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Abstract

The standard requirem entforthe production ofbaryonsatthe electroweak

phase transition,that the phase transition be �rst order and the sphaleron

bound besatis�ed,ispredicated on theassum ption ofa radiation dom inated

universeatthatepoch.O nesim plealternative-dom ination bytheenergy in a

kineticm odeofa scalar�eld which scalesas1=a6 -givesa signi�cantly weak-

ened sphaleron bound forthe preservation ofa baryon asym m etry produced

ata �rst-orderphase transition,and allowsthe possibility thatthe observed

baryon asym m etry beproduced when thephasetransition issecond-orderor

cross-over. Such a phase of‘kination’at the electroweak scale can occur in

variouswaysasascalar�eld evolvesin an exponentialpotentialafterin
ation

.

TheHubbleexpansion rateH ofahom ogeneousand isotropicBigBanguniverseisgiven

by thevery sim pleform ula

H
2 = (

_a

a
)2 =

8�G

3
� �

k

a2
(1)

where a isthe scale factor,� isthe energy density and k isa constantwhich depends on

thespatialcurvature[1].Them ain contribution to � today com esfrom m atterwhich scales

as1=a3,with perhapsalso a curvature term and even a sm allcosm ological(� =constant)
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term .Goingback in tim ethescalefactordecreasesand theenergy density in them icrowave

background radiation blueshifts,scaling as1=a4,untilitcom esto dom inatetherighthand-

sideof(1).Them ostim pressiveevidenceforthisextrapolation com esfrom nucleosynthesis.

Theprecise abundancesofthevariousnucleisynthesised from thenucleonsastheuniverse

cools below � 1M eV depends sensitively on the relation between the tem perature ofthe

radiation (which goesas1=a)and theexpansion rate,and theradiation dom inated picture

doesrem arkably well.

Going back furtherin tim ewereach theelectroweak epoch atT � 100GeV .Theexpan-

sion rateagain entersin determ ining the detailsofthe relicsleftbehind,m ostnotably the

baryon asym m etry [2].In thisLetteritispointed outthatrelaxingthestandard assum ption

ofradiation dom ination attheelectroweak scalehasim portantconsequencesforelectroweak

baryogenesis. The factthatthe sphaleron bound and the usually assum ed im possibility of

baryogenesisata second orderorcross-overphase transition are highly dependenton this

assum ption isillustrated with the exam ple ofa universe dom inated by the energy in a ki-

neticm odeofa scalar�eld.Otherexam plesofalternativesto radiation dom ination before

nucleosynthesishave been discussed in worksofBarrow [3]and Kam ionkowskiand Turner

[4],which considerhow the relic abundances ofdark-m atterparticlesare changed in such

scenarios.

Consider�rstthedynam icsofa realscalar�eld � with potentialV (�).Variation ofthe

action

S =

Z

d
4
x
p
�g

�
1

2
g
��(@��)

y(@��)� V (�)

�

: (2)

taking theFRW m etricwith scalefactora(t),givestheequation ofm otion forthehom oge-

neousm odes,which can bewritten

d

dt
(
1

2
_�2 + V (�))+ 3H _�2 = 0 (3)

after m ultiplication by _�. De�ning �(t) =
V (�)
1

2
_�2

and writing the energy density �(t) =

1

2
_�2 + V (�),we�nd
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�(t)= �(to)e
�
R
t

to

6

1+ �(t)
H (t)dt

= �(to)e
�
R
a

ao

6

1+ �(a)

da

a (4)

W hen thekinetic energy dom inates� ! 0 and

� /
1

a6
(5)

Thisrepresentsthe opposite lim itto in
ation driven by the potentialenergy with � ! 1

and �(t)� �(to).Indeed forany hom ogeneousm ode(assum ing only thatV (�)ispositive)

wehavethat

�(to)(
ao

a
)6 � �(t)� �(to) t� to (6)

Putting these lim iting behaviours ofthe energy density into (1) one �nds a / t
1

3 (with

k = 0) for the 1=a6 scaling,in contrast to a / eH t for in
ation(H=const). Instead of

superlum inalexpansion in in
ation a kinetic energy dom inated m ode ofa scalarpotential

drivesa sublum inalexpansion very sim ilarto thatofradiation (a / t
1

2)orm atter(a / t
2

3).

W riting the stress energy tensor in term s ofa pressure p and the energy density in the

standard way, the equation of state is p = � for the kinetic m ode in contrast to p =

1

3
�(radiation),p = 0(m atter)and p = ��(in
ation).Iwillusetheterm kination to referto

a phaseoftheuniversedom inated by thekineticenergy ofa scalar�eld.The‘de
ationary’

universe of[5]which willbe discussed below isa particularexam ple ofthis,in which the

in
aton evolvesinto such a kineticm ode[6].

Now letussuppose thatan unknown am ountofenergy isstored in such a m odeatthe

electroweak epoch.Theexpansion ratein (1)becom es

H
2 = (

_a

a
)2 =

8�G

3

�e

2
((
ae

a
)6 + f(a)(

ae

a
)4) (7)

where ae isthe scale factorwhen the density in the m ode becom esequalto thatin radia-

tion and �e isthe energy density atthattim e. The factorf(a)accounts forthe e�ect of

decouplings,and in theapproxim ation thatthey areinstantaneousisf(a)= (g(ae)=g(a))
1

3

whereg(a)isthenum berofrelativisticdegreesoffreedom .Thesphaleron bound [7]results
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from the requirem entthatthe rate ofbaryon num berviolating (sphaleron)processesafter

theelectroweak phasetransition belessthan theexpansion rateoftheuniverseso thatthe

baryon asym m etry (putatively)created attheelectroweak phase transition be \frozen in".

Thus

�sph � Twe
� E sph=Tw < H 6 = (

H 6

H 4

)H 4 (8)

whereH 6 istheHubbleexpansion rateand H 4 = 1:66
p
gw

T 2

M pl
istheexpansion ratewegetif

weassum eradiation dom ination in theusualway,with gw=g(aw)� 100 and Tw � 100GeV .

Thebound on E sph,thesphaleron energy,can thusbewritten in term softheusualbound

on thesam equantity E o
sph as

E sph = E
o

sph � Tw ln[(
gw

ge
)
1

2

Tw

Te
]: (9)

This follows since H 6

H 4
� 1p

f(aw )

ae
aw

and Ta=f(a)Teae, where Te is the tem perature at

radiation-kineticenergy equality (ata = ae).

Letustakethefollowing approxim atebound from nucleosynthesis:W eallow 10% ofthe

energy to com e from the coherent m ode at � 1M eV ,just before the �rst stage ofn � p

freezoutbegins[8].Then Te � 3M eV ,so taking Tw � 100GeV ,thebound on thesphaleron

energy isreduced by approxim ately onequarterfrom itsusualvalueof� 45T [2].Thelower

bound on E sph can betranslated into constraintson theparam etersin thezero tem perature

theory,m ostnotably an upperbound on thelightestHiggsparticle.Constraintsareusually

derived using thebound expressed astheratiooftheVEV v in thenucleated bubblestothe

nucleation tem peratureTb,towhich thesphaleron energy islinearly proportional.Typically

thereforethesphaleron bound willbeweakened as

v

Tb
> 1 !

v

Tb
> 0:75 (10)

How signi�canta di�erence isthis? According to recentlattice studiesofthe electroweak

phasetransition in them inim alstandard m odel[9],[2],the‘usual’sphaleron bound cannot

besatis�ed forany physicalHiggsm ass,fora top quark m assofm t = 175GeV .The‘new’
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bound in (10) is satis�ed for Higgs m asses up to about 35GeV . For m t = 155GeV the

bound changesfrom about35GeV (forthe ‘usual’case)to 50GeV . The ‘new’boundsare

stillhowever too low to be consistentwith the LEP boundson the standard m odelHiggs

m assm H > 65GeV .

In extensions of the standard m odel, such as the m inim al supersym m etric m odel

(M SSM ),recentperturbative[10]and non-perturbative[11]analysesindicatethattheusual

sphaleron bound can besatis�ed in variouspartsofexperim entally allowed param eterspace.

Thenew bound sim ply widensthisallowed param eterspace.In whatsensecan thiswiden-

ing besaid to besigni�cantornot? Forbaryogenesiswhatonem ustcalculategiven any set

ofphysicalparam eters (ultim ately to be �xed by particle physicalexperim ents,we hope)

is a depletion factor X ,where B f = e� X B (To) is the baryon num ber at nucleosynthesis

and B (To) is the baryon num ber created during the departure from equilibrium at som e

tem perature To (usually very close to the criticaltem perature forthe phase transition).It

issim pleto show that

X =

Z 1

to

dt�sph(t)= H
� 1
o

Z To

0

dT
�sph

T
(
To

T
)p (11)

wherep= 2in thecaseofradiation dom ination,and p= 3forkination.Theextra powerin

the integralisnegligible because the integraliscut-o� very rapidly due to the exponential

dependence in thesphaleron rate,so thatthedepletion factorissim ply changed in inverse

proportion to the expansion rate at the phase transition H o. The estim ate given above

allowing forthe potentialcontribution ofthe kinetic m ode correspondsto a change in the

expansion ratebyuptoafactorof105 (thefactorinsidethelogarithm in (9)),sothatitcould

m ake the di�erence in a given m odelbetween an asym m etry consistent with observation,

and onee� 10
5

tim essm aller.Thisiscertainly in an absolutesensea signi�cantdi�erence!

Hassuch a changeto theexpansion rateotherconsequences? An expansion rateatthe

electroweak scaleof� 10� 11T,instead of� 10� 16T in theradiation dom inated case,leaves

theusualtreatm entofthe phase transition intact,because thetim escale fortheexpansion

is stillvery long com pared to therm alization tim e scales. Detailswillchange. The phase
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transition willproceed slightly di�erently e.g.with m oresupercooling beforethenucleation

ofbubbles[12].Theslowestperturbative processes,those
ipping thechirality ofelectrons

which have a rate� 10� 12T,willrem ain outofequilibrium leading to m inoralterationsto

variouscalculationsofbaryon num ber.

W ith increasing Higgs m asses the phase transition becom es m ore weakly �rst order,

and,according to recentnon-perturbative lattice results[13]eventually (atm H � 80GeV

in the standard m odel)the line of�rstordertransitionsendsin a second ordertransition

and becom escross-over. Thism eansthatthere isactually no phase transition,allgauge-

invariant observables evolving continuously as a function oftem perature. In this case it

hasbeen assum ed thata baryon asym m etry oftheobserved m agnitudecannotbecreated,

because the departure from equilibrium required by the Sakharov conditionsistoo sm all,

beingcontrolled by theexpansion rateoftheuniverseratherthan by them uch shortertim e-

scalescharacterizing the propagation ofbubblesata �rstorderphase transition [14],[15],

[16].Ata �rstorderphasetransiton too weak to satisfy thesphaleron bound thesam ewill

be true as,afterthe com pletion ofthe phase transition,the expansion rate again becom es

the relevant tim escale. A very sim ple calculation ofthe baryon asym m etry is possible in

these cases with the assum ption ofhom ogeneity in the evolution ofthe �elds. In various

extensions ofthe standard m odelwith extra CP violation there are term s in the e�ective

action which actlikechem icalpotentialseitherforbaryon num ber[17],[18]orhypercharge

[19]. In the presence ofthese source term sone �nds(calculating the equilibrium with the

appropriateconstraints)thebaryon to entropy ratio [20]

nB

s
�
H f

Tf

1

gw
Tf
d�C P

dT
jf (12)

where �C P is the (dim ensionless) CP violating �eld during its evolution (tim es som e

m odel-dependent suppression) and the derivative its rate ofchange when the asym m etry

freezes out at tem perature Tf,when the expansion rate is H f. W hen the universe is in

a phase of kination, H / 1

a3
/ T3, so that, taking the estim ate above, we can have

H f

Tf
� 10� 11(Tf=100GeV )

2. To evaluate the rem aining factor exactly would require a full

6



study ofthedetailed dynam icsofthephasetransition,which in thiscaseisstillwellbeyond

current capabilities. An exam ination ofthe data available on the m odels studied in this

regim e[13]indicatesthatthisfactorcould beaslargeasorderonesince�T,thetem pera-

turerangewhich characterizesthechangein thequantity �C P by orderonecould potentially

besm allerthan Tf by enough to cancelgw � 100 -thetransition iscontinuousbut‘sharp’

(itisonly becauseitisthatitm akessensetotalk ofa‘transition’atall).Italso takesplace

at higher tem peratures (200� 300GeV in the standard m odel) than when the transition

is�rstorder(Tf � 100GeV ). Itisthus possible thatan asym m etry com patible with the

observed nB
s
� 10� 11 could result when the electroweak phase transition occurs during a

phaseofkination which endsjustbeforenucleosynthesis.

The sim ple butim portantpointisthatthe standard argum entswhich are used to rule

outthe possibility ofbaryogenesisatthe electroweak scale in m any m odelsare predicated

on the assum ption ofknowledge ofthe expansion rate. In fact the one variable in an ab

initio calculation ofelectroweak baryogenesiswhich wecannotaccess(atleastin principle)

through directm easurem entisthe expansion rate atthe electroweak epoch. M ethodolog-

ically it is thus m ore sensible to ask what expansion rate would be required to generate

the observed asym m etry in any particular m odel. That there is any such expansion rate

is itselfa very non-trivialrequirem ent ofa theory. W e have just seen that allowing for

the contribution ofa kinetic energy dom inated scalarm odeopensup the possibility ofthe

creation oftheobserved baryon asym m etry atasecond-orderorcross-overphasetransition.

Severalotherpossibilitieshave been discussed by the authorsof[3]and [4],in the context

oftheirconsideration ofthedependenceoftherelicabundancesofdark m atterparticleson

theexpansion rate.Barrow considersthecaseofan anisotropicuniverseand Kam ionkowski

and Turnerthisand variousothersincluding aBrans-Dicketheory ofgravity with thescalar

dom inated by itskinetic energy.In these casesthe nete�ectisessentially described by an

additionalcontribution to the energy density scaling as1=a6 justlike thatwe have consid-

ered.Beyond thesethereisthepossibility ofothernon-standard theoriesofgravity such as

scalar-tensortheoriesin which thegravitationalconstantvaries.TherestofthisLetterwill
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concentrate on the speci�c m odelofdom ination by thekinetic m ode ofa scalar�eld.Itis

m inim alin thesensethatitsticksto standard Einstein gravity,and iscom patiblewith the

in
ationary explanation ofthehom ogeneity and isotropy oftheobserved universe.

W hatone requiresin thiscase isthatthe energy in the kinetic m ode be m uch greater

than theenergy in radiation attheelectroweak scale.An explanation ofthe‘usual’scenario

in which theuniverseisdom inated byuniform radiation attheelectroweak epoch isprovided

by in
ation: A scalar�eld � displaced from itsm inim um rollsin itspotentialV (�),su�-

ciently slowly thatitsatis�esthe condition V (�)>> _�2 forlong enough to in
ate a sm all

uniform region outside ourpresent horizon;the �eld eventually reaches its m inim um and

oscillates aboutit,untilit decays to produce radiation atthe ‘re-heat’tem perature TR H .

An alternative m echanism for reheating was given by Spokoiny in [5]. Instead ofrolling

into a m inim um and oscillating,thein
aton rollsin a potential(described below)so thata

period ofdom ination by itskinetic energy followsin
ation,with theresultant1=a6 scaling

discussed above. The universe isreheated sim ply by particle production in the expanding

universe,which isproportionalto H 4 (forscalarparticlesnonconform ally coupled to grav-

ity).Therequirem entthatthisradiation com eto dom inatebeforenucleosynthesisrequires

thatthetransition from in
ation to kination occuratata su�ciently largeexpansion rate,

H > 109GeV . Taking the created particlesto be Higgsbosons,the tem perature atwhich

therm alization occursisestim ated in [5]tobe� 106GeV forthecasethatthetransition ra-

diation dom ination occursjustbeforenucleosynthesis.This‘de
ationary universe’therefore

correspondsexactly to whatwasrequired in theanalysisabove:a universein which thereis

therm alized radiation by theelectroweak scalebutwhich isdom inated by acoherentkinetic

m odepotentially untiljustbeforenucleosynthesis.

To see that this dom ination by a kinetic m ode over radiation can com e about also in

conjunction with the standard reheating scenario,we consider m ore carefully the sorts of

potentialwhich arerequired.Theequationsgoverning thedynam icsofthescalar�eld are

�� + 3H _� + V
0(�)=

1

a3

d

dt
(a3 _�)+ V

0(�)= 0 (13)

8



H
2 =

1

3M 2
p

(
1

2
_�2 + V (�)) (14)

where M p = 1=
p
8�G is the reduced Planck m ass,and we neglect the radiation density

assum ing the scalar�eld energy to dom inate. Itisshown in [21]thatthere are particular

attractorsolutionsto (13)and (14)forthepotentialV (�)= Voe
� ��=M p:

�(t)= M p

p
2A ln(M pt) a / t

A
V (�)

1

2
_�2

= 3A � 1 (15)

where � =
q

2=A and the origin of� isrede�ned so thatVo = M 4
pA(3A � 1). From (4)it

followsthat� / 1=a
2

A (� = 3A � 1).ValuesofA > 1 give power-law in
ationary solutions

and in thelim itA ! 1

3
,in which thekineticenergy dom inates,wegetthescaling associated

with kination.Itiseasy to seethatpotentialssteeperthan thiswillgenerically havekinetic

energy dom inated m odesby exam ining thesolution to (13)and (14)with V = 0:

_�(t)= _�o(
ao

a
)3 = _�o(

to

t
) �(t)= �o + _�otoln

t

to
(16)

InanypotentialdecreasingfasterthantheexponentialwithA = 1

3
thepotentialterm sin(13)

and (14)oncesm allerwilldecreasefasterthan theotherterm s,and the�eld willapproach

a solution oftheform (16).Exponentialpotentialsareparticularly interesting becausethey

occurgenerically in theorieswhich arecom pacti�ed,such assupergravity theoriesorstring

theories.

In hisanalysisSpokoiny realizesthe transition from in
ation to kination referred to by

takingan exponentialpotentialwhere� variesin theappropriateway.Ifwesupposeinstead

thatthe universe goesthrough a period ofin
ation driven by som e other�eld and reheats

in the ‘usual’way (by oscillation and decay)leaving theradiation dom inantoverwhatever

energy density isin the exponentialpotential,itissim ple to see (adding the contribution

oftheradiation to (14))thatthe�eld beginsto rollwhen theenergiesbecom ecom parable.

Iftheexponentialagain hasa � varying in theappropriateway a period ofin
ation which

coolstheradiation can occurfollowed by a rollofthe �eld into a de
ationary m odeasthe

exponentialbecom essteeper.Alternatively,onecan considerapotentiallikeVoe
� �2=M 2

p with
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�R H � 0 (the value ofthe �eld atthe end ofreheating). A period ofin
ation (num berof

e-foldings� lnM p=�R H )can occurwhen thepotentialenergyin the�eld com estodom inate.

Theseand otherm odelswillbediscussed in m oredetailin a forthcom ing paper[20].
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