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W e show thatthe 
 b � 
 D M coincidence can naturally be explained in a fram ework where axino

is cold dark m atter which is predom inantly produced in nontherm alprocesses involving decays of

Q -balls form ed in A� eck-D ine baryogenesis. In this approach,the sim ilarity of
 b and 
 D M is a

directconsequenceofthe(sub-)G eV scaleofthem assoftheaxino,whilethereheating tem perature

TR m ustbe low,som e 10
2
G eV,orless.

1. Introduction.

Theorigin ofnonbaryoniccold dark m atter(DM )and

of baryon asym m etry in the Universe are am ong the

longest lasting puzzles in cosm ology as wellas in par-

ticle physics today. In particular,the question ofwhy

the observed values of baryon density 
b and of dark

m atter 
D M are so close to each other, 
D M =
b =

5:65� 0:58 [1],rem ainsa m ystery.

A standard paradigm isthatthenonbaryoniccold dark

m atter is m ade up ofsom e weakly interacting m assive

particle (W IM P) which freezes out oftherm alequilib-

rium in the early Universe. Perhaps the m ost popular

W IM P candidate is the lightest neutralino ofthe M in-

im alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(M SSM ) as the

lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP).It rem ains sta-

bledueto theconservation ofR-parity.Thiseconom ical

scenario doesnot,however,explain the proxim ity of
b

and 
D M .

The sam e is generally true for conventionalm echa-

nism sofbaryogenesisorleptogenesis.Thism ay indicate

that the observed baryon-to-DM density ratio is just a

pure accident,or else a result ofsom e underlying,and

asyetunknown,m ore fundam entaltheory. An alterna-

tive approach isto try to identify a physicalm echanism

which would sim ultaneously produceboth baryon asym -

m etry and DM in theproportionsconsistentwith obser-

vations. Itisclearthatthisbasically necessitatesaban-

doning standard paradigm sforproducing both typesof

speciesin the Universe.Thism ay be one im portantles-

son to learn from theseconsiderations.

A num berofattem ptsatexplaining baryon-to-DM ra-

tio have been suggested in the literature. For instance,

recentlyarighthanded sneutrino[2]and asneutrinocon-

densateasan AD �eld [3]havebeen proposed.

A few yearsago,Enqvistand M cDonald (EM D)pro-

posed [4, 5] an attractive solution based on a variant

ofA�eck-Dine (AD) baryogenesis[6]. In thatscenario,

an AD condensateform sduring ination and developsa

largevacuum expectation value(VEV)alonga D -atdi-

rection in theM SSM .D -atdirectionsarecon�gurations
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ofscalar�eldsforwhich theD -partofthepotentialvan-

ishes. Prevalentin theories with m any scalar�elds like

the M SSM ,they areofm uch interestto cosm ology [7].

In thestandard AD scenario,aftertheend ofination,

thescalar�eld condensateslowly rollstowardstheorigin

and,aftera few dozensofcoherentoscillations,produces

a nonzero baryon num berin presenceofbaryon num ber-

violating couplings ofthe �elds m aking up the at di-

rection. O riginally,K usenko and Shaposhnikov argued

thatthe AD condensate can instead fragm entinto non-

topologicalsolitons called Q -balls [8]. Iftheir baryonic

charge is large enough,as in m odels with gauge m edi-

ated SUSY breaking, Q -balls rem ain e�ectively stable

untiltoday,and contribute to the DM density,despite

severe astrophysicalconstraints[9]. O n the otherhand,

EM D dem onstrated that,under nontrivialbut natural

conditions (that we sum m arize below),in a large class

ofsupergravity (SUG RA)m odelswith gravity m ediated

SUSY breaking (G RM SB) Q -balls subsequently decay

into baryonicm atterand neutralino W IM Psassum ed to

be the LSP [4].

In theEM D scenario,thebaryon-to-DM ratiocan eas-

ily be estim ated to be in the rightballpark,aswe shall

see below. This otherwise attractive fram ework su�ers,

however,from a seriousproblem :neutralino production

in Q -balldecays is in fact too e�cient,and density 
 �

can only agreewith observationsforlow neutralino m ass

m � � 1G eV,wellbelow LEP lim its[10].M oreover,this

puts into a potentialjeopardy the AD m echanism in a

largeclassofG RM SB supergravity m odels.

In this Letter,we suggest a way out from the above

problem s ofthe EM D scenario which at the sam e tim e

preservesitssuccessfulfeatures,in particular,an expla-

nation ofthe
b=
D M ratio.W eproposethattheDM is

notm adeup oftheneutralino butinstead ofan axino,a

superpartnerofthe axion.The axino isa neutralM ajo-

rana,chiralferm ion. Itarisesin SUSY m odelsincorpo-

rating a Peccei-Q uinn solution to thestrongCP problem

in Q CD.Unlikefortheneutralinoorgravitino,itsm assis

strongly m odeldependentand can bem uch sm allerthan

the(gravity m ediated)SUSY breaking scale[11,12,13].

Sim ilarly to theaxion,itsinteractionsaresuppressed by

thePQ scalefa ’ 1011 G eV,wellbelow thesensitivity of

LEP.The axino hasa num berofpropertieswhich m ake

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0608013v2
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it a prom ising candidate for cold dark m atter [14,15].

Earlierpapersconsidered warm axino relics[13,16].As

wewillshow below,axinosarenaturally produced atlow

tem peratures ofa few G eV,consistent with the Q -ball

scenario ofEM D butstillbefore the period ofBig Bang

Nucleosynthesis(BBN).

2. T he Enqvist-M cD onald scenario.

W e now briey presentthe m ain featuresofthe EM D

variantofAD baryogenesis. Itis assum ed thatthe AD

�eld � isa D -atdirection in theM SSM .Itspotentialis,

in general,lifted by softsupersym m etric (SUSY)break-

ing term sand nonrenorm alizableterm s[17,18].

The potential of the AD �eld, including inaton-

induced term s,reads

V (�) ’

�

(m 2
� � c1H

2)

�

1+ K ln

�

j�j2

�2

���

j�j
2

+

�
�

c2H + Am 3=2

� ��n

nM n�3
+ H:c:

�

+ �
2j�j

2n�2

M 2n�6
;

(1)

where m � is the soft SUSY breaking m ass for the AD

�eld and a radiative correction is given by K lnj�j2. A

atdirection dependent constant,K ,takesvalues from

� 0:01to� 0:1[19,20].� denotesarenorm alization scale

and � c1H
2,with c1 � 1,is the negative m ass-squared

term induced by the energy density ofthe inaton [18].

Term s proportionalto A and c2 are the trilinear term s

from low energySUSY breakingand thoseinduced bythe

inaton,respectively,while m 3=2 denotes the gravitino

m ass.Thenonrenorm alizableterm sin Eq.(1)com efrom

the superpotentialW = �=nM n�3 �n, where � is the

Yukawa coupling and M issom e large scale acting asa

cut-o�. In SUG RA,itisnaturalto assum e M = M P ’

2:4� 1018 G eV which isthe reduced Planck m ass.

Since during ination the Hubble param eter H �

m � � m3=2,the AD �eld settles down atthe m inim um

ofthe potential(1)which isgiven by

j�j’

�r

c1

n � 1

H M
n�3

P

�

� 1=(n�2)

’

�

H M
n�3

P

�

� 1=(n�2)

:

(2)

ItisclearthattheAD �eld can naturally develop a very

large VEV,which ispossible in nonm inim alK �ahlerpo-

tentials[18],oriflargeenough trilinearterm A isinduced

by the inaton [21].

W e have neglected in Eq. (1) therm al m ass term s

h2T 2j�j2,where h denotes couplings ofthe AD �eld to

other particles [22]. They would play a role ifthe AD

�eld VEV were relatively sm all.W e have also neglected

two loop therm ale�ects due to the running of gauge

coupling which generate a term �T 4 ln
�

j�j2=T 2
�

,where

j�j= O (10�2 )[23].They willnotbe im portantbelow.

AsH decreases,theAD �eld tracestheinstantaneous

m inim um afterination,beginsto oscillatewhen H 2
osc ’

m 2
� and, after a few dozen turns, produces a nonzero

baryon num berand then fragm entsinto Q -balls.

Thebaryon num berdensity fortheAD �eld � isgiven

by nb = iq(_��� � �� _�)whereq isthebaryonicchargefor

theAD �eld.By using theequation ofm otion oftheAD

�eld,the chargedensity can be rewritten as

nb(t)’
1

a(t)3

Z t

dt
0
a(t0)3

2qm 3=2

M
n�3

P

Im (A�n); (3)

with a(t)beingthescalefactor.W hen theAD �eld starts

tooscillatearound theorigin,thebaryon num berdensity

isinduced by therelativephasebetween A and c2.W ith

theentropy density afterreheats= 4�2g�T
3=90,wecan

expressthe baryon asym m etry as

nb

s
=

TR nb

4M 2
P
H 2

�
�
�
�
tosc

’
qjAjm 3=2

2

TR j�oscj
n

H 3
oscM

n�1

P

sin�: (4)

Here,tosc denotesthetim eofthestartoftheoscillation,

and sin� isthe e�ective CP phase.

From now on,weconsiderthe caseofn = 6 becausea

prom ising AD �eld forourscenario,a �u �d�d direction be-

longstothisclass.Letus�rstevaluatenb=s.Thebaryon

asym m etry,Eq.(4),forthe relevantcaseisestim ated as

nb

s
’

qjAjsin�

2�3=2

m 3=2TR

m
3=2

�
M

1=2

P

’ 1� 10�10
qjAjsin�

�3=2

� m 3=2

100G eV

�
�

103G eV

m �

� 3=2

�

�

TR

100G eV

�

(5)

which is ofthe right order. (The previously m ade as-

sum ption M � M P iscrucial,forotherwiseQ -ballswould

decay too early or would eveporate.) The low reheat

tem peratureTR afterination isrequired to explain the

appropriatebaryonasym m etry.In thiscase,theAD con-

densatefragm entsinto Q -balls[19,20].

The growth ofperturbations ofthe AD �eld and its

subsequentfragm entation into Q -ballscrucially depends

on the logarithm ic correction to the �2 m ass term in

V (�), Eq.(1). An essentialrequirem ent is that V (�)

isatterthan quadratic,orthatK < 0 [20].Thiscan be

achieved in SUG RA m odels with a nonm inim alK �ahler

potential[19].

In order to discuss the evolution ofQ -balls,�rst we

briey sum m arize their relevant properties in G RM SB

m odels.The radiusofa Q -ball,R,isestim ated asR 2 ’

2=(jK jm 2
�) [19]. The charge is roughly given by Q ’

4

3
�R3nb(ti) ’

4

3
�R3 (H i=H osc)

2
nbjtosc;where the su�x

i represents the tim e when the spatialim hom ogeneity

becom esnonlinear,which can be evaluated as[24]

Q � 6� 10�3
2qjAjsin�

�3=2

m 3=2M
3=2

P

m
5=2

�

’ 1� 1020
qjAjsin�

�3=2

� m 3=2

100G eV

�
�

1TeV

m �

� 5=2

:(6)
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UnlessQ > O (1018),Q -ballswillevaporatebeforedecay-

ing [25]. ForQ asin Eq.(6),Q -balldecay tem perature

isTd ’ 1G eV to 1M eV [4,26].Forexam ple[26],

Td �
< 2G eV �

�

0:03

jK j

� 1=2 �
m �

1TeV

�1=2
�

1020

Q

� 1=2

which islowerthan thetypicalfreezeouttem peratureof

W IM Ps,Tf ’ m �=24. Thus,the LSPsgenerated in Q -

balldecaysdo notsubsequently therm alize.Norwillthe

baryon asym m etry be washed out by sphaleron e�ects

since Td < Tew [4]. Note that Q -balls decay prior to

BBN and thusdo notspoilitssuccessfulpredictions.

In theEM D schem e,TR alsom ustberatherlow.(This

justi�es neglecting therm ale�ects in Eq.(1).) In fact,

unlessTR �
< 103�5 G eV,Q -ballscould therm alize [4].In

order to preserve the 
b { 
D M relation,one needs to

suppressthe neutralino population from freeze-out. For

thisto happen itwould besu�cientto assum eT R �
< Tf.

It is easy to see why in the EM D scenario,the ratio


b=
� should be less than 1. The Q -ballis basically

a huge \bag" ofsquarks. It decays predom inantly via

eq ! q+ �. Thus,for one unit ofa baryon num ber,at

least N � � 3 units ofnonbaryonic num ber density are

created.(Thisnum bercan be largerthan 3 ifone takes

into account additionaldecays of squarks into heavier

charginosand neutralinoswhich then cascadedecay into

the lightestneutralino,which are m odeldependent.) In

other words, the LSP num ber density n� after Q -ball

decay is given by n� = N �fB nb,where fB is the frac-

tion ofbaryon asym m etry carried by theAD �eld � that

is transferred into Q {balls. From lattice calculations,

fB ’ 1 [27]. Assum ing that the LSPs subsequently do

notundergoany signi�cantself-annihilation,and sincein

general
h 2 = m Y = m n=s,thiscan be recastinto


b


�

=
m nYb

m �Y�
=
m n

m �

1

fB N �

; (7)

wherem n denotesthem assofanucleon and m � them ass

oftheneutralino.ItisclearthatEq.(7)im plies
b=
� to

belessthan onebutnot� 1.In theEM D scenario,not

only both types ofm atter are sim ultaneously produced

butalso a rightratio oftheirabundancesispredicted.

Unfortunately,this attractive picture runs into a se-

rious problem ofover-producing neutralinos,as noticed

already by EM D them selves[5,28]. Since Y m ’ 3:9�

10�10
�


h 2=0:11
�

G eV,onecan rewriteEq.(7)as

m � ’ 1:5G eV

�

3

N �

� �

1

fB

� �

0:86� 10�10

nb=s

� �


�h
2

0:11

�

:(8)

In orderto rem ain consistentwith the values ofnb and


�h
2 derived from observations,theneutralino m asshas

to be O (1G eV) which, in the M SSM , is excluded by

LEP [10].Here,wehaveneglectedapossiblecontribution

to theLSP density from freeze-out.Ifitweresigni�cant,

the problem would becom e only worse. M oreover,the

condition (8)putsinto question an attractiveAD m ech-

anism in a largeclassofSUG RA m odels.

To circum vent these problem s,one has to review as-

sum ptionsin the abovediscussions,nam ely:

(i)LSPsproduced in Q -balldecay do notannihilate;

(ii)The LSP isthelightestneutralino ofthe M SSM .

Ifwe relax assum ption (i), the neutralino LSP with

the m ass ofO (102 G eV),consistentwith LEP,becom es

acceptable. Indeed, allowing for subsequent LSP self-

annihilation, the LSP density will be reduced by �

h��viTd [29]. Ifthe cross section �� for the LSP (self-

)annihilationislargeenough,e.g.,when theLSP isHiggs-

ino orW ino-like [29],the relation between 
b and 
D M

islost.O neinterestingexception iswhen theenergyden-

sity ofuniverseisdom inated by Q -ballitself[30].

Alternatively,ifwe lift assum ption (ii),the 
b{
D M

relation m ay be preserved.O ne way isto consider,e.g.,

m odelswith theHiggssectorsupplem ented by a singlet.

Ifits ferm ionic partner,the singlino,is the LSP then,

for som e speci�c choices ofparam eters[31],it could be

possibleto circum ventthe LEP bound and perhapsalso

to suppressthe LSP abundance from freeze-out. In the

restofthe paper,wewillinvestigateaxino LSP asDM .

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

In general,axinos,like gravitinos,can be produced in

both therm alprocesses(TP)and in nontherm alprocesses

(NTP),e.g.,in latedecays.TP consistsofthescatterings

and the decays ofparticles in the therm albath. NTP

is given by the decay ofthe Next-to-LSP (NLSP) relic

(which,for sim plicity,we assum e to be the neutralino)

from freeze-outorfrom the decay ofQ -ballsin oursce-

nario.

TherelevantBoltzm ann equationscan be written as

_n� + 3H n� = � h��vi(n
2
� � n

2
�;eq)+ Q � ��n�;(9)

_n~a + 3H n~a = h�viijninj + h�viini+ ��n�; (10)

where h��viisthe usualneutralino freeze-outterm ,Q
denotesthe contribution to � from Q -ballsdecay,�� is

the decay rate ofthe neutralino,h�v(i+ j ! ~a + :::)iij
and h�v(i! ~a+ :::)ii arethescatteringcrosssection and

the decay rateforthe therm alproduction ofaxinos.

ThetotalNLSP abundanceisgiven by

Y� = N �fB
nb

s
+ Y

T P
� (11)

whereY T P
� ’ H =sjT = m �

m �=Tf=h�viann,asusual.Since

n~a = n�,owing to R-parity conservation,the resulting

num berdensity ofaxino isgiven by

Y~a = Y
N T P
~a + Y

T P
~a ; (12)

with

Y
N T P
~a = 1� 10�10 N �

�

fB

1

� �

nb=s

1� 10�10

�

+ Y T P
� ; (13)

whereY T P
~a denotestheaxinosproduced by therm alpro-

cesses. Since typically Y T P
� � 10�11 ,one can see that

nontherm alproduction ofaxinosdueto thetherm alrelic
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NLSPs decay can easily be negligible com pared to that

from Q -ball production, and its contribution to 
 ~ah
2

is further suppressed by the ratio m ~a=m �. The ther-

m ally produced axinoY T P
~a alsocan besubdom inant,say

Y T P
~a

<
� 10�11 ,forTR �

< 100G eV [15,32].Hence,theax-

ino dark m atterdensity isestim ated as

�

 ~ah

2

0:11

�

’

�
m ~a

1:5G eV

��
N �fB

3

� �

bh

2

0:02

�

: (14)

O ne can see that the baryon asym m etry and the dark

m atterabundancearereadily linked.

Asm entioned above,axino m assisstrongly m odelde-

pendent;in particular,it critically depends on how the

visibleandhidden sectorsarecoupled[11,12,13].Attree

level,either m ~a = O (m 3=2) or O (m
2
3=2

=fa) = O (keV).

However,in the lattercase,trilinearterm scan generate

a substantial1-loop correction oforderf2Q =8�
2A,where

fQ istheYukawacouplingoftheheavy quark toasinglet

�eld containing the axion,which givesm ~a in the range

ofa few tensofG eV orless[12,13].

The �nalcheck point is the com patibility with suc-

cessfulpredictions ofBBN.However,this is not really

a problem for the axino LSP because its interactions

are lesssuppressed than those ofthe gravitino,roughly

by (M P =fa)
2
and,so long asthe NLSP is heavierthan

about 150G eV,axinos are produced before the tim e of

BBN [15]. In contrast,the gravitino LSP would be pro-

duced in lateNLSP neutralinodecays,which facesstrong

constraintsfrom BBN [33,34].

4. C onclusions.

W e have shown that the fram ework with cold dark

m atteraxino LSP produced in Q -balldecayscan explain

theabundanceofdarkm atterand thebaryon asym m etry

sim ultaneously and m ay be an answerto the
b � 
D M

coincidence.In thisapproach,the sim ilarity between 
b

and 
D M isexplained by basicallyonlytheaxinom assof

orderof(sub-)G eV.Theessentialproperty ofQ -ballde-

caysisthatonecan predictthenum berofSUSY particles

peronebaryonicchargefrom Q -ballN �.A characteristic

featureislow reheattem perature TR of102 G eV.
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