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A bstract

High{density ferm ion m atter is m eta-stable due to the anom alous non-
conservation of baryon and lpton numbers In the electroweak theory. The
m eta-stable state decays by penetrating the sphaleron barrier separating topo—
logically di erent vacua. The decay happens locally, and results In an anni-
hilation of twelve ferm ions, acoom panied by a production of gauge and H iggs
bosons. W e nd num erically Jocalbounce solutions determm ining the decay rate,
which are classical paths in In aginary tim e, connecting two ad-pcent topolog—
ical sectors. W e also ©llow the realtim e evolution of the bosonic elds after
the tunneling and analyze the spectrum of the created bosons.
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1. &t iswellknown that transitions between topologically di erent sectors of
the elkectroweak theory are acoom panied by a change of the fermm ion number
@]. T he height of the separating sphaleron barrier is about E gona1 10 TeV
@] and accordingly the tunneling rate is extraordinarily am all; it is exponen-—
tially suppressed by the factorexp ( 2Sis) 10 °° with the instanton action
Sinst = 8 ?=¢?; g 0:67. This prevents baryon and lpton number violation
from being an observable phenom enon under ordinary conditions.

T his suppression is kss strong, or the transition is even unsuppressed at all,
if the tem perature B,EZI,ESJ, the particle energy EG,:?,ES], or the ferm ion density
EQ,:_].@] is large. Hence, ferm jon num ber violating processesm ight have played a
role In the earlier history of the U niverse or could perhapsbe realized in future
supercolliders.

In this paper we assum e to have zero (or very low) tem perature but a
m acroscopic am ount of ferm jons of a very high density in them alequilbbrium .
W e describe them by the chem icalpotential ; since we have zero tem perature
this is the energy up to which the ferm ionic levels are occupied. In a sphaleron
transition one level crosses the gap, all others are shifted such that after the
transition we have the sam e spectrum again. Butnow onem ore level isoccupied
ordeplted, depending on w hetherthe levelswent up ordow n, hence the created
or annihilated ferm ion has the energy

The ferm ion number N ¢ of each doublt changes w ith the Chem {Sin ons
numberN 5 ofthebosonic eldsas N = N (¢gs. Itmeansthat the potential

energy of the gauge and H iggs bosons is shifted {4, -'_1-(_21]:

V.

pot = Vp0t+ N cs - (l)

Som e ram arks are necessary here: First, we have xed the zeropoint of the
energy to the trivial vacuum with Nc-g = 0. Second, we m ay well neglect the
change of the Fem i energy as due to the creation or annihilation of a few
ferm ions. Third, N = N (g actually applies to all ferm ion doublets, which
also m ight have di erent chem ical potentials. T herefore In eg. @) we mply
to be the sum of all these single cham ical potentials.

T he form er degenerate ground states of the system with integer N5 now
have energy N ¢g and hence are metastable Fig. 1). They can decay by
tunneling through the sohaleron barrier to the adipcent vacuum with lower
energy. If exceeds a certaln value .., the states becom e even unstable.

In 'Lft_i], argum ents w ere given that the tunneling transition rate corresponds
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Fig.1l: Schem atic plot of the tunneling process betw een tw o topological
sectors.

to the baryon number violation rate at high accelerator energies. T hus the
resuls of the present paperm ay also have som e relevance for the high energy
transition rate.

T he decay ofm etastable \false" vacua was discussed by C olem an already in
1977 {i1]. T he transition rate per volum e can be calculated n the sem iclassical
W KB {approxin ation, it is of the form

=V = Aexp( B): )

Here B is twice the Euclidean action of the classical path that connects the
decaying state and the escape point at the other side of the barrier and m Ini-
m izes this action. It is a m ovem ent In the Inverted potential; the system leaves
the Iniial state, reaches the escape point w ith zero kinetic energy and would
then m ove back the sam e way. C olem an called it \the bounce" . T he prefactor
A can be fbund from the am all oscillation detemm nant about a bounce, w ith
one negative m ode ram oved. In the follow ng we present the rst num erical

determ ination of the bounce in electroweak theory.

2. W e consider the m nim al version of the standard electroweak theory w ith
one H iggs doublet in the 1m it of vanishing W einberg angle. In term s of din en—



sionless rescaled quantities the bosonic part of the Lagrangian is
n #
1
L=mg = IF*F? +10 )0 ) S (Y 4 3)

w ith the covariant derivative D = @ A ;A =%Aa @, the el strength
F =iF® @=4ip ;D ];F® = @ A* @ A%+ “APAC, and the Higgs
doublkt =
T he ferm Jons are not considered explicitly here, but by the m odi cation (:1.') of
the potential energy of the bosonic elds. W e work entirely in tem poral gauge,

+
0

=mpy=my Isthe ratio ofH iggs and gauge boson m asses.

A= 0. Thepotential and kinetic energy and the Chem {Sin ons ndex are

my ’ 3 hl 2, 1 1 2 2i

Vpot 7 Ir EHN+30:)705)+ 5 (Y 4T
My Z h i

T = 5 r dedieioo @
1 g 3 h 1 b .

Ncs = e 2 &r oy ATGAR+ 3 acATAGAL

Nc¢s is only welkde ned if the con guration space can be identi ed w ith the
sohere S3, which requires the elds to be continuous at In nity. W e x them
to the trivial vacuum there @ = 0; = g).
elds that m Inin ize the action and expect thaem to possess higher sym m etries

than ocom pletely arbirary elds. Therefore we assum e the elds to have the

In general, we will ook for

spherical sym m etry of the sphaleron:

A 1 A @EGr) B (t;r)
AT (Gr) = aigny 7 + (a1 DnNani) + nan;D ) ;
h i
Gr) = 2 H (Gr)+ i6 Gr)n o . ®)

1

W e assum e the elds to be continuous and di erentiable everyw here and to
yield nite potential and kinetic energy. T his poses som e additional conditions
on the radial fuinctions at r= 0.

Fornegative chem icalpotential , the alsevacuum wih N g = 0 can decay
to the ad-pcent topological sector with N5 = 1, where the ground state has
energy < 0. Them inin al energy barrier between the two sectors is given by
the con gurations of A kiba, K ikuchi, and Yanagida AKY) é.'] which are static

elds that m inin ize the potential energy V.

T he barrier vanishes com pletely if exoeeds a criticalvalue . .From the

condition that or > ., the potentialV, . gets a negative m ode around the

for given values of Ncg Fig.1).

vacuum , one nds E'_EI, gL-g]

16 2
crit 2 My 3 (6)
g




It is di cuk to detem ine the bounce by solving num erically the equations of
m otion as an iniialvalie problem . Ifwe tried to nd the propagation in tin e
w ih a Runge{K utta m ethod or som ething sin ilar, the system would always
fall into som e abyss of the potential V... Instead, we rather preferto nd a
stationary point of the Euclidean action

Z 4

SE = dt Tkjn + vpot (7)
1

directly, w ithout using the equations ofm otion. ty isthe tin e when the system
reaches the escape point; since the lower bound is 1 , we can choose an
arbirary valie for ty, just as we xed the origin for our spherical ansatz (7_3,)
som ew here. T he corresponding translational nvariance of the action does not
In uence the factor B in . (2:), but contrbutes a spacetim e volum e which
allow s to have a transition probability per tim € and volum e.

Sg is a functionalofthe wve functionsA ;B ;D ;H ;G ofeq. (B), depending
on radialdistance r and tin e t. Sinhce the bounce has iIn nite extension both in
space and in tin e, we introduce new variables x and u which cover only nite
Intervals. In practice, we use for exam ple

rix)= rarctan 3 x and t)= tarctan zu : 8)
U sing ansatz (5) and the substiution @'_g) we get
Sjnstz w2
S = —— du  dx— 12 A%+ BP+ 2r @+ GC + 1D )
1 0 .

+ (A% BD)*+ (B® AD)*+ 2r(H + iGD)?

+ 2r°(G° %HD)Z+§(A2+B2 1)+ B+ 6% @*+ B+ 1)
+ 2AG* H?) 4BGH + 1 *f*@*+G6* 1)

+ 2 p@*+B° 1)+’BA° @ 1)B°

w ih
ar ‘! ac !

= — r =1 = — H =1 = -V 7 10

and the dot and prin em ean d—i and ﬁ, respectively. In orderto nd a station—
ary point of Sg num erically, we use a relaxation m ethod which was discussed
by Adlr and P iran iIn great detail E.-g] The functional is put on a grid, lt
us say of size ny ny, and the values of the wve functions at the grid nodes

are considered as bnyny independent variables. O f course there is no unique



way to discretize a fiinctional, basically we follow ed the suggestions of [_II.-_Z] We
postpone the details to a m ore com prehensive publication. A ffer putting som e
Initial con guration on the grid, we sweep over it by changing the single vari
ables one after another. E ach variable is changed according to the rst iteration

step of a New tonian algorithm , which would nd the stationary point of Sg if
it was considered as a function of the variable In question alone and all others
were constants. T hism ethod is som ew hat di erent from a procedure presented

n [}-_3] where a sin ilar problem in the context of technibaryons in the Skym e
m odel is solved. A sm entioned above, the edsatx =1 = 1) are xed

to the trivial vacuum , and som e conditions m ust be cbeyed at the origih. W e
take care that the Initial con guration ful 1ls these properties and that we do

not loose them during the sweeps.

In principle, one has to perform som e hundred or thousand swesps untilthe
situation is stabl and the resuling con guration is a stationary point of Sg .
But there are som e di culties which m ust be handled carefilly to get proper
results:

The main problm is that V. is not bound, it can be negative. Due to
energy conservation the bounce itself cannot have positive potential energy

Voot at any tin e, its totalenergy Ewor = Txin Vo I8 cOnstant and zero. But
In is viciniy, one can construct con gurations which have positive potential
Voot forsom e tin e and which give a Iower action than thebounce. So actually
the bounce is jist a saddle point 0fSg , it isam nImum only ifwe restrict the
potentialenergy Voo tobe non-positive. So we enforce this restriction, sim ply

by reecting allchanges of elds rendering V__, to bepositive when we sweep.

pot
T here are m ore sophisticated ways to take Into acoount invariances like energy
conservation @Z_I ], but in our case the sim ple ram edy proved to bem ost e ective.
Besides, we use energy conservation to check ifa given con guration is already
close to the bounce and if the num erical accuracy (eg.grid size) is su cient.

A nother point is that the solution is not unique: W e want to describe the
bounce between the topological sectors with Ncg = 0 and 1; but this still
allow s so-called \sm all" tin e-independent gauge transform ations which do not
change the Chem {Sin onsnumber. W e choose the N-g = 0 vacuum to be the
trivial one, which xes the gauge com plktely. P ractically, we have a boundary
condiion fortheu = 1 edge ofthe grid, but due to the large di erences in the
true tim e t nearthisboundary, the eld variablesare only weakly coupled there.
W e often cbserve that the elds tend to another vacuum near the boundary,



In uenced by the main con guration at larger t. In order to have a sm ooth
behavior, we som etin es apply a gauge transform ation to the whole grid exospt
the close vicinity of the boundary which already is in the trivial vacuum .

A nother degree of freedom is the choice of ty, the tim e when the bounce
reaches the tuming point, ie. the potential energy becom es zero again. For
the initial con guration this point lies on the right end of the grid, during the
sweeps we observe that i m oves slow Iy to the keft. For t > ty the potential
energy ram ains zero then (In the fram e of our num erical accuracy). A ctually,
this shift to the left never stops com pletely, but nally the system m oves as a
whole, i just follow s the zero-m ode due to the free choice of ty.

A m ore detailed description of the num erical technique willbe given In a
subsequent paper.

In Tabk 1 we give our resuls for the bounce action and the Chem {Sin ons
number of the escape pont or = 1 (le.my = my ) and several valies of
. Thecases = 0 and 1 were not treated num erically, but clearly for ! 1
the action vanishes since the barrier disappears. For = 0 it isknown thatwe
have the instanton action. A ctually, the nite vacuum expectation valie ofthe
Higgs eld destroys the scaling Invariance of the instanton which we have in
the case of pure gauge elds, so the bounce is an Instanton in the lin i of size
zero here [15]. O nly the introduction of the second m assive param eter allow s

the bounce to have nite size again In the other cases.

SE=Sie |[NEF|| Ny | Ny | Eg Ey |Ey + Eg
00 100 | 1:00
02 082 | 085 229 | 1:9 | 0370 | 0:020| 0:391
0:4 058 | 068 | 462 | 59 | 0:727 | 0:060 | 0:786
0:6 034 | 051 671 | 96 | 1:093|0:102| 1:195
08 014 | 0:30 || 1026 | 16:8| 1:417 | 0180 | 1597
10 000 | 0:00

Tab. 1: Bounce action, Chem {Sin ons num ber at the escape point,
and the num ber of gauge and H iggs bosons and their energies after
the tunneling for severalchem icalpotentials = = 4 ;theenergies

aregjyenjnunitson—zzmw = —<* . Them ass of the H iggs boson

is xedtomy = my

One m ight expect that Sg ocould have m any di erent stationary points,



In other words, there could be several bounce solutions w ith di erent escape
points and values of the action. A s a m atter of fact, for our num erics we used
at least two distinct Initial con gurations for each value of , but always found
the sam e solution.

Fig. 2 shows the tin e dependence of the potential energy V.. and the
Chem{SinonsnumberN g, wih ty xed to zero. In FFig. 3 we plotted Vot
versusN ¢ g and can com pare this to them inin alenergy barrier. O bviously, the
kinetic energy tem s force the system to take a path which deviates quite a bit
from a possble path through the AKY con gurationsm inin izing the potential
energy only. As one may expect, the deviation grow s with the height of the

barrier.

3. Next we want to exam ine the behavior of the system after the tunneling.
To this end, we take the (um erically found) escape point con guration and
ket i propagate in the realM inkow skian tine. W e work on a two-dim ensional
grid again, but at this tin e we can solve the equations ofm otion using a kind
of RungeK utta method. This was done in [1§, 17] with a slightly disturbed
sohaleron as Initialcon guration; we checked that our algorithm gives the sam e
resuls in this case.

W e have to distinguish two di erent kinds of behavior. The system can
either stay in the topological sector where it cam e to after the tunneling or
m ove classically over the barrier tow ards the next ground state w ith even lower
energy. For j < 02, the systeam contains less energy than required to cross
the next barrier, so that i will de nitely stay In its topological sector. For
values of j jbetween about 02 and 0.9 the system has enough total energy so
that In priciple it could m ove over the barrier. T he system , however, stays in
its sector, because the energy is dissipated along the exiation m odes In such a
way that the system doesnot nd a collective path tow ards the next vacuum .
Finally for jj~ 0:9 the system actually m oves classically into the next sector,
and subsequently also crosses the follow ing barriers, ie. it kegps m oving into
the direction of grow ing N ¢ g.

In the case when the system stays In its topological sector, we see that after
som e short tim e the potential and kinetic energies becom e aln ost constant.
For the transition described above, from Ncg = 0 to 1, we cbserve very an all
oscillations of Ty, around j F#2 and ofV . around Jj ¥2, which is in accor-
dance w ith the virial theorem . T he energy is concentrated near a sphere which
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expands w ith about 95% of the speed of light. N5 becom es aln ost constant
after a while, with an all variations; but this constant is not the integer num —
berwhich classi es the topological sector. N evertheless, the ferm ion num ber is
changed by one for each doublt: Theequation N = N (g isnotvalid here
because In the M inkow skian setup the non-vacuum elds cannot be restricted
toa nie region [[8].

Finally, we nd that the tin eaveraged elds (b—la Rf dtewith b! 1)
form a static vacuum con guration A¢; with V. = 0 and integer N¢g, and
that at larger tim es the elds can be considered as sm all uctuations around
that vacuum . T his allow s to analyze the particle contents of the bosonic elds,



©
o

|
=
—
|

|
e
)
I

8mimy
3
g
!

7
_Vpot/
| |
= =
H~ o
[

|
o
Ry
I

|
©
>

=
o

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Nes
Fig. 3: The potential energy =V, versus the Chem{Sin ons number
N ¢ s Por various values of the chem icalpotential = = 4. The solid
lines correspond to the con gurations which m inin ize the action d:/:, '@i)
(bounce tra gctories), the dashed lines are the m inin al energy paths
@AKY {con gurations).

we can perform a spectral decom position in the basis of free particle m odes
@é_;]. W e apply a gauge transform ation to the elds which converts A$; to
the trivialvacuum rst, hencewework w ith uctuations a;b;d;h;g around the
latter one. The basis is found by soling the linearized equations of m otion;
basically we llow [I6] here, but use V. instead of Vpor. The free particle

m odes in our spherical ansatz are

ay (G ) 2 Y 50 riko 11
bor) = §0O 210 350 rikkn
+ s+ TO+ 50O riko
d ) = 250+ *o+ Fo %k
+ fO+ TO+ 5O jko
hy Gr) = h"(© J kr)



w ih
o= Ysn(it+ ) ; W@t =hsh(t+ ); 12)

1§=1+%k*; 1i,=1 2k+k*; 2= 24 k% (13)

The j; are the spherical Bessel functions. For each tine t and m om entum
k we can get the functions ]f () and h¥ (t) from radial \Fourier" integrals; a
com parison w ih {_1-_2) yields the coe cients }l‘ and h*.
In the linearized theory, the total energy is
Z 1 2
E=Ey +Eg =my . dknik)!ik)+my . dkng k) k) (14)

w ith the spectral densities

no k) = ;:2 &2+ 1) 1o ()’ (15)
ny k) = ;—;m}f)Z
n, k) = g92k22!2<§)2
ng k) = ;2—:2 h*)? :

Fig. 4 shows the spectral densities for the gauge and H iggs particks, ny =
ng + n; + ny and ny . The total particle num bers
Z 7
1 1

Ny = dk ny k) and Ny = dk ng k) (16)
0 0

and the energies Ey and Ey are listed in Tabl 1. The good agreem ent of
Ey +Eg wih theenergy gained from the ferm ions show sthat the description
n term s of the linearized theory is fully justi ed.

4. In summ ary, ourwork falls into two m ain parts, both ofnum erical character.
F irst, we found the classical bounce tra pctory between tw o topologically di er—
ent sectors as a stationary point of the discretized E uclidean action on a grid in
tin e and the radial space-coordinate. A carefultreatm ent is required since this
is a saddle point rather than a m inim um , and num erical problem s due to the
gauge freedom must be handld properly. Second, we exam ine the realtin e
behavior of the elds after the tunneling, which gives som e hints about the
possble bosonic signature of baryon num ber violating processes. O ur ansatz

11



Fig. 4: The spectraldensities ny (k) and ny (k) (@n unitsofmwl) for

various values of the chem icalpotential = = . .

assum ed a background ofhigh fermm ionic density, but the results should also be
Interesting for the case of few particles w ith very high energy.

W e are grateful to C W eiss for pointing our attention to the use of relax—
ation m ethods ([_1-2]), and thank P Pobylitsa, M Polyakov, and V Petrov for
num erous discussions. The work has been supported in part by the D eutsche
Forschungsgem einschaft, the REFBR grant 95-07-03662, and the pint Russian
govemm ent{Intemational Science Foundation grant R 2A 300.
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