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A bstract

W e consider the possbility of a successfil A eck-D ine m echanian along the
1u°d°d® direction in R-party symm etric extensions of the m inin al supersym m etric
Standard M odel M SSM ) which contain a gauge singkt super eld . Such gauge
singlets comm only occur In extensions of the M SSM , for exam ple In m odels which
seek to acocount for neutrino m asses. W e consider a two scalar A edk-D lne m echa—
nisn , w ith the at direction stabilized by a non-renom alizlble superpotential term
ofthe form - u“d“d® 3,where correspondsto the gauge non-singlet atdi-
rection. W e give approxin ate solutions ofthe scalar eld equations ofm otion which
describe the evolution of the condensates and show that the nalbaryon asymm e-

try In this case is suppressed relative to that expected from the conventional single

scalar A eck-D ine m echanism , based on a superpotential term of the form 4,
1=2
by a factor mmjms , where m ¢ is the soft supersym m etry breaking scalar m ass

and m is the supersymm etric mass. It is possibble for the m odel to generate a
baryon asymm etry even in the lin it of unbroken B-1, so long as the gauge singlkt
condensate doesn’t decay until after anom alous electroweak B+ L violation is out
of equillbriim follow Ing the electroweak phase transition. T his condition is gener—
ally satis ed ifallD irac neutrino m asses are less than around 10keV . This class of
A eck-D lne m odels can, In principl, be experim entally ruled out, for exam plk by
the observation of a Diracmass for the or neutrino signi cantly larger than
around 10keV together w ith a m ostly H iggsino LSP.



1. Introduction

In supersymm etric (SUSY) models fl], the occurence of at directions i the
renom alizble scalar potential of the m inin a1l SUSY Standard M odel M SSM ) and
m any of its extensions naturally leads to the possbility of generating the baryon
asymm etry of the Universe via the decay of scalar eld oscillations along such at
directions. This possibility is the wellkknown A ek-D ne @A-D) mechanisn for
baryogenesis ]. A lthough in the lin it of unbroken SUSY the renom alizble po-
tentialalong these at directions is com pletely at, once soft SUSY breaking tem s
and non-renom alizible tem s consistent w ith the sym m etries ofthem odel are added
there w illbe a non-trivial potential. In the originalA D scenario B it was assum ed
that the soft SUSY -breaking tem s are the sam e as the zero tem perature SUSY —
breaking tem s, which are characterized by a m ass scale m g ofthe order of 100G &V -
1Tev [I]. However, it has recently becom e clear that the large energy density which
exists in the early Universe w ill also break SUSY , resulting in soft SUSY breaking
tem s characterized by a m ass scale typically of the order of the Hubbl param e-
ter H [B]. This large m ass scale for the SUSY breaking tem s radically alters the
evolution ofthe scalar eldsduring and after in ation []. In the originalA D m ech—
anisn , because the scalar eld m assesarem uch an aller than H during in ation, the
classical scalar elds are overdam ped and e ectively frozen In at their lnitial values
on horizon crossing, as generated by quantum uctuations [, 8]. T herefore on the
scale of the cbservabl U niverse there is a Jarge constant scalar eld over the whole
Universe with an essentially random phase. This then evolves nto a coherently
oscillating scalar eld, corresponding to a Bose condensate w ith a roughly m axim al
asymm etry In the condensate particle num ber density. T he subsequent decay ofthe
condensate was shown to be easily able to account for the baryon asymm etry ofthe
Universe 'g]. However, once m ass tem s of the order of H for the scalar particles
are ntroduced, this picture com pktely changes 1. Now the classical scalar elds
can evolve to the m ininum of their potentials on a tin e scale of the order of H *.

A s a resulk, at the end of In ation, all the scalar elds willbe at the m lninum of



their potentials, w ith quantum uctuations having an e ect only on the scale ofthe
horizon at the end of in ation, which ismudh an aller than the scale of the observ—
able Universe. T herefore the baryon asymm etry com ing from the A-D condensate
In this case will be detem Ined dynam ically by the evolution of the scalar elds
during the post-in ation era, w ith the scalar elds starting out at them nimum of
their potentials at the end of in ation. Since the A D m echanisn isnow dependent
upon the details of the scalar potential, one has to consider each case ndividually
In order to detem ine the m agnitude of the resulting asymm etry. The asymm etry
w ill be particularly sensitive to which at direction the scalar elds oscillate along
and to the form ofthe non-renom alizible superpotential tem swhich determ ine the
m Inimum ofthe scalar potential and introduce the CP violation necessary In order
to generate the baryon asymm etry #].

In order to generate a baryon asymm etry from a condensate which decays prior
to the electroweak phase transition When anom alous B + L violation is in them al
equilbriim {§]) it isnecessary forthe condensate to carry a non—zero B-1, asym m etry.
T he Iowest din ension operators which characterize the B-L violating at directions
in theM SSM arethedin ension 2 (d= 2) operator LH , and the d= 3 operatorsu®d°d®,
d°QL and €°LL {]. (T hese operatorsm ay be thought ofas the superpotential term s
resoonsible for lifting the at directions or as the scalar eld operators which are
responsble for htroducing explicit B-1, violation into the scalar eld equations of
m otion. These are naturally connected by the relationship between the soft SUSY
breaking tem s and the superpotential tem s [li, 4]). These operators characterize
the at directions in the sense that the scalar eld operator characterizing a par-
ticular at direction will have a non-zero expectation valie along that direction.
W e will refer to the at direction which gives a non—zero expectation valie to LH
and to u°d“d® as the "LH, direction" and the "u®d°d® direction" respectively. (T he
A D mechanian along the d°Q L and €°LL directions w ill be essentially the sam e as
that along the u°d°d® direction; we w ill concentrate on the u°d°d® direction in the

follow ing) . The LH, direction and the u°d°d® direction are orthogonal in the sense



that they cannot both be at simultaneously B]. The LH, direction has recently
been considered by a num ber of authors [4,"1]. Tn the present paper we will cus
on the u°d°d® direction.

The sin plest in plem entation ofthe A-D m echanism along the u°d°d® direction
would Involve adding to the M SSM superpotential a d= 3 term of the form u“d®d®.
However, this term would be phenom enologically dangerous, as it would introduce
large B viclation Into the M SSM unless its coupling was extrem ely small. (For
a review of the constraints on B and L viclating couplings In the M SSM  see ref-
erence B]). For exam pl, squark m ediated proton decay inposes the constraint
5° %9< 10 # for the light quark generations, where ° is the d°Q L coupling and

* is the u°d°d® coupling f8]. Such dangerous B and L violating tem s are usually
elin nated from the M SSM by inposing R-parity R,) I, 8]. In posing R, inplies
that the st B-L violating operator in theM SSM which is nonzero along the u®d®d®
direction is a dim ension 6 operator, uu°d°d°d°d® 4]. H owever, as discussed in ref-
erence f4] (@nd brie y reviewed in the present paper), in A-D m odels where the
natural scale ofthe non-renom alizble tem s is the P lanck scale, d = 6 A-D m odels
can have an acosptably low B asymm etry only for very low reheating tem peratures
Tr, Tr ° 10GeV, where isa CP violating phase. d = 4 A-D models, on the
other hand, can be com patible w ith a m uch w ider range of reheating tam peratures,
up to 10°GeV ormore E]. Thus wih only the particle content of the M SSM , the
u°d°d° direction would be disfavoured in the sim plest m odels (thosebased on P lanck
scale non-renom alizbble tem s) relative to the LH, direction, which can utilize the
Ry-conserving d= 4 operator (LH,)?. However, if we were to consider extensions
ofthe M SSM which Involve the addition of an Ry-odd gauge singlt super eld ,
then we could form the R, conserving d=4 operator u°d°d®. The addition of such
a gauge singlet super eld to the M SSM is a very comm on and natural feature of
m any extensions of the M SSM . In particular, in m odels which seek to acoount for
neutrino m asses, the gauge singkt super eld would corresoond to a right-handed

neutrino super eld. It is the puyose of the present paper to detem ine whether it



is possible to generate the obsarved B asym m etry along the u“d°d® direction via the
operator u®d“d® and, if so, to com pare the resulting asymm etry w ith that com ing
from the m ore conventional LH, direction.

T he paper is organized as ollow s. Tn section 2 we discuss them odeland them in—
In ization of its scalar potential. In section 3 we consider the scalar eld equations
ofm otion and the fom ation ofthe coherently oscillating scalar eld condensates. In
section 4 we discuss the condensate particke asym m etries and the resulting baryon
asymm etry. In section 5 we discuss the constraints on the reheating tem perature
after In ation. In section 6 we discuss the them alization and decay of the conden—
sates and the upper Iim its on D irac neutrino m asses in the lim it of unbroken B-1.

In section 7 we give our conclusions.



2.d=4 A eck-D inem echanism along the u®d“d® direction

W e w ill consider throughout the sin plest scenario, In which it is assum ed that
In ation occurs with an energy density consistent w ith the density perturbations
observed by COBE, correponding to H ~ 10Gev [, with the ;n aton subse-
quently undergoing coherent oscillations about the m ininum of its potential. W e
w il also require that the reheating tem perature Ty is Jow enough not to them ally
regenerate gravitinos {I0], which in plies that Ty is less than about 10'°G eV, corre-
goonding to H notmuch larger than 1G €V . A fter reheating we w illassum e that the
Universe is radiation dom inated throughout, w ith no further signi cant Increase in
entropy. In general, when In ation ends H w ill not be much an aller that its value
during In ation (even In 2 chaotic in ation, the valie of H when the -n aton
starts oscillating is not much sm aller that 102G eV [11]). Therefore the coherent
oscillations ofthe A-D  eld, which willbegin once H mg 100G &V, will begin
during a m atter dom inated era, w ith the energy density of the U niverse dom inated
by in aton oscillations [].

Tt isnow understood that In m ost supergravity m odels, the energy density that
exists in the early Universe w illbreak SU SY , ntroducing soft SUSY breaking tem s
characterized by a m ass scale typically of the order of H 3]. W e will therefore
consider in the follow ing soft SUSY breaking tem s of the fom

Ver= M2 )3+ B.W,.+hx)+ AW ,.+hc) @d);

whereW , , are superpotentialtemm sbilinear n the eldsand W , ; areterm soforder
ninthe eds.A,and B, arede nedbyA_ = A, .+ a,H andB, = B s+ b,H,where
A, and B, s m ay be thought of as the zero tem perature soft SUSY breaking tem s
from a hidden sector of N= 1 supergravity ] whilst a,H and b,H are due to SUSY
breaking by the energy density in the early Universe. W e will assum e throughout
thatA,s B.s ms.Wewillaloassmethata?l § 23 Ihmost supergravity
m odels we expect that 1, ] 1 4], although in som e m odels 3z jm ay be an aller;
Prexampl .7 10 ? occurs in supergraviy m odels w ith a H eisenberg sym m etry
L2]. Then forthe casewith ¢, > 0theA-D scalar, corresponding to a renom alizible
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at direction In the scalar potential, w ill have a non-zero value at the m ininum of
its scalar potential at the end of in ation, w ith the potentialbeing stabilized by the
contribution from the non—renom alizble tem s in the superpotential %].
To mplement the d=4 A-D mechanian along the u°d°d® dirrection we will
consider an R, symm etric extension of the M SSM de ned by the superpotential

W =W @ + W AW ,where W 4, istheM SSM superpotentjal.wojsde ned by
m
W = — 2+ — ud°d+ — ¢ @2)
M 4M

and W is given by

W = H,L @3):

Ih addition to these temm s we would expect termm s of the form d°QL and €°LL.
For sim plicity we w ill not include these tem s explicitly. The operator u®d°d®
u®d®d® where ; and are colour indices and generation indices are, for
now , suppressed) is antisym m etric in the d° scalar elds. T herefore the d° should
be from di erent generations, which we w ill denote as d° and a°’. W ith u®, d° and
a having di erent colour Indices, the F-temm contribution to the scalar potential is
then given by
3.

2
X QW _ T, 0
= e, =m*j f+ Pﬁcdcdcj?"' ij
: h i
+31d fj F o1d F + 1t F + e’
nw #
Yy

+omY Y utd T %) 4 s e'dd)Y T ho @)

The direction wih only < u®*>,< d° >, < d°’> and < > non—zero isF-at i
theM SSM ,wih only theterm sin W O]J'.'Eb'ngthjs atness. The D -term contribution
to the scalar potential,

X g

Vo= 2] T2 5 25);

where the arethemulipletsofthe gauge group iw ith generatorsT ¢, also vanishes
s Iong asu®, d° and d°° have di erent colour ndicesand 11°% = @°F = H°'F = 2.

T he phases ofu®, d° and d° " are not, however, xed by theM SSM F-and D — atness



conditions. W e will see In the follow ing that the in portant phases for the A-D

' 0 . .
mechanism are , and ,where< u°d°d® >= v’e'v and< >= v &



21 . Potentialm inim ization in the ! 0 Ilim it

W e st note that In the SUSY Imiwih H=0and with m 6 O, there isa
mininum with v & 0 which is degenerate wih the v = 0 mihimum and which
could be phenom enologically dangerous. To be precise, from equation 24) we see

m M

that the SUSY m inin a correspondto = Oand 2= withu= d°= d°" = 0

atbothminina). The %6 Omnimum resuls in a dangerousu®d®d® superpotential

. B . 1=2
tem w ith coupling - 3332 J“M—j . (In generalwe would expect sin ilar couplings for

the d°Q L and €LL tem s). Thus, ifwe considerM < Mp; Where M p; is the P lJanck

- . . 1=2 -
scak) and jn 37 m,~ 10°G eV, then v\resee‘chatjjif2 0 > jjﬂfz 10 &, which,

for j jand j jnot much smaller than 1, would result in an unacceptable squark

m ediated proton decay rate B]. In order to avoid this danger we must therefore
ensure that there existsa m inin um ofthe scalar potentialwhich hasv € 0 for large
H but which evolves to thev= v = Omihimum asH tends to zero.

W ith regard to the scale of the non-—renom alizble temtm s M, we will set this
to equal the Planck scale by convention. Then the coupling can take values
an all or Jarge com pared w ith 1, depending on the naturalm ass scale of the non-
renom alizble tem s. Values much larger than 1 would correspond to the case
where the naturalm ass scale of the non-renom alizble tem s ismuch sn aller than
the P lanck scale, for exam plke a grand uni cation scale. On the other hand, if the
naturalm ass scale of the non-renom alizibl tem s was of the order of the P lanck
scale, then we would expect that § §° 1.

Typically, we would not expect and tobe very di erent n m agniude. How -
ever, we would lke to be able to m inin ize the potential analtically. W e nd that
we can do this forthe case of 7 jamallcompared wih § 3 (3 3 0:d17 jissu clent),
In which case it m ay be shown that the tem s in the scalar potential proportional
to can, to a good approxin ation, be neglected. W e expect that the possbly m ore
likely case with J j Jj jwill be qualitatively sin ilar. In the follow nhg we will

consider the m Inin ization ofthe potentialin the ! 0 lim it.



Inthe ! 0 I it the scalar potentialbecom es

j B m )
j—j2V6+ — v et

V=(n F+m? CcHOV+ m2 GHAO+ 334—fv%4+ —

2 3 " #
m” 5 A 3 s
+4—vver )+ hedS+ —v vt )+ he:r (2#6):
M M
By an choice of the phases ofthe scalar eldswecanmakem and ral Wemay
also choosem to be positive. To a reasonabl approxin ation we can neglect the
term proportionaltoB . Thisonly contributesa term oftheorderofm (m o+ a;H )v?,
which is lessthan oroforderofthe n?+ mZ cH?)v* tem . Thephases and
w ill then adjist to m inin ize the crosstem s Where we use "crosstem s" to denote
tem swhich are the sum ofa temm and itshem itian conjugate). The potentialw ill

then have the fom

3 2 2 jj
— 2 2 2 2 2 4 6 3 P
V=m"+mg cH )vz+ m gH )vz+ szv + Wv 2ny Evv 2:);

w here v m + A J In general, them ininum ofthis potential is given by

3

J3J mov 2:8)
v = — K
M (m2+m2 cH2)+ 32ivt
and
m M M?2
vew! ——v v+ 2vzv2+?(m§ GH?) =0 (29):
J3J

W e next consider how them ninum evolves from an initially large value ofc H? .

@ cH?*>m?+m?

In generalthem ninum In this case is given by

. c M?2H?
(2:410)
@ ) 372
and
1m (1 y 2 v 1 a (@ =2
v 19—5??— P?)Piv @d1);
where isthe solution of
5 a¢ ¢ , b5a 2 a*
a — —) —— 4+ —— =0 42);
o G 3¢, 3¢,

hc:



asmay be seen by taking the H? tem s large com pared w ith the m ass tem s and

substituting 2.10) into (2.9) and 2.8). Typically (1 ) isofthe order of 1. For
exam ple, ifa? issnallcompared with ¢, then = (@ c;),whjjsl:j_l‘fa2 =c =g
then = 2. TherPre we can roughly say, with g c &, that
_, MH)7?
v T (243):
j 37

Thusv and v are Initially of the sam e order of m agnitude.

o 2 2 2
(1) cH*<m*+ mg

In this case we nd that i is consistent to assume thatm? + m?2 > 25v%, i
which case v isgiven by
v
v 2 (214)
M m2+m?

Solving 2.9) forv, we nd solutionsv given by

2 2 212 2 12 " 5. 5 S
. IM® Mm“+ mY) m A 8 m“mg GH?) 5
VS 7 mr Y wrrmn Y Y 3atimz @13):

4 ny m*+ mz2) 3m*+m: )

For c,H? > m?2, v! is negative, and so there is a m inimum at v, wih no barrier

between v= 0and v= v; .Once ¢, H? is kssthan m Z, a barrier appearsat v . The
minmmum atv, subsequently becom es unstable once

@A Jn +RA F md)?
m + A J?

N

5 3
m GgH” > § (2:106):

Form large compared with A ;jandm, we see thatwemusthavem? > 2 A F

In order that the dangerous vy & 0 m InInum becom es destabilized asH ! 0. As

3@ F md)
8 A 7

trivial for the dangerousv € 0m Inimum to becom e destabilized asH ! 0. So Iong

m ! 0, this condition becomesm?Z > . Thus we see that it is non-

as the potential can be destabilized, however, it w ill generally destabilize once m 2

is greater than ¢,H? up to a factor of order 1. The values of the elds when the v,

m Ininum beocom es unstable are then given by

|
1M? m?+ m?

4 2 m?

4

v, m’ m md) @a7)

11



and
1 ([’ﬁ,' 2 m2 m2 )l:Z

s

2 @2+ m2)=2

v (2:18):

N oting that j mg PrcH? < m?,we ndthat, orm ~ mg,
g J s

1=2

v (2:19);

whilst orm < mg Vv v. Soform > mgwe nd thatv becomes suppressed
relative to v.
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3. B ose condensate form ation

T o discuss the form ation ofthe B ose condensates, that isto say, theway in which
the scalar elds start oscillating freely about the m inimnum of their potentials, we
consider the equations ofm otion ofthe scalar elds. Strictly speaking we have four
scalar elds;u®,d<, d° ‘and .H ow ever, since we are considering the evolution ofthe
classical eldsalong a D — at direction, wem ay in pose that the u®, d° and d’ eds
have the sam e m agnitude. A though the phases of these elds could be di erent,
the equations foru®, d° and d° * are identical and the initial values of the elds are
the sam e. Therefore we m ay assum e that their phases rem ain equal throughout.
T he equations of m otion are then given by,

2
_ 2 2 2 3 5
R+3H‘R'_ [(IT[S QH)R+M RR+M2R

- ©c r c+s (2 1+2x & )] Gd);

22 2
1+ 3H 4= [(mi GH?) I+W ?{ ;21 I+W é T

(2 1 2&r 1g) )6 r 2 c(Z 1+2: & )] B2);
32

2 2 2 3 4
g+ 3H ¢ = [m® + m g cH?) g R+FRR

Cr+s 1) € 2+3s 2 1 B3);

32
(+ 3H o= [m®+m? cH?) ; 3§I+W§I

sr C 1 s 2 3c i ) (3B4);

A

where represen‘tstheuc,dcanddCO edsandwedene , and by = = —,

= mM— and = Bm j,wheremMy= (We choose thisto be realand negative

by an choice of phase), E—)Y = ¢ and B m )Y = é.c (c)ands (s)
denote Cos (Cos ) and Sin (SIn ) respectively. In w riting these equations we
have assum ed that the realpartsofthe eldsare Jarge com pared w ith the In aginary
parts, which tumsout to be a reasonable approxin ation. T hroughout our discussion

of the equations of m otion we w ill focus on the m ost lkely form for the soft SUSY
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breaking tem s in the early Universe, coresponding to thecaseaf ¥ ¢ 1
B, 41.

Before thev$6 Om ninum is destabilized, the elds willbe at them Ininum of
their potentials, corresoonding to setting the right hand side RH S) ofthe equations
ofmotion to zero. Thev 6 0 mhinum at v = v, willbecome destabilized once
cH* “mZandthe z edwillbegh to ollonce H? “ m2.0nce g startsto roll,
we w ill see that the other elds follow them Ininum oftheirpotentialsasa function
of y (t) and oscillate about thism Inin um untilthey becom e freely oscillating about
the gz = O0mininum oftheir potentials.

W e st consider the evolution of the realparts ofthe elds, begihningwith 5.
W e consider the solution ofthe y equation ofm otion in the lim it where the term s
proportionalto . y, and s are neglected, which tums out to be a reasonable
approxin ation. W e will also treat  as a tin e-independent constant. W e will

comm ent on this Jater). The g equation ofm otion isthen approxin ately given by
: + 3H % [(f +mZ cH®) z (c+ )31 35):

From now on we willneglect the c;H? m ass tem s in the equation ofm otion as these
w ill quickly becom e negligible asthe U niverse expands. W ew illalso neglect the 3H —
and 3H —dam ping term s, since we are consideringm ¢~ H . The e ects of dam ping
w ill, however, be included in the tin e dependence of the am plitude of oscillation of
the elds.

W e wish to show that In the solution of this equation y oscillates around the
m Inimum ofispotentialasa function of z.Tossethiskt i = _R + r,where

- (c+ ) 3
R T m2+m2 F r G0

isthem ininum ofthe potentialas a function of (). Then the { equation of
m otion is given by
R+ 6 rg f +m?) R+3m2 . G

In this we have used 3 nf r, which willbe shown later to be true.

will then grow from an initial valie of zero until the mass tetm on the RHS of
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(3.7) proportionalto g beocom es dom Inant, after which y will oscillate about
the minimum = . wih frequency (* + m2)™, the tetm s on the RHS
proportional to g being rapidly dam ped by the expansion of the Universe. The

nitialvalie ofthe  oscillation am plitude is therefore given by i o, where

3 m
75 3:8):

s 3
m m2 %°
It is straightHrward to show that —-= m%ﬁmg,wh:‘m is Jess than or about equalto
1. Eventually the am plitude of  w illbecom e Jarger than that of_R , In which case
R z wille ectively oscillate freely around x = 0w ith frequency m?+m?2)™2.
W e next consider the solution of the y equation of motion. On introducing
= =r+ p,we ndthat,orm?2” gH?, ; beginsoscillating with a frequency
approxin ately equal to m,. This is not at rst obvious since the 2 x and 2
tem s on the RHS ofthe y equation ofm otion are nitially large ( mgm ) r)
com pared with themi r tem . However, it tums out that there is a cancellation
between these higherorder temm s, such that the sum of these tem son the RHS of
(3.1) contributes Initially only mi r and then rapidly beocom es an all com pared
w ih themg r tem as y decreasesw ith the expansion of the Universe. T herefore
r Wil essentially oscillate with frequency approxin ately equal to m g once the

v = v, mihinum becom esunstable.

Thuswe can summ arize the evolution of the real parts of the eldsby
r® A ©Cosmst) @9)

and
r (©) _R + =R § b+ A @S (m + mgt) @:10);

where the tin e dependence of A (£) and A (t) is due to the expansion of the Uni-

3=2, where a () is the scake

verse during In aton m atter dom ination, A (t) / a()
factor.
W e next consider the evolution ofthe in aginary partsofthe elds. T he evolution

of ;and 1 issinilarto the evolution of y ie. they follow them ininum of their
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potentials as a function of y (t). W e st consider the solution ofthe | equation
ofm otion.
In the 1 equation ofm otion we m ay roughly absorb the temm s proportional to
c into the tem s proportionalto . Thus we m ay neglect these tem s for now .
Wewillalso sstthe 2 ;tem to zero fornow . W ith these assum ptions only the
phase contrbutes to the in aginary parts ofthe elds. W e will com m ent on these
assum ptions later.
Suppose the y eld startsoscillating att,. Forconvenience wew illset t, equal
to 0 throughout). Initially, by a choice of the phase of the scalar elds, we can sst

the phase to zero att . T he subsequent evolution of the phase (t) is then found

from |
. +a He Y .
et = B tafe) Tuia )t Ea;
M
where  is the phase di erence between the A 4 and a a.e tems. Shee

during m atter dom ination

H,
H= —>—— (312
@+ 2H,t) Gd2)

where H H ) mg, we see that thephase () willreach itsm axinum roughly
during the rst y oscilbtion cycl, hatine t H' m '. Shoe the conden—
satesw ill form during the rstfew oscillationsof i, it isa reasonable approxin ation
to s=t  (b) to itsoconstant m axin um value throughout. W ith the above assum ptions
the 1 equation ofm otion can be reasonably approxin ated by

" #

2
1 m2 + d . s 2 (343):

M 2
From thiswe see that them ininum ofthe ;potentialasa function of gy is given

by
_ s M?
1= —— r (3d4):
2 l+mZSM

4
R

2m 2 -
Thus, noting that, at H ms, m§M4 is anall compared with 1, we see that

R

is mitially proportional to g . This will contihue until  decreases during its

oscillation to the point where m§M2 > 1.

4
R
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To understand the evolution of ; ket = _1 + 1. Substituting nto the ;

mgM2 < l
’

equation ofm otion, we nd that, for =

7 1 satis es
R

s M? 0, .
;. ———m? g 1 (345):

2 s MzR

Thus :willgrow from 1= 0 to a value given by

2y 2 J—
W e see that the condition ™% 1 isequivalent to ;< ;. Initially hasa

4
R

value |
sA JR Jtm) m
To S = R (3d7):
m<+mg) m +mg
2
Thus nitially —L° — mjms S, whith is amall compared with 1 orm large

Io

com paredwithm gor anallocom pared w ith 1. D uring the subsequent g oscillation,

we see that, so Iong as mEM; <1, :willbe proportionalto . Therefore ;will
Initially be in phase wih z. However, as g decreases, for a period t during
the g oscillation 1 willbecom e larger than _1 and the approxin ate equation of
motion (3.15) will no longer be valid. During this tin e the mi 1 tetm In the
equation ofm otion w illdom inate and the ; oscillation w ill continue w ith frequency

mg. However, since during this period the e ective m ass temm In the ; equation
ofmotion willdi er from m ¢ by a factor of order 1, it will be possible for the ;
phase to shift relative to y by approxin ately m s t.Asa resul, ora fractionmg t
ofthe total 1 oscillation, there w illbe a phase shift approxin ately given by m ¢ t.
T hus the average phase shift between ;and g overtheperiod ofthe ; oscillation,
which, asdiscussed in the next section, is relkevant for determm ining the asymm etry,

4 < m2M?

isgiven by (m, tf¥. t corresponds to the time during which ; < ™5—. For

a matter dom inated Universe, with  / a@®) *%, we nd that , ms tyf
1=2 2 1=4

mmfsms mT . p reaches is largest value, 1, once H # mg.
W e also note that for s.rnalloompareolwith1,—RI —RI —=— s issnall

com pared to 1, as hasbeen assum ed throughout.
These resultshold if () ¢ issnallcompared with and (i) ifthe : Z tem

In the :egquation ofm otion can be neglcted. The e ect ofthe tem s proportional
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to ¢ willbe to e ectively muliply the tem s proportional to by a factor

(1+ ™=c). However, we can still reasonably ignore the 1 g tem in the
equation ofm otion, even w ith this factor. The e ect of ncluding the T ﬁ term
In the ;equation ofm otion (together with the factor from (i) tums out to be to

m

approxin ately replace s by s.,wheres. = s +

e s . Thus an In agihary part
for can also be generated by the phase =0 Iong as hasamasstem in the
superpotential.

W e nally consider :.W ih 1=_1+ 1, Where

— ks + s) 5

T
and
3A ¢ +m )

the  equation ofm otion can be w ritten approxin ately as

6(ks+ s)
m?+ m?)

,k s + S) 5

o+ — M +m?) 1+ 3m? el (320):

Thus ;willincrease from zero to an initial oscillation am plitude given by

3mik s + s) ,
T R 62D

Io

and will subsequently oscillate freely with frequency m? + m2)'™. In general
10 5 .. It is straightrward to show that g and ; reach their m axinum
values and begin oscilating inatine t  @f+ m?) ' “ m_ ! and so willbecom e
freely oscillating w ithin the st few oscilbtions ofthe r eld.
Tt is in portant to em phasize that it is the oscillationsof g and 1 about the

. and ;minima which evolve nto the Bose condensate as , and ; become

anallerthan  and . ThisoccursonceH © Ms mg. Wewillshow in the

m +mg

next section that the average asymm etry over the oscillation period m ¢ com es
purely from and not from .

In summ ary, the and elds will begin to oscillate at H me, wih the
Iniial values of the oscillating scalar eld am plitudes relevant for the form ation of
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condensate particle asym m etries given by

M 1=2 )
Ro W jj1:2<m§+msm )t 322);
! !
s. M? m g
Io - 5 R o s m +m Ro ((323);
S
!
3 m? 5 mZm2+ m my)' 624);
R o m2+m§ R o (m +ms)3 R o I4
and
kst 55  smimi+momgl 525);
Io (m2+m§) R o (m§+m2)2 R o ’

where In the nal expressions we have sst A j B J mg in order to show the
dependence on m g and m . However, as noted above and discussed further In the
next section, although the scalarbegins oscillating at H mg, for the case where
m > mgthe fullphasedi erence , between R and ;andtheassociated particle

1=4

ms
m
S

m +mg

asymm etry willonly form onoce H is an aller than

T he approxin ations used In ocbtaining these resuls are good form mg. For
m © mg some ofthe assum ptionsm ade are only m arginally satis ed oreven slightly
violated (@though not strongly violated) . H owever, we expect that the above resuls
for the niial am plitudes w ill still be qualitatively correct, giving the correct order

ofm agnitude for the resulting particle asym m etries.
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4. P article and B aryon A sym m etries.

In the Im it where we retaln only themass tetm s in the and equations of
m otion, there is a global U (1) symm etry. This is broken by the B and L violating
tem s com Ing from the non-renom alizble tem s in the scalar potential, which give
rise to a non—zero U (1) charge in the condensate, corresponding to an asymm etry
In the number of and particles. We st consider the asymmetry. The

asymm etry in the number density of particks is given by

T L ) @a):
at dat R I I™R .

Note that In the casewhere  and ; oscillate w ith the sam e frequency, there
must be a phase di erence between the oscillating z and : elds In order to have
a non-zero asymm etry. A s discussed In the last section, there is a tim edependent
phasedi erence , between  and : (averaged over the period of oscillation m ¢ b,
which forthe case , © 1 isgiven by

m =2 2
s _=s @)
m + mg H

and by 1 otherw ise. W e can characterize the particle asymm etry by the

asymmetry at H mg that would evolve to the correct  asymm etry at present,
n 2pm Ro Io (4:3);

where the value of , is determ ined by the value of H at which the condensate
them alizes or decays.

Forthe case ofthe asymmetry, shoe, orm > mg, the y,;oscilatewih a
greater frequency than the _R;I, substituting =+ Into (4.1) shows that the
non—zero average asymmetry over theperiod H ' > m_ ' > @? + m?2) 2 willbe

that purely dueto g and ;. Thuswe nd that the number density asymm etry

In particks is given by

n
n —_— — (44):
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The suppression ofn reltiveton whenm ~ mg is signi cant, since in the Iim it
wherem ! Oand ! 1wemay de nean unbroken B-L asymm etry by assigning
B=1to . Thisisbroken by m , suppressing n and so preventing any possibility
of a cancellation between the B-L, asymm etries com ng from decay ofthe and
condensates.

W e next compare the asymm etry from the above - 3+4ypem odelw ith that
expected from the m ore conventional A-D m echanism based on a sihglke eld wih

a B violating tem ofthe form - * together w ith the above form of H corrections

to the SUSY breaking tem s. In this case the initial valuesofthe gz and ; elds

are given by
1 1=4 (m sM )1:2

18 F (4:5);

R o

and

3
4 s

To 2 4:6);

s

wih z and 1 subsequently oscillating w ith a phase di erence of the order of 1.

Thus In thiscase we nd that

sM ,
i3 "

@:7);

w ith the asym m etry being fully form ed at H m. T herefore, forthe case where the
CP viclating phases s and s. and the coupling have the sam e values In both cases,
we nd that the asymm etry from the - 3+4ype superpotential term is related to

that from the o~ * tem by

L 48)
n 0),
Pm o+ m, ° !

wheren . isthe asymm etry expected from the conventionalsingle eld A-D m echa-
nisn . Thuswe see that, even with 1, form > m g there isa suppression of the

1=2

asymm etry by a factor —=— relative to that expected from the conventional
single- eld A-D m echanign .
The baryon asymm etry from the condensate is sinply the asymmetry n

muliplied by a factor for the num ber of baryons produced per decay. Since we
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have in fact three condensates, corresponding to u®, d° and d° 0, each ofwhich carries
baryon number 1/3, we see that ng = n . The baryon asymm etry to entropy ratio
after reheating is then found by noting that the ratio of the number asymm etry
to the in aton energy density during in aton oscillation dom ination is constant.

Since the reheating tem perature is given by 1= k;Tg and the entropy density by

2 2
s= kT3 withkr = —ZX and k, = 22%, where g(T) = ¢, (T) + 29:(T) and

g, (T) @ (T)) are the num ber of bosonic (ferm ionic) degrees of freedom in them al
equilorium at tem perature T [J), i ollows that the baryon-to-entropy ratio is

given by
n ks n
E-_ P 4o
S krTr 1

Thus, wih the energy density dom nated by In aton oscillations when the Bose

2 1=2
condensate form s at H meand with ng = n = pjmjsM — ,we nd that
|
n 8 s m e
B P s
= 2 (4:10);
I 3 JMp; mgt+tm ’

where we have used M Mp;and A J mg. Therefore

|
f1=2
n 2 s m T
= P s 2 @a1):
S ]3] m +mg Mp,

C om paring this w ith the observed asymm etry, 2 10 *°, and noting that the

therm al gravitino regeneration constraint im plies that J—El < 10 ° [0], we see that

S5~ p

~ is not large com pared wih 1, as

33

m cannot be too large com pared w ih m ¢ if
we would expect if the natural scale of the non-renom alizble term s was less than
or of the order of M p;. On the other hand, even stj—i is lJarge com pared with 1,

1=2
the suppression factor —F=— would still allow Ty to be consistent with the

m +ms
cbserved B asymm etry for values of Ty up to the gravitino constraint, so long as
m wassu cintly large.
Thuswe can conclude that, In theR, symm etricM SSM extended by the addition
of a gauge singkt scalar, it is indeed possible to have a successfiill d=4 two-scalar
3+4ypeA-D mechanism along the u®d®d® direction. T he resulting baryon asymm e—

try, assum ing that the asym m etries are abl to fully form and do not them alize or
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decay before the phase  (t) has reached itsm axinum value We discuss this possi-

bility in the next section), receives an overall suppression by a factor approxin ately

ms B

. . : — 4

e relative to that expected In the case ofa conventionald=4 “-ypeA-D
m echanism based on a sihglke A-D scalar eld. This suppression factor allow s for a
w ider range of non-renom alizible couplings and reheating tem peratures to be com —

patible w ith the cbserved baryon asymm etry than in the case of the conventional
A-D mechanian .
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5. N oEvaporation C onstraint

An in portant constraint on the reheating tem perature com es from the require-
m ent that the interaction ofthe condensate scalarsw ith the radiation energy density
due to In aton decays prior to reheating does not lad to the condensate them aliz—
Ing via scattering w ith the background plasm a before the particle asym m etries can
be established 1. W e refer to this as the no-evaporation constraint.

W e rst consider the oondensate. In general, there are two ways In which
the condensate can be destroyed at a given value of H ; them alization and decay.
T hem alization ofthe condensate w illoccur if (i) the rate of scattering ofthe them al
plaan a particles from the condensate scalars, , is greater than H and (i) if the
m ass of the lnitial and nal state particles are such that the scattering process is
kinem atically allowed and the scattering particles in the plasm a are not Bolzm ann
suppressed. D ecay of the condensate via tree level twodody decays w ill occur if
(i) the decay rate of the condensate scalars In their rest frame, 4, is greater than
H and (i) if the nal state particles, ofm ass < >, where is a gauge or
Yukawa ocoupling and < > isthe am plitude of the oscillation, are lighter than
the condensate scalars. Since the tim e over which the real and im aghary parts of
the elds start rolling and so the asym m etries start to develop is ofthe orderofH *
atH mg, we m ust ensure that them alization and decay doesnot occuron a tin e
scale snallcompared with m *.

P rior to reheating, the radiation energy density com ing from in aton decays
during In aton m atter dom ination corresponds to a background plasm a of particles
at a tem permture T ., where, assum ing that the decay products them alize, T, is
given by {, 8]

T, kMHTZ)™ 61);

where k, = 57 04 shgg() 100).

For the case of the oondensate, the particle asymm etry begins to form at

1=2 2 1=2
s ms

ms+m

El

H ms, at which tine  (t) —Os

metm
1=4
msg.

, and subsequently

=|

_Ms
m +mg

growsuntil ;, latH
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Them alization of the condensate is possibl if the rate of scattering of the
plasn a particlkes in equillbbrium at tem perature T, from the condensate scalars is
su ciently large. For the case of t-channel scattering of condensate scalars from
plaan a ferm jons via SU (3) gauge boson or Yukawa farm jon exchange interactions,

the scattering rate is given by o k *T,, where is the gauge or Yukawa

forthe gaugeboson exchangeand = 1log = frthe Yukawa

ocoupling, = Z

1
x (1+ 2x)

2
ferm jon exchange, wih x = % and m ; them ass of the exchanged gauge boson or

ferm ion, and where for scattering from a singk D irac farm ion k 12% 3x10 3.

T he condition for the plasn a to be ablk to them alize the condensate is then that
s~ H,which in plies that
3=16 lOlOG V4

mg TR

1 1=4

> 5x10 2 62):

W e see that this will be satis ed by the gauge couplings, the top quark Yukawa
coupling and, m argihally, the bottom quark Yukawa coupling. Thus, in order to
prevent the them alization of the condensate, we must require that < >
> 3T for these couplings, to ensure that the associated scattering processes are
kinem atically suppressed. To be safe, we w ill conservatively require that

< > 7 30T, In order to suppress scattering from plasn a particles w ith energy
larger than the m ean them al energy 3T . For the case of the u°d°d® direction, we
note that the smallest Yukawa coupling to the condensate scalar , which will
typically nvolre a lnear com bination of all three generations of down squark, w ill
equal the b quark Yukawa coupling up to a factor of the order of 1. Thus, In
general, kinem atically suppressing the b quark Yukawa interaction w ill ensure that
the oondensate is not them alized. A lthough the b quark Yukawa ocoupling, 1
4x10 2 ortheM SSM w ith equalH iggs doublet expectation values, only m arginally
satis es the condition for them alization, and so m ight allow the condensate to
form w ithout large suppression of the asym m etry, if we were to consider t-channel
ferm jon exchange scattering from light gauginos and squarks in the plasm a, then the
constraint (52) would apply to the com bination @ )2, where g is a gauge

coupling. This would exceed the lower bound (52). Thus we will conservatively
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assum e that the b quark Yukawa interaction m ust be kinem atically suppressed in
order to avoid them alization ofthe condensate on a tin e scale an all com pared w ith
H ! and so to allow the asymm etries to form .
T he condition < > 7 T, corresponds to
2 3=2

Tg © (tn +m)Mp)'™ L G3);
R 2k2 ms Pl ms I

w here during m atter dom ination,

!3=2 1=2 2 1=4
a( M + m H
< »= 20 wormam ) B gy,

12
Ao m s

w ith a, the scale factorat H ms. U sihg equation (4.11) togetherw ith the cbserved
B asymmetry, 2= 10 '°,we nd that

10 °M ¥m = m +m, =2 g
Tp “ —gq—°2— ——= — 65):
2 s, k. mg mg
Thus, w ith »  4x10? for the b quark Yukawa coupling and with = 30,

we nd that the condensate w ill survive if

.1 m +mg > H 7=4 ;
Tr  p— — 10°Gev  (5:0);
s ms ms

where we have used m ¢ 16G eV . The om ofthis constraint depends on whether
we Inpose the no-evaporation constraint before the asymm etry has fiillly form ed

or not. If we consider the constraint to apply at H mg, when the asymme-

3=4
. On the

try ism inin al, then the Ty upper bound is proportional to ==

ms

other hand, if we allow the asymmetry to grow to its maxinum value before

m +mg o1

6
them alization, then the Ty upper bound is proportional to . In both

cases the upper bound on Ty isweakened by havihgm > mg. W e see that, wih
m “ mg, Tg can take values up to around Q;GS_LV w ithout preventing the form ation
of the asymmetry. W th m > m this constraint becom es weaker, allow ng any
reheating tem perature up to the them al gravitino lim it to be com patible w ith the
no-evaporation constraint, regardless of the value of ¥, so long asm is su ciently

large.
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W e also have to check that the condensate does not decay before the conden—
1=4
sates fully form at H —fs me. If < > ~ mg, then the twobody

m +mg
tree—level decay w ill be kinem atically suppressed. T his occurs if

1=2

m
p_ - G:7);

Pl

which willan ost certainly be satis ed. T he higherorder decay m odes w ill then be

suppressed by a factor of at least —2= 4,which gives g4 H atH ms. Thus
decay is Ine ective at H mg and the no-evaporation constraint is the correct
condition for the initial asymm etry to be abl to fom .
A seocond, perhaps less in portant, constraint on the reheating tem perature com es
from the requirem ent that == 10 1% can be consistent w ith non-renom alizble
operators whose naturalm ass scalk is the P lanck scale, corresponding to § 35 1. In

fact, from (4.11), we see that, with 2 10 *°, the reheating tem perature is given

by
j 3 m +mg 72
T, =22 * 10°Gev  (58):
2 s mg
(The conventional * d=4modelsgivethe same resultbutwithm ! Oand , 1

K]). Thus we see that § §° 1 is necessary in order for Ty to be consistent w ith
the therm al gravitino bound. A Ithough j j° 1 is possble even if the m ass scale of
the non-renom alizible operators is an all com pared w ith M p, it ism ost natural for
the case of P lanck scale operators. Thus d= 4 m odels are m ost naturally consistent
w ith the them al gravitino bound when the m ass scale of the non—renom alizble
operators corresoonds to the P lanck m ass. For the case of a conventional singlke

eld A-D mechanisn with d= 6 operators, the reheating tem perature is given by #]

542

S

Txr 10Gev  (59):

Thus In this case the reheating tem perature is expected to be very low com pared
w ith the them algravitino bound for the case ofP Janck scale non-renom alizible op—
erators, although for non-renom alizible operators w ith a an aller m ass scale, which

would naturally have j j 1, lJarger reheating tem peratures would be possble.
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T herefore we see that d=4 m odels are favoured for the case of P lanck scale oper—
ators, naturally allow Ing for a much wider range of reheating tem peratures than
d= 6 m odels, whilst d= 6 m odels are favoured if the naturalm ass scale of the non—
renom alizlble operators ism uch an aller than the P lanck scale.
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6. Condensate Themm alization and D ecay after R eheating and an
Upper Lin it on D irac N eutrino M asses.

A fter the In aton decays, the Universe w ill be radiation dom nated wih H =

ky T2 _ a4 3ga) 172 . . .
,Where ky = 17.We st show that willtypically them alize

Mp1 45

at a tem perature lJarge com pared w ith the tem perature of the electroweak phase

1=4 1=4 1=4
transition Tgy 16Gev. .~ H occursif 7 & 0 L7, Shee

1=4
Tr © 10°°Gev, thiswillbe satis ed if > 5x10 2 £ . Thus so Iong as the
scattering process In not kinem atically or Boltzm ann suppressed, corresponding to

< >
3T

an aller than 1, the condensate w ill them alize. W ith, forT < Ty,

10 2 Tx = m o+mg T 7P 6)
=2 10%G ev mg mg ’

< > <
T

where we areusihgm, 16GeV throughout, 1 requires that

v Yo
mg 10%G ey TP m, 172
T

—_— 62):
m +mg Tg

p— < 10

This will typically be satis ed for som e value of T largerthan Tgy .

Forthe cass ofthegauge singket condensate, we rstnotethat shcethe scalar
isR, odd, it can decay only if it is not the lightest supersym m etric partner (LSP).
Them ost rapid possble decay will corresoond to a treedevel tw o-body decay to a
Ieft-handed neutrino and a neutralino via the neutrino Yukawa coupling . Thiswill
be kinem atically allowed so long as one of the neutralinos has a m ass less than the

scalarm ass. In particular, thisw ill occur if one of the neutralinos isthe LSP, as is
strongly favoured by the possibility ofneutralino cold dark m atter. The decay rate
w ill then depend on the proportion of light m ass eigenstate neutralino (s) contained
In the weak eigenstate ferm ion in H,. This will in tum depend on whether the
light neutralino In question ism ostly gaugino or H iggsino. If it ism ostly H iggsino,
then the decay w ill occur via the neutrino Yukawa coupling w ith coupling strength
approxin ately equalto . On theotherhand, if it ism ostly gaugino, then wewould
expect the coupling of the scalar to the light neutralino to have an addtitional

suppression factor of the order of ™, where corresponds to the H_ Hy4 term in
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theM SSM superpotential [I]. Typically, for < 1TeV, this factor w illnot be m uch
am aller than about 0.1.

Thus In the case of a m ostly H iggsino light neutralino (or, m ore generally, for
the case where the m ass tem is an all com pared with the scalarm ass), tree—
kvel twobody  decay will occur via the neutrino Yukawa ocoupling if 4
— @?+m?)'” H,where 4 .Thisissatis ed if

Do
N 16 ky 2
T (63):
(m +ms)MPl

The decay iskiem atically allowed so ongas < > < @?+ m2)'™@. W ih, or
T < Tg,

T2 m?@2+mgm > My, 72 T P
< > 3 — (©4);
mMp; m + my) Tr

this condition requires that

|
Y _ _
10*°G ev m +mg 3¢ mg 32
T

TR msg

p— < 10° 65):

Tt is straightforward to show that, In the cases ofm ost interest to us here, the decay
of the condensate typically occurs before it can them alize by scattering. The
condition for the condensate to them alize by scattering via the Yukawa coupling
isthat , k “T”H= %,where 2log —Z— . This inplies that
=4 1 14

T
> 5x10 ¢ —
mS

(6:0):

Thislowerbound istypically Jargerthan the owerbound on  com ing from  decay.
Tt is possible that them alization could occur by scattering from light skeptons and
SU (2) gauginos in the plasm a, which would replace by ( g)'™?,whereg 06
is the SU (2) gauge coupling. H owever, the lower bound on w il still typically be
larger than that com ing from  decay. In particular, this is true for the im portant
case of decay below the tam perature of the electroweak phase transition, which
we discuss below . A nother possibility for them alizing the condensate is via inverse

decays and related 2 ! 1 processes, which are expected to have a rate 4y 2T,
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w here 1. A though at high tem perature this rate can be large com pared w ith
the decay rate, for tem peratures at or below the electroweak phase transition
tam perature, which are of m ost interest to us here, the direct decay rate will be
much larger than the rate of them alization via inverse decays. In all this we have
assum ed that the decay occurs via the neutrino Yukawa ocoupling. It is also
possblthatthe oondensate could decay via the non-renom alizble superpotential
coupling - u°d“d®once< > isintroduced, which givesan e ective coupling.
However, it is straightforward to check that thise ective coupling is in generalm uch
an aller than the typical values of considered in neutrino m ass m odels, and so
m ay be neglected when discussing condensate decay.

Thuswe see that the oondensate can evade decay untilT < Tgy if dissu —
ciently an all. To see what this In plies for the baryon asym m etry and for neutrino
masses, we rst note that the gauge singlkt scalar will typically correspond to a
linear com bination of the three right-hand sneutrino generations. Thus  willtyp—
ically correspond to the largest neutrino Yukawa coupling up to a factor of around
91—5 .Inthem ! 0 lm i, corresponding to the case where the neutrinos have D irac
m asses, we can de ne an unbroken B-1 asymm etry by de ning tohaveB=1.How-
ever, so ong asthe oondensate decays after the electroweak phase transition has
occured, the e ect of anom alous electroweak B+ L violation [6:], which is in them al
equilbrium at tem peratures largerthan Ty , w illbe to alteronly the B asym m etry
com Ing from the them alized condensate and so prevent a cancellation of the B
asymm etry com Ing from the and oonensate, even though the net B-L asymm e~
try willbe zero. Thus so Iong asthe condensatedecaysat Ty * Tgy in the lim it
m ! 0, there will stillbe a B asymm etry. The m agnitude of the B asymm etry
w ill be essentially the sam e as that previously caloulated from the decay of the
condensate alone, since the m agnitude of the net B asymm etry will, up to a factor
ofthe order of 1, equalthat ofthe B-L. asymm etry com ing from  them alization at
T~ Tgy . The coupling is related to the heaviest neutrinomass In them ! O

lin by m 16 Gev.From thisand (63) we nd that, forthe case ofam ostly
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H iggsino light neutralino, the condensate decays at a tem perature T4 10m

Thusthe condition T4 © Tgy inpliesthat allD irac neutrino m asses should satisfy
m © 10keV (6:7);

assum Ing that oorresoonds to a roughly equal com bination of the three sneutrino
generations, as we would generally expect. This is true for the case of a light
neutralino which is m ostly H iggsino, or m ore generally for the case where the
decay via the Yukawa coupling  is com pletely unsuppressed. From thiswe see that
50 long as the D irac neutrino m asses are allbelow about 10keV, the oondensate
w ill generally decay below the tem perature of the electroweak phase transition and
S0 a baryon asym m etry w illbe generated even in the lim it of B-1, conservation. On
the otherhand, forthe case of, forexam ple, a m ostly gaugino LSP thisupperbound
could be ncreased to around 100keV orm ore, depending on the particular gaugino
LSP m asseigenstate and the param eter. T hese upperbounds should be com pared
w ith the present experin ental upperbounds on the neutrinom asses,m < 24M &V,
m < 160keV andm _ < 5:1eV [I3]. From these we see that the requirem ent that
a non-zero B asymm etry can be generated in the lim it of unbroken B-1 in the case
where the LSP is a neutralino In poses a non-trivialupper bound onm and m

In particular, we see that it would be possble, in principle, to experin entally rule
out this class of A edk-D Ine m odels, for exam pl if neutrinos w ith D irac m asses
signi cantly larger than around 10keV were found to exist together w ith an LSP
which wasm ostly H iggsino. W e also note that an unbroken B-1. asymm etry would
rule out the possibility of the d=4 LH, direction, leaving the d= 4 u°d“d® direction
as the unigue d= 4 possbility in the case of B-L. conserving m odels w ith non-zero
neutrino m asses.

For the casse with m % 0, the neutrinos will gain M aprana m asses via the

(100G ev)?

seesaw mechanism [I4], wih m =

. Thusin thiscase Ty isgiven by

m 1=2 m 1=2 m +m 1=2
Tq 1d ° Gev (68):
lev 100G eV 100G eV

T herefore typically the oondensate willdecay atT > Tgy In this case.
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T hroughout the above discussion we have assum ed that the Universe is radia—
tion dom inated. It is straightforward to show that this is Indeed the case. The

condensate would dom inate the energy density only once T satis es

M2+ mgn )72 Ty

T < 69);

Pl

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

the oondensate the energy density is even less than the condensate, by a factor
3

—f=— | Thus the Universe will be radiation dom hated when the condensates

m +mg

them alize or decay.

33



7. Conclusions

W e have oconsidered the possibility of generating the cbserved baryon asymm e—
try via an A eck-D lnem echanisn based on the renom alizblke F-and D — at u “d°d®
direction of the SUSY Standard M odel. In order to avoid breaking R, whilst al-
low ing a d=4 superpotential tem to lift the atness and drive baryogenesis, we
considered extensions of the SUSY Standard M odel which have additional gauge
singlkts , such as comm only occur In m odels which seek to acoount for neutrino
m asses. In such m odels the u°d°d® direction becom es potentially as in portant as
them ore comm only considered LH,, direction. W e have shown that the A-D m echa—
nisn based on the d=4 operator °,where isa gauge non-sihglktA-D eld, can
Indeed (for an appropriate choice of param eters) generate the baryon asymm etry
whilst allow Ing the scalar elds to evolve to a phenom enoclogically acceptable m in—
Inum . The resulting asymm etry is suppressed relative to the asymm etry com Ing
from the m ore conventional “-based A-D mechanism (such as the LH, direction)

1=2
by a factor —%= , alloouplings and CP phasesbeing taken equal, wherem is

m +mg

the SUSY masstem andm g is the soft SUSY breaking m ass scale. T his suggests

thatm cannotbemudh larger than m g, if the cbserved baryon asym m etry is to be
generated w ithout requiring very sm all couplings in the non-renom alizble tem s.
T he requirem ent that the Iniial condensate particlke asym m etry can form before the
condensate is them alized in poses an upper bound on the reheating tem perature of

107G ev

22 in the Im it wherem °©

mg, where is the CP violating phase responsible

>

for the baryon asymm etry. The upper bound becom es weaker ifm mg. Thus
wih a su ciently argem oramall thewhole range of reheating tem peratures up
to the them al gravitino constraint can be com patible w ith the iniial form ation of
an asymm etry. The oondensate will typically them alize before the electroweak
phase transition occurs. Then in the lin it of unbroken B-L (for which case the
u°d°d® direction is the unigue d= 4 possibility), which correspondstom ! 0,aB

asymm etry can be generated only ifthe condensate decaysbelow the tem perature

of the electroweak phase transition, when anom alous electroweak B+ L violation is

34



out ofthem alequilbbriim . Thisw ill generally be true ifallneutrino m asses are lss
than around 10keV . In the case where the LSP is a neutralino, or m ore generally
where there is a neutralino m ass eigenstate lighter than the scalar, the decay
condition In poses a non-trivialupper lim it on D irac neutrino m asses. For exam ple,
for the case of a m ostly H iggsino 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 eter oftheM SSM and the particular gaugino LSP m ass
eigenstate. Thus the cbservation of a D irac mass for the or neutrino signi —
cantly lJarger than 10keV together w ith a m ostly H iggsino LSP, for exam ple, would

experin entally rule out this class of A eck-D Ine m odels.
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