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W e show that the

pM coilhcidence can naturally be explained in a fram ework where axino

is cold dark m atter which is predom inantly produced In nonthem al processes involking decays of

Q balls ormed in A eck-D ine baryogenesis. In this approach, the sin ilarity of , and

pu Isa

direct consequence of the (sub-)G &V scale of them ass of the axino, while the reheating tem perature

Tr mustbe]ow,somelOZGeV,orless.

1. Introduction.

T he origin ofnonbaryonic cold dark m atter OM ) and
of baryon asymmetry in the Universe are among the
Iongest lasting puzzles in cosn ology as well as In par-
ticle physics today. In particular, the question of why
the observed values of baryon density 1 and of dark
matter pm are so close to each other, pym =1 =
565 058 [L], rem ains a m ystery.

A standard paradigm isthat the nonbaryonic cold dark
m atter is m ade up of som e weakly interacting m assive
particle W M P) which freezes out of them al equilib—
rium in the early Universe. Perhaps the m ost popular
W IM P candidate is the lightest neutralino of the M in—
In al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) as the
lightest supersymm etric particle (LSP). Ik rem ains sta—
ble due to the conservation ofR -parity. T his econom ical
scenario does not, how ever, explain the proxim ity of
and DM -

The sam e is generally true for conventional m echa—
nism s ofbaryogenesis or leptogenesis. Thism ay indicate
that the observed baryon-to-DM density ratio is just a
pure accident, or else a result of som e underlying, and
as yet unknown, m ore fuindam ental theory. An altema-—
tive approach is to try to identify a physicalm echanisn
which would sim ultaneously produce both baryon asym —
metry and DM in the proportions consistent w ith obser-
vations. It is clear that this basically necessitates aban—
doning standard paradigm s for producing both types of
species in the Universe. Thism ay be one in portant les—
son to leam from these considerations.

A num ber of attem pts at explaining baryon-to-bM ra-
tio have been suggested in the literature. For instance,
recently a right handed sneutrino R]and a sneutrino con—
densate asan AD eld [3] have been proposed.

A few years ago, Engvist and M dD onald EM D) pro-—
posed [, 5] an attractive solution based on a varant
of A eck-D ine AD) baryogenesis [6]. In that scenario,
an AD condensate form s during in ation and develops a
large vacuum expectation value (VEV ) alongaD — atdi-
rection In theM SSM .D - at directionsare con gurations
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ofscalar elds forwhich the D -part of the potential van—
ishes. P revalent in theories with m any scalar elds lke
the M SSM , they are ofmuch interest to coan ology [7].

In the standard AD scenario, after the end ofin ation,
the scalar eld condensate slow Iy rolls tow ards the origin
and, after a few dozens of coherent oscillations, produces
a nonzero baryon num ber in presence ofbaryon num ber-
violating couplings of the elds m aking up the at di-
rection. O riginally, K usenko and Shaposhnikov argued
that the AD condensate can instead fragm ent into non—
topological solitons called Q -balls B]. If their baryonic
charge is large enough, as in m odels w ith gauge m edi-
ated SUSY breaking, Q balls rem ain e ectively stable
until today, and contribute to the DM density, despie
severe astrophysical constraints P]. O n the other hand,
EM D dem onstrated that, under nontrivial but natural
conditions (that we summ arize below ), In a large class
of supergraviy (SUGRA) m odels w ith gravity m ediated
SUSY breaking (GRM SB) Q -balls subsequently decay
Into baryonic m atter and neutralino W IM P s assum ed to
be the LSP H4].

In the EM D scenardio, the baryon-to-DM ratio can eas—
iky be estim ated to be In the right ballpark, as we shall
sce below . T his otherw ise attractive fram ework su ers,
however, from a serious problem : neutralino production
In Q ball decays is in fact too e cient, and density
can only agree w ith observations for low neutralino m ass
m 1GeV,wellbelow LEP lim its [10]. M oreover, this
puts into a potential eopardy the AD mechanisn I a
large class 0fGRM SB supergravity m odels.

In this Letter, we suggest a way out from the above
problem s of the EM D scenario which at the same tine
preserves its successfiil features, In particular, an expla—
nation ofthe = py ratio. W e propose that theDM is
not m ade up ofthe neutralino but instead ofan axino, a
superpartner of the axion. The axino is a neutralM ap—
rana, chiral ferm ion. Tt arises in SUSY m odels incorpo—
rating a P eccei uinn solution to the strong CP problem
In Q CD .Unlke forthe neutralino orgravitino, tsm ass is
strongly m odeldependent and can be m uch sm aller than
the (gravity m ediated) SUSY breaking scale [11, 12, 13].
Sin ilarly to the axion, is interactions are suppressed by
thePQ scalef, ’ 10! Gev,wellbelow the sensitivity of
LEP.The axino has a num ber of properties w hich m ake
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it a prom ising candidate for cold dark m atter [14, 15].
E arlier papers considered wam axino relics [13, 16]. As
wew ill show below , axinos are naturally produced at low
tem peratures of a few G €V, consistent w ith the Q ball
scenario of EM D but still before the period ofB ig Bang
Nuclkosynthesis BBN).

2. The EnqgvistM cD onald scenario.

W e now brie y present them ain features ofthe EM D
variant of AD baryogenesis. It is assum ed that the AD

eld isaD - atdirection in theM SSM . Itspotentialis,

In general, lifted by soft supersym m etric (SUSY ) break—
Ing tem s and nonrenom alizable tem s [17, 18].

The potential of the AD eld, including in aton-—
induced tem s, reads
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wherem is the soft SUSY breaking m ass for the AD
eld and a radiative correction isgiven by K Inj f. A
at direction dependent constant, K , takes values from
001lto 0:1 [19,20]. denotesa renom alization scale
and gH 2, wih a 1, is the negative m ass-squared
term induced by the energy density of the in aton [18].
Tem s proportional to A and ¢, are the trilinear tem s
from low energy SU SY breaking and those induced by the
In aton, respectively, while m ;_, denotes the graviino
m ass. The nonrenom alizableterm sin Eq. (1) com e from
the superpotential W = =nM " 3 ", where is the
Yukawa coupling and M is som e large scale acting as a
cuto . In SUGRA, it isnaturalto asssmeM = M p ’/
24 10°GeV which is the reduced P lanck m ass.
Sihce during in ation the Hubble param eter H
m ms3_,, the AD eld settles down at the m Inin um
of the potential (1) which is given by
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It isclearthat the AD eld can naturally develop a very
large VEV, which is possble in nonm inin alK ahler po-—
tentials [L8], or if large enough trilneartem A is induced
by the n aton PR1].

W e have neglected In Eq. (1) them al mass tem s
h?T?9 ¥, where h denotes couplings of the AD eld to
other particles R2]. They would play a rok if the AD

eld VEV were relatively sm all. W e have also neglected
two loop them al e ects due to the running of gauge
coupling which generateaterm T%h j ¥=T? , where
j §= O (10 ? ) R3]. They willnot be in portant below .

A sH decreases, the AD eld traces the Instantaneous
m ininum after in ation, begins to oscilatewhen H 2. ’
m? and, after a few dozen tums, produces a nonzero
baryon num ber and then fragm ents into Q -balls.

T he baryon num ber density orthe AD eld isgiven
by np, = ig(— —) where g is the baryonic charge for
the AD eld. By using the equation ofm otion ofthe AD

eld, the charge density can be rew ritten as
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w ith a (t) being the scale factor. W hen theAD eld starts
to oscillate around the origin, the baryon num ber density
is nduced by the relative phase between A and ¢, . W ih
the entropy density after reheat s= 4 g T3=90, we can
express the baryon asymm etry as
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Here, tysc denotes the tin e of the start of the oscillation,
and sin isthe e ective CP phase.

From now on, we consider the case ofn = 6 because a
prom isihg AD eld for our scenario, a udd direction be-
Iongsto thisclass. Let us rstevaluatenp=s. T hebaryon
asymm etry, Eq. 4), for the relevant case is estin ated as
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which is of the right order. (The previously m ade as—
sum ption M Mp iscrucial, forotherw ise Q -ballswould
decay too early or would eveporate.) The low reheat
tem perature Ty after n ation is required to explain the
appropriate baryon asym m etry. In this case, the AD con-—
densate fragm ents into Q balls [L9, 20].

The growth of perturbations of the AD eld and is
subsequent fragm entation into Q balls crucially depends
on the logarithm ic correction to the 2 mass temm in
V() Eq. 1). An essential requirem ent is that V ( )
is atterthan quadratic, orthat K < 0 RO]. Thiscan be
achieved In SUGRA models wih a nonm inin al K ahler
potential [19].

In order to discuss the evolution of Q balls, st we
brie y summ arize their relevant properties in GRM SB
m odels. The radius ofa Q ball, R, is estin ated asR? /
2=(K n?) [L9]. The chamye is roughly given by Q

% R31’1b ) ' % R3 H ;=H OSC)Z l’lbj:osc; where the su x
i1 represents the tim e when the spatial im hom ogeneity

becom es nonlinear, which can be evaluated as R4]
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UnlessQ > O (10'%), Q -ballsw illevaporate before decay—
Ing R5]. ForQ as i Eqg. (6), Q balldecay tem perature
isTqg’ 1GeV to 1M &V {4, 26]. Forexample 6],

1=2 1=2

003 m =2 10%0
X3 1Tev Q

w hich is lower than the typical freeze out tem perature of
W MPs, T¢ ¥ m =24. Thus, the LSP s generated In Q —
ball decays do not subsequently themm alize. N orw ill the
baryon asymm etry be washed out by sphaleron e ects
sihce Tq < Tew [B]. Note that Q Jalls decay prior to
BBN and thus do not spoil its successfiil predictions.

In the EM D schem e, Tg alsomustbe ratherlow . (T his
Justi es neglecting them ale ects in Eqg. (1).) In fact,
unless Tz < 10° ° GeV, Q balls could them alize B]. In
order to preserve the , { pm relation, one needs to
suppress the neutralino population from freeze-out. For
this to happen t would be su cienttoassume T g < T¢.

Tt is easy to see why In the EM D scenario, the ratio

b= should be lss than 1. The Q -ball is basically
a huge \bag" of squarks. It decays predom inantly via
g! g+ . Thus, for one uni of a baryon num ber, at
last N 3 units of nonbaryonic num ber density are
created. (T his number can be larger than 3 if one takes
Into account additional decays of squarks into heavier
charginos and neutralinos w hich then cascade decay into
the lightest neutralino, which are m odel dependent.) In
other words, the LSP number density n after Q ball
decay isgiven by n = N fgnp, where fy is the frac—
tion ofbaryon asymm etry carried by the AD eld that
is transferred into Q {balls. From lattice calculations,
fzp 7 1 R7]. Assum ing that the LSP s subsequently do
not undergo any signi cant selffanniilation, and since in
general h? = mY = m n=s, this can be recast into

Tg < 2GeV

muY m 1
_b_ Znb _Tn ; )
m Y m fpN

wherem , denotesthem assofa nucleon andm them ass
ofthe neutralino. It isclkarthatEq. (7) inplies p,= to
be less than one but not 1. n the EM D scenario, not
only both types of m atter are sim utaneously produced
but also a right ratio of their abundances is predicted.
Unfrtunately, this attractive picture runs into a se—
rious problem of over-producing neutralinos, as noticed
already by EM D them selves [b, 28]. SlhceYm 7 39

101 h?=0:11 GeV,onecan rewrite Eq. (7) as
3 1 0:86 101° h?
m ' 15Gev — —
N fa Np=s 011

In order to rem ain consistent w ith the values of ny, and

h? derived from observations, the neutralino m ass has
to be O 1G&V) which, n the M SSM , is excluded by
LEP [10]. H ere, we have neglected a possible contribbution
to the LSP density from freeze-out. If it were signi cant,
the problem would becom e only worse. M oreover, the
condition (8) puts into question an attractive AD m ech-—
anisn in a large class of SUGRA m odels.

:8)

To circum vent these problem s, one has to review as—
sum ptions in the above discussions, nam ely:

(i) LSP s produced In Q balldecay do not annihilate;

(i1) The LSP is the lightest neutralino ofthe M SSM .

If we relax assum ption (i), the neutralino LSP wih
the m ass of O (10% G &V ), consistent w ith LEP, becom es
acceptable. Indeed, allow ing for subsequent LSP self-
annihilation, the LSP density will be reduced by
h viTq R9]. If the cross section for the LSP (self-
yannihilation is largeenough,eg. when the LSP isH iggs—
no orW ino-like R9], the relation between 1 and pu
is Jost. O ne Interesting exoegption iswhen the energy den—
sity of universe is dom inated by Q Jball itself [30].

A tematively, if we lift assum ption (i), the p{ pum
relation m ay be preserved. O ne way is to consider, eg.,
m odels w ith the H iggs sector supplem ented by a singlkt.
If its ferm ionic partner, the singlino, is the LSP then,
for som e speci ¢ choices of param eters [31], i could be
possible to circum vent the LEP bound and perhaps also
to suppress the LSP abundance from freeze-out. In the
rest of the paper, we w ill Investigate axino LSP asDM .

3. A xino dark m atter from Q -balls.

In general, axinos, like gravitinos, can be produced in
both them alprocesses (T P ) and In nontherm alprocesses
NTP),eg. In latedecays. TP consists ofthe scatterings
and the decays of particles In the them albath. NTP
is given by the decay of the Nextto-L.SP (NLSP) relic
(W hich, for sin plicity, we assum e to be the neutralino)
from freeze-out or from the decay of Q -balls in our sce—
nario.

T he relevant Bolzm ann equations can be w ritten as

h vim? n ;0
n, + 3Hn, = h vijsniny+ h viin; + n ; (10)

n +3Hn = rf,.eq)+ 0

where h vi is the usual neutralino freezeout tem, g
denotes the contribution to  from Q -balls decay, is
the decay rate of the neutralino, h v(i+ j ! a+ :)iy
andh v(@! a+ ::)i; are the scattering cross section and
the decay rate for the them alproduction of axinos.
The totalNLSP abundance is given by
ny,

Y =N f5—+Y7TF 11)
S

whereY™® 7 H=s;  m =T¢=h Viinn,asusual. Since
ng = n , owing to R-pariy conservation, the resulting

num ber density of axino is given by

Yo=Y TP+ ¥ 0F 12)
w ith
yNTE _ 1 qploy B DTS L ore. g3
& 1 1 1010 !

where Y,7 ¥ denotes the axinos produced by them alpro—
cesses. Since typically Y TP 10!, one can see that
nonthem alproduction of axinos due to the them alrelic



N LSP s decay can easily be negligble com pared to that
from Q Jall production, and its contrbution to .h?
is further suppressed by the ratio m ,=m The ther-
m ally produced axino Y./ ¥ also can be subdom inant, say
yI? <10, orTg < 100GeV [L5,32]. Hence, the ax—
no dark m atter density is estin ated as

ah?
011

m N f h?
’ a B b . (14)
15Gev 3 002

One can see that the baryon asymm etry and the dark
m atter abundance are readily linked.

A sm entioned above, axino m ass is strongly m odelde-
pendent; in particular, it critically depends on how the
visble and hidden sectorsare coupled [11,12,13]. Attree
Jevel, eitherm, = O fn3,) or0 (m3_,=f,) = O keV).
However, In the latter case, trilinear tem s can generate
a substantial 1-oop correction of order £5=8 “A, where
fy isthe Yukawa coupling ofthe heavy quark to a singlet

eld containing the axion, which givesm 4 In the range
ofa few tensofG &V or kess [12, 13].

The nal check point is the com patbility with suc—
cessful predictions of BBN . However, this is not really
a problem for the axino LSP because is interactions

are less suppressed than those of the gravitino, roughly
by Mp =fa)2 and, so long as the NLSP is heavier than
about 150G &V, axinos are produced before the tin e of
BBN [15]. In contrast, the gravitino LSP would be pro—
duced in late NLSP neutralino decays, w hich faces strong
constraints from BBN [33, 34].

4. Conclusions.

W e have shown that the framework wih cold dark
m atter axino LSP produced in Q -balldecays can explain
the abundance ofdark m atter and the baryon asym m etry
sin ultaneously and m ay be an answer to the DM
concidence. In this approach, the sin ilarity between
and py isexplained by basically only the axinom assof
order of (sub-)G &V . T he essential property ofQ -ballde-
cays isthat one can predict the num ber of SU SY particles
peronebaryonic charge from Q ballN . A characteristic
feature is Jow reheat tem perature Tz of 10° GeV .
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