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String theory posesses num erous axion candidates. The recent realization thatthe com -

pacti� cation radiusin string theory m ightbe large m eansthatthese statescan solve the

strong CP problem .Thisstillleavesthe question ofthe cosm ologicalbound on the axion

m ass.Hereweexploretwo schem esforaccom m odating such lightaxionsin cosm ology.In

the � rst,we note thatin string theory the universe islikely to be dom inated early on by

the coherent oscillationsofsom e m oduli. The usualm oduliproblem assum es thatthese

� eldshave m assescom parable to the gravitino.W e argue thatstring m oduliare likely to

be substantially m ore m assive,elim inating this problem . In such cosm ologies the axion

bound issigni� cantly weakened.Plausiblem echanism sforgenerating the baryon num ber

density aredescribed.In thesecond,wepointoutthatin stringtheory,theaxion potential

m ightbe m uch largeratearly tim esthan atpresent. In string theory,ifCP violation is

described by a sm allparam eter,the axion m ay sitsu� ciently close to itstrue m inim um

atearly tim esto invalidatethe bounds.
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1. Introduction

The invisible axion isan elegantsolution to the strong CP problem . At� rstglance,

stringtheory isrepletewith axion candidates.Atweak coupling,theseincludethe\m odel-

independentaxion"[1]and axionswhich arise from internalcom ponentsofB ��[2].There

aretwo problem swith theseaxions.First,in theweakly coupled region thereareno good

argum entsthatQCD isthedom inantcontribution tothepotentialofany axion.Consider,

� rst,theusual\m odel-independent" axion.W hilethisaxion respectsaPeccei-Quinn (PQ)

sym m etry in perturbation theory,thissym m etry islikelytobebroken by both stringy non-

perturbative e� ects and hidden sector dynam ics. In ref. [3],it was shown that discrete

sym m etriescould adequately suppresshidden sectorcontributions. However,we know of

no argum ent that there cannot be inherently stringy PQ sym m etry-violating e� ects of

order e� c=g. Unless c was suprisingly large,these e� ects would be far larger than those

associated with QCD.Sim ilarly,atlargeradius,therearepotentialaxionsassociated with

the internalcom ponents ofthe antisym m etric tensor. These sym m etries,however,are

broken by world-sheetinstantons,thebreaking being ofordere� R
2

.In theweak coupling

picture,however,R isnecessarily oforder1.

The second problem with these axions is that their decay constants appear to be

incom patible with cosm ologicalbounds[4][5][6]. W e have recently shown thatin certain

strongly coupled string vacua,the� rstdi� culty isrem oved[7].Thepurposeofthepresent

paperisto dem onstrate thatthe cosm ologicalargum entisnota barrierto stringy axion

m odels.1 In fact,wewillpresenttwo di� erentscenariosforcosm ology and particlephysics

inwhich axionswithdecayconstantsm uch largerthantheconventionalboundsareallowed.

The � rst scenario depends on a num ber ofrelatively obscure facts about string theory.

It is conventionalto estim ate the order ofm agnitude ofthe decay constant ofstringy

axions,aswellasanalogousparam etersforotherm oduli,to be the Planck scale.In fact,

in a calculation done alm ost ten years ago,Kim and Choi[11]showed that the m odel

independentaxion decay constantin weakly coupled heteroticstring theory isreally
M p

16�2

1 Therehavebeen previousproposalsto solvethisproblem .Latedecaying particles,som ewhat

sim ilarto the m oduliunder discussion here,have been considered in ref. [6]and in [8]and [9].

W eak anthropic ideashave been considered in [10].
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or about 1016 G eV.So it is not unreasonable to expect large num ericalfactors in the

relation between decay constantsand thePlanck m ass.In thestrong coupling regim e,we

have suggested an e� ectwhich m ightfurtherlowerthe decay constant.

Itdoesnotseem plausible,however,thatsuch argum entscan lowerthe axion decay

constant by the seven orders ofm agnitude necessary to satisfy the conventionalcosm o-

logicalbound of 1012G eV. However, it is likely that string cosm ology is not entirely

conventional.Indeed,in allvacuum statesexplored to date,therearem oduliwhosem asses

aredeterm ined by supersym m etry (SUSY)breaking.Itisusually assum ed thatthecharac-

teristicscalesofvariation ofthesem oduli{ whatwem ightloosely referto astheir\decay

constants",areoforderthePlanck m ass.In thatcase,they dom inatetheenergy density of

theuniverseuntilitsenergy density istoo low forconventionalnucleosynthesisto proceed.

However,aswe willsee,a m ild retuning ofthe m odulardecay constants,sim ilarto,but

lessdram atic than,thatofKim and Choiforthe axion,issu� cient to solve the m oduli

problem .Typically thisleadstoa cosm ology which ism atterdom inated from a shorttim e

afterin
 ation untiljustbefore nucleosynthesis.

In such a context,we willsee thatthe axion problem isgreatly am eliorated.W e will

m ake the standard assum ption thatafterin
 ation the axion isleftstranded ata random

placeon itspotential.W ethen show thattheaxion beginsto oscillateata tim ewhen its

energy density issm allerthan the totaldensity ofthe universe by a factorof
f
2

a

m 2

p

. Ifthe

cosm ic energy density isdom inated by othercoherentscalars(ornonrelativistic m atter),

this ratio rem ains constant untilthose scalars decay into relativistic m atter. There is

a wide range ofreheat tem peratures,above the nucleosynthesis tem perature,for which

axionswith decay constantsm uch largerthan the conventionalbounds do notdom inate

theuniverse before theconventionalera ofm atterdom ination.Furtherm ore,thescenario

is com patible with the idea that the coherent scalars whose decay gives rise to the Hot

Big Bang are m oduli� elds,thatthe axionsare the dark m atter,and thatgravitinosand

topologicalobjectssuch asdom ain wallsare su� ciently diluted.

The question thatrem ainsisthe origin ofbaryogenesis. W e argue thatthe decay of

the m odulim ay wellbe the source ofthe baryon asym m etry. Such a scenario requires

dim ension fourbaryon num berviolating operators.Itisnotconsistentwith theexistence
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ofa stablesuperpartner,which m ightbethedark m atter.On theotherhand,fora range

ofdecay constantsaxionscan bethedark m atterand a stablesparticleisunnecessary.W e

also study a scenario in which baryogenesisarisesfrom coherentcondensatesofstandard

m odelsparticle � elds[12][13]. W e � nd that this possibility is viable if the associated

directionsarelifted only by very high dim ension operators{ ornotatall.

Our second strategy for relaxing the bound on the axion decay constant depends

on an unorthodox assum ption aboutthe origin ofCP violation. The standard m odelof

CP violation through Cabibbo KobayashiM askawa (CKM )phasesrequiresa fundam ental

CP violating phase oforder one. The m iniscule size ofCP violating e� ects in current

experim ents is attributed to the necessity ofm ixing allthree quark generations,and to

the sm allsize ofthe CP conserving m ixing angles. In such a schem e one expectsgeneric

CP violating phenom ena to be unsuppressed. In the contextofsupersym m etry,one has

di� culty understanding the sm allnessofCP-violating phasesin softbreaking param eters

required by phenom enology,and the sm allness of� is a m ystery. There exist alternate

approachesin which thefundam entalCP violatingphasesareallsm all,sothatthebreaking

ofCP iseverywherecontrolled by a sm allparam eter.W ewillreview such a proposal,due

toNirand Ratazzi[14].In thisclassofm odels,gauginoand otherphasesareautom atically

sm allenough,a CKM phaseofconventionalsizeexplainsallcurrentdata on CP violation,

butthesm allnessof� requiresfurtherexplanation.

String theory isa theory where C P isa good sym m etry { in facta gauge sym m etry

{ which m ust be spontaneously broken[15]. It contains a host ofCP odd � elds which

m ightprovidethesm allbreaking of[14].M oreoveritcontainsnum erousaxion candidates

which can relax � to zero. The usualobjections to such a picture would be the large

value ofthe axion decay constants,and dom ain walls due to spontaneous CP violation.

Since CP isa gauge sym m etry,the dom ain wallsare notabsolutely stable,butthey m ay

have lifetim esm uch longerthan the age ofthe universe. In the conclusionswe willargue

that this and allother dom ain wallproblem s can be solved in m odels where the energy

density ism atterdom inated untilquitelow scales.In such m odels,spontaneoussym m etry

breaking isfrozen in atthe end ofin
 ation and the tem perature nevergetshigh enough

forsym m etry restoring phase transitions.
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M oreover,in a world with everywhere sm all,spontaneous CP violation,the cosm o-

logicalaxion problem m ay be signi� cantly am eliorated.During in
 ation,certain in
aton

� eldsrem ain displaced from theirm inim a.Asa consequence,thee� ectivepotentialforall

otherscalarsm ay takevaluessigni� cantly di� erentthan theirvaluesin thevacuum .These,

passive,scalarsare rapidly driven to the m inim a ofthe in
 ationary potential.In general,

thein
 ationary m inim um willbenowherenearthetruem inim um ofthevacuum potential.

(Thisis,in som e sense,the origin ofthe \m oduliproblem .")Am ong these passive � elds

are the candidate axions. Their potentials can be large either ifthe QCD scale is large

duetoa displaced dilaton[16],2 orifworld sheetinstanton e� ects(in weakly coupled string

language) are enhanced due to diplaced Kahler m oduli. However,ifthe in
 aton � elds

are allCP invariant,and CP is broken only by sm alle� ects,then the m inim um ofthe

in
 ationary potentialforCP-odd � eldslike the axion willbe close to itstrue m inim um .3

Thus,during in
 ation,the axion isdriven very close to itstrue m inim um by a very large

potential.Itiseasy to see thatthe postin
 ationary axion energy density willbe oforder

�2�4
Q C D

,where� isthesm allparam eterwhich controlsCP violation.W ewillseethatfor

values of� com patible with experim ent,thisis sm allenough to signi� cantly enlarge the

allowed range ofvaluesforthe axion decay constant.

In the next two sections ofthis paper we present the details ofthe two scenarios

outlined above.A third section isdevoted to a briefdiscussion ofm odelsbased on eleven

dim ensionalsupergravity which sparked ourreexam ination ofthe axion bound.The � nal

section isdevoted to ourconclusions.

2 Theproposalof[16]su� ersfrom a num berofdi� culties.Thesehavebeen discussed recently

in [17].O urproposalisquite di� erentin that,� rst,we explain why the early m inim um coincides

with them inim um atlatetim es,and theQ CD scaleisassum ed m uch larger,so thatthereislittle

orno suppression ofthe axion m ass.

3
W e willneglect the possibility that the in
 ationary m inim um is at a = � while the true

m inim um isa = 0.Itisclearly possible to constructm odelsin which thisalternative isrealized.
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2. A xions in M oduliD om inated C osm ologies

2.1.M oduliAm eliorate the Axion Problem

In our � rst scenario,we im agine that the postin
 ationary universe is dom inated by

one orm ore m oduli� elds,with reheat tem perature TR . From the end ofin
 ation,until

energy densitiesoforderT4
R
the universe ism atterdom inated.The axion beginsthisera

ata position determ ined by itsin
 ationary potential,generically a distance oforderone

(we de� ne the axion to be dim ensionlessand to have period 2�)from itstrue m inim um .

Initially,itcontributesa negligible am ount,oforder�4
Q C D

to the cosm ic energy density.

The axion rem ainsm ore orlessstationary untilthe Hubble param eterH isequalto the

axion m ass. Afterthistim e,itbehaveslike nonrelativistic m atter. The crossoveroccurs

when
p
�

m p

=
�2
Q C D

fa
(2:1)

Noticethatitisthe reduced Planck m assm p = 2� 1018 G eV which entersthisequation.

Atthistim e,the ratio ofaxion to m odularenergy densitiesisoforder

�a

�
�
�4
Q C D

�
�

f2a

m 2
p

(2:2)

The ratio retains this value untilreheat,at which tim e the axion energy density begins

to grow relative to the energy ofthe m assless particle gasproduced by the decay ofthe

m odulus.Thegrowth islinearin theinverse tem perature.

Classicalcosm ology begins with the era ofnucleosynthesis,where the photon tem -

perature is oforder 1 M eV.In order to preserve the physics ofthis era,we m ust have

TR > 1 M eV.4 W e m ustalso arrange the correctbaryon to entropy ratio,ofwhich m ore

below. Finally,we m ust ensure thatthe universe rem ains radiation dom inated untilthe

conventionalbeginning ofthe m atter dom inated era at T � 10 eV.Since the axion to

radiation ratio increases m onotonically during this era,the only requirem ent is that the

ratio m ustbe lessthan orequalto onewhen the radiation tem perature is10 eV.Thus

f2a

m 2
p

TR

10 eV
� 1 (2:3)

4 Actually,one needsa som ewhatlargerreheattem perature,oforder6 M eV[18].
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Equality corresponds to the interesting case in which axions are the dark m atter in the

universe.

The borderline caseTR � 1 M eV givesan axion decay constantbounded by 6� 1015

G eV.G iven theresultsofKim and Choi[11],thisseem stoberightin theinterestingrange

for superstring axions. The bound decreases like T
� 1

2

R
as TR increases. In particular,if

we take TR � 100 G eV ,aswould be required forbaryogenesisatthe electroweak phase

transition,then fa � 1013 G eV.W hile thisisstillhigherthan the conventionalbound,it

seem sa ratherlow num berto expectto com e outofstring theory.Perhapsin the strong

coupling vacuum described in[19][7],ifthe QCD axion is a boundary m odulus we could

obtain a decay constantthissm all.Dim ensionalanalysissuggests1016 G eV forthedecay

constantofsuch a boundary axion,and num ericalfactorssuch asthoseof[11]could bring

us the rest ofthe way. W e have had to choose param eters at their extrem e ranges of

plausibility to m ake this scenario work. Another m echanism oflow energy baryogenesis

seem sto be indicated.

Before enquiring whatthatm echanism could be,letusindicate the expectationsfor

TR . The m odulus whose decay initiatesthe HotBig Bang 5 has a potentialofthe form

M 4V(
�

f
) where V is a bounded function. Here M is \the fundam entalscale ofstring

theory". Recent developm ents in string duality have shown us that we know m uch less

about the value ofM than we previously thought. In weakly coupled heterotic string

theory,the best � t to the realworld has M oforder the reduced Planck m ass. In the

strong coupling regim e[7],M iscloserto the uni� cation scale. Furtherm ore,the function

V can vary quite a bit over m odulispace. W hat is relevant to our present discussion is

the value ofV near the m inim um ofthe lightest m oduli(those with the lowest reheat

tem perature). Let us factor this value out and include it in M . Then,in the regim e of

interest,V isoforderone orless.Itisplausible thatforthe lightestunstable m odulithe

e� ective value ofM is the fundam entalSUSY breaking scale : M �
p
F � 1011 G eV

(corresponding to m 3=2 ofordera few hundred G eV).Thisappears to be the case in all

5 There m ay be several� elds which deserve this designation. W e willpretend that there is

only one forlinguistic convenience,butnothing thatwe say dependson thisassum ption.
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explicitm odelsofwhich we areaware.Then them assofthe m odulusisoforder

m
2
�
M 4

f2
: (2:4)

As a m odelfor the decay ofthe m oduli,consider the usualdilaton,D . This � eld

(canonically norm alized)couplesto photonsthrough a term

LD 
 �
1

m p

D F
2

��: (2:5)

So the decay width isoforder

� �
m 3

m 2
p

�
M 6

f3m 2
p

(2:6)

which givesa reheattem perature

TR �
p

� mp �
M 3

m
1=2
p f3=2

(2:7)

Thisisoforderthe electroweak transition tem perature forf � 1014 G eV.So,even given

the results of[11],an electroweak reheat tem perature seem s di� cult to achieve. On the

other hand,iff � 1016G eV ,the reheat tem perature is oforder 1 G eV,wellabove the

nucleosynthesisbound.

It m ay seem troubling to contem plate such sm allvalues off. These correspond to

m odulim assesoforder10-100 TeV,severalordersofm agnitudelargerthan thegravitino

m ass.One m ightexpectthatthisrequires� netuning.But,aswehaveargued elsewhere,

such large m asses are alm ost inevitable[20]. In particular,for sm allvalues ofthe gauge

coupling,the superpotentialtypically behavesas

W � e
� 16�2

S=N
; (2:8)

where S is the dilaton superm ultiplet and N is oforder 4 or 5. W e have norm alized

the dilaton m ultiplet here as in [21],so that the dilaton has a canonicalkinetic term at

weak coupling.W ith thisnorm alization,16�2S isperiodic with period 2�.The resulting

potentialhas no m inim um at weak coupling,and one m ust assum e that there are large

correctionstotheKahlerpotentialin ordertogiveastablevacuum .Thesecond derivative

ofthepotentialisthen,indeed,quitelarge.M oreover,thelargecorrectionsto theKahler
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potentialintroduce signi� cantuncertaintiesin thedecay rates.W ehaveallowed forthese

uncertainties in our estim ates above by neglecting factors of4�,etc.,which are usually

included in weak-coupling based analyses,so ourform ulasare som ewhatm ore optim istic

than otherswhich appearin the literature[22].

In view oftheserem arks,itm ay becorrectto conclude thatthecosm ologicalm oduli

problem [23]is a red herring,resulting from overreliance on naive dim ensionalanalysis.

W hilem oduliwillcertainly m odify cosm ichistory abovetheelectroweak phasetransition,

and quitepossiblybetween thisscaleand nucleosynthesis,thereisnolongerastrongreason

to believethatthey interfere with classicalcosm ology.

2.2.Baryogenesis

However,m oduliwillcertainly m odify baryogenesis,the gravitino problem ,and the

axion bound. Indeed,itseem s di� cultto push the reheat tem perature ofm oduliwhose

m assescom e from SUSY breaking above the electroweak scale.Thus,even ifelectroweak

baryogenesis rem ains a viable option in the presence ofm oduli,itsdetails willprobably

be m odi� ed by m odular decay. This appears to be a com plicated problem ,and we will

notexplore it.Rather,following ourconclusionsaboutaxions,we willnow explore other

possibilitiesforbaryogenesis.

Them oststraightforward scenarioistoassum ethatm odulardecayitselfisresponsible

forthebaryon asym m etry.Thissortofm echanism forbaryogenesisapparently originates

with the work of[24]. M any ofthe im portant issues are reviewed in [25]The couplings

by which the m odulusdecaysm ay contain CP violation and baryon num ber violation of

relativeorderone 6.In orderto produce a baryon asym m etry,wem usthaveanothersort

ofbaryon violating operator in the lagrangian [26]. W e willsee that the coe� cient of

thisoperatorcannotbe too sm all,so itisnaturalto assum e thatitisone ofthe allowed

renorm alizablebaryon num berviolatingoperatorsin thesupersym m etricstandard m odel.

It is wellknown that the presence ofsuch operators is com patible with the stability of

theproton and theexperim entalabsenceofneutron-antineutron oscillations[27].Itisnot

6
Herewedo notm aketheassum ption ofsm allCP violation which willdom inateourdiscussion

in the nextsection.
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com patiblewith a m odelofthedark m atterasastablesupersym m etricparticle.However,

in thepresentcontext,axionscan play theroleofdark m atter,and there isno need fora

stablesuperpartner.

Theestim ateofthebaryon asym m etry produced by m odulardecay issim ple.Assum e

the am ountofbaryon num berproduced perdecay isA.A isthe productofa loop factor

(presum ably oforder � s

�
tim es C P -violating phases,which,given our assum ptions,are

oforder 1). The num ber ofm assless particles produced per decay is m M

TR
where m M is

the m assofthe m odulus.Plugging in the expected form ofthe m odularm assand reheat

tem perature,we� nd a baryon to entropy ratio of

nB

n

� A(

m p

f
)
1

2

1011 G eV

f
(2:9)

Foran f oforderm p thisgivesa resultin thedesired rangeifA � 10� 2 � 10� 3.

Forf � 1016 G eV,the baryon to entropy ratio isoforderA10� 4 so thism echanism

seem stoproducetoom any baryons.Ofcourse,thisistheregim ein which wem ightexpect

som ee� ectofelectroweak baryon num berviolation,and thesituation becom esm uch m ore

com plicated.Itseem sclearthatthesim plestm odelhasf � mp,areheattem peraturejust

above nucleosynthesis,baryogenesisfrom m odulardecay,and axionswith decay constant

1016 G eV asdark m atter.

W e next explore the m echanism ofcoherent baryon num ber production ofref. [12].

One can contem plate two possibilities here. The � rst is that am ong the m oduliare the

in
 atons. In thatcase,we can take overdirectly the estim atesofthe baryon asym m etry

from ref. [13]. In that paper,a form ula was given for the baryon num ber per in
 aton.

Schem atically,thiscan be written:

��

�I
� (

m 3=2

m p

)2=(n� 2) (2:10)

where the term in the superpotential which lifts the 
 at direction is of the form �n,

and we have assum ed that m p is the only scale. To obtain the baryon to photon ratio

after reheating,one needs to m ultiply this result by TR =M I,where TR is the reheating

tem perature and M I isthe m assofthe in
 aton. Assum ing an in
 aton m assoforderthe

weak scale and a reheat tem perature ofordera few M eV ,thisfactorisabout10� 5. So
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oneseesthatthe
 atdirection m ustbeextrem ely 
 at;n m ustbeatleast8.Asexplained

in ref.[13],onecan obtain directionsthis
 at{ oreven exactly 
 at{ by m eansofdiscrete

sym m etries.

Alternatively,it m ight be that the in
 aton reheat tem perature is m uch larger,and

that m odulidom inate the energy density for som e tim e. In this case,the in
 aton m ay

decay long beforenucleosynthesis.However,unlessthein
 aton reheattem peratureiswell

above1011 G eV,them odulim oreorlessim m ediately com etodom inatetheenergy density

oftheuniverse,and theestm ategoesthrough asabove.Ifthereheattem peratureishigher

(see the discussion ofthe nextsection aboutthe gravitino problem )then ifR B = nB =n0,

where n0 isthe entropy density justafterin
 ation,then the � nalbaryon to photon ratio

is

nB =n
 = R B (
TR

M I

)(
Tm

M m

): (2:11)

Here Tm denotes the reheat tem perature after the m odulidecay,and M m denotes the

m odulim ass. So in this situation, it willbe necessary that the potentialin the 
 at

direction be extrem ely 
 at,in orderforcoherentbaryon num berproduction to be viable.

Thereareotherpossiblem echanism sforgeneratingthebaryon asym m etry which have

been discussed in the literature,such as B -violating gravitino decays[28]In cases where

there isa stable LSP,one also needsto exam ine LSP production[22]. These m echanism s

could also be operativehere.M any oftheissuesarereviewed in ref.[25].

2.3.The Gravitino Problem

AllSUSY m odels have a potentialproblem with gravitino production in the early

universe.Likem oduli,gravitinoscan dom inatetheenergy density oftheuniverseand ruin

the predictionsofnucleosynthesis.In in
 ationary cosm ologies,gravitinosareproduced in

thereheating oftheuniverse through thedecay ofa coherentscalar� eld.In conventional

in
 ationary scenarios,reheat tem peratures greaterthan 109 G eV orso lead to excessive

production ofgravitini[29].

The reheatofthe universe through m odulardecay which we havediscussed above,is

safely below this bound. However,we m ust also worry about the possibility ofepisodes

ofreheating that occurred prior to the period ofcosm ic history when axions began to

10



oscillate.In particular,ifwe wantto em bed ourscenario in a m odelofin
 ation,wem ust

enquire aboutthereheating due to thedecay ofthein
 aton.

Onepossibility isthatthem oduluswehavealready discussed isitselfthein
 aton.An

apparentproblem with thisidea isthatthe m odularenergy density appearsto be m uch

sm allerthatconventionally required forthe in
 ationary explanation ofthe m agnitude of


 uctuationsin the cosm ic m icrowave background. There existm odelsofin
 ation [30]in

which in
 ation ata scaleof1011 G eV can lead to m icrowave
 uctuationsoftherightsize.

Them ostattractiveofthesem odels[31],actually seem sto arisequitenaturally in string

theory atintersection pointsofm odulispaces.Anotherway to reconcilethelightm odulus

with in
 ationary expectations is to assum e that the m odulus is a dilaton like � eld,on

which the potentialdependsin an exponentialfashion (in a param etrization in which the

Kahlerpotentialofthem odulusisonly slowly varying)in som eextrem eregion ofm oduli

space. Then one can im agine thatin
 ation takesplace in a region where the potentialis

slowly varying,butthe m inim um isin the extrem e region.Thisexplainsthe discrepancy

in in
 ation and SUSY breaking scales [32]. One m ust confront the Brustein-Steinhardt

problem [33]in such a scenario,butasexplained in the appendix of[32]thism ay notbe

too serious.

Supposenow thatthein
 aton isnotthem odulusresponsiblefortheHotBigBang.It

willhavealargeenergy density,and Planck scalecouplings,givingita reheattem perature

TI m uch higherthan thescaleoftheelectroweakphasetransition.Reheatingwillproducea

gravitino num berdensity nG which isinitially oforderng=s� 10� 4TI=m p.Afterin
 aton

reheating,the universe rem ains radiation dom inated for a while. The gravitino energy

density fallslikethecubeofthescalefactor,butgrowslinearly in theinversetem perature

relative to the radiation density. The m odularenergy density rem ainsconstantuntilthe

Hubbleparam eterisequalto them assofthem odulus.Ifwechoosea decay constantf �

m p,thisoccursata tim ewhen the totalenergy density ofthe universe,and the m odular

density,are approxim ately equal. The corresponding tem perature,Tm ,isroughly Tm �

1=5
p
m m p. ng=s rem ains constant untilthe m oduli� nally decay. W ith the assum ption

thatthereheattem peratureisoforderafew M eV ,thegravitinosarediluted by afactorof

order1014.The gravitino to radiation density ratio growsby anotherfactorof100 before

11



the gravitinidecay. Previousstudieshave shown thatthisratio m ustbe lessthan about

10� 7 in orderforgravitino decay to preserve the productsofnucleosynthesis. Thuseven

forTI oforderm p,thegravitino density isnota problem .In otherwordsno m atterwhat

ourassum ptionsaboutthe nature ofin
 ation,the scenario outlined in thissection solves

the gravitino problem .

3. Sm allV iolation ofC P

In string theory, CP is an exact (gauge) sym m etry, so CP violation is inevitably

spontaneous. There are num erous CP odd � elds which are candidates for breaking CP.

Our fundam entalassum ption in the present section,willbe that the breaking ofCP is

sm all. In orderto be precise we willwork within the contextofa speci� c m odelforthe

origin ofCP violation,butwebelievethatourresultscan begeneralized tootherm odelsin

a straightforward way.Them odelthatwewilluse wasproposed by Nirand Ratazzi[14].

AllCP violation can be traced back to the vacuum expectation value (VEV)ofa single

� eld S3,with m agnitude < S3 >� �5M p � 3� 10� 4M p � �Mp,where � isthe Cabibbo

angle. S3 is a singlet under continuous gauge groups,and has only nonrenorm alizable

couplingsto � eldswith m assesbelow Mp.Thepattern ofthesecouplingsisdeterm ined by

an abelian horizontalsym m etry.In [14]itisshown thatsuch a m odelcan accountforall

CP violating phenom ena observed (and notobserved)in nature.In particular,itleadsto

a CKM phase oforderone,and constrainssupersym m etric contributionsto CP violating

phenom ena to be sm allerthan experim entalupper lim its. Itdoesnotby itselfsolve the

strong CP problem .

Now let us turn our attention to the very early universe. W e m ake the standard

in
 ationary assum ption thatatearly tim estheenergy density ofthepatch which becom es

our universe is dom inated by nearly hom ogeneous classicalscalar � elds. W e willadopt

string theory languageand callthe space ofscalarsthe m odulispace.Am ong these � elds

are the in
atons, which coordinatize a subm anifold of the m odulispace to which the

system ’s trajectory is rapidly attracted, and on which it stays for m any e-foldings of

the universe. The energy density on this subm anifold is approxim ately constant, and
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drives a quasiexponentialexpansion. W e willassum e that this in
 aton subm anifold is

approxim ately invariantunderCP,with the violation ofCP being no largerthan thatin

the vacuum . Clearly this assum ption is not necessary to an understanding ofthe sm all

sizeofCP violation in currentexperim ents.Itsplausibility can only bejudged within the

context ofa theory ofthe potentialon the space of� elds,a theory which does not yet

exist.

In general,during an in
 ationary era,we m ay expectthe in
 ationary energy density

todepend on allofthescalar� eldsin thetheory.Thisisparticularly truein thecontextof

supergravity [34].However,thisargum entm ustbereexam ined in thecaseofaxions.The

very existence ofthe axion dependson an approxim ateglobalsym m etry ofthe theory,or

atleastoftheportion ofm odulispacein which thevacuum stateresides.Thelatterpoint

ofview istheoneindicated by string theory.Axion PQ sym m etriesareapproxim atesym -

m etrieswhich arisein string theory only in specialregionsofm odulispacewheree� ective

gauge couplingsare sm allorinternaldim ensionslarge. Itisentirely plausible thatthese

sym m etriesarem uch m orestrongly broken on thein
 aton subm anifold.Forexam ple,the

couplingsofstandard m odelgauge � eldsm ightbevery largeon thein
 ationary subm an-

ifold. In the context ofthe m odels of[7]another way to break the axion sym m etries in

the early universe is to shrink the eleventh dim ension down to the size ofthe other six

com pactdim ensions.Notethattheassum ption ofPQ sym m etry breaking during in
 ation

contrastswith ourassum ption ofapproxim ateCP sym m etry.Needlessto say,determ ining

whatactually happensrequiresa m uch betterunderstanding ofm odulidynam icsthan we

currently possess.

How large m ight the axion potentials be? Consider, � rst, axions whose potential

vanishesasR ! 1 .W e can easily im agine thatR = O (1)during in
 ation.In thiscase,

the axion m asswould be expected to be oforderthe Hubble constant. Forexam ple,one

m ightexpectterm sin the superpotentialofthe form

W = e
� R

I (3:1)

where I isthe in
 aton � eld (assum ed to have a non-vanishing F -com ponent).Thisleads
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to

m
2

a � H e
� R

=f
2

a: (3:2)

Forthe� eld which atweak couplingisterm ed the\m odel-independentaxion,"and usually

denoted S,oneexpectsa sim ilarresult.Thiscorrespondsto thepossibility thattheQCD

coupling (�s)isoforderoneduring in
 ation.

W enotethatthereisanotherpuzzleofsupersym m etricin
 ationary cosm ology which

m ay be resolved by the assum ption that couplings and scales were alloforder one (in

fundam entalunits)during in
 ation. Typicalin
 ation m odelsrequire the in
 ationary en-

ergy density to be m uch larger than the square ofthe SUSY breaking order param eter

in the vacuum . Ifthe low scale ofSUSY breaking isexplained by a sm allcoupling,then

thisdiscrepancy isrem oved [32].W ehavealready invoked thism echanism in theprevious

section.

G iven theseassum ptions,theevolution oftheaxion during in
 ation can bedescribed

sim ply.Leta = 0 betheCP invariantvalueoftheaxion � eld.During in
 ation,theaxion

feelsan e� ective potentialwhich givesitan e� ective m assoforderthe Hubble constant.

Itisrapidly driven to a m inim um ofthispotential,which liesata distance a

fa
� � from

the origin.By the approxim ateCP sym m etry,thisisthesam e orderofm agnitude asthe

distance to thetrue m inim um ofthe vacuum axion potential.

The postin
 ationary evolution ofthe universe depends on whether or not there are

lightm oduliofthe sortwe described in the previoussection.The strongestupperbound

com esfrom assum ing thatthere areno such m oduli.Asusualwe assum e thatthe reheat

tem peratureofthein
 aton iswellabovetheQCD scaleand thepostin
 ationary universe

containsonly axionsand radiation.Thisisthe conventionalscenario foraxions,with the

exception ofthefactthattheinitialdistanceoftheaxion � eld from itsm inim um isoneten

thousandth ofthatwhich isusually assum ed.Fortheaxion energy density onehas[4][5][6]:


ah
2
� 0:7�2o � (f=1012G eV)1:18: (3:3)

(There are uncertainties in these form ulas ofperhaps an order ofm agnitude.) If�o,the

initialvalue of�,isoforder10� 3-10� 4,then we can tolerate decay constantsaslarge as
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m p.Thisisthe orderofm agnitude ofexpected for�o in m odelsofsm allCP violation,in

which �o � �.

Ifsom e portion ofearly cosm ologicalhistory is dom inated by coherent scalars with

m assescom ing from susy breaking then wecan repeattheanalysisoftheprevioussection,

but with initialaxion energy density sm allerby a factorof�2 � 10� 7 . Eqn. (2.3)now

becom es

�
2
f2a

m 2
p

TR

10 eV
� 1 (3:4)

Fora given m odularreheattem perature the upperbound on the axion decay constantis

largerby a factor�� 1. For� � 10� 4,thisagain givesa lim itoforderm p. In each case,

one can choose param etersso thataxionsconstitute thedark m atterin the universe.

4. Eleven D im ensionalP hysics

Ouroriginalm otivation forreturning to thecosm ologicalconundra ofaxionswasthe

observation that the � t ofstrongly coupled heterotic string theory to available data[35]

leads to a generalprediction ofQCD axions with large decay constants[36]. W e would

liketo devotethissection to a briefdiscussion ofthe cosm ology ofthese strongly coupled

string vacua.

Fourdim ensionalvacua ofthestrongly coupled E 8 X E 8 heteroticstring with N = 1

SUSY,aredescribed by M -theory (forpracticalpurposeseleven dim ensionalsupergravity)

com pacti� ed on a seven m anifold with boundary which isa Calabi-Yau � bration overan

interval. The � t [35]to the uni� ed � ne structure constant,Newton’s constant,and the

uni� cation scale,in term softhe fundam entaleleven dim ensionalPlanck scale lp,and the

geom etry ofthe m anifold isas follows. On the boundary ofthe m anifold with standard

m odelgaugegroup,theCalabi-Yau sizeR (volum e= R 6),which determ inestheuni� cation

scale,istwicelp,and thelength oftheinterval,R 11,isabout70lp.TheCalabi-Yau volum e

decreasesm onotonically along theinterval,and asa consequence thebarecoupling ofthe

hidden E 8 ism uch largerthan thatofthe standard m odel. In thisregim e,the heterotic

string ism ore properly thoughtofasa m em brane stretched between the two boundaries.

Itstension is� 70l� 2p .
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Axions are m odes ofthe three form gauge � eld ofM theory which have the form

a(x)bM N (x
11)dxM dxN dx11,where a depends only on the noncom pact coordinates,and

bM N is one ofthe harm onic (1;1) form s on the Calabi-Yau m anifold at x11. These are

alm ostpure gauge m odeswhen a isa constant.They can be written asdC ,where C isa

two form which vanisheson theE 8 boundary.Thus,constantshiftsofa arePeccei-Quinn

sym m etriesbroken only by e� ectson thestandard m odelboundary.Asargued in [36],the

strongestsuch e� ectisQCD.

In the lim it R 11 � lp, which seem s like a reasonably good approxim ation to the

realworld,the kinetic term s ofthe axionsare given by their values in the Kaluza-Klein

approxim ation to M theory dynam ics.Asnoted in [36],the gaugecoupling functionsand

Kahlerpotentialsofthebulk m oduliarethesam ein theweak and strong coupling lim its,

so the result is identicalto that ofKim and Choi. Thus,the axion ofstrongly coupled

heteroticstring theory � tsfairly wellinto thefram ework ofour� rstscenario.W enote[36]

thatthe true QCD axion in the strongly coupled region m ay in factoriginate asa gauge

bundle m odulus on the standard m odelboundary. In this case,the order ofm agnitude

estim ateoftheaxion decay constantisl
� 1
11

� 2� 1016 G eV.W ehavenotyetbeen ableto

understand the precise num ericalfactorsin thisform ula.Ifthe two decay constantshave

the sam e order ofm agnitude the QCD axion willbe a linear com bination ofthe m ode

com ing from thethree form ,and the boundary m odulus.

The otherpartofourscenario isa m oduluswith a decay constantoforderm p and

potentialenergy ofordertheinterm ediatescale.Paradoxically,although m p isthenatural

orderofm agnitude estim ateofthe decay constantofa bulk m oduluswe can be lessthan

sure thatsuch a m odulusexists. The axionlike m oduliseem to have m uch sm allerdecay

constants. The Kahlerpotentialsofotherm oduliare noteasily calculable forthe values

ofthe m oduliwhich seem to � t the data. Our scenario looksvery naturalin the eleven

dim ensionalcontext, but we cannot calculate enough param eters to be sure that it is

realized.

Another generalissue which we m ust face is the question ofwhether a satisfactory

m odelofin
 ation can be builtin thisregion ofm odulispace. The dangeristhata sim -

plem inded estim ate ofdensity 
 uctuations indicates that one needs a vacuum energy of
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orderM 4 with M � 1016 G eV in orderto accountfortheCOBE data.Thisisuncom fort-

ably close to the eleven dim ensionalPlanck scale,above which we have no description of

the correctphysicsin the M theory regim e. In fact,satisfactory m odelsofin
 ation with

vacuum energy scale lower than M by an order ofm agnitude abound in the literature.

Theoretically,the orderofm agnitude estim ate ofthe m axim um potentialenergy ofbulk

m oduliin theM theory regim eis(assum ingm odulardecay constantsoforderm p)l
� 6
11
m � 2

p ,

10� 4 tim es sm aller than the eleven dim ensionalPlanck density which m arks the border

ofourignorance. Thisgivesan e� ective M oforder2� 1015 G eV.Itisconceivable then

thata sem iclassicalm odelofin
 ation which isboth theoretically and phenom enologically

viable,can be builtin thisregim e.

The results of[36]also tellus som ething about the question ofwhether the m oduli

whose decay gives rise to the Hot Big Bang are in
 aton � elds. In the strongly coupled

heterotic string itproved di� cultto generate a nonperturbative energy scale higherthan

the hidden sectorscale which givesrise to SUSY breaking. One had to assum e thatthe

the vacuum value ofthe m odulus S which controls the hidden sector coupling,was at

sm allvaluesofthecoupling.A naturalway[32]to explain thelargevacuum energy during

in
 ation is to assum e that S is one ofthe in
 atons and that in
 ation occurs at strong

coupling wheretheestim ateoftheenergy density given in thepreviousparagraph isvalid.

On the otherhand,the m assand apparentcouplingsofS m ake ita candidate to be the

progenitoroftheHotBig Bang.Thus,theeleven dim ensionalscenario islikely to identify

the two � elds,and consequently hasa very low reheattem perature.

This has been a m ere sketch ofthe cosm ology ofstrongly coupled heterotic string

theory. W e hope to return to the subject when m ore is understood about the e� ective

lagrangian oftheim portantscalar� eldsin thisregion ofm odulispace.

5. C onclusions

W e have exhibited two cosm ologicalscenarios which signi� cantly m odify the bound

on the axion decay constant. In com bination with the results of[11],which expand the

range of expected values of fa in superstring theory, it is now possible to claim that
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superstring axionsm ay be com patible with allexperim entaland cosm ologicaldata. Our

� rstscenario also pointsup the factthatthe cosm ologicalm oduliproblem m ay be m uch

less signi� cant than we had im agined. M odulicom patible with weak scale baryogenesis

are atthe lim itsofplausibility butnucleosynthesisiscertainly nota problem . Alternate

schem esforbaryogenesisare available and lead to an attractive and consistentpicture of

thecosm ology ofthevery early universe.Itislikely thataxionswith decay constant1016

G eV willbethe dark m atterin such a scenario.

Our second solution ofthe cosm ologicalaxion problem has less to say about super-

stringsand m oduli,butm ay have m oreim m ediateim plicationsforlow energy physics.

Our analysis ofthe � rst scenario relied on the hidden sector m echanism for SUSY

breaking.Itisworth saying a few wordsaboutaxion propertiesin m odelswhereSUSY is

dynam ically broken in sectorscoupled to the standard m odelthrough gauge interactions.

In such a m odel,allm oduliwhich gettheirm assfrom SUSY breaking areextrem ely light

and have lifetim es longer than the current age ofthe universe. There are no apparent

candidates for � elds whose decay would initiate the Hot Big Bang at tem peratures of

orderthe weak scale orbelow. Thus,the � rstscenario iscom pletely untenable in such a

m odel.W orse,allofthe m odulinow tend to dom inate the energy density ofthe universe

from an energy density
f
2

m 2

p

F 2 (here f isa typicalm odulardecay constant,and F isthe

SUSY breakingorderparam eter),untillongafterthepresentera.Oneisforced toim agine

thatthe truevacuum sitsata pointinvariantundersym m etriesthattransform allofthe

lightm oduli.In such a case,onem ightinvokea version ofoursecond scenario to forceall

ofthem odulito theirtruem inim a during in
 ation.Itishoweverm uch lessplausiblethat

thein
 aton isinvariantunderthelargegroup ofsym m etriesrequired to � x allofthelight

m oduli.Ifitisnot,then thescenario doesnotwork.

Finally we note that scenarios in which the very early universe was dom inated by

coherentscalar� eldselim inatem any hypotheticalcosm ologicalphase transitions.In par-

ticular,dom ain wallsduetospontaneously broken discretesym m etriesm ightbeaproblem

only ifthey are produced in the briefperiod between in
 aton reheatand m odulardom i-

nance (in scenarios in which the in
 aton isnotthe m oduluswhich produces the hotbig

bang),orafterm odularreheat.
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