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A bstract

W e Investigate an extension of the Singkt M ajpron M odel in which the
breaking of dilatation sym m etry by the m ass param eters of the scalar potential
is ram oved by m eans of a dilaton eld. Starting from the one-loop renom aliza—
tion group in proved potential, we discuss the ground state of the theory. The

at direction in the classical potential is lifted by quantum ocorrections and the
true vacua are found. Studying the nite tem perature potential, we analyze the
cosn ological consequences of a Jordan-B ransD icke dilaton and show that the
Jepton num ber is spontaneously broken after the electroweak phase transition,
thus avoiding any constraint com ing from the requirem ent of the preservation of
the baryon asymm etry In the early Universe. W e also nd that, contrary to the
Standard M odel case, the dilaton coan ology does not in pose any upper bound
on the scale of the spontaneous breaking of scale invariance.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9301235v1

1. Introduction

O ne of the m ost ram arkabl properties of the Standard M odel (SM ) of elec—
troweak Interactions isthat it is scale invariant up to them ass term in the H iggs
sector, responsible for the spontaneous symm etry breaking, and a possible con—
stant term related to the vacuum energy density.

T heordesw ith m assparam etersm ay stillhave hidden nonlinearly realized scale
invariance ], which m ay play a role in solving the cosm ological constant problem
B] and can acoount for the hierarchy of scales cbserved In the SM between the
weak scak and the Planck and/or the G rand Uni cation scale B]. Also it is
Intriguing that m odels which disolay a nonlinearly realized scale nvariance in
their Iow energy e ective theories occur in som e uni cation schem es, ncluding
m odels based on com pacti cation ofhigher din ensions #] and string theories B].

A trace ofthe scale mvariance m ay still exist at low energies In the orm ofa
pseudo-G oldstone boson, the dilaton, w hich couples In a universalway to allm ass
term sand gainsam ass due to the explicit breaking of classical scale Invariance by
quantum corrections 3]. C oupling a Jordan-B ransD icke (JBD ) dilaton to the SM
Jeads to a m odel equivalent under a conform altransfom ation to the SM coupled
to a JBD graviy theory {§] and to interesting phenom enological consequences.
In particular, Budm uller and Busch 3] have shown that the existence ofa JBD
dilaton would In pose an upper bound of about 100 G &V on the top quark m ass,
the precise value depending on the dilaton decay constant £, from the requirem ent
that the ground state breaks the electroweak gauge sym m etry.

The presence of a JBD dilaton would also have signi cant coan ological in —
plications, for the range of cosm olbgically allowed neutrino m asses [}] and for
the dynam ics of the electroweak phase transition, see refs. B]and [3], which has
been shown to be rst order and to occur at the chiral sym m etry breaking phase
transition. In particular, M c D onald [] has recently em phasized that there is a
serious problm wih the energy density In the dilaton eld follow ing the elec—
troweak phase transition, with m ost of the energy in the electroweak vacuum
going into oscillations of the dilaton eld at Tocp 150 M €V, causing the Uni-
verse to be m atterdom inated at nuclkosynthesis and the standard calculation of
elem ent abundances to disagree w ith observations. To avoid thisproblm onehas
to in pose the upperbound £ < 10’ G &V on the scale of the spontaneous breaking
of scale Invariance. Such a requirem ent iswell In contrast w ith the natural iden—
ti cation £ ¥ M p inm odels in which the hierarchy between the P lanck scale M p
and the weak scak is explained by the underlying scale invariance 3] through
the introduction ofa JBD dilaton. M otivated by this troublsom e Inconsistency
present In the SM , we investigate which kind of in plications would have have the
coupling ofa JBD dilaton to one of the m ost attractive extension of the SM , the
SingketM apron M odel (SM M ) fl0]. Ih the SMM a gauge singlet scalar and three
right-handed neutrinos are introduced, and a globalU (1); group associated to



the Jepton num ber is spontaneously broken, giving rise to M a prana m asses for
the right-handed neutrinos. The m odel naturally lncorporates the see-saw m ech—
anism fl1]] and can therefore explain why left-handed neutrinos are m uch lighter
than their right-handed counterparts. H owever, the realization that the baryon
B ) and lpton (L) viclating, while B L) conserving, quantum e ects in the
SM are e cient at high tem peratures [k2] gives rise to a very strong bound on
the M ajprana m asses of light neutrinos, m < 1 eV {l3]. The point is that the
SM anom alous e ects still allow a baryon asymm etry generated at som e super-
heavy scake {[4]to survive ifthe U niverse had a nonvanishing prinordial 8 L)
asymm etry, but, if other interactions which vioclate B, L and also the combi-
nation B L) are In equillbbrium at tem peratures above the Femm i scale, then
no cosm ologicalbaryon asymm etry can survive [13]. O ne has to require that the
new L-violating Interactionsnot to be in equilbriim at alltem peratures at which
anom alous Interactions are stillactive, w hich leadsto the above m entioned strong
bound onm .A naturalway to avoid such a constraint is to generate M a prana
neutrino m asses w ith a spontaneous L -num ber breaking at the electroweak scale
or below . The conservation of L num ber at higher scales prevents the existence
of the dangerous L = 2 e ective operator m =h i? Ly, )2, where is the
standard H iggs scalar doublet and L;, is a lpton doublkt, L; = (1;%). It has
been recently shown that in the supersym m etrized version ofthe SM M [15] and
in the triplkt-singlet M apron M odel {14] the phase transition lkading to the L—
num ber breaking can occur at tem peratures below the weak scale, thus avoiding
any constraint com ing from the requirem ent of the preservation of the baryon
asymm etry.

The ain of this paper is to show that the sam e feature is naturally achieved
when a JBD dilaton is coupled to the SM M and that, contrary to what hap—
pens in the SM , no upper bound on the dilaton decay constant £ com es from
considerations about the JBD dilaton cosn ology.

T hepaper isorganized as follow s. In Sect. 2 wedescribethe SM M w ith hidden
scale invariance and derive the one-loop renom alization group In proved e ective
potential, whose m inim ization allow s to break the vacuum degeneracy present
at the classical kevel. In Sect. 3 we dealw ith the oneldoop nite tem perature
e ective potential and study the dynam ics of the SU 2)1, U @1y and U (1),
phase transitions. In Sect. 4 we present our conclisions.



2. The SM M with hidden scale invariance

T he Lagrangian for the scale invariant extension ofthe SM M is
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Here isthe dilaton eld, £ is decay constant, is the scalar H iggs doublkt,
D istheSU (2); U (1) gauge covarant derivative, S is the gauge singlket eld
carrying lpton number L = 2, Ny is the gauge singkt right-handed neutrino
N¢ CNT , L, is the ¥pton doubkt and h and gz are 3 3 m atrices of
Yukawa couplings.
D ue to the speci ¢ couplings of the G oldstone eld , the Lagrangian (1) is
Invariant under dilatations
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where  denotes a generical ferm ion eld in the Lagrangian (1). The classical
equations ofm otion for the scalar elds read
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The existence of non-trivial constant solutions , ¢ and Sy constraints the
allowed param eters present in V,. For instance, orm? > 0,m2 > O and > 0,
the only stationary pontsare (= 0,Sg = 0 and , ram ains undetem ned. In



the llow ing we shall choosem * and m % both negative. Th such a case from eq.
(4) one discovers that the constant a* is xed to be
12 m’m3 m* mg
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and symm etry breaking vacuum expectation values de ne In the valey oor a
at direction
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Note that > 0 should be bounded from above In order that symm etries are
broken. (If < 0 the sam e condition is required for the potential to be bounded
from below).

T he consistency requirem ents for the couplings present In Vg in ply that the
classical energy density vanishes at the stationary points and the potential Vy
takes the special form
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T he degeneracy In the vacuum expectation values and the vanishing of the vac-
uum energy density are expected to disappear in quantum eld theory where
scale invariance is anom alous [17]. Thus, we consider the one-loop corrections
to the potential V, which can be com puted by standard m ethods fL8]. Since the
dilaton interactions are not m anifestly renom alizable, we treat as a classical
background eld. A convenient choice of the renom alization conditions yields,
In the Landau gauge, z Yz S

V (;2;25) = a'+m?z +m§zs+ ZZS+EZZ+EZ§
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where g and g’ are the SU 2);, and the U (1)y gauge couplings, respectively, g, is
the Yukawa coupling for the top quark, the heaviest ferm jon in the SM and m 2
are given by
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Theparametersa?, m?,m%, , and arenow renom alized param eters which
depend on the renom alization massM . Their M dependence can be read o
from egq. (8)
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T he constraint given by egq. (5) can be also In posed on the renom alized quanti-
ties and, since the scale dependence of ( “a*and 2 m®m3 m? mg
is di erent, the renom alization massM ram ains xed.

The m inim ization of the one-doop renom alization group e ective potential
allow s us to elin lnate the vacuum degeneracy described by eq. (6). The analysis
m ay be sin pli ed considerably by expanding the com plicated term sih eg. (8) ina
series around = 0 and retaining only the lowest order tem s. A straightforward
calculation gives
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The value of exp 2 o=f) can be read o from egs. (6) and (18)—(0) where all
the param eters are m eant to be evaluated at the scale M .

To nd the ground-state energy and the dilaton m ass, it is usufiil to de ne
thenew elds [I]

~ e ; 5 e TFs; @1)
so that the one-loop e ective potential (8) now reads
" #
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where V is the onedoop e ective potential w ithout dilaton eld and is the
anom alous divergence of the dilatation current
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and the fact that V is scale-independent, dv=dM = 0, one easily derives the
ground-state energy and the dilaton m ass 3]
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In ref. {]] the upper bound my, < 130 GeV on the largest right-handed neu-
trino m ass was obtained, roughly requiring that m? > 0 or, equivalently, m | +

(1=06) f= 1 méR < (100G ev )4 . However, in ref. [7,] it was assum ed that neutrino
m asses are preslent and the lpton number is broken at all scales. In the m odel
under consideration the presence of the gauge singlket S is fiindam ental to provide
neutrino m asses via the soontaneous breaking of the glcbal group U (1), at the
scak f and onehasto require thatm {+ (1=6) 2, mj ~ (1=12)m*< 100Gev)’,
w hich doesnot give any particularly strongbound on the largest eigenvaluem y, .
N evertheless, in the see-saw m echanisn onewould obtain forthe electron neutrino
massm _ miZ= gzf ,where in the sinplest scenarbd one expectsm _  m..
The current lin it on m _ would then inply that £> 100 GeV . Iff v, then
the - and the S-sectors would be e ectively decoupled unless one Inposes a



ne-tuning on the Involved param eters or, m ore correctly, a ne-tuning on the
Iniial conditions for the R enom alization G roup Equations (10)—(15). Thus, In
the follow ing we shall assum e that £ and v are roughly the sam e scale, aswellas
m?andmi.
W e can embed our theory in a background spacetin e described by a m etric
g and deam and that the resulting theory be invariant under local rescalings
ofthemetricg ! ¢ = expR ®)]g . In order that the potential tem
" gV (; ;S) be nvariant, we demand that , and S transfom as ° =
f x)and °=exp[ ()] and &= exp[ (x)IS[I9]. The and theS$S
kinetic tem s used in eg. (1) are not W eyl nvariant. H owever, ifwe use for the
termm s nvolving the dilaton eld and the H iggsdoubkt (and sin ilarly for S)
the Lagrangian

p_ 1 1 1
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+ g O YO ) V(;); 27)

the classical theory is no longer nvariant under dilatations, which would require
thekhhetictem exp 2 =f)@ @ forthedilton eld. However, a characteristic
feature ofthe Lagrangian (27) isan approxin ate W eyl invariance In curved space,
which is only broken by the kinetic tem s of gravitational and dilaton eld
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h
whereR isthecurvaturescalar, ! = f?=4 andD = (=2)exp 2 =F+ 6 )
iswhat isgenerally called the JBD dilaton. T he theory isthe Jordan-B ransD icke
theory ofgravity w ith the SM M asm atter sector []. In the next section we shall
m ake use of kinetic tem s like those In eq. (27) to nd the Friedm ann-R cbertson-
W aker RW ) equation goveming the dynam ics of the dilaton eld.

i
1=2



3. The e ect ofdilatons on the phase transitions in SM M

W e rst consider the nite tem perature potential R0] ofthe SM M where the
dilaton can be added In the standard m anner ﬂl]

2
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The nite tem perature potential V; is given In an expansion of (1= )m ;=T , up
to tem s of order 1=T, where m ; ( ;z ;Zg) are the various particle m asses as
functions of the scalar elds. The constant c essentially counts the total num —
ber of degrees of freedom . W e have replaced the bare m ass param eters by the
corresponding plasn a masses 20] in Vr to avoid the latter to be ilkde ned in
z = zg = 0.

The dilaton eld isnot in them al equilbbrium at tem peratures below the
scake £ (sseEngvist n ref. B)). Shce = j T, from the point of view of nite
tem perature eld theory the eld will act as a constant []. The dynam ics of
the dilaton eld is described by the FRW equation ofm otion

+ 3H +—2 (z + zg) + —2 (z_+ zg) l( + zg)
VA V4 Z Z — Z Z
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where H is the Hubblk constant. In writing eq. (31) we have followed ref. Ej]
and taken into acoount that does not uctuate fast enough to be in them al
equillbbriim with and S, so that itsexpectation value should not be determ ined
by m nin izing the nie tem perature potential, but the T = 0 potential where
z and zg have to be replaced in eq. (31) by their them al average values, hz ir

and hzg iy , respectively. The value of at itsm ninum at a given tem perature
is therefore !

2h 1 ) )
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In the range of validity ofthe high tem perature expansion ofV;, we can approx—
matehz iy = hzgiy / T?=12 Plland nd that
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2
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and e can be easily Inferred from egs. (29) and (32).
Since we are presently interested n thecase = j H , we expect that the
valie of { = jisset by themassof atthem ininum of its potential []

Q*v T*
2 _ ’
m- = — == 36
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where we have assum ed andm® mZ.Thusj= jwillbemuch snaller
than T if
, 18T*?
T ; 37)

which iscertainly satis ed forthe range oftem peratures under consideration (one
can also easily show that theassumption 7= jJ H iswellsatis ed orT < f).

Looking at egs. (34) and (35), we discover that, ifa and ag are both pos-
itive, the SU @), U (1) and the U (1); symm etrdes w ill be unbroken at any
tam perature. M oreover, we cannot conclude that, ifa and ag are negative, the
sam e symm etries are always broken since our nite tem perature expansion is



only valid ora j;as > 0, so that no m oonclusion conceming the sym m etry
breaking can be drawn In this case. In the Pllow ng we shallassume a and ag
both positive, which is Ikely to be true if . Thus the nite tem perature
corrections generate a barrderat z = zg = 0 which persistsdown to T = 0.
Since In the SM M wih dilaton the vacuum energy density vanishes at the
tree Jevel, we assum e that the critical tem perature T, which is de ned by {]

Vi, 0) = Vp, V5E° (38)

is analler than v f£. If n the broken phase particke m asses are either much
an aller or much larger than the critical tem perature, the di erence in the -
nite tem perature correction to the e ective potential at (z = 0;zg = 0) and
z = V’;zs = f? is sinply detemm ined by the numbers of e ectively m assless

particles in both phases 2] and T, results

( " #) 14
45 4 4 4 4 4 X° 4

T.= 1717 ¢ ém, + 3m, +m, +m L2mi 2 m =0 (10Gev):
39)
U sing the num erical results ound in ref. P3], i is not di cul to convince
oneselfthat the tunneling rate from the sym m etric to the broken phassatT < T,

which isgiven n a voimeV by ' VTlexp ( $=T), where S; is the bounce

action, is extremely slow . Indeed, alongthe ray = Roos and S = Rsh ,
wheretan = f=v , one cbtains the naive estin ate
5 L, 32 5
s, 44 a®cos + gsin @)
— =tk i 1; 40)
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3=2 h ® 13 .
whereG, 6 G=2)" +3 o+ g¥ =2 ' 152. Thusneitherthe electroweak
nor the lepton num ber transitions are expected to occurat T < T.. Nevertheless,
as soon as the Universe cools down to a tem perature below Tgcp ' 150 M eV,
because of the dynam icalbreaking ofthe chiral sym m etry and the appearance of
a condensate, a new contribution to the nite tem perature potentialbecom es
e ective

Ve= "(@)Z; 41)

where 2:4:]
" 4
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o N  12f2 12)* £4

; 42)

andh i’ @50MeV),N = 6,f = 93M &V .At tem peratures below Tgocp ,
a non-zero vacuum expectation value in the direction zg = 0 is Induced at
1] (T) 1

2a T2
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The falsevacuum (z = 0;zs = 0) will olldown towards the new unstable vac-

wum z =z 2 (T);zs = 0 very quickly, in a tine (n Hubblk tin e unit)

t 3g (Tocp) Tocp °

14

H ! 2 a Mp

1; (44)

whereg (Tocp ) countsthee ective degrees of freedom at the tem perature Tgep -
W hen the temperature T = T , de ned byt

8 a’

T3; 45
G, ; 45)

") =

is reached, the m etastability of the w rong unstable m inin um 77 (T) is Jost and
the latter is free to rolldown along the z; = 0 direction?.
E xpanding now the potential about the value ( ; ;0), we get

Vr (zg)= asT?’+ % zg+ othertem s: 46)

If < 0 (looking at the Renom alization G roup Equation for one can inferthat
= 0 isa xed polnt so that doesnot change its sign w ith the scake M ), from

eq. (46) weread o that the barrier along the zg direction ceases to exist, and the

Jepton num ber is spontaneously broken, when . rachesthevalue ( &= )l=2 T,

which is likely to occurat T < T since
asT?+ z (T) = g+ 16 ’=G2 &> 0 @7)

for reasonable values of the param eters. Thus, if < 0, it is the elctroweak
phase transition to drive the breaking ofU (1), .

If > 0, from eg. (46) one could conclude that a barrier In the 7z direction
is always present. This is not the case. Indeed, eq. (46) is only valid until the
expression hz iy = T?=12may beused ie.until , < T.Assoonas , > T, eq.
(46) must be replaced by the m ore correct expression

" P, ! #

. m2
Vv, = L+ —Sks T?+  +mik 7 1z + othertems: (48)

24 12

INotethat z ™2 (T )=T ’ (4 )a =Gi < 1=¢?, =0 that the high tem perature expansion is
still valid.

2Since the transition tem perature is of order of ocp one may wonder about the size of
perturbative and nonperturbative Q CD correctionsto oure ective C olem an-W einberg-type po—
tential (8). Indeed, F lores and Sher i_25] have argued that the transition to the globalm inin um
In the SM wih a Colm an-W einberg-type potential does not take place since the coupling of
the quartic temm in the potential orthe H iggs eld changes sign or an allvaluesof . However
In the SM , aswellas In the SM M , coupled to a JBD dilaton, the H iggs m asses are large as
required by the positivity of the dilaton m ass.



The presence of right-handed neutrinos is essential to keep the barrer in the
zg direction when , get values lJarger than T, ie when scalar elds no longer

contrbute to the  T?zg temm . A ssum ing that andm® m2,we conclude

that, analogously to the case < 0,theU (1), }]D:hase transition occurs after the
P

electroweak transition, when , isoftheorderof f:l ) =4 ( )IT .

The change in the vacuum energy density as soon as the lpton number is
goontaneously broken is given by

. 2
4n i (hz i+ hzi)
vV’ a‘er ra " Toep -
m* e

(49)

Thus them axinum rheating ofthe radiation energy density that could occur at
this stage of the phase transitions is only O Téc 5 sasithappensin theSM [].
M ost of the energy density of order 10 2v* will ram ain in the vacuum .

Q uite suryprisingly, solving the FRW equations for the dilaton and H iggs eld
system one can show that in the SM casem ost ofthe electrow eak phase transition
goes Into oscillations of the dilaton eld after its lIong slow roll along the valley

oordown totsT = Omihinum at . The point isthat quantum uctuations
around o get very amn allm asses, of order v*=f, and they can decay only into
pairs of very light neutrinos w ith a rate m>=f?. The tem perature at the
end ofthe decaysisthen Tay '’ Mp )27 Mpm3=f3)"". To avoid the
Universe to be dom nated by the energy stored In the dilaton eld during the
nuckosynthesis and causing the calculation of the light elem ent abundances at
present (which requires a radiation dom inated Universe [2:6] to be successfill) to
disagree w ith their cbsarved values, one must in pose the bound Try = 01 M &V
or, equivalently, the upper lin i m entioned in the htroduction, £ < 10’ GeV .

In the m odel discussed In this paper the situation is com plktely di erent.
Indeed, dilaton oscillations around the T = 0 vacuum can decay very e ciently
Into a pair ofM a prons, them asskess G oldstone bosons associated to the breaking
ofthe globalU (1);, group.

U sing the cartesian decom position of the gauge singlket eld

S= + f+ iJ; (50)

where J is the M ajpron, and w riting
2 =f 2h i=f 2 51
e = & 1+ — 5 (1)

from eg. 2) weread o the JJ interaction tem

2mE L e f24+
Te JJ’ 2? JJ: (52)

int



Ifhad we used them ore com m on decom position of S into polar coordinates, S =
+ f exp iJ=f the same Interaction Lagrangian would have been nnferred
from the M apron kinetic temm
h i

2
Lym= 1+ = @ Ja@ J; (63)

which, after integrations by parts, yields the sam e interaction term ofeq. (52)

1 mé 2 =f S 2h i=f
E@ @ JJg= ?Se + = —=¢ JJ + (54)

T he dilaton can decay Into a pair of M a prons w ith a rate

(1 39)= 1 mg , 1 ,f? 55)
8 f2m 8 £
Since (! JJ) H , we conclude that the Universe will be rcheated to a

tem perature] O (10) GeV as soon asthe scalar eldsrelax to their T = Om inina
after a Iong slow rolldown along the valley oor given by eg. (6). Thus, no
upper bound on f hasto be In posad since nuckosynthesis can now take place in
a standard way when the Universe is radiation-dom inated.

T he change in entropy from the nitialtothe nalstateisS¢=S;= g I7=g T}
where g i) is the number of e ectively m assless particles In the nale (initial)
state, and T¢ (T;) are the nal (nitial) tem perature. W ih T; Teo 150
Mev, Tt 10Gev, gy 11425 and g ¢ 87 one cbtains $=S; 4 19,
which appears acoeptable within the conventional fram ew ork of baryon number
generation In the early Universe [14].

W e nally point out that the presence ofM a pronsm akes a heavy -neutrino,
m ' 10 M eV, coan ologically ham less thanks to the fast decay ! =J
in contrast with the situation discussed in ref. E?.], w here neutrino m asses were
thought to be present at all scales through the seesaw m echanisn and the rate
of the only possible decay ! = was not Jarge enough to avoid the decay
products to close the Universe, unless £ < 10° GeV, again in contrast w ith the
naturalidenti cation £ M .

4. Conclisions

T he realization that any m atterantin atter asym m etry created at som e su-
perheavy scale [[4] can be easily wiped out by B—and L-SM quantum e ects
A2], unless the baryon asymm etry is proportional to the combination B8 L),

3The pairs of M aprons produced by  decays rapidly them alized w ith the them albath
through processes ke JJ ! ,withm 7 10Mev ﬁ_Z]']



m akes us faced w ith the vital problm of avoiding that new L-violating interac-
tions beyond the SM are In them alequillbbriim when the SM anom alous e ects
are still active. On the otherhand, the SMM [l0] naturally predicts L-violating
interactions and i has been recently shown in ref. P8] that the globalU (1),
group is spontaneously broken before the electroweak phase transition so that a
new m echanisn to regenerate the baryon asymm etry at the Fem iscale hasto be
nvoked, leading to a ssvere upperbound on them ass ofthe lightest neutralH iggs
from the requirem ent that the SM anom alous e ects are su ciently suppressed
after the accom plishm ent of the electroweak phase transition P9]. M otivated
by these considerations, we have investigated an extension of the SMM wih a
dilaton eld in which the breaking of the scale invariance by the m ass param e-
ters of the scalar potential is rem oved. Scale invariance ram ains broken by the
dependence of the couplings on the renom alization m ass, ie by the conform al
anom aly, and by the kinetic temrm ofthe dilaton. In curved space-tin e this theory
is precisely the Jordan-B ransD icke theory of gravity with the SM M asm atter
sector (1.

Starting from the one-loop renom alization group in proved potentialwe have
discussed the ground state of the theory. The classical potentialhasa at direc—
tion liffed by quantum ocorrections which have allowed us to break the vacuum
degeneracy and to nd the true m inin a of the m odel.

W e have then analyzed the coam ological consequences of a JBD dilaton on
the dynam ics of the SU (2)., U 1y and U (1); phase transitions in the early
Universe. W e have concluded that the kpton number is spontaneously broken
after the electroweak phase transition, when anom alous e ects are no longer
active, w hich pem its to escape any strong bound on the couplings of the m odel.
Furthem ore, we have shown that, contrary to the case of the SM coupled to a
JBD dilaton, the scale £ of the spontaneous breaking of scale nvariance receives
no Iim i from considerations on the dilaton and/orneutrino cosm ology, so thatwe
can still identify the scale £ w ith the P Janck scale as required to achieve a scalar-
tensor theory of graviy and to provide an explanation for the m ass hierarchy
between the P lanck and the Fem iscak JI.
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