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A bstract

Possble m echanisn s of abundant creation of antin atter in the universe are
reviewed. T he necessary conditions for that are: baryonic charge nonconserva—
tion, spontaneous breaking of charge sym m etry or nonequilbbrium initial state,
and the form ation of appropriate initial conditions during in ation. In thiscase
the universe m ay be populated w ith dom ains, cells, or even stellar size ob Ects
consisting of antim atter.

1 Introduction

The problem that T am going to discuss is not directly related to the sub ect of this
conference dedicated to experin ental search ofbaryon nonconservation. Still there is
one thing in comm on, allm odels of coan ological creation of antin atter request non-
conservation ofbaryonic charge. T here m ay be of course a production of antibaryons
by eg. decays or annihilation of new long-lived heavy particlkes (like quasistable
neutralinos of supersym m etric m odels) which m ay proceed w ith baryonic charge con—
servation or even production of antinucleons by energetic coam ic rays but this is not
what is usually understood as creation of antin atter.

W eknow from cbservationsthat the universe in our neighborhood is 100% charge
asymm etric. There are only baryons and elctrons and no their antijparticles n a
com parable am ount. Though the asymm etry is Jarge now, In som e sense it is very
an all. The number density of baryons, Ny , relative the num ber density of photons
In the coan ic m icrow ave background radiation, N  is:

N =N 3 10 0 0=, 1)

This m eans that the universe was alm ost charge symm etric at high tem peratures,
T > (@few) 100M eV.At these tam peratures the excess of baryonic charge was
approxin ately one unit per 10° baryons. Still though the ratio (1) is very small,
it is 9 orders of m agnitude larger than it would be In the case of ocally charge
symm etric universe. W e do not know if all the universe is charge asym m etric w ith
the sam e universalm agnitude of the charge asymm etry or the charge asymm etry is
point dependent and can even change its sign. Nothing is known about the size of
these ocally asymm etric dom ains, . Existing data indicate that > 10 M pc.
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W hether } is above orbelow the present day horizon, , = 10 Gpc, is an ntriguing
question and In what ollow s Tw ill discuss the m odels which predict a relatively an all
value of ; , so that antin atter m ay be accessible to cbservations.

Tt isvery in portant for allthese m odels aswell as for the planned experin ents on
search ofbaryon nonconservation to know ifbaryonic charge is indeed nonconserved.
At the present tin e coan ology gives the only "experin ental" and a very strong ar—
gum ent In favor of nonconservation ofbaryons. In other words our existence strongly
In plies baryon nonconservation. This is not just that the baryon asymm etry of the
universe can be generated only if baryonic charge is nonconserved as was suggested
25 years ago by Sakharov []]. (For possble but rather exotic excsgptions see review
paper P1) There is som ething m ore, nam ely that su cintly Jong in ation could
not go w ith conserved baryonic charge 3, 2]. Shce it seem s that without In ation
is inpossblke to m ake a suitablk for life universe we have to assum e that baryons
are Indeed nonoonserved. The argum ent goes as follow s. For successfiil solution of
ocoan ological problem sf] iIn ationary stage should last su ciently long (for a review
see eg. books @, 3]). The duration of in ation  should be larger than 60 Hub-
blketines, H; > 60,where H; is the Hubbl constant during In ation such that the
scale factor, which describes the universe expansion, behavesasa ) exp H ;t). One
m ay say that n order to create the cbserved num ber density of baryons, the initial
baryonic charge density at the onset of in ation should be unnaturally large, at least
e!® (T, =2:7K ) tin es Jarger than at the present day. Here 2.7K is the tem perature
of the coan ic m icrow ave background radiation today and Try is the tem perature at
theend of In ation. Such a Jarge num ber is of course not naturalbut i doesnotm ean
In possble. W hat m akes in ation with conserved baryons in possible is the energy
density considerations. The H ubbl%lparam eter is expressed through the coan ological

energy density density asH = 8 =3m2,. To make an exponential expansion
the param eter H m ust be approxin ately constant. It in plies that in this regin e the
energy density does not change w ith the expansion but rem ains constant too. It is
Indeed realized In m odels where in ation is driven by a scalar (In aton) eld. Letus
assum e now that baryons are conserved. In accordance w ith eq.@) the energy den-—
sity associated w ith baryonic charge at the hot early stage of the universe evolution

is about 10 1 10 ° of the total energy density. Let us go backward in tine to
even earlier period, when In ation took place. At this stage the energy density of
all form s ofm atter is represented by the n aton and rem ains constant in the course
of contraction (rem ember we are going backward In tin e) . H owever the energy den-

sity associated w ith baryonic charge cannot be constant because by assum ption this

charge is conserved. C orrespondingly it changes w ith the scale factoras g at. ®x

m eans that in less than 6 Hubbl tin es the energy dens:ty ofbaryons becom es dom -
nant and the total energy density could not rem ain constant. T hus w ith conserved
baryonsin ation can be only very short, H ; 6, which isby farbelow the necessary
duration.

T hus we m ust conclude that baryonic charge in our universe is not conserved and
the direct experin ental search of the proton instability or neutron-antineutron oscil-
Jations is not only jast experin ents for putting an upper bound but the experin ents
for discovery really existing phenom enon. Unfortunately coan ology does not say any—
thing about the m agnitude ofthe e ect. &t very m uch depends upon the m echanism
of baryonic charge nonconservation and one should keep In m ind that the m echa-
nism through which the observed baryon asym m etry of the universe hasbeen created
is not necessarily the sam e that lads to the proton decay or neutron-antineutron
oscillations. Theory opens several possbilities to break B-conservation w ith di er-
ent levels of creditability. The standard SU ) U (1)-electroweak interactions are
known to break baryonic current conservation by the chiral quantum anom aly [].

T his is a rather strong theoretical prediction but unfortunately m anifestations of this
phenom enon In low energy physics are extram ely weak, they are suppressed by the



tunnel penetration factorexp @ sin® ;= ) 10 Y°. At high tem peratures the ef-
fect m ay be grossly am pli ed and m ay explain the cbserved baryon asymm etry of
the universe{]] (for the review s see the tak by A . C ohen at this C onference or review

papersf, 8] . Fortunately there are plenty of otherm echanism s ofB-nonconservation,
w hich do not necessarily operate at ultrahigh energies, as for exam ple the GU T 's one
does. Som e of them are so e cient at low energies that the direct cbservation of the

e ect is aln ost at hand and, as M . G oldhaber said at the beginning of this m est-
ing, one should rush to the laboratory and to m ake the discovery (Unfortunately he
referred to the unsuccessfill attem pts to nd proton decay in the rst generation

experin ents) . Let us hope that the second generation w illm ake it.

2 G eneral conditions for cosm ological creation of
antim atter.

W hy at allm ay we expect that there are m acrosoopically lJarge dom ains of antin at—
ter In the universe? There is no rigorous theory which requests that. M oreover in
all sin ple m odels of baryogenesis the baryon asymm etry is a universal constant over
all the universe o that there is no place for antin atter. On the other hand sinple
m odi cations of baryogenesis scenarios w ill result In form ation of dom ains w ith dif-
ferent signs ofbaryon asym m etry. To this end the follow ing two conditions should be
satis ed:

1. D1 erent signs of C and CP wiolation in di erent space points.

2. In ationary (out m oderate) blow-up of regions w ith di erent signs of charge
symm etry breaking.

The rst condition is realized in them odelofspontanecusbreaking of charge sym m etry @1.

Tt isassum ed that the Lagrangian is charge sym m etric but the ground state isnot. It

can be realized by a com plex scalar eld which acquires a nonzero vacuum expecta-—

tion value lke the one in the usualH iggsm echanisn . The e ective potential of this
eld m ay eg. have the fom :

U()= m?jF+ (*+ H+T%57F @)

where the last tetm cam e from the tem perature corrections, which force the system

to the symm etric state at high tem peraturesfl(]. At low temperatures the state
h i = 0 beocom es energetically unfavorabl and a com plx condensate is developed
which through Yukawa coupling would give rise to breaking of C and CP by eg.
com plex ferm ion m asses. One can see that through this m echanisn dom ains w ith
opposite signs ofC (CP )-odd phase are indeed formm ed. In these dom ains eitherm atter
or antim atter is generated by baryogenesisfll]. The universe in this m odel is charge
sym m etric on the average and asym m etric locally.

There are two serjous problem s which this m odel encounters. First is that the
average size of the dom ains is too an all. If they are form ed in the second order
phase transition, their size at the m om ent of form ation is detem ned by the so called
G nZburg tem perature and is approxin ately equalto 1 = 1=( T.) where T, is the
critical tem perature at which the phase transition takesplace and  isthe sl nterac-
tion coupling constant. In this case di erent dom ainswould expand togetherw ith the
universe and now their size would reach Iy = 1L (T=Ty) = 1=( To) where Tg = 27K is
the present day tem perature of the background radiation. If the phase transition is



rst order then the bubbles of the broken phase are form ed in the symm etric back-
ground. In this case di erent bubbls niially are not in contact w ith each other,
typically the distance between them ismuch larger than their size, and their walls
m ay expand faster than the universe, even as fast as the soead of light. T hus to the
m om ent when the phase transition is com pleted the typical size of the bubbles m ay

be as large as the horzon, I t mp 1=Tf2 . A fter that they are stretched out by

the factor T¢=T; due to the universe expansion. To m ake the present day size around
(or Jarger than) 10 M pc we need T 100 &V . It isdi cul (ifpossbl) to arrange

that w ithout distorting sucoessfiil results of the standard coan ology. T hus to m ake
cbservationally acceptable size of the m atterantin atter dom ains, a superlum inous
cosm ological expansion seem s necessary. T his solution was proposed in ref.[[4]where
exponential (n ationary) expansion wasassum ed. W ith thisexpansion law it isquite
easy to overfiil llthe plan and to In ate the dom ains above the present day horizon.
E ectively it would m ean a retum to the old charge asym m etric universe w ithout any
visbl antin atter. So som e ne-tuning is necessary which would pem it to m ake the
dom ain size above 10 M pc and below 10 Gpc.

The seoond coam ological problem which may arise In thism odel is a very high
energy density and/or Jarge Inhom ogeneity created by the dom ain walls[13]. This can
be resolved if dom ain walls were destroyed at later stage by the symm etry restora-
tion at low tem perature or by som e other m echanian |;L4, -15] H ow ever there could
be scenardos of baryogenesis In which dom ains of m atterantin atter m ay be created
w ithout dom ain walls. T he basic idea of these scenarios is that baryogenesis proceeds
when the (scalar) eld which creates C (CP )-breaking or stores baryonic charge isnot
In the dynam ically equilbrium state. These m odels are described in m ore detail in
the follow iIng sections.

3 Antim atter in m odels w ith baryonic charge con-
densate.

In supersymm etric theories there exist scalar elds with nonzero baryonic charge,
superpartners of quarks. Such elds (m ore exactly the elctrically neutral colorless
com bination of squarks and sleptons) m ay form a classical condensate in the early uni-
verse, In particularat in ationary stage, ifthere are the so called at directions in the
potentials. Subsequent decay ofthis condensate would result in a considerable baryon
asymm etry [[6]. T he picture can be visualized as follow s. Evolution ofa com plex spa-
tially hom ogeneous scalar eld is described by the sam e equation as two-din ensional
m otion of a point-lke body in the same potentialU Re ;Im ) ! U x;vy). Bary—
onic charge density is equivalent in this lJanguage to the angular m om entum of the
m echanicalm otion of the body. T he potential typically has the form ofeq.@). It is
soherically symm etricat an all and asymm etric and has atdirectionsat large . So
for an allvalues of the am plitude of baryonic charge is conserved w hile evolution of
w ith a Jarge am plitude goes w ith a strong baryonic charge nonconservation. If the
massof isamn allerthan the Hubblk param eter during In ation, the eld would climb
up the potential slope due to Infrared instability of scalar elds in D e Sitter space—
tinefl?,18,19]. W hen in ation endsthe eld would evolve down to the equilibrium
value. D ependmg upon the Iniial conditions i m ay rotate clock-w ise or anticlock—
w ise near the origin or in other words it would produce baryons or antibaryons in is
decay. One sees at this exam plk that even in the charge symm etric theory baryon
asymm etry m ay evolve; charge asym m etry is created by asym m etric initial conditions
which In tum are created by rising quantum uctuations of the scalar baryonic eld
during In ationary stage. O f course at large scales the universe is charge symm etric.



Tt isevident that there isno dom ain wallproblem in this scenario. T he characteristic
size of dom ain with a de nite sign of baryonic charge was estin ated In ref.]. At
theend of in ation it isequalto Ly;= H; 'exp( 2).W ith arund 10 > 10 4
such dom ains would be consistent w ith cbservations and still inside the present day

horizon. Since it isnaturalto assum e that the baryon asymm etry In thism odelgrad—
ually changes from a positive value through zero to a negative one, the annihilation at

the boundaries of the dom ains would be m uch weaker than In the (usually assum ed)

picture of interactions of dom ains w ith sharp boundaries. C orrespondingly the lim is
on the m agnitude of ; would be considerably weaker. Note that not only the sign
but also the m agnitude ofthe baryon asymm etry in di erent dom ains in this scenario
m ay be signi cantly di erent.

4 A Iernating (and periodic?) m atter-antim atter
cosm ic layers.

A relatively sin ple m odi cations of the baryogenesis scenario would pem it to get a
very interesting distrbbution of m atter and antin atter In the universe ranging from
strictly periodic at altemating layers ofm atter and antin atterRQ, 21, 22, 23] to cell
structures w ith each cell form ed by m atter or antin atter w ith an average character—
istic size which could easily be around 100 M pc. The basic assum ptions leading to
this kind of structure are quite sim pl and even natural. A ssum e that there exists
a complex scalar eld wih themasswhich is an aller than the Hubbl param eter
at In ation,m < H ;. Assume also that the potential U ( ) contains nonham onic
term s (ie. not only m?9 ¥ but also eg. Jj F). Assume at last that a condensate
h i= (¢) was fom ed during in ation. It is essential that the condensate isnota
constant but a slow Iy varying function of . Such a condensate could be form ed due
to infrared instability of the scalar eld m entioned In the previous section or in  rst
order phase transition w ith very much In ated bubbl walls. T he characteristic scale
atwhich essentially vares, 1 , m ay be exponentially lJarge due to In ation.

W hen In ation isover, the eld mwhxesdown to itsequilbriim value, oscillating
near the m nimum of the potential. If baryogenesis takes place very soon after the
end of the n ation and the rate of the baryogenesis is Jarge In com parison w ith the
frequency of oscillations of , then the Instant value of the am plitude of would
be in printed on the m agnitude of the asym m etry becauss, as we m entioned above,
a condensate of a com plex scalar eld gives rise to C (CP )-violation proportional to
the eld amplitude. Thus baryogenesis m akes a snapshot of the m agnitude of
Now sihce the potentialU ( ) is not ham onic, the frequency of the oscillations of
depends on the am plitude. By assum ption the iniial am plitude is not the sam e at
di erent space points and so the frequency is also a function of ¥. Because ofthat the
Initially an ooth function (¢¥) would tum into an oscillating one w ith a huge wave
length of oscillations proportionalto 1 .

If oscillatesaround zero than its snapshot would show both positive and negative
values. In the case that there are no other com parabl sources of C (CP )-violation
this m odel would produce approxin ately equal num ber of baryons and antibaryons
situated on relatively thin Jayers or shells. If the equilbrium valie of is nonzero
or there is an explicit charge symm etry breaking, m atter or antim atter would be
produced m ore e ciently and the universe on the average would be m ore baryonic or
antibaryonic.



5 TIsland universe m odel.

It is relatively simple to construct a coan ological m odel of the universe consisting
of ssparate baryonic or antibaryonic islands oating in the sea of nvisble m atter or
even of a baryonic island surrounded by the sea of antim atterP(, 21]. In the rst
case our chances to cbserve antim atter are m nor because the distance between the
islands is typically rather large and the probability of the collisions is low . In the
second case antin atterm ay be possibly observed by the gamm a ray badkground.

In short the scenario leading to the Insular structure can be realized as follow s.
F irst, the charge sym m etry should be spontaneously broken and the phase transition
to the CP -odd phase should be rst orderw ith supercooling and fom ation ofbubbles
of the new phase inside the quasistable CP -sym m etric phase. Seocond, there should
be su ciently long period of exponential expansion after the phase transition but not
too long. O themw ise the sizes of the CP-odd bubbls would be either too an all in
contradiction w ith observations or too large so that we would never see the bound-
ary. If the phase transition took place before the end of in ation but not far from
it, the island size could be of the order of the present horizon size but still slightly
an aller than the latter. W hen In ation ends and the Universe is (re)heated an excess
of particles over antiparticles or vice versa is generated inside of the bubblk by the
nom al process of baryogenesis. O utside of the bubbles w here the charge sym m etry
is unbroken the baryonic charge density would be equal to zero. However it m ight
be that there are two m echanism s ofC (CP )-breaking, the spontaneous one operating
Inside the island and an explicit one operating everyw here. In that case the baryoge-
nesis would prooeed also outside the bubbles and m ay have either sign, in particular
it is possible that the baryonic island would be in the antdbaryonic sea. In that case
one m ay expect a noticeable annihilation on the coast.

T he size ofthe islands (orbubbles) dependsupon the duration of in ation afterthe
phase transition to C (CP )-odd phase took place. Nom ally the duration of In ation
isvery large In com parison w ith them inin alnecessary one, H ; 60, and onewould
naturally expect that the size would be mudch larger than the present day horizon.
To escape this conclusion one m ay Introduce a coupling ofthe eld , which creates
charge sym m etry breaking, to the in aton eld ,eg. ofthe fom :

Lie= %3 F( 1)? 3)

wih °> 0and ; is such that the n aton el reaches and passes this valuie in
the course of in ation. This Interaction lads to e ective tin e dependent m ass of ,

m*M= °® 1F, o that the state = 0 is aln ost always classically stabke
w ith respect to small uctuations and only when isclse to ; there is a perod
of nstability. Quantum uctuations of at that tin e Increases and, if they exceed a
critical value . to them om ent when the condition of stabﬂlty beoom es valid again,
they do not retum to the alse vacuum state but would rise up to a nonzero com plex
value. T hus the bubbles 0of CP-odd vacuum can be form ed. T he average bubbl size
d and the distance 1between them are very much m odeldependent. In particular the
valie of 1can vary from 0 to n nity and correspondingly vary the odds for cbserving
antim atter in such universe.

6 Very inhom ogeneous baryogenesis.

The m odel considered in this section com bines som e of the ideas discussed above but
In an extram al form . Nam ely the m echanisn ofbaryogenesis was proposed 4] which

creates a hugebaryon asymmetry Ng =N = O (1) in relatively an allregionsw ith, say,
stellar size over the nomm alhom ogeneous baryonic badkground w ith Nx =N given by



egd.{l). The probability of production of such high-B regions should be su ciently
an all so that their num ber density is below the observationalbounds. The sign of
the baryon asymm etry in this regions is w ith equal probability positive or negative
S0 we can expect both high density and an all size baryonic and antioaryonic ob gcts.
There is no cbservational di erence between the two if the density is so high that
those ob cts collapsed at som e early epoch into com pact stellar rem nants and black
holes. This m odel presents a m echanism for early black hole fom ation from large
am plitude isothem al uctuations at an all spatial scales. In this case, at least some
dark m atter In the universe would be in the form ofbaryonic (and antibaryonic) black
holes. Sm aller uncollapsed bubbles of antlbbaryonic m atter would be cbservable either
as point-like sources of {radiation or, if they annihilated earlier, as som e bright
soots In the otherw ise isotropic background radiation. If the num ber density of these
cbpcets were su ciently high, early pp annihilation could result in the distortion of
the spectrum of background radiation. Unfortunately there is too much freedom in
the m odel to m ake any soeci ¢ predictions. The am ount of uncollapsed antin atter
m ay vary from an unnoticeable am ount to that In contradiction w ith existing data.

T he basic idea ofthem odel is to m ake the conditions In which theA eck-D ne[16]
m echanism ofbaryogenesis could be operative only in sn all spatial regions. In these
regions the asym m etry m ay be huge since thism echanism su ers from overabundant
baryoproduction in contrast to all other ones. This could be realized if the at
directions in the potential of the scalar baryonic eld are ssparated from the origin
(Where the eld is nom ally located) by a potential barrier. In this case the jump
to the at directions could be achieved only through the tunnel transition which is
usually strongly suppressed. T his ensures the desired suppression of the production
ofhigh B-bubbles. O nce again the jum p to the at directions should be done during
In ationary stage tom ake the bubblesm acroscopically large at the present tine. The
necessary tuning m ay be achieved by a coupling between and the n aton eld.

U nder reasonab ke assum ptions about the production m echanian them assdistriou—
tion ofthe high density baryonic orantibaryonicbubbles is given by the expression P4]:

dn 4 2
M=M0exp[ n" M =M,)] 4)

The constants , ,and M o are detem ined by the param eters of the potential of the

— eld and the Hubblk constant during In ation. W ith the reasonabl choice of the
param eters it is possble to get M ; in the interesting nterval (I 10°)M whereM
is the solarm ass.

T he coan ological evolution of such bubbles depends upon their size and the m ag—
nitude of the baryon asym m etry or, to be m ore precise, upon the ratio of their size,
Lk and the Jeans wave kength, 5. Bubblesof harge size, > 5, would form ocom -
pact ob fcts, either stars or bladk holes, at a very early stage of the evolution of the
universe. Stars of antin atter could em it considerable energy due to annihilation of
the accreted m atter. W ih a su ciently Jarge am ount of surrounding m atter, they
should radiate at their Eddington I i,

|
M
Lgg=3 1L — 5
Ed M ©)

where L 4 1¥erg/sec is the solar um nosity. The life+tin e of such ob fcts is
of the order of 5 1®years. If the accretion rate is below the lim iting one (eg. due
to the surrounding de cit ofm atter), the lum nosities would be an aller and the life-

tin es would be larger. Those ob fcts can be observed as -ray sources isotropically
distrdouted over the sky. A very interesting phenom ena m ay take place in a collision
of the antistar w ith a nom alstar. O ne would expect to cbserve together w ith a ux
of gamm a radiation rare events of antinuclki, n particular anti-heliim 4.



7 Conclusion.

O ne cannot m ake any strong conclusion from this very speculative talkk. W hat seem s
quite de nite is that baryonic charge is not conserved. Hence proton is In principle
unstable, neutron-antineutron oscillations should exist and this is m atter of "onk™"
good luck to cbserve them in direct Jaboratory experim ents. U nfortunately coan ology
is absolutely helpless n predicting the m agnitude of the e ects.

T he probability of cbserving big um ps of antin atter In the universe su ers from
the sin ilar uncertainty. The di erence is however that In this case the existence of
antin atter is by no m eans cbligatory. W hilke baryonic charge is de nitely noncon—
served, the universe m ay still contain only baryons. A nother sad but very probable
option is that the universe m ay be charge sym m etric but antin atter is far beyond
present day horizon. It m eans e ectively that "our best of all possible worlds" does
not contain antin atter. Unfortunately them odelsw ith In ationary expansion ofthe
m atterantin atter bubbles would quite easily overexpand them too far. Stilla rather
sin ple coupling of the underlying scalar elds to the .n aton m ay stop in ating the
bubbls at su ciently early m om ent and m ake them com fortably (forpossible cbser-
vations) nearby. If this is true, very interesting con gurations of m atterantin atter
regions in the universe are possible, as it has been discussed above. Anyhow inde-
pendently of theoretical speculations the idea of the charge sym m etric universe looks
S0 Interesting and attractive that the searches for that jist cannot be unsuccessful.

T hispaperw as supported in partby theD anish N ationalScience R esearch C ouncil
through grant 11-9640-1 and In part by D anm arks G rundforksningsfond through its
support of the T heoretical A strophysical C enter.
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