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Abstract

T he standard requirem ent for the production of baryons at the electrow eak
phase transition, that the phase transition be rst order and the sphaleron
bound be satis ed, is predicated on the assum ption of a radiation dom nated
universe at that epoch. O ne sin plk altemative —dom Ination by the energy In a
kineticm ode of a scalar eld which scaks as 1=a® —gives a signi cantly weak—
ened sphaleron bound for the preservation of a baryon asym m etry produced
at a rst-order phase transition, and allow s the possbility that the observed
baryon asym m etry be produced when the phase transition is second-order or
crossover. Such a phase of kination’ at the electroweak scale can occur in

variouswaysasa scalar eld evolves In an exponentialpotentialafter in ation

The Hubblk expansion rate H ofa hom ogeneous and isotropic B ig B ang universe is given
by the very sim plk omula
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where a is the scale factor, is the energy density and k is a constant which depends on
the spatialcurvature I]. Them ain contrbution to  today com es from m atter which scales

as 1=a®, w ith perhaps also a curvature term and even a sn all cosm ological ( = constant)
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tem . G olng back in tin e the scale factor decreases and the energy density In the m icrow ave
background radiation blueshifts, scaling as 1=a?, until it com es to dom inate the right hand-
side of {I}) . Them ost in pressive evidence for this extrapolation com es from nuckosynthesis.
T he precise abundances of the various nucli synthesised from the nuckons as the universe
cools below 1M &V depends sensitively on the relation between the tam perature of the
radiation which goes as 1=a) and the expansion rate, and the radiation dom inated picture
does ram arkably well.

G oing back further in tim e we reach the electroweak epoch at T 100G &V . T he expan-—
sion rate again enters in detemm Ining the details of the relics left behind, m ost notably the
baryon asymm etry P]. In this Letter it ispointed out that relaxing the standard assum ption
of radiation dom Ination at the electroweak scale has in portant consequences for electrow eak
baryogenesis. T he fact that the sphaleron bound and the usually assum ed in possibility of
baryogenesis at a ssocond order or crossover phase transition are highly dependent on this
assum ption is illustrated w ith the exam plk of a universe dom nated by the energy n a ki-
neticm ode of a scalar eld. O ther exam ples of alternatives to radiation dom ination before
nucleosynthesis have been discussed in works of Barrow [] and K am ionkow skiand Tumer
], which consider how the relic abundances of dark-m atter particles are changed in such
scenarios.

Consider rstthe dynam icsofa realscalar eld with potentialV ( ). Varation of the

action
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taking the FRW m etric with scale factor a (t), gives the equation ofm otion for the hom oge-

neous m odes, which can be w ritten

d(12+V())+3H =0 3)
dt 2 B
after multiplication by — De ning () = V(j) and wrting the energy density () =

1
2

%—2+V( ), we nd



Re s g Odt Re 6 a

) = (%)e to 1+ (© (1-0)6 ap It @) a 4)
W hen the kinetic energy dom nates ! 0 and
1
/ iy ©)
T his represents the opposite lin it to In ation driven by the potential energy wih ! 1
and () (). Indeed for any hom ogeneous m ode (assum ing only that V ( ) is positive)
we have that
A ¢
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Putting these lin iting behaviours of the energy density nto (@) one nds a / 3 (w ih
k = 0) for the 1=a° scalihg, 1 contrast to a / &'° r ;n ation H= const). Instead of
superlum inal expansion In In ation a kinetic energy dom nated m ode of a scalar potential
drives a sublum inal expansion very sin ilar to that of radiation @ / t%) orm atter @ / t ) -
W riting the stress energy tensor in tem s of a pressure p and the energy density in the
standard way, the equation of state is p = for the kinetic mode in contrast to p =
% (radiation), p= 0 atter) and p = (In ation). Iwilluse the term kination to refer to
a phase of the universe dom nated by the kinetic energy ofa scalar eld. The Ye ationary’
universe of [5] which will be discussed below is a particular exam ple of this, :n which the
in aton evolves into such a kinetic m ode [:6].

Now let us suppose that an unknown am ount of energy is stored In such a m ode at the

electroweak epoch. The expansion rate .n () becom es
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where a. is the scale factor when the density in the m ode becom es equal to that in radia—
tion and . is the energy density at that tine. The factor f (@) acoounts for the e ect of
decouplings, and in the approxin ation that they are Instantaneous is £ @) = (g @.)=g (a))%

where g @) isthe num ber of relativistic degrees of freedom . T he sphaleron bound E?.] resuls



from the requirem ent that the rate of baryon num ber vioclating (sohalron) processes after
the electrow eak phase transition be lss than the expansion rate of the universe so that the
baryon asymm etry (putatively) created at the electroweak phase transition be \frozen n".

Thus
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where H ¢ isthe Hubbl expansion rateand H 4 = l:66p @MT—; is the expansion rate we get if
we assum e radiation dom ination in the usualway, wih g,=g@,) 100 and T, 100G &V .
The bound on E g, , the sphaleron energy, can thus be w ritten In temn s of the usualbound

on the sam e quantity E g, as
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This llows since g—j Pﬁ:—e and Ta=f @)T.a., where T, is the tem perature at
Aw W

radiation-kinetic energy equality @ta= a.).

Let us take the ollow ng approxin ate bound from nuclkosynthesis: W e allow 10% ofthe
energy to com e from the coherent mode at 1M &V, just before the st stage ofn  p
freezout begins B]. Then T 3M &V, so taking T, 100G eV , the bound on the sphaleron
energy is reduced by approxin ately one quarter from itsusualvalie of 45T P]. The ower
bound on E o, can be translated into constraints on the param eters In the zero tem perature
theory, m ost notably an upperbound on the lightest H iggs particle. C onstraints are usually
derived using the bound expressed as the ratio ofthe VEV v in the nucleated bubbles to the
nuclkation tem perature Ty, to which the sphaleron energy is linearly proportional. T ypically
therefore the sphaleron bound w illbe weakened as
o1 T—‘; > 0175 10)
How signi cant a di erence is this? A cocording to recent lattice studies of the electroweak
phase transition I the m nin al standard m odel B, B], the usual sphaleron bound cannot

be satis ed for any physical H iggsm ass, fora top quark massofm . = 175G &V . The hew’



bound in (0Q) is satis ed for Higgs m asses up to about 35GeV . Form . = 155G eV the
bound changes from about 35G &V (for the usual’ case) to 50G&V . The hew’ bounds are
still however too low to be consistent with the LEP bounds on the standard m odel H iggs
massmy > 65GeV.

In extensions of the standard model, such as the m inin al supersymm etric m odel
M SSM ), recent perturbative ﬂ:(}] and non-perturbative EL-J:] analyses indicate that the usual
sohaleron bound can be satis ed in various parts of experin entally allow ed param eter space.
The new bound sin ply widens this allowed param eter space. In what sense can this w iden—
Ing be said to be signi cant ornot? Forbaryogenesis what onem ust calculate given any sst
of physical param eters (ultin ately to be xed by partick physical experin ents, we hope)
is a depletion factor X , where B¢ = e *B (T,) is the baryon number at nuclkosynthesis
and B (T,) is the baryon number created during the departure from equilbriuim at some
tem perature T, (usually very close to the crtical tem perature for the phase transition). Tt

is sin ple to show that
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where p= 2 in the case of radiation dom nation, and p = 3 for kination. The extra power In
the Integral is negligble because the integral is cut-o very rapidly due to the exponential
dependence in the sphaleron rate, so that the depletion factor is sin ply changed in inverse
proportion to the expansion rate at the phase transition H,. The estin ate given above
allow Ing for the potential contrbution of the kinetic m ode corresponds to a change In the
expansion rateby up to a factorof10°® (the factor inside the logarithm in (9)), so that it could
m ake the di erence In a given m odel between an asymm etry consistent w ith observation,
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tin es am aller. This is certainly In an absolute sense a signi cant di erence!
Has such a change to the expansion rate other consequences? An expansion rate at the

ekctroweak scak of 10 YT, instead of 10 '*T in the radiation dom inated case, leaves

the usual treatm ent of the phase transition intact, because the tin escale for the expansion

is still very long com pared to themm alization tim e scales. D etails w ill change. The phase



transition w ill prooeed slightly di erently eg. w ith m ore supercooling before the nuclkation
ofbubbls [12]. The slowest perturbative processes, those Ipping the chirality of electrons
which have a rate 10 2T, will rem ain out of equilbbriim Jeading to m inor alterations to
various calculations of baryon num ber.

W ih increasing H iggs m asses the phase transition becom es m ore weakly rst order,
and, according to recent non-perturbative lattice results {[3] eventually @tm g 80G eV
In the standard m odel) the Iline of rst order transitions ends in a second order transition
and becom es crossover. T his m eans that there is actually no phase transition, all gauge-
Invariant ocbservables evolring continuously as a function of tem perature. In this case
hasbeen assum ed that a baryon asym m etry of the cbserved m agnitude cannot be created,
because the departure from equilbriim required by the Sakharov conditions is too an all,
being controlled by the expansion rate of the universe rather than by them uch shorter tim e~
scales characterizing the propagation of bubbls at a rst order phase transition f14], f5],
[4]. Ata rst order phase transiton too weak to satisfy the sphalron bound the sam e w ill
be true as, after the com plktion of the phase transition, the expansion rate again becom es
the relevant tin escale. A very simpl calculation of the baryon asymm etry is possible in
these cases w ith the assum ption of hom ogeneity in the evolution of the elds. In various
extensions of the standard m odel w ith extra CP violation there are temm s In the e ective
action which act like chem ical potentials either for baryon number {17], [[8] or hypercharge
fl9]. In the presence of these source tem s one nds (calculating the equilbrium w ith the

appropriate constraints) the baryon to entropy ratio 0]
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where (p is the (dimmensionlss) CP viclatihg eld during is evolution (tines some
m odeldependent suppression) and the derivative its rate of change when the asymm etry
freezes out at tem perature T¢, when the expansion rate is H¢. W hen the universe is in
a phase of kination, H / a—l3 / T3, so that, taking the estin ate above, we can have

I;—ff 10 1 (T¢=100G &V )?. To evaluate the ram aining factor exactly would require a fi1ll



study ofthe detailed dynam ics ofthe phase transition, which In this case is stillwell beyond
current capabilities. An exam ination of the data availablk on the m odels studied in this
regin e [13] indicates that this factor could be as large as order one since T, the tem pera-
ture range w hich characterizes the change In the quantiy p by order one could potentially
be an aller than T¢ by enough to cancel g, 100 —the transition is continuous but Yharp’
(it isonly because it isthat i m akes sense to tak ofa transition’ at all) . It also takesplace
at higher tem peratures 200 300Ge&V in the standard m odel) than when the transition
is rst order (T¢ 100G &V). Tt is thus possbl that an asymm etry com patible with the
observed £ 10 ' could result when the electroweak phase transition occurs during a
phase of kination which ends just before nuckosynthesis.

The sin ple but im portant point is that the standard argum ents which are used to rule
out the possibility of baryogenesis at the electroweak scale in m any m odels are predicated
on the assum ption of know ledge of the expansion rate. In fact the one variabl in an ab
initio caloulation of electrow eak baryogenesis which we cannot access (at least in principl)
through direct m easuram ent is the expansion rate at the electroweak epoch. M ethodolog-
ically it is thus m ore sensble to ask what expansion rate would be required to generate
the observed asymm etry In any particular m odel. That there is any such expansion rate
is itself a very non-trivial requirem ent of a theory. W e have just seen that allow ing for
the contrdbution of a kinetic energy dom inated scalar m ode opens up the possibility of the
creation ofthe observed baryon asym m etry at a second-order or cross-over phase transition.
Several other possbilities have been discussed by the authors of 3] and 4], in the context
of their consideration of the dependence of the relic abundances of dark m atter particles on
the expansion rate. Barrow considers the case of an anisotropic universe and K am ionkow ski
and Tumer this and various others lncluding a B ransD icke theory of gravity w ith the scalar
dom nated by its kinetic energy. In these cases the net e ect is essentially described by an
additional contrbution to the energy density scaling as 1=a® just like that we have consid—
ered. Beyond these there is the possibility of other non-standard theordies of graviy such as

scalartensor theories In which the gravitational constant varies. T he rest of this Letter w ill



concentrate on the soeci ¢ m odel of dom Ination by the kinetic m ode of a scalar eld. It is
m inin al in the sense that it sticks to standard E nstein gravity, and is com patdble w ith the
In ationary explanation of the hom ogeneiy and isotropy of the cbserved universe.

W hat one requires in this case is that the energy in the kinetic m ode be m uch greater
than the energy in radiation at the electroweak scale. A n explanation ofthe Usual’ scenario
In which the universe isdom Inated by uniform radiation at the electroweak epoch isprovided
by in ation: A scalar eld digplaced from tsm nimum rolls in its potentialV ( ), su —
clently slow }y that it satis es the condition V ( ) >> -2 for ong enough to In ate a sn all
uniform region outside our present horizon; the eld eventually reaches itsm Inimum and
oscillates about it, until it decays to produce radiation at the Ye-heat’ tem perature Try -
An altemative m echanism for reheating was given by Spokoiny in f§]. Instead of rolling
Into am nmum and oscillating, the in aton rolls in a potential (described below ) so that a
period of dom ination by is kinetic energy follow s in ation, w ith the resultant 1=a® scaling
discussed above. The universe is reheated sin ply by particke production In the expanding
universe, which is proportionalto H * (for scalar particles nonconform ally coupled to grav—
ity) . The requirem ent that this radiation com e to dom nate before nuckosynthesis requires
that the transition from in ation to kination occur at at a su ciently large expansion rate,
H > 10°GeV . Taking the created particles to be H iggs bosons, the tem perature at which
therm alization occurs isestin ated n Bltobe 10°GeV forthe case that the transition ra—
diation dom ination occurs just before nuclkosynthesis. This e ationary universe’ therefore
corresoonds exactly to what was required in the analysis above: a universe in which there is
them alized radiation by the electroweak scale but which is dom inated by a coherent kinetic
m ode potentially until just before nuckosynthesis.

To see that this dom ination by a kinetic m ode over radiation can com e about also in
conjinction w ith the standard reheating scenario, we consider m ore carefillly the sorts of

potential which are required. T he equations governing the dynam ics of the scalar eld are

+ 3H _+v°<)=i3(a3_)+v°()=o (13)
asdt
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where M , = 1= 8 G is the reduced P lanck mass, and we neglect the radiation density

assum ing the scalar el energy to dom hnate. It is shown in 1] that there are particular

attractor solutions to (-_1:3) and {_l-fl) for the potentialV ( ) = Ve  Mr:
Pp— V()
=M, 22hMH a/ 8 ——=3a 1 15)
22
q - -
where = 2=A and the origih of is rede ned so thatV, = M;*A GA  1). From () i
Blowsthat / l=ar ( =3A 1).ValuesofA > 1 give powerdaw In ationary solutions

and in the Iim it A ! %, in which the kinetic energy dom inates, we get the scaling associated
w ith kination. It is easy to see that potentials stesper than this w ill generically have kinetic

energy dom inated m odes by exam ining the solution to 13) and {@4) with Vv = 0:

o3 % t
) o(a) o(t) ) ot = t 16)

Th any potentialdecreasing fasterthan the exponentialw ith A = 1 thepotentialtem sin {3)
and f14) once sn aller w ill decrease faster than the other temm s, and the eld w ill approach
a solution ofthe form (14) . Exponential potentials are particularly interesting because they
occur generically in theories which are com pacti ed, such as supergravity theories or string
theordes.

In his analysis Spokoiny realizes the transition from in ation to kination referred to by
taking an exponentialpotentialwhere varies in the appropriate way. Ifwe suppose instead
that the universe goes through a period of in ation driven by som e other eld and reheats
In the tsual way (y oscillation and decay) laving the radiation dom inant over w hatever
energy density is in the exponential potential, it is sin ple to see (adding the contribution
of the radiation to (14)) that the eld begins to rollwhen the energies becom e com parable.
If the exponential again hasa varyihg in the appropriate way a period of in ation which
cools the radiation can occur llowed by a rollofthe eld nto a de ationary m ode as the

exponentialbecom es steeper. A tematively, one can consider a potential like V e ‘ML with



RH 0 (the value of the eld at the end of reheating). A period of n ation (umber of
efoldings InM = ry ) can occurwhen thepotentialenergy in the eld com esto dom inate.
T hese and otherm odels w illbe discussed in m ore detail in a forthoom ing paper RQ].
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