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oscillating scalar�eld with B num berviolating derivative couplings;we �nd that

the net baryon num ber density is proportionalto �3
i
,where �i is the am plitude

ofthe PNG B-�eld in naturalination atthe onsetofreheating. W e also discuss

our disagreem ent with the interpretation of _� as an e�ective chem icalpotential

for baryon num ber in spontaneous baryogenesis m odels. W hile our calculation

ofthe asym m etry is carried out in the context ofnaturalination our approach

is generally valid for baryogenesis m odels using decaying classical�elds. In the

Appendices,we include a com plete derivation ofthe num ber density ofparticles

produced by thedecay ofaclassicalscalar�eld;thisnum berdensity isproportional

to theintegraloverm om enta oftheone pairproduction am plitude.
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Section 1: Introduction

In thispaper,1)wecalculatethebaryon asym m etry obtained during reheating follow-

ingnaturalination usingan approach thatisgenerallyvalid forbaryogenesism odelsusing

decaying classical�elds.Ourresultsarein disagreem entwith thetheresultspresented in

the originalspontaneousbaryogenesispapers. 2)W e discussan objection to the e�ective

chem icalpotentialinterpretation used in m odelsofspontaneousbaryogenesis.

In naturalination the role ofthe inaton is played by a pseudo Nam bu-G oldstone

boson,hereafterreferred to as�,with a potentialofthe form [1]

V (�)= �4(1� cos�): (1:1)

This m odelwas proposed to \naturally" provide the at potentialrequired for ination

to work [2], [3]. Here � = �=f,where � isa com plex scalar�eld and f isthe scale at

which a globalsym m etry isspontaneously broken;softexplicitsym m etry breaking takes

placeata lowerscale�.From eq.(1.1)onecan seethattheheightofthepotentialis2� 4

whilethewidth isf.Since thescalesofspontaneousand explicitsym m etry breaking can

\naturally" be separated by severalorders ofm agnitude,one can obtain � � 10� 3f as

required forsuccessfulination [4].

In ref. [14]an extensive study ofthe conditions under which the � �eld can drive

ination hasbeen obtained.Aftertheperiod ofination,theenergy density ofthe� �eld

isconverted to radiation during reheating through itsdecay to otherform s ofm atteras

it oscillates in its potential. Below we shallassum e that � is coupled only to ferm ions.

W e treat� asa classicalscalar�eld coupled to quantized ferm ion �elds Q and L via an

interaction term oftheform �Q Lei�+ �LQ e� i�,whereQ carriesbaryon num berbutL does

not. W e show that the decay of� gives rise to a net baryon num ber density (nb� n�b)

proportionalto �3
i
,where �iisthe valueofthe� �eld attheonsetofreheating.

Ourresultdisagreeswith thecalculation in theoriginalspontaneousbaryogenesispa-

pers[15]where itwasargued thatthe asym m etry isproportionalto �ito the�rstpower,

independentofthedetailsofthebaryon num berviolating couplingsofthe� �eld.Specif-

ically,in previous work,Cohen and Kaplan [15]considered any theory in which a scalar

�eld isderivatively coupled to the baryon current J� with a term in the interaction La-

grangian ofthe form Lint/ @��J
�,and derived an expression forthe baryon asym m etry

produced by the decay ofthe scalar�eld asitoscillatesaboutitsm inim um . The pseudo

Nam bu-G oldstoneboson in naturalination can serveasan exam pleofsuch a scalar�eld.

Cohen and Kaplan obtained j_nB j= �f2j_�j,where� isthedecay rateofthe� �eld and nB

isthe netbaryon num berdensity.Thisgives

j�n B j= �f2j��j: (1:2)
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Below wediscussourconcernswith thisconclusion and presentcalculationsforthespeci�c

case ofeq.(1.1);ourresultsdisagree with eq.(1.2). W e also com m enton ourobjections

to interpreting _� as a chem icalpotentialwhen �� is sm all,as was done in ref. [15];we

arguethata Lagrangian term _�J0 doesnotappearin theHam iltonian,and thereforeitis

incorrectto identify _� with an e�ective chem icalpotentialforbaryon num ber.

Thefram ework ofthispaperisasfollows.In Section 2,wewritedown theLagrangian

density fortheinaton �eld and presenttheequation ofm otion for� asitoscillatesduring

the reheating phase,as derived in ref. [16]. In Section 3 we discuss our concerns with

eq.(1.2) as obtained in ref. [15](these concerns were raised in an earlier paper [16]by

two ofthe authors [Dolgov and Freese]). W e then proceed to calculate the totalbaryon

num ber and antibaryon num ber produced during the decay of the � �eld, and �nd a

net baryon num ber density (nb� n�b) proportionalto �3
i
. W e also show that the energy

density ofthe produced particles is equalto the initialenergy density ofthe � �eld as

a a check on ourcalculation. In Section 4,we discuss how constraints on param eters in

naturalination obtained in ref. [14]a�ectthe quantitative resultsforbaryogenesis. W e

also discuss our objections to the therm odynam ic generation ofthe baryon asym m etry

via an e�ective chem icalpotentialinterpretation in m odelsofspontaneous baryogenesis.

Finally wesum m arizeourresults.In theAppendicesweprovidedetailsofthecalculations

outlined in them ain body ofthepaper.In particular,in AppendicesA and B,weinclude

derivationsofthe num berdensity ofparticlesproduced by the decay ofa classicalscalar

�eld;thenum berdensity ofparticlesproduced isproportionaltotheintegraloverm om enta

ofthe one pairproduction am plitude.

Section 2: T he M odel

As in ref. [16]we consider a sim ple m odelinvolving a com plex scalar �eld � and

ferm ion �eldsQ and L with theLagrangian density 1

L = � @��
�
@
��� V (���)+ i �Q �@�Q + i�L

�
@�L� mQ

�Q Q � mL
�LL+ (g� �Q L+ h:c:):(2:1)

Note that,despite theirnam es,Q and L cannotbe actualquarksand leptons,since the

interaction term doesnotconserve color. They could,however,representheavy ferm ions

with otherinteractionswith the�eldsoftheStandard M odelwhich �x theassignm entsof

globalcharges.In particular,weshallassum ethatthe�eld Q carriesbaryon num berwhile

the �eld L doesnot.The U(1)sym m etry thatcorrespondsto baryon num beristherefore

identi�ed as

� ! e
i��; Q ! e

i�
Q ; L ! L : (2:2)

1 W e use a m etric({1,1,1,1).

3



W e assum e thatthisglobalsym m etry isspontaneously broken atan energy scale f via a

potentialofthe form

V (j�j)= �
�
���� f

2
=2
�2
: (2:3)

The resulting scalar�eld vacuum expectation value(VEV)ish�i= fei�=f=
p
2.

Below the scale f,we can neglectthe radialm ode of� since itisso m assive thatit

isfrozen out;m radial= �1=2f.The rem aining lightdegree offreedom is�,the G oldstone

boson of the spontaneously broken U (1). For sim plicity of notation we introduce the

dim ensionlessangular�eld � � �=f. W e then obtain an e�ective Lagrangian density for

�,Q ,and L ofthe form

Le� = �
f2

2
@��@

�
�+ i�Q �@�Q + i�L�@�L � mQ

�Q Q � mL
�LL +

� g
p
2
f �Q Lei�+ h:c:

�
:(2:4)

The globalsym m etry isnow realized in the G oldstone m ode:Le� isinvariantunder

Q ! e
i�
Q ; L ! L ; � ! � + � : (2:5)

W ith a rotation oftheform in eq.(2.5)with � = � �,theLagrangian can alternatively be

written

Leff = �
f2

2
@��@

�
�+ i�Q �@�Q + i�L�@�L � mQ

�Q Q � mL
�LL + (

g
p
2
f �Q L + h:c:)+ @��J

�
;

(2:6)

where the ferm ion currentderivesfrom the U (1)sym m etry;here,J� = �Q �Q .

W e now assum e that the sym m etry (2.2)is also subject to a sm allexplicitbreaking

which givesrisetoapotentialasin eq.(1.1)and which providesanonzerom assforthe�eld

�. Thisexplicitsym m etry breaking could com e from Planck scale physics. Alternatively,

onecan im agineascenario sim ilartothatinvolvingtheQCD axion where,atenergy scales

oftheorderof�Q CD,instanton e�ectscreatetheferm ion condensateh
�  i� �3

Q CD
,giving

rise to a m assterm forthe axion.Note thatforthe naturalination m odel,the required

m assscalesarem uch higherthan fortheQCD axion.Thewidth ofthepotentialm ustbe

roughly thePlanck m assin orderto achieve enough e-foldingsofination,and theheight

ofthe potentialm ust be roughly �4 � [1016 G eV]4 in order for density perturbations

appropriateforstructure form ation to beproduced (seethe Discussion section attheend

ofthe paperform ore detail). Consequently the scale atwhich the relevantgauge group

(notQCD)m ustbecom e strong isroughly the G UT scale. These and otherm echanism s

such asthosefound in technicolorand schizon m odelsforgenerating apotentialforpseudo

Nam bu-G oldstone bosonsare discussed in ref.[4,14].
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Initially,asthe � �eld rollsdown towardsthe m inim um ofitspotential,itspotential

energy drivesination.Let�ibethevalueofthe� �eld atthebeginning ofthereheating

epoch,afterinationary expansion hasended.(W eshallignorespatialvariationsin the�

�eld.) Duringthereheating epoch the� �eld oscillatesaboutthem inim um ofitspotential.

W hile � oscillatesitdecaysto the �eldsQ and L.The interactionsofthe ferm ionic �elds

create a therm albath thereby reheating the universe. Note thatwe m usttake g � 1 so

thatferm ion m assesgenerated forthe ferm ionsfrom the Yukawa coupling,m  � gf,are

sm allenough thatthe ferm ionscan in factbe produced by decaysofthe pseudo Nam bu-

G oldstone bosons. See ref. [10]in Dolgov and Freese [16]for further discussion ofthis

point.

Theequation ofm otion forthe� �eld with theback reaction oftheproduced ferm ions

was rigorously derived in the one loop approxim ation in ref. [16]. For sm alldeviations

of� from the equilibrium the potentialcan be approxim ated as V (�) = 1
2m

2
R
f2�2 and

the equation ofm otion during the oscillating phase can be e�ectively written in the well

known form

�� + m
2
R � + �_� = 0; (2:7)

wherem R istherenorm alised � m assde�ned aslimw! 1 m 2
R

�
1+

g2

4�2
log(2w=m R )

�
= m 2,

where m isthebare m assofthe� �eld,and � � g2m R =8�.(Ourexpressionsabove di�er

by a factorof2 from thosein ref.[16]becausea factorof1=
p
2 wasdropped from eq.(2.5)

in ref.[16].) Thesolution to thisequation is

�(t)= �ie
� �t=2 cos(m R t): (2:8)

wherewehaveassum ed thattheinitialvelocityofthe� �eld isnegligibleand havetherefore

set an arbitrary phase in the cosine to zero. The results obtained below can be easily

generalized forarbitraryinitialconditions.Theabovesolution wasderived assum ingm Q =

m L = 0. However,itcan be shown thatnon-zero valuesofm Q and m L willnotchange

the solution for� signi�cantly aslong asm Q ;m L � m R ,which weshallassum e below.

Section 3: B aryogenesis

PreviousCalculationsand Concerns:In previouswork,Cohen and Kaplan [15]consid-

ered any theory in which a scalar�eld isderivatively coupled to the baryon currentwith

a term in the interaction Lagrangian ofthe form Lint / @��J
�,and derived an expres-

sion for the baryon asym m etry produced by the decay ofthe scalar �eld as it oscillates

aboutitsm inim um .From eq.(2.6)one can see thatourpseudo Nam bu-G oldstone boson

isan exam pleofsuch a scalar�eld asithastheappropriatecoupling.Cohen and Kaplan

obtained j_nB j= �f2j_�j,where nB isthenetbaryon num berdensity.Thisgives

j�n B j= �f2j��j: (3:1)
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In a previouspaper[16]by two ofthe authors[Dolgov and Freese],severalconcernswith

thisinterpretation wereraised.W ewilloutlinetwo oftheseconcernsagain here,and then

proceed with a directcalculation ofthebaryon asym m etry.Ourresultswilldisagreewith

eq.(3.1).

Oneconcern isasfollows:in m akingtheidenti�cation j_nB j= �f2j_�j,oneiscom paring

an operator equation,nam ely,the Euler-Lagrange equation �� + m2� = _nB =f
2,with an

equation oftheform ofeq.(2.7)which isobtained aftervacuum averaging.In ref.[16]the

average value h_nB i was found to be not just � �f2_� but a m ore com plicated expression

(eq.(3.3)in ref.[16]).

A second concern iswith regard to energy conservation.The initialenergy density of

the�eld � which createsthebaryonsand antibaryonsis��(ti)� f2m 2�2
i
.Attheend som e

ofthisenergy density hasbeen converted to baryonsand antibaryons,with energy density

�(tf) > nB EB where EB � m is the characteristic energy of the produced ferm ions

(note that nB refers to the di�erence between baryon and antibaryon num ber densities

and notto the totalnum berdensity ofproduced particles). Clearly itm ustbe true that

�(tf)< ��(ti).Ifwewereto useeq.(3.1)wewould seethatthisrequires� < ��m .From

the de�nition of� we see thatthisissatis�ed forsm allvaluesofcoupling constantg as

long as�� isnottoo sm all;forsm allvaluesof��,thisrelationship can neverbesatis�ed.

New Calculations and Results: W e now proceed to calculate the net baryon num ber

density ofthe particles produced during reheating. W e perform an explicit calculation

and �nd a di�erent result from eq.(3.1). The � �eld decays to either Q �L pairs or �Q L

pairs.(TheQ and L �eldsarenotthem asseigenstates.Laterin thissection weconsider

e�ectsofoscillationsbetween Q and L �elds.) Asm entioned earlier,we treatthe � �eld

classically,Q and L are quantum �eldsand Q carriesbaryon num ber.Fornow we ignore

any dilution ofthe baryon num berdensity due to theexpansion oftheuniverse.

Asshown in Appendix A with the Bogolyubov transform ation m ethod [17],the aver-

age num ber density n ofparticle antiparticle pairsproduced by decay ofa hom ogeneous

classicalscalar�eld,to lowestorderin perturbation theory,isgiven by

n =
1

V

X

s1;s2

Z

gdp1
gdp2 jAj

2
; (3:2)

whereA istheonepairproduction am plitude,subscripts1and 2refertothe�nalparticles

produced and fdp = d3p=[(2�)32p0]. Eq.(3.2) can also be obtained using the m ethod

presented in Sec.4-1-1 ofref.[18],asdiscussed in Appendix B.

Thus,to lowestorderin perturbation theory,theaveragenum berdensity ofQ �L pairs
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produced during reheating in ourm odelisgiven by 2

n(Q ;�L)=
1

V

X

sQ ;s�L

Z

fdp fdq
�
�hQ (p;sQ );

�L(q;sL)j0i
�
�2: (3:3)

W e take

Q =
X

s

Z

fdk
�
u
s
kb
s
ke
+ ik� x+ v

s
kd

sy

k
e
� ik� x

�
(3:4)

and a sim ilar expression for L. Here fbs
k
;b
s0y

k0
g = fds

k
;d
s0y

k0
g = (2�)32k0�3(k � k0)�ss0.

Standard algebra gives

n(Q ;�L)=
1

V

X

sQ ;s�L

Z

fdp fdq

�
�
�
�hQ (p;sQ );

�L(q;sL)ji
g
p
2

Z

d
4
x �Q (x)L(x)ei�(x)j0i

�
�
�
�

2

=
g2f2

2V

Z

fdp fdq

�
�
�
�(2�)

3
�
3(p + q)

Z 1

� 1

dte
i2!t+ i�(t)

�
�
�
�

2

Tr[(�=p+ m Q )(�=q� mL)]

(3:5)

where 2! = p0 + q0. W e obtain a sim ilar expression for n(L;�Q) with �(t) replaced by

� �(t). W e setthe baryon num ber density nb to be equalto n(Q ;
�L)and the antibaryon

num berdensity n�b to be equalto n(L;
�Q ).Then wehave

n
b;�b=

g2f2

2�2

Z

d! !
2

�
�
�
�

Z 1

� 1

dte
2i!t

e
� i�(t)

�
�
�
�

2

; (3:6)

where the + sign in the exponentrefersto baryon num berand the � sign to antibaryon

num ber.To carry outthe integralovertim ewe expand ei� as

1+ i� � �
2
=2; (3:7)

valid forsm all�,and use

�(t)=

�
�i fort� 0

�ie
� �t=2 cos(m R t) fort� 0:

(3:8)

W ealso usea convergencefactoratearly tim esto regularizetheintegral.W ewillexam ine

a series ofpossible term s to �nd the �rst nonzero contribution in perturbation theory.

The lowest order term com es from using ei� = 1 from eq.(3.7) in eq.(3.6) and gives
R
dte2i!t/ �(2!)= 0 sincewecan nothave! = 0 forparticleproduction.Thenextterm

in theexpansion,the� term in (3.7),when squared givesthesam econtribution to nb and

2 Throughoutthe paper,a state hA(p1;s1);
�B (p2;s2)jcorrespondsto a �nalstate with an

A particle ofm om entum p1 and spin s1 and an anti-B particle with m om entum p2 and
spin s2.

7



to n�b.In orderto obtain an asym m etry one m ustconsidercrossterm s.The lowestorder

crossterm thatgivesa nonzero contribution to thebaryon asym m etry is

nb� n�b = 2�
g2f2

2�2

Z

d! !
2

"~�(2!)

h
e�2(2!)

i�

2i
+ h:c:

#

; (3:9)

where h:c:refersto herm itian conjugate,

~�(2!)=

Z 1

� 1

dte
2i!t

�(t) (3:10a)

and
e�2(2!)=

Z 1

� 1

dte
2i!t

�
2(t): (3:10b)

The factorof2 in eq.(3.9)arisesfrom the fact thatthe cross term s in nb and n�b term s

are the sam e up to a m inussign. One can see from the form ofeq.(3.9)thatwe expect

the asym m etry to be proportionalto �3. The details ofthis calculation are outlined in

Appendix C,and the resultsarepresented here.

W e obtain

nb=
1

4
m R f

2
�
2
i +

g2

32�
m R f

2
�
3
i (3:11)

n�b=
1

4
m R f

2
�
2
i �

g2

32�
m R f

2
�
3
i (3:12)

Therefore,

nB � nb� n�b=
g2

16�
m R f

2
�
3
i

=
1

2
�f2�3i

(3:13)

W e notice that the net baryon num ber density is proportionalto �3
i
. This disagrees

with thecalculation in ref.[15]which givesan asym m etry proportionalto�i.W ealsonote

thatthenum berdensity ofpairsofparticlesnb+ n�b isequalto
1
2m R f

2�2
i
.Sincetheenergy

perpairofparticlesism R ,theenergy density in theproduced particlesis
1
2m

2
R
f2�2

i
,which

agreeswith theinitialenergy density ofthe� �eld.W ehave also done thecalculation of

��nal=
1

V

X

sQ ;sL

Z

fdp fdq
�
p
0 + q

0
��
jhQ (p;sQ );

�L(q;sL)j0ij
2+ jhL(q;sL);

�Q (p;sQ )j0ij
2
�

(3:14)

and haveveri�ed thatwe obtain 1
2m

2
R
f2�2

i
.

M ass M ixing: In m any caseseq.(3.13)isnotyetthe com plete story because ofm ass

m ixing.Aswem entioned earliertheQ and L �eldsarenotm asseigenstates.Thereforea
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particle which isproduced asa Q m ay laterrotate into an L. Thise�ectm ustbe taken

into account. Eq.(3.13) is com pletely correct for the case where the ferm ions Q and L

areconverted im m ediately to regularquarksq and leptonslassoon asthey areproduced

(assum ing thatthe tem perature islow enough thatthe q and lcannotconvertback into

Q and L). In that case,there is no opportunity for m ixing to take place,e.g.,there is

no opportunity for Q to convert to an L. On the other hand,ifQ and L do not decay

im m ediately into stable lighterm assparticleswith appropriate quark quantum num bers,

they m ay havethechanceto m ix into oneanother.Onecan calculatethee�ectsofm ixing

in eithertheQ ;L basisorin the basisofm asseigenstates;below we willdo both.

The m assm atrix in the(Q ;L)basisis

�
m Q � gf=

p
2

� gf=
p
2 m L

�

: (3:15)

The m asseigenstatesare

 1 =
L + �Q
p
1+ �2

and  2 =
Q � �L
p
1+ �2

(3:16)

with m asses m Q � gf=(
p
2�) and mL + gf=(

p
2�) respectively,where � =

p
2gf=(�m +

p
(�m )2+ 2g2f2)and �m = m Q � mL.Notethat�m = 0 correspondsto � = 1.

In the  1; 2 basis,one can now calculate the baryon asym m etry asa sum ofterm s,

each ofwhich is a product ofa num ber density ofproduced particle/antiparticle pairs

tim esthe (tim eaveraged)quark contentofthe pair,

nB = n( 1;
� 2)jhQ j 1ij

2+ n( 2;
� 1)jhQ j 2ij

2� n( 1;
� 2)jh

�Q j� 2ij
2� n( 2;

� 1)jh
�Qj� 1ij

2
:

(3:17)

Here n( 1;
� 2)and n( 2;

� 1)are the num berdensitiesof 1 and
� 2 pairsand  2 and

� 1

pairsrespectively;and jhQ j iij
2 isthe probability thata particle which isproduced asa

 i (where i= 1;2)ism easured asa Q .Hence,forexam ple,the �rstterm isthe product

ofthe num berdensity of 1
� 2 pairsproduced tim esthequark contentof 1.

Notethatweareherecom putingatim eaveraged baryon asym m etry;actuallythevalue

ofthe baryon asym m etry oscillatesin tim e,asdiscussed in Appendix D.From eq.(3.16)

we see thattheprobability that 1;2 ism easured asa Q is

jhQ j 1ij
2 = jh�Q j� 1ij

2 =
�2

1+ �2
(3:18)

and

jhQ j 2ij
2 = jh�Q j� 2ij

2 =
1

1+ �2
: (3:19)
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As in eq.(3.2),the num ber densities ofparticle/antiparticle pairs are obtained by

squaring the production am plitudesforthepairs,

ni�j =
1

V

X

si;s�j

Z

fdki
gdk�j jA i�jj

2
; (3:20)

where iand j are either1 or2.The am plitudeforproduction ofa  i
� j pairis

A i�j = h i;
� jji

Z

d
4
x(

g
p
2
fe

i� �Q L + h:c:)j0i: (3:21)

Using eqs.(3.18),(3.19),and (3.20),we can writeeq.(3.17)as

nB = �
1

V

X

s1;s2

Z

gdk1
gdk2

 
1� �2

1+ �2

!

[jA 1�2j
2� jA2�1j

2]: (3:22)

Using

�Q L =

 
1

1+ �2

!

[� 2 1� �� 2 2 + �� 1 1 � �
2� 1 2] (3:23)

and itsherm itian conjugate,wecalculatethe relevantproduction am plitudes:

A 1�2 = h 1;
� 2ji

Z

d
4
x(

g
p
2
fe

i��Q L +
g
p
2
fe

� i��LQ )j0i (3:24a)

to �nd

A 1�2 = i
g
p
2
f

 
1

1+ �2

!

h 1;
� 2j

Z

d
4
x(� 1 2e

� i�� �
2
e
i�� 1 2)j0i: (3:24b)

Now thetwom atrixelem entsin eq.(3.24b)aresim ilartotheoneswecalculated in eq.(3.5),

with �Q L replaced by � 1 2.Hence,we have

A 1�2 =

 
1

1+ �2

!

(A L �Q � �
2
A Q �L): (3:25)

Sim ilarly,

A 2�1 = h:c:[A 1�2]=

 
1

1+ �2

!

(� �
2
A
L �Q + A

Q �L): (3:26)

Thuseq.(3.22)becom es

nB =

 
1� �2

1+ �2

! 2 
X

sQ ;s�L

Z

gdkQ
gdk�L jA

Q �Lj
2�

X

sL ;s�Q

Z

gdkL
gdk�Q jA

L �Q j
2

!

=

 
1� �2

1+ �2

! 2

� ourpreviousanswer:

(3:27)
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Thuswe �nd that

nB =
1

2
�f2�3i

 
1� �2

1+ �2

! 2

: (3:28)

Ifm Q = m L,� = 1and theasym m etryvanishesbecausein thiscasethenetbaryon num ber

ofa ( 1;
� 2)pairora ( 2;

� 1)pairis0 and thusno baryon asym m etry isproduced.

Anotherderivation ofeq.(3.28)isgiven in Appendix D.In the preceding paragraphs

we considered particle production and m ixing in the m ass eigenstate  1; 2 basis. In

Appendix D we work in theQ ;L basis.W e�nd theoscillationsofthe baryon asym m etry

with tim e,and obtain the sam e expression asin eq.(3.28)forthe tim e averaged baryon

asym m etry.

Therm alization: Afterthe � �eld hasdecayed into  1 and  2 particles,therm alequi-

librium can be established ifthese particles have other interactions with each other and

with otherparticles.Aslong asone introducesinteractionssuch as� � 1 1 and � � 2 2 as

a partofa realistic m odel,the num berof 1 �
� 1 particlesand of 2 �

� 2 particlesdoes

notchange,thereby preserving thebaryon asym m etry.(Interactionssuch as� � 1 2+ h:c:

would,however,destroy the baryon asym m etry.) The �elds  1 and  2 willannihilate

ordecay to lighterparticles which willtherm alize. Ifthese interactions preserve the net

baryon num ber,then theasym m etry willsurvive.

Quantitative Results: So farwe have notincluded the e�ectsofthe expansion ofthe

universe. For baryon num ber created when H � �,we m ay neglect the expansion and

directly usetheresultsobtained abovein eq.(3.28)with �ireplaced with thevalueof� at

H = �. Since the � �eld dom inatesthe cosm ic energy density,the condition H = � �xes

the am plitudeof� atthatm om entto be

�1 =
p
3=4�(�m P l=fm R )� 0:02g2m P l=f � 1: (3:29)

In theearly stagesofreheating with � > �1,expansion oftheuniversem ustbetaken into

account.

The decay ofthe �-�eld produces relativistic  1;2 and
� 1;2 with energies! � mR =2.

This state is far from therm alequilibrium (the tem perature ofthe therm alized plasm a

in eq.(3.30) below m ay be sm aller than the  m asses). The rate oftherm alization de-

pendsupon the interaction strength oftheferm ionscreated in the� decay.Itistypically

higher than the decay rate because g � 1 to ensure reasonable ferm ion m asses. Ther-

m alization could occureitherthrough annihilation of 1 and
� 1 or 2 and

� 2 into light

particlesorthrough theirdecaysand subsequent elastic scattering. Assum ing thatthese

processes are fast we can roughly estim ate the reheat tem perature in the instantaneous
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decay approxim ation,�rad = ��(t= �� 1),as

Treh = (90=8�3g�)
1=4

p
�m P l� 0:15gg

� 1=4
� �

p
m P l=f (3:30)

where we havetaken m R = �2=f.

Theentropy density aftertherm alization isgiven by s= 4�2g�T
3
reh

=90.Itisconserved

in the com oving volum e ifthe expansion ofthe universe isadiabatic,in particularin the

absence of�rstorder phase transitionsasthe universe cools. Baryonic charge density is

also assum ed to be conserved inside a com oving volum e during and after therm alization

and so the baryon-to-entropy ratio nB =s rem ainsconstantin the course ofexpansion.

Firstwe �nd the baryon asym m etry produced afterH � � so thatexpansion m ay be

neglected (subscript1 refersto thiscase).Using eqs.(3.28),(3.29)and (3.30)we �nd

�nB

s

�

1
� 10� 4

g5

g
1=4
�

�
m P l

f

�3=2
f

�

 
1� �2

1+ �2

! 2

: (3:31)

In the m odels studied in ref. [14](f=m P l) = O (1) and f=� = 106 � 103,so to get a

reasonable baryon asym m etry weneed a ratherlargecoupling,g > 10� 2 (for� � 1).

In factthe asym m etry should be noticeably largerthan thatgiven by eq.(3.31).The

result thatwe gotabove refers to the case when H < � butthe process ofparticle pro-

duction startsm uch earlierwhen H � mR and theinaton �eld beginsto oscillatearound

the bottom ofthe potential. The net baryon num ber density produced while H > � is

again proportionalto �3,as itis associated with the interference between the � and the

�2 term s in j
R
dte2i!t(1 + i� � �2=2)j2 in eq.(3.6). The generation ofthe asym m etry

is m ore e�cient at early tim es (H > �) since the am plitude ofthe �-�eld,which goes

down with the scale factor as R � 3=2,is larger. However when H > � one m ust include

the e�ects ofthe expansion ofthe universe on the production ofthe baryon asym m etry.

This m akes the exact calculations considerably m ore com plicated. Stillwe can roughly

estim ate the asym m etry in the following way. The di�erence between the production of

particlesand antiparticlesism ostprofound atearly tim es,�ta � 1=mR ,when � islarge.

The totalnum ber ofparticles produced in tim e �ta is proportionalto ��t an� and,as

we m ention above,the baryon num berasym m etry m ustvary as�3. Therefore,a reason-

able estim ate ofthe net baryon num ber density created while H > � is nB � �f2�3
i
.

Between the tim e ofpeak production ofbaryon asym m etry atta � 1=mR and the peak

entropy production at tb � 1=� we willtake the baryon asym m etry to be diluted by a

factor of(R a=R b)
3 � (ta=tb)

2 � (�=m R )
2 due to the expansion ofthe universe,where

we have taken the universe to behave as m atter dom inated with R / t2=3 in the usual
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fashion during reheating. Thus the baryon-to-entropy ratio at tim e tb and afterwards is
�
nB
s

�

2
� �f2�3

i
(�=m R )

2=s.The calculation ofthe entropy density isexactly the sam e as

described aboveeq.(3.31),whilethebaryonicchargedensity islargerthan theH < � case

by a factorof(�i=�1)
3(�=m R )

2 = �i=�1 = m R =� = 8�=g2 � 1.Consequently,wegetthat

the totalbaryon asym m etry ofthe universe isapproxim ately equalto

�nB

s

�

2
=

�i

�1

�nB

s

�

1
� 3� 10� 3

g3

g
1=4
�

�
m P l

f

�3=2
f

�

 
1� �2

1+ �2

! 2

: (3:32)

Heresubscript2 refersto thecasewhereexpansion hasbeen included.Henceforth weuse

eq.(3.32)asourestim ateofthebaryon asym m etry produced.

Section 4: D iscussion

In ref.[14],theauthorsobtain constraintson theparam eters� and f.Thestipulation

thata large fraction ofthe universe afterination have inated by atleast60 e-foldings

givesf � 0:06MP l. A strongerconstraintcan be obtained by requiring the form ation of

galaxiesto takeplace early enough in the history ofthe universe;in thisway one obtains

f � 0:3MP l.A constrainton � isderived by using COBE data on thedensity uctuation

am plitude and isplotted in �g.1 ofref.[14];the upperbound on � thusobtained ranges

from 1013G eV to 1016G eV forf between 0:3M Pland 1:2M Pl. Ifone desiresthe density

uctuations from ination to be responsible for the large scale structure ofour universe

and hencefortheCOBE anisotropy,then � m ustbeequalto theabovevaluesratherthan

sim ply being bounded by these num bers.

Ifthebaryon asym m etry produced aboveisaccom panied by an equallepton asym m e-

try,sothatB � L = 0,itwillbewiped outby baryon num berviolatingsphaleron processes

unless the reheat tem perature is below 100G eV. The low reheat tem perature condition

m ay be a desirable feature ofourm odelasm any ination m odelshave di�culty creating

a high reheattem perature. Furtherm ore,we shallrequire thatTreh > 10M eV so thatwe

reproduce standard nucleosynthesis. If,in addition,one requiresthe density uctuations

from ination to serve as the explanation for the COBE data rather than m erely being

bounded by it,then � isdeterm ined asa function off asdescribed in thepreviouspara-

graph;then the com bination ofthese constraints im plies that 10� 14 < g < 10� 10 for �

and f equalto 1013G eV and 0:3M P l respectively,and the asym m etry generated by the

m echanism considered above isby farbelow the necessary observed value. Howeverif�

ism erely bounded by COBE m easurem ents(density uctuationsm ustthen be generated

som eotherway than by theination),then g can bem uch largerascan thebaryon asym -

m etry. Alternatively ifa nonzero (B � L)isgenerated,forexam ple,ifthe L �eldscarry

no lepton num ber,then itisnotdestroyed by the electroweak processesand the coupling

constantg need notbeso sm all.
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In ourperturbative calculationsofthe num berofpairsofparticlesproduced we have

assum ed thatthe m assesofthe ferm ionsare sm allerthan the m assm R ofthe theta-�eld

and thatgf < m Q ;L;otherwise the perturbative approach isnotapplicable.Thisim plies

thatgf < m R = �2=f org < (�=f)2.In thiscase,the baryon asym m etry israthersm all

as
�
nB
s

�

2
< 10� 3(�=f)5(m P l=f)

1:5 < 10� 18 (in obtaining thislim itwe have included the

sim ultaneousconstrainton � and f from density uctuation constraintsin ref. [14]). If,

however,� isnottheinaton �eld,asintheoriginalversion ofthespontaneousbaryogenesis

scenario [15],then the param eters � and f do not necessarily satisfy the above bounds

and the asym m etry m ay be quite large,especially iff � m P l.In such a case,one would

have to redo the calculation ofthe entropy if� does notdom inate the energy density of

the universe when itdecays.A period ofination priorto the decay ofthe PNG B would

also be required so that � and,consequently,the baryon asym m etry have the sam e sign

within present-day dom ainsofsizes10 M pc orgreater. (Existing data do notrule outa

m attersym m etricuniversewith dom ainsofm atterand antim atteron scalesof10 M pcor

m ore[19].)

An interesting possibility isthatthem assofferm ionsisnotbelow m R and thepertur-

bativeapproach isnotapplicable.Thenon-perturbativecalculationsin thiscasearem ore

com plicated and willbe presented elsewhere.

W ewould also liketo pointoutan objection to them echanism ofcreating thebaryon

asym m etry therm odynam ically,via an e�ective chem icalpotentialinterpretation,as�rst

proposed in ref. [15]and later applied to spontaneous baryogenesis m odels at the elec-

troweak phase transition [20]. The approach in ref. [15]is to identify _� in the term

@��J
� = � _�J0 = � _�nB in eq.(2.6)with an e�ectivechem icalpotentialthatbiasestheB

violating interactionsin the universe to create m ore baryonsthan antibaryons. Ifthisis

thecasethen,asisargued in ref.[15],thenetbaryon num berdensity in thetherm albath

is given by the expression: nB � _�T2. However this can not be true because it contra-

dictsthe equation ofm otion ofthe G oldstone �eld: @2� = � @�J
�

B
=f2. Assum ing spatial

hom ogeneity,this equation gives nB � _�f2. (A sim ilar contradiction is obtained using

the equation ofm otion for a PNG B-�eld in an expanding universe.) This contradiction

is resolved because _� does not shift energies ofbaryons and antibaryons and cannot be

identi�ed with achem icalpotential.W hiletheterm @�J
� existsin theLagrangian density

in eq.(2.6),itdoesnotin the Ham iltonian density

H =
@Le�

@ _�i

_�i� Le�(�i;
_�i); (4:1)

where �i represents allthe �elds in the Lagrangian density [21]. This is sim ilar to the

interaction ofa charged particlewith a m agnetic�eld,where theenergy ofthe particleis
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notchanged due to the action ofthe �eld asthe force isproportionalto the velocity and

orthogonalto it.Thusthe term � _�nB doesnotappearin the Ham iltonian density and _�

can notbeinterpreted asan e�ectivechem icalpotential.

Asm entioned above,the approach ofref. [15]hasbeen applied to create the baryon

asym m etry in spontaneous baryogenesis m odelsatthe electroweak phase transition [20].

Theroleofthe� �eld isassociated with theHiggs�eld in electroweak baryogenesis.Since

we feelthat the identi�cation of _� as an e�ective chem icalpotentialis incorrect,these

m odelstoo aresubjectto the sam e criticism .

In conclusion,wehavecalculated thebaryon asym m etry created by a pseudo Nam bu-

G oldstoneboson with baryon num berviolatingcouplingsin thecontextofnaturalination.

W e have obtained a generalresultforthe baryon asym m etry created by the decay ofan

oscillatingscalar�eld with baryon num berviolatingcouplingsand dem onstrated explicitly

that the asym m etry is not proportionalto �i to the �rst power as claim ed in earlier

work. W e have also discussed our objection to the therm odynam icalgeneration ofthe

baryon asym m etryusingan e�ectivechem icalpotentialapproach in m odelsofspontaneous

baryogenesis.
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A ppendix A :N um ber D ensity ofP roduced Particles in Term s ofO ne Pair

P roduction A m plitude

Here we use the Bogolyubov transform ation m ethod to obtain eq.(3.2). W e show

that in the lowest order ofperturbation theory,the average num ber density ofparticle

antiparticlepairsproduced by decay oftheinitialscalar�eld isgiven by

n =
1

V

X

s1;s2

Z

gdp1
gdp2 jAj

2
;

where A is the one pair production am plitude and subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the �nal

particleand antiparticleproduced.Forsim plicity wewillwork with scalar�eldshere;the

generalization to production offerm ionsissim ilarand hasbeen perform ed in ref.[22].

W e begin with a classicalscalar�eld �(t)coupled to a quantum com plex scalar�:

Lint= g�(t)��� : (A:1)
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Atearly tim est! � 1 ,we take �(t)= 0 so that� isexpanded in term sofcreation and

annihilation operators,

� =

Z

fdk
�
ak exp(� i!t+ ik � x)+ b

y

k
exp(i!t� ik � x)

�
; (A:2)

where ! =
p
k2 + m 2. Here the com m utatorsare [ak1;a

y

k2
]= (2�)32k01�

(3)(k1 � k2)and

a sim ilarrelation holdsforthe antiparticle creation and annihilation operatorsbk.Then,

atlatertim es,�(t)6= 0 and eq.(A.2)isreplaced by

� =

Z

fdk
�
akfk(t)exp(ik � x)+ b

y

k
f
�
k(t)exp(� ik � x)

�
; (A:3)

with equation ofm otion

�
@
2
t + k

2 + m
2 � g�(t)

�
fk(t)= 0: (A:4)

The subscript on fk,and on �k and �k below,refers to jkjand not to the m om entum

fourvector.Forcontinuity atearly tim esfk(t! � 1 )= exp(� i!t).W ealso assum ethat

�(t)! 0 fort! 1 .Then we have

fk(t! +1 )! �ke
� i!t+ �ke

i!t
; (A:5)

so that�(t)evolvesas

�(t! +1 )=

Z

fdk
�
exp(� i!t+ ik � x)(�kak + �

�
kb
y

� k
)

+ exp(i!t� ik � x)(��kb
y

k
+ �ka� k)

�
:

(A:6)

One can de�ne new creation and annihilation operators,forparticles:

~ak = �kak + �
�
kb
y

� k
; (A:7a)

and forantiparticles:

~bk = �kbk + �
�
ka

y

� k
: (A:7b)

Then the operatorof�nalparticlenum berisgiven by ~N k = ~a
y

k
~ak=[2k

0V ].

The num berofparticlesin the�nalstateofm om entum k isgiven by

N k = h0j~N kj0i= j�kj
2
: (A:8)

Thusthe totalnum berdensity ofproduced particlesis

n =
1

V

V

(2�)3

Z

d
3
k N k =

Z
d3k

(2�)3
j�kj

2
: (A:9)
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Thisresult,obtainedbythem ethod ofBogolyubovcoe�cients,canbefound inrefs. [17,23].

Now we shallcalculate �k in perturbation theory. Expanding f = f0 + f1,we have

f0 = exp(� i!t)and the equation ofm otion (A.4)becom es

(@2t + k
2 + m

2)f1 = g�(t)exp(� i!t): (A:10)

Using the G reen’sfunction m ethod we�nd

f1(t)= � g

Z
d!0

2�

~�(!0� !)

!02� k2 � m2
e
� i!0t

; (A:11)

Takingtheresidueatthepole!0= �
p
k2 + m 2 = � !,we�nd thecoe�cientofexp(+i!t)

to be,

�k = ig[~�(2!)]�=2! : (A:12))

Now,forcom parison,letuscalculate the �eld theory am plitude with the interaction

Lagrangian given by eq.(A.1),

A = hk1;
�k2ji

Z

d
4
x g�(t)���j0i: (A:13)

Perturbatively them atrix elem entiseasy to calculate using eq.(A.2),and we �nd

A = ig(2�)3�3(k1 + k2)

Z

dt�(t)exp[i(!1 + !2)t]; (A:14)

so that

jA 2j= g
2
V (2�)3�(3)(k1 + k2)j

~�(!1+ !2)j
2
: (A:15)

Now ifwe integrateovergdk1
gdk2,we�nd that

n =
1

V

Z

gdk1
gdk2 jAj

2 =

Z
d3k

(2�)3
g
2j
~�(2!)j2

4!2
: (A:16)

Thisisexactly eq.(A.9)with �k given by eq.(A.12).Thuswehaveshown thatthenum ber

density ofproduced particlesisgiven by theintegraloftheonepairproduction am plitude

squared.

A ppendix B :Second D erivation ofN um ber D ensity ofP roduced Particles

in Term s ofO ne Pair P roduction A m plitude

Eq.(3.2)can also be obtained using the m ethod presented in Sec. 4-1-1 ofref. [18].

(W ehaveignored thehigherordervacuum graphsthatgivetheexponentialfactorexp(� �n)

in eq.(4-23) ofref. [18].) W e have veri�ed that we obtain the Poisson distribution for

the num ber of(Q ;�L)pairs and (�Q ;L)pairsas in ref. [18]. Indeed the derivation ofthe
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Poisson distribution can be done exactly along the sam e lines as in ref. [18]. The only

di�erence is that in the exam ple considered in this book the m atrix elem ent describes

the production ofa single photon by an externalcurrent while in our case it gives the

am plitudeforproduction ofa pairofparticles.Forthem ultiparticleproduction am plitude

this gives rise to a di�erent norm alization,nam ely,in the case ofthe production ofn

photonsthe am plitude containsthe factor1=
p
n!connected with identicalphotonswhile

forthe case ofproduction ofn pairsof �Q L (orcharge conjugate)the am plitude contains

1=n!.In thecaseofphotonsthem ultiparticleam plitudesquared containsthefollowing n-

dependentfactors:jA

nj
2 � j(n!)(1=n!)(1=

p
n!)j2 � 1=n!.The�rstfactorofn!com esfrom

n!com binationswhich appearwhen thephotonproduction operatoractonthem ultiphoton

state hk1;k2::;knjj(a
+
k
)n. The factorof1=n!com esfrom the expansion ofthe action S =

exp(i
R
d4xA �J�),and the factorof1=

p
n!com esfrom thenorm alization ofthe n-photon

state.So thenetresultisproportionalto 1=n!,which isexactly whatisneeded to getthe

Poisson distribution pn = exp(� �n)�nn=n!.In thecaseoftheproduction ofn-pairs,wehave

the sam e 1=n!from the expansion ofthe action,but now we get 1=n!com ing from the

norm alization and not1=
p
n!asbefore.However,theaction oftheproductofthecreation

operatorsofQ and �L,which can besym bolically written as(a+
Q
b
+
L
)n,givesnow an overall

factor ofn!from the action of,say,(a+
Q
)n,as above,and also the sum ofn!equalbut

notinterfering term s,each ofthem being proportionalto a di�erentdelta-function ofthe

m om enta,�(pQ j
+ pLk

).Thusin the m atrix elem entsquared wewillgetthe sam e overall

factor1=n!which isnecessary forthePoisson distribution.

A ppendix C :C alculation ofB aryon A sym m etry

Herewecalculatethelowestordernonzero contribution to thebaryon asym m etry;we

derive eq.(3.13)from eqs.(3.9)and (3.10).Asourstarting point,we have

nb� n�b=
g2f2

�2

Z

d! !
2

"~�(2!)

h
e�2(2!)

i�

2i
+ h:c:

#

; (C:1)

where

~�(2!)=

Z 1

� 1

dte
2i!t

�(t) (C:2)

and

e�2(2!)=

Z 1

� 1

dte
2i!t

�
2(t): (C:3)

Using eq.(3.8),we �nd that

~�(2!)=
�i

4i!

� (� �=2+ im R )

(� �=2+ im R + 2i!)
�

(�=2+ im R )

(� �=2� imR + 2i!)

�
(C:4)
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and

e�2(2!)� = �
�2
i

4i!

� (im R + �=2)

2im R + 2i! + �
+

(� imR + �=2)

2i! � 2imR + �
+

�

2i! + �

�
(C:5)

Thus

~�e�2
�
=

�3
i

16!2

"
(� m2

R
� �2=4)

(2im R + 2i! + �)(2i! + im R � �=2)
+

(m 2
R
� �2=4+ �im R )

(2i! � 2imR + �)(2i! + im R � �=2)

+
�(im R � �=2)

(2i! + �)(2i! + im R � �=2)
�

� m2
R
+ i�m R + �2=4

(2im R + 2i! + �)(2i! � im R � �=2)

�
m 2
R
+ �2=4

(2i! � 2imR + �)(2i! � im R � �=2)
�

�(im R + �=2)

(2i! + �)(2i! � im R � �=2)

#

:

(C:6)

Now wem ustintegrateeach oftheterm sin eq.(C.6)asindicated in eq.(C.1).Thelower

lim it ofthe integralis m Q + m L � m R and we use � � m Q + m L. W e �nd that the

�rstterm cancelswith itsherm itian conjugate,thethird and sixth term sare0,thesecond

and fourth term s canceleach other,and the �fth term plus its herm itian conjugate is

responsible forthe�nalresultgiven in eq.(3.13),

nB � nb� n�b =
g2

16�
m R f

2
�
3
i

=
1

2
�f2�3i

: (C:7)

A ppendix D :T he E�ects ofM ixing in the Q ;L B asis

W e willconsider the decay of� to a Q�L pair (superscript 1 for this decay channel),

and thedecay of� to a �Q L pair(superscript2 forthisdecay channel).Forthe�rstdecay

channel,from eq.(3.16)we see thata Q produced atthe tim et= 0 isgiven by

 (0)= Q = s 1+ c 2; (D :1a)

where

c=
1

p
1+ �2

and s=
�

p
1+ �2

: (D :1b)

Sim ilarly,

��(0)= �L = c� 1 � s� 2: (D :2)

W e willletthe �elds and � evolve in tim e,m ixing theirQ and L com ponents asthey

travel.Thetim eevolution of (t)can be m odeled asfollows:

 (t)= (se� i�!t 1 + c 2)exp(� i!2t); (D :3)
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where �! = ! 1 � !2. W e now wish to ask the question: whatisthe Q contentatsom e

tim e tofthe �eld  which wasinitially pure Q ? Using eq.(3.16),we can write eq.(D.3)

as

 (t)=
�
(c2 + s

2
e
� i�!t)Q � sc(1� e

� i�!t)L
�
exp(� i!2t): (D :4)

The quark contentisgiven by the m agnitude squared ofthe coe�cientofthe �rstterm ,

so that

n
(1)

Q
(t)=

�
c
4 + s

4+ 2c2s2cos�!t
�1

V

X

sQ ;s�L

Z

gdkQ
gdk�L jA

Q �Lj
2
: (D :5)

Sim ilarly,from the sam edecay process� ! Q + �L,the �L thatisproduced can convertto

a �Q so thatwe have

n
(1)
�Q
(t)=

1

V

X

sQ ;s�L

2s2c2(1� cos�!t)

Z

gdkQ
gdk�L jA

Q �Lj
2
: (D :6)

From � ! L�Q ,onecan obtain Q ata latertim efrom oscillationsofeithertheL orthe �Q

and �nd contributions:

n
(2)
�Q
(t)=

�
c
4 + s

4+ 2c2s2cos�!t
�1

V

X

sL ;s�Q

Z

gdkL
gdk�Q jA

L �Q j
2 (D :7)

and

n
(2)

Q
(t)=

1

V

X

sL;s�Q

2s2c2(1� cos�!t)

Z

gdkL
gdk�Q jA

L �Q j
2
: (D :8)

Thusthe baryon asym m etry atany tim etis

nB (t)= n
(1)

Q
(t)+ n

(2)

Q
(t)� n

(1)
�Q
(t)� n

(2)
�Q
(t)

=
�
(c2� s

2)2 + 4s2c2cos�!t
� X

sL;sQ

�
jA

Q �Lj
2� jA

L �Q j
2
�

=

" 
1� �2

1+ �2

! 2

+ 4s2c2cos�!t

#
X

sL;sQ

�
jA Q �Lj

2 � jAL �Q j
2
�
:

(D :9)

One can see thatthe baryon asym m etry oscillatesin tim e asa cosine aboutthe average

value.W hen onetakesatim eaverage,thecosineterm averagestozero,and onereproduces

the resultin eq.(3.28),

nB =
1

2
�f2�3i

 
1� �2

1+ �2

! 2

: (D :10)

Ourderivation aboveassum esin eqs.(D.5-D.8)thatallQ �L pairsand allL �Q pairswere

produced atthe sam e tim e. Ifone considersthatallpairsare notproduced atthe sam e

tim ethen an averageoverallpairswould also cancelthecos�!tterm in eqs.(D.5-D.8).
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