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1 Introduction

Let us st recall the m odem view of cosn ology; big bang theory. A ccording to
general relativity the spacetin e evolution is determ ined via the E instein equation
by the m atter content of universe, which di ers from epoch to epoch depending
on what kind of energy dom inates the energy density of the universe at that tin e.
T here are three in portant epochs characterized by di erent pressure-energy relation;
(1) vacuum energy dom nance wih p = , (2) m asslkess particke dom nance w ith
P = % , (3) nonrelativistic particke dom nance with p : W ih hom ogeneity
and isotropy of 3-space the E insten equation ismuch sim pli ed w ith the R obertson—
Waker metric: ds? = d2 & (t) x° : The behavior of the scale factor a (t) then

follow s;
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In their respective energy ranges. The rst stage is the in ationary epoch where a
constant vacuum energy V gives the exponential growth of the scale factor, which
isbelieved to solve the horizon and the atness problm s in the old big bang m odel
fi).

Tk would be of som e interest to view the Hubbl param eterde ned by H = a=a
asa function ofa ora typicalenergy scale T / 1=a ofdom inant m assless particles in
the universe, instead ofa (t) asa function oftim e. Tn thispicturethe rst in ationary
stage is Jongest, lasting rthe scale change > 10°°. Subsequent radiation and m atter
dom inant epochs have energy changes of order, 10%° or 10°. T he standard m odel of
m icrophysics only probes the tem perature range of 10% G eV 1013 Gev ; ofmuch
an aller variation than in the In ationary epoch. O fgreat in portance in subsequent
cogan ic evolution and of intensive current Interest is the transient stage from in ation
to radiation dom inance; the epoch of reheating after In ation, which I shall touch
upon later in this kcture.

Fora long tin e the success of the big bang m odel rested w ith three comerstones;

(1) Hubblk expansion,
(2) P lanck distribution of relic photons,
@) Iight elem ent abundance such as *He, D, 'Li.



In the last decade there have been substantial im provem ents of this classic achieve-
m ent both in observation and in theory. Perhaps them ost signi cant isCOBE m ea—
surem ent of the spectrum shape and large scale uctuation of the relic m icrow ave
tem perature: absoluitem otion ofearth relative to the universal coan ic expansion has
been observed wih T=T 10° ; and after subtraction of this dipole com ponent
there exists a Jarge scale uctuation B]oforder 10 °, whose precise feature yet to be
clari ed is very inportant in the theory of structure fom ation. N uckosynthesis [3]
hasbecom e a precise science developed to a ne detail, somudch re ned that one can
even discuss dependence on the num ber of neutrino species and the neutron lifetin e.
But presum ably the m ost in portant in nuclkosynthesis is a consistent and reliable
determm ination ofthe key coan ological param eter, the baryon to photon rationg =n ,
of order 10 *° .

In order to probe m icrophysical processes that occur at each instant of coan olog—
jcaltin e, it is necessary to com pare the two tin e scales; physical tin e scale during
which a relevant process takes place, and the Hubblk time scale of order 1=H . If
the tin e scale of a physical process ism uch shorter than the Hubbl tin €, then this
physical process w ill occur frequently, and in the lm it of lJarge rate equilbbrim is
reached.

In a weak coupling theory such as supersym m etric grand uni ed theories beyond
the TeV scale, the proper fram ew ork to discuss the Interaction rate is the Boltzm ann
equation for one particle distribbution function taking into acoount the coan ological
expansion. W hen the Boltzm ann equation is Integrated w ith respect to the m om en—
tum phase space, an equation for the num ber density ollow s;
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where ;[f] isthe Invariant interaction kemel that depends on all distribution func-
tions fy participating in the process. As an example lt me give the form of the

kemelwhen only twobody reactions are involred,
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where 44 ; is the Invariant rate for the process ij ! klessentially given by the

di erential cross section tim es the niial relative velocity, and corresoonds to



either stim ulated am ission for bosons or Pauliblocking for ferm ions. dP = E(?;—p)B is
the Invariant phase space elam ent.

In general it is di cul to solve non-linear integro-di erential equations of the
Boltzm ann type, but it is often possible to estin ate reaction rate in the right hand
side by som e m eans. In certain situations the rate m ay roughly vary lnearly with
the num ber density itselfn;;

d
(gc‘" 3H )n;= ~¢n;; 6)

wih H = a=a. For instance, if the mwlevant particle freely decays having no inter-
action with m edium particles and no process of particle production operates, ~; is
sin ply the free decay rate.

A particular reaction is of coam ological relevance only ifthe reaction rate given by
the right hand side of the Bolzm ann equation ismudch larger than the Hubbl rate
3H n;. W hat typically happens is that the process continues at early tin es and after
som e Jate tin e it is frozen. In cosm ology it is thus In portant to estin ate decoupling
epoch of a particular reaction. T he crucial quantity in determ ining relevance of the
reaction is the ratio of the average rate to the Hubbl rate ~=H . Ifthis ratio isvery
large, the reaction occurs frequently.

A san in portant practicalexam pl ket us consider the fourFem itype interaction
govermned by a coupling =M 2. T his could be the weak interaction involving neutrinos
such as ! €e orbaryon number violating reaction, qg ! qgl; ifone uses as
the relevant m assM the electroweak orthe GUT m ass scale. W ithout any detailed
discussion Iwould give you a suggestive form of the average rate,
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Here T is a typical energy of participating particles and of order the tem perature
if all these partickes are In them al and cham ical equilbrium , and the last factor
T3 represents the num ber density of colliding particlkes. The factor in front of this

num ber density is the averaged reaction rate for the elem entary process, which grow s
with energy T as T?aM * for T M , but is nally saturated and decreases as
2=T? in the high energy lin it. On the other hand, the Hubbl rate is of order

p— p
NT?=mpwith my;= 1= G 10° GeV thePhnck mass. N is the number of
m assless particlke soecies In equillorium . It is then easy to see that the ratio —=H



hasamaximum ataround T = M and them axinum ratio is of order
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The condition of the large rate for equilbrium is thus M ’m p= N : Since

the right hand side contains the P lanck m ass, this condition is easily obeyed for the
weak processes. This is an In portant observation to understand why the elem ent
abundance cooked up In the early universe is lnsensitive to the initial condition: one
can jastify that the initial neutron-proton ratio is given by the value in them aland
chem ical equilibrium .

A s another exam ple ket us consider how much of baryons is kft over if the uni-
verse is symm etrical w ith respect to baryons and antibaryons. This is a problem
relevant to baryogenesis, the m ain them e of this kecture. A s the nalelment car-
ryIng the negative baryon num ber, antinuckons gradually pairannihilate via m any
pion production; NN ! many °s; but affer the decoupling of this annihilation
process the leftover abundance ny =n = ng=n is frozen. T he annihilation process
has a cross section roughly oforder h vi  1=m? at low energies, independent ofthe
energy participating In the process. On the other hand, the them al num ber den—
sity is suppressed by the Bolzm ann factor when nuclkons and antinuclkons becom e
nonrelativistic as actually is the case;
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From the decoupling condition, h vi = H ; one then nds for the decoupling
tam perature Ty and the leftover abundance that
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The nalabundanceny=n istoo an all com pared w ith the observed valuie 107,
and this argum ent essentially rules out the symm etric cosn ology.

In the asym m etric universe w ith respect to baryons and antibaryons the present
number ratio ng=n is the m easure of the Inbalance between baryons and anti-

baryons prior to the annihilation process:
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since In them al and chem ical equilbrium baryons, antibaryons, and photons are
all in roughly equal abundance, B B ; Ignoring the m ass threshold and the
statistical factor. O ur task is thus to explain this quantity from m icrophysics.

2 Condition for baryogenesis

A Tthough necessary Ingredients for the baryogenesis were w ritten a long tin e ago ],
intricacy ofthis condition hasbeen spelled outmuch later §],[@],[41,B]. Forreviews,
See [9], ELI]].) T heir fascihating features still invite m any Interesting scenarios. The
three cbvious conditions are

(1) baryon num ber non-conservation,

(2) violation ofdicrete C and CP symm etry,

(3) departure from them alequilbrium .

The baryon number is not a sacred symm etry in m odem gauge theories, and
Indeed violated explicitly by heavy X boson m ediated processes In grand uni ed
theories [11]. M oreover, even In the standard SU 3) SU (2) U (1) gauge theory
the baryon num ber is violated by Instanton e ects at zero tem peraturefl2], which is
however unobservably suppressed. Ik has however been recognized that sphaleron—
m ediated processes [13]m ay enhance baryon non-conservation in the standard theory
at high enough tem peratures, higher than TeV scal, although B L is exactly
conserved here. The sphaleron [14]isa niteenergy eld con guration which bridges
between di erent nonperturbative vacuum ocon gurations ordinarily suppressed by
tunneling probability at zero tem perature. The e ect m ay be enhanced at a high
tem perature T by the factore =T ,with F the firee energy ofthis unstable sphaleron.
T he sphaleron e ect can readily wash out the baryon asymm etry generated prior to
this epoch if nitially B L = 0. Ik should however be noted that it isnot a trivial
m atter to create from a symm etric state the asymm etry at the electroweak scale.
This is related to that the last two conditions are much m ore subtle, as I shall
explain shortly.

Is the standard m odel capabl of explaining the baryon asymm etry? F irst ofall,
the rsttwo conditionsarem et asam atter of principle even in the standard m odel,
although strength of B violation is to be detailed. The last condition of departure
from equilbbriim is in generaldi cult tom eet. M ost scenarios [[5]usethe rst order
phase transition of the electroweak gauge sym m etry breaking as a m eans of sstting



up non-equilbbrium environm ent. T his requires a H iggsboson m ass< 45G &V in the
standard m odel of one H iggs doublet, which already seem s to be ruled out by LEP
experin ents. But thisbound isbased on a one-loop com putation, so there m ight be
som e Joophole in the argum ent not contem plated so far, and it m ay be worthw hile
to explore the possibility of baryogenesis, ignoring the H iggs m ass bound.

Farrar and Shaposhnikov [16] recently proposed an interesting scenario that em —
plys quark scattering o the elkctoweak bubbl created at the st order phase
transition. A s an idealization one m ay assum e that baryon num ber is strongly vio—
lated In the unbroken phase, whik it is conserved In the broken phase. Q uarks are
scattered o within som e length near the bubbl wall and there m ay be m any scat—
tering am plitudes that interfere, giving non-trivial CP violating e ect as required.
U nfortunately the original calculation neglected the in portant e ect of coherence in
the cosn ic plasn a {I'1]. Ccherence is crucial to generate the baryon asymm etry by
this m echanism and is only m aintained by the ocoherence length which is severely
lin ited In the coam ic plagna. The resultant asymm etry is too am all to yield the
one needed by observation, typically < 10 ?° [l7]. Thus at the m om ent there isno
viable m odel of baryogenesis that explains the observed ratio using only the source
of CP violation identicalto the CKM m atrix.

A ccording to our present w isdom the standard m odelm ust be extended in order
to explain the baryon asymm etry. T here are two attitudes in extending the estab—
lished physics w ith this respect: one is to use the new physics of uni cation such as
grand uni ed theories or is supersym m etric extention that have the natural source
of all ingredients for baryogenesis, and the other [15] is to m inim ize the extention
utilizing the strong electrow eak baryon violation m axim ally. Theway Iwould like to
characterize these tw o directions is that the st direction needs a big jum p beyond
the standard theory, while its physicalm echanism ofbaryogenesis is straightforw ard
and readily understandable. O n the other hand, the sscond extention needs a sn all
step beyond what we already know , such asa slight m odi cation ofthe H iggs system ,
but physics involved is fairly com plicated, and there seem s no m odel everyone would
like to consider seriously. W ith this situation in m Ind Iwould ke to m ainly discuss
essential features of baryogensis based on GUT . I shall also discuss cbstack against
the GUT scenario and how to evade it.

A though not discussed below, there is another interesting scenario of baryo—
genesis that is becom ing popular recently; the A eck-D ine mechanisn [i8]. This
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m echanisn uses a feature of supersymm etric m odels; existence of many at eld
directions in the scalar eld potential. These directionsm ay lnclude eld condensate
that carrys the baryon num ber or the lpton number, both of which can be used
when combined wih the strong electroweak baryon nonconservation at nite tem —
peratures. T he resulting baryon to photon ratio tends to be large com pared to the
observed one, and one usually has to consider som e process of dilution at the sam e
tin e. A version of thism echanisn is discussed In the lecture by L.Randall at this
school.

3 GUT baryogenesis

B aryon nonoconserving processes in grand uni ed theories are m ediated by gauge or
H iggs bosons generically called X bosons. The sin plest and workable scenario of
GUT baryogenesis em ploys X boson decay, which has two types of decay m odes,
the two quark decay m ode qqg, and the kptoquark m ode gl. C oexistence of the two
m odes w ith di erent baryon num bers is a m anifestation of baryon nonconservation.

Two sinplk exam ples of grand uni ed theories are SU (5) and SO (10) m odels
fl1]. These models have uni ed muliplet structure of one fam ily of quarks and
leptons of the fom ,
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For instance, n the SU (5) model X gauge bosons induce transitions from a quark
to a lepton in the representation 5, whilk In 10 they cause transitions both from a
quark to a Jpton and from an antiquark to a quark.

Recent precise m easuram ents of coupling constants at LEP suggest [19] that
supersym m etric extention ofthe SU (5) m odel gives a consistent picture of coupling



uni cation using the renom alization group. The SO (10) m odel, on the other hand,
is Interesting if a nite neutrino m ass hinted by the solar neutrino experin ents is
real. D egpite of the lack of evidence for proton decay grand uni ed theories thus
deserve serious consideration.

In discussing the GUT baryogenesis, I shall dian iss com plication due to m any
decay channels and concentrate on the two decay m odes for sim plicity. Let usdenote
decay rates of thetwomodesby 4; 1 forX and 4; . for its antiparticle X .

W hen apairofX and X decays, a nite baryon numberm ay be created w ith a rate,

2 1 2 1
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T hisquantity was sim pli ed by using the requirem ent ofCP T theorem , which states
the equality of particle and antiparticle total decay rate;

Y (16)

Clarly CP violation iscalled for 6 4.

Before discussing perturbative caloulation of this asymm etry, I shallexplain the
non-equilbriuim condition for the GUT baryogenesis. D eparture from equillbbrium
dem ands in this case that the inverse decay process, gg ! X ; gl ! X etc.
is essentially frozen by threshold e ect. This is mwalized if at the decay tin e the
tem perature istoo Iow to createheavy X ’s: T < my when theHubblke H (T)= « .
Thjs]eadstoofm]< my . Sihcoe the totaldecay rate my , i gives a

constraint on the X m ass,
my > O [ mp]: @)

A m ore precise estin ate yieldsthe X m assbound oforder 10*° 16° GeV, close to
the GUT scalk. This constraint m ay be cbeyed w ithout m uch di culty by a H iggs
X boson, although w ith som e di culty by the gauge X boson.

Calculation of the m agnitude of the baryon asymm etry due to the X boson
decay Involves interesting interference e ect. Suppose that one com putes the baryon
production rate B in perturbation theory;

X

B = b+ phi+ 2 gH+ gfHi+ 2 J
phase space
X
= 4= @q9,) = Ei5)+
phase space



E ach decay am plitude g;f; corresoonds to a Feynm an diagram and g; lum ps together
all coupling factors keaving the dynam icalpart ofthe am plitude to f;. The rate forX
thus has the com plex-con jugated coupling g, , as required by CP T or hem iticity of
the Ham iltonian. The nalexpression of B clearly indicates need for a dynam ical
phase = (f;f,) 6 0 besidestheCP violation, = (g;9,) § 0 :Thedynam icalphasem ay
arise as a rescattering phase In ordinary twobody processes, and one m ay regard
the phase above as a generalization of the rescattering phase. The constraint for a
non-trivialdynam ical phase is that Interm ediate statesm ust have a threshold below
the parent particlem assm x . T his cbservation also hintsan e cient way to com pute
the asymm etry as a discontinuiy according to the Landau-C utkovsky rule: one can
put intermm ediate particles on them ass shell which m akes actual com putation of the
asymm etry m uch easier.

T he baryon to photon ratio, orm ore precisely the baryon to entropy ratio ng =s
may be derived from the baryon production rate B as Pllows. De ne rst the
baryon number in the com oving volime, Ny = a’ng, together with a sin ilar X

denstty, Ny = a’ny . These vary as
Ng= B N ; Ny = ot N J 19)

with = g+ ithetotalX decay rate. This is integrated w ith the condition that
Iniially no baryon num ber exists and nally no X boson exists:
B

Ng)e= Nx )i (20)

tot
Since this reaction and subsequent evolution proceeds alm ost adiabatically, the en—
tropy per com oving volum e is approxin ately conserved; a’s = constant. This
relation can be used to elin nate the volum e factor a® in favor ofthe entropy density
S;
= o e1)
T here arem any Interesting detailsofhow them agnitude ofthebaryon asym m etry
may be correlated w ith som e other physical quantity in a particular m odel. For
Instance, the SU (5) m odelw ith them Inin alH iggs structure yields too an alla value
ofng =n . On the other hand, the baryon asym m etry is correlated w ith the neutrino
massin SO (10) m odels PQ1: the sn aller the neutrino m ass is, the am aller the baryon
asymm etry is. This can be utilized to constrain a nite, but a an all neutrino m ass.
I shallhowever om it discussion of these sub fcts In this introductory lecture.

10



It is now appropriate to discuss di culty associated with the GUT baryogen—
esis and how to overcome it. First, as I already m entioned above, there m ay be
baryon num ber anniilation via electroweak processes at nite tem peratures. One
can always excuse for the GUT scenario that the electroweak baryon nonconserva-—
tion keeps intact B L, so ifB L is created at the GUT epoch, later evolution
only redistrbbutes B and L, but never anniilates the baryon num ber;

B nal= C (B Iﬂ}mal; (22)

wih L .= @ ©) B faim1 ¢ Here ¢ isa calculable num ber of order unity.

O ne has to be careful however to avoid a Jarge lepton violation at intermm ediate
team perature scales that m ay potentially dissipate away the baryon num ber w ih
B = L = 0; when combihed wih electroweak B nonconservation. A llowed
range of this interaction, accordingly constraint on the neutrino m ass via the seesaw
type of neutrino m ass generation m ay be estin ated by introducing a generic type of

L = 2 interaction;
Liso= 5 LL'/ + bio); 23)
wih } and ’ the ¥pton and the Higgs doublkt, respectively and v / 250G &V .
Requiram ent of ham less kepton violation, 1o < H ; leads to the upper bound

on the neutrino m ass R1J;
m <4 10°ev (T ; =10'°Gev) 2 ; 4)

wih Tz ; the scale of B L generation at higher tem peratures. This constraint
is always applied to the lightest neutrino species, but when the neutrino m ixing is
large, it is also applied to the heaviest neutrino species.

The seoond problem with the GUT baryogenesis is m ore serious; a possble
overproduction of gravitino and associated low reheating tem perature affter n a-
tion. The gravitino is the superpartner of graviton in supergravity theories. Ik is
a soIn 3=2 particlke and ocouples with ordinary matter eld with the gravitational
strength . M oreover, one usually associates supersym m etry breaking scale w ith the
electroweak scale In order to ease the hierarchy problem , thus the m ass of the grav—
tinoms, = O [TEV ]. This has a consequence potentially very serious, because the
decay rate of the gravitino is given by

m §=2

- (0sx)* ——)°; 25)

pl

m
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the lifetin e being close to the epoch of nuckosynthesis. If the gravitino abundance
is Jarger than oforder 10 !° relative to the entropy density, the successfiil nuclkeosyn—
thesis would be destroyed.

For a short whilk in ation was considered to save this potential disaster by di-
luting away the gravitino abundance. But subsequently it has been recognized R2]
that regeneration of gravitinos after In ation severely constrains the m axin ally al-
Jow ed reheating tem perature. T he point of this argum ent is that gravitino pairsm ay
be produced from ordinary particles, whose cross section is calculable and of order

1=m ?), giving the abundance of order

Na- T
o o10?%1—; 26)
S mp1

In temm s of the reheat tam perature T after In ation. For successfiil nuclkosynthesis
one gets the constraint on the reheat tem perature

T < 0[10*° 10! 1Gev @7)

from n%z < 0101 10 ]: This tem perature is too low to create the baryon
asymm etry by the X boson decay. It thus appeared that supergravity m odels arising
as the eld theory lim it of presum ably the ultin ate theory of superstring give too
low a reheat tem perature Incom patble w ith the GUT baryogenesis.

I shall discuss In the follow Ing sections how a correct theory of reheating after
In ation m ay provide a high tem perature phase suiabl to the baryon generation
w ithout overproduction of gravitinos.

4 Them alhistory after in ation

How the hot big bang is started after In ation is a fascinating sub gct that can be
discussed independently ofbaryogenesis. But since the sub fct directly addresses the
origin of entropy in our universe at earliest tim es of evolution, one m ay very natu—
rally entertain the possibility that the two basic quantities in coan ology, the baryon
num ber and the entropy are both created roughly at the sam e tin e. M oreover, as—
sociation of the origin of the coan ic entropy with In ation sets an ideal theoretical
fram ew ork, because In ation dilutes away everything in our cbservable part of the
universe: one must explain the origin of entropy starting from em pty space, except
the coherent in aton oscillation around them nimum of In aton potential.
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Forquite som e tin e the theory ofparticle production due to coherent and hom o—
geneous eld oscillation was based on a naive picture of lowest order perturbation
R3]. The oscillating In aton eld, denoted here by  (t), is regarded in this naive
picture as an aggregate of condensed bosons at rest, and these bosons are assum ed
to decay stochastically acoording to the rate given by the Bom approxin ation. T hus
equating the decay rate w th the Hubblk rate = H ; together w ith assum ption of
the Instantaneous reheating, leads to

p— 4 m
T 01" " m 10*Gev : 28
B Pl ot Gev @)
The Bom rate form asslkess particle decay, vrrs,;
_ 9 29)

was used In this estim ate.

This picture is valid when the am plitude of oscillation and the coupling g to
m atter eld is an all enough, but is grossly wrong if this condition is violated, for
Instance when the am plitude ofoscillation is large. A sw illbe explained shortly, there
exist an In nitely m any bandsofinstability thatm ay contribute to the In  aton decay,
only one ofwhidh, the lowest band, when restricted to the am all am plitude lin i, is
denti ed w ith the Bom decay rate. T his phenom enon of instability isknown as the
param etric resonance under periodic potential P41, 251.

A system atic m ethod to understand particle production and associated in aton
decay can be mulated R4],P71] in the Schrodinger picture of quantum  eld the-
ory . (For other approaches and other aspects of this problem , see ref 281,291,301,
B11) Quantum bose eldsthat coupletothein aton eld are treated asa quantum
operator (In the Heisenberg picture), but the In aton eld is regarded as classical
in this approach, although back reaction against the in aton oscillation is also con—
sidered. In the Schrédjnger picture the state vector describbing behavior of quantum

eld coupled to the in aton is given by a direct product of state vectors j ()i, of
Independent spatial Fourier m odes. D uring the tin e interval t that obeys

1=m t 1=H ; (30)

one may assum e exactly periodic In aton oscillation with a periodically varying
frequency, !; (t) ; containing the oscillating function (). For longer tin e scales,
t 1=H ; the am plitude of oscillation is taken to adiabatically change.
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A salient feature of this approach is that one m ay solve the quantum state w ith

a G aussian ansatz;

) : 1 iug
i O = p—= epl-— ¢ 1; (31)
Uy 2 Uy
where vy (t) is shown to cbey the classical oscillator equation;
a? )

The iniial condition for this classical equation is detemm ined by the choice of an
Iniial quantum state. The sinplest, and a reasonable choice is the ground state
w ith respect to som e reference frequency, m ost naturally the frequency at the onset
of In aton oscillation !y (0). This is because after in ation the state is essentially
devoid ofm atter. Under this circum stance the initial condition is

w 0) = (2) 2 ; zi@): il 33)
k

wih !, the reference frequency, and one m ay flirther sin plify the wave fiinction in
tem s of Ji () jalone R4].

The most inportant consequence R§], 7] of this form alisn is that it gives a
rationale to introduce a coarse grained density matrix ©’ which has a classical
probability distribution. T he coarse graining here is de ned by a short tin e average
over the tin e scale oforder a few oscillation periods. T his seem s a reasonable way to
extract globalbehavior of the quantum system ignoring ne details of the quantum
state. Thism akes i possble to replace the quantum density m atrix by the tin e-
averaged diagonalpart nj ©’+fi of the density m atrix in a convenient base such
as the Fock base of frequency !g:

mj ®'hi=mj ©ih ©ni; (34)

where i isthen th kevelof eld oscillators and the overline represents the short
tin e average. A fter the coarse graining a nite entropy m ay be assigned;

tr® mn ®'>0: (35)

From this reduced density m atrix one com putes various physical quantities. For
Instance, the produced particle num ber in each m ode is given by

, 11 1 1. o)
Wi = h!—o(§p§+§!§qﬁ) Si= iy a)ay)
IS I -l i 56)
16 ! ju ¥ '
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with ¢ ;px oscillator coordiates. Suitable tin e average is understood here. As
t! 1,
W,i! e*™ *  (oolynom ialin t) 37)

forthem om entum k in the instability band.
Two types ofm atter coupling have been considered;

1 27 2 1 2
vV = - T+ = < 38
292 5 o (38)

wih ¢ a constant of order unity and m the mass of the .n aton. As a model
of in ation we consider the sin plest chaotic type In ation B2] with param eters;
m 13° GeV consistent with COBE anisotropy, and the itial am plitude of
order the P lJanck scale,

s

3
0 1 Mpy: 39)

T he din ensionless coupling g is taken arbitrary at the m om ent.
T he classical m ode equation is then

d*u S
ﬁ-l- h 2 ocos(@z) 4c sn@z)lu= 0; 40)
Z
K2+ m? g 2 m t
h=4—3—+2; =m2°; 2= — (41)
where , isthe am plitude of in aton oscillation;
©= oshm bH: 42)

T he crterion of Jarge or an all am plitude is thus given by them agnitude of . In the
very snall ( 1) or in the very large ( 1) am plitude lim it the classicalm ode
equation @(Q) reduces to the M athieu equation B3]w ith a single oscillating tem . In
both these Ilin tswe developed analytic form ulas suitable for detailed analysis of the
reheating problem and related problem s, too 6], 341.

T he structure of instability bands isas follow s. E ach band is labeld by an Integer
n=1;2;3 , and goes to h?!inrthe sm all am plitude lin i, , ! 0. The band
w idth in the an all am plitude region is

n=2

Cn .
222 1 n  1)77

ata xed ,wih g, some function of ¢ R4],B5]. For instance, g, = 2" with the

n

43)

Y ukaw a coupling % gm ’2 albne. T he instability bands are thus indeed very narrow
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in the sn allam plitude region. But as  increases, the bands becom e broad, and for
h < 2 most ofthe ( ;h) param eter space is covered by instability bands except
bounding narrow stability bands. For param eters (h; ) or corresponding K ; o)
w ithin an instability band the classical solution exhibits exponential grow th;

ul e™* P@; (44)

wih P () a periodic function. This has the in portant consequence of exponential
particle production rate unless the back reaction stops it.

In the an all am plitude lim it exact results for the growth rate and m ode sum

are available. A fter the coarse graining the initial state decays according to e V"

where
X

m
N AY K
K2 n th band

» 1Is the decay rate per unit volum e ofthen th band, which is com puted i261{[35]

nrs n

(45)

as

4 4m 2

o 1 (h .)? 46)
64 n?m 2 nes

=ity

n

It was also shown recently 5] that the sm all am plitude result can be understood
by fam iliar perturbation theory. The point is that the m odesumm ed rate grow s
with the amplimde as / §* / @ )" wheren = im | is the number density
of condensed In atons. T he decay rate precisely coincides w ith the zero-m om entum
lim i ofn to 2 body process n ! ' ' ; worked out using the ordiary Feynm an
rule. In particular, the decay rate of the rst band with c= 1 is given by

v - 0@
gnt il
! 64 m2

A7)

T his exactly coincides w ith the oneparticke decay rate for ! '’ ,when divided
by the In aton number density zm 3.

It is in portant for m any interesting applications to work out analytic formulas
In the arge region. This seam s a fom idable task in view of that non-perturbative
analysis is involved. A rem arkabk result {84] is that in the functional Schrodinger
picture one can solve the findam ental quantity uy (t), which becom es rigorous 1n the
region, lwith h 2 7 : Furthem ore this is precisely the param eter region

ofprim e In portance w hen one considers coan ological evolution, asw illbe discussed
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shortly. In the rest ofthis lecture we shallneglect them assm ofquantum bose eld
considering only those ofm m
C oan ological evolution changes both them om entum and the in aton am plitude
according to
k/ 1=a; / 1=22: 48)

Taking in the large region the lading variation alone gives the approxin ate rule;
h 2 : Thus param eters of the dom nant contribution m ove paraliel to the
h = 2 Ine wih ocosn ological evolution. M oreover, the Jargest particle production
w ith the largest rate occurs in the despest region w ithin instability bands of the
M athieu equation (the original two temn s of oscillations reduce to one tem for

1). This I plies that the m ost dom nant region isalongh = 2 wihin some
width = G 2 ).

The analytic result derived in ref [34] is sum m arized as

1 _
= —Jnepx+px 1); 49)
p_

x= 1l+e % N)ood ; (50)

- 1 '

2p 1=4 1 5 i=@8 )
=— +-p=h{p=)+-= ] p——1] ©1)

4 4 2 2 %+1=(8 )

T he instability region is characterized by x > 1, while the stability region by x < 1.

These two regions altermate roughly w ith equalband width of 4 around
P q
alongh= 2 .For ,ork gm o, i approxin ately follow s that
1 p— A ’p—
= — In( 2joos Jj+ Joos@ )3); = Z : 52)
Tt can be readily shown thatthemaxinal alngh= 2 is
1. P-
nax= —I( 2+ 1)" 028 (53)

and the average in the instability band is ' 022 : Ik isevident that in the large
region the grow th rate never dim inishes, always w ith a sizable constant . T hus the
exponent ofparticle production rate grow s roughly in the tin e intervalofl= ( 5)
oscillation period 1=m

Particle production is halted by the back reaction. This problm is studied by
solving a coupled system of the In aton and the radiation energy densities n the
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expanding universe 4],

d d ,

— + 3H = N—h 3i; 54)

dt dt

dr + 4H N d h /i (55)
= J— ,l'

dt i dt !

, 8
H*= ?G( + 1) 56)

where N isthe num ber ofboson soecies contributing to param etric resonance e ects,
roughly with the coupling g.

T he idea behind this evolution equation is that irresoective of interaction am ong
created particles towards them alization, the energy balance between the in aton
and radiation should hold at any instant of tin e because of energy conservation. If
one ssparately checks that them alization is realized, the radiation energy density .
can be used to estin ate the tem perature n equilbbrium ;
30 )=t .
2y 0 *F
W e allow the possbility that there m ight be m ore particle species participating in

T = ( o7)

equilbration than the num ber of created boson speciesN : for Instance, In supersym —
m etric theories of N boson species there are roughly equalnum ber of ferm ion species
thatm ay be produced from thebosonsby secondary processes, givingN © 2N . The
system of evolution equation can be extended to Include the m ass varation by
dm—2 =N Zggh’zi: (58)
dt dt

It m ight be instructive to give derivation of this evolution equation in view of
that the m eaning of energy densities in the presence of Interaction tem s isnot clear.
W e de ne the n aton energy density including the m ass varation;

1 1

=§—2+§m2(t) 2, 59)
P
w ith the tin e dependent part ofthem assgiven by g° . h' ?i:From the equation
ofm otion,
I @V
+3H —+m?@) = h@—Y i; (60)
P
whereldi tr@ ) ( =densitymat1:ix)and\&=%gm , 72, one derives for
evolution ofthe energy density;
@v. d X
_+3H 2= h- Yi+f2— o %i: 61)
@ 2 dt,
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N ote that we included the quartic interaction tem 2 g* 2 ¥ | I 21 in the tin e variant
masstem m? (). The keft hand side becomes _ + 3H after tin e average over the
oscillation period, since
Z=mZ@ 2= —; (62)
under the assum ption of slow  variation.
On the other hand, it can be shown using the tin e evolution equation for the
density m atrix,

X
_= iH; 1= il H +Vy +Vy; 1; (63)
that
h evy tr(@VY ) Wyi tr®g )
Q Qt ac ¥
o ax . QV,
= —HWyi+ — HH.it+t —W,i h—1i; (64)
at at . at Qt
w here
H,o= srzp Ly (65)
27~ 2

P
is the free Ham iltonian density of created boson / and V,; = 2g° . /% . The

short tim e average over one oscillation period of Wy i vanishes, since this quantity

has a linear dependence on . Thus one has

% d x
n&Vr g, &% ey
@ 2 dt,
d X X d? _ev
_ 4 e g W2i— + h—i; (66)
at 2, dt et
leading to
d X
_+3H = — M. i; (67)
at
d x
Lt 4H o= — M. i: (68)
dat

T he second equation sin ply ollow s from energy conservation ofthe com bined system
of and radiation.

It isnow appropriate to discuss the them alhistory after In ation, nam ely after
the in aton comm ences oscillation at t  £—-. The result should be com pared w ith
the naive estin ate of the reheat tem perature, Ty~ 0 — mp; 102 g8 T Mo :
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P article production is signi cant only when the exponent In the rate is appre-
ciable, but once it becom es of order unity, the production rate becom es accelerated.
Indeed, when the exponent becom es of order 100, a catastrophic particle production
occurs and badk reaction In m ediately stopspartick production. T he tin e when this
happens can be estin ated by

t=1t O [00]=(m ): (69)

This is an abrupt change, as num erically checked by solving the tin e evolution
equation 36]. P riorto thistin ethe In aton density variesaccordingtothe  m atter
dom inance, = zm? ?/ 1=t : Combined w ith the tin e of catastrophic decay ty
above, the abrupt change occurs at

, .2
— O [10° 1= : (70)
0 3
A typicalenergy of produced particles at this tin e, prior to them alization, is of

order

q q —
E=0[gn ]=0[03] gm mg; (711)

wih given asabove. U sing thisenergy, one estin ates the rate oftwo body reactions
am ong created particles, and the corresponding ratio of this to the Hubblk rate,
~=E?2 Nn ]

r 1l p1

=
+

g =) T (72)

wih ¢ a typical coupling nvolving ordinary particles. W hat usually happens (4]
is that

_r
E 4
hence H : Thus twobody reactions frequently take place. Even m ultiparticle

1; (73)

.
r 14

reactions occur and one m ay conclide that them alization takes place Inm ediately
after the catastrophic particle production . U nder this circum stance the reheat tem —
perature right after the explosive particle production is

T O [10° ]q m mpy: (74)
W ih m 103 Gev ; 02 ; this reheat tem perature is close to the GUT scale.
It ispossble that at least the HiggsX boson ofmass 18 G eV can copiously be
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produced. In any case Ty Ty for a an all coupling g. M ore precise com putation
has been done by num erically integrating tim e evolution equation B61.

The entire them al history m ay in general be fairly com plicated. Even if the
radiation dom inance is realized at the early epoch sin ultaneous to the catastrophic
production, there exists a residual n aton eld after the catastrophic stage:

g Mp1,

1
0 [o*1— )2, (75)
3 m

If this value is still large, 1, there may be a seocond explosive decay. On the
other hand, if this value is m oderately an all, but not an all enough such that the
naive perturbative analysis is no longer valid, then there m ay be gradual particle
production continuously down to 1. This region is di cul to analyze, but
under study currently.

The ultin ate end point of the In aton decay is the decay in the st band,
nam ely the Bom decay when the in aton am plitude becom es very anall. This is
because only the rst band appreciably contrbbutes w ith very snall , and the Bom
decay rate always satisfys > H at very late tin es. Under the assum ption that
Intermm ediate am plitude decay isnot signi cant, one can estin ate entropy creation at
the Bom decay. A coording to our num erical integration [36] the entropy production
by the Bom decay is signi cant for the coupling range g < 0 [10 ° ], but negligble
forg > O [0?]. In all cases num erically checked [34], the nal tem perature at
the end of the com plkte in aton decay is given approxin ately by the estin ate due
to the Bom formula Ty . This does not m ean that e ects of param etric resonance
can be forgotten. H igh energy processes that m ay occur in the tem perature range,
Tg > T > Ty, have to be reconsidered. A s such, the baryogenesis and the gravitino
production are of prin e in portance.

5 G ravitino abundance

The old formula of the gravitino abundance ns_,=s 10° g=m; with s the
entropy density is not valid since the them al history right after the catastrophic
particle production is com plicated in som e region of the coupling g, and Ty is not
a good m easure to characterize the them al history. The truth is that no singk
tam perature represents the state affer n ation. In order to estim ate the gravitino
abundance w ith non-trivial them al history after In ation, it is necessary to follow
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tin e evolution of the gravitino number density ns_, 36],

dns-;

dt

+ 3H n3=2 =h Vin,2 ’ (76)

where n, is the them al number density of one species of created bosons. The
cross section h vi of gravitino production ’ 7 ! g3-» g3—» hasbeen com puted, and
roughly h vi  250=m 2, PZ]unlessthe gravitino is lightest supersym m etric particle
(LSP).D estructive term has been neglected In the evolution equation above, which
is Justi ed for the gravitino m ass larger than O [L]1keV B7].

B oth possibilities of stable and unstable gravitino rem ain viable 3§]. Let usonly
m ention a possbility of the gravitino dom inated universe at the present epoch 371.
W ith the mitialtem perature Tz > 2 10* G eV in posed to give a favorable situation
for GUT baryogenesis, there is a region of param eters for the closure density of
graviino dom nated universe ifm 3., = 01 10G &V . The basic reason thisbecom es
possbl is that the initial lJarge gravitino yield created right after the catastrophic
particle production ismuch diluted via the late phase of Bom decay. This is again
a re ection of the large disparity of the two tem peratures; Ty Tg : O foourss, it
rem ains to dem onstrate a sizable baryon to photon ratio. But things are not bad:
there is an epoch Inm ediately before the catastrophic particlke production in which
non-equilbrium environm ent necessary for baryon generation exists, and m oreover
the dbserved baryon to photon ratio is of order 10 ', allow ing som e am ount of
dilution in later epodhs.
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