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A B ST R A C T

Thebasicideaofbaryogenesisislectured tointroducenon-expertstothissubject.

Som e recenttopics,necessarily subjective in view ofshorttim e lim itation,are also

presented to show how the initialcondition forbaryogenesis isrealized in the new

fram ework ofination.
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1 Introduction

Let us �rst recallthe m odern view ofcosm ology;big bang theory. According to

generalrelativity the spacetim e evolution is determ ined via the Einstein equation

by the m atter content ofuniverse, which di�ers from epoch to epoch depending

on whatkind ofenergy dom inatesthe energy density ofthe universe atthattim e.

Therearethreeim portantepochscharacterized bydi�erentpressure-energy relation;

(1)vacuum energy dom inance with p = � � ,(2)m asslessparticledom inance with

p = 1

3
� ,(3) nonrelativistic particle dom inance with p � �: W ith hom ogeneity

and isotropy of3-spacetheEinstein equation ism uch sim pli�ed with theRobertson-

W alker m etric: ds2 = dt2 � a2(t)~x2: The behavior ofthe scale factor a(t) then

follows;

(1) a / e
H t
; H =

q

8�GV=3; (1)

(2) a / t
1=2

; (2)

(3) a / t
2=3

; (3)

in theirrespective energy ranges. The �rststage isthe inationary epoch where a

constantvacuum energy V givesthe exponentialgrowth ofthe scale factor,which

isbelieved to solvethehorizon and theatnessproblem sin theold big bang m odel

[1].

Itwould beofsom einterestto view theHubbleparam eterde�ned by H = _a=a

asafunction ofa oratypicalenergy scaleT / 1=a ofdom inantm asslessparticlesin

theuniverse,instead ofa(t)asafunction oftim e.In thispicturethe�rstinationary

stageislongest,lastingforthescalechange> 1030.Subsequentradiation and m atter

dom inantepochshaveenergy changesoforder,1026 or103.Thestandard m odelof

m icrophysicsonly probesthetem peraturerangeof102GeV � 10�13 GeV ;ofm uch

sm allervariation than in theinationary epoch.Ofgreatim portancein subsequent

cosm icevolution and ofintensivecurrentinterestisthetransientstagefrom ination

to radiation dom inance;the epoch ofreheating afterination,which Ishalltouch

upon laterin thislecture.

Fora longtim ethesuccessofthebigbangm odelrested with threecornerstones;

(1) Hubbleexpansion,

(2) Planck distribution ofrelicphotons,

(3) lightelem entabundancesuch as4He,D,7Li.
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In thelastdecadetherehavebeen substantialim provem entsofthisclassicachieve-

m entboth in observation and in theory.Perhapsthem ostsigni�cantisCOBE m ea-

surem ent ofthe spectrum shape and large scale uctuation ofthe relic m icrowave

tem perature:absolutem otion ofearth relativetotheuniversalcosm icexpansion has

been observed with �T=T � 10�3 ; and aftersubtraction ofthisdipole com ponent

thereexistsalargescaleuctuation [2]oforder10�6 ,whoseprecisefeatureyettobe

clari�ed isvery im portantin thetheory ofstructure form ation.Nucleosynthesis[3]

hasbecom eaprecisesciencedeveloped toa�nedetail,so m uch re�ned thatonecan

even discussdependenceon thenum berofneutrinospeciesand theneutron lifetim e.

Butpresum ably the m ostim portantin nucleosynthesis isa consistentand reliable

determ ination ofthekey cosm ologicalparam eter,thebaryon tophoton rationB =n,

oforder10�10 .

In ordertoprobem icrophysicalprocessesthatoccurateach instantofcosm olog-

icaltim e,itisnecessary to com pare thetwo tim escales;physicaltim escale during

which a relevant process takes place,and the Hubble tim e scale oforder 1=H . If

thetim escaleofa physicalprocessism uch shorterthan theHubbletim e,then this

physicalprocess willoccurfrequently,and in the lim itoflarge rate equilibrium is

reached.

In a weak coupling theory such assupersym m etricgrand uni�ed theoriesbeyond

theTeV scale,theproperfram ework todiscusstheinteraction rateistheBoltzm ann

equation foroneparticledistribution function taking into accountthecosm ological

expansion.W hen theBoltzm ann equation isintegrated with respectto them om en-

tum phasespace,an equation forthenum berdensity follows;

(
d

dt
+ 3

_a

a
)ni=

Z
d3pi

(2�)3

�i[f]

E i

; (4)

where�i[f]istheinvariantinteraction kernelthatdependson alldistribution func-

tions fj participating in the process. As an exam ple let m e give the form ofthe

kernelwhen only two-body reactionsareinvolved,

�i[f] =
1

2

X

j;k;l

Z

dPjdPkdPl[(1� fi)(1� fj)fkflkl! ij

� (1� fk)(1� fl)fifjij! kl]; (5)

where ij! kl is the invariant rate for the process ij ! klessentially given by the

di�erentialcross section tim es the initialrelative velocity, and � corresponds to
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eitherstim ulated em ission forbosonsorPauliblocking forferm ions.dP =
d3p

E (2�)3
is

theinvariantphasespaceelem ent.

In generalit is di�cult to solve non-linear integro-di�erentialequations ofthe

Boltzm ann type,butitisoften possible to estim ate reaction ratein therighthand

side by som e m eans. In certain situationsthe rate m ay roughly vary linearly with

thenum berdensity itselfni;

(
d

dt
+ 3H )ni= � rni; (6)

with H = _a=a. Forinstance,ifthe relevantparticle freely decays having no inter-

action with m edium particlesand no processofparticle production operates,r is

sim ply thefreedecay rate.

A particularreaction isofcosm ologicalrelevanceonlyifthereaction rategiven by

therighthand side oftheBoltzm ann equation ism uch largerthan theHubblerate

3H ni.W hattypically happensisthattheprocesscontinuesatearly tim esand after

som elatetim eitisfrozen.In cosm ology itisthusim portanttoestim atedecoupling

epoch ofa particularreaction.Thecrucialquantity in determ ining relevanceofthe

reaction istheratiooftheaveragerateto theHubblerater=H .Ifthisratioisvery

large,thereaction occursfrequently.

Asan im portantpracticalexam pleletusconsiderthefourFerm itypeinteraction

governed byacoupling�=M 2.Thiscould betheweakinteraction involvingneutrinos

such as ��� ! e+ e� orbaryon num berviolating reaction, qq ! �q�l; ifoneusesas

therelevantm assM theelectroweak ortheGUT m assscale.W ithoutany detailed

discussion Iwould giveyou a suggestiveform oftheaveragerate,

r �
�2T2

(T2 + M 2)2
� T

3
: (7)

Here T is a typicalenergy ofparticipating particles and oforderthe tem perature

ifallthese particles are in therm aland chem icalequilibrium ,and the last factor

T3 representsthe num berdensity ofcolliding particles. The factorin frontofthis

num berdensity istheaveraged reaction ratefortheelem entary process,which grows

with energy T as �2T2=M 4 for T � M ,but is �nally saturated and decreases as

�2=T2 in the high energy lim it. On the other hand,the Hubble rate is oforder
p
N T2=m pl with m pl = 1=

p
G � 1019 GeV the Planck m ass. N isthe num berof

m assless particle speciesin equilibrium . Itisthen easy to see thatthe ratio r=H
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hasa m axim um ataround T = M and them axim um ratio isoforder

�
2
m pl=(

p
N M ): (8)

The condition ofthe large rate for equilibrium is thus M � �2m pl=
p
N : Since

therighthand sidecontainsthePlanck m ass,thiscondition iseasily obeyed forthe

weak processes. This is an im portantobservation to understand why the elem ent

abundancecooked up in theearly universeisinsensitiveto theinitialcondition:one

can justify thattheinitialneutron-proton ratio isgiven by thevaluein therm aland

chem icalequilibrium .

Asanotherexam ple letusconsiderhow m uch ofbaryonsisleftoverifthe uni-

verse is sym m etricalwith respect to baryons and anti-baryons. This isa problem

relevantto baryogenesis,the m ain them e ofthislecture. Asthe �nalelem entcar-

rying thenegativebaryon num ber,anti-nucleonsgradually pair-annihilatevia m any

pion production; N N ! m any �0s; butafterthe decoupling ofthis annihilation

processthe leftoverabundance nN =n = n
N
=n isfrozen.The annihilation process

hasacrosssection roughly oforderh�vi� 1=m2� atlow energies,independentofthe

energy participating in the process. On the otherhand,the therm alnum ber den-

sity issuppressed by theBoltzm ann factorwhen nucleonsand anti-nucleonsbecom e

nonrelativistic asactually isthecase;

nN = n
N
� 4(

m N T

2�
)3=2e�m N =T

: (9)

From the decoupling condition, h�vi� nN = H ; one then �ndsforthe decoupling

tem peratureTd and theleftoverabundancethat

Td

m N

� [ln
m N m plh�vi

60
p
N

]�1 �
1

45
; (10)

nN

n
�

40
p
N

m N m plh�vi
� 10�18 : (11)

The�nalabundancenN =n istoo sm allcom pared with theobserved value� 10�10 ,

and thisargum entessentially rulesoutthesym m etriccosm ology.

In theasym m etricuniversewith respecttobaryonsand anti-baryonsthepresent

num ber ratio nB =n is the m easure ofthe im balance between baryons and anti-

baryonspriorto theannihilation process:

 
nB

n

!

present

�

 
B � B

B + B

!

beforeannihilation

; (12)
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since in therm aland chem icalequilibrium baryons,anti-baryons,and photons are

allin roughly equalabundance, B � B � ; ignoring the m assthreshold and the

statisticalfactor.Ourtask isthusto explain thisquantity from m icrophysics.

2 C ondition for baryogenesis

Although necessary ingredientsforthebaryogenesiswerewritten a long tim eago[4],

intricacy ofthiscondition hasbeen spelled outm uch later[5],[6],[7],[8].(Forreviews,

see [9],[10].) Theirfascinating featuresstillinvite m any interesting scenarios. The

threeobviousconditionsare

(1) baryon num bernon-conservation,

(2) violation ofdicreteC and CP sym m etry,

(3) departurefrom therm alequilibrium .

The baryon num ber is not a sacred sym m etry in m odern 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

thebaryon num berisviolated by instanton e�ectsatzero tem perature[12],which is

however unobservably suppressed. Ithashowever been recognized thatsphaleron-

m ediated processes[13]m ayenhancebaryon non-conservation in thestandard theory

at high enough tem peratures,higher than TeV scale,although B � L is exactly

conserved here.Thesphaleron [14]isa�niteenergy �eld con�guration which bridges

between di�erent nonperturbative vacuum con�gurations ordinarily suppressed by

tunneling probability atzero tem perature. The e�ect m ay be enhanced ata high

tem peratureT bythefactore�F=T ,with F thefreeenergyofthisunstablesphaleron.

Thesphaleron e�ectcan readily wash outthebaryon asym m etry generated priorto

thisepoch ifinitially B � L = 0.Itshould howeverbenoted thatitisnota trivial

m atter to create from a sym m etric state the asym m etry at the electroweak scale.

This is related to that the last two conditions are m uch m ore subtle, as I shall

explain shortly.

Isthestandard m odelcapableofexplaining thebaryon asym m etry? Firstofall,

the�rsttwo conditionsarem etasa m atterofprincipleeven in thestandard m odel,

although strength ofB violation isto be detailed. The lastcondition ofdeparture

from equilibrium isin generaldi�culttom eet.M ostscenarios[15]usethe�rstorder

phase transition ofthe electroweak gaugesym m etry breaking asa m eansofsetting
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up non-equilibrium environm ent.Thisrequiresa Higgsboson m ass< 45GeV in the

standard m odelofoneHiggsdoublet,which already seem sto be ruled outby LEP

experim ents.Butthisbound isbased on a one-loop com putation,so therem ightbe

som e loophole in the argum entnotcontem plated so far,and itm ay be worthwhile

to explorethepossibility ofbaryogenesis,ignoring theHiggsm assbound.

Farrarand Shaposhnikov [16]recently proposed an interesting scenario thatem -

ploys quark scattering o� the electoweak bubble created at the �rst order phase

transition.Asan idealization onem ay assum e thatbaryon num berisstrongly vio-

lated in the unbroken phase,while itisconserved in the broken phase. Quarksare

scattered o� within som elength nearthebubblewalland therem ay bem any scat-

tering am plitudes thatinterfere,giving non-trivialCP violating e�ect asrequired.

Unfortunately theoriginalcalculation neglected theim portante�ectofcoherencein

the cosm ic plasm a [17].Coherence iscrucialto generate the baryon asym m etry by

this m echanism and is only m aintained by the coherence length which is severely

lim ited in the cosm ic plasm a. The resultant asym m etry is too sm allto yield the

oneneeded by observation,typically < 10�20 [17].Thusatthem om entthereisno

viable m odelofbaryogenesisthatexplainstheobserved ratio using only thesource

ofCP violation identicalto theCKM m atrix.

According to ourpresentwisdom thestandard m odelm ustbeextended in order

to explain the baryon asym m etry. There are two attitudesin extending the estab-

lished physicswith thisrespect:oneisto usethenew physicsofuni�cation such as

grand uni�ed theoriesoritssupersym m etric extention thathavethenaturalsource

ofallingredients forbaryogenesis,and the other[15]isto m inim ize the extention

utilizing thestrongelectroweak baryon violation m axim ally.Theway Iwould liketo

characterizethesetwo directionsisthatthe�rstdirection needsa big jum p beyond

thestandard theory,whileitsphysicalm echanism ofbaryogenesisisstraightforward

and readily understandable.On theotherhand,thesecond extention needsa sm all

step beyond whatwealreadyknow,such asaslightm odi�cation oftheHiggssystem ,

butphysicsinvolved isfairly com plicated,and thereseem snom odeleveryonewould

liketo considerseriously.W ith thissituation in m ind Iwould liketo m ainly discuss

essentialfeaturesofbaryogensisbased on GUT.Ishallalso discussobstacleagainst

theGUT scenario and how to evadeit.

Although not discussed below,there is another interesting scenario ofbaryo-

genesis that is becom ing popular recently;the A�eck-Dine m echanism [18]. This
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m echanism uses a feature ofsupersym m etric m odels;existence ofm any at �eld

directionsin thescalar�eld potential.Thesedirectionsm ay include�eld condensate

that carrys the baryon num ber or the lepton num ber,both ofwhich can be used

when com bined with the strong electroweak baryon nonconservation at�nite tem -

peratures. The resulting baryon to photon ratio tendsto be large com pared to the

observed one,and one usually hasto considersom eprocessofdilution atthesam e

tim e. A version ofthism echanism isdiscussed in the lecture by L.Randallatthis

school.

3 G U T baryogenesis

Baryon nonconserving processesin grand uni�ed theoriesarem ediated by gaugeor

Higgs bosons generically called X bosons. The sim plest and workable scenario of

GUT baryogenesis em ploys X boson decay,which has two types ofdecay m odes,

the two quark decay m odeqq,and theleptoquark m ode �q�l.Coexistence ofthetwo

m odeswith di�erentbaryon num bersisa m anifestation ofbaryon nonconservation.

Two sim ple exam ples ofgrand uni�ed theories are SU(5) and SO (10) m odels

[11]. These m odels have uni�ed m ultiplet structure ofone fam ily ofquarks and

leptonsoftheform ,

SU(5); 5+ 10;
0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

dR

dG

dB

e+

��

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

R

+

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 uB � uG uR dR

0 uR uG dG

0 uB dB

0 e+

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

L

; (13)

SO (10); 16;
0

@
uR uG uB �

dR dG dB e

1

A

L

+

0

@
uR uG uB N

dR dG dB e

1

A

L

: (14)

Forinstance,in the SU(5)m odelX gauge bosonsinduce transitionsfrom a quark

to a lepton in the representation 5,while in 10 they cause transitionsboth from a

quark to a lepton and from an anti-quark to a quark.

Recent precise m easurem ents ofcoupling constants at LEP suggest [19]that

supersym m etric extention oftheSU(5)m odelgivesa consistentpictureofcoupling
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uni�cation using therenorm alization group.TheSO (10)m odel,on theotherhand,

is interesting ifa �nite neutrino m ass hinted by the solarneutrino experim ents is

real. Despite ofthe lack ofevidence for proton decay grand uni�ed theories thus

deserve seriousconsideration.

In discussing the GUT baryogenesis,Ishalldism iss com plication due to m any

decay channelsand concentrateon thetwodecay m odesforsim plicity.Letusdenote

decay ratesofthe two m odesby q; l forX and �q; �l foritsanti-particle �X .

W hen apairofX and �X decays,a�nitebaryon num berm ay becreated with arate,

�B =
2

3
q �

1

3
l�

2

3
�q +

1

3
�l= q � �q: (15)

Thisquantity wassim pli�ed by usingtherequirem entofCPT theorem ,which states

theequality ofparticleand anti-particletotaldecay rate;

q + l= �q + �l: (16)

Clearly CP violation iscalled forq 6= �q.

Beforediscussing perturbative calculation ofthisasym m etry,Ishallexplain the

non-equilibrium condition forthe GUT baryogenesis. Departure from equilibrium

dem ands in this case that the inverse decay process, qq ! X ; �q�l ! X etc.

is essentially frozen by threshold e�ect. This is realized ifat the decay tim e the

tem peratureistoolow tocreateheavy X ’s: T < m X when theHubble H (T)= X .

Thisleadsto O [
p
m plX ]< m X .Sincethetotaldecay rateX � �mX ,itgivesa

constrainton theX m ass,

m X > O [�m pl]: (17)

A m orepreciseestim ateyieldstheX m assbound oforder 1015� 1016 GeV,closeto

the GUT scale. Thisconstraintm ay be obeyed withoutm uch di�culty by a Higgs

X boson,although with som edi�culty by thegaugeX boson.

Calculation of the m agnitude of the baryon asym m etry due to the X boson

decay involvesinteresting interferencee�ect.Supposethatonecom putesthebaryon

production rate�B in perturbation theory;

�B =
X

phasespace

jg1f1 + g2f2 + � � � j2 � jg�1f1 + g
�
2f2 + � � � j2

= � 4=(g1g
�
2)�

X

phasespace

=(f1f
�
2)+ � � � : (18)
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Each decay am plitudegificorrespondstoaFeynm an diagram and gilum pstogether

allcouplingfactorsleavingthedynam icalpartoftheam plitudetofi.Theratefor �X

thushasthecom plex-conjugated coupling g�i,asrequired by CPT orherm iticity of

theHam iltonian.The�nalexpression of�B clearly indicatesneed fora dynam ical

phase=(f1f
�
2)6= 0 besidestheCP violation,=(g1g

�
2)6= 0:Thedynam icalphasem ay

arise as a rescattering phase in ordinary two-body processes,and one m ay regard

the phase above asa generalization ofthe rescattering phase. The constraintfora

non-trivialdynam icalphaseisthatinterm ediatestatesm usthavea threshold below

theparentparticlem assm X .Thisobservation alsohintsan e�cientway tocom pute

theasym m etry asa discontinuity according to theLandau-Cutkovsky rule:onecan

putinterm ediateparticleson them assshellwhich m akesactualcom putation ofthe

asym m etry m uch easier.

Thebaryon to photon ratio,orm oreprecisely thebaryon to entropy ratio nB =s

m ay be derived from the baryon production rate �B as follows. De�ne �rst the

baryon num ber in the com oving volum e,N B = a3nB ,together with a sim ilar X

density,N X = a3nX .Thesevary as

_N B = �B � NX ; _N X = � tot� NX ; (19)

with tot = q+ lthetotalX decay rate.Thisisintegrated with thecondition that

initially no baryon num berexistsand �nally no X boson exists:

(N B )f = �(NX )i; � �
�B

tot
: (20)

Since thisreaction and subsequentevolution proceedsalm ostadiabatically,the en-

tropy per com oving volum e is approxim ately conserved; a3s = constant. This

relation can beused toelim inatethevolum efactora3 in favoroftheentropy density

s;

(
nB

s
)f = �(

nX

s
)i: (21)

Therearem anyinterestingdetailsofhow them agnitudeofthebaryonasym m etry

m ay be correlated with som e other physicalquantity in a particular m odel. For

instance,theSU(5)m odelwith them inim alHiggsstructureyieldstoosm allavalue

ofnB =n.On theotherhand,thebaryon asym m etry iscorrelated with theneutrino

m assin SO (10)m odels[20]:thesm allertheneutrinom assis,thesm allerthebaryon

asym m etry is.Thiscan beutilized to constrain a �nite,buta sm allneutrino m ass.

Ishallhoweverom itdiscussion ofthesesubjectsin thisintroductory lecture.

10



It is now appropriate to discuss di�culty associated with the GUT baryogen-

esis and how to overcom e it. First,as I already m entioned above,there m ay be

baryon num ber annihilation via electroweak processes at�nite tem peratures. One

can alwaysexcuse forthe GUT scenario thatthe electroweak baryon nonconserva-

tion keepsintactB � L,so ifB � L iscreated atthe GUT epoch,laterevolution

only redistributesB and L,butneverannihilatesthebaryon num ber;

B �nal= c� (B � L)initial; (22)

with L�nal= (1� c)� (B � L)initial: Herecisa calculablenum beroforderunity.

One hasto be carefulhoweverto avoid a large lepton violation atinterm ediate

tem perature scales that m ay potentially dissipate away the baryon num ber with

�B = �L = 0; when com bined with electroweak B nonconservation. Allowed

rangeofthisinteraction,accordingly constrainton theneutrino m assvia theseesaw

typeofneutrino m assgeneration m ay beestim ated by introducing a generictypeof

�L = 2 interaction;

L�L6= 0 =
m �

v2
lLlL’’ + (h:c:); (23)

with lL and ’ the lepton and the Higgs doublet,respectively and v ’ 250GeV.

Requirem entofharm lesslepton violation, ��L6= 0 < H ; leadsto the upperbound

on theneutrino m ass[21];

m � < 4� 10�3 eV (TB �L =10
16GeV)�1=2 ; (24)

with TB �L the scale ofB � L generation athigher tem peratures. This constraint

isalwaysapplied to the lightestneutrino species,butwhen the neutrino m ixing is

large,itisalso applied to theheaviestneutrino species.

The second problem with the GUT baryogenesis is m ore serious; a possible

overproduction ofgravitino and associated low reheating tem perature after ina-

tion. The gravitino is the superpartner ofgraviton in supergravity theories. It is

a spin 3=2 particle and couples with ordinary m atter �eld with the gravitational

strength. M oreover,one usually associatessupersym m etry breaking scale with the

electroweak scalein orderto easethehierarchy problem ,thusthem assofthegrav-

itino m 3=2 = O [TeV ].Thishasa consequence potentially very serious,because the

decay rateofthegravitino isgiven by

�3=2 �
m 3

3=2

m 2
pl

� (105sec)�1 � (
m 3=2

TeV
)3; (25)
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the lifetim ebeing closeto theepoch ofnucleosynthesis. Ifthe gravitino abundance

islargerthan oforder10�10 relativetotheentropy density,thesuccessfulnucleosyn-

thesiswould bedestroyed.

Fora shortwhile ination wasconsidered to save thispotentialdisasterby di-

luting away the gravitino abundance. Butsubsequently ithasbeen recognized [22]

thatregeneration ofgravitinosafterination severely constrainsthe m axim ally al-

lowed reheatingtem perature.Thepointofthisargum entisthatgravitinopairsm ay

be produced from ordinary particles,whose crosssection iscalculable and oforder

1=m 2
pl,giving theabundanceoforder

n3=2

s
= O [10�2 ]

T

m pl

; (26)

in term softhe reheattem perature T afterination.Forsuccessfulnucleosynthesis

onegetstheconstrainton thereheattem perature

T < O [1010 � 1011]GeV (27)

from
n3=2

s
< O [10�10 � 10�11 ]: Thistem perature istoo low to create the baryon

asym m etry by theX boson decay.Itthusappeared thatsupergravity m odelsarising

asthe �eld theory lim itofpresum ably the ultim ate theory ofsuperstring give too

low a reheattem peratureincom patiblewith theGUT baryogenesis.

Ishalldiscuss in the following sections how a correct theory ofreheating after

ination m ay provide a high tem perature phase suitable to the baryon generation

withoutoverproduction ofgravitinos.

4 T herm alhistory after ination

How the hotbig bang isstarted afterination isa fascinating subjectthatcan be

discussed independently ofbaryogenesis.Butsincethesubjectdirectly addressesthe

origin ofentropy in ouruniverse atearliesttim esofevolution,one m ay very natu-

rally entertain thepossibility thatthetwo basicquantitiesin cosm ology,thebaryon

num berand the entropy are both created roughly atthe sam e tim e. M oreover,as-

sociation ofthe origin ofthe cosm ic entropy with ination setsan idealtheoretical

fram ework,because ination dilutesaway everything in ourobservable partofthe

universe:one m ustexplain the origin ofentropy starting from em pty space,except

thecoherentinaton oscillation around them inim um ofinaton potential.
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Forquitesom etim ethetheory ofparticleproduction duetocoherentand hom o-

geneous �eld oscillation wasbased on a naive picture oflowest orderperturbation

[23]. The oscillating inaton �eld,denoted here by �(t),is regarded in this naive

picture asan aggregateofcondensed bosonsatrest,and these bosonsareassum ed

todecay stochastically accordingtotherategiven by theBorn approxim ation.Thus

equating thedecay ratewith theHubblerate � = H ;togetherwith assum ption of

theinstantaneousreheating,leadsto

TB � 0:1
p
�m pl � 1014GeV � g�

m �

1013GeV
: (28)

TheBorn rateform asslessparticledecay, � ! ’’ ;

� =
g2

32�
m � (29)

wasused in thisestim ate.

This picture is valid when the am plitude ofoscillation and the coupling g to

m atter �eld is sm allenough,but is grossly wrong ifthis condition is violated,for

instancewhen theam plitudeofoscillation islarge.Aswillbeexplained shortly,there

existanin�nitelym anybandsofinstabilitythatm aycontributetotheinatondecay,

only oneofwhich,thelowestband,when restricted to thesm allam plitudelim it,is

identi�ed with theBorn decay rate.Thisphenom enon ofinstability isknown asthe

param etricresonanceunderperiodicpotential[24],[25].

A system atic m ethod to understand particle production and associated inaton

decay can be form ulated [26],[27]in the Schr
::
odingerpicture ofquantum �eld the-

ory .(Forotherapproachesand otheraspectsofthisproblem ,see ref[28],[29],[30],

[31].) Quantum bose�eldsthatcoupletotheinaton �eld aretreated asa quantum

operator(in the Heisenberg picture),but the inaton �eld is regarded as classical

in thisapproach,although back reaction againsttheinaton oscillation isalso con-

sidered.In theSchr
::
odingerpicturethestatevectordescribing behaviorofquantum

�eld coupled to the inaton isgiven by a directproductofstate vectorsj (t)i~k of

independentspatialFourierm odes.During thetim einterval�tthatobeys

1=m � � �t� 1=H ; (30)

one m ay assum e exactly periodic inaton oscillation with a periodically varying

frequency, !2
~k
(t); containing the oscillating function �(t). Forlongertim e scales,

�t� 1=H ; theam plitudeofoscillation istaken to adiabatically change.
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A salientfeatureofthisapproach isthatonem ay solvethequantum statewith

a Gaussian ansatz;

hqkj (t)i~k =
1

p
uk

exp[
i

2

_uk

uk
q
2
k ]; (31)

whereuk(t)isshown to obey theclassicaloscillatorequation;

[
d2

dt2
+ !

2
~k
(t)]uk = 0: (32)

The initialcondition for this classicalequation is determ ined by the choice ofan

initialquantum state. The sim plest,and a reasonable choice is the ground state

with respectto som ereferencefrequency,m ostnaturally thefrequency attheonset

ofinaton oscillation !k(0). This is because afterination the state is essentially

devoid ofm atter.Underthiscircum stancetheinitialcondition is

uk(0)= (
!0

�
)�1=2 ;

_uk

uk
(0)= i!0; (33)

with !0 thereference frequency,and one m ay furthersim plify the wave function in

term sofjuk(t)jalone[26].

The m ost im portant consequence [26],[27]ofthis form alism is that it gives a

rationale to introduce a coarse grained density m atrix �(D ) which has a classical

probability distribution.Thecoarsegraining hereisde�ned by a shorttim eaverage

overthetim escaleoforderafew oscillation periods.Thisseem sareasonableway to

extractglobalbehaviorofthequantum system ignoring �nedetailsofthequantum

state. This m akes itpossible to replace the quantum density m atrix by the tim e-

averaged diagonalpart hnj�(D )jni ofthe density m atrix in a convenientbase such

astheFock baseoffrequency !0:

hnj�(D )jni= hnj (t)ih (t)jni; (34)

where jniisthe n� th levelof�eld oscillatorsand the overline representsthe short

tim eaverage.Afterthecoarsegraining a �niteentropy m ay beassigned;

� tr�(D )ln�(D )
> 0: (35)

From thisreduced density m atrix onecom putesvariousphysicalquantities.For

instance,theproduced particlenum berin each m odeisgiven by

hN ki = h
1

!0
(
1

2
p
2
k +

1

2
!
2
0q

2
k)�

1

2
i= tr(�

(D )

k a
y

kak)

=
4(!jukj

2 � �)2 + (
djukj

2

dt
)2

16�! jukj
2

; (36)
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with qk ;pk oscillator coordinates. Suitable tim e average is understood here. As

t! 1 ,

hN ki! e
�km �t� (polynom ialin t) (37)

forthem om entum k in theinstability band.

Two typesofm attercoupling havebeen considered;

V� =
1

2
g
2
�
2
’
2 +

1

2
cgm ��’

2
; (38)

with c a constant oforder unity and m � the m ass ofthe inaton. As a m odel

ofination we consider the sim plest chaotic type ination [32]with param eters;

m � � 1013 GeV consistent with COBE anisotropy,and the initialam plitude of

orderthePlanck scale,

�0 �

s

3

4�
m pl: (39)

Thedim ensionlesscoupling g istaken arbitrary atthem om ent.

Theclassicalm odeequation isthen

d2u

dz2
+ [h � 2�cos(4z)� 4c

p
�sin(2z)]u = 0; (40)

h = 4
~k2 + m 2

m 2
�

+ 2�; � =
g2�20

m 2
�

; z=
m �t

2
; (41)

where�0 istheam plitudeofinaton oscillation;

�(t)= � �0 sin(m �t): (42)

Thecriterion oflargeorsm allam plitudeisthusgiven by them agnitudeof�.In the

very sm all(� � 1)orin the very large (� � 1)am plitude lim itthe classicalm ode

equation (40)reducesto theM athieu equation [33]with asingleoscillating term .In

both theselim itswedeveloped analyticform ulassuitablefordetailed analysisofthe

reheating problem and related problem s,too [26],[34].

Thestructureofinstabilitybandsisasfollows.Each band islabeled byan integer

n = 1;2;3� � � ,and goesto h ! n2 in thesm allam plitudelim it,�0 ! 0.The band

width in thesm allam plituderegion is

�h n =
�n=2cn

22n�1 [(n � 1)!]2
; (43)

ata �xed �,with cn som e function ofc [26],[35]. Forinstance, cn = 2n with the

Yukawacoupling 1

2
gm ��’

2 alone.Theinstabilitybandsarethusindeed very narrow
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in thesm allam plituderegion.Butas� increases,thebandsbecom ebroad,and for

h < 2� m ost ofthe (�;h) param eter space is covered by instability bands except

bounding narrow stability bands. For param eters (h;�) or corresponding (k;�0)

within an instability band theclassicalsolution exhibitsexponentialgrowth;

u ! e
�m �t� P(t); (44)

with P(t)a periodic function. Thishasthe im portantconsequence ofexponential

particleproduction rateunlesstheback reaction stopsit.

In the sm allam plitude lim itexactresultsforthe growth rate � and m ode sum

areavailable.Afterthecoarse graining theinitialstate decaysaccording to e��V t

where

�=
X

n

�n ; �n =
m �

2V

X

~k2 n�th band

�~k : (45)

�n isthedecay rateperunitvolum e ofthen� th band,which iscom puted [26],[35]

as

�n =
m 4

�

64�

v
u
u
t 1�

4m 2

n2m 2
�

(�h n)
2
: (46)

Itwasalso shown recently [35]thatthe sm allam plitude resultcan be understood

by fam iliar perturbation theory. The point is that the m ode-sum m ed rate grows

with the am plitude as / �2n0 / (n�)
n where n� =

1

2
m ��

2
0 is the num ber density

ofcondensed inatons.Thedecay rateprecisely coincideswith thezero-m om entum

lim itofn to 2 body process n� ! ’ ’ ; worked outusing the ordinary Feynm an

rule.In particular,thedecay rateofthe�rstband with c= 1 isgiven by

�1 =
g2m 2

��
2
0

64�

v
u
u
t 1�

4m 2

m 2
�

: (47)

Thisexactly coincideswith theone-particledecay rate� for� ! ’’,when divided

by theinaton num berdensity 1

2
m ��

2
0.

Itisim portantform any interesting applicationsto work outanalytic form ulas

in thelarge� region.Thisseem sa fom idabletask in view ofthatnon-perturbative

analysisisinvolved. A rem arkable result[34]isthatin the functionalSchr
::
odinger

pictureonecan solvethefundam entalquantity uk(t),which becom esrigorousin the

region,� � 1 with jh� 2�j� �:Furtherm orethisisprecisely theparam eterregion

ofprim eim portancewhen oneconsiderscosm ologicalevolution,aswillbediscussed
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shortly.In therestofthislectureweshallneglectthem assm ofquantum bose�eld

considering only thoseofm � m �.

Cosm ologicalevolution changesboth them om entum and theinaton am plitude

according to

k / 1=a; � / 1=a3=2: (48)

Taking in thelarge� region theleading variation alonegivesthe approxim aterule;

�h � 2��: Thus param eters ofthe dom inant contribution m ove parallelto the

h = 2� line with cosm ologicalevolution. M oreover,the largestparticle production

with the largestrate � occursin the deepestregion within instability bandsofthe

M athieu equation (the originaltwo term s of oscillations reduce to one term for

� � 1). Thisim plies thatthe m ostdom inantregion isalong h = 2� within som e

width � = �(h � 2�).

Theanalyticresultderived in ref[34]issum m arized as

� =
1

�
ln(
p
x +

p
x� 1); (49)

x = (1+ e
���=(4

p
�))cos2 ; (50)

 =
�2

4

p
� +

�

4
p
�
ln(

��1=4
p
2
)+

1

2
= ln[

�
�
1

2
� i�=(8

p
�)
�

�
�
1

2
+ i�=(8

p
�)
� ]: (51)

Theinstability region ischaracterized by x > 1,whilethestability region by x < 1.

These two regionsalternate roughly with equalband width of �� � 4

�

p
� around

along h = 2�.For� �
p
�,ork �

q

gm ��0,itapproxim ately followsthat

� =
1

�
ln(

p
2jcos j+

q

jcos(2 )j);  =
�2

4

p
�: (52)

Itcan bereadily shown thatthem axim al� along h = 2� is

�m ax =
1

�
ln(
p
2+ 1)’ 0:28 (53)

and theaveragein theinstability band is �� ’ 0:22:Itisevidentthatin thelarge�

region thegrowth rateneverdim inishes,alwayswith a sizableconstant�.Thusthe

exponentofparticleproduction rategrowsroughlyin thetim eintervalof1=��(� 5)�

oscillation period 1=m �.

Particle production ishalted by the back reaction. Thisproblem isstudied by

solving a coupled system ofthe inaton and the radiation energy densities in the
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expanding universe [36],

d��

dt
+ 3H �� = � N

d

dt
h�’i; (54)

d�r

dt
+ 4H �r = N

d

dt
h�’i; (55)

H
2 =

8�

3
G (�� + �r); (56)

whereN isthenum berofboson speciescontributingtoparam etricresonancee�ects,

roughly with thecoupling g.

Theidea behind thisevolution equation isthatirrespectiveofinteraction am ong

created particles towards therm alization,the energy balance between the inaton

and radiation should hold atany instantoftim ebecause ofenergy conservation.If

oneseparately checksthattherm alization isrealized,theradiation energy density �r

can beused to estim atethetem peraturein equilibrium ;

T = (
30

�2N 0
�r)

1=4
: (57)

W e allow the possibility thatthere m ightbe m ore particle speciesparticipating in

equilibration than thenum berofcreated boson speciesN :forinstance,in supersym -

m etrictheoriesofN boson speciesthereareroughly equalnum berofferm ion species

thatm aybeproduced from thebosonsbysecondary processes,givingN 0� 2N .The

system ofevolution equation can beextended to include them assvariation by

dm 2
�

dt
= N � g

2
d

dt
h’2i: (58)

It m ight be instructive to give derivation ofthis evolution equation in view of

thatthem eaningofenergy densitiesin thepresenceofinteraction term sisnotclear.

W ede�netheinaton energy density including them assvariation;

�� =
1

2
_�2 +

1

2
m

2
�(t)�

2
; (59)

with thetim edependentpartofthem assgiven by g2
P

’ h’
2i:From the� equation

ofm otion,

::

� +3H _� + m
2
�(t)� = � h

@VY

@�
i; (60)

where hAi� tr(A�)(� = density m atrix)and VY = 1

2
gm ��

P

’ ’
2 ,onederivesfor

evolution ofthe� energy density;

_�� + 3H _�2 = � h_�
@VY

@�
i+

g2

2
�
2 d

dt

X

’

h’2i: (61)
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Notethatweincluded thequarticinteraction term 1

2
g2�2

P

’ h’
2iin thetim evariant

m assterm m 2
�(t).Thelefthand sidebecom es _��+ 3H �� aftertim eaverageoverthe

oscillation period,since

_�2 = m 2
�(t)�

2 = ��; (62)

undertheassum ption ofslow � variation.

On the other hand,itcan be shown using the tim e evolution equation for the

density m atrix,

_� = � i[H ;�]= � i[
X

’

H ’ + VY + V4;�]; (63)

that

h_�
@VY

@�
i = tr(

@VY

@t
�)=

d

dt
hVY i� tr(VY _�)

=
d

dt
hVY i+

d

dt

X

’

hH ’i+
d

dt
hV4i� h

@V4

@t
i; (64)

where

H ’ =
1

2
_’2 +

1

2
(r ’)2 (65)

is the free Ham iltonian density ofcreated boson ’ and V4 =
1

2
g2�2

P

’ ’
2 . The

shorttim e average overone oscillation period ofhVY ivanishes,since thisquantity

hasa lineardependence on �.Thusonehas

� h_�
@VY

@�
i+

g2

2
�
2 d

dt

X

’

h’2i

= �
d

dt

X

’

hH ’i�
g2

2

X

’

h’2i
d�2

dt
+ h

@V4

@t
i; (66)

leading to

_�� + 3H �� = �
d

dt

X

’

hH ’i; (67)

_�r + 4H �r =
d

dt

X

’

hH ’i: (68)

Thesecond equation sim plyfollowsfrom energyconservation ofthecom bined system

of� and radiation.

Itisnow appropriateto discussthetherm alhistory afterination,nam ely after

theinaton com m encesoscillation att� 2

3

1

m �

.Theresultshould becom pared with

thenaiveestim ateofthereheattem perature,TB � 0:1
p
�m pl � 10�2 g

p
m �m pl:
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Particle production is signi�cant only when the exponent in the rate is appre-

ciable,butonceitbecom esoforderunity,theproduction ratebecom esaccelerated.

Indeed,when theexponentbecom esoforder100,a catastrophicparticleproduction

occursand back reaction im m ediately stopsparticleproduction.Thetim ewhen this

happenscan beestim ated by

t= td � O [100]=(��m �): (69)

Thisisan abruptchange,asnum erically checked by solving the tim e evolution

equation [36].Priortothistim etheinatondensityvariesaccordingtothe�� m atter

dom inance, �� =
1

2
m 2

��
2 / 1=t2: Com bined with thetim eofcatastrophic decay td

above,theabruptchangeoccursat

�

�0
� O [10�2 ]

2

3
��: (70)

A typicalenergy ofproduced particlesatthistim e,priorto therm alization,isof

order

�E = O [
q

gm ��]= O [0:3]

q

g��m �m pl; (71)

with � given asabove.Usingthisenergy,oneestim atestherateoftwobodyreactions

am ong created particles,and thecorresponding ratio ofthisto theHubblerate,

�

H
�

�s=
�E 2 � N n’

p
�� + �r=m pl

;

� �s
m pl

�E
(
�r
�E 4
)1=2

v
u
u
t

�r=��

1+ �r=��
; (72)

with �s a typicalcoupling involving ordinary particles. W hatusually happens[36]

isthat

�r � ��;
�r
�E 4

� 1; (73)

hence �� H : Thustwo-body reactionsfrequently takeplace.Even m ulti-particle

reactionsoccurand one m ay conclude thattherm alization takesplace im m ediately

afterthecatastrophicparticleproduction.Underthiscircum stancethereheattem -

peraturerightaftertheexplosive particleproduction is

TR � O [10�2 ]

q
��m �m pl: (74)

W ith m � � 1013GeV ;�� � 0:2; thisreheattem peratureiscloseto theGUT scale.

ItispossiblethatatleasttheHiggsX � boson ofm ass� 1014 GeV can copiously be
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produced. In any case TR � TB fora sm allcoupling g. M ore precise com putation

hasbeen doneby num erically integrating tim eevolution equation [36].

The entire therm alhistory m ay in generalbe fairly com plicated. Even ifthe

radiation dom inanceisrealized attheearly epoch sim ultaneousto thecatastrophic

production,thereexistsa residualinaton �eld afterthecatastrophicstage:

� � O [10�4 ]
1

3�
(
g��m pl

m �

)2: (75)

Ifthis value is stilllarge,� 1,there m ay be a second explosive decay. On the

other hand,ifthis value is m oderately sm all,but notsm allenough such that the

naive perturbative analysis is no longer valid,then there m ay be gradualparticle

production continuously down to � � 1. This region is di�cult to analyze,but

understudy currently.

The ultim ate end point of the inaton decay is the decay in the �rst band,

nam ely the Born decay when the inaton am plitude becom es very sm all. This is

becauseonly the�rstband appreciably contributeswith very sm all�,and theBorn

decay rate always satisfys � > H atvery late tim es. Under the assum ption that

interm ediateam plitudedecay isnotsigni�cant,onecan estim ateentropy creation at

theBorn decay.According to ournum ericalintegration [36]theentropy production

by the Born decay issigni�cantforthe coupling range g < O [10�3 ],butnegligible

for g > O [10�2 ]. In allcases num erically checked [36],the �naltem perature at

the end ofthe com plete inaton decay isgiven approxim ately by the estim ate due

to the Born form ula TB . This doesnotm ean thate�ects ofparam etric resonance

can be forgotten. High energy processesthatm ay occurin the tem perature range,

TR > T > TB ,haveto bereconsidered.Assuch,thebaryogenesisand thegravitino

production areofprim eim portance.

5 G ravitino abundance

The old form ula ofthe gravitino abundance n3=2=s � 10�2 � TB =m pl with s the

entropy density is not valid since the therm alhistory right after the catastrophic

particle production iscom plicated in som e region ofthe coupling g,and TB isnot

a good m easure to characterize the therm alhistory. The truth is that no single

tem perature representsthe state afterination. In orderto estim ate the gravitino

abundance with non-trivialtherm alhistory afterination,itisnecessary to follow
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tim eevolution ofthegravitino num berdensity n3=2 [36],

dn3=2

dt
+ 3H n3=2 = h�vin 2

’ ; (76)

where n’ is the therm alnum ber density of one species of created bosons. The

crosssection h�viofgravitino production ’ ’ ! g3=2 g3=2 hasbeen com puted,and

roughly h�vi� 250=m 2
pl [22]unlessthegravitinoislightestsupersym m etricparticle

(LSP).Destructive term hasbeen neglected in theevolution equation above,which

isjusti�ed forthegravitino m asslargerthan O [1]keV [37].

Both possibilitiesofstableand unstablegravitinorem ain viable[36].Letusonly

m ention a possibility ofthegravitino dom inated universe atthepresentepoch [37].

W ith theinitialtem peratureTR > 2� 1014GeV im posed togiveafavorablesituation

for GUT baryogenesis, there is a region ofparam eters for the closure density of

gravitino dom inated universeifm 3=2 = 0:1� 10GeV.Thebasicreason thisbecom es

possible isthatthe initiallarge gravitino yield created rightafterthe catastrophic

particle production ism uch diluted via the latephase ofBorn decay.Thisisagain

a reection ofthelargedisparity ofthetwo tem peratures; TR � TB : Ofcourse,it

rem ainsto dem onstrate a sizable baryon to photon ratio. Butthingsare notbad:

there isan epoch im m ediately beforethe catastrophic particle production in which

non-equilibrium environm entnecessary forbaryon generation exists,and m oreover

the observed baryon to photon ratio is oforder 10�10 ,allowing som e am ount of

dilution in laterepochs.
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