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A Introduction

Baryon A symm etry is the problem to explain why baryons (constituents of the m atter)
dom nate asym m etrically over antibaryons (those of the antim atter) in our present uni-
verse, ng ng , and to give the num ber ng =n 108 101% . hg np ,and n
are regpectively the num ber densities of baryon, antibaryon, and photon in our present
universe.] Let us roughly, very roughly estin ate the num ber;

Baryon number 108 N ucleons=cc comm ing from

the average distance between galaxies : 6M pc
the num ber of stras of the sun type including a galaxy : 3 10

themassofthesun : 2 g
Photon number  400photons=cc comm ing from
coam ic Back G round radiation 2:7K

Here the di cul problem s on the dark m atter and the helium synthesis are of course
ignored. F irst recognize that a naive discussion on this problem gives a di culy. Naive
m eans that at high tem perature we have them al distrbbution of ng = ny = 3=4 n.
A coording to the cooling down of the universe, baryons and antibaryons annihilate 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 much less than the expansion rate
of the universe, nam ely, the reaction cannot catch up with the expansion. The ratio is
then freezed, giving ng=n = ng=n 1017 which is, however, too an all. T herefre,
som ething should be added in orderto explain the observed data on thebaryon asym m etry.
ThesearetheA D Sakharov’sconditions @] : Theseare (1) existence ofthe baryon num ber
B violating interactions, (2) existence of the CP and C violations, and (3) existence of
the themm al non-equilbbrium . (1) raises the number from 10 '7 to 10 *°, ) m akes the
di erence between B and B, and (3) supressed the inverse reaction of the B number
producing one. C is always violated in the weak interaction so that CP violation ism ore
In portant. Now the baryon asymm etry is the evidence of these three conditions.

In 1978,M Yoshinura, SW einberg, and other people r_d] invented the GU T ’s scenario
baryon asymm etry, where B is supplied by the heavy (10'°GeV ) Higgs' decay X ! g+ g
and g+ 1, CP violation is given by the com plex phase in the Yukawa couplings, and the
them al non-quilbrium is realized by the heavy particles’ decay, the inverse reaction of
which is naturally supressed at the lower tem perature.



B E lectrow eak B aryogenesis

The GUT ’s baryogenesis is the physics of 101°G &V . W e w ishes to go down to the lower
energy scale, say 100G eV of the electrow eak energy scale, In order to be included in this
23rd IN S Sym posium . T his is called E lectrow eak B aryogenesis after the work by K uzm in,
Rubakov, and Shaposhnikov B] ('85).

O ne of the m otivations is of couse the energy scale of 100G €V is the experin entally
fam iliar place. The other m otivation com es from the SPHALERON given by M anton
B1¢83) and K Iinkhamm er and M anton ] (84). Idid a sinilar work ] (‘83), using
N am bu’s solution ij.] of the m onopolim . Im portant ingredient is the chiral anom aly.
Anom aly m eans the violation of the charge conservation in the presence of the topologi-
cally non-trivialgauge eld con gurations.W ihout the con gurations, B and L conserve
exactly. However, in the presence of a topologically entangled non-trivial gauge con gu-—
ration classi ed by the nteger number N c hern simons Nc s ), conservation of B and L
is violated. Instead we have fB or Lg Ny N g = conserves. [Ny is the number
of the generations.] If you are the nuclear physisists, let’s think of the Skym ion, where
the nontrivial (entangled) con guration of the meson elds gives the proton having the
baryon num ber. Here the Skym ion-lke ob fcts are the vacua having zero energy, w hich
are classi ed by the Integer numbers of N g . Now the Sphaleron is the saddl point
solution of the W ennberg-Salam m odel, located in between the two di erent vacua, hav—
ing the energy of about 10T eV with N s = 1=2. Therfore the Sphaleron controlls the
transition between the two di erent vacua.

W e have the follow Ing chem ical reaction between three kinds of "atom s";

Bl+ L]+ acuum ;Nc s 1 ! B + Ngl+ L+ Ng4l+ faciNg4 1] @)
Sphaleron T ransition

B and L are violated, but kesgping B L .W e can consider the follow ing two cases:

Case 1. Sphaleron transition rate expansion rate. T hen, the them alequilbrium is
realized, where the equilbrium valie is determm ined by the conserved B L as< B >=
oO@d) < B L > .If< B L >6 0,then< B >6 0,but if< B L >= 0, then
< B >= 0 . The fom er m echanisn is origihally adopted by Fukugia and Yanagida7
i_é] ("86), and isused in the unbroken phase of the m odel in the next section. T he latter is
the sphaleron’s washing away m echanian .

Case 2. Sphalron transition rate  expansion rate ? .

In this case, them al non-equilbrium is realized and we have a possibility of having
< B >% 0 . But the condiion ? gives a severe constraint of my , < 45G &V, com pared



with the LEP data ofmy, > 58GeV . W e can, however, increase the upper bound by
Introducing additionalbosons. Introduction ofthe additionalsinglet H iggs scalar increases
the bound up to 150G €V due to Anderson and Hall f_ﬂ] ("92) . W ew illuse thism echaniam ,
which is just the thing wanted, In the broken phase of ourm odel. [T he additional H iggs
doublet m ay raise the upper bound to 190G &V .]

C The M odel

Now, lt us exam Ine the m odel presented by A G Cohen, D B K aplan, and A E Nelson
I_l-(_i], based on ourw ork I_l-l:] perform ed in collaboration w ith m y student A zusa Yam aguchi.
The model is the standard m odel m odi ed by the seesaw m echanism ﬂ_l-Z_i] w ith the
additional singlet scalar and the right-handed neutrinos Nr . The vacuum expectation
valie < >% 0 violates the L-conservation spontaneously. This L € 0 introduces the
®B L)% 0which is converted to B § 0 by the fast sphaleron transition ofthe Case 1 in
the unbroken phase w here the recovered L-conservation protects the washing away of the
produced L (orB L ) . The Lagrangian reads

L= L (standard m odel) + i ;Ngy kineticterm s+ X)°M ) X) )

w here
T

x)= 17 27 G iM1iN2; c i\ 3)
InEq.(ur_Z) themassmatrix M (x) is given by

0; b )

M =
Ge) 5T owm &)

i )
w here the position dependency ofth m assm atrix M (x) com es from the bubble nuclkation
In the electrow eak phase transition which isofthe lst order (?) at least in the perturbative
analysis. T he phenom enon is sin ilar to the form ation of liquid droplets in the vapor vessel
w hen the tem perature is lowered to a certain criticalvalue T . Inside the bubble the m ass
m atrix takes the larger value w hich plays the role of the potentialbarrior for the Incom ing
neutrinos ; and the antineutrinos ; .

The re ection coe cientsR and R for the above tw o processes

1P 35IL= 2]
and nu; ! j [ L= 2]



can be expressed respectively by
Rji= U Dp E)Un; ®)

and
Rji= U} Dn E)U,; @)

where UM yroken phaseU T = diagonal, and the analytic expression forD , € ) is cbtained.
The L-production rate D 5; isnow obtained by

X
2
5= Ry RyuJ= 2 Im©DyD)) JJBI, (7)
K6 1

w ih

I Im (kyUkiUyUy) ®)
w hich is the product of the two com plex phases, one from the scattering phase shift and
the other from the CP phase, J , expressed sin ilarly as in the Jarlskog’s param eter in the
K obayashiM askawam odel. In our case J can be nonvanishingwhen Ng 2.

Here another di culty com es out. Since the universe is so dem ocratic to all the par-
ticles, they are In the comm on them aldistrbution in the broken phase, where they are
equally m asskess. In this situation, summ ation ofD j; over the initialiorthe nalj leads
to the no L num ber production. This is the CPT theorem or the G IM -lke cancellation
m echanian . To avoid this di culy we introduce the them alm assM (T ) proportionalto
the T , llow Ing Farrar and Shaposhnikov [_l-j] ("94).

T hermm alaveraging ofthe L — ux produced from them oving wallis approxin ately given
by

£=T° @h,+B C.,) J; ©)

where A ,B ,and C are O (10 3) fr an exam pl having 2-generation n’s w ith the
massesM (T)=T andM ,(T) = 05T forT = 100 or 200G eV .
Here we should notice that the f;, dependson thewallvelocity vi (is factoris ,.)

D The Phase Transition D ynam ics
Ifthe wallvelocity vy is constant, then the totalL num ber produced reads

Ny = fL v )v,” A ©dy 10)



and the Lnum ber density is

ny = fy v )v," : a1
However, v| isthe tin edependent :
dr 1 1
=8O _, I 1 12)
dt Rc¢ R ()

where R, is the critical radius w ith which the bubblk isnuclated. The ! isthe friction
coe cient O (T).

Furethem ore, the fiision e ect ofbubblesoccurduring the developm ent ofthe 1st order
phase transition. Like the cooling down ofthe vapor (unbroken vacuum ofthe electroweak
theory), liquid droplets ofwater (oubbles of the broken vacuum ) are nucleated, they fuse
w ith them selves, and nally the whole vessel (the whole universe) is lled up wih the
water (broken phase): W e need to know the tem poraldevelopm ent of the totalarea ofthe
bubbl walls from which the L number is produced. It is lncredible to know that for such
a di cult problem the theory exists, which is called the K oln ogorov-A vram itheory [1'_11_],
w ithin the restriction of the critical radius R, = 0O,the wall velocity vi = const: , and
the nucleation rate I = oconst. This restriction should be m odi ed realistically. About
the critical radiis ( the m nimum radius of the producd bubble, being obtained from
the balancing between the surface energy  +R? and the volum e energy R), the
latent heat (the di erence of the energy inside the broken phase from the one outside
the unbroken phase ), and the nucleation rate I ( the probabiy for the sn all bubble
to overcom e the surface tension ) can be understood from the follow ing: 1-doop e ective
potentialat T

V=TT4 ET >+ D (T2 T?) 2 (13)
w ith
1 2 2 2
D = E(me +mjz; + 2m7) (14)
1 3 3
E = pﬂ@mw +3mZ) (15)
1
To Ep?mH (16)
and
1 2
T E(mH=V) : 7)



Here we encounter anotherdi culty. W hat is the phase transition tem perature T ? Tt
m ay be a little lower than the critical tem perature T. where the latent heat begins to be
non-vanishing ; T = T, . The value is roughly the m ass of the H iggs scalarm g (100
or 200G eV ? ). In our problem the tin e scale of the phase transition is 10 2% s sice the
every param eter involved is the weak scale of O (100G eV ), whereas the tin e scale of the
expansion rate at the tine is 10 ? s .

T herefore

fthe tin e scale of the phase transition ]

the tim e scale of the expansion rate].

T hism eans the slow Iy cooling down (the annealing but not the quenching) ofthe universe,
during which the phase transition undergoes. In order to answer the value we should
couple the phase transition dynam ics w ith the gravity which is responsible or the cooling
down ofthe universe. [In this respect we are rem inded ofthe M axwell’'s equalarea low in
the gasliquid phase transition. ]

E The Simn ulation

W e perform ed the sinulationl0 using the KEK and the INS com puters, including the
tin edependency of the wall velocity as well as the fusion e ect of the bubbles. At a
proper choice of for 100G &V and 200G eV , we have the ollow ng gures:
Now the totalL, num ber density n;, can be sin ulated by
Z
X . .

ng, = fi (7, )A () "d=V; 18)
w here the summ ation is carried out over the various segm ents i of the bubbl walls be-
having di erently.T he resut is

8

< ours K olm ogorov  Avram iK A)
n,=T’= 0299 10° J $ 0408 10 J @= 100G eV )
0:303 102 g $ 0209 19 J T= 200G eV );
so that we have
n; ours)=n; ® A)= 2:77=145 19)

orthe di erence ofthe factor2 3 occurs depending the details of the phase transition
dynam ics. Here the m odels adopted are the 2 n’sm odels given above.



F  Baryogenesis from Leptogenesis

Chem icalequilbrium isused to generate the B from the produced L from the bubblewall
T his is realzed In the unbroken phase (outside of the bubbles) where the sphaleron tran-—
sition is very rapid (Case 1 of the Sec. 2), but the L number conservation is recovered
in this spontaneously broken L -conservation m odel A fter B com es into the broken phase
(inside of the bubbleswhich 1lup the whole universe in the end ofthe phase transition),
B survives against the washing out m echanism by the sphaleron, since in this region the
additional singlet scalar supresses the sphaleron’s e ect (Case 2 of the Sec. 2). To re—
produce the observed value of the baryon asymm etry, CP violation factor J should be
o@?=> 107).

G C onclusion

1. In the problem of the electroweak baryogenesis the severe restriction of my, <
45G eV m ay be avoided w ith the m odel of the explicit production of B L, where
the spontaneous L violation by the singlet scalar is essential.

2. Smulation of the 1lst order phase transition is possbl by incliding the tem poral
dependency of the bubble-wall's velocity as well as the fiusion e ect of the bubbles.
By these e ects, the totalB num ber produced increases by the factor 2 3 from
the sim ple m odel of K olm ogorov and A vram i.

3. A ot ofdi culties, however, exist on the follow ing points;

avoidance ofthe CP T by the introduction ofthe nite T masses? ;
phase transition tem perature ? ,

phase transition dynam ics including graviy? ;
friction? ,

e ective potential or e ective action?,

sphaleron transition? .

4. How about the reliabilituy of the m odel and the predicted num ber? So far so good,
but we are still n the m iddle of producing various m odels and exam ining them
carefully. It is, however, true that the CP violation really exists as well as the
them alnon-equilbrium does.



5. The problem ofthe electrow eak baryogenesis includes a variety of various regions of
physics, so that I think it is the interesting problem to pursue.

This isthe end ofmy tak. T hank you.
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Figure 1: nuclkation rate; V isT* G ev?]



Figure 2: The area of the wall for sin ulation and K olm gorov-A vram i (solid line: sin ula—
tion, dots line: K oIn gorov-A vram i)
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