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Section 1: Introduction

In thispaper, 1) we calculate the baryon asym m etry obtained during reheating follow —
Ingnaturalin ation using an approach that is generally valid forbaryogenesism odels using
decaying classical elds. O ur resuls are in disagreem ent w ith the the results presented in
the original spontaneous baryogenesis papers. 2) W e discuss an ob ction to the e ective
chem ical potential interpretation used in m odels of spontaneous baryogenesis.

In natural in ation the role of the in aton is played by a pssudo N am bu-G oldstone
boson, hereafter referred to as , with a potential of the form [1]

V)= 41 cos ): 1:)

This m odel was proposed to \naturally" provide the at potential required for in ation

towork R], Bl. Here = =f,where isa complex scalar eld and f is the scale at

which a global sym m etry is soontaneously broken; soft explicit sym m etry breaking takes
place at a ower scale . From eg. (1.1) one can see that the height of the potential is 2 4
w hile the width is £. Since the scales of spontaneous and explicit sym m etry breaking can
\naturally" be separated by several orders of m agnitude, one can obtain 10 3f as
required for successfiil in ation @].

In ref. [14] an extensive study of the conditions under which the eld can drive
In ation hasbeen obtained. A fter the period of n ation, the energy density ofthe eld
is converted to radiation during reheating through its decay to other form s of m atter as
it oscillates in its potential. Below we shall assum e that is coupled only to fem ions.
W e treat as a classical scalar eld coupled to quantized ferm ion elds Q and L via an
interaction term ofthe form QLei + LQe i , Where Q carries baryon num ber but L does
not. W e show that the decay of gives rise to a net baryon number density (y, 1)
proportional to 13' where ; isthe value ofthe eld at the onset of reheating.

O ur resul disagrees w ith the calculation in the original soontaneous baryogenesis pa—
pers [L5] where it was argued that the asym m etry is proportionalto ; to the rstpower,
independent of the details of the baryon num ber violating couplings of the eld. Specif-
ically, in previous work, Cohen and K aplan [L5] considered any theory in which a scalar

eld is derivatively coupled to the baryon current J with a term in the interaction La-
grangian ofthe form L/ @ J , and derived an expression for the baryon asymm etry
produced by the decay of the scalar eld as it oscillates about itsm inimum . T he pseudo
N am bu-G oldstone boson in naturalin ation can serve as an exam ple of such a scalar eld.
Cohen and K aplan cbtained g j= £ 2j—j, where isthe decay rate ofthe eld and np
is the net baryon num ber density. T his gives

jngi= £%3 3 12)
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Below we discuss our concems w ith this conclusion and present calculations for the speci ¢
case of eq. (11); our results disagree with eq. (1 2). W e also comm ent on our ob Fctions
to Interpreting — as a chem ical potentialwhen  is small, as was done In ref. [15]; we
argue that a Lagrangian tem —J3° does not appear in the H am iltonian, and therefore it is
Incorrect to identify —w ith an e ective chem ical potential for baryon num ber.

T he fram ew ork ofthis paper isas follow s. In Section 2, we w rite dow n the Lagrangian
density forthe in aton eld and present the equation ofm otion for as it oscillates during
the reheating phase, as derived in ref. [16]. In Section 3 we discuss our concems w ith
eq. (12) as cbtained in ref. [15] (these concems were raised in an earlier paper [16] by
two of the authors D olgov 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 number density (3, 1) proportional to f W e also show that the energy
density of the produced particles is equal to the initial energy density of the eld as
a a check on our calculation. In Section 4, we discuss how constraints on param eters in
naturalin ation obtained in ref. [14] a ect the quantitative resuls for baryogenesis. W e
also discuss our ob Ections to the them odynam ic generation of the baryon asymm etry
via an e ective chem ical potential interpretation in m odels of spontaneous baryogenesis.
Finally we sum m arize our results. In the A ppendices we provide details of the calculations
outlined in them ain body of the paper. In particular, in A ppendices A and B, we include
derivations of the num ber density of particles produced by the decay of a classical scalar

eld; the num ber density ofparticlesproduced isproportionalto the integraloverm om enta
of the one pair production am plitude.

Section 2: The M odel

As in ref. [l6] we consider a simple m odel involving a com plex scalar eld and
ferm ion elds Q and L w ith the Lagrangian density L

L= @ @ Vv ( )J+iQ @ Q+ilL @ L myQQ mpLL+ (@ QL+hwxy): (2:1)

N ote that, despite their nam es, Q and L cannot be actual quarks and leptons, since the
Interaction tem does not conserve color. T hey could, however, represent heavy fem ions
w ith other Interactionsw ith the eldsofthe Standard M odelwhich x the assignm ents of
global charges. In particular, we shallassum e that the eld Q carriesbaryon num berw hile
the eld L doesnot. The U (1) symm etry that corresponds to baryon num ber is therefore
denti ed as

et ; Q! eto; L! L: 22)

I Weussametric ({1,1,1,1).



W e assum e that this global sym m etry is spontaneously broken at an energy scale £ via a
potential of the form
V(9= £2=2 2 23)

P <
The resulting scalar eld vacuum expectation valie VEV) ish i= fel =f=" 2.

Below the scale £, we can neglect the radialm ode of since it is so m assive that it
is frozen out; m ngia1 = 1=2f . The rem aining light degree of freedom is , the G oldstone
boson of the spontaneously broken U (1). For sin plicity of notation we introduce the
din ensionless angular eld =f. W e then obtain an e ective Lagrangian density for

; Q,and L ofthe form

£2 .
Le = —€ @ +D @O+ €L my0Q mIL+ p%fQLel+h:c::(2:4)

The globalsymm etry isnow realized In the G oldstonem ode: L is invariant under
Q! e o; L! L; Lo+ 25)

W ith a rotation ofthe form neg. @5)wih = , the Lagrangian can altematively be
w ritten
£2 , g
Lefs = 7@ @ +D Q@Q+iL @ L myQQ mLLL+(p—§fQL+h:c:)+@ J ;
(2:06)
w here the ferm ion current derives from the U (1) symmetry; here, J = Q Q.

W e now assum e that the symm etry (22) is also sub ct to a an all explicit breaking
w hich gives rise to a potentialas in eq. (1.1) and w hich providesa nonzerom ass forthe eld
. This explicit sym m etry breaking could com e from P Janck scale physics. A Iematively,
one can in agine a scenario sim ilar to that nvolving the Q CD axion where, at energy scales
oftheorderof cp,instanton e ectscreate the ferm ion condensateh i SCD , 9iving
rise to am ass tem for the axion. N ote that for the natural in ation m odel, the required
m ass scales are m uch higher than for the QCD axion. T he w idth of the potentialm ust be
roughly the P Janck m ass in order to achieve enough e-foldings of in ation, and the height
of the potential m ust be roughly 4 1d° cGev* ;n order oor density perturbations
approprate for structure form ation to be produced (see the D iscussion section at the end
of the paper for m ore detail) . C onsequently the scale at which the relevant gauge group
(not QCD ) must becom e strong is roughly the GUT scale. These and other m echanisn s
such asthose found in technicolor and schizon m odels for generating a potential for pssudo
N am bu-G oldstone bosons are discussed in ref. (4,14].
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Iniially, as the eld rolls down towards the m inim um of its potential, its potential
energy drives In ation. Let ; be the value ofthe eld at the beginning of the reheating
epoch, after iIn ationary expansion has ended. W e shall ignore spatial variations in the

eld.) D uring the reheating epoch the eld oscillates about them inim um of itspotential.
W hile oscillates it decays to the eldsQ and L. T he interactions of the fermm ionic elds
create a them albath thereby reheating the universe. Note that we must take g 1 s0
that ferm ion m asses generated for the ferm ions from the Yukawa coupling, m gf, are
an all enough that the ferm ions can in fact be produced by decays of the pseudo N am bu-
G oldstone bosons. See ref. [10] in D olgov and Freese [16] for further discussion of this
point.

T he equation ofm otion for the eld w ith the back reaction of the produced ferm ions
was rigorously derived in the one loop approxim ation in ref. [16]. For am all deviations
of from the equilbrium the potential can be approxinated asV ( ) = %mifz 2 and
the equation of m otion during the oscillating phase can be e ectively w ritten in the well

known form

+ mli + —=0; @2:7)
wherem z isthe renom alissd massde ned aslimy ! 1 mé 1+ %bg(qunR) = m2,
wherem isthe bare m ass of the eld, and gzm r=8 . (O ur expressions above di er

by a factorof2 from those in ref. [L16]because a factor of 1= 2 was dropped from eg. 2.5)
in ref. [16].) The solution to this equation is

©= ;& T2cosmpt): 28)

w here we have assum ed that the initialvelocity ofthe  eld isnegligible and have therefore
set an arbitrary phase in the cosine to zero. The results obtained below can be easily
generalized for arbitrary initialconditions. T he above solution wasderived assum ingm o =

mp = 0. However, it can be shown that non-zero values ofm 5 and m 1, will not change

the solution for signi cantly as longasmg ;my, m gy , which we shallassum e below .
Section 3: B aryogenesis

P revious C alculations and C oncems: In previous work, C ohen and K aplan [15] consid—
ered any theory in which a scalar eld is derivatively coupled to the baryon current w ith
a term In the interaction Lagrangian of the form L+ / @ J , and derived an expres-
sion for the baryon asymm etry produced by the decay of the scalar eld as it oscillates
about ftsm Inimum . From eg. (2.6) one can see that our pseudo N am bu-G oldstone boson
is an exam ple of such a scalar eld as it has the appropriate coupling. C ochen and K aplan
obtained hy j= £ 2j—j, where ng is the net baryon number density. T his gives

jngi= £%3 3 (311)
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In a previous paper [16] by two of the authors D olgov and Freese], several concems w ith
this interpretation were raised. W e w ill outline tw o of these concems again here, and then
proceed w ith a direct calculation of the baryon asym m etry. O ur results w ill disagree w ith
eq. (3.1).

O ne concem is as ollow s: in m aking the identi cation hy j= £ 2j—j, one is com paring
an operator equation, nam ely, the Eulerlagrange equation + m? = ng =f2, wih an
equation ofthe form ofeq. (2.7) which is obtained after vacuum averaging. In ref. [L6] the
average value mg 1 was ound to be not just £ _but a m ore com plicated expression

(eg. 33) in ref. [16]).

A second concem is with regard to energy conservation. T he initial energy density of
the eld which createsthebaryonsand antbaryonsis (&) £m 2 f Attheend some
ofthis energy density hasbeen converted to baryons and antibaryons, w ith energy density

(/) > ngEp where Eg m is the characteristic energy of the produced femm ions
(note that ng refers to the di erence between baryon and antibaryon num ber densities
and not to the total num ber density of produced particles). C learly it m ust be true that

(tr) < (t) . fweweretouse eq. (3.1) wewould see that this requires < m . From
the de nition of we see that this is satis ed for an all values of coupling constant g as
long as isnot too an all; for sm allvaluesof , this relationship can never be satis ed.

New Calkultions and Resuls: W e now prooeed to calculate the net baryon number
density of the particles produced during reheating. W e perform an explicit calculation
and nd a di erent result from eg. 3.1). The eld decays to either QL pairsor QL
pairs. (TheQ and L. elds are not them ass eigenstates. Later in this section we consider
e ects of oscillations between Q and L. elds.) A sm entioned earlier, we treat the eld
classically, 0 and L are quantum eldsand Q carries baryon number. For now we ignore

any dilution of the baryon num ber density due to the expansion of the universe.

A s shown in Appendix A w ith the Bogolyubov transformm ation m ethod [L7], the aver-
age num ber density n of particlk antiparticle pairs produced by decay of a hom ogeneous
classical scalar eld, to lowest order in perturbation theory, is given by
Z

1 X
n=_
v

fp1 8p; AT 32)

S1752

where A isthe one pair production am plitude, subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the nalparticles
produced and ép = d3p=[(2 )32po]. Eg. (32) can also be obtained using the m ethod
presented in Sec. 4-1-1 of ref. [18], as discussed In Appendix B .

T hus, to lowest order in perturbation theory, the average num ber density ofQ L pairs
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produced during reheating in our m odel is given by 2

Z
1 X
nE;L) = o 8p 8q 10 (pisg )iL (@isy) Pi’: G3)
S 7Sy,
W e take % 7
0= & uppfe" ™ * viae * X (3:4)

S

and a sin ilar expression for L. Here fqi;bizyg = fdS kzyg e ¥k 3k K S0+
Standard algebra gives

z Z 5
1 X X
nQL) = 8p 8q 10 sy )il <q;sL>jip% d*x0 ()L et i
So Sy,
P2 ” 21 e 2
- & e’ e+ a ) ate?'™ O e prmg) (g my)]
(35)

where 2! = pO + qo. W e obtain a sin ilar expression orn (L;Q) with () replaced by
(). W e set the baryon number densiy g to be equalto n Q ;L) and the antibaryon

num ber density n, to beequalton (L;Q). Then we have

Z Z
22 1 2
_gf 2 2ilt, i . ]

Npgp = >z dal! . dte™ ™ e ; (3:0)
where the + sign in the exponent refers to baryon num ber and the sign to antibaryon

num ber. To carry out the Integral over tin e we expand et as
. 2_5. K
1+ 1 =2; 3:7)

valid for snall , and use

i fort O

0= =2

ie cosmgt) Port 0: (3:8)

W e also use a convergence factor at early tim es to reqularize the integral. W e w illexam ne
a series of possble term s to nd the st nonzero contrbution in perturbation theory.
The lowest order term com es from using et = 1 from eq. (3.7) n eq. (3.6) and gives

dte?t' t/ (2!')= 0 since we can not have ! = 0 for particle production. T he next tem
In the expansion, the tem In (3.7), when squared gives the sam e contrbution to n, and

T hroughout the paper, a state A (p1;s1);B (o2;S2) joorresponds to a nal state with an
A particle of m om entum p; and spin s; and an antiB particle w ith m om entum Py and
soin So.



to ny. In order to obtain an asymm etry one must consider cross tem s. The lowest order
cross tem that gives a nonzero contribution to the baryon asym m etry is

n h 1 #
22 ” , Teh Fen
=2 == 4! + he: ; 3:9
w here h «c: refers to hem itian conjugate,
Z l .'
~@er) = gt @ (3:10a)
1
and 7 1
Qpl)= are?Htt 2 . (3:10b)

1
The factor of 2 in eq. (3.9) arises from the fact that the cross tem s in ny, and n, tem s
are the sam e up to a m inus sign. O ne can see from the form ofeqg. (3.9) that we expect
the asymm etry to be proportional to 3. The details of this caloulation are outlined in
Appendix C, and the results are presented here.

W e obtain
n= tmog224 I og23 (3:11)
b 4 R i 32 R i
1 20 & 2 3
nb— Zme i 37me i (3:12)
T herefore,
2 3
np , n,= —_—mgrf”j;
16 * (3:13)
1 23
== f
2 1

W e notice that the net baryon num ber density is proportional to f T his disagrees
w ith the calculation in ref. [15]which gives an asym m etry proportionalto ;. W e also note
that the num ber density ofpairs of particlesny,+ ny isequalto %m R £2 f . Since the energy
perpairofparticles ism i , the energy density in the produced particls is %m 1% £2 12' w hich
agrees w ith the initial energy density of the eld. W e have also done the calculation of
Z
1 X 0, 0 : ;
nal= 7 dpdg p’+ o IO ©isg )il @isg )Pif + FL @iy )iQ i sg ) Pif
So 7SL

(3:14)

and have veri ed that we obtain %m é £2 f

M ass M ixing: In m any cases ed. (3.13) is not yet the com plete story because ofm ass
m ixing. A swem entioned earlier the Q and L. elds are notm ass eigenstates. T herefore a
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particle which is produced as a Q m ay later rotate into an L. This e ect m ust be taken
into account. Eqg. (3.13) is com pletely correct for the case where the ferm ions Q and L
are converted inm ediately to regular quarks g and lptons 1as soon as they are produced
(assum Ing that the tem perature is low enough that the g and 1 cannot convert back into
Q and L). In that case, there is no opportunity for m ixing to take place, eg., there is
no opportunity for Q to convert to an L. On the other hand, ifQ and L do not decay
Inm ediately into stable lighter m ass particles w ith approprate quark quantum num bers,
they m ay have the chance to m ix into one another. O ne can calculate the e ects ofm ixing
in either the Q ;L basis or in the basis ofm ass eigenstates; below we w illdo both.

Themassm atrix in the @Q ;L) basis is

Mo, 9= 2 (3:15)
gf= 2 mr,
The m ass eigenstates are
L+ Q Q L
1= p—— and ,=p—— (3:16)
1+ 2 1+ 2

_ P_ P_
2 )and mp, + gf=( 2 ) respectively, where = 2gf=(m +
(m)2+ 2g2f2)and m=m g mp, . Notethat m = 0 correspondsto = 1.

with massesm g gf=

In the 1; 2 basis, one can now calculate the baryon asymm etry as a sum of tem s,
each of which is a product of a num ber density of produced particle/antiparticle pairs
tin es the (tim e averaged) quark content of the pair,

ng =n(1; 2303 11F+nl 2 D30I 2T n(1; 2307 21F n(2 D30I 1T
(3:17)
Heren( 1; ) andn( »; 1) are the number densitiessof | and 5 pairsand 5 and 1
pairs respectively; and J0Q j iij2 is the probability that a particle which is produced as a
i Where i= 1;2) ismeasured asa Q . Hence, for exam ple, the st term is the product
ofthe num ber density of | , pairs produced tin es the quark content of 1.

N ote that we are here com puting a tin e averaged baryon asym m etry; actually the value
of the baryon asym m etry oscillates in tin e, as discussed In Appendix D . From eg. (3.16)
we see that the probability that 1, ismeasured asa Q is

103 2if = 303.1F - —— (318)
and .
10321 = 303 20F = (3:19)



As In eg. (32), the number densities of particle/antiparticle pairs are obtained by
squaring the production am plitudes for the pairs,
X Z
ng = — ST W (320)

Si;Sj

where iand j are either 1 or 2. The am plitude for production ofa ; 4 pairis
Z

. g _ i .
Ai=hy 53 d4x(p—§felQL + he)Pis 321)

U sing egs. (318), (3.19), and (320),we can write eq. (3.17) as
|
Z -

X 12
€k 8k > Bt R Tl (322)

1
\Y 1+

S1 752

nB=

Usjng !

1
QL = 5 [21 22+ 11 %12l (323)

and its hem itian conjugate, we calculate the relevant production am plitudes:

z
A,=h1; 23 d'x (p%feiQL " p%fe Lno)pi (324a)
to nd
! Z
. g 1 .4 io2.d :
Aj,= J_p—zf 1y 2 hq1; 2J d'x (1 2e e 1 2)Pi: (324b)

Now thetwom atrix elem ents in eq. (3.24b) are sin ilarto the oneswe calculated in eg. (3.5),

wih QL rplaced by 1 2. Hence, we have
|

1 2
A= T3 B BAgr): (325)
Sim ilarly, !
1
By = hoiByls =5 “Aro *+ BAgop) (326)
Thus eqg. (322) becom es
| |
; 2% x ? x 2
"B T T2 &g &y, ju‘QLJQ &y, &g j“sLQjZ
, B o (327)
2
1 2
= 5 our previous answer:
1+
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Thuswe nd that L,
2

L2l (328)
n = — " o
R
Ifmgy = my, = 1andtheasymm etry vanishesbecause in thiscase the net baryon num ber

ofa ( 1; 2)pairora ( »; 1) pair is 0 and thus no baryon asymm etry is produced.

A nother derivation of eq. (328) 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 the Q ;L basis. W e nd the oscillations of the baryon asym m etry
w ith tim e, and obtain the sam e expression as in eq. (328) for the tin e averaged baryon
asymm etry.

T herm alization: A fter the eld has decayed into 1 and 5 particlkes, them alequi-
lbrium can be established if these particles have other interactions w ith each other and
w ith other particles. A s long as one introduces interactions such as 1 1and 5 5 as
a part of a realistic m odel, the number of 7 1 particles and of » 2 particles does
not change, thereby preserving the baryon asymm etry. (Interactionssuchas 1 2+ hx:
would, however, destroy the baryon asymmetry.) The elds 1 and 5, will annihilate
or decay to lighter particles which w ill them alize. If these interactions preserve the net

baryon num ber, then the asym m etry w ill survive.

Q uantitative Results: So far we have not included the e ects of the expansion of the
universe. For baryon number created when H , we m ay neglect the expansion and
directly use the results cbtained above n eq. (328) wih ; replaced wih thevalueof at
H = . Since the eld dom inates the coan ic energy density, the condition H = xXes
the am plitude of at that m om ent to be

1= 3=4 (mppfmg) 002fmp=f 1: (329)

In the early stages of reheatingwith > 1, expansion of the universe m ust be taken into

accocount.

The decay of the - eld produces relativistic 1, and 1, with energies ! mg =2.
This state is far from them al equilbrium (the tem perature of the them alized plasm a
In eq. 3.30) below m ay be an aller than the masses). The rate of them alization de—
pends upon the interaction strength of the ferm ions created In the decay. It is typically
higher than the decay rate because g 1 to ensure reasonable fermm ion m asses. T her-
m alization could occur either through anniilation of ; and 1 or 5 and 5 into light
particles or through their decays and subsequent elastic scattering. A ssum ing that these
processes are fast we can roughly estin ate the reheat tem perature in the instantaneous
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decay approxim ation, g = (t= 1y, as

P 4 P
Ton= 00=8 3g)™ "mp, 04599 ' mpf (3:30)

wherewe have taken m g = 2=f .

T he entropy density after them alization is given by s= 4 2g Tfeh=90 . It is conserved
in the com oving volum e if the expansion of the universe is adiabatic, in particular in the
absence of rst order phase transitions as the universe cools. B aryonic charge density is
also assum ed to be conserved inside a com oving volum e during and after them alization

and so the baryon-to-entropy ratio ng =s rem ains constant in the course of expansion.

First we nd the baryon asym m etry produced after H so that expansion m ay be
neglected (subscript 1 refers to this case). U sing egs. (328), (329) and (3.30) we nd

2
5 3=2 2
np 4 9 mpq f 1
= 10 4=— —E4 - 331
s 1 1=4 f 1+ 2 ( )
g
In the m odels studied in ref. [14] (fF=mp;) = O (1) and f= = 10° 10, so to get a

reasonable baryon asymm etry we need a rather large coupling, g > 10 2 (br 1).

In fact the asymm etry should be noticeably larger than that given by eq. (3.31). The
result that we got above refers to the case when H <  but the process of particle pro-
duction startsm uch earlierwhen H mr and the In aton eld begins to oscillate around
the bottom of the potential. The net baryon number density produced while H > is
again proportf%onalto 3, as it is associated w ith the interference between the and the

2 tem s n 3 dte?M @+ 1 2=2)j2 In eq. (3.6). The generation of the asymm etry
ismore e cient at early tines H > ) since the am plitude of the - eld, which goes
down with the scale factor asR 7%, is larger. However when H >  one must include
the e ects of the expansion of the universe on the production of the baryon asymm etry.
T his m akes the exact calculations considerably m ore com plicated. Still we can roughly
estim ate the asymm etry in the follow ing way. T he di erence between the production of
particles and antiparticles ism ost profound at early tines, t, l=mg ,when is large.
T he total num ber of particles produced in tine t 5 is proportionalto t sn and, as
we m ention above, the baryon num ber asym m etry m ust vary as S.T herefore, a reason-—
able estim ate of the net baryon number density created while H > isnp £2 f
Between the tin e of peak production of baryon asymm etry at tg l=my and the peak
entropy production at f, 1= we will take the baryon asymm etry to be diluted by a
factor of (Ra=Rb)3 (1é=tb)2 (=mg )2 due to the expansion of the universe, where
we have taken the universe to behave as m atter dom fnated with R / 2= in the usual
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fashion during reheating. T hus the baryon-to-entropy ratio at tin e §, and afterwards is
nNp

s 2 £2 i3( =m g )2=s. T he calculation of the entropy density is exactly the sam e as
described above . (3.31), whil the baryonic charge density is largerthan theH < case

by a factor of ( = 1)3(=mR)2= i=1=mgr= =8 =g2 1. Consequently, we get that
the totalbaryon asymm etry of the universe is approxin ately equalto
|
3 3=2 2 ?
n ;N m f 1
R 1038 Me1 L (3:32)
S 1 S gl=4 f 1+ 2

H ere subscript 2 refers to the case where expansion has been included. Henceforth we use
eq. (3.32) as our estin ate of the baryon asym m etry produced.

Section 4: D iscussion

In ref. [14], the authors obtain constraints on the param eters and f. T he stipulation
that a large fraction of the universe after In ation have in ated by at last 60 e-foldings
gives £ 0:0eMp ;. A stronger constraint can be obtained by requiring the fom ation of
galaxies to take place early enough in the history of the universe; in this way one obtains
f 03Mp ;. A constraint on is derived by using COBE data on the density uctuation
am plitude and isplotted In  g. 1 of ref. [14]; the upper bound on thus obtained ranges
from 101G &/ to 10'°G & for £ between 0:3M pqand 12M pq. If one desires the density

uctuations from in ation to be responsble for the large scale structure of our universe
and hence forthe COBE anisotropy, then mustbe equalto the above values rather than
sim ply being bounded by these num bers.

If the baryon asym m etry produced above is acoom panied by an equal lepton asymm e~
try, sothatB L = 0, itw illbe w Jped out by baryon num ber violating sphaleron processes
unless the reheat tem perature is below 100G &/ . The low reheat tem perature condition
m ay be a desirable feature of ourm odelasm any in ation m odels have di culty creating
a high reheat tem perature. Furthem ore, we shall require that Ty, > 10M &/ so that we
reproduce standard nuclkosynthesis. If, in addiion, one requires the density uctuations
from in ation to serve as the explanation for the COBE data rather than m erely being
bounded by i, then isdetem ined asa function of £ as described in the previous para—
graph; then the combination of these constraints im plies that 10 4 < g< 10 10 fr
and f equalto 10136 &/ and 0:3M p 1 respectively, and the asymm etry generated by the
m echanisn oconsidered above is by far below the necessary observed value. H owever if
ism erely bounded by COBE m easurem ents (density uctuationsm ust then be generated
som e other way than by the in ation), then g can be m uch larger as can the baryon asym —
m etry. A ltematively if a nonzero (B L) is generated, for exam ple, if the L. elds carry
no lepton num ber, then it is not destroyed by the electrow eak processes and the coupling
constant g need not be so am all.
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In our perturbative calculations of the num ber of pairs of particles produced we have
assum ed that the m asses of the ferm ions are an aller than them assm g of the theta— eld
and that gf < m ¢ 1, ; otherw ise the perturbative approach is not applicable. This i plies
thatgf < my = 2=f org< ( =f)2. I this case, the baryon asym m etry is rather an all
as %2 , < 10 *(=f)°mp=f)'> < 10 ¥ (in obtaining this lin it we have inclided the
sim ultaneous constraint on and f from density uctuation constraints in ref. [14]). If,
however, isnotthein aton eld, asin the originalversion ofthe spontaneocusbaryogenesis
scenario [L5], then the param eters and f do not necessarily satisfy the above bounds
and the asymm etry m ay be quite large, especially if £ mp ;. In such a case, one would
have to redo the calculation of the entropy if does not dom inate the energy density of
the universe w hen it decays. A period of in ation prior to the decay ofthe PNGB would
also be required so that and, consequently, the baryon asym m etry have the sam e sign
w ithin present-day dom ains of sizes 10 M pc or greater. (Existing data do not rule out a
m atter sym m etric universe w th dom ains ofm atter and antim atter on scales of10 M pc or

more [19].)

An interesting possibility is that the m ass of ferm fons isnot below m gz and the pertur-
bative approach is not applicable. T he non-perturbative calculations in this case arem ore
com plicated and w illbe presented elsew here.

W e would also like to point out an ob fction to the m echanian of creating the baryon
asym m etry them odynam ically, via an e ective chem ical potential interpretation, as rst
proposed In ref. [15] and later applied to soontaneous baryogenesis m odels at the elec—
troweak phase transition R0]. The approach in ref. [15] is to identify — in the temm
R J = J%= -np In eq. (2.6) wih an e ective chem ical potential that biases the B
violating interactions in the universe to create m ore baryons than antbaryons. If this is

the case then, as isargued In ref. [L5], the net baryon num ber density in the them albath

is given by the expression: np _T2. However this can not be true because it contra—
dicts the equation ofm otion of the G oldstone eld: @2 = @ Jg =f2. A ssum ng spatial
hom ogeneity, this equation gives ng —f2. @ sin ilar contradiction is cbtained using

the equation of m otion for a PNGB- eld In an expanding universe.) T his contradiction
is resolved because — does not shift energies of baryons and antibaryons and cannot be
identi ed w ith a chem icalpotential. W hiletheterm @ J existsin the Lagrangian density
n eq. (2.6), it does not in the H am ilttonian density

QL
H=—S4 L (y-); (4:d1)
@—
where ; represents all the elds in the Lagrangian density R1]. This is sin ilar to the
interaction of a charged particle w ith a m agnetic eld, where the energy of the particle is
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not changed due to the action of the eld as the force is proportional to the velocity and
orthogonalto it. Thus the tetm -1y does not appear in the H am iltonian density and —
can not be interpreted as an e ective chem ical potential.

A sm entioned above, the approach of ref. [15] has been applied to create the baryon
asymm etry in spontaneous baryogenesis m odels at the electrow eak phase transition RO].
The roke ofthe eld is associated w ith the H iggs eld in electrow eak baryogenesis. Since
we feel that the identi cation of — as an e ective chem ical potential is incorrect, these
m odels too are sub ect to the sam e critician .

In conclusion, we have calculated the baryon asym m etry created by a pseudo N am bu—
G oldstone boson w ith baryon num ber violating couplings in the context ofnaturalin ation.
W e have obtained a general result for the baryon asym m etry created by the decay of an
oscillating scalar eld w ith baryon num ber violating couplings and dem onstrated explicitly
that the asymm etry is not proportional to ; to the rst power as clained in earlier
work. W e have also discussed our ob gction to the them odynam ical generation of the
baryon asym m etry using an e ective chem icalpotentialapproach in m odels of spontaneous

baryogenesis.
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A ppendix A :Num ber D ensity of P roduced P articles in Term s of£ O ne P air
P roduction A m plitude

Here we use the Bogolyubov transformm ation m ethod to obtain eq. (32). W e show
that in the lowest order of perturbation theory, the average num ber density of particle
antiparticle pairs produced by decay of thernitjal scalar eld is given by

lX
v aplaPZj“‘jzi

n=

S17S2
where A is the one pair production am plitude and subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the nal
particle and antiparticle produced. For sim plicity we w illwork w ith scalar elds here; the
generalization to production of ferm ions is sin ilar and has been perform ed in ref. R21].

W ebegin with a classical scalar eld (t) coupled to a quantum com plex scalar
Lint=9 © : @ 1)
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Atearly tinest! 1 ,wetake )= 0 sothat isexpanded In tem s of creation and
annihilation operators,

Z
= & ayexp( ilt+ ik x)Hexpdlt ik x) @ 2)
pﬁ % 3 0 3
where ! = k44 m 4. Here the comm utators are [akl;akz]: 2 ) 2kl kq k) and

a sim ilar relation holds for the antiparticle creation and annihilation operators b, . Then,

at latertimes, ()6 0 and eq. A 2) is replaced by
Z
= & afiexplk  x) i Oexp( &k x) @ 3)

w ith equation ofm otion

@2+ k%+m? g ©f@®=10: @ )

The subscript on f, and on , and y below, refers to kjand not to the m om entum
four vector. For continuiy at early tim es fj (£ ! l)=exp( i't).W ealso assum e that
k! Ort! 1 .Then we have

fe! +1)! e Mty SME A D)

so that (t) evolves as
Z
! +1)= & exp( ilt+ik x)ga+ B'))
+exp(ilt ik x)b + ya k)

One can de ne new creation and annihilation operators, for particles:

ax = ka t kbyk; @ :7a)
and for antiparticles:

Bo= bt aly @ o)
T hen the operator of nalparticle number is given by N, = aiak= PkOV 1.

T he num ber of particles in the nalstate ofm om entum k is given by
Ny = 0N Pi= T @ 8)

T hus the total num ber density of produced particles is

z Z
1 Vv 3 d’k |
= = kai

_ N = -
vV @2 )3 k @ )3
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T hisresult, obtained by them ethod ofB ogolyubov coe cients, can be found in refs. [17,23].

Now we shall calculate | in perturbation theory. Expanding £ = f3+ £1, we have
fo= exp( 1i't) and the equation ofm otion @A 4) becom es

@+ k?+m)fi=g Mexp( ilD): @ :10)

U sing the G reen’s finction m ethod we nd

Z
~ ar® ~a% 1) e .

. - 0 pﬁ ; ;
Taking the residue at thepole ! V= k¢+ m¢+= ! ,we nd the coe cient ofexp (+ i! t)
to be,

x = g[T@!)]=2!: A 12))

N ow , for com parison, lt us calculate the eld theory am plitude w ith the interaction
Lagrangian given by eg. @ 1),
Z
A =Tlkijkod dxg © @ Pi: @ 13)

Perturbatively the m atrix elem ent is easy to calculate using eg. @ 2), and we nd
Z

A=igR )P 3ki+ ky) dt ®expli(ly+ !2)t]; @ 14)

so that
2%9= v 2 )® Dkt k)T 1+ 1) F @ 15)

Now ifwe integrate over 8k, €k,, we nd that

12 SO S en?
n= fk; 8k, pF = :

Q)3g 412

@A :16)

Thisisexactly eq. @ 9) wih y given by eg. @ .12). Thuswe have shown that the num ber
density of produced particles is given by the integral of the one pair production am plitude
squared.

A ppendix B : Second D erivation of N um ber D ensity of P roduced P articles

in Term s of O ne P air P roduction Am plitude

Eg. 32) can also be obtained using the m ethod presented in Sec. 4-1-1 of ref. [18].
W e have ignored the higher order vacuum graphs that give the exponentialfactorexp ( n)
n egq. 423) of ref. [18].) W e have veri ed that we obtain the Poisson distribution for
the num ber of Q ;L) pairsand @ ;L) pairs as in ref. [18]. Indeed the derivation of the
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Poisson distrlbution 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 of a single photon by an extemal current while in our case it gives the
am plitude for production ofa pair ofparticles. For the m ultiparticle production am plitude
this gives rise to a di erent nomm alization, nam ely, in the case of the production of n

photons the am plitude contains the factor 1= n! connected w ith Identical photons while
for the case of production ofn pairs of QL (or charge conjugate) the am plitude contains
1=n!. In the case of photons the m ultiparticle am plitude squared contains the follow ing n—
dependent factors: Ap 32 Jn!) @=n") (1=p ;!) 32 1=n!. The rst factor ofn!com es from

n!com binationsw hich appearw hen the photon production operatoract on them ultiphoton
state Ekl;kz 5 kn jj(a; )?. The factor oa}f)lin ! com es from the expansion of the action S =

exp (1 d*xa J ), and the factor of 1= n!com es from the nom alization of the n-photon
state. So the net resul is proportionalto 1=n!, which is exactly what is needed to get the
P oisson distrdbution py = exp ( n)rd'=n!. In the case ofthe production ofn-pairs, we have
the sam e 1=n! from the expansion of the action, but now we get 1=n! com Ing from the
nom alization and not 1= n!asbefre. H ow ever, the action ofthe product ofthe creation
operators ofQ and L, which can be sym bolically w ritten as (ag bz )", gives now an overall
factor of n! from the action of, say, (a:2
not Interfering temm s, each of them being proportional to a di erent delta-function of the
m om enta, (@j + pr,, ) - Thus in the m atrix elem ent squared we w ill get the sam e overall
factor 1=n!which is necessary for the P oisson distrjbution.

), as above, and also the sum of n! equal but

A ppendix C : Calculation of Baryon A sym m etry

Here we calculate the lowest order nonzero contribution to the baryon asymm etry; we
derive eq. (3.13) from egs. (3.9) and (3.10). A s our starting point, we have

22’ , Tenh %en
n = — d!! + hwe: ; C:l
b > 531 (t )
w here Z 4
~@er) = ace?tt C 2)
1
and Z 4
Qpl)= dee?Ht 2 . C 3)
1
Using eq. (3.8), we nd that
- =2+ i =2+ i
~ @1y = .l ( . JmR)' ( .MR). C )
4i! ( =2+ Imy + 2i!) ( =2 img + 21i!)



2 . .
; mg + =2 img +
2oy = i _Mr* =) Limg + =2, C 5)
41! 2im g + 2i! + 21! 2Img + 21! +
T hus
"
e _ i ( m2  Z=4) N mZ  2=4+ impy)
1612 Qmg +2i' + )R +img  =2) @i 2mg+ )R +img =)
mg  =2) mZ+impg+ =4
il + @il +im g  =2) (@Qimg + 2i! + )il

jInR :2)#
m2+ %=4 (m g+ =2)
@i!  2img + ) @i img =2) @i+ )@i! img =2)

C )
Now wemust Integrate each of the term s In egq. (C 6) as indicated in eqg. (C 1). The Iower
lim it of the integral ism g + m my and we use mgo+myp. We nd that the
rst tem cancels w ith its hemm itian conjigate, the third and sixth tem s are 0, the second
and fourth temn s cancel each other, and the fth tem plus its hem itian conjigate is
responsible or the nalresul given in eq. (3.13),

92 23
ng 1, n,=_—_—mgf"7

16 : C <7
2 i

Appendix D : The E ects ofM ixing in the Q ;L B asis
W e will consider the decay of to a QL pair (superscript 1 for this decay channel),
and the decay of to aQL pair (superscript 2 for this decay channel). For the rst decay

channel, from eqg. (3.16) we see that a Q produced at the timne t= 0 is given by

O=0=s1tc2j;

© :da)
w here 1
c=p——— and s= p——: © db)
1+ 2 1+ 2
Sin ilarly,
©0)=L Cc 1 S ot O 2)
W e will ket the elds

and evolve in tin e, m ixing their Q and L com ponents as they
travel. T he tin e evolution of (t) can be m odeled as follow s:

= (e *'t 1+ cexp( ibD); O 3)
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where ! = ! I, Wenow wish to ask the question: what is the Q content at som e
tinetofthe eld which was initially pure Q ? Using eq. (3.16), we can write eg. O .3)
as

) = (cz+ s%e 1 !t)Q sc(l el !t)L exp ( ibt) : © 4)

T he quark content is given by the m agnitude squared of the coe cient of the st tem,

so that 1 X 7
1
ng' = '+ '+ 2fsoos 1t &y & Ao T O 5)
So Sy
Sin ilarly, from the sam e decay process ! Q + L, the L that is produced can convert to
a Q so that we have
Z
® LX 22 ,
ng = 25°F cos it kg Ao : O ®)
So Sy
From ! LQ,onecan obtain Q at a Jater tim e from oscillations of either the L. orthe Q
and nd contributions:
@) 4, Ay 2Ploos 1t 2 X °
ny = o'+ ste afsPoos 1t o Gk, Gk Ry T O :7)
SL;SQ
and Z
D= L7 2220 costt B &, oy 5
n, (t)—v s ( cos !'t) 1, QﬁLQ : O :8)
SL;SQ
T hus the baryon asymm etry at any tine t is
1 2 1 2
ng ©=n"®+n’ ® né)(t) nQ()(t)
X
= & £)%+ 4s?FPoos !t Aot P F
SL 1Sg O 9)
" !2 #
1 2 5 X
= [zt Foos It p WA N M
S 7So

One can see that the baryon asym m etry oscillates in tim e as a cosine about the average
value. W hen one takes a tin e average, the cosine term averages to zero, and one reproduces

the resul in eq. (328), |

2 ?
1
£23 : © :10)
114+ 2 7

ng =

N

O ur derivation above assum es in egs. O 5D 8) thatallQ L pairsand allL.Q pairswere
produced at the sam e tim e. If one considers that all pairs are not produced at the sam e
tin e then an average over allpairs would also cancelthe cos !tterm in egs. © 5D 8).
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