn = Nn exp

(
−1

2
α2ϕ2

)
Hn(αϕ), Nn = (α/

√
π2nn!)1/2 , (3.6)

with α =
√
ω and Hn is the Hermite polynomials. For simplicity, we can use the Dirac Bra-ket

notation to describe the eigenfunction ψn as |n〉 with the eigenvalue Λn. We also have the

following relation,

ϕ|n〉 =
1

α

[√
n

2
|n− 1〉+

√
n+ 1

2
|n+ 1〉

]
. (3.7)

It is then not difficult to find that for F (ϕ) = ϕ2, we have

〈F 〉 = 〈ϕ2〉 = 〈0|ϕ2|0〉 =
1

2α2
=

3H4

8π2m2
. (3.8)

For F (ϕ) = ϕ, we have

〈0|ϕ|0〉 = 0, 〈0|ϕ|1〉 =
1√
2α

= Ã1 (3.9)

The spatial correlation function of F (ϕ) = ϕ is

ξ(x) = |Ã1|2(aH|x|)−2Λ1H−1
= 〈ϕ2〉(aH|x|)−2Λ1H−1

. (3.10)

Then we have

Rc = H−1 exp (log 2/2Λ1) = H−1 exp

(
3log2

2

H2

m2

)
≈ H−1 exp

(
H2

m2

)
, (3.11)

therefore, the correlation length is totally decided by the mass of the field(we set the a = 1 at

the end of inflation). For N∗ = 60, if the mass is m . 0.1H, the correlation length ϕ can be

much larger than our observed universe. If m & 0.13H(assuming N∗ = 60), in the early time

our current universe is composed of different patches with different ϕ following a distribution

described by ρq(ϕ).

4 Correlation length of the angular mode for an exact U(1) symmetry

In this section, we will calculate the correlation length of the angular mode for an exact U(1)

symmetry. In this case, the θ is massless and the correlation length may appear to be very

large. We will show that this naive estimation is wrong. For multi-dimension Fokker-Planck

equation,

−1

2
∇2Φn +

1

2

[
(∇v)2 −∇2v

]
Φn =

4π2Λn
H3

Φn . (4.1)
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Let us look at a simple case,

V (φ) = m2|φ|2 =
1

2
m2φ2

1 +
1

2
m2φ2

2 , (4.2)

where φ = 1√
2
(φ1 + iφ2). From our previous calculation, it shows that the universe is divided

into different patches with a correlation length of Rc ≈ H−1 exp
(
H2

m2

)
. However, if we use

the radial-angular coordinates φ = r√
2
eiθ, we have

V (φ) = m2|φ|2 =
1

2
m2r2 . (4.3)

Then we have one massive mode and one massless mode. One may argue that the correlation

length for θ should be much larger than Rc. We will show that it is not true through two

different coordinate representations.

4.1 φ1, φ2 representation

Since the φ1, φ2 do not couple to each other, the eigenvalues are easy to solve. The total eigen-

functions are just the product of each separate eigenfunction. Let us define the eigenfunction

with eigenvalue Λn,l as

Ψn,l(φ1, φ2) = ψn(φ1)ψ̃l(φ2), Λn,l =
(n+ l)m2

3H
, n, l = 0, 1, 2... . (4.4)

There is a degeneracy for the eigenvalue Λn,l with NΛn,l
= n+ l + 1. Here we only list some

of the eigenfunctions with the lowest eigenvalues,

Ψ0,0(φ1, φ2) = ψ0(φ1)ψ̃0(φ2), Λ0 = 0 (4.5)

Ψ0,1(φ1, φ2) = ψ0(φ1)ψ̃1(φ2), Λ0,1 =
m2

3H
(4.6)

Ψ1,0(φ1, φ2) = ψ1(φ1)ψ̃0(φ2), Λ1,0 =
m2

3H
. (4.7)

We can also use the Dirac Bra-ket notation |n, l〉 to denote the state with eigenfunction

ψn(φ1)ψ̃l(φ2).

Let us calculate the correlation length of the angular mode F (φ1, φ2) = θ = Arcsin φ2√
φ21+φ22

.

Due to the symmetry of the function, the first non-vanishing Ã appears at

Ã0,1 =

∫
Arcsin

φ2√
φ2

1 + φ2
2

Ψ0,0(φ1, φ2)Ψ0,1(φ1, φ2)dφ1dφ2 , (4.8)

with the corresponding eigenvalue m2

3H . Numerically we find A0,1 = 0.8 6= 0, then Rθ ≈ Rc.
However, it is more intriguing to calculate the correlation length of sin θ = φ2√

φ21+φ22
.

Within the correlation length Rθ, we can take θ as a constant, then the same is true for sin θ.

Therefore, we expect the correlation length of these two variables might be similar (generally
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f(θ) and θ could have different correlation lengths). More importantly, it is much easier to

apply this variable to the r − θ representation. As usual,

Ã0,1 =

∫
φ2√
φ2

1 + φ2
2

Ψ0,0(φ1, φ2)Ψ0,1(φ1, φ2)dφ1dφ2 . (4.9)

Numerically, we find Ã0,1 ≈ 0.63, and thus, the spatial correlation function is

ξsin θ(x) = Ã2
1(aH|x|)−2Λ0,1H−1

, (4.10)

where Λ0,1 = m2

3H . Then we have Rsin θ = H−1 exp
(
H2

m2

)
. Indeed the correlation length is

same as Rc.

4.2 r, θ representation

For the eigenvalue equation,

−1

2
∇2Φn +

1

2

[
(∇v)2 −∇2v

]
Φn =

4π2Λn
H3

Φn , (4.11)

we have

∇2 =
∂2

∂r2
+

1

r

∂

∂r
+

1

r2

∂2

∂θ2
. (4.12)

in the r − θ representation. The effective potential V is only a function of r.

V =
1

2

[
(∇v)2 −∇2v

]
. (4.13)

Due to the rotation symmetry, the wave function can be written as,

Ψn,l(r, θ) = Rn,l(r)Yl(θ), l = 0,±1,±2... , (4.14)

where

Yl(θ) =
1√
2π
eilθ, l = 0,±1,±2... , (4.15)

and we have ∫ 2π

0
dθYl(θ)Y

∗
l′ (θ) = δl,l′ . (4.16)

Since v is only a function of r, the eigenvalue equation becomes

−
[
R′′n,l +

R′n,l
r
− l2

r2
Rn,l

]
+

[
(v′)2 − v′′ − v′

r

]
Rn,l =

8π2λn,l
H3

Rn,l , (4.17)

where we have used the following relation

∂2

∂θ2
Yl = −l2 . (4.18)
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The eigensystem is similar to the 2 dimension oscillator

λn,l = (2n+ |l|)m
2

3H
, n = 1, 2, 3..., l = 0,±1,±2...

Nλn,l
= 2n+ |l|+ 1 . (4.19)

This result is totally consistent with that found for the φ1,φ2 coordinates. Here we list some

of the wave-functions

Φ0,0(r, θ) = R0,0(r)
1√
2π

Φ0,1(r, θ) = R0,1(r)
1√
2π
eiθ

Φ0,−1(r, θ) = R0,1(r)
1√
2π
e−iθ . (4.20)

Actually it is more convenient to use another set of eigenfunctions,

Φn,0(r, θ) = Rn,0(r)
1√
2π
, n = 0, 1, 2, 3...,

Φn,l(r, θ) = Rn,l(r)
1√
π

cos lθ, n = 0, 1, 2, 3..., l = 1, 2, 3...

Φ′n,l(r, θ) = Rn,l(r)
1√
π

sin lθ, n = 0, 1, 2, 3..., l = 1, 2, 3... . (4.21)

The lowest eigenvalue which has non-vanishing Ã is λ0,1 = m2

3H with

Ã′0,1 =

∫
sin θΦ0,0(r, θ)Φ′0,1(r, θ)rdrdθ

=

∫
R0,0(r)R0,1(r)rdr

1√
2
. (4.22)

Numerically, we find Ã′0,1 ≈ 0.63, which is totally consistent with the previous calculation in

which we used the φ1, φ2 coordinates.

5 Correlation length of the angular mode for an approximate U(1) symme-

try

For the case of an approximate U(1) symmetry, we add a small breaking term for the U(1)

symmetry, which is a necessary condition for the baryogenesis by the Affleck-Dine mechanism.

In this scenario, one may argue that for the approximate U(1) symmetry, θ is not exactly

massless and obtains a finite (small) mass, such that the correlation length could be much

longer. In the following, we will show, that even if U(1) is an approximate symmetry, the

correlation length of θ is still close to Rc. Let us consider an example,

V (φ) = m2|φ|2 +

[
1

2
|µ|2φ2 + h.c

]

– 10 –



=
1

2
(m2 + |µ|2)φ2

1 +
1

2
(m2 − |µ|2)φ2

2

≡ 1

2
m2

1φ
2
1 +

1

2
m2

2φ
2
2 , (5.1)

where the |µ|2 term breaks the U(1) symmetry and we assume that such a term is much

smaller than the m2 term. In this case, we still have an exact solution.

Ψn,l(φ1, φ2) = ψn(φ1)ψ̃l(φ2), Λn,l =
(nm2

1 + lm2
2)

3H
, n, l = 0, 1, 2... . (5.2)

Here we list some of the wave functions with lowest eigenvalues,

Ψ0,0(φ1, φ2) = ψ0(φ1)ψ̃0(φ2), Λ0 = 0 (5.3)

Ψ0,1(φ1, φ2) = ψ0(φ1)ψ̃1(φ2), Λ1 =
m2

2

3H2
(5.4)

Ψ1,0(φ1, φ2) = ψ1(φ1)ψ̃0(φ2), Λ2 =
m2

1

3H2
. (5.5)

The degeneracy of the spectrum has been broken because m1 > m2. Now again, the lowest

eigenvalue with non-vanishing Ã is
m2

2
3H with

Ã0,1 =

∫
φ2√
φ2

1 + φ2
2

Ψ0,0(φ1, φ2)Ψ0,1(φ1, φ2)dφ1dφ2 . (5.6)

For |µ|2 � m2, the value of Ã0,1 is essentially not changed. But the eigenvalue has been

changed from m2

3H2 into
m2

2
3H2 and the correlation length indeed becomes larger

Rsin θ ≈ H−1 exp
(
H2/(m2 − |µ|2)

)
. (5.7)

Since we are considering the case of µ2 � m2, this value is still close to Rc. More importantly,

in the limit of µ2 → 0, we get the exact U(1) symmetry result.

To be complete, we also calculate the result in the r, θ coordinates. In this case we can

use the formulas used in perturbation theory for quantum mechanics. We have

V (φ) = m2|φ|2 +

[
1

2
|µ|2φ2 + h.c

]
=

1

2
m2r2 +

1

2
|µ|2r2 cos 2θ . (5.8)

Since

Φ0 = N−1/2e−v , (5.9)

obviously

Ã0 =

∫
Φ2

0 sin θrdrdθ = 0 . (5.10)
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Note that Φ0 6= Φ
(0)
0,0 since Φ0 is the exact eigenfunction with the breaking term included.

Now we need to find out the lowest eigenvalue with Ã 6= 0. The effective potential can be

written as

V =
1

2

[
(∇v)2 −∇2v

]
=

[
1

2

(
4π2

3H4

)2

m4r2 4π2m2

3H4

]
+

(
4π2

3H4

)2

|µ|2m2r2 cos 2θ +O(µ4)

=
(
1/2ω2

0r
2 − ω0

)
+
(
ω0ω1r

2
)
≡ V0 + Vb , (5.11)

where we define ω0 = 4π2m2

3H4 and ω1 = 4π2|µ|2
3H4 . Clearly Vb breaks the degeneracy of the

eigenvalues for states with

Φ
(0)
0,1(r, θ) = R

(0)
0,1(r)

1√
π

cos θ,

Φ′
(0)
0,1(r, θ) = R

(0)
0,1(r)

1√
π

sin θ . (5.12)

However, it does not mix these two states, and the eigenvalues of each state become,

λb0,1 = λ
(0)
0,1 +

H3

4π2

∫
Φ

(0)
0,1

2
Vbrdrdθ

λ′
b
0,1 = λ

(0)
0,1 +

H3

4π2

∫
Φ′

(0)
0,1

2
Vbrdrdθ . (5.13)

We have

H3

4π2

∫
Φ

(0)
0,1

2
Vbrdrdθ =

ω0

3H

|µ|2
2

∫
R

(0)
0,1

2
r3dr

H3

4π2

∫
Φ′

(0)
0,1

2
Vbrdrdθ = − ω0

3H

|µ|2
2

∫
R

(0)
0,1

2
r3dr . (5.14)

The last integration seems to be not easily determined. Notice that it is the average of

r2 = φ2
1 + φ2

2 for the state with Λ = m2

3H . We can use the φ1 φ2 coordinates to estimate this

integration, since we have

〈Ψ(0)
0,1|φ2

1 + φ2
2|Ψ(0)

0,1〉 = 〈Ψ(0)
1,0|φ2

1 + φ2
2|Ψ(0)

1,0〉 =
2

ω0
. (5.15)

then we get ∫
R

(0)
0,1

2
r3dr =

2

ω0
. (5.16)

In the end we find

λb0,1 = (m2 + |µ|2)
1

3H

λ′
b
0,1 = (m2 − |µ|2)

1

3H
. (5.17)
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Since we have µ2 � m2, we do not expect Ã0,1 to change too much. The essential thing here

is that the λ has matched the value of the exact solutions in the φ1, φ2 representation and

the correlation length is determined by the eigenvalue. Since the correlation length is mainly

determined by the lowest eigenvalue with Ã 6= 0, we arrive at the same conclusion, that the

correlation length of the angular mode should not be much larger than Rc.

One can also extend this result to other small U(1) breaking cases, from which we can

then conclude that even if a small breaking term is included, the correlation length θ can not

be much larger than Rc.

6 Correlation length for the baryon number density

It is known that a scalar field which carries baryon charge can generate a baryon asymmetry

through the Affleck-Dine mechanism. In the following, we analyse the correlation length of the

baryon number density. The displacement of the field originates from quantum fluctuations.

For the potential, we have

V (φ) = m2|φ|2 + [κnφ
n + h.c] , (6.1)

and

ṅB + 3HnB = Im(φ
∂V

∂φ
) . (6.2)

The baryon number density at H = m can be estimated as,

nB ∼
nκnIm(φn)

m
=
nκnr

n sinnθ0

2n/2m
. (6.3)

Since sinnθ0 is randomly distributed, the average is given by 〈nB〉 = 0. But this just means

that the whole universe has an average baryon number of zero, but not necessarily in our

observed universe. If the correlation length of nB is much larger than our current universe,

we may still live in a region with a positive baryon number. To calculate the correlation

length, we set n = 4 as an example,

V (φ) = m2|φ|2 +
[
κφ4 + h.c

]
=

1

2
m2r2 +

1

2
κr4 cos 4θ . (6.4)

The baryon number density is

nB =
κr4 sin 4θ

2m
= κ

4φ1φ2(φ2
1 − φ2

2)

2m
. (6.5)

The correlation function is

〈nB(0)nB(t)〉 =
∑

Ã2
ne
−Λnt , (6.6)
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where

Ãn =

∫
nBΦ0(ϕ)Φn(ϕ)dϕ . (6.7)

Due to the sin 4θ term, the major contribution is from Φ0,4 with eigenvalue λ0,4 = 4m2

3H .

Numerically, we find that

Ã0,4 =

∫
κr4

2m
R0,0(r)R0,4rdr

1√
2

=
1.8κ

mω2
. (6.8)

Then

〈nB(0)nB(t)〉 ≈ 3κ2

m2ω4
e−

4m2

3H
t . (6.9)

It is also useful to consider the φ1, φ2 coordinates. For Λ = 4m2

3H , there are five states, |0, 4〉,
|4, 0〉, |1, 3〉, |3, 1〉, |2, 2〉. By defining f(φ1, φ2) = 4φ1φ2(φ2

1 − φ2
2), it is not difficult to find

that

〈0, 0|f(φ1, φ2)|4, 0〉 = 〈0, 0|f(φ1, φ2)|0, 4〉 = 〈0, 0|f(φ1, φ2)|2, 2〉 = 0 . (6.10)

Then we only need to calculate,

|〈0, 0|f(φ1, φ2)|1, 3〉| = |〈0, 0|f(φ1, φ2)|3, 1〉| =
√

6

ω2
. (6.11)

Now we have two non-vanishing Ã, which when summed together gives,

〈nB(0)nB(t)〉 =
3κ2

m2ω4
e−

4m2

3H
t . (6.12)

The spatial correlation of nB is

〈nB(0)nB(x)〉 ≈ 3κ2

m2ω4
(aH|x|)−

8m2

3H2 , (6.13)

which is consistent with the work [15]. Now we find that the correlation length of nB is

RnB ≈ H−1 exp

(
H2

4m2

)
. (6.14)

which is much smaller than Rc. Note that even if 〈nB〉 = 0, once RnB is much larger than our

current universe, we could live in a baryon-rich universe, which is the case for m � 0.06H

for N∗ = 60.

To end, we give one example of successful baryogenesis models despite the angular mode

having a Rc that is much smaller than our current universe. One such example is baryogenesis

from sneutrino decay [16], the total baryon number is

nB = εnφ ≈ εm|φ|2 . (6.15)

Since nB is independent of the θ, in the whole universe we could have the same sign of nB.
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Figure 2. Illustration of the quantum jump for θ.

7 Discussion and conclusion

In this work, we calculated the correlation length of the angular mode for models with an

approximate U(1) symmetry. We find that for a massive nearly non-interacting fields, the

correlation length of the angular mode is determined by the mass parameter, which is approxi-

mately Rc = H−1 exp(H2/m2). Applying this result to baryogenesis through the Affleck-Dine

mechanism, if m ∼ H, the correlation length of the angular mode would be much smaller

than our current horizon size and the average of the baryon number in our universe would be

nearly zero.

The reason for this is simple. One can consider the quantum jump in each e-folding δφ ≈
H
2π within a horizon size H−1, then δθ ∼ H

2πφ0
where φ0 ≡

√
〈ϕ2〉 =

√
3
2
H2

2πm . The breaking

of the correlation length for θ0 ∼ 1 happens at an e-fold N satisfying
√
N = 2πφ0

H ∼ H/m,

therefore a natural correlation length for the θ0 is around H−1 exp (N) = H−1 exp
(
H2

m2

)
which is consistent with our calculation. For m . H, we have φ0 ∼ H/2π, then θ would soon

become randomly distributed with a correlation length H−1. Now we conclude that only

when m � O(0.1)H (assuming N∗ = 60) can the correlation length of the baryon number

density be much larger than our current horizon size, such that we live in the baryon-rich

region4.

In the work [12], the authors consider the stochastic origin of the initial condition for the

Affleck-Dine mechanism. To avoid the baryonic isocurvature limit δθ/θ . 10−5, usually one

can take H/2πφ0 . 10−5 and m/H . 10−5. However, the authors of [12] argue that if m ∼ H,

the power spectrum of the baryon number is suppressed by an additional factor (k/Hend)−M∗

where M∗ = 2m2/3H2
∗ . For m ∼ 0.5H∗, such suppression factor is large enough at the

4The baryonic isocurvature from CMB sets a stronger limit on m.
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CMB length scale and the isocurvature limit can be avoided. But in this case the correlation

length of angular mode is small and our universe will consist of many patches with positive

baryon numbers and negative baryon numbers and the average of the baryon number in our

observed universe is vanishing. It seems the authors do not realize this problem in their first

paper [12]. Later on, the authors combine the idea of ultra-slow-roll inflation(to generate the

primordial black hole dark matter) with Affleck-Dine mechanism [13, 14]. The ultra-slow-roll

inflation provides an initial condition for the Affleck-Dine mechanism. Again, they choose a

benchmark model of m = 0.5H to generate the baryon asymmetry [14] to avoid the baryonic

isocurvature bound. Until in their paper [13], they realize the importance of the correlation

length θ, then they add a paragraph to argue that the correlation length of θ is long(see the

last paragraph of Sec. 3.2 in [13]). The main argument is that m2
θ ∼ ∂θ∂θV (R, θ) → 0 and

the correlation length of θ is long due to the formula Rc ∼ H−1 exp(H2/m2). However, since

θ is not a canonical field and as we calculated in the work, the correlation length of θ is not

decided by the θ mass, therefore their argument is wrong and their result is doubtable.

To end, we give a comment on the correlation length of θ in the original Affleck-Dine

baryogenesis scenario, where the Affleck-Dine field gets a (large) negative mass from the

inflationary field [10]. In this case, φ is trapped at a much larger value φ0 � H. Thus, the

quantum jump is just δθ ∼ H
2πφ0

which is much smaller than the θ0 ∼ O(1). In this case,

the correlation length of θ indeed could be much larger than our current horizon size. There

is also one case that if the Affleck-Dine field plays the role of inflaton, the field value could

be much large than the Hubble parameter, then the correlation length could be long and the

baryon asymmetry can be generated during inflation [17–19].
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then

R′ = χ′r−1/2 − 1

2
χr−3/2 , (A.3)

R′′ = χ′′r−1/2 − χ′r−3/2 +
3

4
χr−5/2 . (A.4)

Notice we have

−
[
R′′n,l +

R′n,l
r
− l2

r2
Rn,l

]
+

[
(v′)2 − v′′ − v′

r

]
Rn,l =

8π2Λn,l
H3

Rn,l , (A.5)

and

−
[
χ′′n,l +

1

4r2
χn,l −

l2

r2
χn,l

]
+

[
(v′)2 − v′′ − v′

r

]
χn,l =

8π2Λn,l
H3

χn,l . (A.6)

Then we can use χn,l to perform all the numerical calculations instead of Rn,l.
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