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Certain in ation m odels undergo pre-heating, In which In aton oscillations can drive param etric
resonance instabilities. W e discuss several phenom ena stemm ing from such instabilities, especially
In weak-scale m odels; generically, these nvolve energizing a resonant system so that it can evade
tunneling by crossing barriers classically. O ne possibility is a spontaneous change of phase from a
lowerenergy vacuum state to one of higher energy, as exem pli ed by an asym m etric double-well
potential wih di erent m asses in each well. If the lower well is In resonance w ith oscillations
of the potential, a system can be driven resonantly to the upper well and stay there (except for
tunneling) if the upper well is not resonant. A nother exam ple occurs In hybrid in ation m odels
where the Higgs eld is resonant; the H iggs oscillations can be transferred to electroweak EW )
gauge potentials, lreading to rapid transitions over sphaleron barriers and consequent B+ L violation.
G iven an appropriate CP -«iolating seed, we nd thatpreheating can drive a tin evarying condensate
of Chem-Sim ons num ber over large spatial scales; this condensate evolves by oscillation as well as
decay into m odes w ith shorter spatial gradients, eventually ending up as a condensate of sphalerons.
W e study these exam ples num erically and to som e extent analytically. T he em phasis in the present
paper is on the generic m echanisn s, and not on speci ¢ preheating m odels; these w ill be discussed

n a later paper.

PACS numbers: 9880LCqg, 98.80-%, 1115, 05.70Fh

I. NTRODUCTION

T here are welltknow n reasons to believe that in ation
took place and w as follow ed by reheating to som e tem per-
ature T, . Before a them alequilbrium was reached, the
coherent oscillations ofthe in aton could create the envi-
ronm ent In which a resonant non-them alproduction of
particles could rapidly transfer energy from the In aton
to the other elds. This stage, known as preheating ﬂlj],
hasbeen a sub ct of intense studies. In particular, twas
argued that both non-them alphase transitions i_i] and
the generation of baryon asymm etry E{:l:jp] could occur
during preheating.

W e will describe two new eld-theoretical phenom ena
that can be caused by coherent oscillations of the In a—
ton. O ne isa new exam ple ofa phase transition driven by
the coherent oscillations of the in aton. T his transition
has an unusual feature that it can start in a low erenergy
ground state and end in a higher-energy m etastable vac—
uum . W e discuss this in Section II.

In Section ITT we describe resonant generation of a
ferm jon density through anom alous gauge interactions
that can be the basis for baryogenesis. In contrast
w ih the earlier work, where the analyses were based
on analogies w ith them al sphalerons Eu'_é] or topologi-
caldefects EI], we construct an explicit solution that can
be though of as a condensate of sphalerons. W e show

that the evolution of this solution can lad to a resonant
grow th of Chem-Sin ons num ber density.

II.PHASE TRANSITIONS AT PREHEATING

T he properties of the physical vacuum and the par-
ticle content of the universe are determ ined by physical
processes that took place In a hot prin ordial plasm a.
T heordes of particle interactions beyond the Standard
M odel allow for di erent types of physical vacua. For
example, an SU (5) Grand Unied Theory GUT) ak
Jow s three possibilities for the ground state, in which the
gauge group that rem ain unbroken is, respectively, SU (5),
SU@4) U@),orsSUu @) SUR) U@). If ow-energy su—
persymm etry is assum ed (to assure the gauge coupling
uni cation and to stabilize the hierarchy of scales), these
three ground states are degenerate In energy up to small
supersym m etry breakingterm s TeV . T herefore, any of
these potentialm inim a could equally wellbe the present
physical vacuum . The evolution of the universe shortly
aftertheBigBangmusthave chosen SU 3) SU ) U (@)
vacuum overthe others. T he phenom enon wew illdiscuss
can provide a new solution to the old puzzle related to
breaking ofa SUSY GUT gauge group. The sam e pro—
cess can have im portant consequences in other m odels
w ith severalcom peting (m etastable) vacua, for exam ple,


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0001058v2

In them Inin alsupersym m etric extention ofthe Standard
M odel M SSM ).
Letusconsideran in aton interactingw ith a \H iggs
eld"  through a coupling of the fom 2 Y or
Y , or both. Let us assum e that the e ective po-
tentialV ( ; ) has two non-degenerate m Inin a, for ex—
ampl ath i = v, hi= v, and that the mass of
the particke is not the same In both m Inim a, that is
Q%V (v;v,)=R 26 @%V ( wv;yv)=Q@ 2.

At the end of in ation, the system can occupy the
lowestenergy state wih h i = v. During preheat-
Ing, the in aton oscillates around is VEV, (&) =
v, + o cos!t. In general, this induces a tim edependent
mass for the Higgs eld through the couplings and

. The equation of m otion for the hom ogenous (zero—
momentum ) mode ofthe eld is

@
+ 3H _+ @—V(;vl+ pcos!t)= 0; @)

where H is the Hubble oonstant."]_: In Fjg.:_il: and Fjg.:_ﬁ
we show two exam ples of tin e-dependent e ective poten—
tials.

The potential V (; () = (2 )2+
0:#4cos56vt]+ 0dv (3v>  2) depicted :n Fig. il has
two classical solutions, = v and = v. Naively one
could expect that the lowest-energy solution = v cor-

resgoonds to the vacuum state. This is not necessarily
the case, however. Since the m ass of the eld is tim e—
dependent, the solution (t) = v m ay be unstable w ith
regpect to am all perturbations. At the sam e tin e, the
other solution, () = +v may be stable. If this is the
case, the classical system is attracted to the tra fctory

k) = +v.

In the vicinity ofthe globalm Inimum , for j( + v)=v]j
1, the equation ofm otion é'_];') isa M athieu equation that
has rapidly grow ng solutions for some valuesof !, o,
and m ) @V ( v;y)=@ ?. The in aton frequency
changes w ith tin e and can enter in resonance, at which
point ( (t)j V) beginhsto grow exponentially. T hiskind
of solution of equation (1), wih H =0 and the potential
ofFjg.:g:, isshown In FJggJ At som e poInt it crosses the
barrier and begins oscillations around a di erent poten—
tialm inimum ,h i= +v.However,them assofthe par-
ticlknearh i= +vism %, di erent from m ¢ ). There-
fore, the system m ay go out of resonance after crossing
the barrier. T here are no grow ing solutions in the vicin—
ity ofthe secondsm inin um , and the oscillations die out
wihh i= +v.

If the tunneling rate between h i= +vandh i= v
is neglighble, the classical evolution shown in Fjg.:_3I de-
scribbes a phase transition into a m etastable false vacuum .

'Tn weak-scale preheating the H ubble constant is negligiblly
an all. For GU T -scale preheating it is not, and i could play
an in portant role in helping to scan resonant bands.
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FIG. 1. The tin edependent potential
V(; ©)= (2 v)*L+04cos56vtl+ 0dv (Bv?  ?) that

hastwo non-degeneratem Inin a and a tin edependent barrier
height. Them assesofthe particles are also tin e-dependent
and are di erent in thetwom inim a.

X/v

FIG.2. Another tin edependent potential. T he heights
of the two vacua oscillate.

T his exam ple show s that the ground state at the end
of In ation does not necesarily correspond to the global
m ininum of the potential. Instead, during the preheat-
ng, a false vacuum can be populated if the true vacuum
entered in resonace while the false vacuum did not.

Both G rand Uni ed T heories and supersym m etric ex—
tentions of the Standard M odel predict the existence of
Iocalm inin a in the e ective potential. T he tunneling
rate between these m inin a can be extremely low and
their lifetin es can easily exceed the present age of the
universe. For example, the e ective potential of the
M SSM can have a broken color SU (3) in is globalm in-
Imum , while the standard, color and charge conserving
vacuum is m etastable. For natural and experin entally
allowed values of the M SSM param eters, the lifetin e of
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FIG .3. Classical solution ofthe equation ofm otion in the
potential of Fjg.:_]:. T he evolution begins near the unstable
classical traectory (t) = v and is driven towards a stable
classical solution (t) = +v. In quantum theory, if the tun-
neling rate between the two vacua is sm all, a phase transition
to a m etastable vacuum takes place.

this false vacuum can bem uch greaterthan 100 years ).
If the reheat tem perature affer in ation was not much
higher than the electroweak scale, thism etastable m Ini-
mum could be populated in the way we have described.

Breakinga SUSY GUT gauge group and choosing be—
tween the nearly degenerate m Inin a is problem atic in
non-in ationary coan ology B]. Let us consider a SUSY
SU ) GUT for exampl. The m inina wih unbroken
SU 5),SU @) U (@Q),and SU (3) SU () U (1) groupsare
nearly degenerate, split only by supersym m etry breaking
term s of the order of a TeV . W hy did the universe end
up In the vacuum w ith the lowest symm etry?

F inite tem perature corrections (if relevant, w hich m ay
notbe the case forpreheating) m ake the SU (5) m inin um
low est In energy because it hasa higher num ber ofdegres
of freedom . The subsequent them al evolution of the
potentialm akestunneling into a Standard M odelvacuum
In possble L-S] even if it becom es the globalm ninum at
tem peraturesbelow 1 TeV . Supergravity solits the three
m inin a by a negligble am ount and in such a way that
cogan ological constant can by ne-tuned to zero only in
them inin um w ih the higher energy while the othertwo
m Inin a have negative energy density f_ﬁ]. Som e of the
proposed solutions i_é] rely on assum ptionsabout a strong
gauge dynam ics that seem som ew hat in plausble.

If, however, in ation took place, the SUSY GUT vac—
uum ocould be chosen in a phase transition ofthe kind we
described. T his appears to resolve a long-standing prob—
lem oconceming the breaking of the SUSY GUT gauge
group.

III.B+ L VIOLATION

A s discussed in the Introduction, preheating oscilla—
tions ofthe H iggs VEV can lead to two e ects of interest
BHrB+L violation. The rst ] isthat the sphaleron bar-
rier itself oscillates, leading In principle to exponentialky—
sensitive oscillations of the sphaleron rate. T he second,
w hich we take up here, is that H iggs oscillations can res—
onantly drive classical transitions over the barrier.

G iven an appropriate CP-viclating seed, there are
three stages to this classical resonant driving. In the

rst stage, the seed (Which can be a source term or Ini-
tialoconditionson the EW gauge potentials) drives large—
scale generation ofC hem-Sin ons (C S) num ber (topolog—
ical charge) over spatial scales so large that spatial vari-
ation can be ignored and only tem poral variation saved
In the classicalequations ofm otion. In the second stage,
gradientson shorter scales em erge, asa result ofunstable
grow th of spatially-dependent perturbations. T he seeds
for these spatialm odes m ht em erge from spinodalde-
com posttion during In ation ﬂlO :].].I] A sexpected on gen—
eralgrounds from earlier preheating studies, the fastest—
grow Ing m odes are those w ith large spatial scales. The
third stage Involves the generation of sphalerons, w ith
spatial scales at the standard W boson massM i .

In all stages, we will ignore various back-reaction ef-
fects; the expansion ofthe universe (in any case, neglble
forweak-scale In ation); and dam ping produced by per—
turbative decays (one order of y higher than term swe
keep).

W e discuss the st stage, which has important
non-linear e ects stemm ing from gaugepotential self-
coupulings, both analytically and num erically. A partic—
ular ansatz is used for the gauge potential, having only a
tin e dependence. (T his ansatz hasbeen used some tine
ago {l-ﬁ] In a rather di erent scenario.) The analysis is in
the sam e spirit as the conventionalapproach to low -order
resonances in the M athieu equation (see, eg., Ref. h3
But the low est-order resonant-m ode equations, two 1st—
order di erential equations, have a cubic non-linearity.
Surprisingly, these coupled non-linear equations can be
solved exactly In temm s of ellptic functions. The non-
lineartermm snotonly provide a quartic potentialopposing
the grow th ofC S num ber but, as the CS num ber grow s,
the non-linear term also grow s and drives the system o
resonance. In e ect, the cubic non-lnearity causes the
W -boson m ass to increase. Interestingly, this increase
can be o set by a secular increase of the frequency of
H iggs oscillations, allow ing resonance to be m aintained
for long periods of tim e w ith consequent large grow th of
C S num ber.

In the second stage we Inclide linear perturbations to
the spatially-hom ogeneous equations of the rst stage;
these perturbations are considered to low est order in spa—
tialgradients, as characterized by a spatialm om entum k.
Tt isnot possible to do a conventionaldispersion-relation
analysis of these equations, which have tin edependent



coe clents as determ ined by the tem poral grow th of the

rst-stage gauge potentials. W e perform a num erical
analysis of the three coupled linear di erential equations
which result.

The third stage, n which gradients evolve to spatial
scales My ! appropriate for sphalerons, is the hard-
est to analyze, since an adequate treatm ent involves the
solution of coupled partial di erential equations w ith
tin edependent coe cients. So we restrict ourselves to
a crude, sin ple rst step, reducing these partialdi eren—
tial equations by a non-linear ordinary di erential equa—
tion for an approxin ate sphalron-lke m ode. The rel-
evant gaugepotential ansatz, rst introduced by B itar
and Chang f_ll_i'], was later used [_15] to analyze sphalerons
above the EW phase transition, and was shown to have
an e ective barrier potential for the sphaleron which was
num erically very close to that ofa sin ple pendulum . W e
Introduce an oscillating Higgs eld, which causes this
penduluim to be param etrically-driven. The ansatz is
too sin ple to be used for anything m ore than estim ating
the rate of change of topological charge as the pendu-
um goes over its barrier once; we do this num erically. Tn
principle, m ore com plicated fom s, representing m ultiple
sphalerons, could be used, such asthe ADHM construc-
tion orthose of 't H ooft orofJackiw ,N ohl, and R ebbi [_1§']
m ulidinstanton form , suitably m odi ed for M inkow ski-
space dynam ics, but these have not yielded any insights
forus.

At all stages, the energy density associated w ith gen—
eration of CS number is of order 4 m *=g¢?, as would be

appropriate r a gas of sphalerons w ith density — m3.

A .F irst stage: hom ogeneous C S param etric
resonance

In what follow s we always consider the Higgs eld to
have a given VEV , as determ ined by preheating e ects.
Introduce the conventional anti-hem itean gauge poten—
tial, w ith coupling g included, by:

a

R =

2. 2
2i)A @)

O ur spatially-hom ogeneous ansatz is:
Gho=0;ghi= (=) 3)
2i

In which the group index is tied to the spatial index. By
the conventional rules of charge conjugation and parity
for the gauge potential, isC even,P odd, CP odd.

Tt is in portant to note that this ansatz does not corre—
soond to a nonvanishing VEV foran EW eld. G auge
Invariance alone is enough to ensure that there can be
no expectation valie coupling the space-tim e indices to
group indices.

O ne readily calculates the EW electric and m agnetic

elds:

- ; = kG = (=) s

; 4
21 2 21 @

T hen one calculatesthedensity W ofChem-Sin onsnum —
ber as:

1

82)3: ©)

W=
Tt is straightforward to check that W- is the topological
charge density Q , related to B+ L violation through the
anom aly equation.

W ith the assum ption ofa given H iggsVEV , the equa—-
tions ofm otion for the gauge potential are:

D ;G 1+Mg ©®@ + @U)U )= 0: ©)
Here the uniary matrix U represents the G oldstone
(phase) part of the Higgs eld. Themass tem will be
assum ed to have the fom :

MZ @©=m*@+

cos(! t)) (7)
wherem isthe value ofM y w ith no oscillations. Later
we w ill have occasion to consider a tim edependent fre—
quency !, but ornow think of it as a constant.

T here m ust be som e sort of CP +violating seed to pro—
duce non-zero solutions of the equations ofm otion; these
m Ight stem from (long-scale) spatialgradients in them a-
trix U, which acts as a source in equation (6), or from
Initial values of . Because the equations are unstable,
there is little practicaldi erence, and we choose to drop
the U tem s in the equations ofm otion, and then provid—
Ing a seed through initial values. Then there is a single
equation for

+2°+ 1+ cosrt) =0 ®)
W e have non-din ensionalized the equations ofm otion by
measuring in units ofm and time t in units ofm 1.
The param eter hasthe value !=m .

W ithout the cubic non-linearity, this would be a stan—
dard M athieu equation. In the Appendix we analyze the
coupled non-linear m ode equations which arise for the
Iowest resonance (r = 2),and nd that they can be solved
exactly In tem s ofellptic integrals. T he qualitative fea—
tures of this analysis are easy to anticipate: Equation
(8) describes the m otion of a particle in a quartic poten—
tial. T he oscillating term drives the particle up the wall,
but eventually the particle gets out of resonance and falls
back. This process can repeat quasiperiodically.

W e now tum to num erical analysis. Only a couple of
exam plesw illbe reported, w ithout attem pting to choose
param eters to correspond to realistic preheating scenar-
jos. Param eters are chosen to illustrate speci c e ects;
other param eter sets m ay show no interesting behavior
at all. The runs reported here have initial values

(0) = 0001; —(0) = 0; 9)
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FIG.4. Tine dependence of for iniial valies as in
equation (9) plusr= 23; = 09.

and large values of , In the range 05-0.9. Because
the equations are both non-lnear and unstabl, the -
nal results are largely independent of the iniial condi-
tions as long as they are non—zero. A s the initial val-
ues are reduced, the tin e of onset of instability is som e~
tin es lengthened. G enerally, there are two regin es (for
constant frequency !): The resonant regine, In which
grow s to O (1), and the non-resonant regin e w here
stays small. W e will only show the nearresonant cases
In the gures. There is another regin e n which ! grows
secularly wih tin e, and which lads to larger values of

Fi. :ff is a typical exam ple of the behavior when !
or r is constant and fairly near resonance (in this case,
r=2.3). One sees that the envelop of j jgrow s to order
unity, but periodically passes through zero and repeats.
Thisisbecause isnearunity, and so system frequencies
vary quite abi, from 1+ tol

Fjg.ll_Sl show s the behavior when the frequency grow s
secularly. T he onset of rapid grow th is delayed because
the system is origihally fairly far from resonance, but
then the envelop of j jgrow s essentially linearly, coupled
to the frequency change. The system is able to stay in
resonance as grow s linearly, because the e ective m ass
M ofthe el (seethe Appendix) isM 2/ m?+ 3h 24,
and the e ective ratio r = !'=M stays roughly constant
ifM growsatthe samerateas!.

Fjg.:§ shows the CS density 3=8 2 corresponding to
the param eters of F ig. '5 The CS densiy grow s roughly
ast,wih growing linearly in tine asdoes ! .

W ith din ensionalized valuiesof j j’ m , the CS num —
ber density is of order 0.01 m 3, corresponding to a large
B+ L density. W hether any of this CS densiy survives
preheating to the reheating phase depends on whether
there is a \graceful exit" to preheating generation of
C S num ber, and this depends on factors not considered
In this paper, such as back reaction, growth of nite-
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¢

FIG.5. Behaviorof wih the iniial conditions of equa—
tion (9), with b = 0:52, and a secularly-grow Ing frequency
r()= 17+ 0:001t.
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t

FIG.6. The Chem—‘SJ'm ons densiy (see equation (5)) for
the param eters of F ig. 9.

mom entum m odes, and linear dam ping by decay of the
W -boson condensate. A dditionally, there m ay be m any
dom ains large com pared tom ! but sm all com pared to
the Hubblk size n which the values of are uncorre-
lated. Thisw ill reduce the e ective globalC S density by
a factor ofN =2, where N isthe num ber of such dom ains.
T he ultin ate fate of the processes considered here w illbe
taken up In a future work, in which speci c weak-scale
preheating scenarios w illbe taken up.

B . Second stage: evolution of spatially-varying
m odes

U ltin ately, there w illbe som e CP violating seedsw ith
nite spatial gradients. A ssum ing that these seeds are



an aller than those for (@s is reasonablk ollow ing in—
ation), these seeds will be driven by the tin e varia—
tion of aswellasofthe Higgs VEV .W e willbe con-—
cemed here only wih the linearized equations for the
spatially-varying m odes, which we characterize in m o—
mentum space. As is usual in preheating phenom ena,
the m odes w ih the longest spatial scales (am allest k)
grow fastest.
T he total vector potential isw ritten asA + a ,wih
A taken from equation (3). The most general vector

potential ga depending on a single vector K has tin e
com ponent

i~ E)
2i

gag = ( 0i 10)

and space com ponents

1 . A A A
gas = Z[(j Ej'” R) 1+ 14ap akp 2+ kg~ k 31t
11)

In equations (10,11) the hat indicates a unit vector, and
0; i are real finctions ofk? and t. A s before, we non—
din ensionalize by dividing these functions by m , replac—
Ing tby mt, and k by k=m . Presumably the Fourier
transform s n (10,11) vanish at an appropriate rate as
k ! 0 so as to change kK into K, although this will not
m atter In what follow s.
It is straightforward if lengthy to write out the lin—
earized version of equation (6) W ithout the U temm s):

1
o=6[2(—2 - ) ks 12)
0=k*+2 2+ 1+ cosrt
10 1 2k o+ 2(1+ 3) 2=0; 13)

2+Q 2 2k 1+ (L k3)+2—0=0; @14

3+ 0 3+k(p ks 2 ,)+4,7=0: (@5

Even though these are linear equations for the m odes

0; 5 they are in possble to solve analytically, because

is not an analytically-known function. W e have solved
them num erically, w ith various interesting results. Per-
haps the m ost Interesting is that these m ode fiinctions
rem ain an all and welkbehaved for a long tin e, and then
w hen is large enough (of order unity) they show vi-
olently unstable behavior. This is especially so for the
case when the frequency ! is grow ing w ith tin e, as for
Fig.d. This is illustrated in Fig. if, show ing the evolu—
tion with tin e of the linearm odes for the param eters of
Fig. § The m ode functions were begun w ith iniial val-
ueswhich are 0.1 tin esthose of (see equation (9)).0 £
course, any other initial values can be gotten by scaling,

since the equations are linear. T he point is that when,
for a given set of nitialvalues of (; 5, these functions
riseto be 0f0 (1), the whole problem becom es non-linear
and presum ably enters som ething like the third stage dis—
cussed below . Note in Fig.i] that the threshhold for non—
Iinearity, with the given initial conditions, occurs at a
(din ensionless) tin e of 200, which gives enough tine
to get big enough to be interesting (see Fig. ).

C .Third stage: sphalerons

Eventually, m om entum modeswih k ’ 1 willbecom e
prom nent, and the condensate of C S num ber becom es a
condensate of sphalerons. Tt ism uch m ore di cul to de-
scribe this stage, and wew illonly take a sin ple rst step.
T his step consists of a drastic sin pli cation of the kine—
m atics ofa sphaleron coupled to a tin edependent H iggs

eld, reducing the dynam ics to a single function (b
as In Refs. f_l-l_l‘,iﬁ] W rite the m ost general spherically—
sym m etric gauge potential and H iggs phase m atrix U in
the form :

1
~lgp= o ~H (16)

i
U=exp[—¢
p[2 2i

gA;= liak s (1 1) G £F ~}+mf ~

2ir
(0!

The functionsH ;; ; depend only on r;t. T he asym ptotic

valies ofthe angle arezeroatr= 0and atr=1.
W e param etrize these functions as:
H,;= z ; 18)
I
p— 2r_ .
fo= 24+ 2+ a2’
p— l 2]:2 .
' 24 24 a2’
p— 2r .
2 24+ 2+ a2

For details on the param etrization of See LI_%] For
the present purpose one can just think of as always
equal to In this param etrization the constant a is
a size param eter (ke that of an instanton) and , the
sole dynam ic degree of freedom , depends on t. G enerally,

is an odd function oft, vanishing along wih its rst
derivative at t= 0.

T he electric and m agnetic elds are:

j 4a2—

ET e 2
3 4a2

BT Qe
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FIG.7. The evolution of the linear m odes for the param —
eters of F ig. :_5 N ote the truncation on the vertical axis; at
t’ 200

all the am plitudes are larger than one in m agniude.

N ote that these have the sam e space and intemal sym —
m etry Index dependence asdoesthe ansatz ofequation
(3). It is therefore natural to suppose that the elds

w illtransform (through the grow th of spatialm odes) into
a condensate of sphalerons. O foourse, in this condensate
each sphaleron willbe a translate in space and in tine
ofthe sphaleron exhibited here, which is centered at the
space-tin e origin.
W ith boundary conditions
t= 1)= 1; t=+1)=+1 (20)
one readily veri es that, no m atter what the dynam ics
of as long as it is singlewvalued, the M inkow skian)
topological charge
Z
_ g
Q= 42

d'xTrE B @1)
has the value 1. Indeed, if we replace by t we get
exactly the usual Euclidean one-instanton expression,
w hich however isnow being Interpreted asaM inkow skian
construct.

T he size coordinate a is not arbirary, as i is for In-
stantons In gauge theoriesw ith no Higgs eld. A s shown
in f_l-§‘], if one goes to t = 0 and sets ;— = 0 there,
the resulting ansatz in equations (16,17) is an excellent
trial wave function for the sphalron. M inin izing the
Ham jltonian (for tim e-independent H iggs VEV) yields
a= 3=2M w ) and a sphaleron mass M ; only a frac—
tion of a percent higher than the true value, determ ined
num erically, of

4MW

M= 541(——
g

): (22)

W hen the mass My depends on tine, as in equation
(7), we w ill continue to use the above value fora. It then
happens that the param eters of the H am iltonian depend
on tine (see [_l-E_'n] for the Ham iltonian as a function of

a; i—-

A sisfurther shown in f_l-ﬁ], one can trade the function
for a topological charge Q (t) de ned by dem anding that
the kinetic energy term in the H am ilttonian is ofthe form
(1=2)IQ? wih I independent ofQ . T he nom alization

= 1 :0=0;, =+1 :Q=2 23)

m akes the topological charge an angular variable. Nu-
m erical work shows that the potential energy is very
nearly that of a pendulum , and that T = Mg=m 2 or
som e num erical constant . The resulting approxin ate
Ham iltonian has the fomm :

=Mk

2 24
ZMV?Q— cosQ ] (24)

which has, as it must, the valueM g when @-= 0; Q =
Next one replaces M y by its tin edependent valuie,
as In equation (7). W e have num erically investigated
such driven pendulim equations. They lad to multiple
transitions over the barrier, but we w ill not display such



solutions here. O ne reason is that the ansatz we use here
is strictly tied to a uni change of topological charge,
so that all that counts is the rate of m aking a single
transition over the barrier. Just as for all the classical
barrerhopping solutions presented for the ansatz, the
rate isO (!), very much di erent from the tunneling rate.
(The tunnehng rate isalso changed asthe sphaleron m ass
oscillates; see Ed]

To go further than this f©or a oondensate of
real sphalerons is extraordinarily com plicated; each
sohaleron, like the instanton to which i corresoonds,
has num erous degrees of freedom . Even if we restrict
this to one degree of freedom (corresponding to ) for
each sphaleron, it is not clear how to proceed. Nor is it
clear how to m odify known m ulti-instanton ansatze such
asADHM orthat of’t H ooft or Jackiw , Nohl, and R ebbi
h6 to express the realtin e sphaleron dynam ics in the
presence of an oscillating H iggs eld.

IV.CONCLUSION S

In this work we have investigated two new m echa—
nism s driven by preheating oscillations of; e g., the H iggs
eld in hybrid In ation. The st m echanisn , resonant
barriercrossing from a lowerm ininum to a higherm in—
Inum @Where there is no longer resonance), m ay explain
som e puzzlesassociated w ith the sym m etry-breaking pat-
tems of GUTs. This kind of transition could also popu-—
lateam etastable SU (3) SU (2)
sym m etric extension of the Standard M odel even if the
globalm nim um ofthe potentialbreaks charge and color.
(In the case oftheM SSM , this pOSJbJJJty has direct inpli-
cations for collider experin ents [7 1) The second m echa—
nism , resonant barrier<rossing associated wih B+ L vi-
olation, m ay lead to a condensate of sphalerons on tin e
scales short com pared to tunneling rates. Both e ects
require resonance w ith preheating oscillations to be ef-
fective. W e have not tried to construct \realistic" appli-
cationsofthesem echanisn sto speci cpreheating scenar-
ios. W e note, however, that in m any cosn ologicalm od—
els, even if the Initial conditions are far from resonance,
the system evolves and reaches the resonance eventually,
thanks to a change In the relevant param eters @4']. Such
evolution is facilitated by either non-quadratic In aton
potentialthat causes a variation In the In aton fiquency,
ofby expansion of the universe and the associated Hub-
bl damping (fr GUT, not weak-scale preheating), or
som e other e ects that can slow Iy drive a system into a
resonance band. W e leave the building of realistic cos—
m ologicalm odels for future work.
A side from such applications, there is stilla good deal
of work to be done to clarify these m echanism s. In the
case ofB+ L violation, one can raise the follow ing issues:

1.How do the three stages (spatially-hom ogeneous
potential, linear m om entum -m ode perturbations,
sohaleron condensate) of Section ITT evolve from

U (1) vacuum In a super—

the st to the last? This can only be answered by
num erical work m ore extensive than we have yet
done.

2.The largescale EW CS density we propose w ill
have a profction onto M axwell m agnetic elds
carrying helicity (another termm for Chem-Sin ons
number). The spatially-hom ogeneous nature of
these elds m akes them quite di erent from ear-
lier proposals (see l_l-:/z,:_l-g] and references therein)
Involving generation of M axwell elds in a ther—
m al environm ent, with unacceptably sm all scale
lengths to correspond to the scale lengths of
present-day galactic m agnetic elds. G iven su —
cient Inverse cascading of the nearly-hom ogeneous
M axwell elds follow ng from our preheating m ech—
anism (@t EW time these eldsmust be Iim ited In
extent by the Hubbl size), [18 show s that EW —
tine M axwell elds could indeed be the seeds for
presently-observed galactic elds. W e Intend to in—
vestigate this fiirther.

3.Can one m ake use of m ulti-instanton ansatze such
asthose of ADHM , "t Hooft, or Jackiw , Nohl, and
Rebbi f_l-é] to extend the B itar€ hang l_l-l_i] construc—
tion we have exploited in Section ITIC in order to
understand quasitanalytically the fomm ation of a
sphaleron condensate?

4.Are there (necessarily spin-dependent) quasi-
resonant phenom ena for the production of W -
bosons by an oscillating Higgs eld which are in
any sense analogous to the very sharp resonant
phenom ena found by Comwall and T ktopoulos
{_l-g] for spin-1/2 charged particles in speci ¢ tin e-
dependent electric elds?

To clarify this Jast point, Ref. 19] found that i is pos-
sl to have highlyresonant e e pair production in a
classicaltin evarying electric eld ofthe proper tin e de—
pendence. The sharply-resonant nature of the process
can only happen for ferm ions, but in any case spin ef-
fects, which m ight be availabl w ih gauge bosons, are
In portant in overcom ing the typicalexp( 1= ) rate of
pair production in classical elds.
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APPENDIX :ANALYSISOF MODE EQUATIONS
FOR

Here we give the analysis of the M athieu-like but non—
linear m odal equations of Section III. Just as for the



M athieu equation, we w rite the non-din ensionalized
n the orm
= a(t) cost=2) + b)

sin r=2); A1)

Where, as In themain text, r = !=m ), leaving out all
termm sw ith higher frequencies. O ne veri esthat thetime
dependence ofa;b is O ( ), so that we can ignore second
derivatives of these quantities. H ow ever, we w ill save the
cubic non-linearities.

Using equation @A 1) in the equation of motion (8),
saving only temm svarying as cos(rt=2) and sih (rt=2), and
dropping second derivatives yields:

*L

ra+ b[— +

2
2 Az

3
1 E(az+ ¥)l= 0;

NI

r? 3 5
b+ al— 1 —@+b)]=0: @3)
4 2
Tom ake contact w ith the lnearM athieu equation, let us
tem porarily replace the tem s (3=2) (@?+ b¥) by constants,
and de ne an e ective (hon-dim ensional, that is, scaled
bym)massM by:

2

M 1+2(a2+b2): @ 4)

A ssum Ing exponentialgrowth, with a;b  exp ( t), gives:

mu= i[2 #

aM 2)2 =2
>t )71

(A 5)
which givesgrowth only when r= 2M + O ( ). Foranall
nitial values of thismeansr ’/ 2, but as grow s
because of the initial param etric resonance, the system
goes out of resonance.

W e show that equations @A 2,A 3) can be solved exactly
In tem s of ellptic integrals. M ultiply A 2) by a and
A3) by band add to get:

d
— @+ )=

dt ®6)

2
)ab:
r

T his equation is independent of the non-linear term s In
A 2,A3); twould hold even ifthese term swere dropped.
N ote that exponential grow th requires a;b to be of op—
posite sign. T he constraints expressed by equation @A 6)
allow the elim nation of one degree of freedom :

a=Acos ; b= Asn ; A7)
w ith a relation between A and
Z t
A = Agexp dt0(2—)sjn2 [} @8)
r

0

wih A as an initial value. In the lnear M athieu) case
cos is the constant ¥2 4% , which yields the linear
growth rate In equation @A5). But equations A2,A3)
yield two equations for the time evolution of A <

The sum ofthese equations is a trivial identity, while the
di erence (using equations @ 7,A 8)) is
Z t

r
2r= — 2 3EKexp
2 0

cos2 (=) sin2 ¢%:
2r

@9

Now di erentiate A 9) anduse A 9) in the result to arrive
at:

2
2  —( 4)sh2 + —sh4 :
e &Y =
T his is readily checked to be an elliptic equation. W ew 111
not bother to study i here. A 11 the physics is contained
In the linearization of @ 10), which gives:

A 10)

)= ocosl( (t

w ith frequency

8] @11)

¢ 4.,
02 I A12)

. The best case for growth is

YIS

Sincer? 4180 (), sois

) = (Z)OOS t A13)
(s0 that A and b are equal initially). Evidently, from

A8) growth stopswhen = 0,orwhen t= =2 . This

m eans, asdiscussed in them ain text, that grow th cannot
beunlim ited. #H owever, when the frequency r grow s sec—
ularly, growth can continue unin peded w ith a;&*  r,
w hich m aintains the resonant grow th condition.) G ener—
ally, nom atter how sm allthe iniial values of the poten—
tial , eventually becom esoforder uniy. The sn aller
the niial value, the longer this process takes.
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