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A bstract

A talk was given on the baryon asym m etry ofour universe within

the electroweak energy scale which was the them e for the 23rd INS

Sym posium . Itwasintended fornon-expertsby a non-expertspeaker.

A m odelis analized explicitly in which the lepton num ber produced

from the bubble walls is converted afterwards to the baryon asym m e-

try. Phase transition dynam ics is sim ulated, including the tem poral

develpm entand thefusion e�ectofthe nucleated bubbles.
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A Introduction

Baryon Asym m etry is the problem to explain why baryons(constituents ofthe m atter)

dom inate asym m etrically overanti-baryons(those ofthe anti-m atter)in ourpresentuni-

verse,nB � n �B ,and to give the num ber nB =n � 10�8 � 10�10 . [nB ,n �B ,and n

are respectively the num berdensities ofbaryon,anti-baryon,and photon in ourpresent

universe.]Letusroughly,very roughly estim ate the num ber;

Baryon num ber� 10�8 N ucleons=cccom m ing from

� the averagedistance between galaxies:6M pc

� the num berofstrasofthe sun type including a galaxy :3� 1011

� the m assofthe sun :2� 1033g

Photon num ber� 400photons=cccom m ing from

� cosm icBack G round radiation 2:7K

Here the di�cultproblem son the dark m atterand the helium synthesisareofcourse

ignored. Firstrecognize thata naive discussion on thisproblem givesa di�culty. Naive

m eans that at high tem perature we have therm aldistribution ofnB = n �B = 3=4 � n.

According to the cooling down ofthe universe,baryonsand anti-baryonsannihilate each

other,resulting non-baryonic m esons. But,at about the tem perature T � 20M eV the

annihilation stops,where the reaction rate becom es m uch less than the expansion rate

ofthe universe,nam ely,the reaction cannot catch up with the expansion. The ratio is

then freezed,giving nB =n = n �B =n � 10�17 which is,however,too sm all. Therefore,

som ethingshould beadded in ordertoexplain theobserveddataon thebaryonasym m etry.

ThesearetheA.D.Sakharov’sconditions [1]:Theseare(1)existenceofthebaryonnum ber

B violating interactions,(2)existence ofthe C P and C violations,and (3)existence of

the therm alnon-equilibrium . (1)raisesthe num berfrom 10�17 to 10�10 ,(2)m akesthe

di�erence between B and �B , and (3) supressed the inverse reaction ofthe B num ber

producing one.C isalwaysviolated in the weak interaction so thatCP violation ism ore

im portant.Now the baryon asym m etry isthe evidenceofthesethree conditions.

In 1978,M .Yoshim ura,S.W einberg,and otherpeople [2]invented theG UT’sscenario

baryon asym m etry,whereB issupplied by theheavy (1016G eV )Higgs’decay X ! �q+ �q

and q+ l,CP violation isgiven by the com plex phase in the Yukawa couplings,and the

therm alnon-quilibrium is realized by the heavy particles’decay,the inverse reaction of

which isnaturally supressed atthe lowertem perature.
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B Electrow eak B aryogenesis

The G UT’sbaryogenesisisthe physicsof1016G eV . W e wishesto go down to the lower

energy scale,say 100G eV ofthe electroweak energy scale,in orderto be included in this

23rd INS Sym posium .Thisiscalled Electroweak Baryogenesisafterthework by K uzm in,

Rubakov,and Shaposhnikov [3](’85).

O ne ofthe m otivations is ofcouse the energy scale of100G eV is the experim entally

fam iliar place. The other m otivation com es from the SPHALERO N given by M anton

[4](’83) and K linkham m er and M anton [5](’84). I did a sim ilar work [6](’83),using

Nam bu’s solution [7]ofthe m onopolium . Im portant ingredient is the chiralanom aly.

Anom aly m eansthe violation ofthe charge conservation in the presence ofthe topologi-

cally non-trivialgauge�eld con�gurations.W ithoutthecon�gurations,B and L conserve

exactly. However,in the presence ofa topologically entangled non-trivialgauge con�gu-

ration classi�ed by the integernum berN C hern�Sim ons (N C �S ),conservation ofB and L

is violated. Instead we have fB or Lg� Ng � NC �S = conserves. [N g is the num ber

ofthe generations.] Ifyou are the nuclearphysisists,let’sthink ofthe Skyrm ion,where

the nontrivial(entangled) con�guration ofthe m eson �elds gives the proton having the

baryon num ber. Here the Skyrm ion-like objectsare the vacua having zero energy,which

are classi�ed by the integer num bers ofN C �S . Now the Sphaleron is the saddle point

solution ofthe W einberg-Salam m odel,located in between the two di�erentvacua,hav-

ing the energy ofabout10TeV with N C �S = 1=2. Therfore the Sphaleron controllsthe

transition between the two di�erentvacua.

W e havethe following chem icalreaction between three kindsof"atom s";

[B ]+ [L]+ [vacuum ;N C �S ] ! [B + N g]+ [L + N g]+ [vac;N g � 1] (1)

Sphaleron Transition

B and L areviolated,butkeeping B � L.W e can considerthe following two cases:

Case1.Sphaleron transition rate� expansion rate.Then,thetherm alequilibrium is

realized,where the equilibrium value isdeterm ined by the conserved B � L as< B > =

O (1)� < B � L > . If< B � L > 6= 0 ,then < B > 6= 0,but if< B � L > = 0,then

< B > = 0 . The form er m echanism is originally adopted by Fukugita and Yanagida7

[8](’86),and isused in theunbroken phaseofthem odelin thenextsection.Thelatteris

the sphaleron’swashing away m echanism .

Case2.Sphaleron transition rate� expansion rate? .

In this case,therm alnon-equilibrium is realized and we have a possibility ofhaving

< B > 6= 0 . Butthe condition ? givesa severe constraintofm H 0
< 45G eV ,com pared
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with the LEP data ofm H 0
> 58G eV . W e can,however,increase the upper bound by

introducingadditionalbosons.Introduction oftheadditionalsingletHiggsscalarincreases

thebound up to 150G eV dueto Anderson and Hall [9](’92).W ewillusethism echanism ,

which isjustthe thing wanted,in the broken phase ofourm odel.[The additionalHiggs

doubletm ay raisethe upperbound to 190G eV .]

C T he M odel

Now,let us exam ine the m odelpresented by A.G .Cohen,D.B.K aplan,and A.E.Nelson

[10],based on ourwork [11]perform ed in collaborationwith m ystudentAzusaYam aguchi.

The m odel is the standard m odelm odi�ed by the see-saw m echanism [12] with the

additionalsingletscalar� and the right-handed neutrinosN R . The vacuum expectation

value < � > 6= 0 violates the L-conservation spontaneously. This L 6= 0 introduces the

(B � L)6= 0 which isconverted to B 6= 0 by thefastsphaleron transition oftheCase1 in

the unbroken phasewheretherecovered L-conservation protectsthewashing away ofthe

produced L (orB � L ).The Lagrangian reads

L = � L(standard m odel)+ �L ;N R kineticterm s+
�	(x)cM (x)	(x) (2)

where

	(x)=
�

�1;�2;� � � ;�G ;N 1;N 2;� � � ;NG

�T
; (3)

In Eq.(2)the m assm atrix M (x)isgiven by

M (x)=

�

0; �D ’(x)

�TD ’(x); �M ’(x)�

�

; (4)

wheretheposition dependency ofth m assm atrix M (x)com esfrom thebubblenucleation

in theelectroweakphasetransition which isofthe1storder(?) atleastin theperturbative

analysis.Thephenom enon issim ilarto theform ation ofliquid dropletsin thevaporvessel

when thetem peratureislowered to a certain criticalvalueT.Insidethebubblethem ass

m atrix takesthelargervaluewhich playstheroleofthepotentialbarriorfortheincom ing

neutrinos�i and the anti-neutrinos ��i .

The reection coe�cientsR and �R fortheabovetwo processes

�i ! ��j[�L = � 2]

and �nui ! �j[�L = 2]

3



can be expressed respectively by

Rji= � U
T
jm D m (E )Um i (5)

and
�Rji= U

y

jm D m (E )U
�
m i (6)

whereU M broken phaseU
T = diagonal,and theanalyticexpression forD m (E )isobtained.

The L-production rateD ji isnow obtained by

� ji = jR jij
2 � �jR jij

2

= � 2
X

k6= l

Im (D kD
�
l)� J

lk
ji; (7)

with

J
lk
ji � Im (UkjUkiU

�
ljU

�
li) (8)

which isthe productofthe two com plex phases,one from the scattering phase shiftand

theotherfrom theC P phase,J ,expressed sim ilarly asin theJarlskog’sparam eterin the

K obayashi-M askawa m odel.In ourcaseJ can be non-vanishing when N g � 2 .

Here anotherdi�culty com esout. Since the universe isso dem ocratic to allthe par-

ticles,they are in the com m on therm aldistribution in the broken phase,where they are

equally m assless.In thissituation,sum m ation ofD ji overtheinitialiorthe�nalj leads

to the no L num ber production. This is the CPT theorem orthe G IM -like cancellation

m echanism .To avoid thisdi�culty weintroducethetherm alm assM (T)proportionalto

the T ,following Farrarand Shaposhnikov [13](’94).

Therm alaveragingoftheL-ux produced from them ovingwallisapproxim ately given

by

fL =T
3 � (A ln! + B � C !)� J; (9)

where A ,B ,and C are O (10�3 ) for an exam ple having 2-generation n’s with the

m assesM 1(T)= T and M 2(T)= 0:5T forT = 100 or200G eV .

Hereweshould noticethatthefL dependson thewallvelocity v! (its factoris!.)

.

D T he Phase Transition D ynam ics

Ifthe wallvelocity v! isconstant,then the totalL num berproduced reads

N L = fL(v!)v
�1
! � v!A(t)dt; (10)
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and the Lnum berdensity is

nL = fL(v!)v
�1
! : (11)

However,v! isthe tim e-dependent:

v!(t)=
dR(T)

dt
= 2�

�
1

R c

�
1

R(t)

�

(12)

whereR c isthecriticalradiuswith which thebubbleisnucleated.The�
�1 isthefriction

coe�cientO (T).

Furetherm ore,thefusion e�ectofbubblesoccurduringthedevelopm entofthe1storder

phasetransition.Likethecoolingdown ofthevapor(unbroken vacuum oftheelectroweak

theory),liquid dropletsofwater(bubblesofthe broken vacuum )arenucleated,they fuse

with them selves,and �nally the whole vessel(the whole universe) is �lled up with the

water(broken phase):W eneed to know thetem poraldevelopm entofthetotalareaofthe

bubblewallsfrom which theL num berisproduced.Itisincredibleto know thatforsuch

a di�cultproblem the theory exists,which iscalled the K olm ogorov-Avram itheory [14],

within the restriction ofthe criticalradius R c = 0,the wallvelocity v! = const:,and

the nucleation rate I = const. This restriction should be m odi�ed realistically. About

the criticalradius ( the m inim um radius ofthe producd bubble, being obtained from

the balancing between the surface energy � + R2 and the volum e energy � � �R3),the

latentheat �(the di�erence ofthe energy inside the broken phase from the one outside

the unbroken phase ),and the nucleation rate I ( the probabity for the sm allbubble

to overcom e the surface tension )can be understood from the following: 1-loop e�ective

potentialatT

V =
�T

4
�
4 � E T�

3 + D (T 2 � T
2

0
)�2 (13)

with

D =
1

4v2
(2m 2

W + m
2

Z + 2m 2

t) (14)

E =
1

p
2�v3

(2m 3

W + 3m 3

Z ) (15)

T0 �
1

2
p
D
m H (16)

and

�T � � �
1

2
(m H =v)

2
: (17)
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Hereweencounteranotherdi�culty.W hatisthephasetransition tem peratureT ? It

m ay be a little lowerthan the criticaltem perature Tc where the latentheatbeginsto be

non-vanishing ;T = Tc � � .The value isroughly the m assofthe Higgsscalarm H (100

or200G eV ? ).In ourproblem the tim e scaleofthe phasetransition is10�26 s since the

every param eterinvolved isthe weak scale ofO (100G eV ),whereasthe tim e scale ofthe

expansion rateatthe tim e is10�12 s .

Therefore

[the tim e scaleofthe phasetransition]

�

[the tim e scaleofthe expansion rate].

Thism eanstheslowly coolingdown (theannealingbutnotthequenching)oftheuniverse,

during which the phase transition undergoes. In orderto answerthe value � we should

couplethephasetransition dynam icswith thegravity which isresponsibleforthecooling

down oftheuniverse.[In thisrespectwearerem inded oftheM axwell’sequalarea low in

the gas-liquid phasetransition.]

E T he Sim ulation

W e perform ed the sim ulation10 using the K EK and the INS com puters,including the

tim e-dependency ofthe wallvelocity as wellas the fusion e�ect ofthe bubbles. At a

properchoiceof� for100G eV and 200G eV ,wehavethe following �gures:

Now the totalL num berdensity nL can be sim ulated by

nL =
X

i

Z

fL (v
i
w )A(t)

i
dt=V; (18)

where the sum m ation is carried outoverthe varioussegm ents iofthe bubble walls be-

having di�erently.The resutis

nL=T
3 =

8

<

:

ours K olm ogorov� Avram i(K � A)

� 0:299� 10�2 � J $ 0:108� 10�2 � J (Tc = 100G eV )

0:303� 10�2 � J $ 0:209� 10�2 � J (Tc = 200G eV );

so thatwehave

nL (ours)=nL (K � A)= 2:77=1:45 (19)

orthedi�erenceofthefactor2 � 3occursdependingthedetailsofthephasetransition

dynam ics.Here the m odelsadopted arethe 2 n’sm odelsgiven above.
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F B aryogenesis from Leptogenesis

Chem icalequilibrium isused to generatetheB from theproduced L from thebubblewall.

Thisisrealzed in the unbroken phase (outside ofthe bubbles)where the sphaleron tran-

sition is very rapid (Case 1 ofthe Sec. 2),but the L num ber conservation is recovered

in thisspontaneously broken L-conservation m odel.AfterB com esinto thebroken phase

(insideofthebubbleswhich �llup thewholeuniversein theend ofthephasetransition),

B survivesagainstthe washing outm echanism by the sphaleron,since in thisregion the

additionalsinglet scalar supresses the sphaleron’s e�ect (Case 2 ofthe Sec. 2). To re-

produce the observed value ofthe baryon asym m etry,C P violation factor J should be

O (10�5 � 10�7 ).

G C onclusion

1.In the problem of the electroweak baryogenesis the severe restriction of m H 0
<

45G eV m ay be avoided with the m odelofthe explicitproduction ofB � L,where

the spontaneousL violation by the singletscalarisessential.

2.Sim ulation ofthe 1st order phase transition is possible by including the tem poral

dependency ofthe bubble-wall’svelocity aswellasthe fusion e�ectofthe bubbles.

By these e�ects,the totalB num ber produced increasesby the factor2 � 3 from

the sim ple m odelofK olm ogorov and Avram i.

3.A lotofdi�culties,however,existon the following points;

� avoidanceofthe CPT by the introduction ofthe �nite T m asses? ;

� phasetransition tem perature? ,

phasetransition dynam icsincluding gravity? ;

� friction? ,

e�ective potentialore�ectiveaction?,

sphaleron transition? .

4.How aboutthereliabilituy ofthem odeland thepredicted num ber? So farso good,

but we are stillin the m iddle ofproducing various m odels and exam ining them

carefully. It is, however,true that the CP violation really exists as wellas the

therm alnon-equilibrium does.
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5.Theproblem oftheelectroweak baryogenesisincludesa variety ofvariousregionsof

physics,so thatIthink itistheinteresting problem to pursue.

Thisisthe end ofm y talk.Thank you.
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Figure1:nucleation rate;V isT 4[G eV 4]

9



Figure 2:The area ofthe wallforsim ulation and K olm gorov-Avram i(solid line:sim ula-

tion,dotsline:K olm gorov-Avram i)
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