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Production ofspin 3=2 particles from vacuum uctuations

Antonio L.M aroto

Astronom y Centre,University ofSussex,Falm er,Brighton,BN1 9Q J,U.K .

Anupam M azum dar

Astrophysics G roup,BlackettLaboratory,Im perialCollege London,SW 7 2BZ,U.K .

(April16,2024)

W estudy theproduction ofspin 3=2 particlesin hom ogeneousscalarand gravitationalbackgrounds

using the m ode-m ixing Bogolyubov m ethod. Considering only the helicity � 3=2 states, we can

reduce the problem to a standard D irac ferm ion calculation and apply the standard techniquesin

a straightforward way. As an exam ple we consider a speci�c supergravity inationary m odeland

calculate the spectrum ofgravitinoscreated during preheating atthe end ofination.
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The quantization of �elds in the presence of exter-

nalclassicalbackgroundsleadsto interesting phenom ena

such asthe production ofparticlesvia the am pli�cation

ofvacuum uctuations.Thise�ecthasbeen m ainlystud-

ied in bosonicm odels,forexam pleproduction ofscalars

or gravitons in scalar or gravitationalbackgrounds. In

addition,this m echanism forthe creation ofparticlesis

believed to be responsible forthe generation ofm ostof

theparticlesthatconstitutethepresentuniverse[1],and

in factitplaysa key role in the m odern theoriesofpre-

heating after ination. In those m odels,the energy of

the inaton �eld is resonantly converted into particles

during the period ofcoherentoscillationsafterination.

Thisparam etricresonancephenom enon m akestheoccu-

pation num ber ofthe newly created bosons grow expo-

nentially fastand causestheirspectratobecharacterized

by resonancebands.Recently,theresonantgeneration of

spin 1=2 particles has also been considered in the liter-

ature [2]. In these works,it has been shown that the

lim iton theoccupation num berim posed by Pauliexclu-

sion principleissaturated and thusthenon-perturbative

results deviate considerably from whatis expected in a

perturbativeapproach.

In this work we are interested in the creation ofspin

3=2particlesthrough theam pli�cation ofvacuum uctu-

ations.Thegeneration ofsuch particlesin theearly uni-

verse has traditionally been treated by considering the

perturbativedecay ofotherparticles[3,4],butnotusing

thenon-perturbativeapproach based on theBogolyubov

transform ationstechnique.Som eestim ationsofthegrav-

itino production during ination,based on the analogy

with Dirac ferm ions can be found in [5]. The spin 1=2

casesuggeststhatboth approachescan giveriseto quite

di�erentresults.Thiscould beoftheutm ostim portance

in the so-called gravitino problem :in supergravity m od-

els,the superpartner ofthe graviton �eld (gravitino) is

described by a spin 3=2 particle. Ifsuch particles are

created afterination by som e m echanism (particle col-

lision,vacuum uctuations) they could disrupt prim or-

dialnucleosynthesis if they do not decay fast enough,

orifthey are stable particlesand theirm assesare high,

theycould overclosetheuniverse.In theperturbativeap-

proach,these factsim pose stringentconstraintson both

the reheating tem perature and the gravitino m ass[6].

The calculation ofspin 3=2 particle production from

vacuum uctuations is plagued with consistency prob-

lem s thatham per the quantization ofsuch �elds in the

presenceofexternalbackgrounds.Ithasbeen known for

a long tim e [7],that a spin 3=2 particle in scalar,elec-

trom agnetic or gravitationalbackgrounds can give rise,

apartfrom algebraicinconsistencies,to fasterthan light

propagation m odes.Thisfactcom pletely preventsacon-

sistentquantization in such cases[8].Theonly theory in

which these problem sseem to be absentissupergravity,

provided thebackground �eldssatisfy thecorresponding

equationsofm otion [9]. However,the com plicated form

ofthe Rarita-Schwingerequation m akesitvery di�cult

to extract explicit results even in sim ple backgrounds.

In thispaperwe willshow thatwhen we considerhelic-

ity � 3=2 states (which dom inate the high-energy inter-

actions ofgravitinos [3,4]) propagating in arbitrary ho-

m ogeneous (and isotropic) scalar or gravitationalback-

grounds,the equations can be reduced to a Dirac-like

equation.The quantization can be done along the sam e

linesasforDiracspinorsand thereforethestandard Bo-

golyubov technique[10]can beused to calculatethepar-

ticle production. W e will also show explicitly, within

a previously considered supergravity inationary m odel,

thatthe expected am pli�cation doestakeplace.

The m assive spin 3=2 dynam ics in at space-tim e is

described by the Rarita-Schwingerequation.W e willin-

clude the scalar �eld coupling by m odifying the m ass

term ,(following the notation in [4]):

�
����

5�@� � +
1

2
(m 3=2 � �)[�;�] � = 0: (1)

As usualin supergravity m odels we willconsider M a-

jorana spinors satisfying  � = C � T
� with C = i20

the charge conjugation m atrix. Contracting this equa-

tion with @� and �� weget:
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� 6@�� � + @
�� �

+
1

2
(m 3=2 � �)(6@� � � 

�
6@ �)= 0; (2)

and

2i(@�
�
 �� 6@ �)+ (m 3=2 � �)(�

�
 � + 2 �)= 0: (3)

Finally contracting thislastequation with � weget:

i(6@� � � 
�
6@ �)+ 3(m 3=2 � �)� � = 0: (4)

W hen � = 0 the three equations(2),(3)and (4)can be

written asthe Diracequation plustwo constraints,i.e:

(i6@ � m3=2) � = 0; (5)


�
 � = 0; (6)

@
�
 � = 0: (7)

Thegeneralsolution oftheseequationscan beexpanded

in helicity l= s=2+ m m odes:

 
pl
� (x)= e

� ipx
X

s;m

Jsm u(~p;s)��(~p;m ); (8)

with Jsm the Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients whose values

are:J� 1� 1 = J11 = 1,J� 11 = J1� 1 = 1=
p
3 and J� 10 =

J10 =
p
2=3. Here u(~p;s) are spinors with de�nite he-

licity s = � 1 and norm alized as uy(~p;r)u(~p;s) = �rs.

Ifwe set p� = (!;psin� cos�;psin� sin�;pcos�) with

p�p
� = m 2

3=2
and p= j~pj,then thethreespin 1 polariza-

tion vectorsaregiven by:

��(~p;1)=
1
p
2
(0;cos� cos�

� isin�;cos� sin� + icos�;� sin�); (9)

��(~p;0)=
1

m 3=2

(p;� ! sin� cos�;

� ! sin� sin�;� ! cos�); (10)

��(~p;� 1)= �
1
p
2
(0;cos� cos�

+ isin�;cos� sin� � icos�;� sin�): (11)

The norm alization is ���(~p;m )�
�(~p;n) = �m n,

p���(~p;m )= p����(~p;m )= 0.Thecorresponding quanti-

zation detailscan be found elsewhere[4].

Now weturn to the � 6= 0 case.Theexpression in (8)

isno longera solution oftheequationsofm otion.Letus

now concentrate on hom ogeneousscalar�elds,only de-

pendenton thetim ecoordinate�(t).W elookforgeneral

hom ogeneoussolutionsoftheRarita-Schwingerequation

ofthe form :

 
pl
� (x)= e

i~p� ~x
f
pl(t)

X

s;m

Jsm u(~p;s)��(~p;m ) (12)

These �elds satisfy the condition � � = 0,since they

di�er from (8) in just a scalar factor. Now if we re-

strictourselvesto the helicity l= � 3=2 states,they sat-

isfy  
p� 3=2

0
= 0 and,since the spatialderivativesofthe

scalar �eld vanish (@i� = 0),then (2) and (4) are au-

tom atically satis�ed provided @i i = 0. From (12)this

lastcondition isequivalentto pi i = 0 which holdsfrom

the condition p���(~p;m ) = 0. Accordingly,for helicity

� 3=2statespropagatingin an hom ogeneousscalarback-

ground,the Rarita-Schwingerequation reducesagain to

the Diracform :

(i6@ � m3=2 + �(t)) � 3=2
� = 0 (13)

As far as these m odes satisfy a Dirac-like equation,it

appearsthatallthedi�cultiesin thequantization would

concern justthehelicity � 1=2m odesin thiscase.In fact

the above ansatz (12) is not a solution for the helicity

� 1=2 m odeseven forhom ogeneousbackgrounds.

Let us include the e�ect of curved space-tim e. W e

willconcentrate on spatially at Friedm ann-Robertson-

W alker (FRW ) m etrics, and we will introduce it by

m inim alcoupling as done in supergravity,i.e,D � � =

(@� +
i

2

ab
� �ab) � with 
ab

� the spin-connection coef-

�cients and � ab = i

4
[a;b]. The ����� rem oves the

Christo�elsym bolscontribution in the covariantderiva-

tive. W e willcontinue considering �(t)to be a function

oftim ealone.W ewillonly considerthelinearized equa-

tion in 1=M (where M 2
P = 8�M 2)forsupergravity [11],

i.e,we willignore the torsion contribution to the spin-

connection which is ofO (M � 2). In this case the equa-

tionsofm otion forthe gravitino read:

�
����

5�D � � +
1

2
(m 3=2 � �)[�;�] � = 0: (14)

Contracting with D �,taking into accountthatD �� =

0 and [D �;D �]= � i

2
R ab

���ab (the vector part cancels

becauseofthe����� term ),we get:

�
i

4
�
����

5�R
ab
���ab � � (6D �)� � + (D ��) �

+
1

2
(m 3=2 � �)(6D � � � 

�
6D  �)= 0: (15)

Following the sam estepsasin atspace-tim ewe obtain

(3)and (4)butreplacing ordinary derivativesby covari-

antones.ForFRW m etricsand helicity � 3=2states,i.e.,

 0 = 0,itispossibleto show thatdueto theform ofthe

Riem ann tensor,the �rstterm in (15)isproportionalto

� � and accordingly we get:

(i6D � m3=2 + �) � = 0; (16)


�
 � = 0; (17)

D
�
 � = 0: (18)

Hereagain wecan usethestandard form ulaeforparticle

production obtained forthe spin 1=2 casesto study the

creation ofhelicity � 3=2 states in a FRW background.

W ith thatpurposewe haveto reduceequation (16)to a

second orderequation.Letus�rstwritetheequation in

conform altim e de�ned asdt= a(�)d�:
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�

ia
� 1
�
�
a

a
@� � m3=2 + �+ i

3

2

_a

a2

0

�

 � = 0; (19)

where _a = da=d�.W ewilladoptthefollowing ansatzfor

the helicity l= � 3=2 solutions:

 
pl
� (x)= a

� 3=2(�)ei~p� ~xU ~pl
� (�); (20)

with

U
~pl
� (�)=

1
q

! + m 0

3=2

�
i

0
@0 � ~p� ~

+ a(�)(m 3=2 � �(�)
��
fpl(�)u(~p;s)�

a
��a(~p;m ); (21)

and the norm alization U ~ply
� (0)U

�

~pl
(0) = 2! and m 0

3=2
=

a(0)m 3=2. O ne can check that this ansatz autom ati-

cally satis�es (17) and (18). An appropriate form for

the spinor u(~p;s) and polarization vectors �a(~p;m ) can

beobtained ifwechoosetheDiracrepresentation forthe

gam m a m atrices and we take (without loss ofgeneral-

ity) the z-axisto be along the ~p direction. In this case

u(~p;1)T = (1;0;0;0),u(~p;� 1)T = (0;1;0;0),�a(~p;1)=
1p
2
(0;1;i;0) and �a(~p;� 1) = 1p

2
(0;1;� i;0). W ith this

choice, u(~p;� 1) are eigenstates of 0 with eigenvalues

+ 1.Then equation (19)reducesto thewell-known form :

�
d2

d�2
+ p

2
� i

d

d�

�
a(�)(m 3=2 � �(�)

��

+ a
2(�)(m 3=2 � �(�))2

�
fpl(�)= 0: (22)

In orderto quantize the m odeswe willexpand an arbi-

trary solution with helicity l= � 3=2 as:

 
l
�(x)=

Z
d3p

(2�)32!
a
� 3=2(�)

�
e
i~p� ~x

U
~pl
� (�)a~pl

+ e
� i~p� ~x

U
~plC
� (�)a

y

~pl

�

; (23)

wherethe creation and annhilation operatorssatisfy the

anticom m utation relationsfa~pl;a
y

~p0l0
g = (2�)32!�ll0�(~p�

~p0).

In order to see how this works in practice, we will

consider a speci�c supergravity inationary m odel(see

[12,13]),in which the inaton �eld istaken asthe scalar

com ponentofa chiralsuper�eld,and itspotentialisde-

rived from thesuperpotentialI = (� 2=M )(�� M )2.This

isthesim plestchoicethatsatis�estheconditionsthatsu-

persym m etry rem ains unbroken in the m inim um ofthe

potentialand that the present cosm ologicalconstant is

zero. The observed CM B anisotropy �xesthe ination-

ary scale around � � �=M ’ 10� 4. For the sake of

sim plicity,we willconsider the case in which the grav-

itino m assism uch sm allerthan thee�ectivem assofthe

inaton in thism odel,m 3=2 � m � ’ 10� 8M and since

theproduction willtakeplaceduringa few inaton oscil-

lations,we willneglectthe m assterm in the equations.

The scalar�eld potentialisgiven by [11]:

V (�)= e
j�j

2
=M

2

�

j
@I

@�
+
��I

M 2
j
2
�
3jIj2

M 2

�

: (24)

Forthe above superpotential,the im aginary direction is

known to be stable and therefore we willtake for sim -

plicity a realinaton �eld. Along the realdirection the

potentialcan be written as[13]:

V (�)= �
4
e
�
2 �
(2(� � 1)+ �(� � 1)2)2 � 3(� � 1)4

�
(25)

where we are working in unitsM = 1. W e willassum e,

as indicated in [13],that the potentialcontributions of

dilaton and m oduli�elds are �xed during and after in-

ation. This potentialhas a m inim um at � = 1. The

coupling oftheinaton �eld to gravitinosisgiven by the

following m assterm in the supergravity lagrangian [11]:

L = �
1

4
e
G =2 � �[

�
;

�] �; (26)

e
G =2 = �

2
e
�
2
=2(� � 1)2; (27)

where we have chosen the m inim alform for the K �ahler

potentialG (�;� y)= �y�+ logjIj2.Therestofinterac-

tion term sin thesupergravitylagrangianarenotrelevant

forourpurposes.Theinaton and Friedm ann equations

can be written in conform altim e as:

�� + 2
_b

b
_� +

b2

�4
V;� = 0; (28)

_b2

b2
=
1

3

�
1

2
_�2 +

b2

�4
V

�

; (29)

where the derivatives are with respect to the new tim e

coordinate ~� = a0�
2� and the new scale factor is de-

�ned asb(~�)= a(~�)=a0 with a0 = a(0). The solution of

thisequation showsthataftertheinationary phase,the

scalar�eld startsoscillating around the m inim um ofthe

potentialwith dam ped am plitude. Substituting in (22)

forthisparticularcaseweobtain:

�
d2

d~�2
+ �

2 +
i

�2

d

d~�
(beG =2)+

b2

�4
e
G

�

f�l(~�)= 0; (30)

with � = p=(a0�
2). From this expression we see that

when the scalar interaction is switched o�,there is no

particle production,even in the expanding background.

Following[2,14]wecan calculatetheoccupation num ber:

N �l(~T)=
1

4�

�

2� + i[_f��l(
~T)f�l(~T)� f

�
�l(

~T)_f�l(~T)]

�
2

�2
be

G (~T )=2
jf�l(~T)j

2]

�

(31)

In order for the particle num ber to be well de�ned,

we m ustevaluate itwhen the interaction is vanishingly

sm all,that is,for large values of ~T. Here f�l is a solu-

tion ofequation (30) with initialconditions f�l(0) = 1

and _f�l(0) = � i� which corresponds to a plane wave
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for ~� � 0. In order to de�ne the initial vacuum at

~� = 0, we have taken the inaton to be at the m ini-

m um ofthe potentialatthatm om ent(�(0)= 1),which

im plies eG (�= 1)=2 = 0 and b(0) = 1. W e have chosen
_�(0) = 1:8 in our num ericalcom putations which corre-

spondsto an initialam plitudeoftheinaton oscillations

ofabout0:06M p and a m axim um value ofthe coupling

eG =2 of10� 10M p.

Figure 1.-N um ber density of helicity l = � 3=2

gravitinos (�2N �l)against �.

The results for the spectra in the expanding back-

ground areshown in Fig.1.Notethatwehavenotconsid-

ered thebackreactione�ectsoftheproduced particles.In

the atspace calculation,we �nd thatbroad resonance

bandsm ay appear,sim ilarto those in [2,15]. W hen ex-

pansion istaken into account(Fig.1),the production is

reduced by 3-4ordersofm agnitude,howeverthenum ber

ofparticlesproduced isnotnegligible. From Fig. 1,we

can estim ate a lowerbound to the totalnum berdensity

ofgravitinosofboth helicitiesas:

n(�)=
1

�2a3(�)

Z 1

0

N plp
2
dp =

a30�
6

�2a3

Z 1

0

N �l�
2
d� (32)

Com paring with the num ber density ofa therm aldis-

tribution ofhelicity � 1=2 gravitinosasestim ated in [16]

(thehelicity � 3=2could beeven lessabundant)foratyp-

icalvalue ofthe scale factor atthe end ofination [17]

a0 ’ 10� 26,the vacuum uctuation production is sup-

pressed by a factor1010. The corresponding cosm ologi-

calconsequenceshavebeen studied in [3,18].Com paring

with the entropy density today weobtain:n=s� 10� 12.

This result is 4-5 orders ofm agnitude larger than the

perturbativeproduction during reheating from directin-

aton decay[13]and itcould posecom patibilityproblem s

with the nucleosynthesisbounds[4,6]forsom e valuesof

the gravitino m ass.

W e have considered the production ofhelicity � 3=2

gravitinos (which are the relevant states for the cur-

rentnucleosynthesisbounds)in a particularinationary

m odel. The expression (32) shows that the results are

very sensitive to the m odelparam eters,butthey can be

used to discrim inate between di�erent supergravity in-

ationary m odels. The com pletion ofthe picture would

require to study otherm odelsand also include the pro-

duction ofhelicity� 1=2m odes;however,theBogolyubov

techniqueappearsvery involved forthispurpose.(After

the appearance ofthiswork,the helicity � 1=2 case was

considered in K allosh etal.,hep-th/9907124)A cknow l-

edgm ents:A.L.M .acknowledgessupportfrom SEUID-

RoyalSociety and (CICYT-AEN97-1693)(Spain). A.M .

issupported by INLAK S and an O RS award.W e thank

Andrew Liddle forvaluablediscussions.

[1]L. K ofm an, A. D .Linde and A.A. Starobinsky, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 73 (1994) 3195; L.K ofm an, A.D .Linde and

A.A.Starobinsky,Phys. Rev.D 56 (1997) 3258; J.H.

Traschen,R.H.Brandenberger,Phys.Rev.D 42 (1990),

2491; Y.Shtanov, J. Traschen and R.Brandenberger,

Phys.Rev.D 51(1995),5438

[2]J.Baacke,K .Heitm ann and C.Patzold,Phys.Rev.D 58

125013 (1998);P.B.G reene and L.K ofm an,Phys.Lett.

B 448,6 (1999)

[3]J. Ellis, J.E. K im and D .V. Nanopoulos, Phys. Lett.

145B ,181 (1984)

[4]M .K awasakiand T.M oroi,Prog.Theor.Phys.93,879

(1995);T.M oroi,PhD Thesis(1995),hep-ph/9503210

[5]D .H.Lyth,D .Roberts and M .Sm ith Phys. Rev.D 57

7120 (1998)

[6]S.Sarkar,Rep.Prog.Phys.59,1493 (1996)

[7]G .Velo and D .Zwanziger,Phys.Rev 186 (1969) 1337;

C.R.Hagen and L.P.S.Singh,Phys.Rev.D 26 (1982)

393

[8]K .Johnson and E.C.G .Sudarshan,Ann.Phys.(N.Y.)13

(1961)126

[9]S.D eserand B.Zum ino,Phys.Rev.Lett.38 (1977)1433;

Phys.Lett.62B ,335 (1976)

[10]N.D . Birrell and P.C.W . D avies Q uantum Fields in

Curved Space,Cam bridge University Press(1982)

[11]D .Bailin and A.Love,Supersym m etricG augeField The-

ory and String Theory,IO P,Bristol,(1994)

[12]P.Holm an,P.Ram ond and G .G .Ross,Phys.Lett.137B ,

343 (1984)

[13]G .G .Rossand S.Sarkar,Nucl.Phys.B 461 (1996)597

[14]V.M . M ostepanenko and V.M Frolov, Sov. J. Nucl.

Phys. 19 451 (1974); A.A. G rib, S.G . M am ayev and

V.M .M ostepanenko Vacuum Q uantum E�ectsin Strong

Fields,Friedm ann Laboratory Publishing,St.Petersburg

(1994)

[15]A.L.M aroto and A.M azum dar,Phys.Rev.D 59,083510

(1999)

[16]H.Pagelsand J.Prim ack,Phys.Rev.Lett.48 223 (1982)

[17]E.W . K olb and M .S Turner, The Early Universe

(Addison-W esley)(1990)

[18]J.Ellis,A.Lindeand D .Nanopoulos,Phys.Lett.118B ,

59 (1982)

4

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9907124
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9503210

