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String theory posesses num erous axion candidates. T he recent realization that the com —
pacti cation radius in string theory m ight be large m eans that these states can solve the
strong CP problem . T his still leaves the question of the coan oclogicalbound on the axion
m ass. Here we explore tw o scheam es for acoom m odating such light axions in cosn ology. In
the 1rst, we note that in string theory the universe is likely to be dom inated early on by
the ooherent oscillations of som e m oduli. The usualm oduli problem assum es that these
elds have m asses com parable to the gravitino. W e argue that string m oduli are likely to
be substantially m ore m assive, elim inating this problem . In such cosm ologies the axion
bound is signi cantly weakened. P Jausible m echanisn s for generating the baryon num ber
density are describbed. In the second, we point out that in string theory, the axion potential
m ight be much larger at early tim es than at present. In string theory, if CP violation is
describbed by a an all param eter, the axion m ay sit su ciently close to its true m inin um

at early tin es to Invalidate the bounds.
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1. Introduction

T he invisble axion is an elegant solution to the strong CP problem . At rst glance,
string theory is replete w ith axion candidates. A t weak coupling, these include the \m odel-
independent axion" fli] and axions which arise from intemal com ponents of B ]. There
are two problem sw ith these axions. F irst, In the weakly coupled region there are no good
argum entsthat Q CD isthe dom Inant contridbution to the potentialofany axion. C onsider,

rst, the usual \m odelHindependent" axion. W hile thisaxion respectsa PecceirQuinn PQ)
sym m etry In perturbation theory, this sym m etry is likely to be broken by both stringy non-—
perturbative e ects and hidden sector dynam ics. In ref. 3], it was shown that discrete
sym m etries could adequately suppress hidden sector contributions. H owever, we know of
no argum ent that there cannot be inherently stringy PQ symm etry-violating e ects of
order e 9. Unless c was suprisingly large, these e ects would be far lJarger than those
associated w ith Q CD . Sim ilarly, at Jarge radius, there are potential axions associated w ith
the Intemal com ponents of the antisym m etric tensor. These sym m etries, however, are
broken by world-sheet instantons, the breaking being of order e ¥ * . In the weak coupling
picture, however, R is necessarily of order 1.

The second problem wih these axions is that their decay constants appear to be
incom patible w ith cosn ological bounds@] B1l]. W e have recently shown that in certain
strongly coupled string vacua, the rstdi culty is rem oved[7]. T he purpose of the present
paper is to dem onstrate that the coan ological argum ent is not a barrier to stringy axion
m ode]s.:li In fact, wew illpresent two di erent scenarios for coam ology and particle physics
iIn which axionsw ith decay constantsm uch larger than the conventionalboundsare allowed.
The st scenario depends on a num ber of relatively obscure facts about string theory.
Tt is conventional to estim ate the order of m agnitude of the decay constant of stringy
axions, as well as analogous param eters for other m oduli, to be the P lanck scale. In fact,
in a calculation done aln ost ten years ago, Kin and Choi [I1] showed that the m odel

Independent axion decay constant in weakly coupled heterotic string theory is really 1M6—p2

1 There have been previous proposals to solve thisproblem . Late decaying particles, som ew hat

sim ilar to the m oduli under discussion here, have been considered in ref. [_6] and in g] and E};] .

W eak anthropic ideas have been considered in [_l-g]



or about 10*® GeV. So i is not unreasonable to expect large num erical factors in the
relation between decay constants and the P lanck m ass. In the strong coupling regin e, we

have suggested an e ect which m ight further lIower the decay constant.

It does not seem plausble, however, that such argum ents can lower the axion decay
constant by the seven orders of m agnitude necessary to satisfy the conventional cosn o—
logical bound of 10'°GeV . However, it is lkely that string cosm ology is not entirely
conventional. Indeed,in allvacuum states explored to date, there arem oduliw hose m asses
are detem ined by supersym m etry (SU SY ) breaking. Tt isusually assum ed that the charac—
teristic scales of variation of these m oduli { what we m ight loosely refer to as their \decay
constants", are of order the P lJanck m ass. In that case, they dom inate the energy density of
the universe until its energy density is too low for conventional nuclkosynthesis to proceed.
However, aswe will see, a m id retuning of the m odular decay constants, sim ilar to, but
less dram atic than, that of Kin and Choi for the axion, is su cient to solve the m oduli
problem . T ypically this leads to a coam ology which ism atter dom inated from a shorttime
after In ation until jist before nucleosynthesis.

In such a context, we w ill see that the axion problam is greatly am eliorated. W e w ill
m ake the standard assum ption that after in ation the axion is left stranded at a random
place on is potential. W e then show that the axion begins to oscillate at a timn e when its
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energy density is an aller than the total density of the universe by a factor of . If the

b
coam ic energy density is dom inated by other coherent scalars (or nonrelativistic m atter),
this ratio rem ains constant until those scalars decay into relativistic m atter. There is
a wide range of reheat tem peratures, above the nuclkosynthesis tem perature, for which
axions w ith decay constants much larger than the conventional bounds do not dom inate
the universe before the conventional era of m atter dom ination. Furthem ore, the scenario
is com patible w ith the idea that the ocoherent scalars whose decay gives rise to the Hot
Big Bang arem oduli elds, that the axions are the dark m atter, and that gravitinos and

topological ob cts such asdom ain wallsare su  ciently diluted.

T he question that rem ains is the origin of baryogenesis. W e argue that the decay of
the m odulim ay well be the source of the baryon asymm etry. Such a scenario requires

din ension four baryon num ber violating operators. It is not consistent w ith the existence
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of a stable superpartner, which m ight be the dark m atter. O n the other hand, for a range
ofdecay constants axions can be the dark m atter and a stable soarticle isunnecessary. W e
also study a scenario in which baryogenesis arises from coherent condensates of standard
m odel sparticle elds[i2][I3]. We nd that this possbility is viable if the associated
directions are lifted only by very high din ension operators { or not at all.

Our second strategy for relaxing the bound on the axion decay constant depends
on an unorthodox assum ption about the origin of CP violation. The standard m odel of
CP violation through C abibbo K cbayashiM askawa (CKM ) phases requires a findam ental
CP violating phase of order one. The m lniscule size of CP violating e ects In current
experin ents is attributed to the necessity of m ixing all three quark generations, and to
the an all size of the CP conserving m ixing angles. In such a schem e one expects generic
CP violating phenom ena to be unsuppressed. In the context of supersym m etry, one has
di culy understanding the sm allness of CP violating phases In soft breaking param eters
required by phenom enology, and the sm allness of is a mystery. There exist altemate
approaches in w hich the fundam entalCP violating phasesare allan all, so that thebreaking
ofCP is everyw here controlled by a an allparam eter. W e w ill review such a proposal, due
to N irand R atazzi f14]. In this class ofm odels, gaugino and other phases are autom atically
an allenough, a CKM phase of conventional size explains all current data on CP violation,
but the sn allness of requires further explanation.

String theory is a theory where CP isa good symm etry { in fact a gauge sym m etry
{ which must be spontaneously broken[13]. It contains a host of CP odd elds which
m Ioht provide the sn allbreaking of [14]. M oreover it contains num erous axion candidates
which can relax to zero. The usual ob gctions to such a picture would be the large
value of the axion decay constants, and dom ain walls due to spontaneous CP violation.
Since CP is a gauge symm etry, the dom ain walls are not absolutely stable, but they m ay
have lifetin esm uch longer than the age of the universe. In the conclusions we w ill argue
that this and all other dom ain wall problem s can be solved in m odels where the energy
density ism atter dom inated untilquite low scales. In such m odels, spontaneous sym m etry
breaking is frozen in at the end of In ation and the tem perature never gets high enough

for sym m etry restoring phase transitions.



M oreover, in a world w ith everyw here an all, spontaneous CP violation, the cosn o—
logical axion problem m ay be signi cantly am eliorated. D uring in ation, certain in aton
elds rem ain displaced from theirm inim a. A s a consequence, the e ective potential for all
other scalarsm ay take values signi cantly di erent than theirvalues in the vacuum . T hese,
passive, scalars are rapidly driven to the m inim a ofthe in ationary potential. In general,
thein ationarym Ininum w illbe now here near the truem inim um ofthe vacuum potential.
(This is, In som e sense, the origin of the \m oduli problem .") Am ong these passive elds
are the candidate axions. T heir potentials can be large either if the QCD scale is large
due to a displaced dilaton EL:EH,'?: or ifworld sheet instanton e ects (in weakly coupled string
language) are enhanced due to diplaced Kahler m oduli. However, if the In aton elds
are allCP Invarant, and CP is broken only by analle ects, then the m ininum of the
In ationary potential for CP-odd elds like the axion willbe close to is true m inim uma
Thus, during in ation, the axion is driven very close to is truem ninum by a very large
potential. It is easy to see that the postin ationary axion energy density w illbe of order
> Jcp rwhere isthe snallparam eter which controls CP violation. W e w ill see that for
values of compatible with experin ent, this is an all enough to signi cantly enlarge the

allow ed range of values for the axion decay constant.

In the next two sections of this paper we present the details of the two scenarios
outlined above. A third section is devoted to a brief discussion ofm odels based on eleven
din ensional supergravity which soarked our reexam ination of the axion bound. The nal

Section is devoted to our conclisions.

2 The proposalof l6lsu ersfrom anumberofdi culties. T hese have been discussed recently

in _-_7.]. Ourproposalisquite di erent in that, wst, we explain why the early m inim um coincides

w ith them inIm um at late tim es, and the Q CD scale is assum ed m uch larger, so that there is little

or no suppression of the axion m ass.

3 W e will neglect the possibility that the in ationary m ininum is at a = while the true

minimum isa= 0. It is clearly possible to construct m odels in which this altemative is realized.



2.A xjons in M oduliD om inated C osm ologies
2.1.M oduli Am eliorate the A xion P roblkm

In our rst scenario, we In agine that the postin ationary universe is dom inated by
one ormore m oduli elds, with reheat tem perature & . From the end of in ation, until
energy densities of order Tlf the universe ism atter dom inated. T he axion begins this era
at a position determm ined by its in ationary potential, generically a distance of order one
Wwe de ne the axion to be dim ensionless and to have period 2 ) from its truem inimum .
Iniially, it contrdbutes a negligible am ount, of order é cp to the cosm ic energy density.

T he axion rem ainsm ore or less stationary until the Hubble param eter H is equal to the

axion m ass. A fter this tin e, it behaves like nonrelativistic m atter. T he crossover occurs

h
wnen p_ 5
— = 2°P @)
my fa

N otice that i is the reduced Planck massm, = 2 10® GeV which enters this equation.

At this tin e, the ratio of axion to m odular energy densities is of order
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T he ratio retains this value until reheat, at which tin e the axion energy density begins
to grow relative to the energy of the m assless particle gas produced by the decay of the
m odulus. T he grow th is linear in the inverse tem perature.

C lassical coan ology begins w ith the era of nucleosynthesis, where the photon tem -
perature is of order 1 M €V . In order to preserve the physics of this era, we must have
Tg > 1M &V Ef’: W e must also arrange the correct baryon to entropy ratio, of which m ore
below . Finally, we must ensure that the universe rem ains radiation dom inated until the
conventional beginning of the 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 ust be less than or equalto one when the radiation tem perature is 10 €V . T hus

£2 Tx
mZ 10 ev
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4 A ctually, one needs a som ew hat larger reheat tem perature, of order 6 M €V E’;L-E_;].
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E quality corresponds to the interesting case n which axions are the dark m atter In the

universe.

T he borderline case Ty 1M eV gives an axion decay constant bounded by 6  18°
G eV .G wen the results ofK In and Choi [11], this seem s to be right in the interesting range
for superstring axions. The bound decreases lke Ty : as Tg Increases. In particular, if
we take Tx 100 GeV , aswould be required for baryogenesis at the electroweak phase
transition, then f, 103 GeV .W hilke this is still higher than the conventionalbound, it
seam s a rather low num ber to expect to com e out of string theory. Perhaps in the strong
coupling vacuum described in fi9]{1], if the QCD axion is a boundary m odulus we could
obtain a decay constant this am all. D in ensional analysis suggests 10'° G eV for the decay
constant of such a boundary axion, and num erical factors such as those of [11] could bring
us the rest of the way. W e have had to choose param eters at their extrem e ranges of
plausbility to m ake this scenario work. A nother m echanism of low energy baryogenesis

seem s to be indicated.

Before enquiring what that m echanism could be, let us indicate the expectations for
Tr . The m odulus whose decay initiates the Hot B ig Bang 8 has a potential of the formm
M 4v (E) where V is a bounded function. Here M is \the fiindam ental scale of string
theory". Recent developm ents in string duality have shown us that we know much less
about the value of M than we previously thought. In weakly coupled heterotic string
theory, the best t to the realworld has M of order the reduced P lanck m ass. In the
strong coupling regim ef}], M is closer to the uni cation scale. Furthem ore, the finction
V can vary quite a bit over m oduli space. W hat is relevant to our present discussion is
the value of V near the m ininum of the lightest m oduli (those w ith the lowest reheat
tem perature). Let us factor this value out and include it In M . Then, in the regin e of
interest, V is of order one or less. It is plausible that for the lightest unstable m oduli the
e ective value of M is the fundam ental SUSY breaking scale : M P F 10! Gev

(corresoonding to m 5-, of order a few hundred G eV ). T his appears to be the case in all

5> Therem ay be several elds which deserve this designation. W e w ill pretend that there is

only one for linguistic convenience, but nothing that we say depends on this assum ption.



explicit m odels ofwhich we are aware. Then the m ass of the m odulus is of order

m — (2:4)

A's a m odel for the decay of the m oduli, consider the usual dilaton, D . This eld

(canonically nom alized) couples to photons through a tem

Lp —DF? @5)
mp
So the decay w idth is of oxder
m 3 M ©
— 26
mZ f’m? @)
w hich gives a reheat tem perature
P M 3
Tr mg g 2:7)

T his is of order the electroweak transition tem perature for £ 10* GeV . So, even given
the results of [I1], an electroweak reheat tem perature seem s di cul to achieve. On the
other hand, if £ 10°G eV, the reheat tem perature is of order 1 G &V, well above the
nucleosynthesis bound.

Tt may seam troubling to contem plate such am all values of £. These correspond to
m odulim asses of order 10-100 TeV , several orders of m agnitude larger than the gravitino
m ass. O ne m ight expect that this requires ne tuning. But, as we have argued elsew here,
such Jarge m asses are aln ost inevitableR0]. In particular, ©or sm all values of the gauge
coupling, the superpotential typically behaves as

2 a
W e 6 S, 2:8)

where S is the dilaton supem ultiplet and N is of order 4 or 5. W e have nom alized
the dilaton multiplet here as in R1)], so that the dilaton has a canonical kinetic tem at
weak coupling. W ith this nom alization, 16 2S is periodic w ith period 2 . The resulting
potential has no m Inimum at weak coupling, and one m ust assum e that there are large
corrections to the K ahler potential In order to give a stable vacuum . T he second derivative

of the potential is then, indeed, quite Jarge. M oreover, the large corrections to the K ahler
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potential introduce signi cant uncertainties in the decay rates. W e have allowed for these
uncertainties in our estim ates above by neglecting factors of 4 , etc., which are usually
Included in weak-coupling based analyses, so our form ulas are som ew hat m ore optim istic
than others which appear in the literatureZ].

In view of these ram arks, it m ay be correct to conclude that the coan ologicalm oduli
problem 3] is a red herring, resulting from overreliance on naive din ensional analysis.
W hilem oduliw ill certainly m odify coam ic history above the electrow eak phase transition,
and quite possibly betw een this scale and nuclkosynthesis, there isno longer a strong reason
to believe that they interfere w ith classical cosn ology.

2.2. Baryogenesis

However, m oduli will certainly m odify baryogenesis, the gravitino problem , and the
axion bound. Indeed, it seem s di cul to push the reheat tem perature of m oduli whose
m asses com e from SUSY breaking above the electroweak scale. T hus, even if electrow eak
baryogenesis ram ains a viable option in the presence of m oduli, its details w ill probably
bemodi ed by m odular decay. This appears to be a com plicated problem , and we will
not explore it. R ather, follow ing our conclusions about axions, we w illnow explore other
possibilities for baryogenesis.

T hem ost straightforw ard scenario isto assum e thatm odulardecay itselfis regoonsible
for the baryon asymm etry. T his sort of m echanism for baryogenesis apparently originates
with the work of P4]. M any of the in portant issues are reviewed In R3] T he couplings
by which the m odulus decays m ay contain CP violation and baryon number violation of
relative order one é . In order to produce a baryon asym m etry, we m ust have another sort
of baryon violating operator in the lagrangian R§]. W e will see that the coe cient of
this operator cannot be too an all, so it is natural to assum e that it is one of the allowed
renom alizable baryon num ber violating operators in the supersym m etric standard m odel.
Tt is well known that the presence of such operators is com patible w ith the stability of

the proton and the experim ental absence of neutron-antineutron oscillations R7]. It isnot

® Herewedo notm ake the assum ption ofsm allC P violation which w illdom inate our discussion

in the next section.



com patible w ith a m odelofthe dark m atter as a stable supersym m etric particle. H ow ever,
In the present context, axions can play the rol of dark m atter, and there isno need fora
stable superpartner.

T he estin ate ofthe baryon asym m etry produced by m odular decay is sin ple. A ssum e
the am ount of baryon num ber produced per decay isA . A is the product of a loop factor

(foresum ably of order — tim es C P violating phases, which, given our assum ptions, are

muy
Tr

the m ass of the m odulus. P lugging In the expected orm of the m odularm ass and reheat

of order 1). The number of m assless particles produced per decay is

wheremy is

tem perature, we nd a baryon to entropy ratio of

Np m, 110" Gev
— Af)——— 2:9)
n f £

Foran f oforderm , this gives a result in the desired range ifA  10% 10 °.

For f 10° G eV, the baryon to entropy ratio is of order A10 * so this m echanism
Seam s to produce too m any baryons. O fcourse, this isthe regim e in which wem ight expect
som e e ect of electrow eak baryon num ber violation, and the situation becom esm uch m ore
com plicated. Tt seam s clear that the sin plest m odelhas £  my, a reheat tem perature just
above nuclkosynthesis, baryogenesis from m odular decay, and axions w ith decay constant
10'® Gev asdark m atter.

W e next explore the m echanisn of coherent baryon number production of ref. [12].
One can contem plate two possibilities here. The rst is that am ong the m oduli are the
in atons. In that case, we can take over directly the estin ates of the baryon asym m etry
from ref. [13]. In that paper, a formula was given for the baryon number per in aton.

Schem atically, this can be w ritten:

m 3— _
( 3=2 )2—(n 2) (2-: 0)
I mp

where the term in the superpotential which lifts the at direction is of the form ",
and we have assum ed that m , is the only scale. To obtain the baryon to photon ratio
after reheating, one needs to multiply this result by Tg =M 1, where Ty is the rheating
tem perature and M ; isthemassofthe In aton. A ssum ing an In aton m ass of order the

weak scale and a reheat tam perature of order a few M €V, this factor is about 10 5. So



one sees that the at direction must be extrem ely at; n must be at least 8. A sexplained
in ref. EL:?;], one can cbtain directions this at { oreven exactly at { by m eans ofdiscrete
sym m etries.

A fematively, it m ight be that the in aton reheat tem perature is m uch larger, and
that m oduli dom inate the energy density for som e time. In this case, the In aton m ay
decay long before nuclkosynthesis. H owever, unless the In aton reheat tem perature iswell
above 10'! G eV, them odulim ore or less In m ediately com e to dom inhate the energy density
ofthe universe, and the estm ate goes through as above. Ifthe reheat tem perature ishigher
(see the discussion of the next section about the gravitino problem ) then if Ry = ng =ng,
w here ng is the entropy density just after in  ation, then the nalbaryon to photon ratio
is

ng=n = R (T—R)(T—m)' @11)
B B M. M,

Here T,, denotes the reheat tem perature after the m oduli decay, and M ,, denotes the
moduli mass. So in this situation, i will be necessary that the potential in the at
direction be extrem ely at, In oxrder for coherent baryon num ber production to be viable.

T here are otherpossblem echanian s for generating the baryon asym m etry which have
been discussed in the literature, such as B <violating gravitino decaysP8] In cases where
there is a stable LSP, one also needs to exam ine LSP production PZ]. These m echanisn s

could also be operative here. M any of the issues are reviewed in ref. R3].

2.3. The G ravitino P roblkm

A1l SUSY m odels have a potential problem with gravitino production in the early
universe. Likem oduli, gravitinos can dom inate the energy density of the universe and ruin
the predictions of nuclkosynthesis. In in ationary coan ologies, gravitinos are produced in
the reheating of the universe through the decay of a coherent scalar eld. In conventional
in ationary scenarios, reheat tem peratures greater than 16 G eV or so lead to excessive
production of gravitinip9].

T he reheat of the universe through m odular decay which we have discussed above, is
safely below thisbound. However, we must also worry about the possibility of episodes

of reheating that occurred prior to the period of coan ic history when axions began to
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oscillate. In particular, if we want to embed our scenario in a m odelofin ation, we m ust

enquire about the reheating due to the decay ofthe in aton.

O ne possibility isthat them oduluswe have already discussed is itselfthe in aton. An
apparent problem w ith this idea is that the m odular energy density appears to be much
an aller that conventionally required for the in ationary explanation of the m agnitude of

uctuations in the cosn ic m icrow ave background. There exist m odels of in  ation! [30] in
which n ation at a scale of 16! GeV can lad tom icrowave uctuations of the right size.
T he m ost attractive of these m odels 311, actually seem s to arise quite naturally in string
theory at Intersection points ofm oduli spaces. A nother way to reconcile the light m odulus
wih in ationary expectations is to assum e that the m odulus is a dilaton lke eld, on
which the potential depends in an exponential fashion (In a param etrization in which the
K ahler potential of the m odulus is only slow ly varying) in som e extrem e region ofm oduli
soace. Then one can in agine that in ation takes place in a region where the potential is
slow 7 varying, but the m inim um is in the extrem e region. T his explains the discrepancy
in In ation and SUSY breaking scales i[32]. One must confront the B rustein-Steinhardt
problem B3] in such a scenario, but as explained in the appendix of 32] thism ay not be
too serious.

Suppose now thatthe in aton isnot them odulus responsible forthe HotBigBang. It
w illhave a large energy density, and P lJanck scale couplings, giving it a reheat tem perature
T: much higherthan the scale ofthe electrow eak phase transition . R eheating w illproduce a
gravitino num ber density ng which is initially of order ny=s 10 *Tr=m po-Afterin aton
reheating, the universe rem ains radiation dom Inated for a while. The gravitino energy
density falls like the cube of the scale factor, but grow s linearly In the inverse tem perature
relative to the radiation density. T he m odular energy density rem ains constant until the
Hubble param eter is equal to them ass ofthe m odulus. If we choose a decay constant £
m ,, this occurs at a tin e when the total energy density of the universe, and the m odular
density, are approxin ately equal. T he corresponding tem perature, T, , is roughly Ty
1=5° mm,. Ng=s ram ains constant until the m oduli nally decay. W ith the assum ption
that the reheat tem perature isofordera faw M €V , the gravitinos are diluted by a factor of

order 10'*. The gravitino to radiation density ratio grow s by another factor of 100 before
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the gravitini decay. P revious studies have shown that this ratio m ust be less than about
10 7 i order for gravitino decay to preserve the products of nuclkosynthesis. T hus even

for T; oforderm ,, the gravitino density is not a problem . In other words no m atter what
our assum ptions about the nature of n ation, the scenario outlined in this section solves

the gravitino problam .

3.8mallV jolation of CP

In string theory, CP is an exact (gauge) symm etry, so CP violation is inevitably
soontaneous. There are num erous CP odd elds which are candidates for breaking CP.
O ur fundam ental assum ption in the present section, will be that the breaking of CP is
an all. In order to be precise we willwork w thin the context of a speci ¢ m odel for the
origin of CP violation, but we believe that our results can be generalized to otherm odels in
a straightforward way. The m odel that we w illuse was proposed by N ir and R atazzi [14].
A1l CP violation can be traced badk to the vacuum expectation value (VEV ) of a single

ed $,with magnimmde < S3 > °M, 3 10°M, My, where is the Cabibbo
angl. S3 is a singlet under continuous gauge groups, and has only nonrenomm alizable
couplingsto eldsw ith m assesbelow M, . T he pattem ofthese couplings is determ ined by
an abelian horizontal symm etry. Tn [14] it is shown that such a m odel can account or all
CP violating phenom ena observed (and not observed) in nature. In particular, it leads to
a CKM phase of order one, and constrains supersym m etric contributions to CP violating
phenom ena to be an aller than experin ental upper lin its. Tt does not by itself solve the
strong CP problem .

Now lt us tum our attention to the very early universe. W e m ake the standard
In ationary assum ption that at early tin es the energy density ofthe patch which becom es
our universe is dom Inated by nearly hom ogeneous classical scalar elds. W e will adopt
string theory language and call the space of scalars the m oduli space. Am ong these elds
are the in atons, which coordinatize a subm anifold of the m oduli space to which the
system ’s tra pctory is rapidly attracted, and on which it stays for m any e-oldings of

the universe. The energy density on this subm anifold is approxim ately constant, and
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drives a quasi exponential expansion. W e w ill assum e that this ln aton subm anifold is
approxin ately invariant under CP, w ith the violation of CP being no larger than that in

the vacuum . C learly this assum ption is not necessary to an understanding of the an all
size of CP violation in current experim ents. Its plausibility can only be judged w ithin the

context of a theory of the potential on the space of elds, a theory which does not yet
exist.

In general, during an In ationary era, we m ay expect the in ationary energy density
to depend on allofthe scalar elds in the theory. T his is particularly true in the context of
supergravity [34]. H owever, this argum ent m ust be reexam ined in the case of axions. T he
very existence of the axion depends on an approxim ate global sym m etry of the theory, or
at least of the portion ofm oduli space in which the vacuum state resides. T he latter point
ofview isthe one indicated by string theory. A xion PQ sym m etries are approxin ate sym —
m etries which arise in string theory only in special regions ofm oduli space where e ective
gauge couplings are an all or intemal din ensions large. It is entirely plausble that these
sym m etries are m uch m ore strongly broken on the in aton subm anifold. For exam ple, the
couplings of standard m odelgauge eldsm ight be very large on the in ationary subm an—
ibld. In the context of the m odels of []] another way to break the axion symm etries in
the early universe is to shrink the eleventh dim ension down to the size of the other six
com pact din ensions. N ote that the assum ption ofPQ symm etry breaking during in ation
contrasts w ith our assum ption of approxin ate CP symm etry. N eedless to say, detem ining
w hat actually happens requires a m uch better understanding ofm oduli dynam ics than we

currently possess.

How large m ight the axion potentials be? Consider, rst, axions whose potential
vanishesasR ! 1 . W e can easily in aginethat R = O (1) during In ation. In this cass,
the axion m ass would be expected to be of order the Hubble constant. For exam ple, one

m ight expect tem s in the superpotential of the form

W =e?fR1I (3:)

where T isthe in aton eld (assum ed to have a non-vanishing F -com ponent). T his leads
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m HeR=f: (32)

Forthe eld which atweak coupling is termm ed the \m odelindependent axion," and usually
denoted S, one expects a sim ilar result. T his corresoonds to the possibility that the Q CD
coupling ( ) is of order one during in ation.

W e note that there is another puzzle of supersym m etric in ationary coan ology which
m ay be resolved by the assum ption that couplings and scales were all of order one (in
fuindam entalunits) during In ation. Typicalin ation m odels require the in ationary en—
ergy density to be mudh larger than the square of the SUSY breaking order param eter
n the vacuum . If the low scale of SUSY breaking is explained by a an all coupling, then
this discrepancy is rem oved BZ]. W e have already invoked thism echanisn in the previous
section.

G en these assum ptions, the evolution ofthe axion during in ation can be described
sin ply. Let a = 0 be the CP invarant value ofthe axion eld.During In ation, the axion
feels an e ective potential which gives it an e ective m ass of order the H ubble constant.
It is rapidly driven to a m Ininum of this potential, which lies at a distance % from
the origin. By the approxin ate CP sym m etry, this is the sam e order of m agnitude as the
distance to the truem inim um of the vacuum axion potential.

The postin ationary evolution of the universe depends on whether or not there are
light m oduli of the sort we describbed in the previous section. T he strongest upper bound
com es from assum ing that there are no such m oduli. A s usualwe assum e that the reheat
tem perature of the n  aton iswellabove the QCD scale and the postin  ationary universe
contains only axions and radiation. T his is the conventional scenario for axions, w ith the
exogption ofthe fact that the initialdistance ofthe axion eld from itsm ininum isone ten

thousandth ofthat which isusually assum ed. For the axion energy density one has@]1H]1#6]:
.h? 0972  (f=10%Gev) 8 (3:3)

(T here are uncertainties In these form ulas of perhaps an order of m agnitude.) If , the

initialvalie of , is of order 10 3-10 *, then we can tolerate decay constants as large as
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m . This is the order of m agnitude of expected for , In m odels of sm allCP violation, in
which o

If som e portion of early cosm ological history is dom inated by coherent scalars w ith
m asses com ing from susy breaking then we can repeat the analysis of the previous section,
but w ith initial axion energy density smaller by a factorof 2 107 . Eqn. @.3) now
becom es

, £2 Tg

a _r 34
m210ev G:)
For a given m odular reheat tem perature the upper bound on the axion decay constant is
larger by a factor !. For 104, this again gives a lin it of order m ,. In each case,

one can choose param eters so that axions constitute the dark m atter in the universe.

4. Eleven D In ensionalP hysics

O ur originalm otivation for retuming to the coan ological conundra of axions was the
observation that the t of strongly coupled heterotic string theory to available data35]
leads to a general prediction of QCD axions w ith large decay constantsB§]. W e would
like to devote this section to a brief discussion of the cosn ology of these strongly coupled
string vacua.

Four din ensional vacua of the strongly coupled E g X E g heterotic stringwih N = 1
SU SY , are described by M -theory (forpracticalpurposes eleven din ensional supergravity)
com pacti ed on a seven m anifold w ith boundary which isa CalabiYau bration over an
interval. The t![35}to the uni ed ne structure constant, Newton’s constant, and the
uni cation scale, in tem s of the fundam ental eleven dim ensionalP lanck scale }, and the
geom etry of the m anifold is as follow s. On the boundary of the m anifold w ith standard
m odelgauge group, the C alabiY au sizeR olum e= R °), which detem inestheuni cation
scale, is tw ice I, and the length ofthe intervalR 1, isabout 701, . The CalabiY au volum e
decreases m onotonically along the interval, and as a consequence the bare coupling of the
hidden Eg ismuch larger than that of the standard m odel. In this regim e, the heterotic
string is m ore properly thought of as a m em brane stretched between the two boundaries.

Tts tension is 70;,2.
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A xions are m odes of the three form gauge eld of M theory which have the fom
a@)hy y &M)dx" dxV dx'!, where a depends only on the noncom pact coordinates, and
hy y is one of the ham onic (1;1) ©m s on the CalabiYau m anifold at x'*. These are
alm ost pure gauge m odes when a is a constant. They can be written asdC , where C isa
two form which vanishes on the E g boundary. T hus, constant shifts ofa are PecceiQ uinn
symm etriesbroken only by e ects on the standard m odelboundary. A s argued in i[3f], the
strongest such e ect isQCD.

In the lim i R L, which seem s Ike a reasonably good approxim ation to the
real world, the kinetic tem s of the axions are given by their values in the K aluza-K lein
approxin ation to M theory dynam ics. A s noted in 3], the gauge coupling fiinctions and
K ahler potentials of the bulk m oduliare the sam e in the weak and strong coupling lim its,
so the result is identical to that of Kin and Choi. Thus, the axion of strongly coupled
heterotic string theory ts fairly well into the fram ework ofour rst scenario. W e note [36]
that the true QCD axion in the strongly coupled region m ay in fact originate as a gauge
bundle m odulus on the standard m odel boundary. In this case, the order of m agniude
estin ate of the axion decay constant is ;" 2 18° GeV .W e have not yet been ablke to
understand the precise num erical factors in this form ula. If the two decay constants have
the sam e order of m agnitude the QCD axion will be a linear com bination of the m ode
com ing from the three fom , and the boundary m odulus.

T he other part of our scenario is a m odulus w ith a decay constant of orderm , and
potential energy of order the interm ediate scale. P aradoxically, although m , isthe natural
order of m agniude estin ate of the decay constant of a bulk m odulus we can be less than
sure that such a m odulus exists. T he axionlke m oduli seem to have much sm aller decay
constants. T he K ahler potentials of other m oduli are not easily calculable for the values
ofthe moduliwhich seem to t the data. Our scenario looks very natural in the eleven
din ensional context, but we cannot calculate enough param eters to be sure that it is
realized.

A nother general issue which we must face is the question of whether a satisfactory
modelofIn ation can be built in this region ofm oduli space. T he danger is that a sin —

plem inded estim ate of density uctuations indicates that one needs a vacuum energy of
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orderM ? with M 10° Gev in order to account for the COBE data. T his is uncom fort—
ably close to the eleven dim ensional P lJandk scale, above which we have no description of
the correct physics In the M theory regim e. In fact, satisfactory m odels of in ation w ith
vacuum energy scale lower than M by an order of m agnitude abound in the literature.
T heoretically, the order of m agnitude estin ate of the m axim um potential energy of bulk

m oduliin theM theory regin e is (assum ing m odular decay constants oforderm ) ]1l6m o 2,
10 * tin es am aller than the eleven dim ensional P lanck density which m arks the border
of our ignorance. Thisgivesan e ective M oforder2 18 GeV . It is conceivable then

that a sem iclassicalm odelofin  ation which isboth theoretically and phenom enologically
viable, can be buil in this regim e.

T he results of 36] also tell us som ething about the question of w hether the m oduli
whose decay gives rise to the Hot Big Bang are In aton elds. In the strongly coupled
heterotic string it proved di cul to generate a nonperturbative energy scale higher than
the hidden sector scale which gives rise to SUSY breaking. O ne had to assum e that the
the vacuum value of the m odulus S which controls the hidden sector coupling, was at
an all values of the coupling. A naturalway 32}to explain the lJarge vacuum energy during
In ation is to assum e that S is one of the In atons and that in ation occurs at strong
coupling w here the estin ate of the energy density given in the previous paragraph isvalid.
O n the other hand, the m ass and apparent couplings of S m ake it a candidate to be the
progenitor of the H ot B ig Bang. T hus, the eleven din ensional scenario is likely to identify
the two elds, and consequently has a very low reheat tem perature.

This has been a m ere sketch of the coan ology of strongly coupled heterotic string
theory. W e hope to retum to the subct when m ore is understood about the e ective

lagrangian of the im portant scalar elds in this region ofm oduli space.

5. Conclusions

W e have exhbited two coan ological scenarios which signi cantly m odify the bound
on the axion decay constant. In combination with the results of [L1], which expand the

range of expected values of £, in superstring theory, it is now possbl to clain that
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superstring axions m ay be com patible w ith all experin ental and coan ologicaldata. O ur
rst scenario also points up the fact that the coan ologicalm oduli problem m ay be much

less signi cant than we had In agined. M oduli com patible w ith weak scale baryogenesis
are at the lim its of plausbility but nucleosynthesis is certainly not a problem . A ltemate
schem es for baryogenesis are available and lead to an attractive and consistent picture of
the coan ology of the very early universe. It is likely that axionsw ith decay constant 10*°
G eV willbe the dark m atter In such a scenario.

O ur second solution of the coam ological axion problem has less to say about super-
strings and m oduli, but m ay have m ore in m ediate in plications for low energy physics.

Our analysis of the 1rst scenario relied on the hidden sector m echanisn for SUSY
breaking. It isworth saying a few words about axion properties in m odels where SU SY is
dynam ically broken in sectors coupled to the standard m odel through gauge interactions.
In such a m odel, allm oduliw hich get theirm ass from SU SY breaking are extram ely light
and have lifetim es longer than the current age of the universe. There are no apparent
candidates for elds whose decay would initiate the Hot Big Bang at tem peratures of
order the weak scale orbelow . Thus, the rst scenario is com pletely untenable in such a
m odel. W orse, allofthe m odulinow tend to dom inate the energy density of the universe

2

from an energy density Hf—gF 2 (here f is a typicalm odular decay constant, and F is the
SU SY breaking order param eter), until long after the present era. O ne is foroed to in agine
that the true vacuum sits at a point invariant under sym m etries that transform all of the
light m oduli. In such a case, one m ight invoke a version of our second scenario to orce all
ofthem odulito theirtruem inIn a during iIn ation. It ishoweverm uch less plausble that
the in aton is Invarant under the large group of sym m etries required to x allofthe light
m oduli. If it is not, then the scenario does not work.

Finally we note that scenarios In which the very early universe was dom inated by
coherent scalar elds elin nate m any hypothetical coan ological phase transitions. In par-
ticular, dom ain walls due to spontaneously broken discrete sym m etriesm ight be a problem
only if they are produced in the brief period between in aton reheat and m odular dom i-
nance (in scenarios in which the in aton is not the m odulus which produces the hot big

bang), or after m odular reheat.
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