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A bstract

W e exam Ine the issue of m onopole annihilation at the electroweak
scale nduced by ux tube con nem ent, concentrating rst on the sin —
plest possibility | one w hich requiresno new physicsbeyond the standard
m odel. M onopols existing at the tin e of the electrow eak phase transi-
tion m ay trigger W condensation which can con ne m agnetic ux into

ux tubes. Howeverwe show on very generalgrounds, using several inde—
pendent estin ates, that such a m echanian is in potent. W e then present
several general dynam ical argum ents constraining the possibility ofm o—
nopolk annihilation through any con ning phase near the electroweak
scale.

A 1so D gpartm ent of A stronom y. R esearch supported in part by the NSF,DOE, and the Texas
N ationalR esearch Laboratory Comm ission. B itnet: K rauss@ Yalhep.
YR esearch supported by NSERC .


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9203208v1

The \m onopole problem " hasbeen w ith us since the advent ofG rand Uni ed
Theories (GUT s), which allow the form ation ofthese non-singular stable topological
defects when a sam i-sin ple gauge group is broken to a lower sym m etry group that
Includes an explicit U (1) factor. These ob ects typically haveamassmy ' mx= ,
wherem y isthem ass ofthe gauge bosons In the spontaneously broken GUT theory,
and isthe ne structure constant associated w ith the gauge coupling ofthe theory.

Shortly after it was recognized that m onopoles could result as stable particles
in spontaneously broken GUT m odels fi], and also that they would be produced in
profusion during the phase transition associated wih the GUT symm etry breaking
in the early universe B, it was also recognized that they posed a potential problem
for coan ology. C om paring annihilation ratesw ith the expansion rate ofthe universe
after a GUT transition, it was shown [3, 4] that the m onopok to photon ratio
would \freeze out" at a level of roughly 10 '° . Not only would such an initial level
result in a coam icm ass density today which is orders of m agnitude larger than the
present upper Im it, but direct observational lim its on the m onopolk abundance In

our neighborhood are even m ore stringent {].

T his coan ological problem was one of the m ain m otivations for the original
in ationary scenariog]. However one of the chief challenges to the original in a—
tionary solution of the m onopol problem was the necessity of having a reheating
tam perature w hich ishigh enough to allow baryogenesis, but low enough to suppress
m onopol production. In addition, recent work on large scale structure, lncluding
observed galaxy clustering at large scals, large scake velocity ows, and the ab—
sence of any observable anisotropy in the m icrowave background, has put strong
constraints on such m odels.

W ith the recent recognition that even som ething as exotic as baryogenesis
may be possble wihin the context of the standard electroweak theory (supple-
m ented by m Inor additions), it is worth exam ining the issue of whether the m o-
nopolk problem m ay be resolved purely through low energy physics. A canonical
m ethod by which one m ight hope to achieve com plkte anniilation is by con ning
m onopolantin onopok pairs in  ux tubes, such asm ight occur ifU (1), were bro—
ken during som e period. P roposals along this line, based on introducing new physics



have been m ade in the past, eg. [},'§]. M ost recently, the possbility that such a
phasem ight brie y occur near the electrow eak breaking scale, form ultiH iggsm od—
els, has also been raised [13]. By far the sin plest possibility, however, is that ux
tube con nem ent ofm onopolesm ight occur in the standard m odel unsupplem ented
by any new physics. W e explore this issue In detailhere, and then go on to exam ine
the general dynam ical ocbstacles facing any m odel Involving m onopole con nem ent
at the electroweak scale.

1. M onopole Con nem ent in the Standard M odel:

Tt has been known for som e tim e that the electroweak vacuum in the bro-
ken phase is unstablk in the presence of large ( mj =e) magnetic eldsfl1]. The
Instability is due to the coupling between the m agnetic eld H and the m agnetic
mom ent ofthem assive W gauge bosons. D ue to this coupling the e ective m ass of
theW at tree vel is

mg\leff:mVZV eH @)

wheree= gsh y (@llexpressions are given In HeavisideL orentz units for electro—
m agnetisn ). This e ective m ass squared becom es negative forH ) mZ =e. The
generalresolution [17] ofthe mstability is the form ation ofa condensate of W and Z

bosons, which setsup currents that antiscreen them agnetic eld. The vacuum then
actsasan antitype IT superconductor, and the energy ism nin ized by the form ation
of a periodic network ofm agnetic ux tubes. A s we shall descrbe In som e Jength
later, Ambj m and O lesen have also shown, at least for the specialcasemy = my,
that if the m agnetic eld increases above H @ = ecjj —, the MILSU ), U (@)
symm etry is restored [12]. Thus for an extemalmagnetic ed H Y < H < H ®,

the electroweak vacuum passes through a transition region where a W oondensate
exists and the m agnetic eld is con ned In a periodic network of ux tubes.

It is possbl to in agine how such a phase m ight arise naturally In a way
which m ight lead to m onopolantin onopolk annihilation at the electroweak scale
In the early universe (T his idea has also been suggested elsew here in the literature
[d]) . First of all, the m agnetic eld necessary to produce such a phase could com e
from them onopoles them selves, provided the electrow eak transition is second order.



In this cass, them ass ofthe W boson generically has a tem perature dependence of
the form
my (T) my O T=TZ] )

where T, (300G e&V) isthe crtical tem perature associated w ith electrow eak break—
Ing. Thus, just below the transition tem perature T, relatively sn allm agnetic elds
could trigger W condensation. A rem nant density of GU T -scale m onopoles could
provide such am agnetic eld. O nce the condensate form s, m onopoleswould becom e
con ned to the network of ux tubes, whose w idth is related to the W m ass, aswe
shalldescribe. O nce the w idth ofthe ux tubes is of the sam e order as the distance
between m onopols, the m onopoles would experience a linear potential and begin
to m ove towards each other. Ifthe ux tubes exist ora su ciently long tin e, the
m onopoles could annihilate, and their density would correspondingly decrease.

T his picture is very attractive in principle. However, we now dem onstrate,
using a serdes of argum ents w hich probe this scenario In successively greater detail,
that the param eters associated w ith such a transition at the electrow eak scale gener-
ally preclude it from being operational. M oreover, we present dynam ical argum ents
relevant for any soenario involving m onopole annihilation via ux tube con nem ent
at the electroweak scale.

2. K inem etic A rgum ents: N on-annihilation via M agnetic Instabilities:

@) A GlbalArgument: In gure 1, we display a phase diagram describing
the W oondensation picture discussed above, as a function of both tem perature T
and background magnetic eld H . At T = 0, for the case exam lned by Ambj m
and O leson 12, 13,14], in the region 1 < He=m? < 1l=cof y a magnetic ux
tube netw ork extrem izes the energy and both the Higgs) and 1 § elds develop
non-zero expectation values. For nite tem perature the phase boundaries evolve as
shown, n regoonse to the reduction in theW m assw ith tem perature,upto T = T,
where they meet. Thus, the phase In which ux tubes and a W condensate are
energetically preferred falls in between these two curves.

W hile the actualm agnetic eld due to the presence ofa density ofm onopoles
and antim onopoles w ill be com plicated and inhom ogenous, we rst approxin ate



it by a hom ogenousmean eld H, , whose precise value is not in portant for this
discussion. A swew ill lJater show , given the rem nant density ofm onopoles predicted
to result from a GUT transition, the value of this eld willbe wellbelow the zero
tem perature critical eldm fq (0)=e at the tin e of the electrow eak phase transition.)
A s the universe cools from above T, this badkground m agnetic eld w ill eventually
cross the upper crtical curve for the existence ofa ux tube phase.

W e now Inaghne that inmediately after this happens, ux tubes fom,
and m onopol annihilation Instantaneously begins. W e shall Jater show that this
is far from the actual case. Nevertheless, this assum ption allows us to exam -
ne constraints on m onopolk annihilation even in the m ost optin istic case. As
m onopole-antin onopol annihilation prooeeds, the m ean background m agnetic eld
fAllsquickly. Ata certain point thismean eld willfalllkelow the lower critical curve,
and ifit isthisbadckground eld which govemsthe energeticsof W condensation, the
W oondensate w ill then becom e unstable, the m agnetic eld lines w ill once again
soread out, and m onopoleantin onopol annihilation will cease. A s can be seen
In the gure, the net reduction in the m agnetic eld expected from this period of
annihilation willbe m inin al. Q uantitatively the nal eld (heglecting dilution due
to expansion during this period) willbe a factor of cos®  an aller than the mnitial

eld. This ishardly su cient to reduce the Initial abundance of m onopoles by the
m any orders ofm agnitude required to be consistent w ith current observations.

() A LocalA rgum ent: T he above argum ent points out the central problem
for a m onopolk annihilation scenario based on magnetic eld instabilities at the
electroweak scale. In order to arrange for ux tubes to form , and con nem ent of
m onopoles to occur, the eld must be tuned to lie In a relatively narrow region of
param eter space. N evertheless, a potential problem w ith the above argum ent, even
if it were less sketchy, is that ux tube fom ation, and m onopol annihilation, m ay
m ore lkely be related to local and not global eld strengths. For exam ple, even
if the globally averaged m agnetic eld is reduced by annihilation, the local eld
between a m onopoleantin onopolk pair connected by a ux tubem ay rem ain above
the critical eld, so that the ux tube w illpresum ably persist, and annihilation can
proceed. W e now dem onstrate that even under the m ost optin istic assum ptions



about the m agnitude of Iocal elds, for aln ost all of electrow eak param eter space,
local ux tube fom ation at a level capabl of producing a con ning potential be-
tween m onopol— antin onopolk pairs w ill not occur. W e rst consider the case for
which solutions (Involving a periodic ux tube netw ork) were explicitly obtained by
Ambj m and O Jeson [3].

Thearea A of ux tubes fom ingduetotheW ocondensate can be obtained by
m inin izing the classical eld energy averaged over each cell in the periodic netw ork
in the presence of a background H eld [3]:

2 Z 4 Z
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where f;, isthemagnetic eld, and isthe “-coupling in the Lagrangian, and |
isthe H iggs VEV . U tilizing the topological restrictions on the ux contained in the

ux tubes (contaningm ininal ux 2 =e),
z I
fodx= &K a'= 2 =¢; )

ce
this yields an expression for A, detem ined by the energy density Ep, 1, which is in
tum a function of the extemalm agnetic eld:

2 m2 .
A= —h = i )
e? Emm+m%=262 m ( 2 %) d?x
Taking the Bogom olnyilin if[1§] = ﬁ, corresponding tomy = m 5, the clas-

sical eld equations sin plify, and the properties of the ux tubes can be derived.
In particular, one can show [12]that the area ofthe ux tubes is restricted to Iie in
the range

2 cof y <AmZ <2 : ©6)

From our point of view, it is In portant to realize that this resul is equivalent to
the statem ent that a W oondensate can only exist between the two critical values

ofthem agnetic eld
2 m2

—— W >pyg>_". (7)
ecoF y e

M oreover, it gives a one to one correspondence between the area ofthe ux tube and

the background m agnetic eld value in this range. W e shalluse this correspondencs,



both in the Bogom oInyi lin it and beyond, to exam Ine the con nem ent properties
ofsuch a ux tube netw ork connecting m onopole-antin onopole pairs.

M agnetic m onopols are form ed at the GUT transition wih a density of
about one m onopolk per horizon volum e. This corresponds to a value of % =
1049 2 Tgyr=M p1)° 16 Tgur=M p1)°, where ny is the num ber density of m o—
nopolks, g isapproxin ately the num ber ofhelicity states in the radiation at thetin e
tsur /M p1istheP lanck m ass, and s is the entropy ofthe universe at thistim e. Since
Teur could easily exceed 10*° GV rSUSY GUTSs, it is quite possible that the ini-
tialm onopole abundance keft over from aGU T transition is ™~ > 10 '° . P reskillhas
shown that in this case m onopoles w ill annihilate shortly after the GUT transition
until®-  10*° B], and this value rem ains constant down to the electroweak scale.
Sinces= (2 2=45)g T3, them onopole num ber density at the electrow eak transition
(T, 300G eV ) of 013 G&? (assum hg g (T.) 100) corresponds to a m ean
Intermm onopole spacing of L 2 GeV'. From this, we can calculate the mean
m agnetic eld produced by the m onopoles w ith D irac charge h = 2 =e. In general,
because the m onopol background is best described as a \plagn a" involving both
m onopoles and antin onopoles, them ean m agnetic eld w illbe screened at distances
Jlarge com pared to the intermm onopole spacing. H owever, because we w illdem onstrate
that even under the m ost optim istic assum ptions, m onopole-antin onopol annihi-
Jation willnot in general occur, we ignore thism ean eld long-range screening, and
consider the local eld in the region between a m onopol-antin onopole pair to be
predom inantly that of nearest neighbors, ie. a m agnetic dipol. W hik the eld
is not uniform in the region between the m onopole and antin onopol, we w ill be
Interested in them nimum valie of the eld here. W e shallm ake the (optin istic)
assum ption that ifthis eld everywhere exceeds the critical value m qu =e on the lne
pining the two m onopoles, that an instability ofthe type described above, nvolring
a condensate of W elds and an associated m agnetic ux tube, can occur along this
Iine.
For a m onopolkantin onopolk pair ssparated by a distance L, the m inin um
eld w illbe halfivay between them , and w illhave am agnitudeH = 2h= L? = 4=el.?.
For this eld to exceed the mininum Ambjm-Okson eld m  =e then implies



the relation: L < 2=my . Fora valuiemy = 8lGeV this rlation is m anifestly
not satis ed for the value of L. detem Ined above. However, assum ing a sscond
order transition, aswe have describbed, the W m ass increases continuously from zero
as the tam perature decreases below the critical tem perature, In plying some nite
tem perature range over w hich the ( xed) background eld due to m onopolesw ill lie
in the critical range for ux tube fom ation. In this cass, the m agnetic eld would
enter this range from above. In order that the m agnetic eld lie in the range given

by inequality (1), we nd

2=my < L < 2008 y =My 8)

N evertheless, even ifa ux tube form soconnecting them onopole-antin onopole
pair, this will not result in a con ning linear potential until the w idth of the ux
tube 2r < L. A bound on thiswidth can be cbtained from the lower bound on the
area ofthe ux tube (equation §)):

P_
2r> 2 20os y =My - ©)

when them agnetic eld is at its upper critical value ofm 2 =ecos’ . This in plies
the constraint

P_
L>2 2008 y=my : (10)

A's can be seen, equalities ) and (10) are m utnally nconsistent. Hence,
there appears to be no region in which both a Ambj m-O leson type superconduct—
Ing phase resuls, and at the sam e tin e m onopolantin onopolk pairs experience
a ocon ning potential. W e expect the situation willbe sim ilar to the quark-hadron
phase transition when the transition is sscond order. In that case, it is in possble
to distinguish between a dense plasn a of con ned quarks and a gas of free quarks,
because the m ean interquark spacing is sm all com pared to the con nem ent scale.
H ere there w illbe no physical In pact ofa short superconducting phase, because the
con nem ent scale is larger than the distance betw een m onopoles required to trigger
the phase transition. W e expect no signi cant m onopole annihilation during the
short tin e in which this phase is dynam ically favored asthe W m ass ncreases.



Thisresult hasbeen derived in the Bogom oInyilm it, whenmy = m, . W hat
about going beyond this 1im it? F irst, note that the energy density of the extemal
magnetic eld, E = H ?=2, provides an upper bound on E, i, . Then from equation

(-5) one can show that as ongas > gz=8c1032 w My > my), the ux tube area,
fora =xed value ofthe eld, is hrger than it is In the Bogom ol’nyilin it. W hile we
have no analytic estin ate ofthe upper crtical eld, and hence no lowerbound on the
ux tube area, the scaling between area and m agnetic eld w ill stillbe such that for
a given m onopol-antin onopolk soacing, and hence a given m agnetic eld strength,
the area of the corresponding ux tube w illbe larger than in the B ogom olnyi lin it.
Hence the nconsistency derived above w ill be exacerbated. Only in the narrow
range m z =2 “my <m, (stillallowed by experin ent) is there a ram ote possibility
that even In principle, ux tube areasm ay be reduced su cently so that con ning
potentials m ay be experienced by m onopoles triggering a W condensate. H owever,
in this range, the energy ) can be reduced by increasing , so we expect that
Instabilities arise In this range which are lkely tom akea W condensate unstable in

any case.

3. D ynam ical A rgum ents A gainst A nnihilation:

Even ifa con ning potentialm ay be achieved through ux tube fom ation,
there are dynam ical reasons to expect m onopole annihilation w ill not be com plete.
T hese argum ents apply to any scenario involving a con ning phase form onopolks,
and suggest that estin ates based on the e cacy of m onopole annihilation m ay be
overly optin istic. In the st place, we can estin ate the energy of a m onopole-
antin onopol pair ssparated by a string of ength L . Fora Iong ux tube of radius
r, considerations of the electrom agnetic eld energy trapped in the tube im ply a net
energy stored in the ux tube of

E = : 11)

Considering the caseswhen L 2r,when con nement would rstbegin,we nd the
energy associated w ith the string tension isE = % 130G eV . Thisissigni cantly
an aller than them ean them alenergy associated w ith a transition tem perature T,

300 GeV . Hence, if the string tension does not vary signi cantly over the period



during which them agnetic eld exoeeds the critical eld, the string tension exerts a
m inor perturbation on the m ean them alm otion ofm onopoles, and hence will not
dram atically a ect their dynam ics. The only way this would not be the case would
be if the m onopoleantin onopole pair m oved towards one another at a rate which
could keep the magnetic eld between them su ciently lJarge so as to track the
Increase in them inimum crtical eld asmy (T) Increased to its asym ptotic value.
However, this cannot In general occur, because them al velocities are su ciently
large s0 asto swam p the m otion ofthe m onopol-antin onopol tow ards each other.
U sing the m ean them al relative velocity ofm onopolsat T = T, we can calculate
how much time, t, it would take to traverse a distance equal to the initial m ean
distance between m onopoles. Since the them al velociy is 1, non-relativistic
argumentsare su cient. We nd t=t 46 10°, ormy 160’G eV, and T.
300 GeV .During such a analltin e interval, my (T ) ram ains roughly constant, and
hence so0 does the string tension. W e nd that during the tine t the ux tube
Induced velocity of the m onopoleantin onopolk pair ram ains a sm all fraction ofthe
m ean them al velocity, orm, > 10°GeV . Thus, m onopols and antin onopoles
w ill not In general m ove towards one another as my Mncreases. Since r(T) will
not change signi cantly between H * and H ® asmy increases, ifthe m ean inter—
m onopolk spacing rem ains roughly constant, m onopolk annihilation w ill, on average,

not proceed before the eld dropsbelow its critical value.

W hat about the m ore general case of a brief superconducting phase which
m ight result if U (1)o, is broken for a am all tem perature range around the elec-
troweak scal [1(]? Tn this case, the ux tube area is not driven by the strength
of the background m agnetic eld, and hence is not tied to m onopole-antin onopole
soacing. N evertheless, dynam ical argum ents suggest that annihilation, even in this
case, m ay be problam atic. W e describe three obstaclks here: @) as above, the eld
energy contained in the string m ay not be enough to signi cantly alter the dynam —
ics of a them al distrdbbution ofm onopolks; () even in the event that this energy is
su ciently large, the tin e required to dissjpate this energy will iIn general exceed
the lifetin e of the universe at the tine of the U (1)on breaking transition; (c) the
tin e required for m onopoles to annihilate even once they have dissipated m ost of
the string energy and are con ned wihn a \bag" m ay iself be com parable to the

10



lifetin e of the universe at the tin e of the transition.

(@) Consider the energy (1) stored in the ux tube. The radius, r, will
depend upon them agnitude ofthe VEV ofthe eld responsible forbreakingU (1) ey -
If this symm etry breaking nvolves a second order transition, then until this eld
achievesa certain m ninum valie, ux tubesw illnotbe su ciently thin to produce
a con ning potential for m onopols. M oreover, even if this VEV quickly achieves
Esmaximum valie, one must Ihvestigate whether or not this eld energy is large
com pared to the them al energy at that tin e, In order to detem Ine whether the
m onopoles w illbe dynam ically driven towards each other. As ongasr ! ey
€T., where In this case [ represents the VEV ifthe eld associated wih U (1)en
breaking and T. represents the transition tem perature, then E T, so that the
condition of a con ning potential is in general satis ed. Nevertheless, one must
also verify that this nequality is such that the Boltzm ann tail of the m onopolk
distrdoution w ith velocities Jarge enough to be com parabl to this binding energy is
su ciently anall (ie. that su cilently few m onopoles have them alm otion which
is not signi cantly a ected by the con ning potential). If we assum e that such
m onopols do not annihilate, then to avoid the stringent lim its on the m onopolk
density today probably requires E > O (30)T . D etemm ining L by scaling from the
Initialdensity, we nd that if o= T, then the ratio of the binding energy to the
transition tem perature, E =T, 3800 2, independent of T.. This inplies a rather
m id constraint on the VEV ofthe eld associated with U (1), breaking: > 0:09.

() M onopok's must dissipate the large energy associated w ith the string

eld energy if they are to annihilate. There are two possibble ways In which this
energy can be dissipated: them al scattering, and the em ission of radiation 3, 16].
U tilizing the estin ates of energy loss by radiation given by Vilknkin {l§] we nd
that this process requires ~ 10° tin es longer to dissipate the string energy than
the lifetin e of the universe at the tin e of the trans:tjon,‘ﬁ Hence, we concentrate
on the possbility of dissipating the energy by them al scattering. W e shall assum e
here that 1, so that the mitial average m onopole— antin onopole pair energy

1T his calculation itself is probably an underestin ate unless the m onopole couples to m assless
or light particles other than the photon), since it assum es the photon ism assless, which it is not
In this phase.
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is 3800T . The energy loss by collisions w ith them al particles in the bath is
f(6] dE =dt BPv?, where b = 3 (3)=@ ?)° (@=2)°, and the sum is over all
helicity states of charged particles in the heat bath. At T 100 Gev, b 0:7.
U tilizing the relationship between tem perature and tin e in a radiation dom inated

Friedm ann-R cbertson-W alker universe, we then nd

E¢ 003 p, T
h — =—h — : 12)
Ei 2mM tf

W e will take E¢ to be the string energy (1) when L = 2r, ie. the energy when
the string hasbecom e a \bag". T his in plies that the tin e required to dissipate the
initial string energy is O (50) & ormy 10’G eV . Unless the phase of broken
U (1)em Jasts for longer than this tine Which does depend sensitively upon the
m onopol m ass), not all the string energy w illbe dissipated. W e have ignored here
possbl transverse m otion of the string. This energy must also be dissipated by
friction, which m ay be dom inated by A haranov-Bohm type scatteringfl]4 Th any
case, this is a rather ssvere constraint on the tam perature range over which the
U (1)en breaking phase m ust last.

(3) Once the string energy is dissipated so that the m ean distance between
m onopolantin onopolk pairs is of order of the string w idth, they willbe con ned
n a \bag", and onem ust estin ate the actualtin e it takes for the pair to annihilate
in such a \bag" state. (The monopolk \crust", of characteristic size my !, is
assum ed to play a negligbl rok here. In any case, inside this \bag" i is quite
possble that the electroweak symm etry m ay be restored, In which case such a crust
would not be present.) In a low lying swave state, the annihilation tin e is very
short. However, In an excited state, mvolving, for exam ple, high orbital angular
m om entum , thism ay not be the case, since the wave function at the origin w illbe
highly suppressed. W e provide here one approxin ate estin ate for the annihilation
tin e based on the observation that the Coulom b capture distance a. 1=4 E is8
tin es an aller than the \bag" size, for a m onopol whose \bag" energy is inferred
from equation (1) with L. = 2r. It is reasonable to suppose that annihilation
m ight proceed via collapse into a tightly bound Coulomb state. Thus, for the sake

°W e have been inform ed that this issue isbeing treated in detailby R .Holn an, T .K bble, and
s~J.Reylld].
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of argum ent one m ight roughly estin ate a Iower lim it on the anniilation tim e by
utilizing the Coulomb capture cross section 3] inside the \bag". This capture tin e
is (@4e=3 T) fmq =T )Y, and is slightly longer than the lifetin e of the universe
at tem perature T 300GeV, ormy = 10'7GeV . Agai, this suggests that the
tin e during which the U (1), breaking phase endures must be long com pared to
the lifetin e of the universe when thisphase begingl. If capture into a Coulomb state
hasnot occured by the tine the U (1)o, breaking phase is over, previously con ned
m onopol pairs ssparated by m ore than the C oulom b capture distance w illno longer
be bound. The annihilation rate for these previously con ned pairs com pared to
the expansion rate will rem ain less than order unity, so that m onopoles w ill again
freeze out

These considerations suggest that m onopole-antin onopol annihilation by
ux tube formm ation at the electroweak scale is far from guaranteed. In particular,
m onopol con neam ent triggered by m onopol Induced m agnetic elds seem s un-—
workable. M ore generally, In any con ning scenario, dissipation ofthe initially large
ux tube energies requires tin es which are generally long com pared to the horizon
tin e at the epoch ofelectroweak symm etry breaking. T hisplaces strong constraints
on them Ininum range of tem peratures over which a con ning phase form onopoles
must exist.

3If one in agines that because of the m onopole outer crust, em ission of scalars is possible, the
capture cross section m ay be J'ncreased[;%] to  (Tc) ? . Thiswould decrease the capture tine by a
signi cant am ount ( 10°). H owever, once again, this requires that the scalars are light, otherw ise
phase space suppression m ight be in portant.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1l.Phassdiagram forW condensation asa finction ofextemalm agnetic
eld and tem perature assum Ing a seoond order electrow eak phase transtion.

R eferences

L] G."t Hooft, Nucl Phys.B 79, 276 (1974); A .Polyakov, JETP Lett. 20, 194
1974).

R]TW B.Kibl, J.Phys.A 9,1387 (1976).
B] J.Preskil]l, Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 1365 (1979).
4] YaA .Zeldovich and M Y .Khlopov, Phys. Lett. 79B , 239 (1978).

B] E N .Parker, Ap.J.160,383 (1970);Y .Raphaeliand M S.Tumer, Phys. Lett.
B121 115 (1983);M E .Huberet.al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 64 835 (1990);S.Bem on
et. al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64 839 (1990).

6] A .Guth, Phys.Rev.D 23, 347 (1981).

[7] P.Langacker and S~Y .P i, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45, 1 (1980).

B] G .Lazaridesand Q . Sha ,Phys. Lett. B 94, 149 (1980).

Pl E I.Guendelmnan and D A .Owen, Phys. Lett. B 235, 313 (1990).

[0] V V¥V .D ixit and M . Sher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 560 (1992); T H.Farxs et. al,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 564 (1992).

1] V ¥V .Skalozub, Sov.J.NuclL Phys. 23,113 (1978);N K .Nielsen and P.O lesen,
Nucl. Phys B144, 376 (1978); J.Ambjm, R J. Hughes, and N K . N ilsen,
Ann.Phys. W.Y. 150, 92 (1983).

2] J.Ambjm and P.O lesen, Nucl Phys.B 330, 193 (1990).

14



3] J.Ambjm and P.O Jesen, NucL Phys.B 315, 606 (1989).

l4] J.Ambjm and P.O Jlesen, Phys. Lett. B 257,201 (1991); J.Ambjm and P.
O X¥sen, Phys. Lett. B 218, 67 (1989); J.Ambj m and P.O Jksen, Phys. Lett.
B 214,565 (1991).

[15] E B .Bogom olnyi, Sov. J.Nucl Phys. 24, 449 (1977).
[L6] A .Vikenkin, Nucl Phys.B 196, 240 (1982).
7] M .AMord and F .W ilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 1071 (1989)

8] R.Holman, T .Kbbl, S-J.Rey, preprint, YCTP-P 0692 (Yak), NSF-ITP-09
(Santa Barbara) to appear In Phys. Rev. Lett.

15



