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A bstract

W e consider the possibility ofa successfulA�eck-Dine m echanism along the

ucdcdc direction in R-parity sym m etric extensions ofthe m inim alsupersym m etric

Standard M odel(M SSM ) which contain a gauge singlet super�eld �. Such gauge

singletscom m only occurin extensionsofthe M SSM ,forexam ple in m odelswhich

seek to accountforneutrino m asses.W econsidera two scalarA�eck-Dinem echa-

nism ,with the
atdirection stabilized by a non-renorm aliziblesuperpotentialterm

oftheform �

M
�ucdcdc � �

M
� 3,where correspondstothegaugenon-singlet
atdi-

rection.W egiveapproxim atesolutionsofthescalar�eld equationsofm otion which

describe the evolution ofthe condensatesand show thatthe �nalbaryon asym m e-

try in thiscaseissuppressed relativeto thatexpected from theconventionalsingle

scalarA�eck-Dine m echanism ,based on a superpotentialterm ofthe form �

4M
 4,

by a factor
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=2
,where m s isthe softsupersym m etry breaking scalarm ass

and m � is the supersym m etric � m ass. Itis possible forthe m odelto generate a

baryon asym m etry even in the lim itofunbroken B-L,so long asthe gauge singlet

condensate doesn’t decay untilafter anom alous electroweak B+L violation is out

ofequilibrium following the electroweak phase transition. Thiscondition isgener-

ally satis�ed ifallDiracneutrino m assesarelessthan around 10keV.Thisclassof

A�eck-Dine m odelscan,in principle,be experim entally ruled out,forexam ple by

the observation ofa Dirac m ass for the � or � neutrino signi�cantly larger than

around 10keV togetherwith a m ostly Higgsino LSP.



1. Introduction

In supersym m etric (SUSY) m odels [1],the occurence of
at directions in the

renorm aliziblescalarpotentialofthem inim alSUSY Standard M odel(M SSM )and

m any ofits extensions naturally leads to the possibility ofgenerating the baryon

asym m etry ofthe Universe via the decay ofscalar�eld oscillationsalong such 
at

directions. This possibility is the well-known A�eck-Dine (A-D) m echanism for

baryogenesis [2]. Although in the lim it ofunbroken SUSY the renorm alizible po-

tentialalong these
atdirectionsiscom pletely 
at,oncesoftSUSY breaking term s

and non-renorm alizibleterm sconsistentwith thesym m etriesofthem odelareadded

therewillbeanon-trivialpotential.In theoriginalA-D scenario [2]itwasassum ed

that the soft SUSY-breaking term s are the sam e as the zero tem perature SUSY-

breaking term s,which arecharacterized by a m assscalem s oftheorderof100GeV-

1TeV [1].However,ithasrecently becom eclearthatthelargeenergy density which

existsin the early Universe willalso break SUSY,resulting in softSUSY breaking

term s characterized by a m ass scale typically ofthe orderofthe Hubble param e-

terH [3]. This large m ass scale forthe SUSY breaking term s radically altersthe

evolution ofthescalar�eldsduringand afterin
ation [4].In theoriginalA-D m ech-

anism ,becausethescalar�eld m assesarem uch sm allerthan H duringin
ation,the

classicalscalar�eldsareoverdam ped and e�ectively frozen in attheirinitialvalues

on horizon crossing,asgenerated by quantum 
uctuations[2,5].Therefore on the

scaleoftheobservableUniversethereisa largeconstantscalar�eld overthewhole

Universe with an essentially random phase. This then evolves into a coherently

oscillating scalar�eld,corresponding to a Bosecondensatewith a roughly m axim al

asym m etry in thecondensateparticlenum berdensity.Thesubsequentdecay ofthe

condensatewasshown to beeasily ableto accountforthebaryon asym m etry ofthe

Universe [2]. However,once m ass term s ofthe orderofH forthe scalar particles

are introduced,thispicture com pletely changes[4]. Now the classicalscalar�elds

can evolve to the m inim um oftheirpotentialson a tim e scale ofthe orderofH � 1.

Asa result,atthe end ofin
ation,allthe scalar�eldswillbe atthe m inim um of
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theirpotentials,with quantum 
uctuationshaving an e�ectonly on thescaleofthe

horizon attheend ofin
ation,which ism uch sm allerthan thescaleoftheobserv-

able Universe. Therefore the baryon asym m etry com ing from the A-D condensate

in this case willbe determ ined dynam ically by the evolution ofthe scalar �elds

during thepost-in
ation era,with the scalar�eldsstarting outatthem inim um of

theirpotentialsattheend ofin
ation.SincetheA-D m echanism isnow dependent

upon the detailsofthe scalarpotential,one hasto considereach case individually

in orderto determ ine the m agnitude ofthe resulting asym m etry. The asym m etry

willbe particularly sensitive to which 
atdirection the scalar�eldsoscillate along

and totheform ofthenon-renorm aliziblesuperpotentialterm swhich determ inethe

m inim um ofthescalarpotentialand introducetheCP violation necessary in order

to generatethebaryon asym m etry [4].

In orderto generatea baryon asym m etry from a condensatewhich decaysprior

to theelectroweak phasetransition (when anom alousB + L violation isin therm al

equilibrium [6])itisnecessaryforthecondensatetocarryanon-zeroB-L asym m etry.

Thelowestdim ension operatorswhich characterizetheB-L violating 
atdirections

in theM SSM arethedim ension 2(d=2)operatorLH u and thed=3operatorsu
cdcdc,

dcQL and ecLL [4].(Theseoperatorsm ay bethoughtofasthesuperpotentialterm s

responsible forlifting the 
atdirections orasthe scalar�eld operatorswhich are

responsible forintroducing explicitB-L violation into the scalar�eld equationsof

m otion.These are naturally connected by the relationship between the softSUSY

breaking term sand the superpotentialterm s[1,4]). These operatorscharacterize

the 
atdirections in the sense thatthe scalar�eld operatorcharacterizing a par-

ticular 
at direction willhave a non-zero expectation value along that direction.

W e willreferto the 
atdirection which givesa non-zero expectation valueto LH u

and to ucdcdc asthe"LH u direction" and the"u
cdcdc direction" respectively.(The

A-D m echanism along thedcQL and ecLL directionswillbeessentially thesam eas

thatalong the ucdcdc direction;we willconcentrate on the ucdcdc direction in the

following).The LH u direction and theu
cdcdc direction areorthogonalin thesense

3



thatthey cannotboth be 
atsim ultaneously [4]. The LH u direction hasrecently

been considered by a num berofauthors[4,7]. In the presentpaperwe willfocus

on theucdcdc direction.

The sim plestim plem entation ofthe A-D m echanism along the ucdcdc direction

would involve adding to the M SSM superpotentiala d=3 term ofthe form ucdcdc.

However,thisterm would be phenom enologically dangerous,asitwould introduce

large B violation into the M SSM unless its coupling was extrem ely sm all. (For

a review ofthe constraints on B and L violating couplings in the M SSM see ref-

erence [8]). For exam ple,squark m ediated proton decay im poses the constraint

j�
0

�
00

j<

� 10� 24 forthe lightquark generations,where �
0

isthe dcQL coupling and

�
00

isthe ucdcdc coupling [8]. Such dangerousB and L violating term sare usually

elim inated from the M SSM by im posing R-parity (R p)[1,8].Im posing R p im plies

thatthe�rstB-L violatingoperatorin theM SSM which isnonzeroalongtheucdcdc

direction isa dim ension 6 operator,ucucdcdcdcdc [4].However,asdiscussed in ref-

erence [4](and brie
y reviewed in the present paper),in A-D m odels where the

naturalscaleofthenon-renorm alizibleterm sisthePlanck scale,d = 6 A-D m odels

can havean acceptably low B asym m etry only forvery low reheating tem peratures

TR,�TR
<

� 10GeV,where � is a CP violating phase. d = 4 A-D m odels,on the

otherhand,can becom patiblewith a m uch widerrangeofreheating tem peratures,

up to 109GeV orm ore [4]. Thuswith only the particle contentofthe M SSM ,the

ucdcdc direction would bedisfavoured in thesim plestm odels(thosebased on Planck

scalenon-renorm alizible term s)relativeto theLH u direction,which can utilizethe

R p-conserving d=4 operator (LH u)
2. However,ifwe were to consider extensions

ofthe M SSM which involve the addition ofan R p-odd gauge singlet super�eld �,

then wecould form theR p conserving d=4 operator�u
cdcdc.Theaddition ofsuch

a gauge singlet super�eld to the M SSM is a very com m on and naturalfeature of

m any extensionsofthe M SSM .In particular,in m odelswhich seek to accountfor

neutrino m asses,the gauge singlet super�eld would correspond to a right-handed

neutrino super�eld.Itisthepurpose ofthepresentpaperto determ ine whetherit
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ispossibleto generatetheobserved B asym m etry along theucdcdc direction via the

operator�ucdcdc and,ifso,to com paretheresulting asym m etry with thatcom ing

from them oreconventionalLH u direction.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In section 2wediscussthem odeland them in-

im ization ofitsscalarpotential.In section 3 we considerthescalar�eld equations

ofm otion and theform ation ofthecoherently oscillatingscalar�eld condensates.In

section 4 we discussthe condensate particle asym m etriesand the resulting baryon

asym m etry. In section 5 we discuss the constraints on the reheating tem perature

afterin
ation.In section 6 wediscussthetherm alization and decay oftheconden-

satesand the upperlim itson Dirac neutrino m assesin the lim itofunbroken B-L.

In section 7 wegiveourconclusions.
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2. d= 4 A � eck-D ine m echanism along the ucdcdc direction

W e willconsiderthroughoutthe sim plestscenario,in which itisassum ed that

in
ation occurs with an energy density consistent with the density perturbations

observed by COBE,corresponding to H � 1014GeV [9],with the in
aton � subse-

quently undergoing coherent oscillations aboutthe m inim um ofits potential. W e

willalso requirethatthereheating tem peratureTR islow enough notto therm ally

regenerategravitinos[10],which im pliesthatTR islessthan about1010GeV,corre-

sponding to H notm uch largerthan 1GeV.Afterreheating wewillassum ethatthe

Universe isradiation dom inated throughout,with no furthersigni�cantincrease in

entropy. In general,when in
ation endsH willnotbe m uch sm allerthatitsvalue

during in
ation (even in � 2 chaotic in
ation,the value ofH when the in
aton �

starts oscillating is not m uch sm aller that1013GeV [11]). Therefore the coherent

oscillationsofthe A-D �eld,which willbegin once H � ms � 100GeV,willbegin

during a m atterdom inated era,with theenergy density oftheUniversedom inated

by in
aton oscillations[4].

Itisnow understood thatin m ostsupergravity m odels,theenergy density that

existsin theearly Universewillbreak SUSY,introducing softSUSY breaking term s

characterized by a m ass scale typically ofthe order ofH [3]. W e willtherefore

considerin thefollowing softSUSY breaking term softheform

V soft = (m 2
s � ciH

2)j�ij
2 + (BaW 2 a + h:c:)+ (A aW n a + h:c:) (2:1);

whereW 2 a aresuperpotentialterm sbilinearin the�eldsand W n a areterm soforder

n in the�elds.A a and Ba arede�ned by A a = A a s+ aaH and Ba = Ba s+ baH,where

A a s and Ba s m ay bethoughtofasthezero tem peraturesoftSUSY breaking term s

from a hidden sectorofN=1 supergravity [1]whilstaaH and baH aredueto SUSY

breaking by the energy density in the early Universe. W e willassum e throughout

thatA a s � Ba s � ms.W ewillalsoassum ethata2a � b2a � jcaj.Inm ostsupergravity

m odelswe expectthatjcaj� 1 [4],although in som e m odelsjcajm ay be sm aller;

forexam plejcaj� 10� 2 occursin supergravity m odelswith a Heisenberg sym m etry

[12].Then forthecasewith ca > 0theA-D scalar,correspondingtoarenorm alizible
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atdirection in thescalarpotential,willhave a non-zero valueatthe m inim um of

itsscalarpotentialattheend ofin
ation,with thepotentialbeing stabilized by the

contribution from thenon-renorm alizibleterm sin thesuperpotential[4].

To im plem ent the d=4 A-D m echanism along the ucdcdc dirrection we will

consider an R p sym m etric extension ofthe M SSM de�ned by the superpotential

W = W sm + W
0

+ W �,whereW sm istheM SSM superpotential,W
0

isde�ned by

W
0

=
m �

2
�
2 +

�

M
�ucdcdc +

�

4M
�
4 (2:2)

and W � isgiven by

W � = ���H uL (2:3):

In addition to these term swe would expectterm s ofthe form �dcQL and �ecLL.

For sim plicity we willnot include these term s explicitly. The operator ucdcdc �

���
u
c
�
dc
�
dc


(where �; � and 
 are colour indices and generation indices are,for

now,suppressed) isantisym m etric in the dc scalar�elds. Therefore the dc should

befrom di�erentgenerations,which wewilldenoteasdc and dc
0

.W ith uc,dc and

dc
0

having di�erentcolourindices,theF-term contribution to thescalarpotentialis

then given by

V F =
X

�
�
�
�
�

@W

@�i

�
�
�
�
�

2

= m 2
�
j�j2 +

j�j2

M 2
jucdcdc

0

j2 +
j�j2

M 2
j�j6

+
j�j2

M 2
j�j2

h

jdcdc
0

j2 + jucdcj2 + jucdc
0

j2
i

+

"

m
y

�
�
y(
�

M
ucdcdc

0

+
�

M
�
3)+

�y�

M 2
(ucdcdc

0

)y�3 + h:c:

#

(2:4):

The direction with only < uc >,< dc >,< dc
0

> and < � > non-zero isF-
atin

theM SSM ,with only theterm sin W
0

liftingthis
atness.TheD-term contribution

to thescalarpotential,

V D =
X g2i

2
j�yTa

i�j
2 (2:5);

wherethe�arethem ultipletsofthegaugegroup iwith generatorsT a
i,alsovanishes

solongasuc,dc and dc
0

havedi�erentcolourindicesand jucj2 = jdcj2 = jdc
0

j2 = v2.

Thephasesofuc,dc and dc
0

arenot,however,�xed by theM SSM F-and D-
atness
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conditions. W e willsee in the following that the im portant phases for the A-D

m echanism are�v and ��,where< ucdcdc
0

>= v3ei�v and < � >= v�e
i�
�.
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2:1. Potentialm inim ization in the � ! 0 lim it

W e �rst note that in the SUSY lim it with H=0 and with m � 6= 0,there is a

m inim um with v� 6= 0 which is degenerate with the v� = 0 m inim um and which

could be phenom enologically dangerous. To be precise,from equation (2.4)we see

thattheSUSY m inim acorrespond to� = 0and �2 = �
m
�
M

�
(with uc = dc = dc

0

= 0

atboth m inim a).The� 6= 0 m inim um resultsin a dangerousucdcdc superpotential

term with coupling
j�j

j�j1=2

�
jm

�
j

M

�1=2
.(In generalwewould expectsim ilarcouplingsfor

thedcQL and ecLL term s).Thus,ifweconsiderM <

� M Pl(whereM PlisthePlanck

scale)and jm �j
>

� m s
>

� 102GeV,then weseethat
j�j

j�j1=2

�
jm

�
j

M

�1=2
>

�

j�j

j�j1=2
10� 8,which,

for j�jand j�jnot m uch sm aller than 1,would result in an unacceptable squark

m ediated proton decay rate [8]. In order to avoid this danger we m ust therefore

ensurethatthereexistsa m inim um ofthescalarpotentialwhich hasv 6= 0 forlarge

H butwhich evolvesto thev = v� = 0 m inim um asH tendsto zero.

W ith regard to the scale ofthe non-renorm alizible term s M ,we willset this

to equalthe Planck scale by convention. Then the coupling � can take values

sm allorlarge com pared with 1,depending on the naturalm ass scale ofthe non-

renorm alizible term s. Values m uch larger than 1 would correspond to the case

where thenaturalm assscaleofthenon-renorm alizibleterm sism uch sm allerthan

the Planck scale,forexam ple a grand uni�cation scale. On the otherhand,ifthe

naturalm assscale ofthe non-renorm alizible term swasofthe orderofthe Planck

scale,then wewould expectthatj�j<� 1.

Typically,wewould notexpect� and � to bevery di�erentin m agnitude.How-

ever,we would like to beable to m inim ize the potentialanalytically.W e�nd that

wecan do thisforthecaseofj�jsm allcom pared with j�j(j�j<� 0:1j�jissu�cient),

in which case itm ay be shown thatthe term sin the scalarpotentialproportional

to � can,to a good approxim ation,beneglected.W eexpectthatthepossibly m ore

likely case with j�j� j�jwillbe qualitatively sim ilar. In the following we will

considerthem inim ization ofthepotentialin the� ! 0 lim it.
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In the� ! 0 lim itthescalarpotentialbecom es

V = (jm �j
2 + m 2

s � c�H
2)v2

�
+ (m 2

s � cvH
2)v2 + 3

j�j2

M 2
v2
�
v4 +

j�j2

M 2
v6 +

�
B�m �

2
v2
�
e2i�� + h:c:

�

+

2

4
m

y

�
�

M
v�v

3ei(�v� ��) + h:c:

3

5 +

"
A ��

M
v�v

3ei(�v+ ��) + h:c:

#

(2:6):

By an choiceofthephasesofthescalar�eldswecan m akem � and � real.W em ay

also choose m � to be positive. To a reasonable approxim ation we can neglectthe

term proportionaltoB�.Thisonlycontributesaterm oftheorderofm �(m s+aiH)v
2
�
,

which islessthan oroforderofthe(m 2
�
+ m 2

s� c�H
2)v2

�
term .Thephases�� and �v

willthen adjustto m inim izethecross-term s(whereweuse"cross-term s" to denote

term swhich arethesum ofa term and itsherm itian conjugate).Thepotentialwill

then havetheform

V = (m 2
�
+ m 2

s � c�H
2)v2

�
+ (m 2

s � cvH
2)v2 +

3�2

M 2
v2
�
v4 +

�2

M 2
v6 � 2~m�

j�j

M
v�v

3 (2:7);

where ~m � � m� + jA �j.In general,them inim um ofthispotentialisgiven by

v� =
j�j

M

~m �v
3

((m 2
�
+ m 2

s � c�H
2)+ 3�2

M 2 v
4)

(2:8)

and

v(v4 �
~m �M

j�j
v�v+ 2v2

�
v2 +

M 2

3�2
(m 2

S � cvH
2))= 0 (2:9):

W enextconsiderhow them inim um evolvesfrom an initially largevalueofc�H
2 .

(i) c�H
2 > m 2

�
+ m 2

s

In generalthem inim um in thiscaseisgiven by

v4 �
c�

(1� �)

M 2H 2

3�2
(2:10)

and

v� �
1
p
3

~m �

H

(1� �)1=2

c
1=2

�

v

�
�

1
p
3

a�

c
1=2

�

(1� �)1=2

�
v (2:11);

where� isthesolution of

�
3 � (1�

a2
�

cv
�
c�

cv
)�2 �

5

3

a2
�

cv
� +

2

3

a2
�

cv
= 0 (2:12);
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asm ay be seen by taking the H 2 term s large com pared with the m ass term s and

substituting (2.10)into (2.9)and (2.8).Typically (1� �)isofthe orderof1. For

exam ple,ifa2
�
issm allcom pared with cv then � = (1�

c
�

cv
),whilstifa2

�
= c� = cv

then � = � 2.Thereforewecan roughly say,with cv � c� � a2
�
,that

v � v� � c1=4v

(M H)1=2

j�j1=2
(2:13):

Thusv and v� areinitially ofthesam eorderofm agnitude.

(ii) c�H
2 < m 2

�
+ m 2

s

In this case we �nd that it is consistent to assum e that m 2
�
+ m 2

s
>

�
3�2

M 2 v
4,in

which casev� isgiven by

v� �
j�j

M

~m �v
3

�

m 2
�
+ m 2

s

� (2:14):

Solving (2.9)forv,we�nd solutionsv� given by

v4� = �
1

4

M 2

�2

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
2

~m 2
�

 

1�
~m 2
�

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)

! 2

41�

"

1�
8

3

~m 2
�
(m 2

s � cvH
2)

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s � ~m2
�
)2

#1=2
3

5 (2:15):

ForcvH
2 > m 2

s,v
4
� is negative,and so there isa m inim um atv+ with no barrier

between v = 0 and v = v+ .OncecvH
2 islessthan m 2

s,a barrierappearsatv� .The

m inim um atv+ subsequently becom esunstableonce

m 2
s � cvH

2
>
3

8

(2jA �jm � + jA �j
2 � m2s)

2

(m � + jA �j)
2

(2:16):

Form � largecom pared with jA � sjand m s we see thatwe m usthave m
2
s >

3

2
jA � sj

2

in orderthatthe dangerousv+ 6= 0 m inim um becom esdestabilized asH ! 0. As

m � ! 0,this condition becom es m 2
s >

3

8

(jA
� sj

2� m 2
s)

2

jA
� sj

2 . Thus we see thatit is non-

trivialforthedangerousv 6= 0 m inim um to becom edestabilized asH ! 0.So long

asthe potentialcan be destabilized,however,itwillgenerally destabilize once m 2
s

isgreaterthan cvH
2 up to a factoroforder1.Thevaluesofthe�eldswhen thev+

m inim um becom esunstablearethen given by

v4+ �
1

4

M 2

�2

 
m 2

�
+ m 2

s

~m 2
�

!

(~m 2
�
� m2

�
� m2s) (2:17)
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and

v� �
1

2

(~m 2
�
� m2

�
� m2s)

1=2

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
1=2

v (2:18):

Noting thatjA �j� ms forcvH
2 <

� m 2
s,we�nd that,form �

>

� m s,

v� �
1
p
2

 
m s

m �

! 1=2

v (2:19);

whilstform � < m s v� � v. So form� > m s we �nd thatv� becom essuppressed

relativeto v.
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3. B ose condensate form ation

Todiscusstheform ation oftheBosecondensates,thatistosay,thewayin which

the scalar�eldsstartoscillating freely aboutthe m inim um oftheirpotentials,we

considertheequationsofm otion ofthescalar�elds.Strictly speaking wehavefour

scalar�elds;uc,dc,dc
0

and �.However,sinceweareconsideringtheevolution ofthe

classical�eldsalong a D-
atdirection,wem ay im posethattheuc,dc and dc
0

�elds

have the sam e m agnitude. Although the phases ofthese �elds could be di�erent,

theequationsforuc,dc and dc
0

areidenticaland theinitialvaluesofthe�eldsare

the sam e. Therefore we m ay assum e that their phases rem ain equalthroughout.

Theequationsofm otion arethen given by,

� R + 3H _ R = � [(m2s � cvH
2) R +

2�2

M 2
�
2
R 

3
R +

�2

M 2
 
5
R

� � 
2
R�R � �(t)(c��R 

2
R + s�( 

2
R�I+ 2 R�R I))] (3:1);

� I+ 3H _ I= � [(m2s � cvH
2) I+

2�2

M 2
�
2
R 

2
R I+

�2

M 2
 
4
R I

� �( 2R�I� 2 R I�R)� �(t)(s��R 
2
R � c�( 

2
R�I+ 2 R�R I))] (3:2);

��R + 3H _�R = � [(m2
�
+ m 2

s � c�H
2)�R � � 

3
R +

3�2

M 2
 
4
R�R

� 
(c��R + s��I)� �(c� 
3
R + 3s� 

2
R I))] (3:3);

and

��I+ 3H _�I= � [(m2
�
+ m 2

s � c�H
2)�I� 3� 2R I+

3�2

M 2
 
4
R�I

� 
(s��R � c��I)� �(s� 
3
R � 3c� 

2
R I))] (3:4);

where representstheuc,dc and dc
0

�eldsand wede�ne�,� and 
 by � =
�
�
�
A
�
�

M

�
�
�,

� =
�
�
�
m
�
�

M

�
�
� and 
 = jB�m �j,where

m
�
�
y

M
= � � (wechoosethistoberealand negative

by an choice ofphase),(A �
�

M
)y = � �ei� and (B�m �)

y = � 
ei�. c� (c�)and s� (s�)

denote Cos� (Cos�)and Sin � (Sin �)respectively. In writing these equationswe

haveassum ed thattherealpartsofthe�eldsarelargecom pared with theim aginary

parts,which turnsouttobeareasonableapproxim ation.Throughoutourdiscussion

oftheequationsofm otion wewillfocuson them ostlikely form forthesoftSUSY
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breaking term sin the early Universe,corresponding to the case a2i � b2i � ci � 1

[3,4].

Beforethe v 6= 0 m inim um isdestabilized,the�eldswillbe atthe m inim um of

theirpotentials,correspondingtosettingtherighthand side(RHS)oftheequations

ofm otion to zero. The v 6= 0 m inim um atv = v+ willbecom e destabilized once

cvH
2 <

� m 2
s and the R �eld willbegin to rollonceH 2 <

� m 2
s.Once R startsto roll,

wewillseethattheother�eldsfollow them inim um oftheirpotentialsasafunction

of R(t)and oscillateaboutthism inim um untiltheybecom efreely oscillatingabout

the R = 0 m inim um oftheirpotentials.

W e�rstconsidertheevolution oftherealpartsofthe�elds,beginning with �R.

W econsiderthesolution ofthe�R equation ofm otion in thelim itwheretheterm s

proportionalto  4
R�R,
 and s� are neglected,which turnsoutto be a reasonable

approxim ation. W e willalso treat � as a tim e-independent constant. (W e will

com m enton thislater).The�R equation ofm otion isthen approxim ately given by

��R + 3H _�R � � [(m2
�
+ m 2

S � c�H
2)�R � (�c� + �) 3R] (3:5):

From now on wewillneglecttheciH
2 m assterm sin theequation ofm otion asthese

willquickly becom enegligibleastheUniverseexpands.W ewillalsoneglectthe3H _�

and 3H _ dam ping term s,since we areconsidering m s
>

� H.Thee�ectsofdam ping

will,however,beincluded in thetim edependenceoftheam plitudeofoscillation of

the�elds.

W e wish to show thatin the solution ofthisequation �R oscillatesaround the

m inim um ofitspotentialasa function of R.To seethislet�R = �R + ��R,where

�R =
(�c� + �)

m 2
�
+ m 2

s

 
3
R � � 

3
R (3:6)

isthe m inim um ofthe potentialasa function of R(t). Then the ��R equation of

m otion isgiven by

���R + 6� R _ 2
R � � (m2

�
+ m 2

s)��R + 3�m2
s 

3
R (3:7):

In this we have used � R � � m2s R,which willbe shown later to be true. ��R

willthen grow from an initialvalue ofzero untilthe m ass term on the RHS of

14



(3.7)proportionalto ��R becom es dom inant,afterwhich ��R willoscillate about

the m inim um �R = �R with frequency � (m2
�
+ m 2

s)
1=2,the term s on the RHS

proportionalto  3
R being rapidly dam ped by the expansion ofthe Universe. The

initialvalueofthe��R oscillation am plitudeisthereforegiven by ��R o,where

��R o �
3�m2

s

m 2
�
+ m 2

s

 
3
R o (3:8):

Itisstraightforward toshow that
��R o

�R o

�
m 2
s

m 2
�

+ m 2
s

,which islessthan oraboutequalto

1.Eventually theam plitudeof��R willbecom elargerthan thatof�R,in which case

��R � �R wille�ectively oscillatefreely around �R = 0with frequency (m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
1=2.

W e next consider the solution ofthe  R equation ofm otion. On introducing

�R = ��R + �R,we�nd that,form
2
s
>

� cvH
2, R beginsoscillating with a frequency

approxim ately equalto m s. This is not at �rst obvious since the  2
R�R and  5

R

term son the RHS ofthe  R equation ofm otion are initially large (� (msm �) R)

com pared with the m 2
s R term . However,itturnsoutthatthere isa cancellation

between these higher-orderterm s,such thatthesum oftheseterm son theRHS of

(3.1)contributesinitially only � m2s R and then rapidly becom essm allcom pared

with them 2
s R term as R decreaseswith theexpansion oftheUniverse.Therefore

 R willessentially oscillate with frequency approxim ately equalto m s once the

v = v+ m inim um becom esunstable.

Thuswecan sum m arizetheevolution oftherealpartsofthe�eldsby

 R(t)� A (t)Cos(m st) (3:9)

and

�R(t)� �R + ��R � � 
3
R(t)+ A �(t)Sin((m � + m s)t) (3:10);

where thetim edependence ofA  (t)and A �(t)isdueto the expansion oftheUni-

verse during in
aton m atter dom ination,A(t) / a(t)� 3=2,where a(t) is the scale

factor.

W enextconsidertheevolution oftheim aginarypartsofthe�elds.Theevolution

of�I and  I issim ilarto theevolution of�R i.e.they follow them inim um oftheir
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potentialsasa function of R(t).W e �rstconsiderthe solution ofthe  I equation

ofm otion.

In the  I equation ofm otion we m ay roughly absorb the term sproportionalto

�c� into the term s proportionalto �. Thus we m ay neglect these term s fornow.

W ewillalso setthe� 2R�I term to zero fornow.W ith these assum ptionsonly the

phase� contributesto theim aginary partsofthe�elds.W ewillcom m enton these

assum ptionslater.

Supposethe R �eld startsoscillatingatto.(Forconveniencewewillsetto equal

to 0 throughout).Initially,by a choice ofthe phase ofthescalar�elds,we can set

thephase� to zero atto.Thesubsequentevolution ofthephase�(t)isthen found

from

�ei�(t)= �

 
(A � s+ a� oHe

i�)�

M

! y

(1+ a� oe
i�)� 1 (3:11);

where � is the phase di�erence between the A � s and a� � a� oe
i� term s. Since

during m atterdom ination

H =
H o

(1+ 3

2
H ot)

(3:12)

whereH o � H(to)� ms,weseethatthephase�(t)willreach itsm axim um roughly

during the �rst R oscillation cycle,in a tim e �t� H� 1o � m� 1s .Since the conden-

sateswillform duringthe�rstfew oscillationsof R,itisareasonableapproxim ation

toset�(t)toitsconstantm axim um valuethroughout.W ith theaboveassum ptions

the I equation ofm otion can bereasonably approxim ated by

� I � �

"

m 2
s I+

�2

M 2
 
4
R I� �s�� 

5
R

#

(3:13):

From thisweseethatthem inim um ofthe I potentialasa function of R isgiven

by

 I =
�s��M

2

�2
�

1+
m 2
sM

2

�2 
4
R

�  R (3:14):

Thus, noting that,at H � ms,
m 2
sM

2

�2 
4
R

is sm allcom pared with 1,we see that  I

is initially proportionalto  R. This willcontinue until R decreases during its

oscillation to thepointwhere
m 2
sM

2

�2 
4
R

>

� 1.
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To understand the evolution of I let I =  I+ � I. Substituting into the  I

equation ofm otion,we�nd that,for
m 2
sM

2

�2 
4
R

<

� 1,� I satis�es

�� I �
�s��M

2

�2
m 2

s R �
�2

M 2
 
4
R� I (3:15):

Thus� I willgrow from � I= 0 to a valuegiven by

� I �
�s��m

2
sM

4

�4 3
R

(3:16):

W e see thatthe condition
m 2
sM

2

�2 
4
R

<

� 1 isequivalent to � I
<

�  I. Initially � I hasa

value

� Io �
s�jA �j(jA �j+ m �)

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)

 
m s

m � + m s

!

 R (3:17):

Thus initially
� I o

 I o

�
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�2
s�,which is sm allcom pared with 1 for m � large

com pared withm sor� sm allcom pared with1.Duringthesubsequent R oscillation,

we see that,so long as
m 2
sM

2

�2 
4
R

<

� 1,�I willbe proportionalto  R. Therefore  I will

initially be in phase with  R. However,as  R decreases,for a period �t during

the R oscillation � I willbecom e largerthan  I and theapproxim ate equation of

m otion (3.15) willno longer be valid. During this tim e the m 2
s I term in the  I

equation ofm otion willdom inateand the Ioscillation willcontinuewith frequency

� ms.However,sinceduring thisperiod thee�ectivem assterm in the I equation

ofm otion willdi�er from m s by a factoroforder1,itwillbe possible forthe  I

phaseto shiftrelativeto  R by approxim ately m s�t.Asa result,fora fraction ms�t

ofthetotal I oscillation,there willbea phase shiftapproxim ately given by m s�t.

Thustheaveragephaseshiftbetween  Iand  R overtheperiod ofthe Ioscillation,

which,asdiscussed in thenextsection,isrelevantfordeterm iningthe asym m etry,

isgiven by �p � (ms�t)
2.�tcorrespondsto the tim e during which  4R

<

�

m 2
sM

2

�2
.For

a m atter dom inated Universe,with  R / a(t)� 3=2,we �nd that �p � (ms�t)
2 �

�
m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=2 �
m s

H

�2
. �p reaches its largest value,�p � 1,once H �

�
m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=4
m s.

W e also note that for � sm allcom pared with 1,
 I

 R
�

 I

 R
�

�
m s

m
�
+ m s

�

s� is sm all

com pared to 1,ashasbeen assum ed throughout.

Theseresultshold if(i)�c� issm allcom pared with � and (ii)ifthe��I 
2
R term

in the I equation ofm otion can beneglected.Thee�ectoftheterm sproportional
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to �c� willbe to e�ectively m ultiply the term s proportionalto � by a factor �

(1+ m s

m
�

c�). However,we can stillreasonably ignore the � R I�R term in the  I

equation ofm otion,even with thisfactor. The e�ectofincluding the ��I 
2
R term

in the  I equation ofm otion (togetherwith the factorfrom (i))turnsoutto beto

approxim ately replaces� by s~�,wheres~� = s�+
�

m
�

m
�
+ m s

�

s�.Thusan im aginary part

for  can also be generated by the phase � so long as � has a m ass term in the

superpotential.

W e�nally consider�I.W ith �I= �I+ ��I,where

�I=
(k�s� + 
�s�)

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
 
3
R (3:18)

and

k � 1+
3(A �c� + m �)

(m 2
s + m 2

�
)
m � (3:19);

the�I equation ofm otion can bewritten approxim ately as

���I+ 6
(k�s� + 
�s�)

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
 R

_ 2
R � � (m2

�
+ m 2

s)��I+ 3m 2
s

(k�s� + 
�s�)

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
 
3
R (3:20):

Thus��I willincreasefrom zero to an initialoscillation am plitudegiven by

��Io �
3m 2

s(k�s� + 
�s�)

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
2

 
3
R (3:21)

and will subsequently oscillate freely with frequency (m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
1=2. In general

��Io
<

� �Io. Itisstraightforward to show that��R and ��I reach theirm axim um

valuesand begin oscillating in a tim e�t� (m2
�
+ m 2

s)
� 1=2 <

� m � 1
s and so willbecom e

freely oscillating within the�rstfew oscillationsofthe R �eld.

Itisim portantto em phasizethatitistheoscillationsof��R and ��I aboutthe

�R and �I m inim a which evolve into the � Bose condensate as�R and �I becom e

sm allerthan ��R and ��I.Thisoccursonce H
<

�

�
m s

m
�
+ m s

�

m s.W e willshow in the

nextsection thatthe average � asym m etry overthe  oscillation period m s com es

purely from �� and notfrom �.

In sum m ary,the  and � �elds willbegin to oscillate at H � ms,with the

initialvaluesofthe oscillating scalar�eld am plitudesrelevantforthe form ation of

18



condensateparticleasym m etriesgiven by

 R o � v+ �
M 1=2

j�j1=2
(m 2

s + m sm �)
1=4 (3:22);

 Io �

 
�s~��M

2

�2

!

 R o � s~�

 
m s

m � + m s

!

 R o (3:23);

��R o �

 
3�m2

s

m 2
�
+ m 2

s

!

 
3
R o �

m 2
s(m

2
s + m �m s)

1=2

(m � + m s)
3

 R o (3:24);

and

��Io �
(k�s� + 
�s�)

(m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
 
3
R o �

s~�m
3
s(m

2
s + m �m s)

1=2

(m 2
s + m 2

�
)2

 R o (3:25);

where in the �nalexpressions we have setjA �j� jB�j� ms in orderto show the

dependence on m s and m �. However,asnoted above and discussed furtherin the

nextsection,although the scalarbeginsoscillating atH � ms,forthecasewhere

m � > m sthefullphasedi�erence�p between  R and  Iand theassociated  particle

asym m etry willonly form onceH issm allerthan
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=4
m s.

The approxim ationsused in obtaining these resultsaregood form � � m s.For

m �
<

� m s som eoftheassum ptionsm adeareonly m arginally satis�ed oreven slightly

violated (although notstronglyviolated).However,weexpectthattheaboveresults

fortheinitialam plitudeswillstillbequalitatively correct,giving thecorrectorder

ofm agnitudefortheresulting particleasym m etries.
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4. Particle and B aryon A sym m etries.

In the lim itwhere we retain only the m ass term sin the  and � equationsof

m otion,there isa globalU(1)sym m etry. Thisisbroken by the B and L violating

term scom ing from thenon-renorm alizibleterm sin thescalarpotential,which give

rise to a non-zero U(1)charge in the condensate,corresponding to an asym m etry

in the num ber of and � particles. W e �rst consider the  asym m etry. The

asym m etry in thenum berdensity of particlesisgiven by

n = i( yd 

dt
�
d 

dt

y

 )� � 2( R _ I�  I
_ R) (4:1):

Notethatin the case where  R and  I oscillate with the sam e frequency,there

m ustbea phasedi�erencebetween theoscillating  R and  I �eldsin orderto have

a non-zero asym m etry. Asdiscussed in the lastsection,there isa tim e-dependent

phasedi�erence�p between  R and  I(averaged overtheperiod ofoscillation m
� 1
s ),

which forthecase�p
<

� 1 isgiven by

�p �

 
m s

m � + m s

! 1=2 �
m s

H

�2

(4:2)

and by �p � 1 otherwise. W e can characterize the  particle asym m etry by the

asym m etry atH � ms thatwould evolve to thecorrect asym m etry atpresent,

n � 2�pm   R o Io (4:3);

where the value of�p is determ ined by the value ofH at which the condensate

therm alizesordecays.

Forthecase ofthe� asym m etry,since,form � > m s,the��R ;I oscillate with a

greaterfrequency than the �R ;I,substituting � = � + �� into (4.1)showsthatthe

non-zero average asym m etry over the period H � 1 >

� m � 1
s

>

� (m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
� 1=2 willbe

thatpurely dueto ��R and ��I.Thuswe�nd thatthenum berdensity asym m etry

in � particlesisgiven by

n� �

 
m s

m � + m s

! 5
n 

�p
(4:4):
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Thesuppression ofn� relative to n when m �
>

� m s issigni�cant,since in thelim it

wherem � ! 0 and �p ! 1 wem ay de�nean unbroken B-L asym m etry by assigning

B=1 to �. Thisisbroken by m �,suppressing n� and so preventing any possibility

ofa cancellation between the B-L asym m etriescom ing from decay ofthe  and �

condensates.

W enextcom parethe asym m etry from theabove �

M
� 3-typem odelwith that

expected from the m ore conventionalA-D m echanism based on a single �eld with

a B violating term oftheform �

4M
 4 togetherwith theaboveform ofH corrections

to the SUSY breaking term s.In thiscase the initialvaluesofthe  R and  I �elds

aregiven by

 R o �

�
1

48

�1=4 (m sM )
1=2

j�j1=2
(4:5);

and

 Io �
4�s� 

3
R

m 2
s

(4:6);

with  R and  I subsequently oscillating with a phase di�erence ofthe orderof1.

Thusin thiscasewe�nd that

n �
�s�M

j�j
 
2
R o (4:7);

with theasym m etry beingfullyform ed atH � ms.Therefore,forthecasewherethe

CP violatingphasess� and s~� and thecoupling� havethesam evaluesin both cases,

we �nd thatthe asym m etry from the �

M
� 3-type superpotentialterm isrelated to

thatfrom the �

4M
 4 term by

n � �p

 
m s

m � + m s

! 1=2

n o (4:8);

wheren o istheasym m etry expected from theconventionalsingle�eld A-D m echa-

nism .Thusweseethat,even with �p � 1,form� > m s thereisa suppression ofthe

 asym m etry by afactor
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=2
relativetothatexpected from theconventional

single-�eld A-D m echanism .

The baryon asym m etry from the  condensate is sim ply the asym m etry n 

m ultiplied by a factorforthe num berofbaryonsproduced per decay. Since we
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havein factthreecondensates,correspondingtouc,dc and dc
0

,each ofwhich carries

baryon num ber1/3,we seethatnB = n .Thebaryon asym m etry to entropy ratio

afterreheating isthen found by noting thatthe ratio ofthe  num berasym m etry

to the in
aton energy density during in
aton oscillation dom ination is constant.

Since thereheating tem peratureisgiven by �I = kTT
4
R and theentropy density by

s = ksT
3
R (with kT =

�
2g(T)

30
and ks =

2�2g(T)

45
,where g(T) = gb(T)+

7

8
gf(T) and

gb(T)(gf(T))are the num berofbosonic (ferm ionic)degreesoffreedom in therm al

equilibrium at tem perature T [5]),it follows that the baryon-to-entropy ratio is

given by

nB

s
=

ks

kTTR

nB

�I
(4:9)

Thus,with the energy density dom inated by in
aton oscillations when the Bose

condensateform satH � ms and with nB = n �
s~
�

�pm
2
sM

j�j

�
m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=2
,we�nd that

nB

�I
�
8�

3

s~��p

j�jM Pl

 
m s

m s+ m �

! 1=2

(4:10);

wherewehaveused M � MPland jA �j� ms.Therefore

nB

s
�
2�s~��p

j�j

 
m s

m � + m s

! 1=2
TR

M Pl

(4:11):

Com paring thiswith the observed asym m etry, nB
s
� 10� 10,and noting thatthe

therm algravitino regeneration constraintim pliesthat T R

M P l

<

� 10� 9 [10],we see that

m � cannotbe too large com pared with m s if
s~
�

�p

j�j
isnotlarge com pared with 1,as

we would expectifthe naturalscale ofthe non-renorm alizible term swaslessthan

orofthe orderofM Pl. On the otherhand,even if
s~
�

�p

j�j
islarge com pared with 1,

the suppression factor
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=2
would stillallow TR to be consistent with the

observed B asym m etry forvaluesofTR up to the gravitino constraint,so long as

m � wassu�ciently large.

Thuswecan concludethat,in theR p sym m etricM SSM extended bytheaddition

ofa gauge singletscalar,itisindeed possible to have a successfuld=4 two-scalar

� 3-typeA-D m echanism alongtheucdcdc direction.Theresultingbaryon asym m e-

try,assum ing thattheasym m etriesareableto fully form and do nottherm alizeor
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decay beforethephase�p(t)hasreached itsm axim um value(wediscussthispossi-

bility in thenextsection),receivesan overallsuppression by a factorapproxim ately
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=2
relativeto thatexpected in thecaseofa conventionald=4  4-typeA-D

m echanism based on a single A-D scalar�eld.Thissuppression factorallowsfora

widerrangeofnon-renorm aliziblecouplingsand reheating tem peraturesto becom -

patible with the observed baryon asym m etry than in the case ofthe conventional

A-D m echanism .
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5. N o-Evaporation C onstraint

An im portantconstrainton thereheating tem peraturecom esfrom therequire-

m entthattheinteraction ofthecondensatescalarswith theradiation energydensity

dueto in
aton decayspriorto reheating doesnotlead to thecondensatetherm aliz-

ing via scattering with thebackground plasm a beforetheparticleasym m etriescan

beestablished [4].W ereferto thisastheno-evaporation constraint.

W e �rst consider the  condensate. In general,there are two ways in which

the condensate can be destroyed ata given value ofH;therm alization and decay.

Therm alization ofthecondensatewilloccurif(i)therateofscatteringofthetherm al

plasm a particlesfrom the condensate scalars,�s,isgreaterthan H and (ii)ifthe

m assofthe initialand �nalstate particlesare such thatthe scattering process is

kinem atically allowed and thescattering particlesin theplasm a arenotBoltzm ann

suppressed. Decay ofthe condensate via tree leveltwo-body decays willoccur if

(i)the decay rate ofthe condensate scalarsin theirrestfram e,�d,isgreaterthan

H and (ii) ifthe �nalstate particles,ofm ass � <  >,where � is a gauge or

Yukawa coupling and <  > isthe am plitude ofthe  oscillation,arelighterthan

the condensate scalars. Since the tim e overwhich the realand im aginary partsof

the�eldsstartrollingand sotheasym m etriesstarttodevelop isoftheorderofH � 1

atH � ms,wem ustensurethattherm alization and decay doesnotoccuron a tim e

scalesm allcom pared with m � 1
s .

Prior to reheating,the radiation energy density com ing from in
aton decays

during in
aton m atterdom ination correspondsto a background plasm a ofparticles

at a tem perature Tr,where,assum ing that the decay products therm alize,Tr is

given by [4,5]

Tr � kr(M PlHT
2
R)

1=4 (5:1);

wherekr =
�

3

50�kT

�1=8
� 0:4 (using g(T)� 100).

For the case ofthe  condensate, the particle asym m etry begins to form at

H � ms,atwhich tim e �p(t)�
�

m s

m s+ m �

�1=2 �
m s

H

�2
�

�
m s

m s+ m �

�1=2
,and subsequently

growsuntil�p � 1 atH �
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=4
m s.
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Therm alization ofthe  condensate is possible ifthe rate ofscattering ofthe

plasm a particles in equilibrium at tem perature Tr from the condensate scalars is

su�ciently large. For the case oft-channelscattering ofcondensate scalars from

plasm a ferm ionsvia SU(3)gauge boson orYukawa ferm ion exchange interactions,

the scattering rate is given by �s � k���
4
 
Tr,where � is the gauge or Yukawa

coupling,� = 1

x(1+ 2x)
forthegaugeboson exchangeand � = 1

4
log

�
1

x

�

fortheYukawa

ferm ion exchange,with x =
m 2
A

9T 2 and m A them assoftheexchanged gaugeboson or

ferm ion,and where forscattering from a single Diracferm ion k� �
1

12�3
� 3x10� 3.

The condition forthe plasm a to be able to therm alize the condensate isthen that

�s
>

� H,which im pliesthat

� 
>

� 5x10� 2
�
H

m s

�3=16
 
1010GeV

TR

! 1=8 �
1

�

�1=4

(5:2):

W e see that this willbe satis�ed by the gauge couplings,the top quark Yukawa

coupling and,m arginally,the bottom quark Yukawa coupling. Thus,in order to

prevent the therm alization ofthe condensate, we m ust require that � <  >

>

� 3T for these couplings, to ensure that the associated scattering processes are

kinem atically suppressed.To besafe,wewillconservatively requirethat

� <  > >

� 30T,in orderto suppressscattering from plasm a particleswith energy

largerthan the m ean therm alenergy 3T.Forthe case ofthe ucdcdc direction,we

note that the sm allest Yukawa coupling to the condensate scalar  , which will

typically involve a linearcom bination ofallthree generationsofdown squark,will

equalthe b quark Yukawa coupling up to a factor ofthe order of1. Thus, in

general,kinem atically suppressing theb quark Yukawa interaction willensurethat

the condensateisnottherm alized.Although theb quark Yukawa coupling,�b �

4x10� 2 fortheM SSM with equalHiggsdoubletexpectation values,only m arginally

satis�es the condition for therm alization, and so m ight allow the condensate to

form withoutlarge suppression ofthe asym m etry,ifwe were to considert-channel

ferm ion exchangescatteringfrom lightgauginosand squarksin theplasm a,then the

constraint(5.2)would apply to the com bination � � (g�b)
1=2,where g isa gauge

coupling. This would exceed the lower bound (5.2). Thus we willconservatively
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assum e thatthe b quark Yukawa interaction m ustbe kinem atically suppressed in

ordertoavoid therm alization ofthecondensateon atim escalesm allcom pared with

H � 1 and so to allow theasym m etriesto form .

Thecondition � <  > >

� �Tr correspondsto

TR
<

�

�2
 

�2k2r�
((m � + m s)M Pl)

1=2

�
H

m s

�3=2

(5:3);

whereduring m atterdom ination,

<  >=

 
a(t)

ao

! 3=2

 R o �
M 1=2(m 2

s + m sm �)
1=4

�1=2

�
H

m s

�

(5:4);

with ao thescalefactoratH � ms.Usingequation (4.11)togetherwith theobserved

B asym m etry,nB
s
� 10� 10,we�nd that

TR
<

�

10� 5M 3=4m 1=4
s

q

2�s~��p

� 

�kr

�
m � + m s

m s

�1=2 � H

m s

�3=4

(5:5):

Thus,with � � �b � 4x10� 2 forthe b quark Yukawa coupling and with � = 30,

we�nd thatthecondensatewillsurvive if

TR
<

�

1
p
s~�

�
m � + m s

m s

�3=4 � H

m s

�7=4

107GeV (5:6);

wherewehaveused m s � 102GeV.Theform ofthisconstraintdependson whether

we im pose the no-evaporation constraint before the asym m etry has fully form ed

or not. Ifwe consider the constraint to apply at H � ms,when the  asym m e-

try is m inim al,then the TR upper bound is proportionalto
�
m
�
+ m s

m s

�3=4
. On the

other hand,ifwe allow the  asym m etry to grow to its m axim um value before

therm alization,then the TR upperbound isproportionalto
�
m
�
+ m s

m s

�5=16
. In both

casesthe upperbound on TR isweakened by having m � > m s. W e see that,with

m �
<

� m s,TR can takevaluesup to around 107G eV
p
s~
�

withoutpreventing theform ation

ofthe asym m etry. W ith m � > m s this constraint becom es weaker,allowing any

reheating tem peratureup to thetherm algravitino lim itto becom patiblewith the

no-evaporation constraint,regardlessofthe valueof~�,so long asm� issu�ciently

large.
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W ealso haveto check thatthe condensatedoesnotdecay beforetheconden-

sates fully form at H �
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=4
m s. If� <  > >

� m s,then the two-body

tree-leveldecay willbekinem atically suppressed.Thisoccursif

� 
p
�

>

�

�
m s

M Pl

�1=2

(5:7);

which willalm ostcertainly besatis�ed.Thehigher-orderdecay m odeswillthen be

suppressed by a factorofatleast
�

m s

�
 
<  >

�4
,which gives�d � H atH � ms.Thus

 decay is ine�ective atH � ms and the no-evaporation constraint is the correct

condition fortheinitial asym m etry to beableto form .

A second,perhapslessim portant,constraintonthereheatingtem peraturecom es

from the requirem ent that nB
s
� 10� 10 can be consistent with non-renorm alizible

operatorswhosenaturalm assscaleisthePlanck scale,corresponding to j�j<� 1.In

fact,from (4.11),we see that,with nB
s
� 10� 10,thereheating tem peratureisgiven

by

TR �
j�j

2�s~��p

�
m � + m s

m s

�1=2

109GeV (5:8):

(Theconventional 4 d=4 m odelsgivethesam eresultbutwith m � ! 0 and �p � 1

[4]). Thus we see that j�j<

� 1 is necessary in order for TR to be consistent with

thetherm algravitino bound.Although j�j<� 1 ispossible even ifthem assscale of

thenon-renorm alizibleoperatorsissm allcom pared with M Pl,itism ostnaturalfor

thecaseofPlanck scaleoperators.Thusd=4 m odelsarem ostnaturally consistent

with the therm algravitino bound when the m ass scale ofthe non-renorm alizible

operators corresponds to the Planck m ass. For the case ofa conventionalsingle

�eld A-D m echanism with d=6 operators,thereheating tem peratureisgiven by [4]

TR �

 
j�j1=2

s�

!

10GeV (5:9):

Thusin thiscase the reheating tem perature isexpected to be very low com pared

with thetherm algravitinobound forthecaseofPlanck scalenon-renorm alizibleop-

erators,although fornon-renorm alizibleoperatorswith a sm allerm assscale,which

would naturally have j�j� 1,larger reheating tem peratures would be possible.
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Therefore we see thatd=4 m odelsare favoured forthe case ofPlanck scale oper-

ators,naturally allowing for a m uch wider range ofreheating tem peratures than

d=6 m odels,whilstd=6 m odelsare favoured ifthe naturalm assscale ofthe non-

renorm alizibleoperatorsism uch sm allerthan thePlanck scale.
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6. C ondensate T herm alization and D ecay after R eheating and an

U pper Lim it on D irac N eutrino M asses.

After the in
aton decays,the Universe willbe radiation dom inated with H =

kH T
2

M P l
,where kH =

�
4�3g(T)

45

�1=2
� 17.W e �rstshow that willtypically therm alize

at a tem perature large com pared with the tem perature ofthe electroweak phase

transition TEW � 102GeV. �s
>

� H occurs if� 
>

�

�
kH
k�

�1=4 �
T

M P l

�1=4 �
1

�

�1=4
. Since

TR
<

� 1010GeV,this willbe satis�ed if� 
>

� 5x10� 2
�
1

�

�1=4
. Thus so long as the

scattering processin notkinem atically orBoltzm ann suppressed,corresponding to

�
 
<  >

3T
sm allerthan 1,thecondensatewilltherm alize.W ith,forT < TR,

<  >�
10� 2

�1=2

�
TR

1010GeV

�1=2 � m � + m s

m s

�1=4 � T

m s

�3=2

(6:1);

whereweareusing m s � 102GeV throughout,
�
 
<  >

T

<

� 1 requiresthat

� 
p
�

<

� 104
 

m s

m � + m s

! 1=4  
1010GeV

TR

! 1=2 �
m s

T

� 1=2

(6:2):

Thiswilltypically besatis�ed forsom evalueofT largerthan T EW .

Forthecaseofthegaugesinglet� condensate,we�rstnotethatsincethe� scalar

isR p odd,itcan decay only ifitisnotthelightestsupersym m etric partner(LSP).

Them ostrapid possible� decay willcorrespond toa tree-leveltwo-body decay toa

left-handedneutrinoandaneutralinoviatheneutrinoYukawacoupling��.Thiswill

bekinem atically allowed so long asoneoftheneutralinoshasa m asslessthan the

� scalarm ass.In particular,thiswilloccurifoneoftheneutralinosistheLSP,asis

stronglyfavoured bythepossibility ofneutralinocold darkm atter.The� decayrate

willthen depend on theproportion oflightm asseigenstateneutralino(s)contained

in the weak eigenstate ferm ion in H u. This willin turn depend on whether the

lightneutralino in question ism ostly gaugino orHiggsino.Ifitism ostly Higgsino,

then thedecay willoccurvia theneutrino Yukawa coupling with coupling strength

approxim atelyequalto��.On theotherhand,ifitism ostlygaugino,then wewould

expect the coupling ofthe � scalar to the light neutralino to have an addtitional

suppression factorofthe orderof m W

�
,where � correspondsto the �H uH d term in
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theM SSM superpotential[1].Typically,for� <

� 1TeV,thisfactorwillnotbem uch

sm allerthan about0.1.

Thus in the case ofa m ostly Higgsino lightneutralino (or,m ore generally,for

the case where the m ass term � issm allcom pared with the � scalarm ass),tree-

leveltwo-body � decay willoccur via the neutrino Yukawa coupling �� if�d �

��

4
(m 2

�
+ m 2

s)
1=2 >

� H,where�� �
�
2
�

4�
.Thisissatis�ed if

��
>

�

 
16�kH

(m � + m s)M Pl

! 1=2

T (6:3):

Thedecay iskinem atically allowed so long as�� < � > <

� (m 2
�
+ m 2

s)
1=2.W ith,for

T <

� TR,

< � >�
T2
R

m sM Pl

m 2
s(m

2
s + m sm �)

3=4

(m � + m s)
3

�
M Pl

�

�1=2 � T

TR

�3=2

(6:4);

thiscondition requiresthat

��
p
�

<

� 104
 
1010GeV

TR

! 1=2 �
m � + m s

m s

�13=4 � m s

T

�3=2

(6:5):

Itisstraightforward toshow that,in thecasesofm ostinteresttoushere,thedecay

ofthe � condensate typically occurs before it can therm alize by scattering. The

condition forthe condensate to therm alize by scattering via the Yukawa coupling

�� isthat�s � k���
4
�
T >

� H = kH T
2

M P l
,where� � 1

2
log

�
3T

�
 
<  >

�

.Thisim pliesthat

��
>

� 5x10� 4
�
T

m s

�1=4 � 1

�

�1=4

(6:6):

Thislowerboundistypicallylargerthanthelowerboundon�� com ingfrom � decay.

Itispossible thattherm alization could occurby scattering from lightsleptonsand

SU(2)gauginosin the plasm a,which would replace �� by (��g)
1=2,where g � 0:6

istheSU(2)gaugecoupling.However,thelowerbound on �� willstilltypically be

largerthan thatcom ing from � decay.In particular,thisistrueforthe im portant

case of� decay below the tem perature ofthe electroweak phase transition,which

wediscussbelow.Anotherpossibility fortherm alizing thecondensateisvia inverse

decaysand related 2! 1processes,which areexpected to havea rate�inv � ��2
�
T,
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where � � 1.Although athigh tem perature thisratecan belargecom pared with

the � decay rate,for tem peratures at or below the electroweak phase transition

tem perature,which are ofm ost interest to us here,the direct decay rate willbe

m uch largerthan the rateoftherm alization via inverse decays. In allthiswe have

assum ed that the � decay occurs via the neutrino Yukawa coupling. It is also

possiblethatthe� condensatecould decayviathenon-renorm aliziblesuperpotential

coupling �

M
�ucdcdc once<  > isintroduced,which givesan e�ective�  coupling.

However,itisstraightforward tocheck thatthise�ectivecouplingisin generalm uch

sm aller than the typicalvalues of�� considered in neutrino m ass m odels,and so

m ay beneglected when discussing � condensatedecay.

Thusweseethatthe� condensatecan evadedecay untilT < TEW if�� issu�-

ciently sm all.To see whatthisim pliesforthebaryon asym m etry and forneutrino

m asses,we �rstnote thatthe gauge singletscalar� willtypically correspond to a

linearcom bination ofthethreeright-hand sneutrino generations.Thus�� willtyp-

ically correspond to thelargestneutrino Yukawa coupling up to a factorofaround

1p
3
.In them � ! 0 lim it,corresponding to thecasewheretheneutrinoshaveDirac

m asses,wecan de�nean unbroken B-L asym m etrybyde�ning� tohaveB=1.How-

ever,so long asthe� condensatedecaysaftertheelectroweak phasetransition has

occured,thee�ectofanom alouselectroweak B+L violation [6],which isin therm al

equilibrium attem peratureslargerthan TEW ,willbetoalteronly theB asym m etry

com ing from the therm alized  condensate and so preventa cancellation ofthe B

asym m etry com ing from the and � conensate,even though thenetB-L asym m e-

try willbezero.Thussolongasthe� condensatedecaysatTd �
<

� TEW in thelim it

m � ! 0,there willstillbe a B asym m etry. The m agnitude ofthe B asym m etry

willbe essentially the sam e asthatpreviously calculated from the decay ofthe  

condensate alone,since them agnitude ofthenetB asym m etry will,up to a factor

oftheorderof1,equalthatoftheB-L asym m etry com ingfrom  therm alization at

T >

� TEW .The coupling �� isrelated to the heaviestneutrino m assin the m � ! 0

lim itby m � � 102��GeV.From thisand (6.3)we�nd that,forthecaseofa m ostly
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Higgsino lightneutralino,the� condensatedecaysata tem peratureTd � � 107m �.

Thusthecondition Td �
<

� TEW im pliesthatallDiracneutrinom assesshould satisfy

m �

<

� 10keV (6:7);

assum ing that� correspondsto a roughly equalcom bination ofthethreesneutrino

generations, as we would generally expect. This is true for the case of a light

neutralino which is m ostly Higgsino,or m ore generally for the case where the �

decayviatheYukawacoupling�� iscom pletely unsuppressed.From thisweseethat

so long asthe Dirac neutrino m assesare allbelow about10keV,the � condensate

willgenerally decay below thetem peratureoftheelectroweak phasetransition and

so a baryon asym m etry willbegenerated even in thelim itofB-L conservation.On

theotherhand,forthecaseof,forexam ple,am ostly gauginoLSP thisupperbound

could beincreased to around 100keV orm ore,depending on theparticulargaugino

LSP m asseigenstateand the� param eter.Theseupperboundsshould becom pared

with thepresentexperim entalupperboundson theneutrinom asses,m ��
< 24M eV,

m ��
< 160keV and m �e

< 5:1eV [13].From these wesee thattherequirem entthat

a non-zero B asym m etry can begenerated in thelim itofunbroken B-L in thecase

where theLSP isa neutralino im posesa non-trivialupperbound on m ��
and m ��

.

In particular,we see thatitwould be possible,in principle,to experim entally rule

out this class ofA�eck-Dine m odels,for exam ple ifneutrinos with Dirac m asses

signi�cantly larger than around 10keV were found to exist together with an LSP

which wasm ostly Higgsino.W ealso notethatan unbroken B-L asym m etry would

ruleoutthepossibility ofthed=4 LH u direction,leaving thed=4 u
cdcdc direction

asthe unique d=4 possibility in the case ofB-L conserving m odelswith non-zero

neutrino m asses.

For the case with m � 6= 0,the neutrinos willgain M ajorana m asses via the

see-saw m echanism [14],with m � �
(��100G eV )

2

m
�

.Thusin thiscaseTd � isgiven by

Td � � 104
�
m �

1eV

�1=2 � m �

100GeV

�1=2 � m � + m s

100GeV

�1=2

GeV (6:8):

Thereforetypically the� condensatewilldecay atT > TEW in thiscase.
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Throughoutthe above discussion we have assum ed thatthe Universe isradia-

tion dom inated. Itisstraightforward to show thatthisisindeed the case. The  

condensatewould dom inatetheenergy density only onceT satis�es

T <

�

(m 2
s + m sm �)

1=2

�

TR

M Pl

(6:9);

which is typically satis�ed only for tem peratures less than around 10� 7GeV. For

the� condensatetheenergy density iseven lessthan the condensate,by a factor
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�3
. Thus the Universe willbe radiation dom inated when the condensates

therm alizeordecay.
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7. C onclusions

W e have considered the possibility ofgenerating the observed baryon asym m e-

try viaan A�eck-Dinem echanism based on therenorm alizibleF-and D-
atu cdcdc

direction ofthe SUSY Standard M odel. In order to avoid breaking R p whilst al-

lowing a d=4 superpotentialterm to lift the 
atness and drive baryogenesis,we

considered extensions ofthe SUSY Standard M odelwhich have additionalgauge

singlets �,such ascom m only occurin m odelswhich seek to account forneutrino

m asses. In such m odels the ucdcdc direction becom es potentially asim portant as

them orecom m only considered LH u direction.W ehaveshown thattheA-D m echa-

nism based on thed=4 operator� 3,where isa gaugenon-singletA-D �eld,can

indeed (for an appropriate choice ofparam eters) generate the baryon asym m etry

whilstallowing the scalar�eldsto evolve to a phenom enologically acceptable m in-

im um . The resulting asym m etry is suppressed relative to the asym m etry com ing

from the m ore conventional 4-based A-D m echanism (such asthe LH u direction)

by a factor
�

m s

m
�
+ m s

�1=2
,allcouplingsand CP phasesbeing taken equal,wherem � is

theSUSY � m assterm and m s isthesoftSUSY breaking m assscale.Thissuggests

thatm � cannotbem uch largerthan m s,iftheobserved baryon asym m etry isto be

generated withoutrequiring very sm allcouplingsin the non-renorm alizible term s.

Therequirem entthattheinitialcondensateparticleasym m etry can form beforethe

condensateistherm alized im posesan upperbound on thereheating tem peratureof

107G eVp
�

in the lim itwhere m �
<

� m s,where � isthe CP violating phase responsible

for the baryon asym m etry. The upper bound becom es weaker ifm �
>

� m s. Thus

with asu�ciently largem � orsm all� thewholerangeofreheating tem peraturesup

to thetherm algravitino constraintcan becom patiblewith theinitialform ation of

an asym m etry. The  condensate willtypically therm alize before the electroweak

phase transition occurs. Then in the lim it ofunbroken B-L (for which case the

ucdcdc direction isthe unique d=4 possibility),which correspondsto m � ! 0,a B

asym m etry can begenerated only ifthe� condensatedecaysbelow thetem perature

ofthe electroweak phase transition,when anom alouselectroweak B+L violation is
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outoftherm alequilibrium .Thiswillgenerally betrueifallneutrinom assesareless

than around 10keV.In the case where the LSP isa neutralino,orm ore generally

where there isa neutralino m asseigenstate lighterthan the � scalar,the � decay

condition im posesa non-trivialupperlim iton Diracneutrino m asses.Forexam ple,

for the case ofa m ostly Higgsino LSP,the upper bound is around 10keV,whilst

for a m ostly gaugino LSP this bound could increase to around 100keV or m ore,

depending on the� param eteroftheM SSM and the particulargaugino LSP m ass

eigenstate. Thus the observation ofa Dirac m ass for the � or � neutrino signi�-

cantly largerthan 10keV togetherwith a m ostly Higgsino LSP,forexam ple,would

experim entally ruleoutthisclassofA�eck-Dinem odels.
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