INSTITUTE OF PHYSICS
GRADUATE STUDENT SERIES IN PHYSICS

COSMOLOGY IN GAUGE
FIELD THEORY AND
STRING THEORY

D BaiLIN AND A LOVE

A

CRC Press
Taylor & Francis Group
A TAYLOR & FRANCIS BOOK




COSMOLOGY IN GAUGE FIELD THEORY
AND STRING THEORY



Graduate Student Series in Physics
Other books in the series

Supersymmetric Gauge Field Theory and String Theery
D BAILIN and A LOVE

Introduction to Gauge Field Theory
D BAILIN and A LOVE

Introduction to Nuclear Reactions
C A BERTULAN! and P DANIELEWICZ

Gauge Theories in Particle Physics: Third Edition:
Volume 1: From Relativistic Quantum Mechanics to QED
I JR AITCHISON and A ] G HEY

Gauge Theories in Particle Physics: Third Edition:
Volume 2: QCD and the Electroweak Theory
I1JR AITCHISON and A J G HEY

Geometry, Topology and Physics
M NAKAHARA

Problems on Statistical Mechanics
D A R DALVIT; ) FRASTA) and I D LAWRIE

Basic Ideas and Concepts in Nuclear Physics
K HEYDE
Symmetries in Quantum Mechanics
M CHAICHIAN and R HAGEDORN

Symmetry Principles and Magnetic Symmetry in Solid State Physics
5 J JOSHUA

Superfluidity and Superconductivity
D R TiLLEY and J TILLEY

The Physics of Structurally Disordered Matter: An Introduction
N E Cusack

Supersymmetry, Superfields and Supergravity: An Introduction
P P SRIVASTAVA

Mechanics of Deformable Media
A B BHATIA and R N SINGH

Hadron Interactions
P D B COLLINS and A D MARTIN

Collective Effects in Solids and Liquids
N H MARCH and M PARRINELLO



GRADUATE STUDENT SERIES IN PHYSICS

Series Editor:
Professor Douglas F Brewer, MA, DPhil

Emeritus Professor of Experimental Physics, University of Sussex

COSMOLOGY IN GAUGE
FIELLD THEORY
AND STRING THEORY

DAVID BAILIN

Depariment of Physics and Astronomy
University of Sussex

ALEXANDER LOVE

Department of Physics
Royal Holloway and Bedford New College
University of London

CRC Press

Taylor &Francis Group

Boca Raton London New York
CRC Press is an imprint of the
Taylor & Francis Group, an informa business
A TAYLOR & FRANCIS BOOK




S £SCOAP?
= =
7N
Sponsoring Consortium for
Open Access Publishing in Particle Physics

Open Access funded by SCOAP3
Copyright 2021 D Bailin, A Love

This eBook was converted to open access in 2021 through the sponsorship of SCOAP3 licensed under
the terms of the creative commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License (https://crea
tivecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/) which permits use, sharing, adaptation distribution and

reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the creative commons license and indicate if changes were made, this license

does not permit the Contribution to be used commercially.

CRC Press

Taylor & Francis Group

6000 Broken Sound Parkway NW, Buite 300
Boca Raton, FL 33487-2742

First issued in hardback 2017

© 2004 by Taylor & Francis Group, LL.C
CRC Press is an imprint of Taylor & Francis Group, an Informa business

No claim to original U.8. Government works

ISBN-13: 978-0-7503-0492-4 (pbk)
ISBN-13: 978-1-13845656-3 (hbk)
DOI: 10.1201/9780367806637

This book contains information ebtained from authentic and highly regarded sources.

Reasonable efforts have been made to publish reliable data and information, but the

author and publisher cannot assume responsibility for the validity of all materials or
the consequences of their use. The authors and publishers have attempted to trace the
copyright holders of all material reproduced in this publication and apologize to
copyright holders if permission to publish in this form has not been obtained. If any

copyright material has not been acknowledged please write and let us know so we

may rectify in any future reprint.

The Open Access version of this book, available at www.taylorfrancis.com, has been
made available under a Creative Commons Attribution-Non Commercial
4.0 International.

Trademark Notice: Product or corporate names may be trademarks or registered
trademarks, and are used only for identification and explanation without intent to
infringe.

British Library Cataloguing-in-Publication Data
A catalogue record for this book is available from the British Library.
Library of Congress Cataloging-in-Publication Dara are available

Commissioning Editor: John Navas
Production Editor: Simon Laurenson
Production Control: Leah Fielding
Cover Design: Victoria Le Biilon
Marketing: Nicola Newey

Typeset in I“TEX 2¢ by Text 2 Text Limited, Torquay, Devon

Visit the Taylor & Francis Web site at
http-/fwww.taylorandfrancis. com

and the CRC Press Web site at
htip-/fwww.crepress.com


http://www.taylorfrancis.com
http://www.taylorandtiancis.com
http://www.crcpress.com

To Eva Bailin and the memory of William Bailin (19]11-1994)
and
To Christine



Taylor & Francis
Taylor & Francis Group

http://taylorandfrancis.com


https://taylorandfrancis.com

Contents

Preface

1 The standard model of cosmology

1.1
1.2
1.3
i4
1.5
1.6
1.7
1.8
1.9
1.10
1.11
1.12
113

Introduction

The Robertson—Walker metric

Einstein equations for a Friedmann—Robertson-Walker universe
Scale factor dependence of the energy density

Time dependence of the scale factor

Age of the universe

The cosmological constant

Equilibrium thermodynamics in the expanding universe
Transition from radiation to matter domination

Cosmic microwave background radiation (CMBR)
Big-bang nucleosynthesis

Exercises

General references

Bibliography

2 Phase transitions in the early universe

2.1
22
23
24

2.5
2.6
27
28
29
2.10
2,11

Introduction

Partition functions

The effective potential at finite temperature
Phase transitions in the Higgs model

241 L xa

242 et

Phase transitions in electroweak theory
Phase transitions in grand unified theories
Phase transitions in supersymmetric GUTs
Phase transitions in supergravity theories
Nucleation of true vacuum

Exercises

General references

Bibliography

xi

20 ) LA D e

17
19
21
21
27
27
28

29
29
30
33
36
37
40
45
48
51
35
59
63
63
63



viii

Contents

3 Topological defects

KN
32
33
34
35

3.6
37
38
39
3.10
11
3.12

Introduction

Domain walls

Global cosmic strings

Local cosmic strings

Gravitational fields of local cosmic strings
31.5.1 Double images

3.5.2 Temperatre discontinuities
353 Cosmic string wakes

Dynamiics of local cosmic strings
Magnetic monopoles

Monopole topological guantum number
Magnetic monopeles in grand unified theories
Abundance of magnetic menopoles
Exercises

General references

Bibliography

4 Baryogenesis

4.1
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49

4.10 Phase transitions and electroweak baryogenesis

4.11
412
4.13
4.14

Intreduction

Conditions for baryogenesis
Out-of-equilibrium decay of heavy particles
Baryogenesis in GUTs

Baryogenesis in SO(10) GUTs

Status of GUT baryogenesis

Baryon-number non-conservation in the Standard Model

Sphaleron-induced baryogenesis
CP-violation in electroweak theory

Supersymmetric electroweak baryogenesis
Affleck-Dine baryogenesis

Exercises

General references

Bibliography

5 Relic neutrinos and axions

51
52
53

54
55

Introduction
Relic neutrinos
Axions

65
65
66
69
I
4
75
76
16
76
80
83
85
86
89
89
89

9
o1
%4
)
99
110
113
114
120
127
129
132
137
142
143
143

147
147
150
151

5.3.1 Introduction: the strong CP problem and the axion solution 151

5.3.2 Visible and invisible axion models
5.3.3 Astrophysical constraints on axions
5.3.4 Axions and cosmology

Exercises

General references

156
159
161
169
169



Contents

Bibliography

6 Supersymmetric dark matter

6.1
6.2
6.3
6.4
6.5
6.6

6.7
6.8

Introduction

Weakly interacting massive particles or WIMPs
The gravitino problem

Minimal supersymmetric standard model (MSSM)
Neutralino dark matter

Detection of dark matter

6.6.1 Neutralino-nucleon elastic scattering
6.6.2 WIMP annihilation in the sun or earth
6.6.3 WIMP annihilation in the halo
Exercises

General references

Bibliography

7 Inflationary cosmology

7.1
7.2

7.3
74
15
7.6
1.7
78
7.9

Introduction

Horizon, flatness and unwanted relics problems
7.2.1 The horizon problem

7.2.2 The fAatness problem

7.2.3 The unwanted relics problem
Old inflation

New inflation

Reheating after inflation

Inflaton field equations

Density perturbations

A worked example

Complex inflaton field

7.10 Chaotic inflation
7.11 Hybrid inflation
7.12 The spectral index
7.13 Exercises

7.14 General references

Bibliography

8 [Inflation in supergravity

8.1
82
8.3
84
8.5
8.6

Introduction

Models of supergravity inflation

D-term supergravity inflation

Hybnd inflation in supergravity

Thermal production of gravitinos by reheating

The Polonyi problem

8.6.1 Inflaton decays before Polonyi field oscillation
8.6.2 Inflaton decays after Polonyi field oscillation

ix

170

172
172
175
177
179
181
187
188
189
192
192
193
193

195
195
195
195
197
198
159
201
206
208
210
214
216
217
220
221
224
224
224

226
226
227
232
234
237
238
240
244



10

Contentis

8.7 Exercises
8.8 General references
Bibliography

Superstring cosmology

9.1 Inwroduction

9.2 Dilaton and moduli cosmelogy

9.3 Suabilization of the dilaton

9.4 Dilaton or moduli as possible inflatons
9.5 Ten-dimensional string cosmology

9.6 D-brane inflation

9.7 Pre-big-bang cosmology

9.8 M-theory cosmology—the ekpyrotic universe
9.9 Exercises

9.10 General references

Black holes in string theory

10.1 Introduction

10.2 Black-hole event horizons

10.3 Entropy of black holes

10.4 Perturbative microstates in string theory

10.5 Extreme black holes

10.6 Type Il supergravity

10.7 Form fields and D-branes

10.8 Black holes in string theory

10.9 Counting the microstates

10.10 Problems

10.11 General references
Biblicgraphy

Index

248
248
248

249
249
250
255
259
260
265
269
212
273
273

275
215
276
281
289
291
293
296
208
303
305
307
KLy

309



Preface

The new particle physics of the past 30 years, including electroweak theory,
quantum chromodynamics, grand unified theory, supersymmetry, supergravity
and superstring theory, has greatly changed our view of what may have happened
in the universe at temperatures greater than about 10'> K (100 GeV), Various
phase transitions may be expected to have occurred as gauge symmetries which
were present at higher temperatures were spontaneously broken as the universe
cooled. At these phase transitions topological defects, such as domain walls,
cosmic strings and magnetic monopoles, may have been produced. Various
types of relic particles are also expected. These may include neutrinos with
small mass and axions associated with the solution of the strong CP problem
in quantum chromodynamics. If supersymmetry exists, there should also be
relic supersymmetric partners of particles, some of which could be dark matter
candidates. If the supersymmetry is local (supergravity) these will include the
gravitino, the spin-% partner of the graviten. Insight may also be gained into
the observed baryon number of the universe from mechanisims for baryogenesis
which arise in the context of grand unified theory and electroweak theory.
Supersymmetry and supergravity theories may have scope to provide the particle
physics underlying the inflationary universe scenanio that resolves such puzzles
as the extrerne homogeneity and flatness of the observed universe. Superstring
theory aiso gives insight into the statistical thermodynamics of black holes. In
the context of superstring theory, bold speculations have been made as to a period
of evolution of the universe prior to the big bang (‘pre-big-bang’ and ‘ekpyrotic
universe’ cosmology).

These matters, amongst others, are the subject of this book. The book gives
a flavour of the new cosmology that has developed from these recent advances
in particle physics. The aim has been to discuss those aspects of cosmology that
are most relevant to particle physics. From some of these it may be possible to
uncover new particle physics that is not readily discemible elsewhere. This is a
particularly timely enterprise, since, as has been noted by many authors, the recent
data from WMAP and future data expected from Planck mean that cosmology
may at Jast be regarded as precision science just as particle physics has been for
many years,

Xi



xii Preface

We are grateful to our colleagues Nuno Antunes, Mar Bastero-Gil, Ed
Copeland, Beatriz de Carlos, Mark Hindmarsh, George Kraniotis, Andrew Liddle,
André Lukas and Paul Saffin for the particle and cosmological physics that we
have learned from them. Special thanks also to Malcolm Fairbaim for helping
us with the diagrams. Finally, we wish to thank our wives for their invaluable
encouragement throughout the writing of this book.

We intend to maintain an updated erratum page for the book at
http://www.pact.cpes.sussex.ac.uk/~mpfg9/cosmobook.htm.

David Bailin and Alexander Love
June, 2004


http://www.pact.cpes.sussex.ac.uk

Chapter 1

The standard model of cosmology

1.1 Introduction

The principal concern of this book is the way in which recent particle physics,
including electroweak theory, quantum chromodynamics, grand unified theory,
supersymmetry, supergravity and superstring theory, has changed our standpoint
on the history of the universe when its temperature was greater than 10'> K. This
will be studied in the context of the Friedman—Robertson—Walker solution of the
Einstein equations of general relativity. In this chapter, therefore, our first task
is the derivation of the field equations relating the scale factor R(f) that appears
in the metric to the energy density o and the pressure p that characterize the
(assumed homogeneous and isotropic) energy-momentum tensor. This is done
in the following two sections. In section 1.4 we show how, for a given equation
of state, energy—momentum conservation determines the scale dependence of the
energy density and pressure. The standard solutions for the time dependence of
the scale factor in a radiation-dominated universe, in a matter-dominated universe,
and in a cosmelogical constant-dominated universe are presented in section L.5;
we give an estimate of the age of the universe in the matter-dominated case in
section 1.6. In section 1.7, we present the evidence that there is, in fact, a non-
zero cosmological constant and discuss why its size is so difficult to explain. The
discussion of phase transitions and of relics that is given in later chapters aiso
requires a description of the thermodynamics of the universe. So in the following
two sections we describe the equilibriom thermodynamics of the expanding
universe and derive the time dependence of the temperature in the various epochs.
In section 1.10, we discuss briefly the ‘recombination’ of protons and electrons
that left the presently observed cosmic microwave background radiation. Finally,
the synthesis of the light elements that commenced towards the end of the first
three minutes is discussed in section 1.11. The consistency of the predicted
abundances with those inferred from the measured abundances determines the
so-called baryon asymmetry of the universe, whose origin is discussed at length
in chapter 4.

DOI: 10.1201/9780367806637-1 1



2 The standard model of cosmology
1.2 The Robertson-Walker metric

The standard description of the hot big bang assumes a universe which is
homogeneous and isotropic with a metric involving a single function R(t),
the ‘scale factor’ (or ‘radius’ of the universe). The appropriate metric is the
Robertson—Walker metric

ds? = de? - R2(1) ( +r2dg? + 12 sin29d¢2) (.1

1 —kr?

where the (time and spherical polar} coordinates (2, r, 8, ¢), called the ‘comoving’
coordinates, are the coordinates of an observer in free fall in the gravitational
field of the universe. The parameter k takes the values —1,0, | corresponding
to a universe which has spatial curvature which is negative, zero or positive,
respectively. {This can be seen from the curvature scalar derived from the second
equality of (1.30) with a change in sign for Euclidean rather than Minkowski
space.) Units have been chosen in which the speed of light ¢ is 1.

An immediate use of this metric is to calculate the size of regions of the
universe that have been in causal contact (in the sense that there has been the
possibility of causal influence occurring between points within the region at some
time between the big bang at ¢+ = 0 and time ). Causal influences cannot occur
over distances greater than the {proper) distance 45(¢t) that light has been able to
travel from the the big bang at ¢+ = 0 1o the time ¢ being studied. This distance
is called the ‘particle horizon’. Without loss of generality, consider emission of
a light signal from coordinate {r, 8, ¢) at ¢t = 0 to coordinate (0, 8, ¢} at time ¢
along the (radial) geodesic with 8 and ¢ constant. (1t may be checked that this is
indeed a geodesic by using the coefficients of affine connection given in the nexi
section {exercise 1).) For a light beam, ds? = 0 and we have

dr? dr?
— =3 (1.2)
Ry 1—kr
Thus, the largest value of r at + = () to be in causal contact with r = 0 at time ¢ is
given implicitly by
I d‘-l' r drf
—= f ——. (1.3)
o R(') 0 vV1—kr

This equation determines the particle horizon. The proper distance to the particle
horizon at time ¢ is

r d’,f
anter = oy [
W) = RO |~

f d.f’
=R _— .
0 fo o (1.4)



The Robertson—Walker metric 3

We shall discuss the time dependence of the scale factor R(f) in the next section.
Equation (1.4) then allows us to calculate the particie horizon. For example, when

R() o 1?3 (1.5)
as is the case for a matter-dominated universe, we get

du(t)y =3t (1.6}
and for a radiation-dominated universe in which

Rty x1'/? (.7

we get
du(r) =21, (1.8)

For an inflationary universe, such as will be discussed in chapter 7,
R(r) x e (1.9)

with 4 approximately constant, and then
1

du(t) = —"" - 1). 1.10

H(1) H(e ) (1.10)

The Robertson-Walker metric also allows us to caiculate the redshifting of
light from distant objects. Consider light, travelling on a radial geodesic, being
received at r = 0 at (around) the present time ¢ = iy from a distant galaxy at
r = r1. Suppose that two adjacent crests of a light wave are received at t = 1y
and ¢t = 9 + Aty having been emitted from the disiant galaxy at + = ¢ and
t = 1 + Af. Equation (1.3) applies but with appropriate modifications to the
limits of integration. Thus,

f‘o dr _f" dr (L1
w RO " Jo V1 —ke? )
and wthio
Ly
f dr - f _.ﬂ__ (1.12)
h+AN R(r) 0 1 = kr
Subtracting gives
o+ Alg ip
f A _ f [ (1.13)
H+Ah R(f) H R(f)
so that A A
h+h g n+4an
f B f 4 (1.14)
‘o R({t) f R(7)



4 The standard model of cosmology

Because the variation of R(¢) on the time scale of an electromagnetic wave period

is very small, this equation may be approximated by
Alg An
R{t) R(n)

But Arg and Afy are the times between adjacent cresis; in other words, they are
the periods of the waves. Thus, the waves have frequencies
1 ]

= d = ——— N
w A an Vi An {1.16)

(1.15)

respectively and, in units where ¢ = 1, wavelengths
=41  and A= An (.17
respectively. The redshift is usually defined by
Ap = A

2= (1.18)
and, from (1.15), we conclude that
R(tp)
l+z= . 1.19
¢ R(ty) (119

Equations (1.19) and (1.17), reimerpreted in terms of photons, mean that a photon
emitted at time 1y undergoes a redshifing of its wavelength as the universe
expands, such that its wavelength at ime fg is increased by a factor R{f)/ R{t|).
Since the momentum (or energy) of the photon is inversely proportional to its
wavelength, the momentum (or energy) of the photon is reduced by a factor
R(t1}/ R{tp) as a result of the expansion of the universe. This is often expressed
as energy of photons being redshified away.
When [t; — #p] is not too large, we can make the expansion

R(11) = R(to) + (11 — 10)R(t0) + (11 — 10)° R(s0) + - --
= R(1o)(1 + Ho(t) — o) — 3qoHgt1 —w0)* +--)  (1.20)

where i)
]
Ho = Rio) (1.21)
is the present value of the Hubble parameter and g is the present deceleration
parameter . .
___ Ry _ _RGo)R(n)
T RGo)HE R(19)?

The redshift may also be expanded in powers of £| — #p:

(1.22)

1+2=(1+ Holty — to) — 3goHg (1 — 10)2 +-- ) (1.23)



Einstein equations for a Friedmann—Robertson—-Walker universe 5
leading to
2= Hotto -t + (1 + ) Hfto - 1) +--. (1.24)

Since z is the physically measurable quantity, it is useful to invert (1.24). For

small z
to — ! .__1_[_(]4_1 )2+,,. (1.25)
0 — 1 o z 2q0 z . .

Then, after expanding [ /R (¢} in (1.11) in powers of ¢ — 15, we may determine r;
as a function of z. Expanding (1.11) gives

l !
R(I{}) [(m - ‘I) + '2‘H0(f0 - I]}z +-- ] =r+ O(rla) (]26)

Thus, in terms of the redshift,

r = ——
R(to)Ho

[z—%(l+qo)zz+~-]. 1.27

We shall use this result in section 1.7 to calculate the ‘luminosity distance’ of a
{supernova) source as a function of the redshift.

1.3 Einstein equations for a Friedmann-Rebertson-Walker
universe

It is straightforward to calculate the coefficients of affine connection for the metric
{1.1). The non-zero components are

R . R .
rf=- 28 Tjo=28 =T (1.28)
T = 38" (Begyj + 381 — Aigje). (1.29)

Here x,i = 1,2, 3, denotes the (spatial) coordinates (r, #, ¢). Equation (1.29)
is just the coefficients of affine connection for the three-dimensional subspace
(r.6.¢). Itis also straightforward to calculate the Ricci tensor Ry, from the
cofficients of affine connection (exercise 2). It has non-zero components

R R 2

The corresponding curvature scalar is

R R &
REgFURHu=—6[E+F+E§]° (1.31)



6 The standard model of cosmology

The Einstein equations for the Robertson-Walker metric, usually referred to
as the Friedman—Robertson—-Walker (FRW) universe, are

Ruv — 3Reuy = 87GN Ty + Agps (132)

where Gy is the Newtonian gravitational constant, 7y, is the energy-momentum
tensor and we are including a cosmological constant A. For a perfect fluid with
energy density o and pressure p, the non-vanishing components are

Too=p and Tij = —péby;. (1.33)
The corresponding Einstein equations are, from the 00-component,

5y 2
R k 8nGy A
(E) tR=T3 Pty (1.34)
usually referred to as the ‘Friedmann’ equation, and, from the { j-components,
2

R (R k
2.+ (E) +toi= -8xGup+ A. (1.35)

Subtracting (1.35) from (1.33) gives the equation for R

R 4nGy

R 3

A
(P+3p)+§-. (1.36)

In the case A = 0, this equation implies that R < 0 for all times', Then, the
present positive R implies that R was always positive and, therefore, that R was
always increasing. Consequently, ignoring the effects of quantum gravity, there
was a past time when R was zero—the moment of the ‘big bang’.

Returning to the Friedmann equation (1.34) with zero cosmological constant,
the universe is spatially flat when

p=p;= sf:; =3MiH? (1.37)
where H is the Hubble parameter,
H= % (1.38)
and M p is the reduced Planck mass given by
: | _ ™ (1.39)

P™ 872Gy~ 8x
1 A positive value of the acceleration R can oaly arise if A is positive,



Scale factor dependence of the energy density 7
where m p is the Planck mass, and
Mp ~2.44 x 10" GeV  mp = 1.22 x 10" GeV. (1.40)

Since the Hubble parameter varies with time, so does p.. The density parameter
Q2 is defined as P

Q= — (1.41)
Pe

and measures the density as a fraction of the ‘critical’ density p.. The current
value of £2, denoted by £2¢, has a value [1]

Qo =1021£002 (1.42)

1.4 Scale factor dependence of the energy density
There is also conservation of the energy-momentum tensor to take into account:
D,T* =0 (1.43)

where
DVE = VE 4T, VF (1.44)

is the action of the covariant derivative D; on a contravariant index. The u = ¢
component of (1.43) yields (exercise 3)

. R
p+3(p+p)E=0. (1.45)
Itis easy to see that this is just the first law of thermodynamics
dE + pdV =0 {1.46)

for a comoving volume V R3(¢).
The energy density p may be related to the scale factor R{r) once we have
the equation of state. If this is of the form

p=wp (147)

then (1.435) leads to
p x R730+w), (1.48)

In particular, for w = % comesponding to radiation (massless matter)
px R radiation p= %p. (1.49)
For w = 0, corresponding to massive matter,

0 R matter p=0. (1.50)
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Equation (1.50) may be understood as a constant number of massive particles
occupying a volume expanding as R3(¢) as the universe expands. Equation (1.49)
may be understood as the number density of photons (or other massless particles)
decreasing as R-3(1), as for massive matter but, in addition, the energy of each
photon decreasing as R~(1) because of the redshifting of the photon energy
discussed in section 1.2. Another interesting case is w = —1, which gives

£ = constant p=—p. (L.51)

This may be interpreted as vacuum energy and allows us to incorporate the
cosmological constant into the discussion without introducing it explicidy, if we
wish.

1.5 Time dependence of the scale factor

It is easy to soive the Friedmann equation (1.34) in the case of zero cosmological
constant and & = 0, a spatially flat universe. Both of these assumptions are
always good approximations for sufficiently early times because, as discussed
in section 1.4, p o« R~4 for radiation domination and p & R~? for matter
domination. Consequently, for a "big-bang’ universe with R — G ast — 0,
the §7Gyp term in (1.34) becomes more important than the k/R? or A/3
terms. With the energy density p given by (1.48), the solution of (1.34) (provided
w# —1)is

R() o ¢~ 314w, (1.52)
In particular,
Roct'? and  H=4"  forradiation domination  (1.53)
and
R o 23 and H= %r" for matter domination, {1.54)

However, if at some stage in the history of the universe the cosmological constant
is (positive and) large enough to dominate over the energy density and curvature
terms in (1.34), then the Friedmann equation has the solution

R() x e\@" (1.55)

This is the de Sitter universe.

1.6 Age of the universe

We shall estimate the age of the universe in the case A = 0. We shall also
assume a matter-dominated universe for the calculation. This is a reasonable
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approximation because, as can be seen from section 1.8, the universe was matter-
dominated for most of its history. First, rewrite the Friedmann equation (1.34) in
terms of the value pg of the energy density p today. From (1.50),

R\
5= (&) .59

Thus, the Friedmann equation may be written as

( R )2 k _ 871Gy Ry
R Py
0 Ro 3 R

(1.57)

Next rewrite this in terms of the present value §2g of the density parameter (1.41):
20

= 1.58
B (3/8nGu)H] (1.38)
Then, at { = fy, (1.57) gives
k 81G
— = oo — HE = HYQ0 - ) (1.59)
R2 3

where the last equality employs (1.58). Thus, the Friedmann equation may be
written as

: 2
R 2 RO
~ )= . 1.60
(Ra) + HE(S0 — 1) = QoHE [y (1.60)
This may be rewritten in terms of the variable
R
= 1.61
X2 (1.61)
as
i2 4+ HY Q0 — 1) = QoHEx™ (1.62)
with solution | g dx’
- f . (1.63)
HoJo /Qo(x' -1 +1

In particular, today, when R = R, x has the value 1 and the current age of the
universe is

(i.64)

_-E'Efo Qox-T— 1) + |

We see that 1 ~ Hc,' with the precise value depending on the value of Q¢. For
example, for an exactly flat universe (which is nol consistent with observations)
Qo=landsy = 3H0 It is usval o write H’0 in the form

Hy' = r~'9.78 x 10° yr (1.65)
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where the parameter h is measured to have the value

h=0.724+0.05. (1.66)
Thus, the present age of the universe is

10 ~ 100 yr. (.67

1.7 The cosmological constant

In 1917, attempting to apply his general theory of relativity (GR) to cosmology,
Einstein sought a static solution of the field equations for a universe filled with
dust of constant density and zero pressure. The general static solution of (1.34)

and (1.36) has
1 A
"=§(4';5;"") (1.68)

k  8aGy A

il —Tp+—3—. (1.69)
With zero cosmological constant (A = 0), the only solution of these equations,
apart from an empty, flat universe, requires that either the energy density p or the
pressure p is negative. It was this unphysical resuls that led him to introduce the

cosmological term. Then the solution for pressureless dust is

and

= 1.
4nGy (1.70)
and X
z= A. (1.71)
Assuming that p is positive requires that A is positive, so that
k=+1 (1.72)
and |
R=—. (1.73)

vA

Hence, the universe is closed and has the geometry of $* with volume V and mass

M given by
n

2GnvVA
A non-zero cosmological constant also allows non-trivial static (de Sitter)

solutions of the Einstein field eguations with no matter (p = 0 = p)atall. It
was, therefore, a considerable relief in the 1920s when the redshifts of distant

V=27 =272A732 M=

(1.74)
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galaxies were observed, the presumption of a static universe could be abandoned
and there was no need for a cosmological consiant,

However, anything that contributes to the energy density of the vacuum {p}
acts just like a cosmological constant. This is because the Lorentz invariance
of the vacuum requires that the energy-momentum tensor in the vacuum {7}
satisfies

(Tuvd = (P)8uv- (1.75)

Then, by inspection of (1.32), we see thal the vacuum energy density contributes
8r Gy {p) 10 the effective cosmological constant

Aer = A 487G N {p). (1.76)

Equivalently, we may regard the cosmological constant as contributing A /87 Gy
to the effective vacuoum energy density

Prac = () + g}%—N = AetM}. .77
Thus, a cosmological constant is often referred to as *dark energy’, not 1o be
confused with dark matter which contributes to the non-vacuum energy density
(and has zero pressure).

A priori, in any quantum theory of gravitation, we should expect the scale
of the vacuum energy density to be set by the Planck scale Mp. Since A has
the dimensions of M2, it follows that we should have expected that A/M2 ~ 1.
We shall see that, in reality, the scale of any such energy density must be much
smaller. We noted in section 1.5 that the effect of the cosmological constant is
negligible at sufficiently early times, because the energy density p scales as a
negative power of R for radiation or matter domination. Thus, the most stringent
bounds arise from cosmology when the expansion of the universe has diluted the
matter energy density sufficiently. From the observation that the present universe
is of at least of size HO", we may conclude that

|Aerl < 3HZ (1.78)
where
Hy' ~ 10" yr ~ 102 Gev™! (1.79)
from (1.67), Then, in Planck units,
etl ¢ yg-120, (1.80)
Mp

For many years, this tiny ratio was taken as evidence that the cosmological
constant is indeed zero. However, during the past few years, evidence has
accumulated that A is, in fact, non-zero.
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The first evidence suggesting this came from measurements of the redshifts
of type la supemovae. Such supemnovae arise as remnants of the explosion of
white dwarfs which accrete matter from neighbouring stars. Eventually the white
dwarf mass exceeds the Chandrasekhar limit and the supemnova is born after the
explosion. The intrinsic luminosity of such supemovae is considered to be a
constant. That is, they are taken as standard candles and any variation in their
apparent luminosity as measured on earth must be explicable in 1erms of their
differing distances from the earth. In a Euclidean space, the apparent luminosity {
of a source with intrinsic luminosity L at a distance D from the observer is given
by
=L
T 4nD?
We may, therefore, define the ‘luminosity distance’ Dy of a source from the
observer by

! (1.81)

Dy =,f—. (1.82)

In GR we must be more careful. So consider the circular mirror, area A, of a
telescope 2t the origin, normal to the line of sight 1o a source at r{., Light emitted
from the source at time ; and arriving at the mirror at time 7p is bounded by a
cone with solid angle
_ A
C= an R(tg)?r?

as measured in the locally inertial frame at the source. The emitted photons have
their energy redshifted by a factor
R 1

—_— = — 84
Rig) |1+z (1.84)

(1.83)

as explained in section 1.2, (see (1.18)). Also, photons emitted at time intervals of
dn reach the mirror at time intervals 8fp = 8¢ R(to)/ R{r1). Thus, the total power
P received at the mirror is given by

_, (RN
and the apparent luminosity by
P
= e (1.86)

Then, using (1.27), the lominosity distance defined in (1.82) is
- 1
DL-:H0](|+Z)[Z—§(]+Qo)zz+"'] (1.87;

LI O PN S
‘Ho[”z“ )2 + ] (1.88)
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effective my

effective my

Figure 1.1. Hubble diagram giving the effective magnitude versus redshift for the
supernovae in the primary low-extinction subset. The full line is the best-fit flat-universe
cosmology from the low-extinction subset, the broken and dotted lines represent the
indicated cosmologies.

Hence, for nearby supernovae the luminosity distance is proportional to the
redshift of the source.

Astronomers measure the apparent magnitude m of the various superovae
sources, The difference m — M, where M ~ —19.5, is the (assumed constant)
intrinsic magnitude of the source, is just the logarithm of the luminosity distance.
So the apparent magnitude ts predicted to be linear in Inz for small z. This is
consistent with the data for z < 0.1, see figure 1.1 taken from [2]. For more distant
supemnovae the linear relationship between Dy, and z is distorted by quadratic
terms depending on the present deceleration parameter gp of the universe. The
data for 0.7 < z < | do display such a distortion, see figure 1.1 [2].

For an FRW universe, it follows from (1.36) and the definition (1.22) of go
that, in general, the deceleration may be written as

go=3%) (1 +3w)Q (1.89)

for a universe with componenis labelled by i having energy density p; and
pressure p; = w;p;; here Q; = pifp, where p, = 3H&/8:rrGN is the
critical density. In particular, for a universe with just (pressureless) matter and
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Figure 1.2. 68%, 90%, 95%, and 99% confidence regions for Qm and Q4.

a cosmological constant, we get
90 = 3Sm — Qa (1.90)

where 2, = pm/pc is the matter contribution and 2 = peac/pe = Aeg/3H§.
As noted previously, a negative value of gp, corresponding to an accelerating
universe, can only arise with a positive cosmological constant. The data shown in
figures 1.1 and 1.2 taken from [2] suggest that this is indeed the case.

The determination of £, and 24 requires at least one further input. The
recent data on the temperature anisotropies of the cosmic microwave background
provide just such a constraint, Photons originating at the *Jast scattering surface’,
when matter and radiation decouple (see section 1.10), having a redshift z ~
1300, are seen now as the microwave background. Quantum fuctuations in
the early universe give rise to fluctuations in the energy density of the radiation
and these appear as temperature fluctuations in the microwave background (see
section 7.7). These fluctuations may be analyzed by multipole momeats, labelled
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by {, and are characterized by their power spectrum. The muitipole number /peak
of the first peak in the power spectrum is determined by the total matter content of
the universe. In fact, lpeax ~ 220829, where $20 = 0o/ 6. measures the total energy
density pg relative to the critical density. The measured position of the first peak
yields the value (1.42). Thus, for a universe with just matter and a cosmological
constanl, we gel

Qm + 824~ 1, (1.9

When this result is combined with the supernova and other data, it is found that
Qm~03 Qa~0T7 (1.92)
In Planck units, this mcans that

M_”_"_W;=QA"_;:0.3>< 10712, (1.93)

Mi M M

There is currently no known explanation of this extremely small number. It
corresponds 10 pyis =~ 10-3 V. It is generally believed that the particle physics
vacuum is the minimum of an effective potential in which the electroweak gauge
symmetry SU (2} x U{1)y is spontaneocusly broken (see section 2.5). The value
of the effective potential at this minimum {p) has no effect on the particle physics.
By adding a constant Vj to the tree-level potential (2.93), it is easy to arrange that
the potential, including any radiative and temperature-dependent corrections, has
any desired value at the minimum. However, to do so requires the fine tuning of Vo
to ensure that the value (1.93) is obtained and it is this fine tuning that is regarded
as unnatural and for which an explanation is sought. The obvious first approach
to the problem is to seek a symmetry that requires A = 0 and then to explore
mechanisms that break the symmetry only slightly, The enly known symmetry
that requires a vanishing cosmological constant is global supersymmetry. The
(fermienic) supersmmetry generator  satisfies the anticommutation relation

10,0} =2y*P, (1.94)
where P, is the energy—momentum vector, [t follows (3] that, for any state |y),
(W1 Pol¥) = (¥1Qa O + Q5 Cel¥) 2 0. (1.95)

Thus, the energy of any non-vacuum state is positive and the vanishing of the
vacuum energy defines a unique, supersymmetric vacuum state [0) that satisfies

(O|Fl0) =0 & @40} =0. (1.96)

In a supersymmetric theory, all particles have supersymmetric partners (called
‘sparticles’) having opposite statistics, That is to say, the sparticle associated with
a fermion is a boson and the sparticle associated with a boson is a fermion. The
sparticles associated with the quarks and leptons, called respectively ‘squarks’
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and “‘sleptons’, are (spin-0) scalar particles and, in a supersymmetric theory, they
must have the same mass and quantum numbers as the original particles. This
has the important consequence that the vanishing cosmological constant result is
unaffected by quantum effects, because supersymmetry ensures that any quanium
corrections arising from fermion loops, say, are cancelled by those that arise
from the bosonic loops of the associated sparticle. It has yet to be demonstrated
experimentally that supersymmetry has anything to do with reality. None of the
sparticles associated with the known particles has ever be seen. (It is hoped that
they will be discovered at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC).} Supersymmetry
(susy), if present at all, is therefore a broken symmetry. It then follows from
(1.95) that the vacuum energy is positive definite. The experimental limits on the
sparticle masses require that

mgssy 2 100 GeV. (1.97
If something like this bound were to set the scale for pyac, then

Pvec _ 10-58

pro {1 B (1.98)
Although small compared with the O(1) expected in a generic quantum theory
of gravity, this is still very much larger than the value (1.93) derived from the
supermnovae and Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) data. Thus,
if this were the only contribution to the vacuum energy density, we should be
confronted with an unmitigated disaster.

However, including gravity in any supersymmetric theory inevitably leads
to a supergravity theory. in which supersymmetry is a local, rather than a global,
symmetry. This is because in GR the momentum generator P, becomes a local
field generating diffeomorphisms of spacetime. Then, in a supersymmetric theory
incorporating GR, the supersymmetry generators too become local fields: this is
why supergravity emerges as the low-energy limit of string theory. The form
of the potential in a supergravity theory is given in section 2.8. The main
point to note is that, as in the case of global supersymmetry, supersymmetric
vacua are generally stationary points of this potential but that at such points the
vacuum energy density is now generally negarive. Non-supersymmetric (scalar)
field configurations in which the energy density is zero do exist but (without
fine tuning) these are not generally stationary points of the potential. Thus,
supergravity does not solve the cosmological constant problem but it is no worse
than in non-supersymmnetric theories,

In the absence of any theoretical insight into the origin of the smallness of the
cosmological constant, it is of interest to see whether *anthropic’ considerations
can shed any light on the issue. Using the ‘weak anthropic principle’, we seek
to determine which era or which part of the universe could support human life,
so that physicists exist to pose such questions. A large positive cosmological
constant leads to an exponentially expanding (de Sitter) universe, see (1.55).
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This exponential expansion inhibits the formation of the gravitationally bound
clumps of matter that are presumably a necessary precondition for life to evolve;
once the clumps are formed, the cosmological constant has no further effect.
Thus, the weak anthropic principle requires A.g to be small enough to allow
the formation of sufficiently targe clumps of matier. Gravitational condensation
began in our universe at a redshift z. where z; > 4, The energy density of
matter at that time was greater than the present matter density o, by a factor
of R3(ro)/R3(re) = (1 +2.)° > 125. The cosmological constant has no effect so
long as it is dominated by the matter density. Thus, provided pvac < 1250, the
vacuum energy density would not inhibit gravitational condensation. (A more
careful treatment [4] gives a further factor of :';J'rz.) We conclude that if the
anthropic principle accounts for the value of the (positive) cosmological constant,
then we should expect pvac ~ (10 — 100}p, because there is no anthropic
reason for it to be smaller. This gives the prediction Q4 ~ (10 — 100)Q,,, at
variance with the values (1.92) derived from the supernovae and WMAP data,
Nevertheless, it implies 2 much smaller value pyac /M ;‘, than that given in (1.98)
which was derived from supersymmetry considerations.

In contrast, a negative cosmological constant does not affect gravitational
clumping. We see from the Friedmann equation (1.34) that if A is negative, the
expansion of the universe ceases (for a flat universe (¢ = 0)) when the matter
density term is cancelled by the cosmological constant. We have aiready noted
that the deceleration parameter go given in (1.90) is positive for A < 0. It follows
that after expansion has ceased, the universe begins to contract and, in fact, it
collapses to a singularity in a finite time 7. Itis easy to show (exercise 4) that

2r
VIAT
Anthropic considerations would then require that this leaves sufficient time for

life to evolve, say T 2 %H‘;' where Hy ' = /3/87 Gy pm is the Hubble time in
our universe. This would give

T =

(1.99)

2

Again, this would entail a much smaller value of M}M}‘, than was obtained
from supersymmetry considerations. However, the supemovae data indicate a
universal acceleration rather than a deceleration. Thus, A is positive and the
previous bound is only of academic interest.

1.8 Equilibrium thermodynamics in the expanding universe

It makes sense to discuss equilibrium thermodynamics during most of the history
of the universe because reaction rates were much faster than the time scale for
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the expansion of the universe which is characterized by the Hubble time /L.
As discussed in section 2.2, the pressure p, entropy density s and energy density
p due o a gas of ultrarelativistic particles (in which the temperature T is much
greater than all masses) are given by

”2 4

p=gghT (1.101)

2
5= 2:'5 N,.T? (1.102)

4
o= %NJ“ (1.103)

where

Ne = Ng + §Nr. (1.104)

The numbers Ng and N of bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom are defined
after (2.19). The entropy § in a comoving volume R (0

$=sR? (1.105)

is expected to be conserved because a homogeneous universe has no temperature
differences to generate heat transfer. (For an explicit proof of entropy
conservation, see section 3.4 of Kolb and Turner or section 15.6 of Weinberg in
the general references.) Thus, to the extent that the entropy density is dominated
by the ultra-relativistic particles

RT = constant (1.106)

while N, is constant. Equation (1.106) is valid even for a matter-dominated
universe because it is only the particles with mass m smaller than the temperature
T that are present in thermal equilibrivm with appreciable number densities and
contributing to the entropy, although zll particies contribute to the energy density.
In reality, RT will show small discontinuous changes as the temperature drops
below the mass of particular particle species. Subject to this caveat, equation
(1.53) for the time dependence of the scale factor now implies the following
connection between temperature and time for a radiation-dominated universe:

Txt™? for radiation domination. (1107

The constant of proportionality in this equation may be calculated from the
Friedmann equation. When RT is a constant,

Ez" I.z 1.108
(R)‘(T) (1.168)

and, using (1.103), the Friedmann equation (1.34) may be rewritien as
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T 3 30

where we have neglected the cosmological constant and the curvature term, as in
section 1.5. This has solution

.2 2
(Z) _BEONT 7 (1.109)

14 90 \'?
¢ = 5(:}_2?) MpT 2 (1.110)
~ 1.5IMpN] VT2, (L.111)

[f, for example, the approprdate N, for T above 100 GeV is that of the SU/(3) x
SU2) x U{1) standard model or that of the supersymmetric standard model,
then

Ne=% o % (1.112)

respectively.
Equations (1.54) and (!.106) imply the following connection between
temperature and time for the matter-dominated, universe:

-2/3

Tt for matter domination. (1.113)
For a matter-dominated universe,
T 3
o(T) = IMAHEQ, (?) (1.114)
0

where we have used (1.56), (1.106), (1.58) and (1.40). Using (1.108), the
Friedmann equation (1.34) may be rewritten as

2

- 3
(;) = H20 (%) (1.115)

2 172 T =32
::s(HOQO") l(ﬁ) . (1.116)

with solution

1.9 Transition from radiation to matter domination

As we have seen in (1.49) and (1.50), the energy density of radiation decreases as
R~* as the universe expands whereas the energy density of matter decreases as
R~3. Thus, radiation domination gives way to matter domination at some point
in the expansion of the universe. For a matter-dominated universe, the energy
density is given by (1.114} and for a radiation-dominated universe by (1.103).
However, there is a subtlety in the interpretation of N, which must be taken into
account. We shall assume that the transition temperature is sufficiently low that
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the only reiativistic particles are the photon and three neutrinos. Neutrinos drop
out of thermal equilibrium below about 1 MeV when the (weak) interaction rate
that keeps them in thermal equilibrium becomes less than the Hubble parameter.
{See section 5.2.) When the temperature drops below the electron mass (about
0.5 MeV), electrons and positrons annihilate via e*e~ — yy, and the entropy of
the electron—positron pairs is transferred to the photons, However, no entropy is
transferred to the neutrinos, which are now decoupled. Before electron—positron
annihilation, we have

c=2+3=4 (1.117)

but afterwards we should take
N.=2. {1.118)

Note that we are not keeping any contribution from the neutrinos because they
have now dropped out of thermal equilibrium and no longer contribute to the
entropy. If Ty; and 7,¢ are the photon temperatures before and after electron-
positron annihilation, conservation of entropy requires that

Wr} =21}, (1.119)
50 that 13
T, 1
T _ (T) ~ 14, (1.120)
yi

However, the neutrines do not share in this temperature increase. Thus, there is
an effective N, for the purpose of calculating the energy density of radiation

Neet =2+ § x 6 x (F)¥ = 3.36. (1.121)

Note that the relativistic neutrinos still have an energy density that varies as R4
as the universe expands, because their number density varies as 8> and they
undergo redshifting of their energy as R~'. Thus, the neutrino energy density
also varies as T4, where T is the photon temperature, i.e. the temperature in the
usual sense. Then, from (1.103), in the radiation-dominated universe below the
temperature at which e*e™ annihilation occurs,

n? 4
Ty = 5:\‘.&&7 . (1.122)

If the matter energy density of (1.114) and the radiation energy density
(1.103) are equal at a temperature Teq, we find that

90OMZIH2Q,
Tog= —L 02 1.123
=] ﬂ'zN“eﬂ‘ToJ ( )
Using (1.65), (1.121) and (1.40) gives

Teq = 5.68§2h% eV. (1.124)
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With A given by (1.66) and Qg by (1.42), we have
Teq = 3eV. (1.125)

This justifies the original assumption that the only relativistic particles are the
photon and three neutrinos.

1.10 Cosmic microwave background radiation (CMBR)

During the radiation-dominated ¢ra, the photons were in thermal equilibrium
with matter (at the same temperature) because of interaction with the charge
of the electrons and protons. We are making the approximation here that all
baryons in the universe at this time are in the form of protons. However,
eventually the electrons and protons combine into neutral atoms. (This is referred
to as ‘recombination’.) Thereafter, photons decouple from matter and evolve
at a temperature different from mater. [n this way, black-body radiation at
the recombination temperature develops into black-body radiation in the present
universe at a lower temperature, because the temperature is proportional 1o the
mean photon energy and the energy of the photons has redshifted with the
expansion of the universe. Thus, for the photons,

T ~ Ry, (1.126)
The recombination temperature Tre; may be estimated to be
Trece = 3575 K =031 eV. (1.127)

Here, recombination has been defined as the point at which 90% of electrons
have combined with protons. (See, for example, section 3.5 of Kolb and Turner
in the general references.) We may calculate the time of recombination fe from
{1.1186), noting that the universe has been matter dominated from the time of
recombination until the present by comparing (1.127) with (1.125). Using (1.42),
(1.65) and (1.66), with Tp = 2.73 K, gives

frec = 1.89 x leyr. (1.128)

1.11 Big-bang nucleosynthesis

In chapter 4 we shall discuss possible explanations of the ‘observed baryon
asymmetry of the universe”:

H

=]

n=—~64x10710 (1.129)

21
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where ng and n) are the present number densities of baryons and photons.
Before doing this, it is important to understand the origin of this number whose
explanation has been and remains a major topic of research. For this reason we
shall outline here how this number emerges from measurements of the present
abundances of the light elements, specifically deuterium (D), helium (*He and
4He) and lithium (’Li). Light elements such as these and also tritium (T or *H)
and beryllium ("Be) were formed in a primordial nuclear reactor. We shall see
that the process begins towards the end of the *first three minutes’, as the era was
so memorably described by Weinberg [5]. The first step is the formation of the
A = 2 aucleus deuterium via the process

ap — Dy {1.130)

conventionally written by nuclear physicists as p(n, y)D. At earlier times, the
process goes in both directions, However, since there are more than 0% photons
for every nucleon in the universe at that time, any newly formed deuterium is
dissociated before it gets a chance to capture a neutron or proton and begin
building heavier nuclei. Thus, no appreciable deuterium density accumulates.
This *deuterium bottleneck’ persists until there are too few sufficiently energetic
photons to dissociate the deuterons before they can capture nucleons. The A = 3
nuclei *He and *H are then formed via

D(p,y)°He:  pD — *Hey (1.131)
D(D, n)He : DD — 3Hen (1.132)
He(n, p)*H : n3He — *Hp (1.133)
and *He via
T(D, n) *He : DT — “Hen (1.134)
‘He(D,p)*He:  D3He —» *Hep. (1.135)

Since there are no stable A = 5 nuclei, the synthesis of heavier nuclei requires
the “He nuciei to interact with D, >H or 3He, all of which are positively charged.
The Coulomb repulsion suppresses the reaction rates for such processes, thereby
ensuring that virtually all of the neutrons available for primordial nucleosynthesis
wind up in 4He, the most tightly bound of the light nuclei. Subsequently, the
processes T(*He, v)’Li, "Li(p, *He) *“He, *He(*He, y) 'Be and "Be(n, p) 'Li
form more “He and also small amounts of lithium and bery)lium.

The first process p(n, ¥)D is crucial, since an appreciable deuterium
abundance must be built up before the others can proceed; the neutron and proton
number densities are too low to allow the build-up of the other nuclear abundances
by direct many-body processes. Clearly, the original abundance of neutrons and
protons determines the light element abundances generated by these primordial
processes. However, light elements are also created and destroyed in stars,
supernovae and other astrophysical phenomena. Consequently, the light element
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abundances measured today differ significantly from those created in the first
three minutes. Because of this, the primordial abundances can only be inferred
from the observational data after corrections to allow for the effects of galactic
chemical evolution. The discussion of these is beyond the scope of this book.
Here we shall instead focus on the essential physics of the primordial processes.
Following Bemstein et af (6] and Sarkar [7], we shall present a semi-anaiytical
treatment that ailows the *He abundance (o be calculated quite accurately. The
precise caiculation of this and the other yields and, hence, of the present baryon
asymmelry requires a detailed numerical analysis which also will not be presented
here.

At sufficiently high temperatures (above a few MeV) neutrons and protons
are in kinetic and chemical equilibrium with, as follows from (1.129), a very
high value (O(10'1)) of the entropy per nucleon. During this era the equilibrium
nuclear abundances are quite negligible. The first stage of nucleosynthesis is the
freeze-out of the weak interaction processes

nve > pe” netopi., nepei (1.136)
that previously kept neutrons and protons in equilibrium. Kinetic equilibrium
requires equality of the temperatures of the particles:

h=T=T.=T=T (1.137)

and chemical equilibrium requires that the chemical potentials of the various
species satisfy

Mo — fp = Hg- — Hy, = Wy, — Het. {1.138)

The total rate Anp for converting neatrons to protons via these processes is the
sum of the individual rates:

Ang = Alnv, = pe”) + l(ﬂe-'- — pie) + A(n = peT i) (1.139)

and the total rate A p, for the reactions that convert protons to neutrons is given by
detailed balance

Apn = Agpe 2™ T where Am =m, —mp, = 1293 MeV.  (1.140)

(The difference arises because of the slightly different Boltzmann factors in the
neutron and proton equilibrium densities, see (4.19).) Let us denote the fractional
relative neutron abundance by X, = nn./ny, where n, is the neutron number
density and ny is the total nucleon number density ny = n, + np where np
is the proton number density. Then the fractional relative proton abundance is
Xp = np/ny = | — X,. The evolution of X,, is determined by the balance
equation

Xy = hpn(l = Xn) = AppXn. (1.141)
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The equilibrivm solution, found by setting X, =0,is

Apalt) 1

' —
X0 ="y = TFeamiTO

where A Elp‘[ +).p|p. (1.142)

Thus, we may rewrite {1.141) as
Xy ==A(Xy - X, (1.143)

This shows that X, is always between its initial value and X;7. At early times
A is large compared to the rate of time variation of the individual rates and X,
quickly tracks its equilibrium value X M(r). This persists until the scatteriqg rate
A(r) decreases until it becomes comparable with the Hubble rate H(¢t) = R/R =
—T/T. At this point, because of the expansion of the universe, the nucleons
become too dilute to maintain the chemical equilibrium, they decouple and the
number densities become ‘frozen’ at the values they have at decoupling. Thus,

1
Xntaec) = X (faee) = 1

m. (].144)

As explained in section 5.2, the decoupling (or freeze-out) occurs when the
temperature is
Toee = 1 MeV, (1.145)

It is a remarkable coincidence that these two numbers, Ty and Am (given in
(1.140)), are of the same order. The former derives from the interplay between
the weak and gravitational interactions, while the latter derives from the difference
between the 4 and d quark masses, which is of unknown origin but presumably
as a result of strong and electromagnetic effects. Because of this coincidence, a
substantial fraction {of order 20%) of the neutrons survive and this, in turn, results
in a significant amount of promordial helium formed in the early universe.

This calculation of the fractional relative abundance of neutrons when the
weak interactions decouple is only a rough estimate. For a more accurate estimate,
we must soive the balance equation (1.141). It is convenient to use the variable
¥y = Am/T instead of ¢. In this era, the temperature T is related to the time ¢ by
equation (1.111) with N, = 3.36, as shown in (1.121). Using (1.140), the total
decay rate is

A(Y) 2 Agp(0)(} +¢77) (1.146)

neglecting the neutron decay rate compared to the scattering rates. Bernstein et
al [6] have approximated Anp(y) by

a
fn)’ﬂ

where ¢ ~ 253 and 1, = 887 s. is the neutron lifetime. Then the solution is

Anp(¥) = 20w, — peT) & — (124 6y +y%) (1.147)

y ’
Xa(y) = X:"(y)+fo ' & (X2, y) (1.148)
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where

y' H "
Iy, y) = exp[— f dy” g'—,-,xnp(y")u +e7¥ )] (1.149)
¥ y
= explK (y) — K(¥)). (1.150)

Using (1.147) gives (exercise 4)

x(y)=y33.[4+3y+y2+(4+y)c"l (1.151)

/10 3Mp
b=a -ﬁm {|]52)

The required integral is easily evaluated numerically and gives

where

Xn(y = 00) > 0.15. {1.153)

This asymptotic value is essentially achieved when y =~ 5 corresponding to
t >~ 20 s, and a temperature of T =~ (.25 MeV.

The next stage of the process is the formation of deuterium. The rate for the
process np = Dy exceeds the expansion rate of the universe until temperatures
of order 10™3 MeV, so thai deuterium will be present in this epoch with its
equilibrium abundance. Using the non-relativistic number densities, analogous
to (4.19), gives the Saha equation for the deuterium abundance np

non _ ND ermo 372 ApiT
= e {1.154)
npnip  NaNp \mam,T

where Np = 3and N, = N, = 2 are the statistica) factors, defined in section 2.2,
for the deuteron and nucleons, and

Ap=mp+my —mp =223 MeV (1.155)

is the binding energy of the deuteson. Then the corresponding mass fractions

x; = A (1.156)
ny
where Ay = A, = | and Ap = 2 are, respectively, the mass numbers of the
nucleons and deuteron, satisfy
X 24r33) { T V1
XnXp Vo \m,
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where p is defined in (1.129). A rough estimate of the temperature Ty at which
nucleosynthesis starts may be made by determining when X p/ X, X , becomes of
order one. Taking logarithms of (1.157) gives

A
80 _ _jp+627+omAR

(1.158)
Tns 2 T'I'IS

which may be solved iteratively. With the (inferred) value given in (1.129), we
get

Tpe 9332 ~ 0.068 MeV. (1.159)

The temperature at which nucleosynthesis starts is so much less than the deuteron
binding energy because # is so small. Since there are of order 10!° photons per
nuclecn, there are enough high-enesgy photons in the Wien tail of the Planck
distribution to dissociate the deuterons until the temperature drops to much less
than the binding energy. A more careful estimate can be made [6] using the
rate equation for the deuteriumn abundance, with the onset of nucleosynthesis
being defined by Xp = 0. This gives Tos = 0.086 MeV. Using (1.121), the
temperature-time relation (1.111) gives

T \2
r>1.32 (m) 5 (1.160)
so that nucleosynthesis begins when
fns = 178 s (1.161)

as immortalized by Weinberg (5]. The neutrons that survived when the weak
interactions decoupled have been depleted by beta-decay during the intervening
period. Thus, the relative abundance of neutrons surviving until the onset of
nucleosynthesis is

Xnltns) = Xa(y = 00)e™u/% =~ 0,12 (1.162)

As explained carlier, nearly all of these neutrons wind up in *He, because of its
large binding energy. If we assume that all of the neutrons are captured in *He,
the mass fraction of primordial *He, denoted ¥,(*He), is simply given by

Yp(*He) = 2X,(fas) = 0.24 (1.163)
in excellent agreement with the data |8]
0.214 < Yp(*He) < 0.242, (1.164)

The foregoing calculation shows how the primordial He abundance is
determined by the baryon asymmetry 5. In principle, the same calculation
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determines n once the helivm abundance has been measured. However, since
Y, (*He) depends only logarithmically on », as is apparent from (1.158), this does
not yield a very precise value for 5. In contrast, when similar techniques are
applied to the {much smaller) primordial abundances of the other light nuclei,
specifically D, *He, and 7Li, the dependence upon 5 becomes a power. It is a
{estament to the success of the standard cosmological model that a single value
of n simultaneously fits the data on all primordial abundances and allows a much
more precise determination of the parameter. The value (1.129) of the parameter
that we use in chapter 4 is obtained from a simultaneous fit of the cosmological
parameters to all of these and other data, including the recent WMAP microwave
anisotropy data [1].

1,12 Exercises

1. Show that the radial path from coordinate (r, @, ¢} at ¢ = 0 to coordinate
{0, 8, ¢) attime ¢ is a geodesic.

2. Verify that the Ricci tensor for the Roberison~Walker metric {1.1) has the
non-zero components given in (1.30).

3. Verify that the & = 0 component of (1.43) gives (1.45). What information is
provided by the 4 = i components?

4. Foraflat FRW universe with pressureless matter and a negative cosmological
constant A, show that the universe collapses 1o a point singularity in a time

po 2w
T VAAT

5. Show that the solution of the balance equation (1.141) for the relative neutron
abundance has the form (1.148) with the integrating factor as given in
(1.150). Using the approximation (1.147), verify that the function X (y) is
given by (1.151).

1.13 General references

The books and review articles that we have found most useful in preparing this
chapter are:

s Kolb E W and Turner M § 1990 The Early Universe (Reading, MA:
Addison-Wesley)

e  Weinberg S 1972 Gravitation and Cosmology: Principles and Applications
of the General Theory of Relativity (New York: Wiley)

¢  Weinberg S 1989 Rev. Mod. Phys. 61 |

o Sarkar S 1996 Rep. Prog. Phys. 59 1493, arXiv:hep-ph/9602260
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Chapter 2

Phase transitions in the early universe

2.1 Introduction

Elementary particle theory possesses gauge symmetries that are spontaneousty
broken by scalar fields belonging to non-trivial representations of the gauge
group when these fields develop non-zero expectation values at the minimum
of the effective potential. In particular, the SU(2)r x U(1)r gauge group of
electroweak theory is spontancously broken to the U(1).n of electromagnetism
by the electroweak Higgs scalar expectation value. If grand unification to a
group larger than the SU(3). x SU(2); x U(1)y of the standard model, e.g.
to SU(5), occurs at some energy scale, then the grand unified gauge group breaks
spontaneously to the standard model gauge group before this gauge group in tum
breaks to the U(1).m gaoge group. Things may be more complicated than this,
with a sequence of sponianeous symmetry breakings to subgroups of the original
grand unified group.

As we shall see later in this chapter, finite temperature effects may result
in some other minimum of the effective potential being deeper than the absolute
minimum of the zero-temperature theory. Then, as the universe cools, it may
undergo a series of first- or second-order phase transitions between different
minima of the effective potential. Such transitions will occur at temperatures
corresponding to the scales of energy associated with the various spontaneous
symmetry breakings. In the case of the electroweak phase transition to the phase
with only U(1).m unbroken, the scale of temperature for the phase transition will
be of order 10P-10° GeV and, in the case of a grand unified phase transition to a
phase with SU/(3) x $U(2)g x U(1}y unbroken, the phase transition will occur
at a temperature closer to the Planck scale, perhaps at about 10'6 GeV. If the grand
unified theory breaks to SU(3), x SU (2} x U(1)y in stages through a sequence
of phase transitions, the additional phase wransitions will occor at intermediate
scales.

In later chapters we shall see that these phase transitions can have a profound
effect on the history of the universe through a number of different processes. For

DOI: 10.1201/9780367806637-2 29
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example, topologically stable objects such as domain walls, cosmic strings and
magnetic monopoles can be formed when the ‘alignment’ of the spontaneous
symmetry breaking expectation value is different in adjacent causal domains,
These can make substantial contributions to the energy density of the universe.
Moreover, if supercooling occurs before the phase transition is completed, the
reheating that takes place when the phase transition occurs can greatly modify
pre-existing particle densities. In addition, if the universe spends some time with
positive vacuum energy {cosmological constant) before relaxing to a2 minimum
with zero vacuum energy, then rapid expansion can occur. Such an ‘inflationary’
stage in the history of the universe, to be discussed in later chapters, may explain
the extreme isotropy, homogeneity and flatness of the present day observed
universe. For all of these reasons it is important to understand any phase
transitions that may have occurred as the universe cooled.

In this chapter we shall begin by developing the partition function and
the effective potential for the gauge field theories at finite temperature [1-5]
before applying these methods to the Higgs model, as a warm-up, and then to
electroweak theory and grand unified theory. In each case, the natere of the phase
transitions that occur as the temperature of the universe drops will be studied.
We shall then extend the discussion to gauge theories with global supersymmetry
and local supersymmetry (supergravity). Finally, the nucleation of (stable) ‘true’
vacuum from (metastable) ‘faise’ vacuum in first-order phase transitions will be
considered. This nucleation rate will control the extent of any supercooling that
occurs before the phase transition is complete.

2.2 Partition functions

One of the fundamental objects in the statistical thermodynamics of a finite
temperature system is the partition function Z defined by

Z =Tre P8 @
where # is the Hamiltonian operator and
B=GksT) ' =T"" 2.2)

in units where the Beltzmann constant kg is set equal to |. The trace in (2.1)

means that we are to sumn over the {diagonal) matrix elements of e A8 for al
independent states of the system. Once the partition function has been evaluated,
the (Helmholtz) free energy F is given by

Z=e¢FF (2.3)

where, as usual in thermodynamics, F is related to the internal energy E and the
entropy S by
F=E-TS. 24)
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The pressure P and entropy are obtained from the free energy as

aF
=- . (2.5)
and
=-2 . 26)
As follows immediately from (2.4), the energy density p is given by
p=F+Ts Qnh
where F and s are the free energy and entropy densities, with
E= ] $Srxp (2.8)

and so forth. Thus, in particular, a calculation of the partition function will provide
us with a determination of the energy density.

The partition function in a gauge field theory is most efficiently calculated
using path integral methods. It is not the business of the present book to develop
such metheds which can be found developed at length elsewhere [1-5]. It
will suffice for our purposes here to to summarize the outcome for the various
contributions to the partition function.

The simplest contribution comes from the free (neutral) real scalar fields.
The Lagrangian density for such a field ¢ having mass m is given by

18
Co. ) = 3 (—"b

2
_deomz_ L 2,2
a:) 5 (V) = sm’e’. (2.9)

In field theory at finite temperature, scalar fields ¢ (¢, x) are replaced by fields
¢(t, x) periodic in T with period 8,
$(t =0, x) =¢(z = B, x) (2.10)

where
T=1. 2.11)

We shail use the usual convention of referring to non-zero lemperature as ‘finite
temperature’. The partition function is formulated in terms of these periodic fields

a5
- 8 _
Z = N{(p) f D.pexp[ f dr f d3x £(¢,ap¢)] 2.12)
periodic 0

AT
3.0 = ('5‘%) (2.13)

where
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and N(B) is a temperature-dependent normalization. The integral f D¢ is a path
integral. Such integrals may be thought of as the generalization of an integration
f_c_”m dw ffgo dy;... ff;ody,, over the finite number of components of an n-
component column vector y to an integration over the continuous infinity of
components of a function ¢(7, x). Evaluation of the path integral gives for the
contribution of a real scalar field to the free energy

—-BF=Z

o fouf e A

2.14)

When the mass of the scalar field is negligible compared with the temperature (an
ideal ultra relativistic gas of scalar particles), the free energy density simplifies to

f:-% when T m. (2.15)

For gauge vector bosons, there are some subtleties because, for a typical
choice of gauge, the Lagrangian involves all four degrees of freedom of the gauge
field A% (x) and also involves the Fadeev—Popov ghost fields which occur in the
construction of a consistent renormalizable theory but are not physical particles.
However, a massless vector field has only two degrees of freedom and the extra
degrees of freedom are not physical and cannot be in equilibrium with a heat bath
nor, of course, can the Fadeev—Popov ghosts. Fortunately there exist gauges in
which each gauge field has only two degrees of freedom and in which there are no
Fadeev-Popov ghosts and the partition function can be related to the Lagrangian
density in such a gauge. In any other gauge, it can be shown that one may continue
to use this expression for Z but with the form of the Lagrangian appropriate for
that gauge. In an arbitrary gauge the contribution of the two non-physical degrees
of freedom of the gauge field cancels the contribution from the Fadeev~-Popov
ghosts. Then, the contribution to the free energy density from a massless vector
gauge field is found to be
22274

%0

In the case of Dirac fields ¢, the corresponding development at finite
temperature involves fields y(r, x) that are anti-periodic in t in the imerval

(0, B,

F=-

(2.16)

Pt =0,x) = —y(r = §,x) 2.17)

and the contribution to the free energy density is

Tt
180

F=- when 7 3> m. (2.18)
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For massless fermions (with only one helicity state of the particle), the calculation
(using Weyl spinors) gives half of this answer.

Putting all of this together, the free energy density of an ideal ultra relativistic
gas (T » m) is given by

7 o
F=- (NB + ENF) % (2.19)

where Ng and NF are, respectively, the numbers of bosonic and fermionic degrees
of freedom. (N = 1 for a real scalar field, Ng = 2 for areal gauge field, Np = 4
for a Dirac particle where there are two helicity states for the particle and two for
the antiparticle and Ng = 2 for a Weyl field.) The pressure, entropy density and
energy density follow from (2.5), (2.6) and (2.4).

7 727t
P= = ,
(Ns + BN‘F) % (2.20)
7 2273
=N —-N 2.21
s ( B+3 F) G (2.21)
and
7 xlrd
={ N =N} ——. 2.22
fo (B-I-3 F) 30 (2.22)

2.3 The effective potential at finite temperature

In quantum field theory at zero temperature, the expectation value ¢, of a scalar
field ¢ (also referred to as the classical field) is determined by minimizing
the effective potential V(¢.). The effective potential contains a tree-level
potential termn, which can be read off from the Hamiltonian density, and quantum
corrections from various loop orders. The one-foop quantum correction is
calculated by shifting the fields ¢ by their expectation values ¢, and isolating the
terms Lqusd(Pe, @) in the Lagrangian density which are quadratic in the shifted
fields @. If we write

V(o) = Volde) + Vileo) 2.23)

where Vy is the tree-level contribution and V) is the one-loop quantum correction
then, for a single scalar field,

exp( - ifd4x Vi (¢c)) = ID& cXp (ifd4x Lquad(@pe, ‘f’)) (2.24)

where, as in section 2.2, f D¢, denotes a path integral. (The derivation and
evaluation of (2.24) can be found elsewhere (1].)



34 Phase transitions in the early universe

At finite temperature, as discussed in sectien 2.2, scalar ficlds ¢ (¢, x) are
replaced by fields ¢ (t, x) periodic in t with period g, where B is given by (2.2).
We now write the finite-temperature effective potential V (¢,) as

Vide) = Voldo) + Vildo) (2.25)

where Vg and V| are the tree-level and one-loop terms and the expectation value
¢, is now a thermal average. Then (2.24) is modified to

exp (- L ’ ar f d*x ¥, (¢.:)) = IMDJ' exp( fo * 4 f &*x Lquaa (@ 5)).

(2.26)
If gauge fields and fermion fields are included (but with only scalar fields being
given expectation values to avoid breaking Lorentz invariance), then (2.26) also
contains path integrals over the gauge fields and their associated Fadeev—Popov
ghosts, and over antiperiodic fermion fields.
It is convenient to separate the one-loop terms into the temperature-
independent part ’7‘,0 (which is identical in form to V}) and the temperature-
dependent part VIT and write

Vi=VP+ VT 22n

In general, for a theory involving scalar fields ¢;, gauge fields A% and Dirac
fermions ¥, afier shifting the scalar fields by their expectation values, the terms
in the Lagrangian of quadratic order in the fields are of the form

Loud(@e. ) = — JIM5@c))ijdid; + 5(MP (D)lap AL Ay
- {gF(¢c)]rs‘j"r¢s + %é,u&i 5“6&
— " AL — ¥ A"V Ay — 8,AF)
1 5 - -

- E(a,‘a:;)z + B, n2d4n,. (2.28)
In (2.28), ¢ denotes the complete set of expectation values of scalar fields, &
denotes the shifted scalar fields and @, is as in (2.13). Also, e are the Fadeev—
Popov ghost fields which have to be introduced in the construction of a consistent
renormalizabie theory of gauge fields but do not correspond to physical particles
and & is the gauge-fixing parameter. For convenience, we have adopted the
Landau gauge & — @ in which couplings of scalar fields to Fadeev—Popov ghosts
are avoided. . . R

If the eigenvalues of the mass-squared matrices Mg, M 3, and M%- are

(M2)i.(M1)a and (M}), then the temperature-dependent one-loop term in the
effective potential V| takes the form

_ Td o0
VT @) = ) ‘L dy J’2| E In I:l — €xp (—V »+ T‘Z(Mg)i)]
i
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+ Z (3 In [I — exp (-‘/ y2+ T—Z(ME,),)] —In(1 - e"’))
-4 Z In [I + exp (-,/y2 + T'z(Mp)g)] ] (2.29)

There are two limits in which ‘v‘f is particularly simple. First, in the limit
when all mass-squared eigenvalues are very much greater than 72 all terms in
_171; appreach zero exponentially and V{ becornes negligible. (It is not obvious
that this is true of the In(l — e™¥) term in (2.29). However, in a general gauge,
this term is replaced by In[1 — -°.)q:i(--\/y2 + ET'z(Mf,),)]. where £ is the gauge
parameter. If the limit T-2(M?), — oo is taken before the limit § — 0, to
recover the Landau gauge, this term vanishes.)

Second, in the high-temperature limit where T2 is very much greater than
the mass-squared eigenvalues, we may use

Tll oo
72 .[0 dy y*In [I — exp (—‘fyz + RT‘z)]

JrzT4+RT2 R¥iT  R? In R
90 24 12 64x?  \a,T?

R & e+ R\
'|6n5/2§( ST (4::21"2)

where
ap = 160 In(3 —2yg)  Inap = 5.4076 (2.30)

and

T‘l oo 2
- -yl -2
277 Jy dyy In[l+exp( VY +RT )]

niT* RT? R? ln( R )
720 48 6472 \asT?

eSREHD) gy AYAR SR
16::5/22( & (¢ + 1! (=2 )F(f+2)(4nm)

where

af=ntn (%—2}'5) =% Inas = 2.6351. @2.31)

Thus, in the high-temperature Jimit,

=T n27t 7
Vit > - 0 (Na+ )
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2
+ %[;Mn +3 ;(M%)., +2 erwr),?]

- %[E(M%),- + 32(»43)“] +oe

i

274

a<T 7

= -~ N =N
90(8+8 F)

T . .
+ 5l M) + 33U ME(pe) + 2a M (9]
T -~ -
- m[uw%wcnm +3u(ME@IP A+ (232)

where &Afg(@-), }I:f% {9c) and .!;fi- (¢ )are the scalar, vector and Dirac fermion mass
matrices of (2.28). (For fcnnigns described by Weyl spinor fields there should be
no factor of 2 in front of the M}, term in (2.32).) The T4 term in (2.32) is just the
free energy density for an ideal ultra relativistic gas (in agreement with (2.19) with
Ng and N respectively the number of bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom,
in the sense described following (2.19). If some fields are heavy and some are
light on the scale of the temperatre T, then Mg and Ny should be interpreted
as the degrees of freedom of light fields, and the traces over the mass matrices
should be evaluated only for light fields, since heavy fields do not contribute, as
discussed earlier.

2.4 Phase transitions in the Higgs model

Before studying phase transitions in electroweak theory and grand unified theory,
we warm up on the simpler case of the Higgs model. The Higgs model is the
theory of a complex scalar field coupled to a U (1) gauvge field, which may be taken
to be the electromagnetic field, with the U(1} gauge symmetry spontaneously
broken. In other words, it is scalar elecrodynamics with spontaneously broken
eleciromagnetic gauge symmety. The finite-temperature Lagrangian density is

- - A ] - -
L= D,pD"¢" —m*¢*p ~ zw'mz L Lt

1 - - =
— —(3,A%) + 3,03 (2.33)
2%
where
F}w = éuAv - éw‘ln (2.34)
Du¢ = (3, +ied,)o (2.35)
and

D,¢* = (5, —ieA,)d" (2.36)
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with 5,,, as in (2.13). The Fadeev—Popov ghosts n cancel contributions to the free
energy from the two non-physical degrees of freedom of the gauge field A*, as
discussed in section 2.2, and £ is the gauge-fixing parameter. For spontaneous
symmetry-breaking 10 occur (without requiring radiative corrections to drive it),
m? must be negative.

To derive the finite-temperature effective potential using the methods of
section 2.3 it is necessary to shift the scalar field by its expectation value. We
write

Pe

(¢)=E

where the factor of 1/+/2 has no significance but has simply been introduced for
convenience, and ¢, may be taken to be real because of gauge invariance. Then
real ficlds ¢ and ¢b; are introduced through

.37

i .
¢ = E(‘ﬁc + &1 +i¢n). (2.38)
The quadratic terms in the shifted Lagrangian density are
1 3x l A

2 | 1 -
+ 52~¢3AuA“ + 5 @up)? + 5Bu00)”
- %@A")z + 8" (2.39)

where we have adopted the Landau gauge ¢ — 0 which removes an A“éﬁcﬁg
cross term. Then, in the notation of (2.28),

Mi(¢.) = diag (m“ + -:%qbf. m? + %gbﬁ) (2.40)

and
Mi(pe) = 2. (2.41)

The nature of the phase transition depends on the relative sizes of e* and A.

24.1 et

The tree-level contribution Vo( @) to the effective potential may be read from
(2.33) by replacing ¢ by its expectation value 7‘;@ and is

2
—_ A
Volde) = "’74&3 + o0t @2.42)
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The zero-temperature ome-loop correction V? of (2.27) and (2.23) has
contributions proportional to A? and e* from different loop diagrams. Provided

that A is small and that, in addition, e* « A, -17? may be neglected compared to
the tree term (2.42). In the high-temperature limit,

T > a2 ¢  —m? (2.43)

the one-loop temperature-dependent contribution to the effective potential V{

obtained from (2.32) is given by

it M 3e3)T?
90 24

_r
3

Vi o) = — -t (249

where
AnC = w(MI PN + Iu(ME (P
3/2 32
= (m2¢;2 + 3'45) + (mch:’ + %) +3  (245)

AT A L

when l¢3 » mZ. Thus, the complete effective potential to one-loop order is given

by

an2T4
90

where a temperatuce-dependent mass m2(T) has been defined by

Vige) = ~ Y oapa2 ST 3 2 4
V(o) = +am DR - el et @4

A+3e)T?
2+( +I23) .

The expectation vatue ¢. of the scalar field is obtained by minimizing the
effective potential. For sufficiently high temperatures, there is only one solution
of

mi(T)=m (2.48)

v

— =0 2.49

29, (2.49)
namely

¢ =0 (2.50)

and this is a minimum so long as m2(T) is positive. From (2.48), we see that this
is the case provided the temperature T exceeds Ty where

~12m?
A+ 3el

{See figure 2.1, curve A.) We may write

02 = (2.51)
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w

/ %

Figure 2.1. The finite-temperature effective potential for the Higgs model when ¢* < A,
Curves ABCarefor T > T, T = T, and T < T respectively.

2 72

miT)=m* {1 - =]. 2.52)
Ty

A maximum and a second (local} minimum of V develop al non-zero values of

¢, when
22
m3(T) < % (2.53)

and this happens when the temperature drops below 77 where

T} —12am?
T = 9 = T2, 2.54
' T 14+ CEam? T A+ 3e?) — 12C? > @39

The second minimum is at

CT r2\'?
=o(T) = - 2.55
p.=v(T)=v «/ilm|+( 712) (2.5%)

where

»
L3

(2.56)

=
Iit

5
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and the mass m g (T) of the Higgs particle associated with the fluctuations around
this minimum is given by

’e
mi(T) = id

= CTu(T) = 2m¥(T). (2.57)
302 | g muty

In the same way, we may define a temperature-dependent vector boson mass by
my{T) = ew(T). (2.58)

When the second Jocal minimum first arises, the global minimum of V is still at
¢. = 0. However, as the terperature falls, there is a critical temperature T at
which the second minimum becomes degenerate with the global minimum. (See
figure 2.1, curve B.) This cccurs when

§C?T? = 2m(1) (2.59)
which gives

T} 912 —12)m?

T2 = =
¢ T 1+8CITE/9mt 1+ 8TFHTE Mo+ 3e?) —32C%/3

(2.60)

]

sothat Ty > T, > Tp. At temperatures below the critical temperature, the
minimuen at non-zero ¢, is the global minimum of ¥ and the system is in a phase
with spontaneous symmetry breaking, referred to as the asymmetric phase. The
value of ¢, at the global minimum changes discontinuously from ¢ = 0 to

8CT;
3x

¢ =0(1e) = (2.61)
as the temperature passes through 7 = T, so that there is a first-order phase
transition. As the temperature falls below T = Ty, m?(T) becomes negative, the
local minimum at ¢, = O turns into a Jocal maximum and the only minimum is
at the non-zero value of ¢, = v(T'). (See figure 2.1, curve C.} All of this occurs
because C # 0. For fuwre reference, we note that if C is zero or so small that
v(T.) < v, then T} >~ T, =~ Ty, and there is effectively a (continuous) second-
order phase transition at temperature T = T,

242 &f» 2

When the gauge coupling constant is larger relative to the $* coupling constant,
there are two differences in the reatment required. First, the zero-temperature
correction to the effective potential may no longer be negligible and, second, it
may not be correct to make the high-temperature approximation that T is very
much larger than the masses of all (shifted) fields.



Phase transitions in the Higgs model 41

If we now include the zero-temperature radiative correction, the complete
finite-temperature effective potential becomes

_ 2 2 25 -
Vo = 7ot + %:p;‘ + B¢’ [ln (%) - 3] + 0T 6 (262

where M is a renormalization scale which may, if we wish, be eliminated in favour
of the value of ¢, at the zero-temperature minimum of V and

B= 64+r2 (%12 + 3e“) ) (2.63)

Renormalization has been carried out according to

v
d¢?

, A7
=m —4
o ml) d¢c

21. (2.64)

=M 2

{Details of the derivation of the zero-temperature radiative correction may be
found elsewhere [1].) If X is small and & < e*, then A4 is negligible compared to
etand B simplifies to
~ 3e*
T 64n?’
With the mass-squared matrices of (2.40) and (2.41) for the (shifted) scalar and
vector fields, and nor making the high-temperature approximation,

(2.65)

— T4 oo \
V{(‘Pr) =57 j(; dy J'zl In [1 — exp (-\/yz +T-%(m? 4 3%3/4))]
+ln [1 —exp (—Jyz +T2(m2 + 1¢3/4))]

+3In [1 —exp (—‘/yz + r-2e2¢g)] —In(l - e"')]. (2.66)

We now ask whether we should use the high-temperature approximation to
study the phase transitions when e* > . If we do use the high-temperature
approximation (and neglect the zero-temperature radiative correction for the
moment) then, as before, the critical temperature is given by (2.60). If e < 1
(as in scalar electrodynamics), then, when e* 3> A, we certainly have ¢2 > A and
e > 0372 50

3
c~X (2.67)
4
and )
12 2 20 (2.68)

ez
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At the zero-temperature asymmetric minimum, still neglecting the radiative
corrections,

—4m?
¢pl=v'= — (2.69)
so that N
P> mi+ ;¢§ =0 2.70)
and
2 2, 3 2 2
T > m’+ 6] = -2m’, @7
However, when ¢ > A,
—4m? &4
Tz = = 2.72
% m‘; & U 7— A ( )

Therefore, it is not correct to use the high-temperature approximation for the
vector boson terms when e* > .

Taking account of this observation, we now compute the values of the
effective potential at the symmetric and asymmetric minima to decide which is
the absolute minimum when both exist. At the symmetric minimum, ¢, is zero
and the high-temperature approximation is valid provided only that T2 >» ~m?2,
Thus,
4xiT4

9% (2.73)

Ve =0=V|(p =0) = —

At the asymmetric minimum, ¢, = v, the contribution to Vr(tpc) involving
the gauge field mass e¢. is exponentially suppressed but the high-temperature
expansion may still be used for the scalar field terms. Thus,

2::27“ T?
90

Dropping the zero-temperature radiative correction for the moment,

7 —2m?) — —(-2m2)3"2 (2.74)

V{@c =p) > —

4 274 242

Vig.=v) = —mT - % - % - %(-2»:2)3’2 (2.75)
where we have assumed that the value of the effective potential at the asymmetric
minimum is the same as at zero temperature apart from the terms proportional to
T4, 72 and T. This can be shown to be correct apart from corrections of higher
order in e?. Neglecting the m2T2 term and the (—2m?)*/2 term compared with
t.he_T" term, it can now be seen that the symmetric minimum is at a lower value
of V than the asymmetric minimum when

45\
r>( 21) iml = Tey @.76)
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D

Figure 2.2. Developmem of asymmetric minimum with temperature in Higgs models
for 4:r2l)'|1 » ¢ > A Curve A is al zero temperature, curve B is at T, the
critical temperature for the first order phase transition, and C and D comrespond to higher
temperatures.

This is illustrated in figure 2.2.

The phase transition now occurs, in principle, at T = T and, because the
value of the expectation value undergoes a discontinuous change from 0 to v, the
phase transition is now first order. As the system cools the phase transition to
the asymmetric phase may not occur in practice until 7 is much less than T
because of the need to tunnel through the potential barrier between the symmetric
minimum and the asymmetric minimum.

When the zero-temperature radiative corrections are taken into account the
situation can change. The effective potential of (2.62) can be recast (exercise 1)
in terms of the value v of ¢, at the zero-temperature (asymmetric) minimom of
the effective potential, including radiative corrections, as

a+2

2
Vg =8 (3 vigl - — =gt +¢lin ﬁ) + V1 @0 @7
2 4 € 2

where

22 A
= -2 . a
« =28 (33 8) (2.78)
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V;r(%) S

/ — O

Figure 2.3. Development of asymmetric minimum with temperature in Higgs models for
et » 41:2.1/I L. Curve A is a1 zero temperalure, curve B is al T, the critical temperature
for the first-order phase transition and C and D correspond to higher temperalures.

The physical Higgs scalar mass m g is given by

2
d¢g e My

[ =
i

= 2Bv*(4 - ). (2.79)

mly =

The case of symmetry breaking at zero temperature driven by radiative
corrections, discussed by Coleman and Weinberg [6}, corresponds to ¢ = 0, ie.
)

m% = md,, =8By (2.80)

When mi. < "‘%w (@ > 0), the simation differs qualitatively from that just
described because there is a local minimum of the effective potential at ¢, = 0
due to radiative corrections already present ai T = 0. Then, we must take account
of the zero-temperature radiative corrections in deriving the development of the
effective potential with temperature. This is illustrated in figure 2.3.

The case @ > 0, where this is necessary, corresponds to

et > —n?a, (2.81)
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2.5 Phase transitions in electroweak theory

In electroweak theory, the phase transition to be studied is often from a phase
where the S$U(2) x U/ (1)y gauge group is unbroken to one in which only U (1)em
is unbroken, i.e. it is from a phase in which the gauge fields mediating the weak
interactions are massless as well as the photon, so that the weak interactions
are long range like the electromagnetic interaction, to a phase in which only the
electromagnetic interaction is long range. The Lagrangian density for electroweak
theory has a pure gauge field part

Lomge = —Wo, W™ — 1B, B* (2.82)
where the gauge-fixing term and the Fadeev—Popov ghosts have been omitted,
Wo, = 9. Wo — 3, W2 — ge" WiwS (2.83)

and
Bp_u = 3_“ Bp -— apB‘u. (2.84)

In (2.82) and (2.83), W' (a = 1,2, 3) are the three gauge fields associated with
the generators of SU(2), and B, is the gauge field associated with U(1)y. The
electromagnetic field is the superposition

Ay = cosBw By + sinfy Wy, (2.85)

After spontaneous symmetry breaking to U(1).m, A, remains massless but the
othogonat combination

Z, = —sinfwB, + cosbw W (2.86)

together with
WE=wl+iw? (2.87)

becomes massive. When A, is correctly coupled to the electromagnetic current
with strength e, the Weinberg angle 8w obeys

gsinfy = e = g’ cosfy {2.38)

where g and g’ are the gange coupling constants for SU(2)g and U(1)y.
The $U(2). x U(1)y gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken by the Higgs
doublet (under $U/(2);) introduced by writing

+
H= ( ’;0 ) (2.89)

with weak hypercharge ¥ = 1/2. The Higgs boson part of the Lagrangian density
(including the couplings to the gauge fields) is given by

Chiiges = (D (DHHY —mu H — (1 H)Y? (2.90)
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where the covariant derivative of H is
DyH = (0, +igiraW, +ig'} B H (2.91)

and 1;, a = 1, 2, 3, are the Pauli matrices. If the expectation value for the Higgs
doublet is introduced by writing

0
(H} = ( ¢¢-/\/§ ) {2.92)

the zero-temperature tree-level term in the effective potential is

— 2 A
Volde) = %«p? + 395 2.93)

Including the zero-temperature and one-loop contributions, and assuming that T2
is large compared with all shifted masses, we have, for the complete effective
potential,

Vi — Lm2ma? — Lorat 4 2ot _ 7, \ =1
Vige) = 3m (T)e; 3‘C'T'cfa.: + 4¢¢ Ng + BNp 50
of, 92 25
+ B¢ (lnF‘z—?) (2.94)
with
A €3 +2cos? Ow) h2
2 2 £ 142

N=m*+|>+ +Y L7 2.95
mT)=m (2 4sin’ 20y ; 12 (2.93)

where & 7 are the Yukawa couplings of the fermions, with the largest contribution
coming from the top quark. Retaining only the gauge boson contributions to the
¢3 term, which is expected to be a reasonable approximation provided that the
mass of the Higgs particle is not too much larger than the Z boson, we have

_ 3e*(1 +2c0s’ 6w)

C= 2.96
4x sin’ 20y (2.56)

Dropping the A? contributions to the radiative corrections, which are always
perturbatively negligible compared with the tree terms,

2
3{e\ | +2cos® Oy 1 5
B=-1— - he. .
4 (4:1') sin® 20y 642 ; f @9

To study the nature of the phase transition, it is important to determine the sign of
B. At zero temperature, (2.94) is of the same form as (2.62) with X eeplaced by
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4. and can be cast in the form (2.77) with the same replacement in (2.78). A little
calculation (exercise 2) shows that, when 8 > 0 and o > 0, the zero-temperature
effective potential always has a minimum at ¢. = 0, in contrast to the situation
when radiative corrections are neglected where there is a maximum at ¢, = 0 and
# minimum at ¢§ = -mzfl.

However, when B < 0, there can only be a minimum at ¢, = 0 if o < (.
However, ¢ < 0 is ruled out by the requirement that the mass-squared mi,
of the physical neutral Higgs scalar particle given in (2.79) should be positive.
Thus, there is never a minimum at ¢, = 0 when B < { and the sitvation is
then qualitatively the same as in the absence of the zero-temperature radiative
corrections: the phase transition is first order.

The sign of B may be determined as follows. We shall retain only the largest
Yukawa coupling which is the top quark coupling A,. (Retaining more Yukawas
only strengthens the conclusion.) The corresponding Lagrangian is

Lip = —h Q7 it?Hig + hec. (2.98)
where ¢}, is the SU(2), doublet

t
o= ( b )L. (2.99)

Taking account of the three colours of top quark contributing to the loop, 3~ f G'}
is replaced by 34% in (2.97). The top-quark mass term deriving from (2.98) is
h;tf_,fg¢¢/\/§ + h.c., so the top quark mass is

1
m = -\/-_2-h,¢c. (2.100)

Also, the W and Z masses are given at tree-level by
mly = Lg%¢?  m} = Lsec?Owg’el. 2.101)

With a measured top quark mass of about 175 GeV, and an empirical vaive
of sin®@w determined by the measured W and Z masses of 0.243, so that
@c = 263 GeV, we find that

hy =~ 0.94. (2.102)

With ¢2/4n = 1/137, we find from (2.97) that B is negative.

We also have to decide whether it is correct to assume that T2 is large
compared with all {shifted) masses. Using the high-temperature expansion and
neglecting the zero-temperature radiative corrections, we see from (2.95) that, as
in {2.60),

ml_

2
1 by + e2(1 + 2costdy) kP e {1+ 2cos’ow
TE~ m?|2 4sin? 28y 4 8a2a | sin®20w

(2.103)



48 Phase transitions in the early universe

where, again, we have retained oaly the top-quark Yukawa coupling. Provided
e2 > A > b, we estimate
T2 ~ —2m?. (2.104)

As in the Higgs model, the shifted masses for the Higgs scalars are of order
—m? and the high-temperature approximation is not too unreasonable. The
greatest danger for the high-temperature approxirnation in the Higgs model with
e* > ) arose from the gauge field mass. In the present case, dropping A/2
in the numerator of (2.103) and using the value of ¢§ at the zero-temperature
asymmetric minimum ¢3 = —mz/l, we can estimate that

2 2
—T‘T ~ 2-15 T—‘z s 1.5%. (2.105)
my e my €
Thus, if A 2 e =~ (.09, the high-temperature approximation may again be not
too unreasonable.

This discussion suggests that the electroweak phase transition is effectively
second order, because C, defined in (2.45), is small in the sense discussed at the
end of section 2.4.1. For T > T, the system is in the symmetric phase in which
¢, = O and all gauge bosons are massless. For T < T, the system is in the
asymmetric phase for which ¢, # 0, the W* and Z gauge bosons acquire a
mass and the symmetry is broken from SU(2)y, x U(1)y to U(1)em. The critical
temperature 7, given by (2.103) is of the same order of magnitude as the zero-
ternperature value of ¢, at the asymmetric minimum of the effective potential
provided that A 2> 2. It was estimated before (2.102) that ¢ = 263 GeV and so
T. should be of this order of magnitude.

2.6 Phase transitions in grand unified theories

Electroweak theory combines the weak and electromagnetic interactions in a
single model with SU/(2)y x U(1)y gauge group but achieves no unification
of these interactions with the strong interaction. It is possible that the weak,
electromagnetic and strong interactions are unified in a theory involving a larger
gauge group (a grand unified theory or GUT), perhaps with a single gauge
coupling constant. Once such a unification has been assumed, the coupling
constants g, g’ and g; (the QCD coupling constant) are related by group theory
factors to a single GUT coupling constant gg for the grand unified group. The
values of the renormalized coupling constants depend on the renormalization
scale M and, if the coupling constants g(M), g’(M) and g;(M) obey the gauge
theoretic relationships of the grand unified group at one such scale M = Mg, they
cannot obey these relationships at lower energy scales. This is because at energy
scales below Mg the extra gauge fields associated with the enlargement of the
gauge group to the grand unified group may be ignored. (They acquire masses on
the scale of M.) Then g(M), g'(M) and g, (M) run differently with M when the
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renormalization group is deployed to derive their dependence on M. However,
for energy scales greater than Mg, all gauge fields are on the same footing and
there is a single gauge coupling constant g developing in accordance with the
renormalization group equation of the GUT.

The simplest example of a grand unified group that is large enough to contain
SU3)e x SU2)p x U(1)y of the standard model is SU(5) and we shall use this
example to illustrate phase transitions in GUTs. If the renormalization group
equations are used to run the low-energy values of the gauge coupling constants
to the scale M = Mg at which the SU(5) relationships

8s(Mc) = g(Mg) = \/gs'(Mc) = 86(Mg) (2.106)

hold, then upon inputting the values of the strong and electromagnetic coupling
constants at M = mz, the unification scale is found to be of order 10'°> GeV.
In addition, there is a prediction for sin® 8w (mz) at M = mz of around 0.21,
which differs significantly from the observed value of around 0.23. Nevertheless,
we shall use the SU(5) GUT as a simple illustration of the way in which phase
transitions work in 2 GUT. In section 2.7, we shall consider supersymmetric GUT's
in which the prediction for sin?(mz) can be brought into line with experiment to
a high degree of accuracy.

In the SU/(5) GUT, the grand unified phase transition is from the SU({3)
syminetric phase to the SU(3), x SU(2);, x U(l)y symmetric phase and is
followed at a lower temperature by the electroweak phase transition described
in the previous section, We expect the critical temperature for the grand unified
phase transition to be of order 101° GeV (the energy at which the spontaneous
symmetry breaking occurs) and, at such high temperatures, the expectation valves
of the electroweak Higgs scalars (of order 200 GeV) are negligible. Thus, to
describe the grand unified phase transition we need only retain the Higgs scalars
responsible for breaking the SU(5) gauge group, whose expectation valves are on
the 10'3 GeV scale,

The grand uvnified Higgs scalars ¢ belong to the 24-dimensional adjoint
representation of SU (5):

24
b= Z;para 2107
a=1

where f; are the SU(S5) generators in the fundamental five-dimensional
representation. Suppressing the gauge-fixing term and the Fadeev-Popov ghost
term, the finite-temperature Lagrangian density (apart from a possible tr & term)
is

L= -m}ud? - 3w d?)? — aur ot + (D, ) — Lu(F,, F*). (2.108)
In (2.108), the covariant derivative D, @ is given by

D,d =3, +igG(Au. D] (2.109)
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where 2

Ap =) Aapla (2.110)
a=l
with A4, the gauge fields in the adjoint represeatation of SU(S), and the transition
to a finite-termperature theory is made by the replacement of 3,, by 8., asin (2.13).
The gauge field strength F, is given by

ng = a'pAu - 3»!“;1 + iSG[A,us Ayl 2.111)

with the transition to the finite temperature being made in the same way. The
fermionic terms have been dropped in (2.108) because quark and lepton masses
are negligible on the grand unified scale.

For the breaking of SU(5) to SU(3), x SU2)p x U(l}y, we take the
expectation value of the field ¢ to be of the form

_ ¢ 3 3
(¢}—W§dlag(l 1.1, "2- —2). (2.“2)

({®) must be traceless because the matrices f; are.) This can be shown to be the
lowest energy state at zero temperature for

7
) > —-jalz Az >0, (2.113)

The finite-temperature effective potential can then be written, for temperatures
large compared to all masses, as

27,4
V@0 = 3m3DIEE + (1 +1A2)¢c (NB+ZNF)” d

8 90
4 ¢ 25
+ B¢} [ln ( Mfz) F] (2.114)
where
mi(T) = m} + gla(l 30M) 4 4722 + 75g2)T? 2.115)
25
= 7567356 (2.116)

and the zero-temperature radiative correction has been renormalized at mass M as
in section 2.4. In (2.114) the A3 and A2 contributions are always small compared
with the tree terms in (2.1 14} and have been dropped.

If g"G <« A1, A2 we may neglect the zero-temperature radiative correction,
There is then a second-order phase transition with critical temperature T, given
by

2 _ ‘60"‘2
©130M +4TAy + 7585

2.117
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For T > T, the system is in the SU (5) symmetric phase, for which ¢, = 0, and
all gauge bosons are massless. For T < T, ¢, is non-zero, the system is in the
SU@G3) x SU(2)r x U(1)y symmetric phase, and only the electroweak gauge
bosons are massless. By the same sort of argument as in the previous section, T,
should be of order 10> GeV.

However, if gg; 3 Ar, Az, then a discussion similar to that given for the
Higgs model in section 2.4 shows thai a first-order phase transition takes place.
In the case of a GUT, this conclusion is not negated by Yukawa couplings of
fermions giving additional conmributions to the coefficient B, because quarks and
leptons do not couple to the grand unified Higgses. This is an important difference
compared with the electroweak phase transition.

2.7 Phase transitions in supersymmetric GUTs

[f elementary particle theories possess supersymmetry, then each {complex scalar)
spin-0 particle is paired with one chirality of a spin-% particle in the same so-
called ‘chiral supermultipiet” and each spin-| vector particle is paired with a
spin-% particie of a single chirality in the same so-cailed ‘vector supermultiplet’.
The quarks and leptons have supersymmetric partners referred o as ‘squarks’
and ‘sleptons’, the Higgs scalars have supersymmetric partners referred to as
‘Higgsinos” and the gauge bosons are paired with ‘gauginos’. In the absence
of supersymmetry breaking, particles in the same supermultiplet have the
same mass. Of course, since at the time of writing we have not observed
supersymmetric partners of the known particles (‘sparticles’), there must be some
(spontaneous) supersymmeltry breaking to produce substantial mass splittings
within supermultiplets.

The presence of these extra sparticles can be very important for the
discussion of phase transitions at temperatures large compared to the sparticle
masses. In addition, the supersymmetry transformations transforming particles of
different spin within a supermultiplet into each other strongly constrain the form
of the Lagrangian and the tree-level effective potential, with further implications
for phase transitions. These supersymmetry transformations may be local or
global depending respectively on whether the parameters of the transformation
do or do not depend on the point in spacetime. In this section the case of globally
supersymmetric GUTs will be discussed [7-12] and the locally supersymmetric
(supergravity) case will be discussed in the next section. (For a systematic
development of globally and locally supersymmetric theories see [14]).)

In general, in a supersymmetric theory, the Lagrangian and the tree-level
effective potential are determined once the superpotential W is given. For
example, for a theory with a single scalar field ¢ together with its supersymmetric
partner, the superpotential for a renormalizable theory takes the form

W = tmg? + Lag? (2.118)
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the bosonic part of the Lagrangian density is

w 2
Lhosonic = D' 3¢ — '%l (2.119)
and the tree-level effective potential is
aw |
V= |a—¢“ = |m + rp?*. (2.120)

In a supersymmetric SU/(5) GUT, the generalization of this renormalizable
superpotential is

W=lmudl+iioed (2.121)
with @ defined in (2,107), and the tree-level effective potential is
V= duimd +2(9? — §u @D + gk ([, o'1P). (2.122)

The last term in (2.122) is the so-called * D-term’ that arises in a supersymmetric
gauge theory and the first term, which is independent of the gauge group, is
referred to as the ‘F-term’. At T = 0 (and in the absence of supersymmetry
breaking), the effective potential (2.122) has degenerate minima (exercise 3) with
V = 0, namely

(®)y=0 (2.123)
m .
(¢>)=-id|ag(l,l.l,l.—4) (2.124)
and m
() = Y diag(2, 2,2, -3, -3). (2.125)

The minima (2.123), (2.124) and (2.125) correspond respectively to SU(5)
symmetric, SU{4) x U(l) symmetric and $U(3) x SU(2) x U(1) symmetric
phases.

At finite temperature, the degeneracy of these supersymmetric minima is
lifted by the T* terms and by T2 tr(®1®) = ¥, 1i¢hal>72 terms. As in (2.32),
the coefficient of the T# term depends on the value of Ng + %N}? for states
light on the scale of the temperawre T. For the SU(5) symmetric phase, the
24 gavge ficlds together with their gauginos contribute 90 towards Ng + %Np.
Each fermion generation has three doublets of left-chiral quarks, one for each of
the three colours, six right-chiral quarks, a left-chiral lepton doublet, and a right-
chiral (charged) lepton. These give ng = 3 copies of the 5410 representation
of SU(5). These three generations of quarks and leptons, together with their
associated squarks and sleptons, contribute gé to Ng + %N r. In total, this gives
the coefficient of the T* term in the temperature-dependent effective potential

n? 7 23 , .
——{Ng+-=Nr]= —?x SU(5) symmetric phase. (2.126)
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For the SU(3) x SU(2) x U (1) symmetric phase, the 12 gauge fields together
with their associated gauginos contribute 45 towards Ng + %Np and, for the
SU(4) x U(1) symmetric phase, the 16 gauge fields together with their gauginos
contribute 60 towards Np + %Np. In each of these two cases, the matter field
content is the same as for the SU(5) symmetric phase and we find that

n? 7 19 , ,
— INg+-Nr)=—n SU3) x SU2) x U(1) symmetric phase

90 8 8
(2.127)

2
e (Na + %Np) = —5?112 SU) x U(1) symmetric phase.  (2.128)
If a copy of 5 + § is included to provide the iwo electroweak Higgs doublets
{plus Higgsinos) needed to give masses to both up-like and down-like quarks in
a supersymmetric theory, then there is an additional contribution —512/12 to
(2.126) and —1:2/6 to (2.127), in the later case from the two S{/{2); doubleis
that are all that survive from the 5 + 5 after spontaneous symmetry breaking of
SU(5) by the expectation values of the adjoint Higgs scalars, (The surviving
adjoint Higgs scalar states are too heavy to contribute to the temperature-
dependent corrections to the effective potential for temperatures below the grand
unification scale.) In the SU(4) x U (1) phase, the complete 5+5 becomes massive
and fails to contribute to the temperature-dependent corrections. The values of
35(Np + §NF) in (2.126),(2.127) and (2.128) are then modified to Jx2, $3x?
and g;'{rrz. respectively. Thus, the T* term favours the SU/(5) symmetric phase
over the SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) and SU{4) x U(1) symmetric phases, which
remain on the same footing. This conclusion is only strengthened by the inclusion
of the adjoint Higgs supermutiplet which provides extra light states in the SU(5)
symmetric phase. If the theory contains more than one pair of Higgs multiplets
coming from § + §, then the S{/(5) symmetric phase continues to be favoured
over the other two phases but the SU(3) x SU(2) x U(l) symmetric phase is
favoured over the SU(4) x U (1) symmetric phase, which is the assumption we
shall make in what follows.

Clearly, the SU(5) symmetric phase, for which the scalar expectation value
is zero, minimizes the T2¢2 term as well as the 7% term. Thus, the theory
appears to favour the SU(5) symmetric phase at all temperaiures. However,
at temperatures below 100 GeV-1 TeV the (non-perturbative) supersymmetry
breaking mechanism will lift the degeneracy of the three phases more than
the temperature-dependent terms and may favour the SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)
symmetric phase. At higher temperatures the temperature-dependent terms
dominate. This suggests that the universe is in an SU(5) symmetric phase down
to temperatures of 100 GeV-| TeV.

This conclusion is modified by the running of the gauge coupling constant
gs for SU(S) with temperature. This may result in gs becoming strong at
temperatures of order 109-10!% GeV. Then, confinement may result in fewer
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massless states. (The SU(5) coupling becomes strong at a higher temperature
than the SU(4) and SU/(3) couplings.) Then one of the other two phases may
become the absolute minimum and, eventually, tunnelling may occur to one of
the other phases. In general, running coupling constants g,{(x) and g,(M) at
energy scales g and M are related by

M2
1672652 () = 16728, (M) + by In (F) (2.129)
where the renormalization group coefficient b, is given by
bo=~%c1(Ga)+§D_cxRa)+§ ) ca(Sa). (2.130)
R, Sa

In (2.130), the group theory factor ¢;(G,) for the group G, is related to the
structure constants fog, by

Clsnﬁ = fcry&fﬂr& (2.131)

the group theory factor c2(Rg) for the representation R, of the group is given in
terms of the matrices T, representing the generators of G, in the representation
R, by

C28ap = (T, Tp) (2.132)

and the summations are over chiral fermion representations R, of G, and scalars
in representations S, of G,. For a supersymmetric theory, each gauge field is
accompanied by a gaugino in the adjoint representation, so that

—Le1(Ga) = ~Yei(Ga) + $e1(Ga) = —361(Ga). (2.133)
Also, each chiral fermion is accompanied by a complex scalar so that
c2(Ra) = $c2(Ra) + e2(Ra) = c2(Ry). (2.134)

Thus, in a supersymmetric theory

0 = =3c1(Ga) + ) _ c2(Ra) (2.135)
R,

where the sum is over all chiral supermultiplets. Identifying the energy scale u
in (2.129) with T, and recasting the renormalization group equations in terms of
og = g2/an, gives

Dy =o' M+ 2 in (E) (2.136)
e e 2 T} ’

For SU(5),
aSuenN =5 a®=a® =} cd®=3 2.137)
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With ng = 3 generations in 5 4+ 10 and Ny sets of Higgs scalars in $, we have

bs = =9+ 3Ny (2.138)
and, for Ny = 2,
bs = —8. (2.139)
It is convenient to choose
M =My =2 x 10" GeV (2.140)

which is the energy scale at which the low-energy (supersymmetric) SU(3) x
SU(2) x U()) coupling constants reach a common value so that grand unification
may occur. At this scale,

as(Mx) = . (2.141)

If we take the criterion for the SU/(5) coupling constant to become strong to be
as(T) =~ |, then the corresponding temperature is

T 6.5 x1079M ~ 10° GeV. (2.142)

It is at this temperature that we expect that either the SU (3} x SU(2) x U{1) or
the SU(4) x U (1) symmetric phase becomes the absolute minimum. Eventuaily
tunnelling will occur to whichever of these phases is the absolute minimum. Ifitis
the SU(3) x SU (2) x U (1) symmetric phase, then the universe will continue in this
phase until the coupling constant g4 becomes strong at some lower temperature.

In these globally supersymmetric theories, because the zero-temperature
effective potential is zero when supersymmetry is unbroken, the cosmological
constant is zero in each of the SU(5), SU) x U{D)and SU3) x SU) x U(1)
phases until supersymmetry breaking becomes non-negligible (with respectto T)
for temperatures below 107-10? GeV.

2.8 Phase transitions in supergravity theories

Up to now we have been discussing theories with global supersymmetry. A
theory with local supersymmetry is necessarily a theory which contains gravity
(supergravity). The reason is thal the supersymmetry algebra contains the
generator P, of translations and when we allow supersymmetry transformations
that depend on the point in spacetime (local supersymmetry), we have to consider,
among other things, translations that vary from point to point in spacetime. Thus,
local supersymmetry contains general coordinate transformations of spacetime
and so is a theory of gravity,

In phenomenologically accepiable theories, the supersymmetry breaking
scale M, is large (typically 10'°~10!" GeV) where M? is the expectation value
of the auxiliary field of the scalar responsible for supersymmetry breaking. For
example, in theories with F-term supersymmetry breaking, at tree level, a fermion
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has a supersymmetric partner of lower mass than itself as well as one of higher
mass than itself. Since this does not occur in the real world, it is necessary
for there o be significant quantum corrections to avoid this problem, though
not so big that the hierarchy problem is no longer solved. This is the origin
of the large supersymmetry breaking scale. In these circumstances, the effects
of quantum gravity can no longer be neglected. In particular, in the presence of
supersymmetry breaking, scalar particles acquire masses of order M2 /m p (where
mp =~ 1.2 x 10'? GeV is the Planck mass) which are of order 102 GeV.

Once gravitational effects are important, we should allow not only that the
superpotential may contain non-renormalizable terms but also that there may be
non-renomalizable kinetic terms. Thus, for example, the scalar field kinetic termns
take the form

—a-zi—a ¢id* ] (2.143)

agidg; 4T '
where K (¢;, $) is referred to as the Kahler potential. It turns out [13] that the
complete supergravity Lagrangian can be expressed in terms of

G=K+InWw? (2.149)

apart from couplings to gauge fields, which involve the gauge kinetic function. It
will often be convenient to work in units where the reduced Planck mass Mp =1,
where Mp is defined by

M;l=82Gy (2.145)

where Gy is Newton's constant, so that
Mp ~2.44 x 10'® Gev. (2.146)

In these units, the zero-temperature effective potential takes the form

V =eC(GuG "6/ -3 (2.147)
where the scalar fields have been written as ¢, their adjoints as ¢'* and derivatives
of G as 3G 3G

i = ——— —
G'=3- Gi=3x (2.148)
and )
; ¢
i o ——
G = 70067 (2.149)
The inverse (G")jT obeys
(G1,G] = 8. (2.150)

In particular, in the case of a single gauge-singlet chiral superfield © with minimal
kinetic terms arising from

G=¢"¢+h|W? (2.151)
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we have

so {|?W . wnl 2

V=e T‘J;b-+¢ W[ —31w| (2.152)
instead of V = IBW/3¢|2 for the globally supersymmetric case, as in (2.120).
Consideration of the supersymmetry transformation laws of scalar fields and
their fermionic superpartners shows that the criterion for supersymmetry breaking
is that W /3¢ + ¢*W should be non-zero [14). Thus, whereas the globally
supersymmetric theory vacua with unbroken supersymmetry had V = 0, in the
locally supersymmetric case (with minimal kinetic terms) supersymmetric vacua
have

V = =3¢ w2 (2.153)

More generally, we may consider gauge non-singlet chiral superfields ¢;.
In that case, the supergravity Lagrangian [13] also involves the gauge kinelic
function fas. For the minimal choice of gauge kinetic function

Jab = Sap (2.154)

the gauge kinetic term
—1Re farFapnFf" (2.155)

simplifies to —;"Fam,Fa”". Then, with minimal Kinetic terms, the zero-
temperature effective potential takes the form

. aWw ,
— l___,_ iy
( ag; ¢

2
1 .
- 3|W|2) + 587G (10)4$;G* T )udr (2.156)

where we have assumed a simple gauge group with gauge coupling conslant g,

and | aw
i _ —_
G =¢" + W3
If supergravity is unbroken, study of the supersymmetry transformation laws
shows that we must have

2157

aw

G'(T,)y¢;=0 and 3 +¢*W =0 (2.158)
i
and supersymmetric vacua have
v = —3¢%% Wk (2.159)

There is no longer any requirement that supersymmetric minima should be
degenerate in energy at T = 0 nor that they should have lower energy than all
other vacua.

In the high-temperature limit, (2.32) still applies to the one-loop
temperature-dependent correction to the effective potential provided that, in
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the case that the kinetic terms are non-minimal, we first construct fields with
cancnical kinetic terms by field redefinition. This means that, for scalar fields ¢;
{and their fermionic superpartners), we have to write

¢ = (G'lﬂ)f(fﬁj)n (2.160)

and for the gauginos
Aa = (Re fa) V2 0s)n 2.161)

where (¢;)nv and (Ap)y are the normalized fields. The relevant mass matrices
are obtained from the standard supergravity Lagrangian. The outcome [15-18] is
particularly simple in the case of minimal kinetic terms. Then

274
—T a-T 7
V= — W (NB+§NF)
T2 5[3 I 2
+7¢ §(A+B)+(C+N)(C-2)+§C +C-1] (2162
where
A=G'GyG/ + GGV Gy (2.163)
B=GyG' (2.164)
C =GiG' (2.165)

and N is the number of chiral superfields. In practice, N is often large. For
example, if the matter field content is that of the minimal SU(5) GUT, there are
ng = 3 generations in the § + 10 representation contributing 45 to N, two copies
of § or § for electroweak Higgs contributing 10 to N and one copy of 24 for
the grand unified Higgs scalars contributing 24 to N, leading to a total value of
N=T79

Provided that all of the couplings in the superpotential are of the same order
of magnitude, in units where the reduced Planck mass is 1, we can then take the
large-N limit to obtain

24 2
—T T 7 T g ;
_ N -N N—eb(G:G' - D). .
1 50 ( 3+8 F)+ 123 (G 2) (2.166)

Provided that the changes in VT generated by non-minimal kinetic terms do not
introduce extra factors of N (which is true for most choices of &), this is still the
large-N limit of V,T in that case. For any particular choice of Kihler potential and
superpotential and, therefore, of G, the discussion of phase transitions proceeds as
before with the modified finite-temperature corrections to the effective potential
of (2.162).
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2.9 Nucleation of true vacuum

In sections 2.4 and 2.6, we have found that first-order phase transitions may occur
as the universe cools. If the phase transition is first order, it will be necessary for
the universe to tunnel out of the metastable minimum [19-21] (false vacuum) to
reach the absolute minimum (true vacuum). If the tunnelling rate is small, this
may occur at temperatures very much lower than the temperature 7, of (2.76)
at which the energy of the zero- (and low-) temperature vacuum drops below
that of the high-temperature vacuum. In what follows, we shall approximate the
tunnelling rate by its T = 0 value and study, for simplicity, the case of a single
scalar field ¢.

In the semi-classical limit (small %) the probability per unit time per unit
volume for formation of a bubble of true vacuum T is given by [19]

[ = Ae /" (2.167)

where
B=35¢ {2.168)

with Sg the Euclidean action for a solution of the Euclidean Euler-Lagrange
equations which satisfies the boundary conditions that ¢ approaches the false
vacuum {metastable minimum) as the Euclidean time g — 00, and with zero
Euclidean time derivative at fg = 0, where

g = it. (2.169)

This is referred to as the “bounce’ solution {because it turns around and bounces
back to the false vacuum.) The tunnelling is dominated by the solution for ¢ that
gives the smallest value of §g. The derivation of this result is by studying the
imaginary part of the effective potential in the false vacuum. The coefficient A
is, in general, more difficult to caiculate [20]). However, since it does not appear
in an exponent, an estimate on dimensional grounds is sufficient. At T = 0, we
may expect A to be of order M* where M is an appropriate mass scale, such as
the height of the potential barrier to be tunnelled through or (see [21]) the value
of (d%V /d¢?)!/? at the metastable minimum, which will usually be of the same
order of magnitude.
For a single real scalar field, the Euclidean action takes the form

Sg = f d*x ($3.09%¢ + V() (2.170)

with the metric the positive-definite metric of four-dimensional Euclidean space,
and the Euclidean Euler-Lagrange equaticn is

3¢

Y 25 v
8,“25+V¢1> Y¢). 2.171)

ﬂua"gﬁ =
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It can be shown that the bounce which minimizes Sg is O(4) symmetric, i.e. ¢ is
a function of the four-dimensional radial variable p alone, where

p* =1} +x% 2.172)
Then
Sg = 2n? [Jmapps [% (3_‘::)2 + V(¢)] @173
and the equation of motion is (exercise 4)
3-2% + %cdl_i = V'(¢). (2.174)

In terms of this variable, the boundary conditions for a bounce solution are
¢ — ¢4 as p — 00, and d¢dp = O when p = 0, where ¢ is the value of
¢ at the metastable minimum.

An explicit bounce solution is most easily obtained in the so-called *thin-
wall” approximation [19] which treats the energy difference € between the two
vacua as small compared with the height of the potential barrier between them.
Then, we wrile

Vig) = Vol¢) + O(¢) (2.175)

where Vy(¢) is the effective potential in the limit that we neglect the energy
difference between the two vacua, and

€= Vigy) — Vig-) 2.176)

where ¢, and ¢_ are, respectively, the values of ¢ at the metastable and absolute
minima. The Euclidean equation of motion is approximated first by replacing
V(@) by Vy(¢) in (2.174). We shall see later that, in this approximation, it is also
correct to neglect %g’%, in which case the equation of motion to be solved for the
bounce solution becomes

d% ,
% = Vo). 2.177
It is not difficult to show that the solution is
do
=] /. 2.178
°=] Fve® @.178)

A simple example is obtained by taking

2
Aoa_#
Vo) = ¢ (¢ = ) (2.179)
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which has degenerate minima at ¢ = £u/+/A with Vo = 0. Then (2.178) leads
(exercise 5) to
7 ©
- =—tanh[-- - ] 2.180
¢ —¢o 7 5(p — P0) (2.180)
where ¢y ts the value of ¢ at some reference value pg of p. Choosing g to be
the value at which ¢ takes the average of its values in the true and false vacua,
namely ¢g = 0, then

H i
= —tanh|=(p — . 2.181
¢ i n [2 (p po)] ( )
Assuming that po 3> pu~ L, the length scale on which ¢ varies, then
i
- asp— 0 (2.182)
¢ 7 Fe
and, in any case,
13
- — as p — 00, 2.183
¢ /i P ( )

It will be seen later that this is correct for the bounce solution that minimizes
Sg. If {after lifting the degeneracy of the two vacua using the O(¢) term in V)
@ = ¢_ = —u/v/Ais the true vacuum and ¢ = @4 = p/+/A is the false vacuum,
then the bounce solution describes a bubble of true vacuum embedded in the false
vacuurmn with wall thickness of order 1~!, where the rapid variation of ¢ occurs,
separating the two regions. Under the assumption that py 3> ¢!, the radius of
the bubble is large compared with the thickness of the wall, which explains the
‘thin-wall’ approximation terminology.

The next steps are to calculate B and to justify the various assumptions made.
In the thin-wall approximation,

$(p) = — % for p < po (2.182)
- * “e _ ~
= 7 tanh [ (o po)] for p =~ pg (2.185)
= % for p > po. (2.186)

The contribution to §g from outside the wall (¢ > pp) is zero because here
3(d¢/dp)* + V(¢) = 0. The contribution from inside the wall (0 & pp) is
obtained by first noting that here

i {do\? N

As a consequence, the contribution to Sg from inside the wall is

nZ
Seg =~ —Tepg. (2.188)
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The remaining contribution to Sg comes from the region within the wall. Noting
that (2.178) implies that

8% _ /e (2.189)
dp

this contribution to Sg may be written as

¢+
Se ~ 2x%p3 f dp 2Vo(e) = 2% p) f dg /2Vo(@). (2.190)
.
Thus, the total value of Sg in the thin-wall approximation is

2
Se = —Z-en§ + 207031 2.191)

where

*4
I= j; de v 2Vy(e). (2.192)

Minimizing Sg with respect to pg, to find the bounce solution that dominates the

tunnelling, gives

3/
po= - (2.193)

Thus, when € is small, pg is large compared with u™!, which justifies an earlier
assumption. It also follows that the small energy difference between the two
phases does indeed correspond to a bubble of true vacuum with a thin wall.
Moreover, the neglect of %% is also justified because outside or inside the

bubble g% is negligible because ¢ is slowly varying, and within the bubble wall
%j‘% =~ %% is negligible becavse po is large. With po given by (2.193), the
minimum value of Sg deriving from (2.191}is
27m2s
Sg = z
2e3
which provides the value of 8 for the bounce solution that dominates the

tunnelling rate (2.167). With ¢ = u/+/A, and Vp given by (2.179), it is
straightforward to evaluate / to obtain

(2.194)

2 3
I = % (2.195)
Then the tunnelling rate is given by (2.167) with
8212
ST @196y

Once the bubble of the true vacuum bas materialized, it can be shown [22] that
(in the thin-wall approximation) it materialises with radius p = pg and that the
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development in time of the bubble can be obtained by continuing in time from
Euclidean time to real time. Thus, whereas in Euclidean time the surface of the

bubble was at
p=+x2=p (2.197)

in real time the surface of the bubble is at
2 - =pg (2.198)

(restoring the explicit speed of light ¢ which we have been setting 10 1). The
quantity gy is, in general, on a sub-microscopic scale and so negligible. Thus, to
a good approximation, the surface of the bubble is at x? = %l Consequently,
the radius of the bubble grows with the speed of light.

2,10 Exercises

1. Recast the effective potential of {2.62) in the form (2.77).

2. Show that the zero-temperature effective potential deriving from (2.94)
always has a minimum at ¢, = O when B > Gand @ > 0. Also, show
that when B < 0 there can only be a minimum at the origin when o < 0.

3. Check that the SU/(5) symmetric, SU{4) x U(1) symmetric and SU(3) x
SU(2) x U(1) symmetric minima of {2.123), (2.124) and (2.125} all have
V=0

4. Derive the Euclidean action (2.173) and the equation of motion (2.174) when
¢ is a function of the four-dimensional radial variable p alone.

5. Check that the bounce solution satisfies (2.178) and that, for Vg given by
{2.179}, this leads to the explicit solution (2.180).

2.11 General references

The books and review articles that we have found most useful in preparing this
chapter are:

¢ Koib E W and Tumer M S 1990 The Early Universe {Reading, MA:
Addison-Wesley)

Olive K A 1990 Phys. Rep. 190 307

Linde A D 1979 Rep. Prog. Phys. 42 389

Bailin Drand Love A 1993 Introduction to Gauge Field Theory (Bristol: [OP)
Bailin D and Love A 1994 Supersymmetric Gauge Field Theory and String
Theory (Bristol: 10P)
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Chapter 3

Topological defects

3.1 Introduction

When a phase transition occurs in the early universe, the alignment of the
spontaneous symmeltry breaking expectation value may be different in adjacent
causal domains. In that case, topologically stable objects such as domain walls,
cosmic strings and magnetic moncpoles, referred to as ‘topological defects’,
can be formed [I1]. Similar topological defects are familiar in condensed state
physics. For example, a ferromagnet is, in general, divided into domains
where the spontaneous magnetization is aligned in a definite direction. At the
boundary between two such domains, the direction of the magnetization evolves
continuously between its direction in one domain and its direction in the adjacent
domain to form a so-called ‘domain wall'. Another example of a topological
defect is provided by a magnetic flux line in a type I superconductor. In this case,
the phase of a complex scalar field (associated with the Cooper-paired electron
condensate) changes by 2irr, where n is an integer, in going around a closed
loop surrounding the flux line and the flux line carries » units of a quantum
of magpetic flux. In addition to these two-dimensional and one-dimensional
topological defects, there are also point defects. These are most familiar in
a particle physics context as magnetic monopole solutions though analogous
objects occur in superfluid He. In the context of particle physics and early
cosmology, the corresponding topological defects are associated with the vacoum
expectation values (VEVs) in electroweak or grand unified theories or with the
various moduli that occur in superstring theories,

Once such topotogical defects have been formed at a phase transition in
the early universe, they can manifest themselves in various ways. The simplest
manifestations are as a potentially substantial contribution to the energy density
of the universe or, in the case of magnetic monopoles, as a relic density of
particles carrying magnetic charge. More subtle manifestations are also possible.
For example, relic cosmic strings may act as gravitational lenses or produce
temperature fluctuations in the cosmic microwave background radiation.
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4

Figure 3.1. Effective potential for ¢* theory.

In the following sections, we shall develop the theory of domain walls,
cosmic strings and magnetic monopeles in tum.

3.2 Domain walis

When the effective potential in a field theory has two degenerate minima with
V = 0, two-dimensional solutions of the field equations with finite energy per
unit area can occur. The simplest examples of such domain-wali solutions [2) are
obtained from the Lagrangian density

£ = 39,40"¢ — V(9) G
with
A
Vig) = 36 - ) (32)

where ¢ is a real scalar field and A and 5 are real constants. The potential V has
minima with ¥V = 0 at ¢ = L and a maximum at ¢ = 0 (see figure 3.1). The
idea is to construct a static solution for which ¢ evolves from one minimum for
z = =00 to the other minimum for z — +00. In that case, the domain wall is in
the x—y plane. Clearly, we can construct such solutions with the domain wall in
any chosen plane.

In general, for a static solution where ¢ depends only on z, the ficld equation
is

—= = V(¢). (3.3)
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As for the (approximate) bounce in (2.177), the solution satisfies
1 fdp\?
2 (-&) =V+c 34

where ¢ is a constant. The energy (per unit area) of the domain wall is given by

00 2
E =f [:l (d—¢) + V(d‘:)] dz (3.5)
—ac | 2\ d2

and so to obtain a solution with finite energy density, it is necessary to require that
dp/dz — Oas z = oo, (V(g) will already approach zero as 7 = +o00 if we
succeed in constructing a solution of the type we are looking for.) Thus, we must
take ¢ = 0. Then integrating (3.4) gives

do
=4 | —= 36
2 f 2 36)
(analogously to (2.177)). For the choice (3.2), this gives
oo (2)
— 20 = F——=arctanh{ — 37
1-20 :Fq 7 P (3.7)

where zg is an integration consiant. Different choices of this constant amount to
moving the centre of the domain wall along the z-axis. Inverting (3.7) gives

¢ = ¢x = Fntanh [%(z - Zo)] . 3.8

Asz = o0, ¢ = Fnand, as z —» —o0, ¢ ~—> xn. The two solutions ¢ = ¢,
and ¢ = ¢_ are referred to, respectively, as the ‘kink’ and the ‘antikink’. The
kink evolves from the minimum at ¢ = —p for 7 — —0o0 (0 the minimum at
¢ = +n for z = +o00 (see figure 3.2} and the antikink evolves conversely (see
figure 3.3). Both domain walls have their centre at 7 = Zp in the sense that ¢ = 0
when z = zg. The ‘thickness’ of each domain wall is of order /(273}y, This
is a balance between the desire of the potential energy to make the wall as thin
as possible and the desire of the gradient energy to make the wall as thick as
possible, The total energy per unit cross-sectional area of a kink or antikink is
finite because in (3.5) V(¢) and d¢/dz go to zero sufficiently fast as z — oo,
Substituting the explicit solutions (3.8) into (3.5) gives the finite energy per unit
area of a kink or antikink {(exercise 1):

E = 3J/@unr. (39

The stability of a domain wall is associated with a topologicat principle. The
Lagrangian (3.1) possesses a discrete Z; symmetry

Ly 9> —¢ (3.10)
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Figure 3.3, Antikink soliton solution.

which is broken by the vacuum expectation value of ¢. The domain walls connect
the two distinct minima which constitute the complete space of minima. There is
no way 10 continuously deform a domain wall to a new object that does not have
its ends at distinct minima, while keeping the energy density finite.

The formation of such topological defects can be understood in terms of
the Kibble mechanism [l1], which we now describe. As discussed in chapter 2,
symmetries are expected to be restored at high temperatures. As the universe
cools, it passes through a phase transition and different regions of the universe
undergo phase transitions to different minima of the zero-temperature effective
potential. There will be some correlation length £ such that the VEVs for points
of space separated by more than about § are uncorrelated. The length £ cannot
be larger than the particle horizon since no influence can have propagated over a
distance greater than this from the big bang to the time of the phase transition.
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In the presemt case, at high temperatures we expect {¢) to be zero and,
after the phase transition, some regions will have (¢} = n and some will have
{¢) = —n. In this way topological defects can form. Although a domain wall can
change its shape, topology prevents it from disappearing once formed because its
ends are at discrete minima of V. In general, there will be curved domain walls as
well as flat domain walls, with the curved walls enclosing a region of space inside
which the VEV of ¢ differs from the VEV of ¢ outside.

Many domain walls will form constituting a random network whose
evolution with time may be studied. The result for non-relativistic domain walls
is that the energy density (i.e. the energy per unit volume) of the domain walls
scales as R™', where R(z) is the scale factor of the universe. This should be
compared with the energy density due to radiation which scales as R~* and
that due to matter which scales as R (as in section 1.3). Consequently, as R
increases with time, the energy density of the universe comes to be dominated
by domain walls. The total energy associated with a plane domain wall with area
Hy 2, where Hyp is the present day Hubble constant, is far larger than the estimated
total energy due to matter within the Hubble radius. For example, for A not too
much different from | and n ~ 100 GeV, the former is larger by 12 orders of
magnitude. A larger expectation value for the scalar field makes things worse
{exercise 2). Thus, domain walls appear undesirable. This suggests that a theory
is needed which does not have disconnected vacuum states, such as {¢) = tnin
the present model, to aveid the existence of domain walls. Altemnatively, a period
of inflation (see chapter 7) is needed to dilute the domain wal! density.

3.3 Global cosmic strings

One-dimensional topological defects (cosmic strings) can also be produced by
phase transitions in the early universe. The simplest example of a cosmic string
[3] may be derived from the Lagrangian density for a complex scalar field ¢:

L= 3,0"3%¢p — V($) 3.1y
with N
V$)= 366 - n?)? (3.12)

and . and 5 are real constants. This Lagrangian possesses a global L/(1)
symmetry under )
¢ — e (3.13)

where o is an arbitrary constant real number. The potential V of (3.12) has a
maximum at ¢ = ¢ and minima with V = 0 when

¢ = ne'? (3.14)

where g is an arbitrary real number. The vacuum VEV (3.14) breaks the global
U (1) symmetry because it is not invariant under the transformation (3.13).
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It is possible to construct other extended static solutions as follows, Take
cylindrical polar coordinates (p, 8, z). The solutions in question have the form

¢ = ne™ f(p) (3.15)

for some integer »n and the function f(p) is to be determined from the field
equations. In cylindrical polar coordinates, these are (exercise 3)
&f 1df n?

—_— - -

& i g/ =fU- (3.16)

where
E=21"2pp. 307

The phase of ¢ will become undefined at p = 0 unless j¢] = 0 as p — @, Thus,
the boundary condition
fp)=>0 asp—0 (3.18)
is required to ensure a single-valued field ¢. Also, there is the boundary condition
fpy—=>1  asp—o0 (3.19)

so that ¢ approaches one of its continuum of minima (3.14) in order to minimize
the energy. Equation (3.16) may be solved numerically with these boundary
conditions. The scale of the distance is set by A}/25 so the vortex line or cosmic
string has a core of radius of order A~!/25~! outside of which ¢ approaches its
minima as p — o0 and inside of which¢ — 0asp — 0.

The energy E of the vortex line or cosmic string is given by

E= f B [Ve* Vo + V(o). (3.20)

Taking cylindrical polar coordinates, the energy per unit length (along the z-
direction) of a cosmic string of length ! is

E % L 8¢ 39 1 9¢* ag

T (G ) o
because (3.14) is independent of z. The last term in (3.21) gives a contribution
to E/1 proportional to f5° f2p~'dp and, because f — 1as p — oo, this

contribution is logarithmically divergent. Considering the energy inside a cylinder
of radius R and recalling that A~1/2p~! sets the length scale, we must get

E
7~ (Y2 R). (3.22)

This global cosmic string resembles the vortex line in superfluid *He where ¢ is
the condensate wavefunction.
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Like a domain wall, a (global) cosmic string is stabilized by topological
considerations. A cosmic string with asymplotic behaviour € as g — o0 is
said to have winding number n. The space of vacuum states (minima of V) is
characterized by e (as in {3.14)) and so is just a circle S1. If (for fixed z) we
draw a circutar path of large radius in real space encircling the core of the cosmic
string (where ¢ = 0), then, as we go once around this path in real space, the field
@ goes n times around the circle S' which is the space of vacuum states. Provided
that the cosmic string is either of infinite length or forms a closed loop, this is a
property of a cosmic string that cannot be changed by continuous deformations. It
is a topological quantum number which, at least at the classical level, guarantees
the continued existence of a vortex line once formed, unless it encounters other
vortex lines or divides into more vortex lines in such a way that » is conserved
(e.g. into # vortex lines with unit winding number.)

If we denote the space of true vacua (minima of V) by M, then the
topological entity involved is the homotopy group s1(M). In the present case,
the relevant homotopy group is i (S') which is known to be Z, i.e. isomorphic
to the integers. The winding number n € Z expresses this fact.

3.4 Local cosmic strings

If a complex scalar field is coupled to a gauge field, e.g. the electromagnetic field,
then the Lagrangian possesses a local symmetry, rather than a global symmetry
as in section 3.3, and a so-called ‘local cosmic string’ [4] or gauge string can
occur as a solution of the field equations. The simplest example is provided by
the Higgs model, which is the theory of a complex scalar field coupled to a U(1)
gauge field which we may take to be the electromagnetic field. The Lagrangian is
that of section 3.3 amended to incorporate the gauge coupling. Thus,

L = (Du$)*(D*¢) — JFuu F* = V($) (3.23)
with ¥V (¢) given by (3.12) and

Dy = (3, +ieAyL)d (3.24)

va = BFA‘. - 3»:““ (3-25)

where A, is the electromagnetic four-potential and e is the charge of the scalar

field. This is the same model as that studied in section 2.4, after adding a constant
to V and with a different definition of A,

As in the discussion of global cosmic strings, ¥ has a minimum at ¢ = neif.
However, the Lagrangian now possesses a local U (1) symmetry under

¢ — MWy (3.26)
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which is broken by the VEV of ¢. Using cylindrical polar coordinates, we look
for solutions for ¢ of the form (3.15), as before, but we must now also determine
Ay, For large p, with the boundary condition (3.19) so that ¢ approaches one of
its minima,

¢ ~ nei*® as p — oo, (3.28)
If we also arrange that A, has the boundary condition

Ay~ —ie7 13, inp/m)  asp - oo (3.29)

then D, ¢ and F,, both approach zero for large values of o and the energy density
vanishes for large p. Indeed, when the complete solution with these boundary
conditions is constructed numerically, in a way that we shall discuss shortly, the
energy density approaches zero fast enough as p — 00 that this cosmic string has
finite energy density per unit length.

The local cosmic string or gauge string carries magnetic flux. The amount
of flux may be determined by integrating over the area of a circle of large radius
R in the (p, &) plane with the asymptotic form (3.29). Then {(exercise 5)

fﬁ .dS = fA df = 2mwne”t, (3.30)

Thus, the local cosmic string characterized by winding number n carries n units
of magnetic flux 2re™!. Local cosmic strings are, therefore, quantized tubes of
magnetic flux analogous to flux lines in a superconductor.

To construct the required (static) solution for ¢ and A, we take

¢ = e £ (p) (3.31)
as for the global cosmic string. Then, since
_d. 13, 3,
V¢ = p o+ 290 ¢+ 32 Zk (3.32)

the boundary condition (3.29) suggests that we should take A, to have non-zero

components only in the # and é directions. Working in a gauge in which the
component A, = 0, we take

n -
= aa(p}o. (3.33)

The functions a(g) and f(p) are then determined numerically by solving the field
equations

D.D"¢ +Mo"¢ — nP)p =0 (3.34)

QW F* +ie(@p* D o — (D $)*) =0 (3.35)

subject to the boundary conditions (3.28) and (3.29).
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There are now two length scales in the problem instead of one as in the case
of the global string. There is the mass my of the scalar field afier spontaneous
spontanecus symmetry breaking which is obtained by substituting (¢} in V(¢).
This gives

ml = n?A. (3.36)
It is my that controls the rate of variation of ¢ for large p and, therefore, the
variation of f{o). There is also the mass m 4 of the gauge field after spontaneous
symmetry breaking which is obtained by substituting {¢} in the (D,¢)*(D*¢)
term. This gives

ms = en?. (3.37)
It is m,4 that controls the rate of variation of A for large p and, therefore, the
variation of a(p). The approximate solution is found to be of the form

f~1- fE” "’2exp( "5) asé — 00 (3.38)
a~1—atexp(=§) ast o> o (3.39)
where £ and @) are constants and

E=map. (3.40)

It can be seen from (3. 38) and (3.39) that ¢ is localized on a scale m" and A
is localized on a scale m, A . As a consequence, the energy density is localnzcd
without introducing a cut-off.

The energy per unit length of a local cosmic string may be estimated as
follows, The cosmic string has an inner core where ¢ is approximately zero (i.e.
a core of false vacuum) with radius

Ry 2 my' =2~ "2y (3.41)
and a tube of magnetic flux of radius
Raxmy' =e'pt, (3.42)

The energy density obtained by putting ¢ = 0 in V{(¢) is %Aq“. Thus, there is an
energy density per unit length from the inner core of the cosmic string of order
%).q“:rr Ri ~ . There is also an energy per unit length from the tube of magnetic
flux of order B2 R} where B is the magnitude of the magnetic field strength. From
(3.30), with one unit of flux, we estimate

B~ Ry (3.43)

Thus, using (3.42), we find that B2 Ri ~ n? and both the magnetic and inner-core
contributions to the energy per unit length u are of the same order. The total has
order of magnitude

u~n (3.44)
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3.5 Gravitational fields of local cesmic strings

To calculate the gravitational field due to a cosmic string, the energy-momentum
tensor produced by the string is required. (See section 5 of the review by Vilenkin
in the general references at the end of this chapter.) For cosmological purposes,
we are interested in cosmic strings of length much greater than the radius of the
inner core or the flux wbe. We therefore average the energy—momentum tensor
over the core of the cosmic string and treat the string as having zero radius. Thus,
for a long straight line with axis along the z-direction, we replace the energy-
momentum tensor T,y by Ty, where

Tuv = 8(X)8() f T,y dx dy. (3.45)
Lore

Invariance under Lorentz boosts along the z-direction shows that Too = 733 and
there are no off-diagonal components. The conservation law for the energy-
momentem tensor

D'Tyy =0 (3.46)

must also be imposed; DV is the gravitational covariant derivative. Then, by
considering { D/ T; jx" dx dy and integrating by parts, we conclude that

Ta=0 fori,k=12. B4
Also, since the total energy per unit length is g, we can now write
T.v = udiag(1,0,0, DEx)S(y) (3.48)
so that f Topdxdy = .

With the energy-momentum tensor (3.48) for the local cosmic string,
Einstein’s field equations can be solved in the limit Gyu <« | for the metric
in the region cutside an infinitely long straight string [6). In cylindrical polar
coordinates (p, 8, 2), the result for the proper-time element dz is

dr? = df? —dz? — dp® — (1 — 4G p)*p? d8%. (3.49)
This can be recast as the metric of flat Minkowski space by the transformation
6 = (1 — 4G yp)8. (3.50)
However, for 0 < ¢ < 2w, we have

0<8 <21(1 ~4Gyp) (3.51)

which limits the range of 8. This is called a ‘conical singularity’. Space with a
conical singularity is the same as flat space 0 < @ < 27 with the angular region
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Figure 3.4, Conical singularity on the space oulside a local cosmic string. ©® is the axis of
the string.

between 2a(1 —4Gyu) and 21 remm:ed. In addi}ion. because® = 0and & = 2
are to be identified, we must identify 8 = 0 and § = 2r — A9 where

A8 =8aCnu. (3.52)

Then, looking along the z-axis, space looks as in figure 3.4 with the hatched area
removed and points at the same value of p on the dotted lines identified. The
conical singularity in the space outside a long straight local cosmic string has
several striking consequences:

3.5.1 Double images [5)

A galaxy located behind a local cosmic string, from the perspective of the
observer, will acquire a double image. Consider, for simplicity, an infinitely
long straight cosmic string normal to the plane of the page in figure 3.5 with
the observer @ and the galaxy g being observed in the plane of the page. Because
points A and B are identified, as discussed earlier, two images of the galaxy are
seen, emanating from A and B, The angle between the two images Ae is given
by

diAa = dyAf {3.53)

where d| and 4z are, respectively, the distances from the observer to the galaxy
and from the cosmic string to the galaxy. As a consequence of (3.52),

Ao = ?SﬂGyu. (3.54)
I
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/
Aa)

Figure 3.5. Double image of a galaxy behind a cosmic string. & is the axis of the string,
w is the observer and g is the galaxy.

3.5.2 Temperature discontinuities [6)

Consider a local cosmic string moving perpendicularly to the line of sight of an
observer observing the cosmic microwave backgrouad radiation coming from far
off (dy =~ d> in the previous discussion). There are two images Py and P; of
the same point separated (sce figure 3.6) by an angle Aa = 8xGyu. If the
relative velocity of the cosmic string and observer is v, then Py and P; have a
component of velocity of order A antiparallel or parallel to v respectively. As a
consequence, there is a Doppler shift in the temperature of the radiation between
the two points. This results in a discontinuity 87 /T from one side of the cosmic
string 1o the other of order 8 Gy ptlv|.

3.5.3 Cosmic siring wakes [7]

A long straight cosmic string moving with velocity v across the universe will
deflect particles of matter. A wedge of matter with opening angle 87 Gy and
radius vs forms as a wake in time 7. This may be relevant to structure formation.

3.6 Dynamics of local cosmic strings

Once a network of cosmic strings has formed, following a phase transition in the
early universe, its evolution depends on the emission of gravitational radiation by
string loops. In principle, the classical field equations (3.34) and (3.35) provide
the equations of motion for a local cosmic string. In practice, when we are
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Figure 3.6. Temperature discontinuity due to a cosmic string. O is the axis of the string,
w is the observer and Py and P, are two images of the same point.
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Figure 3.7. World sheet for a cosmic string.

neglecting the radius of the string core, it is much simpler to use the equations of
motion for a relativistic string of zero radius which derive from the Nambu—Goto
action and are identical to the equations of motion for the fundamental bosonic
string.

We denote by X# the position in spacetime of points on the axis of the
cosmic string (where the Higgs field ¢ is zero.) Whereas a point particle may be
described by degrees of freedom X#(r) depending only on a timelike coordinate
T, to describe a string we need, in addition, a spacelike coordinate o which we
may take, for convenience, to be in the range 0 < ¢ < x. Then, the string degrees
of freedom X* (1, o) trace out a curve (see figure 3.7) as o varies at fixed r. The
action § for a relativistic string propagating in Minkowski spacetime is of the
form

T q n
S=-3 f dr j; do (- deth) 20,8, X 85 XY (3.55)
L]
where T is the string tension,

M = diag(1, = 1,..., =1) (3.56)
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and hqg(r, o) is a world-sheet metric of signature (+, —) where @ = 0 and
1 refer to r and o respectively. This action displays two-dimensional world-
sheet reparametrization invariance and also possesses conformal invariance under
a local rescaling of the world-sheet metric

Shep = A(T.0)hgp  SX* =0. (3.57)

With the aid of world-sheet reparametrization invasiance, the world-sheet metric
may be reduced to the form

huﬂ{f, o) = zr(t'd)ﬂaﬂ (3.58)
where
Nap = diag(l, =1). (3.59)
With the aid of conformal invariance, it may be further reduced to
hag = Nagp- (3.60)

The gauges (3.60) are referred to as ‘covariant’ gauges. There is still further gauge
freedom which we shall exploit shortly.

In a covariam gauge, the equations of motion of the string, obtained by
varying with respect to X* and h,g (exercise 6), take the simple form

wvp 32 32 "
O 0 XH = b—;—m Xt=0 (3.61)

with the constraints
aXF X,  IX*aX.

dt 3t 30 do (3.62)
aXH* X,
—— =0 .
gt Odo (3.63)
For a closed string loop, there is the boundary condition
X*(r,0 +7) = X*(1,0). (3.64)

The remaining gauge degrees of freedom may be used to choose the ‘temporal’
gauge in which 7 is identified with X? = ¢ (Minkowski time.) Then, the equations
of motion and constraints become

?
ax ax
o 90 0 (3.66)

axX  rax\?
ﬁ) +(¥) -1 (.67
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N\ R

Figure .8, Intercommuting cosmic strings.

- o D

Figure 3.9. Cosmic string loop intercommuting with itself.

These equations have oscillatory solutions and these will allow string loops to
radiate. Because the string loops are relativistic, the quadrupole formula for
gravitational radiation cannot be used. A relativistic calculation shows that the
power P emitted in gravitational radiation by a string loop is given by

P = yGuu (3.68)

where G n is Newton’s constant and y is a number of order 100 which depends
on the particular loop [8]). As in section 3,5, 4 is the energy per unit length of the
cosmic string,

This gravitational radiation is important for the development in time of the
network of cosmic strings that formed at a phase transition. Also important is
the process of intercommuting [1,9] as in figure 3.8. in particular, a string loop
may intercommute with itself as in figure 3.9 to produce two smaller loops. When
the evolution of a string network is studied [10], allowing for these two effects,
it is found that strings will not dominate the present day energy density of the
universe. However, apart from individval relic strings producing the observable
effects discussed earlier, the evolution of the string network will leave a relic
gravitational wave background as a result of gravitational radiation emission by
oscillating string loops. Since the gravitational emission is controlled by G %,
this will set a limit on g if this gravitational background is not to undo the
predictions of the standard model for nucleosynthesis. This is found 1o require
(1N)Gnu & 1073, There is, however, a tighter bound {12] set by the magnitude
of the cosmic microwave background fluctuation of Gy < 105, Itis possible
that particle production rather than gravitational wave emission dominates the
energy loss from oscillating cosmic string loops. In that case [13], there is an
even tighter bound Gy p < 1079,
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3.7 Magnetic monopoles

1t is also possible for point topological defects, magnetic monopoles [ 14], to form
at phase transitions in the early universe. The simplest model exhibiting this is
an $O(3) gauge field theory with SO(3) spontaneously broken te U(1) by the
expectation value of a scalar field ¢ in the three-dimensional representation of
50(3). The Lagrangian density for this model is

1

A
L= Dub-D*$— JFL P — 2@ -d— ') (3.69)

where the gauge field strength is
F2, = 8,A% — 3,A% — geapc AL AL, (3.70)
The covariant derivative of the scalar ficld is
Dyda = 3u¢s — geabeALde (3.71)

and a, b, c iake the values 1, 2, 3. Minimization of the effective potential
A
V=290’ (3.72)

fixes
¢l = n. .73

However, because of the SO{3) symmetry, the direction of ¢ is not fixed,
The magnetic monopole solution [16] is a spherically symmetric solution for
¢ of the form
@ =nf(r)F Q.74

which is a mapping from ordinary space to the $O(3) space, with the asymptotic
behaviour
¢ ~nr asr —» 00 (3.75)

The spatial variation of ¢ will be determined by the covariant derivative D, ¢
and so gn must enter the r-dependence. On dimensional grounds, we can write,
without loss of generality,

H N
¢ = %qr (3.76)
where
§=gnr 3
The required behaviour as r — 00 is obtained if
H
ﬁ -1 as § = oo, (3.78)

§
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In the absence of gauge fields, the contribution of the scalar kinetic term to the
energy is given by

E=1 f % hiddx (3.79)

where i = 1,2,3 is a (summed) spatial index. In spherical polar coordinates

(r.0.¢)

g, | 8¢as 1 3¢ 2
V¢a = T —50 rsing a¢ 3 % (3.80)

Singe F is a function of @ and ¢, but not of r, the large r behaviour of the integral
(3.79) for the energy of the monopole is controlled by

ar\? I far\?
e~ for | () + o Go) | a8

Thus, in the absence of a gauge field contribution to £, the energy of the monopole
solution would be infinite.

To find a finite-energy solution, we need the gauge field contribution to the
covariant derivative to produce a cancellation to ‘improve’ the behaviour of V¢,
for large r. This possibility may be studied by making the following ansatz for
the gauge field expectation value:

A? = 5;"” () - 1), (.82)

Then (exercise 7)
K(£) H &
grt

Tafli

Di¢a = (r?8ai — rori) + (EH'(§) — HEN 3 (3.83)
A dangerous term of the type H (§)r28,; /gr* has cancelied between the 3;¢, and
—g€abe AL @ contributions to D;é,. For %H(;) — 1 as§ — o0, this term would
have had the unwelcome asymptotic behaviour r=! as r — co. The surviving
terms are of order r=2 as r — 00, provided K (§)H (&) and § H'(§) — H(E) are
finite for § — oo, and a divergent contribution to the energy of the monopole is
avoided.

With the ansatz (3.82) for the expectation value of the gauge field, the field
strength is given by

Ki-1 K K-l
ng = ——r—z—ﬂaj + (r—2 - —F—- {€igpTplj — €japFpli)s (3.84)
The energy of the magnetic monopole solution may now be written in terms of H

and K as

E=4"—" ] des*z[ EH — H + HEK2+ GK'P (3.89)

Tiw2_n2g M a2
+2(K l)+Bg(H n)]. (3.86)
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Minimizing with respect to variation of H and X gives (exercise 8)

K" =KH*+ K(K®-1) (3.87)
A
2 2 2,2
E*H” =2K*H + Z—SZH(H £4. (3.88)

There is an analytic solution (15] in the limit A/g? — 0,

H(t) =£cotht -1 (3.89)
K (&) = & cosech§. (3.90)

Note that K (§)H (§) and £ H'(§) — H (&) are finite as § ~» 00, as required earlier
to avoid a divergent contribution to the energy of the monopole solution. In fact,

KEHE =0 as§ = oo (3.91)

in this limit. The comesponding energy, which is (at least at the classical level)
the mass m ¢ of the monopole, is given by

_4an
.

my (3.92)

More generally, it has the form
4 A
my = _’;7'11: (—) (3.93)

where A wrns out to be a slowly varying function,
The monopole solution carries a magnetic charge, which we now evaluate in
the limit A/g2 — ©. The solution (3.90) implies that
KE —~»0 as & — oo, (3.94)

Thus, as £ — 00, (3.82) reduces to

A? = _fi‘;‘; as £ — oo, (3.95)
We shall refer to
Bf = (V x &%) = deiu F5, (3.96)

as the ‘magnetic’ field, though we are not dealing with electroweak theory here
because the gauge group is SO(3) rather than SU(2) x U(1). With the gauge
field expectation value given by (3.95), the magnetic field is (exercise 9)

B = 8 (397)
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The surviving U(1) gauge group after spontaneous symmetry breaking by the
scalar field expectation vatue (3.74) is the group of rotations about the direction
7. The magnetic ficld should, therefore, be identified with the component B of
B in this direction: )

B="L (3.98)
Rr
Thus, the magnetic field is the field of a magnetic monopole with magnetic charge
dn /.

3.8 Monopole topological quantum number

The asymptotic form ¢ = 5# of the magnetic monopole cannot be deformed
contineously to the trivial configuration ¢ = nZ and, for this reason, the magnetic
monopole is topologically conserved once formed. This is reflected in the
existence of a topological quantum number defined as follows. The sphere AM
of all solutions for the expectation value of ¢ which minimizes the tree-level
effective potential is given by

ol = n. (3.99)

This defines the surface of a sphere and ¢(r) can be thought of as a mapping from
the surface X of a sphere in coordinate space to the surface A of the sphere in
the space of solutions. If we parametrize the surface T by parameters « and v,
then the element of surface on the space M is

dS =dSn = (iﬁ x @) du dv. (3.100)
du  Jv

The unit normal # to the sphere is ¥ and so

¢—(ﬁ x ﬁ) dudv = ndSs. (3.101)
du v

As the parameters # and v are varied to allow F to sweep out the surface X of a
sphere in coordinate space, ¢ sweeps out the surface M of a sphere in the space
of solutions, For the single monopole solution that we are discussing, as the first
sphere is swept out once so is the second sphere. More generally, for a multi-
menopole solution, it is possible for the second sphere to be swept out N times,
where N is an integer, as the first sphere is swept out once. Thus,

f " (?2 < ﬁ) dudv = 4N, 3.102)
T Ju v

If we continuously deform ¢, N cannot change because it is an integer, one in the
case of the single-monopole solution. It is a topological quantum number, which
reflects the fact that a magoetic monopole configuration once formed cannot be
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continuously deformed to the trivial configuration. Thus, magnetic monopole
configurations are stabilized in a topological way.

The topological quantum number N is selated to the magnetic charge. This
can be demonstrated as follows. Denote the ¢lements of surface and the unit
normal on the sphere in coordinate space by dS and . Then

= ar or
dSn = (5 x ﬂ) du dv (3.103)
from which it follows that
- a(ry, re)
€dSn; = ﬁdu dv. (3.104)
Noting that
¢ 3¢ _1fd¢ a¢\d(r.n)
w92 (aq X Brg) 3w, v) (3.103)

and using (3.103), the topological quantum number N' may be recast in terms of
coordinate-space derivatives of ¢ as

TR ISPIPOY (i AV A DY
4y’ N = 3 j;:e,,m,é (ﬂrj X arg) ds. (3.106)
The integral (3.106) may be formulated as a surface integral of ¢ - F j; on a sphere
L of large radius, where the F7, are the spatial components of the gauge field
strength defined in (3.70). For this purpose, we need a solution for F j; in terms
of ¢ valid for large r. As discussed in section 3.7, for a finite-energy solution
there is a cancellation between the two terms in the covariant derivative

Di¢ = 3¢ — g(Ai x ¢) (3.107)

such that the covariant derivative is of order r=2 for r — o0, whereas, separately,
the two terms are of order r='. Thus, for large r,

¢ = glA; x @) (3.108)
from which it follows that
1 1
Ai = —(¢ x 9;9) + i (3.109
.4/ n
where
o =¢-A; 3110

The corresponding expression for ¢ - F j; obtained from (3.70) is

1
¢ Fju= z,;;fi' (39 x Uu$) + Bjon — daxy). (3.111)
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Combining (3.106) with (3.111), the topelogical quantum rumber N may be
written in terms of the field strength as

g @
dan’N = '2_[ yxid - FjxdS. (3.112)
z

Finally, ¥ may be recast as a surface integral of the magnetic field on a sphere
X of large radivs. As discussed in section 3.7, the magnetic field in the model
with SO(3) gauge group should be identified with the component B! in (3.96)
along the direction about which the surviving U/ (1) gauge symmetry is the group
of rotations, In general, this is the direction |¢|~'¢. Consequently, the magnetic
field B is given by

B, = %Gijkﬁ - F . (3.113)

It follows from (3.112) that
N=—“Lf8-id.§. (3.114)
4T Jx

Thus, the topological quantum number N measures the magnetic charge in units
ofdnjg.

3.9 Magnetic monopoles in grand unified theories

In general, if we start with a grand unified group G and the symmetry is
spontaneously broken to M (at a phase transition}, then the action of any element
of ¥ leaves a vacuum state invariant. Consequently, distinct vactum states
correspond to the coset manifold G/ H . The logic behind this is that G invariance
of the effective potential means that starting from any vacuum state, we can
generate further vacuum states (degenerate in energy) by acting with elements
of G. However, when the element of G in question is an element of the subgroup
H, it does not produce a new vacuum state. The topological entity underlying
the existence of stable magnetic monopoles is the second homotopy group for
G/H dencted by 72(G/H), whose elements are inequivalent mappings from the
surface of a two-sphere SZ to G/H, i.e. mappings which cannot be continuously
deformed into each other. There is a theorem that x2(G/ H ) can be identified with
mi{H)/m(G). Here, m((7) is the first homotopy group of G whose elements are
inequivalent mappings from a circle §! to G and similarly for H.

In the example just considered, G = SO(3) and H = U(l). Also
mi{U(1)) = Z, the integers, with the value of the integer being the winding
number, i.e. the aumber of times we wind around the circle defined by /(1) as we
wind once around the circle in coordinate space. Less obviously, my(SQ(3)) =
Z3, the integers modulo 2. [n this case, therefore, (G fH) = Z/Z; or the even
integers. This is why we found magnetic charges in multiples of 47 /g which is
twice the Dirac magnetic monopole charge.
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When H is SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1), which will be the case for a phase
transition in which the grand unified theory breaks spontaneously to the standard
model, then my(H) is just m{U (1)) = Z, because m(SU(3)) and m(SU(2))
are both trivial. Thus, for such a spontaneous symmetry breaking, the resulting
second homotopy group is Z/m{G). In particular, if m1(G) is trivial, as is the
case for the SU(5) grand unified group discussed in section 2.6, then ma(G/H) =
Z and we have magnetic monopole solutions.

We now ask what masses are possessed by the magnetic monopoles in grand
unified theories. By analogy with (3.92), the magnetic monopole mass will be of
order 4irn/ g, where i is the expectation value of the Higgs scalar responsible for
breaking the grand unified symmetry and g¢ is the value of the gauge coupling
constant for the grand unified group at the unification scale. In the case of the
SU(5) grand unified theory of section 2.6, n, which is identified with ¢, is of
order 10'® GeV and gg is of order 1. Thus, we expect the magnetic monopole
mass m a to be of order 1016 GeV. In the case of the supersymmetric SU(5) grand
unified theory of section 2.7, with a unification scale of 2 x 10'® GeV, which is
1.5 orders of magnitude greater than in the non-supersymmetric case, a magnetic
monopole mass of order 107-10'® GeV is to be expected.

3.10 Abundance of magnetic monopoles

Magnetic monopoles form as the phase transition from the SU(5) symmetric
phase to the standard model SU(3) x SU(2) x U{(1) phase occurs. This is
the result of the expectation values of the Higgs field only being correlated over
some finite distance, The expectation values of the Higgs field at different points
in space will not be aligned to produce a uniform Higgs field over distances
greater than this, Thus, we can expect topologically non-trivial configurations
to be produced, in particular, magnetic monopoles. The number of magnetic
monopoles formed [16, 17] should be determined as to order of magnitude by
the distance over which the Higgs expectation values are corvelated [1,9].

There are two effects which can limit the range over which this correlation
occurs. The first is the statistical-mechanical thermal average over the product
of the two Higgs fields. For a second-order phase transition, this correlation
length is of order T,”! but can be larger for a first-order phase transition, which
proceeds through the formation of bubbles of the low-temperature phase which
then coalesce. The second effect is the general-relativistic particie horizon dgy.
Cormelations cannot occur over distances greater than the distance dy that light
has been able to travel since the big bang. For a Friedman—Robertson—Walker
(FRW) universe, as discussed in section 1.2, the proper distance at time ¢ from
any point to the particle horizon is

dr.l'

R—(;S. (3.115)

{
dH (1) =R(f)[
o
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Barring cosmological inflation (to be discussed in later chapters), the growth of
R{r) with time is according to Lhe power law

Rty ~ 1" (3.116)

{withn = % for a radiation-dominated universe). Then

dy(t) = —— G117
1—-n

provided n # 0. Thus, dy(r) is of order t. We require the particle horizon at
time #, that the phase transition is completed. A slightly different discussion is
required for second-order (or weakly first-order) and first-order phase transitions.
For a second-order phase transition, the phase transition is completed at the
critical temperature T.. For the radiation-dominated era of the FRW universe,
there is the connection (see section 1.3) between the time ¢ since the big bang and

temperature T

— ~152mp
t =0.3N, "T—2

where m p is the Planck mass (~10" GeV) and N, is the effective number of
degrees of freedom at temperature T

(3.118)

N. = Np + gNr. (3.119)

Ng and N are, respectively, the numbers of bosonic and fermionic degrees of
freedom for particles with mass small compared to 7, in the sense described after
(2.19). For approximately one monopole per horizon volume, the number density
np of monopoles should be

ATy ~ @ute) ™ ~ 172 ~ N2 T8m530.6) 2 (3.120)

where we have taken
dyt) =2t 3.121)

for the radiation-dominated era. If we compare this with the entropy density of
(2.21),

2n? 3
then )
nmlic ~ 123 =3
oy 106N Tom (3.123)

At temperatures below T. but above the electroweak phase transition, the
appropriate value of N, is that for the SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) standard model:

N, =106.75. (3.124)
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Thus,

np(Te) .\
T 10? (;;) . (3.125)

Assuming that the expansion of the universe for T < T is adiabatic, then
s o R™? and the ratio n m(T)/s(T) does not change. As a consequence, the
monopole contribution Cyh? to QuA? today is predicted to be many orders
of magnitude greater than the observational bound of about 0.15. For a nen-
supersymmetric GUT theory with 7, of order 10'* GeV and a magnetic monopole
mass mp of order 10'¢ GeV, Qprh? is 14 orders of magnitude greater than this
upper bound. For a supersymmetric GUT theory with T, of order 10'¢ GeV and
a magnetic monopole mass ny of order 1017-10'% GeV, the sitvation is even
worse with 2prh? some 18-19 orders of magnitude greater than the upper bound
{exercise 10).

In the case of a first-order phase transition, the transition does not proceed
until some temperature below T, at which the bubble nucleation rate for bubbles
of the low-temperature phase is of the same order as the expansion rate H for
the universe. We expect the Higgs expectation values to be comrelated within
a bubble but uncorrelated between any two bubbles. Thus, the number density
of monopoles (or antimonopoles) produced should be of the order of (§u'rg
where rp is the average radius of a bubble at a time when the bubbles have
expanded to just fill the whole of space. The umiverse supercools at the first-
order phase transition but reheats when the bubbles coalesce, so that the entropy
density after reheating is 22N, 7> /43, as in the second-order case. Thus, for a
first-order phase transition,

n 45 afd4 N
-si!- o mN‘_ITc 3 (irrrg) . (3-126)

The value of rp has been estimated {18] leading to a value of Qph? even larger
than in the second-order phase transition case.

In cither case, if magnetic monopoles form at a grand unified phase
transition, some mechanism is required to dilute the monopole density by many
orders of magnitude. The most obvious mechanism would be annihilation of
monopoles and antimonopoles. However, this has been estimated [16] and there
is no significant effect for ny/s < 1070 and, for larger values of nas/s,
the annihilation process cannot reduce ny /s much below 10-10, For the non-
supersymmetric case, this mechanism is ineffective and, for the supersymmetric
case, it can do no more than reduce the monopole abundance closer to that for
the non-supersymmetric case. A possible mechanism that can do the trick is
cosmological inflation, which will be discussed in later chapters.

After some mechanism has reduced the monopole abundance to a value
compatible with the bound on R,A2, any residual monopole density can have
important astrophysical consequences [19]. For instance, because the expectation
value of the grand unified Higgs field approaches zero as the centre of the
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monopole is approached, the SU(5) grand unified symmetry is essentially
unbroken in the core of the monopole. Consequently, when a nucleon encounters
a magnetic menopele, decay of the nucleon can be induced by the baryon-aumber
non-conserving interactions of the lepto-quark fields of the SU(5) grand unified
theory. In this way, the magnetic monopoles collected by stars in the course of
time will cause emission of radiation from neutron stars. This puts severe limits
on the flux of magnetic monopoles. More details of this and other astrophysical
effects may be found elsewhere [19].

3.11 Exercises

1. Calculate the energy of a kink or antikink soliton solution.

2. Compare the total energy associated with a plane domain wall with 5 =
100 GeV and area H{}‘2 with the known mass of the universe within a Hubble
volume Hy 3,

3. Derive equation (3.16) for the dependence of a global cosmic string on the
cylindrical polar coordinate p.

4. Check that the Lagrangian (3.23) possesses the local U (1) gauge symmetry
(3.26)and (3.27).

5. Show that the magnetic flux carried by a local cosmic string is given by
(3.30).

6. Derive the string equation of motion (3.61) and the constraints (3.62) and

(3.63) by varying the action (3.55) with respect to X* and &44.

Derive the covariant derivative (3.83) for a monopole solution.

Derive equations (3.87) and (3.88) for the form of a monopoie solution,

Derive equation (3.96) for the magnetic field due to a magnetic monopole.

0. Estimate the monopole contribution to Qn? in non-supersymmetric and

supersymmetric grand unified theories.

S oo

3.12 General references

The books and review articles that we have found most useful in preparing this
chapter are:

Hindmarsh M B and Kibble T W B 1995 Rep. Prog. Phys. 58 477

Vilenkin A 1985 Phys. Rep. 121 263

Kolb E W and Temer M S 1990 The Early Universe (Reading, MA:
Addison-Wesley)
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Chapter 4

Baryogenesis

4.1 Introduction

The success of the standard model in describing the fundamental interactions has
the consequence, among many others, of verifying the TCP invariance of nature.
This requires that, for each particle X having mass mx, decay width I'y and
quantum numbers Qx etc, there is an antiparticle X with the same mass and
width, mg = myx, I'y = Ty but with opposite quantum numbers (J; = —Qx
etc. One might, therefore, suppose that the world we inhabit would share this
symmetry and contain equal numbers Ny of particles and antiparticles Ny = Nx.
This is clearly not the case. We know that the solar system is made of matter
(protons, neutrons, electrons) and not antimatter, and the experimental bound on
antihelium is [1]

Mahe

<3.1x10%  ai95%CL. .1
ﬂ4He

Any region of antimatter must be well separated from segions of matter, since,
in any region where protons and antiprotons coexisted, their annihilation inte
pions with the subsequent 7% —» 2y decays would significantly distort the
cosmic microwave background. The data require that such domains of matter
and antimatter are separated by a length scale /5 with, conservatively,

i 2 3kpe 4.2)
the radius of our galaxy, and probably (2, 3)
ig 2 10kpc “4.3)
the scale of the Virgo cluster. _
The asymmetry between baryons (b) and antibaryons () may be quantified
by the difference in their number densities ng = nyp —ng. However, the expansion

of the universe dilutes both ny and ng and, hence, their difference, since, as

DOI: 10.1201/9780367806637-4 91
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explained in section 1.4, each scales as R(r)~>, where R(?) is the cosmological
scale factor. It is, therefore, customary to use the ratio

n=s — (4.4)

to measure the asymmetry. n, is the photon number density given by the
Boltzmann distribution (see section 5.1}

ny = 2JI'_T3 (4-5}

when the temperature is 7. From the measured microwave background (4],
T =Ty = 2,725+ 0.002 K at present and this gives

ny =411 cm™3, (4.6)

The present net baryon number density may be written in terms of the current
critical density, defined in (1.37),

3 mpHZ = 1.884% x 107? g cm™? (4.7)

b= a2

where # = Hp/100 km s~' Mpc™' measures the present Hubble constant,
mp = Gy'? = 1.22 x 10'% GeV is the Planck mass and (5]

h=00711700 4.8)
Then Q
ng = —Bp,_- =11 x 10‘5.‘.‘23&2 em™? (4.9)
nip
and
n = 2.65 x 107%Qh° 4.10)

where 25 = pg/p. measures the baryon energy density as a fraction of the
critical density. The measured primordial deuterium and hydrogen abundances
require [5]

Qph® = 0.024 £ 0.001 (4.11)

which gives
7= (6.36 + 0.26) x 10~'°, 4.12)

The conservation of entropy in a comoving volume, when the universe is in
local thermal equilibrium, means that the entropy density s also scales as R(r)~3.
Thus, the baryon asymmetry may alternatively be measured by

ng=— (4.13)
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where R
2n 3
= T 4.14
= g8t (4.14)
with s
Ti 7 T;
gesT= 3‘(r) tg 2 & (?) 4.15)

bosons fermions

counting the total effective number of massless degrees of freedom at the
temperature T, g; = |1 for a real scalar, g; = 2 for a real (massless) gauge
field, g; = 4 fora spin-% Dirac field and g; = 2 for a Weyl (chiral) field. We are
allowing the possibility that different species are at different temperatures. When
all T; =T, ges,7 = N, given in equation (1.104), and (4.14) reduces to (2.21).
This is an excellent approximation until ¢+ ~ 1 s {or T ~ 1 MeV). However, as
noted in section 1.8, it is not true today. The advantage of using 775 as a measure of
the baryon asymmetry is that it is conserved, as long as baryon-number-violating
interactions occur very slowly. The relationship between s and n,, is

4
ﬂ'
- ~ 1, 4.16
S0
7= 1.8gs,108. 4.17)

Thus, n is not constant in time, since g.s 7 changes as the temperature drops
and the number of effective massless modes decreases. The present entropy
5o = 7.0394n, ¢ and the same data (4.12) give

n8 = (9.03+037) x 107", (4.18)

So the challenge confronting theorists is to explain this small, non-zero
number. The natural assumption is that ‘originally’ there was zero asymmetry. In
equilibrium at a terperature 7 < 1 GeV, the nucleon and antinucleon densities

are myT a2
ny =nﬁ=2( o ) e'“'"”. {4.]9)

As the universe cools, the nucleons and antinucleons annihilate with a rate

Fann = 1N {Taqnv) (4.20)

where (...} denotes thermal averaging, oann is the annihilation cross section and
v is the relative velocity. The annihilation continues so long as the rate is larger
than the expansion rate 5 of the universe:

1/2 2
8np _ 2m /g A2 T
H= (3m,,) == (=5 - @21)
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assuming that the energy density p = (x2/30)g,.rT* is dominated by relativistic
particles. Here

Y 7 1Y
BeT = Z 8i (Fl) +§ Z 8i (?‘) (4.22)

bosons fermions
satisfies gu, 7 = go5.7 = N, (with N, defined in (1.104)) when all particle species
i are at the same temperature 7; = T'. {See section §.1.) The thermal average
{Cann¥) = M2 4.23)

and, at T = Ty = 20 MeV, the annihilation rate falls below the expansion rate,
nucleons and antinucleons are so dilute that they cannot annihilate further and
their number densities become frozen at

372
ny _ny _ 22 ("‘_N ? mmuity (4.24)
ny, n, (3 \2xTf '
~ 10718 (4.25)

using (4.6). This is far smaller than the value (4.12) which derives from the
measured primordial abundances of the light nuclei. Thus, the assumed zero
initial asymmetry is inconsistent with the nucleosynthesis data.

Of course, statistical fluctuations can generate a non-zero initial asymmetry.
At present our galaxy contains about 107 photons and 10%° nucleons. When
T 2 | GeV, however, the comoving volume containing our galaxy contained
about 107 baryons and antibaryons. Thus, statistical Auctuations might generate
an asymmetry

Ng—Ng~N (4.26)
so that, instead of (4.19), we have
1
ny = ny 10733, (4.27)

which again is far too small to explain the nucleosynthesis data.

The conclusion is that the initial baryon asymmetry must be non-zero to
explain the size of the asymmetry we observe today. Of course, the required value
may be input by hand as an initial condition but aesthetically this is unattractive.
The consensus is that the asymmetry derives from new physics in the early
universe. We turn next to the three necessary conditions for baryogenesis, first
derived by Sakharov [6].

4.2 Conditions for baryogenesis

If we start from a universe with a net baryon number B of zero and evolve to
one with a non-zero value, it is clear that baryon number is not conserved. Thus
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the first condition is that there are baryon-number non-conserving interactions
in nature. Aside from the baryon-number asymmetry itself, there is no direct
experimental evidence of such interactions and any theory which contains them
is constrained by the current lower bound on the lifetime (zp) of the proton (7]

1, 2 10107 yr. (4.28)

The generation of a non-zero baryon number for the universe, or
‘baryogenesis’, also requires that there are C- and CP-violating interactions in
nature. To see this, suppose that a processi — f, with initial state { and final state
£, violates baryon-number conservation, so B; — By # 0. If charge conjugation
C were an exact symmetry, then the process { — f, where { is obtained from i by
replacing all particles by their antiparticles and similarly for f would occur at the
same rate as the former. Since B; = —B; and B; = — By, the net baryon number
produced by the two processes B; — By + B; + By is zero. A similar argument
applies if CP-invariance were exact; parity reversal P reverses the momenta of all
participating particles but when these are integrated over the (identical} allowed
phase space the net baryon number produced by the two processes is again zero.
The TCP-invariance of any particle physics model (T is time reversal) ensures that
if there is CP-violation, then there is also T-violation and it is easy to see that if
T-invariance were an exact symmetry, then baryon number would be conserved,
Of course, we have long known that C-invariance is violated by weak interactions
and that CP-violation occurs at the milliweak level in kaon decays [8). There is
also limited evidence for T-violation in kaon decays [9]. Thus there is no a prier
need for new physics from this condition.

The final condition is that the baryon-number non-conserving processes
occur when the universe is nol in thermal equilibrium. To see this, consider a
particle X with non-zero baryon number in thermal equilibrium at a temperature
T <« my. The number density nx of X particles is given by

x ™~ gx(mxf)3fze(—Mx+ux)T (4.29)

where g x is the chemical potential. Likewise, in thermal equilibrium the number
density n 3 of the antiparticles X is

ng > gx{my Ty 2el-mx+up)T (4.30)

If X, X participate in baryon-number non-conserving processes, as required by
the first condition, then the process

XX - XX (4.31)

is allowed and, in equilibrium, this requires
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Then the asymmetry vanishes, since
nony —ng=0. 4.33)

Only a departure from thermal equilibrivm will permit an asymmetry. Such
a departure can arise, for example, during a phase transition in which gauge
symmetry breaking occurs. It can also arise due to the expansion of the universe
during the decay of a heavy particle.

4.3 Out-of-equilibrium decay of heavy particles

Given enough time any particle, no matter how weakly it interacts, will reach
thermal equilibrium. However, in an expanding universe, it becomes increasingly
difficult for any given species X of particle to remain in thermal equiliboium.
This is because the expansion dilutes the densities of all particles with which
X interacis and thereby inhibits the rate of the interactions needed to maintain
equilibrium; and also because the rate of decay Ty of the X particles eventually
falls below the expansion rate H of the universe and the decays are unable to
reduce the numbers of X particles to the levels required to stay in equilibrium,

Suppose X is a superheavy boson, having non-zero baryon number, which
decays to lighter fermions f in a baryon-number non-conserving process. Gauge
vector bosons and Higgs scalar particles with these properties arise naturally
in grand unified theories (GUTs) which unify the strong and electroweak
interactions [10, 11). At high temperatures T > myx, we assume that all particles
are in equilibrium, and that the net baryon number B is zero. The number
densitics of the X particles and their antipasticles are

nxy =ng= —;z—ng3 (4.34)

with gx = 2, 1 corresponding respectively to X being a vector, scalar particle.
Thus, using (4.5),

nx _nx 1

n, = 2y 28%- (4.35)
To maintain equilibrium densities as the universe expands, the X and X particles
must reduce their numbers sufficiently and, so long as they are able to do so, the
net baryon number remains zero. For T < my, the equilibrium densities will then
reduce relative to that of the photons. From the analogue for X particles of (4.19)
and (4.5), the relative densities are given by

eq
iy _ "% gxx?® ¢ my )3"2 -mx/T (4.36)

For baryogenesis, the most important quantity in determining whether thermal
equilibrium can be maintained when T ~ my is the decay rate Ty of the
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X particle, which controls the numbers of X and X particles. Unless this is
sufficiently rapid, thermal equilibrium densities cannot be maintained as T falls,
If at some temperature T 2> my the X bosons cannot decay in the time scale & "
associated with the expansion of the universe, then they decouple from the thermal
bath while they are still relativistic and their densities satisfy (4.35). Thus at a
lower temperature T < my, their abundance is much larger than the equilibrium
densities satisfying {4.36). The condition for this to happen is that

Tx S Hlromy - (4.37)
Using (4.21), this requires
3 5\ _
m% 2 5 (;) N, 2rymp (4.38)

assuming that all (relativistic) particle species are at the same temperature, so
£+, 7 = Ne. The overabundance which occurs when this condition is satisfied
allows the possibility of baryogenesis. Whether or not it is satisfied depends upon
the particular GUT model in which the X particles arise.

If X is a superheavy gauge boson, for example,

Iy ~agmy (4.39)
where ag = gé J4x is the GUT ‘fine structure constant’, Then (4.38) gives
my 2 N Pagmp. (4.40)

For the non-supersymmetric SU(5) GUT (which, incidentally, does not satisfy
the constraint (4.28) on the proton lifetime),

ag~F mx~10°Gv N, =% 441)

provided that the colour triplet, electroweak Higgs particles are superheavy, the
constraint (4.40} is not obviously satisfied. However, for the supersymmetric
SU(5) GUT,

ag~z5 mx~2x10Gev N, =% (4.42)

the larger values of N, and myx outweigh the larger value of a¢ and the non-
equilibrium condition (4.38) is marginally satisfied.
However, if X is a superheavy Higgs particle, its decay width

2
Ly ~ (ﬂ) agmy 4.43)
mw

can be much smaller than that of the superheavy gauge boson, because the Yukawa
coupling is suppressed (unless f is a top quark) by a factor m g /mw relative to the
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gauge coupling [10, 11]). Then the condition (4.38) can be easily satisfied, since,
in this case, we require only that

2
mx 2 N2 (%’;) agmp. (4.44)

In supergravity GUTs, baryon number non-conserving interactions can also
arise via hidden-sector effects [12]. Then X can be an observable-sector gauge-
singlet scalar which is coupled only gravitationally to observable-sector fermions.
In this case,

ry~—% (4.45)
mp
and (4.38) gives
mx < NMmp (4.46)

which is always satisfied. Thus, the general conclusion is that the decay of
superheavy scalar particles in a supersymmetric or supergravity GUT affords the
best opportunity for the out-of-equilibrium decays necessary for baryogenesis,

As soon as the age H~! of the universe becomes equal to the lifetime l";] of
the X, X particles they begin to decay and generate a non-zero net baryon number.
Using (4.37), this occurs at a temperature Ty satisfying

Hlzary =Tx S Hlramy - 4.47)

Thus, from (4.21),
Tiec < my. (4.48)

Suppose that the X particle has decay channels X — £ 1o a final state f,
producing baryon number 8,. Then the X has decay channels X — £, producing
baryon number — By, and the net baryon number produced by all of these decays
is

AB=T5' Y Bul(X > f2) - T(X = ). (4.49)
n

This gives a net baryon number density arising from the decays of
ng=nxAB>~n,AB 4.50)

using {4.35). Thus, the baryon asymmetry (4.4) is

]
n= — > -gxAB “.51)
y 2

or
ns _ 45¢(3) gx
nB = e T ——— .

s Tane N, A @.52)
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As anticipated, A B and, hence, the baryon asymmetry, vanishes if none of the X
decays produces a baryon number and if there is no C- or CP-violation. Further,
if thermal equilibrium were maintained any net baryon number produced by the
decays is cancelled by inverse decay.

The foregoing analysis presumed that the X and X decays release no entropy,
which is a poor approximation if Tgec < my. In this case, the energy density p of
the universe is dominated by X particles. If this is converted entirely into radiation
at a reheating temperature Tx given by

x? 3

p=px nymy = 30N.T; = -g;m},ri (4.53)
using (4.47), then
"_x=§£=§(45m%r§ )”" st
s 4mx 4 \4x3N.my )
and the baryon asymmetry becomes
ng = %:-—R};AB (4.55)

instead of {(4.52). Either way, it seems that an encouragingly small amount of
CP-violation is entailed to generate an asymmetry on the scale (4.18) observed.
To see whether it is, we need to calculate AB in the various models containing
baryon number and CP non-conservation.

4.4 Baryogenesis in GUTs

Grand unified theories (GUTs) seek to unify the three separate gauge groups
SU(3), SU(2) and U(1) of the standard model in a simple group G:

GO SUG) x SUQ2) x U(l). (4.56)

{See [13] for a review.} The GUT hypothesis is that above some high energy
(GUT) scale Mg,
Mg 2 105 Gev (4.57T)

G is an exact symmetry, which is spontaneously broken at the GUT scaie o the
standard model, which is itself spontaneously broken at the electroweak scale. In
this way the {low-energy) gauge coupling strengths (e, o2, a3) of the standard
maodel are all determined from the unknown (high-enesgy) coupling strength «¢
of G, by using the renormalization group equations to ‘run’ between the GUT and
the electroweak energy scales. We have discussed this in some detail in {10] but
the essential point is that the evolution of the coupling strengths depends upon
the matter conient of the low-energy theory. Since neither ag nor mg is known g
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priori, the GUT hypothesis can only be tested by starting from the values of the
coupling strengths measured at the electroweak scale and running to high energies
to see whether they converge to a single value (ag).

The known matter content of the standard model consists of three generations

of

w=3,1-%) B=~} L=0
di =319 =-4 L=0 (4.58)
Ly=(1,2-3) B=0 L=
£ =(LLD) B=0 L=-1

using the notation (m3,m2, YY), where mi1 specifies the colowr SU(3)
representation, a; the weak SU(2) representation and Y is the weak hypercharge.
B and L are the baryon and lepton numbers (the superfix © indicates the charge
conjugate particle}. In addition, the electroweak Higgs

b =12 %) (4.59)

is an essential ingredient of the standard model, whose discovery is currently
awaited, hopefully at the LHC. If we assurne just this matter content, besides the
12 gauge vector bosons of the three gauge groups, it is found that the coupling
strengths converge and reach a point of closest approach but not coincidence, at
the energy scale and coupling strength given in (4.41).

It is remarkable that the couplings come as close as they do and this in
itself lends general support to the GUT hypothesis. However, the failure to
converge precisely to a common value shows that if the GUT hypothesis is
correct, then there must be matter additional to that of the standard model,
Remarkably, the supersymmetric standard model, in which all of the matier
particles (4.58) have supersymmetric (bosonic) partners (sparticles), all of the
gauge bosons have (fermionic) supersymmetric partners (gauginos) and the Higgs
doublet 71 has a (fermionic) higgsino partner, does produce the convergence
sought [k4]. The calculated unification scale and coupling constant are given
in (4.42). (Supersymmetry requires an additional Higgs doublet

hy = (1,2.-3) (4.60)

plus its superpartner.)
This convergence represents the best evidence we have both for the GUT

hypothesis and for low-energy supersymmetry and it is, therefore, nawrai to
wonder whether a GUT with this matter content produces baryogenesis at the
level needed to produce the observed asymmetry (4.12) or (4.18). In a general
GUT, the matter content {4.58) (and Higgs fields) of the standard model, or its
supersymmetric extension, constitute partial or complete representations R of the
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GUT gauge group G. The coupling to the gauge bosons A: of the fermionic
matter has the standard form

£=) Ry*(d, — gcAM™"R (4.61)
R

where ¢* are the matrix representations of G corresponding to the representation
R to which the fermions belong. For the SU(5) GUT, each generation of
{4.58) belongs to two irreducible representations 5 and 10 of the group, which
decompose into representations of SU(3), x SU(2)L x U(1)y as follows:

5=GLP+2.-H=I[d.L.) (4.62)
10=03.20+31-H+ L1 1) =(0r.u5. ] (4.63)
Evidently the matrix 4 couples the gauge boson A: o fermions in

the representations R and R, where R contains the complex conjugate
representations, to those given in (4.58), i.e.

0.=32-H B=-1 L=0
#=(3,1% B8=§ L=0
d=3,1,-h B=} L=0 (4.64)
Lp=(1,2% B=0 L=-I
& =01-1) B=0 L=1

For baryogenesis, we are concerned with those gauge bosons which are coupled
to fermions with a net non-zero baryon number. In the case of the SU(5) GUT
with the gauge bosons in the adjoint 24 representation, all of the 12 gauge bosons
additional to the 12 of the standard model have this property. They transform as

3,2,-H+3.2.D (4.65)

representations of SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1). We denote the (colour triplet) SU(2)
doublet by {X, ¥), and the SU (3) x SU(2) symmetry requires that

my =my = Mg. (4.66)
The allowed decay modes
X = dv, ul, du’ (4.67)
Y — di, uut

are shown in figure 4.1.
All violate baryon number conservation. In all cases the difference in the
baryon number B and the lepton number L of the final state is

B-L = —% (4.68)
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Figure 4.1. Baryon-number non-conserving decays of SU(5) GUT gauge bosons.
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Figure 4.2. Gauge vector boson vertices in the minimal SU(5) GUT.

50 we may consistently assign (X, ¥') this value of B — L, which shows that B — L
is conserved in all gauge-boson-mediated processes. B, however, is not separately
conserved. Indeed couplings (4.67) and their complex conjugates induce the
proten decay modes

p— :rroe"'. xtv (4.69)

at a rate which, in the non-supersymmetric model, is calculated [15] to be about
one hundred times the measured upper bound implied by (4.28}. All of these
couplings arise from the Feynman diagram vertices shown in figure 4.2,

Higgs bosons are needed in a GUT to generate both the superheavy masses
needed for the non-standard model gauge bosons and Higgs particles, as well as
electroweak scale masses for the W and Z gauge bosons. In the minimal non-
supersymmetric SU(5) GUT, the electroweak Higgs doublet is accommodated
in a 5 representation A, which in addition includes colour triplet scalars Hj
uansforming as (3, 1, ~,_1;) of SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1). The Yukawa couplings
have the form

—J
Cy = xunho¥'H +¥My, nhy xienHm +hee. “.70)

where ¥/, x(; are the 5, 10 representations of SU(5) which include the matter
content (4.58) of the standard model. Ay, Ap are complex matrices (kv p) fp
acting on the (undisplayed) generation-space labeis of ¥/ and x(75). Then the
colour triplet Higgs particles have decay modes similar 1o those of the X-boson

Hy — ud", ul, dv 4.71)

all of which violate baryon-number conservation. These are shown in figure 4.3.
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Figure 4.3. Baryon-number non-conserving decays of SIX(5) GUT colour triplet Higgs

bosons.

As before, in (4.68), the difference in the baryon number B and the lepton

number L is the same for all decays:

-2
B-L=-%

s0 B — L is conserved in all Higgs mediated processes. CP-violation arises from
complex phases which cannot be absorbed by field redefinitions but, as we shall
see, there is no contribution to A B at tree level. These couplings arise from the

Feynman vertices shown in figure 4.4.
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Figure 4.4. Higgs {5) boson vertices in the minimal SU(5) GUT, Single lines represent 5
representations, double lines 10 representations,

We have already noted that, in the minimal S¥U(5) GUT, the requirements
(4.40}, (4.44) necessary for departure from thermal equilibrium are more likely to
be satisfied by the massive, colour-triplet Higgs scalar H3 than by the massive
gauge bosons, so X.¥ decays will not contribute significantly to the baryon
asymmetry of the universe. MNevertheless, for completeness, we consider the
contributions to AB defined in {4.49) from both sources. First we note that the
tree-level contribution shown in figures 4.1 and 4.2 is zero. This is clear because
in the Born approximation the process X — dw, for example, and X — dv
derive from terms in the Lagrangian which are Hermitian conjugate to each other,
so their amplitudes are complex conjugates. Since the kinematics of the two
processes is identical,

X = dV)|gom = ['(X = dV)|Boen 4.73)

and the contribution to A B given in (4.49) is zero. The same argument applies to
the decays of ¥ and Hjs.

At the next order, we need to include radiative corrections and look for (CP-
violating) contributions to A A arising from the interference between the Born
terms and these single-loop radiative corrections. For example, consider the
radiative cotrection to the decay

Hy— ust, (4.74)

shown in figure 4.5 (f, g are generation labels).
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Figure 4.5. Radiative correction to Hy —» ul.

The matrix element has the form
AM ~ (hphhhy) , In (4.75)

where Iy is the Feynman loop integral involved. Since the mass of the colour-
triplet Higgs satisfies
My, >> My +mg {4.76)

Iy is complex. To one-loop order, the square of the total matrix element M
satisfies

IMI2 — | Mol? =~ 2RefaMM])
t t
o 2Rc[(hphphy)fs(hu)gf1};] 4.77)
{no summation). A is the amplitude for the Born approximation, shown
in figure 4.3(b). For the corresponding antiparticle decay, we just replace all

coupling constants by their complex conjugates and the difference between the
rates is given by

T(H3 ~ ugty) — T(Hy — iigfg) o« Im{(hphphu) 5, (k) 1 Im(Iy). (4.78)
Thus, when we sum over the generation labels the contributions cancel, since
w(hphlhyhl,) = real. 4.79)

In fact, all such one-loop interference terms are the absorptive parts of one
or other of the two-loop diagrams shown in figure 4.6; the absorptive part is
obtained by cutting the internal (fermion) loop and placing the cut fermions on
the mass shell. The contribution just discussed arises from the absorptive part of
the diagram in figure 4.6(g). It is clear that all of the other diagrams also make
zero contribution to the baryon asymmetry [16]: the gauge couplings are real and
the scalar couplings enter only in the combinations

tr(hyhl,) = real
tr(hphl) = real, (4.80)
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Figure 4.6. Two-loop diagrams giving one-loop radiative corrections to gauge boson and
Higgs boson decays.

The first non-zero contributions arise only from the three-loop radiative
corrections to M3 decays, and ihe four-loop corrections to X.,Y decays.
For example, there are three-loop radiative corrections to H3 decay whose
contributions to the difference between the decay widths of H3y and Hy is
proportional to Im7T, where

T = uhhhyhl huhbhphlhp) 4.81)
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which, in general, is non-zero [17-19]. The Yukawa couplings hy,p determine
the fermion masses. The fermions in the three families of 10 and 5 representations
are unitarily related to the mass eigenstates, the connection being given by

8G
hy = Pm (4.82)
v Tamw v
hp = —SC RmpS (4.83)
\/-2mw
where P, (, R, § are unitary 3 x 3 mairices and
my = dlag{mfl Me, mll) (4‘84)
mp = diag(mp, m;, mg). 4.85)
Then
g 2 2 4t 2 pt
2ImT = —— te(mf;imy AmhA*, my Bm?,B")) (4.86)
16m%,

where A and B are the unitary matrices
A=P'R B=0s" 4.87)
It is easy to see that the dominant contribution to the trace is proportional to [20]
mim3m, f(6)sins (4.88)

where f(0) is a real function of the mixing angles characterizing the matrices
A, B and § is a CP-violating phase. Remembering that the total decay width of
the (colour-triplet) Higgs scalar is given by (4.43) with m g = m, the heaviest
fermion, we conclude that the baryor asymmetry deriving from the minimal
SU(5) GUT satisfies

4
agImymm, _15
ABS (5) e g (4.89)

However, using (4.52) and the observational data (4.18), we require that
AB =~ 6N, x 10710 > 1077 (4.90)

so there is no doubt that this mechanism cannot explain the measured asymmetry.
In any case, we have already noted that this minimal theory gives an unacceptably
high proton decay rate.

The foregoing discussion suggests that to increase the predicted value of
A B, we need to arrange that the asymmetry can arise via one-loop comrections to
the Higgs decays. This entails enlarging the Higgs content. The simplest method
is to include a second § of Higgs scalars H’, with a different mass or lifetime,
whose couplings are of the same form (4.70} but with the coupling matrices Ay p



Baryogenesis in GUTs 109
q ~H
-~
-~
-~
-
X, Y ANk X

™ S

q TSH

Figure 4.7. CP-violating, baryon-number non-conserving decays of X,Y bosons.

replaced by hy, ,,. Then, besides the radiative correction to H3 decay shown in
figure 4.5, there will be a similar diagram involving H; exchange. The difference
between the decay rates now satisfies

T(Hy — ugty) — N(Hs = il o Imlphbayhl 1imiyy  (@91)

instead of (4.78). In general, this is non-zero [18].

Unfortunately, such a model is unsatisfactory in other respects. It will have
flavour-changing, Higgs-mediated neutral current decays [21] and, i addition,
like the model with a single § of Higgs, it continues to possess the strong CP
problem. (See section 5.3.1.) We shall see later that the most attactive solution
1o the latter problem utilizes a Peccei—Quinn U(1) symmetry (22]. This requires
additional Higgs doublets, so that one doublet H is coupled only to dg quarks
and the other doublet H’ only to ug quarks. This is realized in an SU(5) GUT
by coupling one Higgs 5 to the matter (5)(18) and the other to the (10)(10)
fields [23]. Thus, instead of (4.70), we have

Ly = x[u]hm{-f‘rﬁj + X{u]hbx[xL]HigeuxLM + h.c. (4.92)

This looks as though the one-loop radiative correction shown in figure 4.5 is
now forbidden, since the exchanged Higgs has to have both D-type and U-
type couplings. However, it is allowed, since the Higgs mass eigenstates mix
H and H’. Nevertheless, there is no CP-violation and, hence, no contibution
to the baryon asymmetry, for the reason (4.79) given earlier. Instead, in this
model, the (CP-violating) baryon asymmetry arises from the decays of X, ¥
gauge bosons with a pair of Higgs bosons in the intermediate or final state [24,25])
(see figure 4.7), and a sufficient asymmetry arises for a wide range of parameters
[17,26).

Another variant of the SU(5) minimal model is to introduce a Higgs
multiplet belonging to a different representation, i.. not a 5. Since, in SU(§),

§x§=l_li+ﬁ
5x10=5+45
10x10=54+45+50 (4.93)
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Higgs belonging to 10, 15, 45 or 50 representations can be coupled to the matter
fermions. In particular, the introduction of a 45 Higgs representation also allows
the generation of sufficient baryon asymmetry for a wide range of parameters [17),

4.5 Baryogenesis in SO(10) GUTs

We have discussed the SU{5) GUT at some length, despite its inadequacies.
There are, however, other GUTs, based on larger (higher-rank) groups, which
some consider to be more attractive, and which, in any case, possess features
which are not present in the SU{5) GUTs. In particular, as a vector-like theory,
S0O(10) has the desirable feature of being antomatically anomaly-free. Another
attraction is the fact that it includes all of the fermions of one generation within
a single irreducible 16-dimensional (spinor) representation of the group. In terms
of the representations of SU(5) x U(1) C SO(10}, it decomposes as

16 = (1, -5) + (5, 3) + (10, 1) (4.94)

with the second number specifying the U(1) charge of the SU(5) irreducible
represeniation. The 5 and 10 irreducible representations are precisely those to
which the matter fermions are assigned in SU/(5), shown in (4.62),(4.63), and the
extra SU(5) singlet state, which musr exist if $O(10) is correct, could be a right-
chiral neutrino vg ~ vi: this latter possibility looks feasible as well as atractive
in the light of evidence [27] for neutrino oscillations which can, of course, only
arise if neutrinos have (different) masses and, therefore, possibly right-chiral
components. (The existence of such a state also allows for the possibility of
a Majorana mass term.) The inclusion of both of the chiral components of all
fermions within the same GUT representation means that charge conjugation (C)
and parity reversal (P) are naturally symmetries of the GUT and are spontaneously
broken when the GUT breaks to a gauge group which does not have this property.
This occurs at a high scale if, as it might, SO(10) breaks to SU(5) or to
SU(5) x U(1). This happens if, for instance, the GUT symmetry-breaking Higgs
are also in a 16 representation.
However, there are other possibilities. Clearly

SO0 D S0(6) x SOH (4.95)
50, since

S06) =SUM4)
SO(4) = SUQR) x SUQ) (4.96)

one possibility is that the SO(10) breaks at the GUT scale as

$0(16) Y8 SU@) x SUQ)L x SU@Ik = Gan. 4.97)



Baryogenesis in SO{10) GUTs 1

This happens if, for instance, the GUT symmetry-breaking Higgs transforms as a
54-dimensional representation. Then the d6-dimensional feermion representation
is given by

16=4,2,1)+(4,1,2)
= i Ve df &
- [( 4 )L‘( e )L] * [( —uf )L( —vg )L] (4.98)

for the first generation. At later stages, the S{/(4) breaks at a scale M, and the
SU(2)x breaks at a scale Mg as

sum % su. x vay (4.99)
and
Mg
SU@z % Uy, (4.100)
So either
Gazz % Gan ™ Gainy 2 G (4.101)
o M M, M
Gan = Gan = G321 = Gsm (4.102)
where
G2z = SU3)e x U(1) x SU(2)p x SU(2)z (4.103)
Garzr = SUG)e x UQIY x SUR)L x Uy (4.104)
Gay = SUM) x SUQ@)L x Ul (4.105)

and Gsm = SU(3)e x SU2)1 x U(1)y is the standard model gauge group.
The content of the 4 representation of $U(4) under the decomposition (4.99)
is
4=@3. P+, -1 {4.106)
since U/ (1) is a (traceless) generator of S{/{4). We have used a normalization of
the hypercharge Y’ which shows that, for fermions only,

Y=8-1L. (4.107)

This was first noted by Pati and Salam (28] and, for this reason U {1) is sometimes
denoted U(i)p—;. At any rate, unlike the SU/(5) GUTSs, it is possible to break
B — L conservation in SQ(10) models. As previously noted, the scale M) at
which U (1)’ and, therefore, B — L conservation is broken is not necessarily the
scale at which $O{10) is broken.

[n fact, the SO(10) group has an element D which interchanges the charge
conjugate doublets within the 16 representation (4.98). To see this, we choose
the decompaosition (4.95) sa that the Cartan subalgebra of $O(6) is generated by
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the SO(10) generators M2, M3, M>¢ and that of SO(4) by M, M0, The
Cartan subalgebras of SU(2), g are then generated by TE_R = i(M" + Mg.m)_
We first note that

D=M>MY (4.108)

where
(Mb),; = 8788 — 828} (4.109)

is an element of $O{10). The action of D on the underlying 10-dimensional space
is to reflect the coordinates x? «+ —x? (@ = 2, 3,6, 7) leaving the remainder
invariant. Thus, the effect of D on the Cartan subalgebra of SU(4) = SO(6) is
to reverse the signs of the generators

D 73815 5 7380 (4.110)
while on that of $U/(2), x SU(2)r
D:T} & T3 @.111)

Thus, )
D:4,2,1) o 4,1,2) 4.112)

as asserted.

Because of this, unlike the $U(5) GUTSs, a baryon asymmetry is often not
generated at the GUT-breaking scale but rather at the lower scale M) at which
U(1Y is broken. Whether or not this happens, of course, depends upon the Higgs
fields responsible for this symmetry beeaking and their coupling to the matter
fields. The Higgs fields that couple to matter must be in one or more of the
S 0(10) representations occurring in the product

16 x 16 = 10, + 120, + 126;. 4.113)

For example, with the colour-triplet Higgs panicles belonging to the 10-
dimensional representation, the symmetry {4.112) ensures that

T(Hy = £Q) = T(Hz » £Q) (4.114)

at one-loop level, so no baryon asymmetry results, similarly in the @ Q channels
[29]. However, if the Higgs content is enlarged to include a 45-dimensional, a
126-dimensional and an additional 10-dimensicnal representations, then with a
suitable choice of {45} we can break

SO(10) = G322 4.115)

in a way which breaks the D-symmetry (G3122 is defined in (4.103)). This is
done by ensuring that the non-zero VEVs are odd under D. In addition, the
extra Higgs content splits g; and gg, the coupling constants of the SU(2) g
groups, and ensures that the colour-triplet Higgs mass eigenstates are complex
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superpositions of those coming from the two 10s. This is sufficient to generate a
baryon asymmetry at the GUT symmetry-breaking scale [29].

The lesson io be learnt from these considerations is that a baryon asymmetry
can arise in such theories but that the energy scale at which it arises may be
much lower than the GUT scale, The magnitude of any such asymmetry depends
sensitively on the details of the particular model but, in many models, there is
ample room in parameter space to accommaodate the observed asymmetry.

4.6 Status of GUT baryogenesis

The discussion in the two previous sections of baryogenesis using the baryon-
number non-conserving interactions of a GUT was based upon the assumption
that the superheavy GUT gauge bosons or Higgs particles whose decays produce
the desired baryon asymmetry are, in the first place, in thermal equilibrium
and then, as the universe expanded and the temperature dropped, came out of
equilibriurn when the condition (4.37) was satisfied. It is at least debatable
whether this assumption is well founded.

We shall see in chapter 7 that there are strong theoretical reasons, and some
support from observational data, for believing that the eniverse went through a
period of ‘inflation’, during which the scale factor grew by a factor of order
10?7, so that the observable universe evolved from a single Hubble volume. It
is, therefore, essential that the baryon asymmetry we observe was generaied after
inflation: any asymmetry generated earlier would be so diluted by the inflation
as to render it utterly unobservable at the present time. This is the source of the
difficulty with the scenario envisaged hitherto. To generate the required amount
of inflation requires the inflaton potential to be rather flat: (the ‘inflaton’ (¢} is the
presumed field whose evolution determines how much inflation actually occurs).
This means that the mass of the inflaton is relatively low [30], in the range

me < 10105 Gev (4.116)

to account for the observed flatness and homogeneity of the universe and to solve
the horizon problem!, When it reaches the minimum of its potential, the inflaton
oscillates about its value at the minimum. As it does so, somehow, this low-
enkropy. cold universe evolves into a hot universe dominated by radiation. The
key question is: What is the temperature of this ‘reheated” universe? This is a
vital question because the bound (4.1 16) means that, in some cases,

my < 2my “4.117

where my is the mass of the particle whose decays generate the baryon
asymmetry. This is the case in the minimal SU(5) GUT, for example, where

b This is because mg ~ V¥ (), and the double derivative is constrained by the condition (7.45) with
V(9) satisfying (7.117).
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X = Hi s the colour-triplet Higgs panticle with
my, 2 10" Gev. (4.118)
In these circumstances, the decay
¢ — XX 4.119)

is kinematically forbidden, so if X panicles are created, they must be created
by thermal production in the reheated universe. (This is why our comments in
section 4.5 about the possibility in other GUTs of baryon asymmetry arising at
a scale well below Mg are pertinent.) So the next question is: What is the
abundance of the out-of-equilibrium X particles thus created? 1t is beyond our
scope to discuss here the calculation of the reheating temperature, the abundance,
and other questions which arise, in any detail. The interested reader is referred
to [31] and references thercin. We shall content ourselves with noting the
conclusions which have been reached from these studies. A mechanism called
‘parametric resonance’, deriving from nonlinear quantum effects, leads to a
phenomenon called ‘preheating’ during which copious production of X particles
occurs even though these are heavier than the inflaton. It appears that the owt-
of-equilibrium scenario, upon which our analysis was predicated, arises naturally
and that the right amount of baryon asymmetry is produced for a very wide range
of decay widths of the X particles.

Notwithstanding this highly welcome outcome, one is naturally led o0
wonder whether the observed baryon asymmetry might not have a different origin.
Although, as we have noted, there is evidence of (supersymmetric) unification of
coupling strengths, this does not necessarily entail the existence of a GUT. It is
quite conceivable, in the context of string theory for example, that there is no
GUT. If s0, the observed baryon asymmetry must have a different origin. This is
the topic to which we now turn.

4.7 Baryon-number non-conservation in the Standard Model

It is easy to see that the standard model Lagrangian, having the local gauge
symmetry group SU(3)c x SU(2) x U (1)y, is also invariant under the (classical)
global U (1) transformations associated with the baryon number (B) and lepton
numbers (Ng, £ = e, y, ) in which fermion fields y(x) transform as

v(x) > Py x) (4.120)
¥v(x) = My (x). @.121)

When 6 is local, the first of these (4.120), for example, applied to the kinetic term
produces a change 45 in the action

s = - [ d'x by 8,000
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= f d*x 69, (Y y* By ) 4.122)

where By is the baryon number of ¢. Since the remainder of the Lagrangian
density is invariant under the (global and therefore the local) transformation, the
(Noether) current

i = Z VruByv (4.123)

associated with baryon number, is dwergenoeless
*jP =0 (4.124)

and B is conserved at every order of perturbation theory. Similarly, for the leplon
currents,

W= Vyuleyy (4.125)
¥

However, classical symmetries such as these are generally not preserved at the
quantum level [32-34]. In particular, in a chiral theory, in which the left- and
right-chiral fermion states are coupled differently, as occurs in electroweak theory,
there are chiral anomalies resulting from the non-invariance of the field measure
DY Dy in the functional integral determining the generating function (34). This
non-invariance is equivalent to a further change 88’ in the action

1
8 = d*x 6@ (FLD, F#*DYB) — u[{FD, F*"®) B (4.126)
where F, - 19 Foy ) is the gauge field strength coupled to the left-chiral
component ¥y = i(] — ys)y¥ of ¥; 2 is the generally matrix-valued coupling
of the representation of the gauge group to which the left-chiral compenent yr,
of the fermion belongs, £y = J€uupa FP7(1 is the dual field strength and {, )

denotes anticommutator. The trace is over all fermions ¥. Similarly for F, (R).
Thus, combining this with (4.122), we see that quantum effects require that

1 -
i = — oy tUFS, P OB — (FD, P ®1B). 2D

For the standard model, we note that there is no contribution to the divergence
from the SU (3), group, because, for each quark flavour,

FiD = FR). (4.128)

The left-chiral quark states @y of the first generation are coupled both to the
SU(2),. field swength W, (@ = 1,2, 3) with 7 = g> %r" (t% are the 2 x 2 Pauli

matrices) and to the U(1)y field strength B, with strength g\¥; = g/ % The
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right-chiral quark fields u g, dg are coupled only to By, with strength g1¥g =
21 %, gl :31 respectively. Thus the baryon number current

jB=} Z GVuq (4.129)

satisfies

ak (3) = — ZWa Weary _ gt B,WB“ ] 4.130)

27:2 32728
where Ng = 3 is the number of fermion generations. (It is important to remember
that each quark flavour ¢ occurs in three colours.) The meaning of this important
equation is that the quantum average, the expectation value, of the divergence is
equal to the expression on the right-hand side in a fixed background field given
by the gauge fields Wj (x) and B, (x) [35].

In the same way, it is easily seen that the lepton aumber currents

f.c(sh) = Veypve + iyt E=ep.1) (4.131)
satisfy
1
(Ley _ ()
g jlLe 3# i (4.132)

and it foltows that (1/Ng)B — L¢ is conserved for each £. Also, defining the total
lepton number

L= E Le (4.133)
I 4

we see that B — L is conserved, even though neither B nor L is.
Both of the field-strength factors on the right-hand side of (4.130) are
expressible as total divergences:

B B* = 3, k* 4.134)
where
k¥ = et B, B, (4.135)
and
W;u WY = g, K# (4.136)
where

K* = eMPI[WS, WS + } g€ WaWEW!)

vp'lo

= 26#"°° (W, W, — i§22W, W, W, ). 4.137)

Note that, although the divergences 3,%* and 3, K" are gauge invariant, the
individual currents are rot. In the first instance, let us consider the {classical)
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background vacuum fields in the SU/(2), x U{1)y theory. The standard solution
is to take all fields to be zero except for the Higgs doublet for which

1 0
Y = = 4.138
¢ \/i(v) do ( )

where v is constant. Both K¥ and k# are then zero, of course. Because of the
SU) . x U(l)y gauge invanance of the Lagrangian, we could as well choose a
gauge transformation of this solution. Then,

$(x) = U)W (x)go 4.139)

where U1 {x) is a general element of U (1)y and U {x) is likewise a general element
of SU(2), so we may write

Ux) =a(x) +irt - b{x) (4.140)
with
det U (x) =a(x)2+b(x]-b(.r) =1l (4.141)

Thus, U/ (x) can be regarded as a mapping from spacetime into the three-sphere
($3) which is the group space of SU(2). In this gauge, the U(1) vector potential
is non-zero:

B = gi(auul)ul“ @.142)
}

but, of course, the (gauge-invariant) field strength B;""f is still zero and &# remains
zero.
k;“ =0. (4.143)

Similarly, in this gauge, the $U/(2) gauge field becomes
I

i
W —_@UW  =_1.W (4.144)
Tl 22 H 2 H
and, with the parametrization (4.140), this gives
v 2
W = —E(aa,,b —bd.a+ 3.0 xb) (4.145)

For future reference, we note that, using (4.141),

4
WL W = @) + (3,8) - (3,0)]
2

Yuv (4.146)

MWES

where v, is the metric on 5° for the spacetime coordinates. The vacuum state
described by (4.144) may be taken to be time-independent and such that i/ — B
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as |x| = oo. Then U effectively maps the 53 of real space, obtained by
identifying points at infinity, into the $* which is the SU(2) group space [36].
Such mappings are characterized by their homotopy class. Since

(8 = Z, (4.147)

where Z is the group of integers, any such mapping is associated with an integer
which counts the number of times the spacetime sis wrapped around the (unit)
§ of the internal SU(2) space.

Now, the field strength Wi constructed from W™ is zero but the current
K*# (4.137) is no longer zero:

K#® = —‘"%eﬂw WS WEWS), (4.148)
So
K{)vnc = 532 emjkecbc(wfm va:c Wf\‘x)
= —2gdet W™, (4.149)
Also
det WY = J/det G (4.150)
where 4
Gij= W™ W™ = v (@.151)
2

and y;; is the metric (4.146) on $3 for the spatial coordinates. Thus, if we define
K= f dx KO @.152)

we have that

16
= -~ [ @x Jdety
&

16
= - — dv

g s
322
&
where # is an integer which counts the number of wrappings of the internal 52
provided by the mapping U; the voiume of the unit > is 22, For a general
(non-vacuum) field configuration,

K = =~ Ncs (4.154)
82
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where Ncs is the Chern—-Simons number. It derives from the existence of a 3-
form K3y which arises because the 4-form tr{W) A W(3)) is exact; Wy =
Wy dx* A dx” is the field strength 2-form. Thus, in our (vacuumy) case, Ncs
is just (minus) the winding number n,

Evidently electroweak theory, unlike QED, has an infinity of topologically
distinct vacua, which may be labelled with their Chern-Simons number, These
vacua are not physically distinct [36): they are gauge transformations of each
other, as we have emphasized. Now consider the total baryon number

B= f d3x jOB (4.155)

and let the gauge and Higgs fields be general and have time dependence. Then
the baryon number B will also be time-dependent. In a time interval (1;, ), the
change is

fy
A8=f dfﬂgB:fd‘xauj“(m (4.156)
h

assuming that §® vanishes at spatial infinity. Note that using (4.130) this is
gauge invariant. Using (4.134).(4.136) and (4.143), we see that

NGg% 4 I
AB = nﬂ_zfd x 3, K

N
= - 682,k 4.157)

Now suppose that in this time interval the gavge and Higgs fields traverse a
non-contractible loop in the field configuration space, starting and finishing in a
vacuum configuration. Then the change AK is given just by the vacuum formula
(4.153), which gives

AB=—NgAn= NgANcs. (4.158)

In other words, in the siandard model, baryon-number non-conservation arises
in integer multiples of Ng whenever the initial and final vacuum states are
topologically distinct.

It is instructive to consider what is happening using Dirac’s picture of the
vacuum as the state with all negative-energy fermion levels filled [37). We start
(at ;) and finish (at t7) in this state. In the presence of non-zero field strengths
and Higgs fields, we expect the energy levels to be displaced at intermediate
times. In the (trivial) case of QED, for example, although the levels are perturbed
from their values at #;, they each retum to their original level at £, because the
electromagnetic field interacts with the left- and right-chiral fermion compenents
with equal strength. However, the baryogenesis with which we are concerned
derives from the chiral nature of electroweak theory: only left-chiral fermions
interact with the S1/(2) gauge bosons. Depending on the field configurations, this
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Figure 4.8. Fermion energy-level crossing in electroweak theory.

chiral property allows the energy levels of all of the (infinite number of) negative
energy states to be raised by one (or more) level such that at ¢¢ all of the negative
energy levels remain occupied. In the process, one (or more) of the positive energy
levels is occupied and we see one (or more) fermions produced. (See figure 4.8.)
Of course, if just one fermion is produced, angular momentum is not
conserved, and, in fact, electroweak theory with just one doublet is inconsistent:
it has a chiral anomaly. In the realistic case, each generation has four doublets:
three (colours of) quark doublet and one lepton doublet. Thus, with ng = 3,
there are 12 doublets in all and with the minimum of just one level crossing, 12
fermions are created, nine quarks and three leptons. An allowed process, which
has total charge zero, so charge is conserved but has baryon number 3 and each
lepton number 1, so that Ny — §B is conserved might create from the vacuum

uudeuddv, uddv; (4.159)

or, equivalently,
pn — Aet b, b, (4.160)

4.8 Sphaleron-induced baryogenesis

Al intermediate times between ¢ and fy, there are non-vacuum field
configurations, which necessarily have higher energy associated with them. The
situation is, therefore, analogous to a particle moving in a one-dimensional
periedic potential V (x), in which a potential barrier separates adjacent minima. If
the particie has energy E less than the barrier height, classically it remains rapped
in one of the valleys of the potential, oscillating between the turning points where
the total energy E = V{x). However, quantum mechanically there is a non-zero
probability of penetrating the barrier. In the semi-classical approximation, the



Sphaleron-induced baryogenesis 121

amplitude for transmission is given by the WKB formula in which the amplitude
is suppressed by an exponential factor

T=exp(—fx'pdx) {4.161)
X

where p(x) = /2m[V(x) - E] and the limits of integration x¢ and x| are the
two points at which the kinetic energy of the classical particle is zero, so that
Vixo) = E = V{(x1). Itis convenient to choose the zero of energy such that
E = 0. Suppose that xp is a minimum of V (x)}, so that we are considering the
probability of a particle in classical equilibrium tunnelling through the potential
barrier. In several dimensions, (minus) the exponent in (4.161) generalizes [38]

to
*
bEf lds\,?ZmV(x) (4.162)
x

0

(where ds? = dx - dr) and the integral is to be evaluated along the path for which
b is a minimum. The required path x(z), therefore, satisfies

dx
— —vV 4.163
mo ( )

with 1 dx dx
ima.a_v(x)=o, (4.164)

Equation (4.163) is just the Euler-Lagrange equation for the imaginary-(or
Euclidean-}time version of Hamilton's principle, in which the formal substitution
T = it is made, In other words, it minimizes the Euclidean action

Sg = fdl' Lg (4.165)

where | de dr
= -m— - — 4+ V{x). 4.166
Lg 5M O + Vix} ( )

Equivalently, it describes the motion of a particle in time t moving in the inverted
potential —V (x). It is clear then that the classical equilibrium point x¢ can only
be reached asymptotically, as T - —o0

lim x = xp. {4.167)

T=+—00

We can choose the time at which the particle reaches x, where dx /dt = 0 next,
to be r = 0. Then the exponent b may be written as

x L]
b= It:l.'x\/ZmV(J:) =f dr Lg. (4.168)
-00

xg
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For positive 7, the moticn is just the reverse of the motion for negative 1, so that

oS
b= %f dtLg = §8;g. (4.169)

-0
Thus, the quantum-mechanical transition rate I' at which the particle tunnels
through the potential barrier is exponentially suppressed as [39, 40]

e ¥, (4.170)

In a quantumn field theory, to find the transition rate between adjacent vacoa
we need a field configuration which interpolates between them in Euclidean
spacetime, as in section 2.9. We can get a feel for what is involved using an
observation made by Belavin er a! [41] and 't Hooft [42). For a Euclidean
spacetime,

fd‘x (W3, —wayt=o0. @.171)
So, ignoring the Higgs contribution, the action is
ifd"x Wi Wi, = ;lifd“x W:vaw

Se v uu

>} f atx W, We,

1 f d*x 3, K*

2
=3 AN @.172)

&

il

where we have used (4.136) and (4.154). So a gauge field configuration which
interpolates between vacua with AN¢g = 1 will have Euclidean action

Se(1) = 2—” (4.173)
a2

Already we can see that the tunnelling probability is likely to be incredibly small,
since
expl—Sg(1)] ~ 107% (4.174)

using
a;' > aZ)sin? 0w = 30 (4.175)

as suggested by current data. Of course, (at zero temperature) in a pure Yang-
Mills theory, such as this, nothing sets the overall scale, so we may not yet write
down the tunnelling rate per unit volume. To do this, we need to consider the
spontaneously broken theory.

A related problem is to determine the energy scale of the potential barrier
separating adjacent minima. The schematic diagram in figure 4.9 suggests that
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Figure 4.9. Schematic picture of the dependence of the static energy of the gauge-Higgs
system upon the field configuration [A, ¢]. The minima are topologically distinct vacua,
labelled by the integer-valued Chern—Simons numbers. The maxima, on this slice, are
unstable sphaleron configurations.

the barrier height will be the enerFy associated with a field configuration having
Chern-Simons number Ncs = 3. (Remember that Ncs is only integral in a
vacuum field configuration.) Manton [36] and Klinkhamer and Manton [43)
constructed just such an object. They assumed a static, spherically symmetric
ansatz in which the Higgs field

&{r) = h(imwr)U(rido (4.176)
with | o
0
= — 4.177)
#=5(")
as before, mw = %gzv and
W = é Fomwr)@UU™! (4.178)
where U has the form (4.140)
1
U= F[zlz + iy +ixrz] (4.179)
and 2
r=lrl=2+y 420" (4.180)

h and f are functions to be determined. The energy of the field configuration is
given by

E= f xS e(Wy; Wy) + § By By + (Di9) (Did) + V()] (4.18D)
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where W,,,, By, are the usual field strengths, D;¢ is the gauge covariant
derivative
Di¢ = 3¢ +ig:Wié +i181Bi¢ (4.182)

and
Vi) = re'¢ ~ 1) (4.183)

In the first instance, the U (1) fields are ignored, i.e. 8w = 0. Substituting the
ansatz gives the energy in the form

00 , . mu
E_—fo dgp(g,f.f.h.h,mw) (4.184)

where & = mwr, so that £ and h are functions of £ alone, and m%, = 2Av? is the
Higgs mass. The Euler-Lagrange equations which follow from requiring E to be
minimized may be solved approximately or numerically, with f and » required
to approach zero as £ — oo. Substituting the solutions back into E gives the
minimum energy in the form

Emin = 2_'.”33 (T.f’_) . (4.185)
a mw
The scale is set by the prefactor
MY s Tev (4.186)
a3

and the function £ is rather slowly varying: it increases only from 1.5 to 2.7 as
my increases from zero to infinity, taking the value 2.1 when my = 2.8mw. In
the range 25 GeV < my < 250 GeV, £ is well approximated by

E(x) = 1.58 +0.32x — 0.05x2, 4.187)

Allowing 8w # 0 changes E, by about 100 GeV.

Although the configuration has the minimum energy among those satisfying
the ansatz, it is nevertheless vnstable against perturbations which do not satisfy
the ansatz. This was to be expected too from the schematic diagram in figure 4.9,
in which the top of the potential barrier is evidently a maximum. Because of this
instability, the configuration was named a ‘sphaleron’, from the Greek meaning
‘ready to fall’. The energy of the sphaleron satisfies

8 TeV < Egpp < 14 TeV (4.188)

and measures the height of the saddle point in configuration space over which
the vacuum must be ‘pushed’ to reach a topologically distinct vacoum. This
suggests that the exponentially small tunnelling rate (4.174) might be evaded by
supplying O(10 TeV) of energy, for example in a pn collision. Then some baryon
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number non-conserving transition, such as (4.160), might be observed. Such
energies will soon be available at the LHC. However, it is not just the potential
barrier which has to be surmounted. The energy scale (4.188) suggests that about
30 weak gauge bosons must be created and assembled into the highly coherent
sphaleron configuration, so that the process is highly suppressed by phase-space
considerations unless the energy is considerably in excess of the sphaleron mass.

The other possibility, and the one which is of primary concem to us, is that,
at temperatures kgT™ ~ Espn, thermal effects might give baryon number non-
conservation at an appreciable rate. To calculate the thermal transition rate we
must remember that the effective potential becomes temperature dependent [44]
and, in consequence, so does the the Higgs field expectation value v(7) and,
hence, the W-boson mass mw(T). In fact, using (2,55), since A in (2.93) is i that
in (2.42),

172
] CcT T2
my(F=—gv(T)=m +li-— {4.189})
W 2% Y1 23ml ( le)
where my
mj = Vv = — (4.190)
Jm| ;i
at tree level, , )
1
¢ = 2L+ ZoosOw) (4.191)
47in" 20w
in electroweak theory and, from (2.54),
-1/2
1}
= —_— 4,192
=% (] + 4Am2) ( )
with Tp given by (2.95)
A e +2cost0w) 2]
To=Im|| s+ ———+ = . (4.193)
0=Iml [2 4sin?28w 4 ]
The measured values of the parameters give
133 GeV < Tp < 360 GeV (4.194)
with the lower bound deriving from the current lower bound [7]
my 2 1143 GeV at95% CL 4.195

on the Higgs mass. Then

Nl gyynio (4.196)
To
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with the upper bound saturated when my achieves its lower bound. The
temperature-dependent sphaleron energy satisfies

Eqn(T) = 2my(T) o 4.197)
a2
with
1.9 <& «2.7 (4.198)

and the associated Boltzmann factor exp[—Espn(T)/T] means that the baryon-
number non-conservation is unsuppressed when

T > Egn(T). (4.199)

However, this is satisfied only when T is practically at the critical temperature at
which the energy barrier disappears in any case. Careful analytical estimates of
the baryon-number changing rates, valid in the range
2Zmw(T)
o

have been made by Arnold and McLerran [45). They find a transition rate per unit
volume

2mw(Ty €« T & (4.200)

v

where the numerical factor ¥ ~ 1], although a {non-perturbative) numerical
‘measurement’ of the diffusion rate of the Chern—Simons number over the barrier
[46] suggests that this may be tco large by a factor of order 10.

At high temperatures where T > T, the Higgs field VEV v(T) is zero
and there is no sphaleron. The gauge fields, however, can still generate baryon-
number non-conservation. The energy Ej of such a configuration is controlled by
the a priori leagth scale £ of the configuration which changes the Chern—Simons
number N¢s. Presumably the scale of the action is set by (4.173), so

2n

Epl ~ —. (4.202)
ap

3
Ta _ x(zmw(r))‘(z'"T:’;_ﬂ) ¢~ Eme(THT (4.201)

To avoid Boltzmann suppression, we require

2
Ep~—«T {4.203)
azé
50 2
o —_ .
[ s {4.204)

Thus, the transition rate per unit volume is

Ty 1 a7 4
? ™~ E ~ ('2—;-) (4.205)
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if we assumne € ~ t. However, the scale (4.204) is also the scale at which
perturbation theory breaks down in a hot plasma and it has been argued [47] that
plasma damping effects increase the time scale, so that

t~ L (4.206)
a2
basically because there are fewer ways large field configurations can cross the
barrier than smatler ones. This means that

'y asT 4
— ~ —_— 4.207
7 “2( 2 ) (4.207)

and indeed a lattice simulation [48] gives

% = (29+ 6)a3T*. (4.208)

Numerically there is no difference between the two expressions.

At any rate, it is clear that there is no Bolizmann suppression at high
temperatures, so we do have a source of baryon-number non-conservation.
Whether or not it can explain the observed baryon asymmetry of the universe,
of course, depends upon the other two Sakharov criteria: the amount of CP-
violation and whether the system is out of thermal equlibrivm. The picture we
have in mind is that, in some region of space, there is a non-trivial gauge and
Higgs field configuration, of the type we have discussed, which leads to the non-
conservation of baryon number. To generate a baryon asymmetry we require CP-
violating interactions involving the quark fields. Then the transition rate for the
sphaleron-induced process with ANcs = +1 will differ (slightly) from that with
ANgs = —1. Provided that the system is not in thermal equilibrium, there is then
the possibility of a net non-zero baryon-number asymmetry.

4.9 CP-violation in electroweak theory

In elecuroweak theory the sole source of CP-violation is via the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix, which derives a CP-violating phase from the
unremovable phases in the Yukawa interactions of the quarks when we transform
to the mass eigenstates. The form of these interactions is

Ly =¢'drhpQr + vlirhy QL +hec. (4.209)

where Q; is the quark doublet and ug, dg the singlets, ¢ is the Higgs scalar
doublet and ¢ = ir2¢*. Asin equation (4.70), hy and h p are complex matrices
acting on the undisplayed generation indices of Oy, u g, dg. Also, as in equation
(4.78), we need to construct a diagram with non-vanishing imagiaary parts in both
the loop integral and the trace over generation indices. It is easy to see that (4.81)
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does not derive from a diagram allowed by the vertices in (4.209). In fact, the first
contribution arises at the f2+h order in perturbation theory, from the trace

Tiz = twh ] hyhl hyh b hph okl hykbhp) + he. (4.210)

Again we may diagonalize Ay and hp as in (4.82), (4.83), (4.84) and (4.85).
Then [49, 50],

12

8
Ti2 = s wlimu 'V imol 'V imu PV imo VY @211)
w
where
v =g0st (4.212)
is the CKM matrix and
Imy|* = diag(m;, m¢, m$) 4.213)

and similarly for |mpl?, Imy|? and jmp|2. Then

12
ImTi2 = sThﬁ T (m)(mb), (md), (md), ImlVy Ve Vi Vi) 4214)
™MW ikl

Now
ImIViy Vu ViVl = 7 ) €inpéjig (4.215)
pa
where J is the Jarlskog invariant [49]. In the standard CKM and Particle Data
Group parametrizations respectively, it is given by

J= sin291 sin &; sin 83 cos &) cos &y cos Bh sin s
= sinf2 sin Hy3 sin &3 c05 &2 COS 0,23 cosfnsinda. (4.216)

Then
8 222 22 2 32
ImTi2 = 64m'21(m' —mm; — mYm, — m)Y(my — m3)
W
X (mf - mz)(mﬁ - mg)
8%2 4.4 2 2
~ Jm momom?, 4.217)
7 i Rd
64m iz i

So we expect the scale of CP-violation in the standard model to be controlled by

the parameter
2

2

6 mZmim.m

Sem = A (;—2) J (—’ (i ‘) X (4.218)
T mS,
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With A ~ 10? perhaps to allow for the large numberof Feynman diagrams, we
still have
dsm S 1075 4.219)

using the current data [7]. This tiny number scales the difference in free energies
and, hence, the difference between the rates of the ANcs = =1 processes.
By #tself, it is sufficient to exclude the possibility of explaining the observed
baryon number asymmetry of the universe in the context of the standard model
electroweak theory, so extra sources of CP-violation are clearly needed. Such
sources arise naturally in the supersymmetric version of the theory which we
shall discuss shortly. Before doing so, however, we shall see that there are further
reasons why the standard model electroweak theory cannot yield the measured
asymmetry.

4,10 Phase transitions and electroweak baryogenesis

We have seen that electroweak theory possesses (sphaleron-induced) baryon-
number non-conserving processes, as well as CP-violation via the CKM matrix.
However, there is a rather general argument that these cannot generate the baryon
asymmetry of the universe in the absence of a phase transition or if the phase
transition is second order [51].

Suppose the latter and consider the universe at temperature T satisfying

my <T <T, (4.220)

with T the critical temperature of the phase transition. For a second-order phase
transition

1/2
mw{T) =mw (I — T—cz) . (4.221)

We can see this from (4.189) by setting C to zero. Then v(T') and, hence, mw (T),
approach zero continuously as T approaches T, from below; also, when C = 0,
To = T) = T.. As in the case of GUT baryogenesis (4.37), we now require
that the rate sy, of baryon-number non-conserving processes is smaller than the
{Hubble) rate H(T) associated with the expansion of the universe, so that the
baryons are decoupled from the thermal bath. The total sphaleron raic Fsgh is
obtained by scaling the rate per unit volume Fsph { V, given in (4.201}, with R°(1),
where R(r) is the scale factor, proportional to 7! in the radiation-dominated era.
Thus, roughly,

Tph ~ kT exp [— E‘LT(TZ] (4.222)

where Epn(T) is given in (4.197). With #(T') given by (4.21), decoupling only
happens when the temperature T° drops below T* with

-i/2
T‘ T aa mp 2
Tc [l + (mw % In T‘) ] . {4.223)
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This gives

*

071 < ;— < 0.88 (4.224)

£

correspending to the bounds (4.194). Thus the sphaleron-induced baryon-number
non-conserving processes with which we are concemed are not decoupled until
the temperature is well below T, but still well above myw [51] and, at these
temperatures, the exponential suppression essentially turns off the baryon-number
production. At the higher temperatires where the Boltzmann suppression is
evaded, the rate exceeds the universal expansion rate and the resulting thermal
equilibrivm washes out any baryon asymmetry. So the picture we have is as
follows: As the temperature drops below T, the symmetry breaks and the field
¢ develops a non-zero VEV at the minimum of the petential, as in figure 2.1
At each point in space thermal fluctuations perturb the field ¢ which then ‘rolls’
classically to the new value at the global minimum. If this phase transition is
second order or a continuous crossover, the slow rolling to the new minimum
means that the departure from thermal equilibrium is too small until T drops
below T* but by then the sphaleron-induced baryon productien has been turned
off by the Boltzmann exponential suppression.

Thaus, the only possibility is that the phase transition is firsf order. In this
case, as discussed in section 2.9, for temperatures T > T, the only minimum
of Vexr is with the systemn in the symmetric, unbroken phase characterized by
zero VEV. As the temperature falls below T, a local minimumn of Veg develops,
separated by a potential barrier from that at zero VEV, and below the critical
temperature (' < T} this broken phase becomes the global minimum, see
figure 2.2. Nucleation of the broken phase proceeds by the formation of bubbles
of this true vacuum in the sea of false (symmetric phase) vacuum. At some
supercooled temperature below T, the size of the bubbles becomes large enough
for them to overcome the surface tension effects and they expand to fill the whole
of space and complete the phase transition. Finally, for temperatures below T,
the local minimum at zero VEV disappears and only the broken phase is stable.

A baryon asymmetry may be generated as the wali of an expanding bubble
passes through a region containing particles in the unbroken phase. The Higgs
field changes rapidly because of the wall motion, as do other fields, and these
interact with the particles giving concentrations quite far from equilibrium., If the
baryon-number non-conserving processes and the CP-violating processes both
occur in or near the wall, a net non-zero baryon asymmetry can result: this
scenario is called local baryogenesis [52, 53]. After the wall has passed the
region we are discussing ts in the true (broken phase) vacoum with v(T) # 0,
so it is important that, in this phase, the sphaleron-induced, baryon-number non-
conserving processes are tumned off by the Boltizmann suppression, so that any
baryon asymmetry produced during the non-equilibrium era is frozen in. The
condition for this to happen is [50]

v(T;)
T

2\ (4.225)
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This is called the ‘sphaleron washout condition’. In non-local baryogenesis, CP-
violating interactions of the particles with the bubble wall produce an asymmetry
in a quanturn number other than the baryon number and the resulting particles
carry this asymmetry into the unbroken phase, away from the wall. Then baryon-
number non-conserving effects convert rhis asymmetry into a baryon asymmetry,
{some of) which is frozen in the broken phase after the bubble wall has passed.
If the speed of the wali is greater than the sound speed in the plasma, the former
process dominates [54]; otherwise the latter does but, in general, both may occur
and the total baryon asymmetry is the sum of that generated by the two processes.

We have already noted that the phase transition is (weakly) first order in
electroweak theory and that at the phase transition (2.61) gives

2CT,
P =v(T:) = 31" (4.226)
0 (T.) 2C
vid,
—_— = — X (. .
T 5 S 0.17 4.227)

which does not satisfy (4.225). In fact, requiring that (4.225) is satisfied would
require

my <47 GeV (4.228)
in clear contradiction to the cumrent lower bound (4.195).

The perturbative calculations of the corrections to the effective potential are
not g priori reliable, becanse of the so called ‘infrared problem’ that affticts finite-
temperature field theory [55, 56]). It derives from the existence of an expansion
parameter of the form

2 2

€= e—_nf%l'? ~ % whenm < T (4.229)
where m is some bosonic mass appearing in the propagators. Then light modes,
those with i < g%T, interacting with the Higgs are a problem that should be
treated non-perturbatively. The direct method of carrying out a four-dimensional
finite temperature lattice simulation is difficult because the weak coupling entails
the existence of multiple length scales which are difficult to fit simultaneously on
a finite lattice. Also, in practice, chiral fermicns cannot be handied efficiently.
Hoewever, all of these problems can be overcome by using a finite-temperature
effective field theory [57-59], obtained by integrating out (perturbatively) all non-
zero Matsubara modes, which includes, in particular, all fermions. The resulting
effective theory is then three-dimensional and involves only the surviving infrared
modes, the Higgs and the spatial components of the SU(2) and U/{1) gauge fields.
This theory is ideally suited for lattice simulations. It is found thay, in the mg—
T: plane, there is a line of first-order phase transitions that end at a critical point
after which there is only a crossover transition. The endpoint is known to high
precision and is at

mp =723 GeV T. =109.2 GeV. (4.230)
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Further, the condition (4.225) is satisfied only for
my S 10 GeV. (4.231)

Thus, the more accurate calculation of the phase transition shows that the
current bound (4.195) is far from allowing a first-order phase transition, let alone
baryogenesis.

This analysis also indicates how the situation might be improved. The
strength of the phase transition, as measured by v(T.)/ T, can be increased by
substantially decreasing the effective (three-dimensional) scalar self-coupling 23,
as js suggested by (4.227). This requires a new, non-permrbative degree of
freedom and this happens when there are extra scalar degrees of freedom, as
occurs naturally in the supersymmetric version of electroweak theory to which
we now turn.

In summary, the standard model electroweak theory does not explain the
observed baryon asymmetry for two reasons: (i) because there is insufficient CP-
violation; and (i) because the phase transition is too weakly first order (in the
sense described earlier) to suppress the erasure of any baryon number asymmetry

produced in the symmetsic phase.

4.11 Supersymmetric electroweak baryogenesis

We have already noted that the extra matter contained in the minimal
supersymmetric standard model (MSSM) might allow the alleviation of
the problematic features of the nom-supersymmetric theory that preclude
baryogenesis at the level observed in nature. Supersymmetry entails the existence
of new fermions. In particular, there are charginos and neutralinos, mass
eigenstates that are generically superpositions of the charged or neutral weak
gauginos and Higgsinos. There are also new bosons and we shall be specifically
concerned with top squarks. Diagonalization of the mass matrices of all of these
states generally leads to new sources of CP-violation. As we shall see, it is the
existence of new particles (and thereby of new sources of CP-violation), rather
than the supersymmetry itself, that might allow the MSSM to explain the observed
baryon asymmetry.

Now consider an expanding bubble of the broken phase, with the bubble
wall propagating through the hot plasma into the symmetric phase, perturbing
the (quasi-)particle distributions from equilibrium. Inside the bubble, baryon-
nuomber non-conservation is small, because of exponential suppression by the
sphaleron’s Boltzmann factor, provided that the sphaleron washout condition
(4.225) is satisfied. Effectively, baryon number is conserved inside the bubble.
However, outside the bubble, anomalous baryon-number non-conservation is
rapid. One way to see how baryogenesis occurs [60] is to think of the wall of
the expanding bubble feeling a ‘wind’ of particles in the symmetric phase. These
particles may pass through the wall into the broken phase or be reflected back
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into the symmetric phase region. The latter will interact and be slowed by other
particles approaching the wall, before eventually passing through the wall. Thus,
an accurnulation of pariicles develops in front of the bubble wall. As a result of the
CP violation, there is a non-zero difference between the transmission coefficients
of these particles and their antiparticles across the wall of the bubble and a similar
difference between the reflection coefficients. These differences, in turn, generate
local source terms for the net number densities associated with the particles
and, in particular, the Higgs number and axial top number, which appear in the
coupled Boltzmann equations, tending to pull the system away from equilibrium.,
These particles are chosen because they participate in particle-number-changing
transitions in the wall that are fast compared with relevant time scales but they
carry charges that are approximately conserved in the symmetric phase. Transport
effects then generate a local excess (or deficit) of lefi-chiral charginos (say) over
their antiparticles ahead of the advancing bubble wall. Unsuppressed baryon-
number non-conservation in the symmetric phase then convernis these densities
into a net baryon asymmetry, which is frozen as the bubble wall sweeps through,
provided that the sphaleron washout condition is satisfied.

All calculations [60-64], of ng in the symmetric phase are done using
coupled diffusion equations for the relevant number densities, which include
contributions arising from source currents generated at the bubble wall, scaitering
processes involving the top quark Yukawa coupling, as well as Higgs-number and
axial-top-number-viclating processes in the bubble wall and broken phase. Higgs-
number and quark-number diffusion terms are aiso included. There is general
agreement on the equations to be used (see (4.232)) but little on how to determine
the source currents.

We have also noted that the MSSM affords new mechanisms for satisfying
the washout condition (4.225) that are unavailable to the standard model.
Specifically, the possible existence of a light SU(2) scalar top squark fx (a ‘stop”)
that interacts strongly with the Higgs ficld might drive the necessary reduction
in the effective three-dimensional scalar self-coupling A3 needed o generate a
sufficiently strong first-order phase transition with a Higgs mass satisfying the
current bounds [65). Any such scalar gives a negative contribution to A3 at
one-loop level but a light feft stop 71 is inconsistent with electroweak precision
measurements. Numerical calculations [65]} have confirned two-loop estimates
and shown that these are even somewhat conservative. The conclusion is that there
are parts of the MSSM parameter space not excluded by experiment where the
electroweak phase transition is strong enough to allow baryogenesis. However,
besides needing a light stop m in < m,, there must either be a much heavier stop
m;, 2 10m; or else two independent light Higgs particles ma 4 < 120GeV. (h is
the scalar Higgs and A the pseudoscalar.)

The next question then is whether in this region of parameter space the
additional sources of CP-violation in the MSSM can generate source terms for
the various particle densities that are strong enough t¢ induce sufficient baryon
asymmetry in the symmetric phase, which is then frozen in as the bubble wall
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passes through. The most direct method of baryogenesis would, of course, be to
use the left-chiral quarks themselves, since any CP-violating contributions to their
distributions would directly bias the sphaleron interactions and thereby generate
a baryon asymmeiry. However, in the MSSM (but not in all two-Higgs doublet
models) the Higgs potential is real at tree level and CP-violating contributions
to quark masses arise only at one-loop order. Moreover, such contributions are
potentially suppressed by the GIM mechanism, as in the standard model. We are,
therefore, forced to consider CP-violating perturbations in other particle densities.
Specifically, we consider squarks, which couple to quarks strongly via the strong
supergauge interactions, and charginos, which couple strongly to third-generation
quarks via Yukawa interactions. Neutralinos also contribute but their coupling to
fermions is weaker than that of the charginos, so the transport of any asymmetry to
the quark sector is much less efficient and we neglect them. The coupled diffusion
equations that control the densities with CP-violating sources have the general
form , ,

Dit; +vpd; + Tl +E;4+--) = §; (4.232)

where & = u;/T with u; the chemical potential of the ith species, D; is a
diffusion constant, v, is the velocity of the bubble wall, I'; is the inelastic rate
converting species i into other species jf, ..., and §; is the CP-violating source
term created at the bubble wall; the prime denotes differentiation with respect
to the z-direction in which the bubble wall propagates, Different approaches
have been proposed for calculating the source terms [31,63,66], and it is unclear
whether they agree. We shall use the classical force method [63,64,67,68], in
which the particles move in the plasma under the influence of a classical force
exerted on them by the spatially varying Higgs field. Because of CP-violation,
particles and antiparticles experience (slightly) different forces. The source terms
in the diffusion equations are proportional to the thermal average of this CP-
violating component of the force.

For illustrative purposes, we shall follow the treatment of Cline er al [69].
The set of coupled diffusion equations can be simplified considerably by taking
account of the hierarchy of inelastic reaction rates I'; that change the particle
species i into other species j,.... The electroweak sphaleron rate T'p, of order
az‘T (see (4.205)), is the slowest and can be ignored until we are ready to compute
the actual baryon asymmetry. In contrast, the various gauge interaction rates, of
order a, T, are fast and can be taken to be in equilibrium on the time scale for
particles to diffuse in front of the bubble wall:

D;
a; T > 7 (4.233)

Then, in particular, the chemical potentials of the weak bosons are zero, so the
chemical potentials of quarks in the same doublet are equal:

5:;, = gb;, = "_;‘q;.- (4.234)
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Similarly, the assumption that supergauge interactions are in equilibrium implies
that

§p=¢; (4.235)

for any particle p and associated sparticle p. Intermediate beiween these
interaction rates are those of various inelastic processes, including those
associated with the interaction Lagrangian and ‘strong sphaleron’ processes. We
shall see in the following chapter that, although baryon number is conserved by
QCD, the axial baryon-number current

I =Y Grurse (4.236)
q

is anomalous and there are strong sphaleron solutions, analogous to the
electroweak sphalerons, that connect different topological sectors.  Their
contribution to the coupled diffusion equations conveys the CP-violation 1o
all quark flavours. The rate [y; of such processes is of order aj“T and
comparable with those arising from the top Yukawa coupling, so they must be
included. Although neither of the foregoing assumptions is a particularly good
approximation, it is believed, or at least hoped, that they lead to multiplicative
errors of at most of order unity in the predicted baryon asymmetry.

In the analysis of [69], the scurces S; of the CP-violating asymmetry arise
solely from the chargino sector. The squark sector is ineffective because, for
bosons, the CP-violating source arises only at second order in the gradient
expansion of the CP-violating mass. Charginos are mass eigenstates arising from
Higgsinc-Wino mixing. However, any asymmetry from the Wino component
can only be transported to a chiral asymmetry in quarks and squarks via mixing
effects, whereas a Higgsino asymmetry is transported directly via strong Yukawa
interactions. Thus, the set of diffusion equations to be considered can be
simplified by neglecting chargino mixing and dropping any Wino contributions.
With the foregoing approximations, the number of coupled diffusion equations
is reduced to those for the two Higgsino densities & and &; , which have CP-
violating sources S,—,1 and §; 2 plus those for the third quark generation doublet
&,, and the right-chiral top &, and those for first- and second-generation doubleis
£;,, and right-chiral singlets &, which are coupled to the first four equations
only by strong-sphaleron interactions. The equations may be solved numerically
and the last step is to calculate the baryon asymmetry induced by weak sphaleron
effects on the CP-viclating asymmetries &;.

Since the weak sphaleron derives entirely from the SU(2),. component of
the electroweak gange group, the baryon asymmetry results from left-chiral quark
and lepton asymmetries in front of the bubble wall. The latter are essentially zero
in this approach and the former enter the baryon-number-violating rate equation

dng 3 ng
SE-cr, (gﬂ - Aﬁ) “4.237)
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via

-’,‘n = 3(51;1 +Eq2 +§q;) (4238)
because each doublet occurs in three colours. Here Iy is the weak-sphaleron
baryon-number non-conserving rate (4.205) or (4.208). The second term on the
right-hand side is the Boltizmann term by which the baryon number would relax
to zero if the sphaleron processes had time to equilibriate in front of the bubble
wall. The ng here is, therefore, related to the quark and lepton asymmetries, 1,
and pg, that result from equilibriating all flavour-changing interactions that are
faster than the sphaleron rate Iy in the symmetric phase. Thus, A is given by

na
Ay =g+ ; e (4.239)

since each sphaleron creates nine quarks and three leptons. All quarks have the
same chemical potential, because of efficient mixing, but lepton mixing might be
weak. The calculation of these chemical potentials depends on which interactions
equilibriate on the relevant timescale. The asymmetry n4 for any particle species
a is given by
Ha T?
6

where x, = [, 2, respectively, when a is a fermion ot boson. In electroweak
baryogenesis, the relevant time scale is I ! and, on this scale, both chiralities of
all six quark flavours in three colours do equilibriate and we include a number
Niq of light squarks. Thus, from the quarks and squarks, we have

(4.240)

RA=ng — N5 =Kg

ng = %(ng +nsp) = %[6 x3Ix2+2x 31\"“,]1"2 (4.241)
so that .
- ne qu -
e = 313 (l + ; ) . (4.242)
Similarly, since only the left-chiral leptons equilibriate, but not the right,
ne = %ugTz (4.243)
and
ny ng
X‘:m=3ztj-ﬁ=3}-z. (4.244)
Thus, 1
9 qu -
A== — . )
2(l-l- 3 ) +3 (4.245)

The solution of (4.237) is found by transforming te the wall frame in which
8y ~» —vyd;. Then

_ 3rsp|| fw bz
np =5 - A dzég e (4.246)
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where

T 20,73

Consequently, the quark asymmetry &g, , found from solving the coupled diffusion
equations in terms of the Higgsino sources S,;l(z) and ng(z), determines the
baryon asymmetry ng and, hence, the baryon-to-photon and baryon-te-entropy
ratiosng = ng/ny, = Tng/s.

The conclusion is that the MSSM can explain the observed value (4.18) but
several independent parameters must be optimally tuned to do so. First, the CP-
violating phase in the chargino mass matrix must be close to maximal. In order
to accommodate experimental data on electric dipole moments, especially that
of mercury, this requires that the lower generation squarks must have masses of
order 10 TeV. Actually this is necessary to maximize the chiral quark asymmetry.
Alsc m;, ~ 10 TeV is required to give sufficiently large radiative corrections to
my, given the already noted need for a light f (m ir < my) to satisfy the washout
condition. In addition, tan 8 = v, /vy < 3 is required, the wall velocity v,, must
be close to its optimal value of 0.02 and the walls should be as thin as they can be
for the validity of the classical force method, about 6/T. (v, 4 are, respectively,
the VEVs of the (two) Higgs doublets #; in (4.59), used to give masses to the
uplike quarks, and k7 in {4.60), used to give masses to the downlike quarks.)
Similar conclusions have been reached by Huber and Schmidt [70].

Although the MSSM can explain the observed baryon asymmetry, it is
evidently not generic. The region of parameter space in which it does so is
very constrained, and might well be excluded by future experiments that set
new bounds on sparticle masses, for example. We therefore comment briefly on
alternatives that have been proposed but which, however, have not been as fully
studied as the other methods we have described.

b (4.247)

412 Affleck-Dine baryogenesis

The discussion of baryogenesis in the previous section made hardly any use
of the supersymmetry of the MSSM. Rather, the MSSM supplied new ficlds
that strengthened the first-order phase transition and which also developed the
chiral asymmetries that were subsequently converted to a baryon asymmetry.
In contrast, the Affleck-Dine mechanism [71] uses a generic feature of any
supersymrnetric theory, namely the existence of ‘flat’ directions, to generate
a large VEV for a field carrying non-zero B — L in the early universe; at
temperatures higher than the electroweak phase transition, we have already
noted that weak sphaleron processes are in equilibrium, sc that any B + L
asymmetry is erased. In fact, perrurbative baryon-number conservation in the
MSSM is achieved by imposing a discrete R-symmetry that has the effect of
excluding certain dimension-four operators from the superpotential that would
otherwise explicitly generate baryon-number non-conservation, see (11] for
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example. Even so, there remains the possibility of dimension-five, and higher,
non-renormalizable operators, whose effects are suppressed by at least one
power of a (hopefully) superheavy scale M, e.g. the Planck mass mp. The
alternative approach to baryogenesis, proposed by Affleck-Dine utilizes both of
these features.

First, recall that in a supersymmetric theory there are scalar fields with
non-zero baryon or lepton number. Before supersymmetry breaking, there are
generally many (D- and F-) flat directions. These are directions (in field
configuration space) along which the potential is a constamt (i.e. ‘flat’). These
include directions that allow gauge invariant combinations of squark and/or
slepton fields to develop non-zerc VEVs. For example [72), the MSSM
superpotential (see [11])

W = 2 QHuu + Ag QHad" + A LHae¢ (4.248)
has an F-flat direction parametrized by the complex field ¢ as follows:

QT:(g) L1=(g) dg:qﬁ (4.249)

with all other fields zero; subscripts label the generations, and superscripts are
colour labels. The auxiliary F-terms (Fp = aW/9®, as in section 2.7) of all
chiral superfields & vanish in this direction, and the fact that ¢ is complex shows
that there is global U (1) symmetry associated with it. This direction is also D-
flat. In other words, the D-terms (D® = } 4 &9, as in section 2.7 for all
three gauge groups also vanish. It follows that the scalar potential

V=1YgDiDi+3 F3Fo (4.250)
i ¢

is zero and, therefore, fat in this direction (the summed index g runs over the
adjoint representation of the corresponding group.) Thus, the scalar particle
associated with the field ¢ is massless. Fields such as this, associated with flat
directions, are called ‘moduli’ fields and the massless particles associated with
them raise cosmological questions that we shall discuss later. In our example, the
combination of non-zero fields associated with the flat direction

X = QYL d5*° (4.251)

is gauge invariant and has B — L = =1. In general, the gauge-invariant
combination X is proportional to a power of the field parametrizing the flat
direction:

X xg¢™ (4.252)

In our example, m = 3. As detailed later, various effects lift the flatness and may
allow ¢ 1o develop a VEV. If these VEVs are large, the subsequent evelution of
the universe can develop a substantial baryon asymmetry.
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To see how, recall that the superpotential W is expected to have higher-order,
non-rencrmalizable terms. These must be gauge and R-parity invariant. Thus,
focusing on a single flat direction, in general

A " Y
wm- = WX = m‘_—a¢n (4.253)
where n = mk; k is even if X has odd R-parity, as in the previous example, and M
is some large mass. This gives F-terms that are non-zero in the specifed direction.
Note, however, that although the superpotential Wy does not conserve U{l) g,

the scalar potential V derived from it does:;

_ P
T Min-6

Vee |22 (4.254)

since it is proportional to (¢*@)*~".

We shall see later, in chapter 7, that there is good reason for believing that
in the early universe there was a period of ‘inflation’, during which the Hubble
constant H was approximately constant. The second, and most important, point
is that global supersymmetry is necessarily broken during inflation. Since the
vacuum energy

(V)= 8_'}32:“}. (4.255)

is non-zero, there must be non-zero F and/or D components for some matter
fields, and a soft potential develops. This includes a mass term for the (erstwhile
massless} moduli field ¢, of order H, the {(instantaneous) Hubble constant [72],
In fact, H ~ 108313 Gev during inflation, as can be seen from (7.41) with
V(¢) given by (7.115) in order to explain the observed cosmic microwave
background. A mass term too conserves B — L. The supersymmetry breaking
also induces {soft) A-terms in the scalar potential. These have the same form as
the superpotential W, so, in our example, they have the form

A
Va= W‘ﬁ“ +he, {4.256)

Like the mass term, the scale of A is of order the current Hubble constant H.
Note that such terms do not conserve B — L and this is the source of the (8 — L)-
violation necessary to generate a net B — L in the evolution of the flat direction,
The Sakharov criteria, necessary for baryogenesis, also require CP-violation and
we shall see later that a CP-violating phase difference between this A-term and
that arising from the hidden-sector supersymmetry breaking is essential to getting
a non-zero baryon asymmetry at the end.
The equation of motion for the field ¢ is

v

$+3Hb+ 5 =0 (4.257)
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where V is the potential obtained by combining the contributions from V. in
(4.254), V4 in (4.256) and the mass term for ¢. It has the form

arHig" 2912
nMn—3 + h-c-) +iA| M6 (4.258)

where Hj is the (approximately constant) value of the Hubble parameter during
inflation and a, ¢ are constants of O(1). This, of course, is just the equation of a
damped osciliator and the important point is that, during inflation, it is close to
being critically damped. If ¢ < 0, which corresponds to positive mass-squared for
¢, V has a minimum at ¢ = C. In this case, the average value of the field evolves
exponentially to ¢ = O and the Yarge value at the end of inflation needed to get
a baryon asymmetry is not achieved {72). However, if ¢ > 0, which, in general,
requires non-minimal Kihler terms, V has a single minimum at ¢, where

1/ta=2)
HyM™—3
ol = (EJT‘) (4.259)

V = —cH}9i + (

with § a numerical constant which depends on a, ¢, n. Thus, |¢y| is parametrically
between Hy and M, which can easily be large. In the angular direction, the
potential varies as cos(arga + argi + narg¢) and has n degenerate minima.
Further, again because of the near critical damping, the field evolves rapidly 10
one of these minima, provided ¢ is not too smali [72]. Thus, at the end of inflation,
the average value of the ficld has a large value with a weli-defined phase, which
is constant over scales large compared with the horizon.

This sets the boundary condition for the next era. After inflation the universe
enters a matter-dominated era in which the Hubble constant is explicitly time-
dependent: "

H= Ey (4.260)
(see section 1.4). The equation of motion is still given by (4.257), with V of
the form (4.258) but with H now given by (4.260). As 7 increases, H decreases,
so that the instantancous minimum of V also decreases. Solving the equation of
motion reveals that ¢ tracks just behind this decreasing minimum.

This evolution continues until H# ~ m3p2 ~ 1 TeV, where m3; is the
gravitino mass. At that point, the soft supersymmetry-breaking terms from the
hidden sector become comparable with those arising from inflation and, at later
times, dominate the evolution. The hidden-sector terms contribute a positive
mass-squared term for ¢ as well as an A-term, both having scales determined
by m3;2. Thus, the additional contribution to the potential V has the form

nMn=3

where mg ~ m3;z and A = O(1). Consequently the equation of motion (4.257)
becomes underdamped as H decreases below m3.;. Two important effects now

A
Vis = m 1617 + (M + h.c.) 4.261)
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come in 10 play. First, the positive mass-squared term dominates the inflationary
contribution, so that ¢ begins to oscillate undamped about ¢ = 0, with initial
condition ¢ = ¢o(f) atr ~m ‘,‘2. The oscillation of ¢ is the coherent condensate
with number density

ng = % = mgy|¢1 (4.262)

where o, is the energy density in the condensate. Second, when the (CP-violating
and (B — L)-violating) hidden-sector A-term dominaies the inflationary term, the
potential in the angular direction varies as cos{arg A + arg A + narg¢). Thus,
if arg A # arga, a non-zero ‘torque’ is created and a non-zero é develops. This
is precisely what is needed to create a baryon/lepton asymmetry. The number
density for the /(1) g, charge of the condensate is

ng_L = i(@"dpp — pdoe") = 2i¢1%6. (4.263)

The equation of motion has been integrated numerically by Dine et af [72}, who
find that, at late times (¢ 3> ma32), the ratio ng_p /ny generically evolves to a
constant of order unity. At late times, the potential is dominated by the (positive)
mass term which, of course, conserves B — L., Thus, the B — L created during
the time when H ~ m3,2 is conserved.

It remains only to convert this O(1) ratio to the physicaily relevant baryon
1o entropy ratio ng_1/s. When H ~ m3, the energy density of the condensate
Py ~ m§ J,2|¢[2 is much smaller than the energy density p; associated with the

coherent oscillations of the inflaton, p; ~ f‘;H sz,,. Using (4.259), we see that

2/(n=-2)
n=-3
Lo . (mappMT , (4.264)
P1 amy

This ratio remains approximately constant until the inflaton decays at some time
when H < m3. Provided that the inflaton decays dominate, the entropy density
is given by

5§ — (4.265)

where Tj is the reheat temperature after inflaton decay. Thus

ng-y _1hp-L Tr pp
5 g My pi

{4.2606)

The ratio (4.264) is very sensitive to n. Forn > 4, M ~ mp and a reasonable Tp,
the ratio ng_g /s is generally too large. For example, 1o get the observed value of
ng_r/s ~ 10710 with n = 6 requires T to be of order the electroweak scale. In
contrast, n = 4 gives

ng-1 ~ 110 Tr 1073M
s 10 (106 GeV) ( A p (4.267)
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which gives an acceptable ratio for a reasonable range of the parameters.

As long as the ¢ condensate decays via (B — L)-conserving decay processes
after the inflaton, the previous estimate of the ratio is insensitive to the details of
the decay. However, even though most of the inflaton energy is not converted to
radiation until ¥ = Hp < ma;;, the condensate might also decay via thermal
scattering as soon as ¢ is small enough, which is when g¢ < T, where g is the
gauge or Yukawa coupling constant. This must be unimportant when H ~ ms3;.
However [72], the value of ¢/ T is rather sensitive to the integer n. For n = 6, the
required condition is comfortably satisfied but the n = 4 case is borderline.

The enly flat direction having B — L non-zero and having n = 4 corresponds
10

= %(LH.,)Z {4.268)

which might arise direcly at the string scale or be generated from a GUT by
integrating cut a heavy standard-model singlet field N with coupling gL H,N. At
low energies, this operator generates neutrino masses

A o
my -2—[4*0 (4.269)

where ¥ is the Higgs VEV. Then

_ 10-8ev
na-L ~|0-'°( Te )( 0 ) (4.270)

5 106 GeV my

where m, is the lightest neutrino mass. Taking Tp < 10° GeV then requires at
least one neutrino to be lighter than about 1073 eV, with an even stronger bound
of 108 eV if the constraint Tp < 10% GeV is enforced to ensure that thermal
scattering is unimportant when H ~ m3;2. Interestingly, in this case, non-
minimal Kihler terms are not needed to ensure a negative mass-squared for ¢.
This is because such termns can arise for the Higgs field via radiative corrections.

4.13 Exercises

1. Show that the nucleon-antinucleon annihilation rate falls below the
expansion rate when the temperature T >~ 20 MeV.

2. Show that in a time-reversal invariant theory baryon number is conserved.

3. Verify that for the SU(5) GUT N, has the value given in equation {4.41),
and that for the supersymetric theory, it has the value given in (4.42).

4. Show that the superheavy gauge bosons in the SU(5) GUT have the decay
modes given in equation {4.67) and that the colour-triplet Higgs has the
decay modes given in (4.71).

5. Verify that in the SU(5) GUT there are no two-loop contributions to
T'(H3) — ['(H3) and that the three-loop contribution given in equation (4.81)
does arise in the theory.
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Verify equation (4.86).

e

If the SO(10) GUT symmetry-breaking Higgs transforms as the 16-

dimensional representation, show that the gauge group brezks to SU(5) x
U (1), and if the Higgs transforms as the 54-dimensioinal representation, then

the gauge group breaks to Gz given in equation (4.97).
8. Verify equations (4.130) and (4.131),
Verify equation (4.136).

10. Show that in the standard model the communication of CP-violation to the
baryon-number non-conserving processes, via the phase in the CKM matrix,
arises first in 12th order perturbation theory, as given in equation {(4.210).

Verify equation (4.214),

1. Verify that decoupling of the baryon-number non-conserving interactions

occurs at a temperature T* given by equation (4.223).

12. Verify equation (4.240) relating the asymmetry n 4 to the chemical potential

Ha-

13. Show that in the direction (4.249) all of the F-terms derived from the

superpotential (4.248) are zero.
14, Show that in the direction (4.249) all of the D-terms are also zero.

15. Verify that the potential (4.258) has a minimum of the form given in (4.259).

16. Verify (4.264).

17. Show that in the MSSM the subspace of field directions in which all D-terms

vanish is 37-dimensional [72).

414 General references

s Riotto A 1998 Trieste 1998, High Energy Physics and Cosmology pp 326—

436, arXiv:hep-ph/9807454
o Trodden M 1999 Rev. Mod. Phys. 71 1463, arXiv:hep-ph/9803479

e Cline J M, Joyce M and Kainulainen K 2000 JHEP 0007 018, arXiv:hep-

ph/0006119
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Chapter §

Relic neutrinos and axions

5.1 Introduction

We saw in chapter ¢ that, for much of the time, the constituents of the early
universe were in approximate thermal equilibrium, This is because the rates for
the interactions of these constituents were large compared with the expansion
rate f. However, this thermal equilibrium was not maintained ! of the time.
If it were, the current state of the universe would be entirely determined by its
temperature and we noted in the previous chapter the huge disparity between,
for example, the equilibrium baryon abundance and that actually observed.
Departures from equilibrivin are, therefore, extremely important in determining
the abundance of the relics that can be observed today.
The equilibrium number density 7 x ¢, of a species X is given by

- _5 3 1
Xea = Gy .[ & EmT 1 S

where g is the number of internal degrees of freedom, E(p) = ./flp!z-l-m}) and
+1 relates to fermions and —1 to bosons. In the relativistic limit T >» my, this
gives for bosons

&)
== 5.2
nxe= 78T (5.2)
and for fermions 3
3y 4
OXx.eq = -a-;z— T (5.3)
where £(3) = 1.202 06. A similar calculation shows that both the energy density
__8 3 I
and the pressure
2
_ & 3 1Pl l
Pea= Gny f TP S eEPT £ (5:5)
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scale as T in the relativistic limit and the rotal (relativistic) energy density is
n?
p=lp= 568*,1'7"4 (5.6)

where

AV (Y
g1 =) 8 (;) g L & (;) (5.7)
bosans fermions
and we are allowing for the possibility that different particle species i may be at
different temperatures 7;.
In thermal equilibrivm, the entropy per comoving volume
S p+p

14 T

is dominated by the contribution of relativistic particles and, 1o a good
approximation, it is given by

(5.8)

5

2"2
5= ES-S.TT:‘ (5.9)
where
=Y & A Y s Ly (5.10)
Bus.T = Bi T g : Bi 7/ .
bosons fermions

Comparing (5.7) and (5.10), we see that when 7; = T, so that all particle species
are at the same temperature, g, 7 = gos.7 = N,, with N, defined in (1.104).
However, in general, they differ.

Since the entropy per comoving volume is conserved, it is useful to measure
the abundance of a species X by scaling its number density with the entropy
density. We therefore define

Yx = - (5.11)
Then, using (5.2),(5.3) and (5.9), the equilibrium abundance in the relativistic
limit is 4520)
Befl Beff
Y = =10.278 5.12
et 24 eSS, T 28T ( )

where for bosons g.g = g, and for fermions g.q = 3g/4.
All cosmological relics contribute to the current total energy density pg of
the universe, and it is customary to scale these densities with the critical density

3H}

— 2 -3
TGy 10.54k° keV cm (5.13)

Pe =

where Ho = 100k km s~! Mpc~! is the present Hubble constant and
h=07110% (5.14)
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The dimensionless measure of the total energy density is then defined by

=P (5.19)
Pe
and, similarly, for a relic species X whose current energy density is py o, we
define
] px_‘0
fe

Qy (5.16)

Thus,
Z: Qxo= (5.17)
X

and the energy density for any one relic species must be less than the total energy
density, so

Qxo0 < Qo (5.18)

where data from the latest microwave anisotropy probe (WMAP) [1] give
Qo = 1.02 £ 0.02. (5.19)

The current energy density of a species X is given in terms of the current
abundance by

pxo0=nxomx = Yx osomx (5.20)

so provided we can calculate the current abundance Y o, and the current entropy
density so, a bound on the mass my of any relic species may be obtained:

Pc820

X < .
so¥x 0

5.21)

A stronger bound may be obtained by replacing ©2p by 2, where the latter derives
from the total matter content in the universe. The WMAP analysis gives

Quh? = 0.13573008 (5.22)

with & given by (5.14).,

In the next section, we shall apply the foregoing considerations to neutrinos,
in order to see what can be inferred about their masses. In section 5.3 we shall
attempt a similar analysis for ‘axions’, hypothetical particies that are required to
exist if the ‘strong CP problem’ of the standard SU{3) x SU(2) x U(1) model of
particle physics is solved by the ‘Peccei-Quinn’ mechanism, currently the only
known solution of this problem. Axions must be very light, like the neutrinos.
If they have survived until the present, their mass too is strongly constrained by
various astrophysical and cosmological data.
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5.2 Relic neutrinos

Uniquely among elementary particles, neutrinos participate only in weak (and
gravitational) interactions. In the early universe, scattering processes, such as
ve « ve, and annihilation processes, such as vi « eg, kept the neutrinos in
thermal equilibrium. The total cross section for such processes is o0 ~ G}Jz.
just on dimensional grounds, since the weak (Fermi) coupling constant G ~
1073m ;,2 has dimensions [M 2], Since from (5.3) the relativistic number density
nyeq is proportional w0 T3, the total interaction rate iy ~ TRy eq ~ G}T’.
When this is large compared with the Hubble expansion rate

_ [8xGNp A3GNgeT 2
H= ‘f 3 = G T (5.23)

there is thermal equilibrium. However, when T ~ 1 MeV, the two rates are
comparable: [ip ~ H. Below this temperature, the Hubble expansion dominates
and thermal equilibrium is not maintained. The neutrinos are. therefore,
decoupled or ‘frozen out’. Their abundance is frozen at the value obtained at
the decoupling temperature Tyec ~ 1 MeV. Thus, the present abundance

Yoo ="VYeq T (5.24)

where, using (5.12),

Ay Self
YieqTge = — = 0278 ———. (5.25)
»e9 T T s 88, Tdex
For a single (left-)chiral neutrino species gexr = 3/2 (including the antineutrino)

and, since Tygec ~ 1 MeV,

BaS T =2+ 38 +3x2) =% (5.26)

keeping only the ¢electron and three families of chiral neutrinos as relativistic at
this temperature.,
In order to determine the bound (5.21), we first need to calculate the present

entropy density
2

¥
25 8+5 7o Té .20

where g.s.7, is given by (5.10). At T = T, the (relativistic) species contributing
10 sg are the photons, having g = 2, and the three families of neutrinos, also with
2 = 2 (including the antineutrinos). Thus,

S50 =

7 T,\}
gs =24 3 x3x2 (?0) . (5.28)

The emperature of the neutrinos 7, differs from Ty because after neutrino
decoupling, when the temperature falls below T = m, ~ 0.5 MeV, electrons
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and positrons annihilate via ete~™ — yy and the entropy in the e* pairs is
transferred 1o the photons but #of to the neutrinos which are already decoupled.
For Tgee > T > m,, the species in thermal equilibrium with the photons
are the photons (g = 2) and the electrons and positrons {(g = 4), so that
g8 =2+ %4 = —'f When T <« m,, only the photons are in equilibrium, so
that g, = 2. Conservation of entropy, which is proportional to g,s7>, therefore
requires that the photon temperature increases by a factor (41)1/3 following the
pairs” annihilation, while the temperature of the nevtrinos is unaffected. Thus,

T 4\
?0 = (TI—) (5.29)
&SI =P (5.30)

and, with Tp = 2.725 K, equation (5.27) gives
so = 2889 cm™3. (5.31)
Finally, we note that from (5.19) and (5.14), the WMAP data give
Qok? = 0.51 £ 0.04. (5.32)
Pusting al! of this together, we find that

8¢(3
QusHi = ___;( JEMBSTo G om, (5.33)
T BuS.Tyer
where
o= 20 (5.34)
Pe
Thus,
my = Q,78%(94.1 V) (5.35)

and (5.21) gives the Cowsik-McClelland bound (2, 3]
m, < 48 eV (5.36)
or, if we impose the stronger constraint deriving from (5.22),

m, < 12.7eV. (5.37)

5.3 Axions

5.3.1 Introduction: the strong CP problem and the axion solution

We have already alluded in section 4.7 to the infinity of topologically distinct
vacua in electroweak theory that derive from the non-trivial {third) homotopy
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class of the electroweak SU(2) gauge group, as noted in (4.147). Since SU(2)
is a subgroup of SU/(3), similar conclusions apply to QCD and

73(SUQ3) = Z. (5.38)

Indeed the pure SU(3) gauge theory has the well-known ‘instanton’ solutions (4},
which approach these vacua as |x| = oc. These have (Euclidean) action Sg
satisfying

Sg = 8—”-2%5-! (5.39)
&
Here g is the Pontryagin index and is given by
& f d'x e(G*G*) (5.40)
16x2

and it counts the number of wrappings of the §2, that is the $U/(2) group manifold,
by the unitary matrix {/3(x) specifying the (pure gauge transformation) vacuum at
infinity: G5" is the gluon field strength. See, for example, [5]. The consequence
of this is that the wrue QCD vacuum, the so-called ‘6-vacuum’, is a superposition
of these states .
16y =) e~ |q) (5.41)
q

where |q) is the ‘“vacuum’ with Pontryagin index g. Then, if we define V| as the
operator that changes the winding number by one unit, so that

Vilgi=lg+ 1) (5.42)

we see that the #-vacuum is an eigenstate of V| with eigenvalue ¢®. This means
that the effective Lagrangian has an additional piece (a so-catled ‘6-term’)

0g3
2l
which is parity (P), time-reversal (T) and CP non-invariant.

A simiiar additional term also arises when an axial {/(1) transformation is
performed on all of the quark fields:

Lt = L+ —%G2,G% (5.43)

U(l)a : g > . (549)

The axial current j,(f). defined by

i® =3 Gnyse
q

= ) [FrVuqr — TLYuqL) (5.45)
q
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where gz and ¢ are the chiral components of g, is anomalous [6] (see also
chapter 4 [33, 34]) (see [5] for an account of this). In fact, for massless quarks,

. N fg2 -
# A = Tt O 40
where Ny is the number of flavours (= 2Ng). Thus, as in (4.126), such a 8-term
can be removed by performing the U(1) 4 transformation (5.44) with
2]
= -_— A7

o N, (5.47)
With all quarks massless, the 8-term is not physical, since it can be removed
by an (unobservable} U/ (1) 4 transformation. However, this is not the end of the
problem, since quarks are nor massless. The contribution of the mass terms to the
QCD Lagrangian is

Lm = —q1:Myqr; — TriM}y a1, (5.48)

wherei, j = 1,..., Ny label the quark flavours, and M;; is the mass matrix. The
effect of the U (1),4 transformation (5.44) on M is

U()a : Mo eliay
Mt o B gt (5.49)

Thus, if M was initially Hermitian, so that there are no yss in the mass terms,
it is nc longer so after the transformation and the transformned Lagrangian has
reacquired the P and T non-conserving interactions which the transformation
(5.44) with o satisfying (5.47) sought to remove. The quantity & defined by

6 = 6 + 2Ny arg(det M) (5.50)

is invariant under &/ (1), transformations and parametrizes the T-violation in the
(strong) QCD Lagrangian: 9 is the effective QCD vacuum angle in the basis
where all quark masses are real, positive and ys5 free. If non-zero, it contributes
to the neutron electric dipole moment d,; and the measured upper bound on this
requires [7)

8510710, (5.51)
The outstanding question, then, is why 8 is so small. This is the ‘strong CP
problem’.

For each value of the parameter 8, we have a different QCD theory and there
is no a priori reason why one (very small or zero} value is preferred over another.
A possible escape from this is that  is the expectation value of a field #(x), whose
VEV is determined dynamically by an effective potential, as happens when the
electroweak symmetry is spontaneously broken by the Higps-doublet field. Then
it is conceivable that, at the minimum of the effective potential, & = 0.
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Before addressing the solution of the strong CP problem, we should note that
CP-violation might also arise in electroweak theory from terms analogous to the
QCD 8-term (5.43), namely

0283 . a
‘CG = 2’:2 Wﬁ,vwapv + 321[2

Each of the 8-terms is a total divergence (see (4.134) and (4.136)) and so can
only contribute surface terms to the action. However, if we consider Euclidean
path integral configurations with finite action, the field strengths F,,, must fall
off faster than 1/r2 as r — 00, where r is the Euclidean distance. For the U (1)
case, this requires that the vector potential B, falls off faster than 1/r and then
the surface integral is negligible as r — oo. The basic reason is that the 8 -term
has a trivial topological structure. We therefore drop it henceforth. In contrast,
the 2-term is necessitated by the non-trivial topological structure (4.147) of
SU(2). It contributes non-zero surface terms to the action, even though it is a total
divergence (4.136). In this case, there are Euclidean path integral configurations
with finite action in which the field strengths Wy, ~ 1/r* as r = oo but
W, ~ 1/r. For these configurations, the surface terms are not negligible.
However, we have already noted that of the four global U(1) symmetries of
the standard model, associated with baryon number (B} and the lepton numbers
(L, € = e,pu,rt), three, namely %B— L¢, are exactly conserved, and the
remaining one, say U(1)g, is anomalous, as noted in (4.130). Thus, in a manner
directly analogous to that previously described for (1) 4 (when the quarks were
massless), we may perform a {/(1)p transformation of the quark fields which
removes the 8; term. So & is evidently not an observable parameter and the only
observable 8 parameter is that associated with QCD,

This observation indicates that a possible solution of the & problem is to
introduce a further U(1) symmetry, designed to allow the removal of the #-term
by an appropriate transformation which changes arg det M. This is the solution
proposed by Peccei and Quinn [8] in which the symmetry group of the standard
model is augmented by an additional global, chiral U (1) symmetry, known
universally now as the U{1)pp symmetry. However, we cannot do this with
just the minima! Higgs content of the standard model. This is because if we
use the U/(1) to rephase the Higgs doublet by a phase faclur ¢, say, the down-
type masses are rephased by ¢'®, but the up-type by e, so that arg(det M)
is unaltered. Thus we must introduce additional scalars. Further, the scalars
must not have equal and opposite U/ (1) charges, since otherwise the previous
objection still applies. It follows that the U(l} cannot be the existing U(1)y
of the standard model, so a new U{l)pg is required. Additional global U(1)
symmetries arise quite commonly in semi-realistic compactifications of heterotic
and type 1/} string theories. Thus, their introduction to solve the & problem
seems less unattractive now than when it was first proposed. Generically, at
the minimum of the effective potential, both the local gauge symmetries and
the piobal symmetry are spontancously broken. Then, by Goldstone's theorem

B, B*, (5.52)
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(see [5] for a discussion), there is a scalar (Goldstone) boson having zero mass at
the Lagrangian level. This is the axion a(x}. It is associated with the phase of the
U{1)pp wansformation and, under a U (1) pg transformation parametrized by o,
it transforms according to
x

& - alx) + o {5.53)

vpQ veg
where vpg is the VEV associated with the spontaneous breaking of the U(1)pg
global symmetry. Under the same transformation, a chiral fermion () transforms
as

flx) - e ™ f(x) (5.54)

where x ¢ is the Peccei~Quinn (PQ) charge of f. Then the (PQ) current associated
with the symmetry is

aL -
(PO = n H .
j = 30w vppdta + Ef xpfytf (5.55)

and this is conserved at the classical level, because of the U(l)pg symmetry.
However, because it is a chiral symmetry, the symmetry is anomalous, just as
U (1) 4 is. The anomaly has a form similar to that in (5.46);

2 2

#jPO g g;z Go G + 525 L Wi, W 4+ 2

where the parameters &; (i = 1, 2, 3) are model-dependent constants determined
by the U{1)pg charges of the (chiral) fermion states.

The axion field a(x) appears explicitly in the Yukawa couplings of the
fermions to the scalar fields: it is these couplings which generate fermion mass
terms when the gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken. We now make a Jocal
transformation of the fermion fields:

B#..B“" (5.56)

f@) - exp[ ":f il ]f( ) (5.57)

chosen so that the axion field is removed from the Yukawa terms. Because it is a
local transformation, the fermion kinetic terms generate (derivative) interactions
with the axion field

- - x -
Fréiauf = Frtituf + —L@uaFr*s (5.58)
PQ
and because U(1)pg is anomalous (see equation (5.56)), extra non-derivative
axion interactions are generated:
2 2

x) g .
Lanom = ﬂ— I:.‘; 322 G;UG“W +H—= 327:2 Wi, Wor L gy ——32;(2 B, ,B*¥ |,
(539)
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Thus, the effective Lagrangian is

T2a7
[62+—-§i—a(x)] o e . [6 +-'ia(x)] o Bun B

Leg = Cm+[9+ b ——a(x )] 8% —=3-G9 G

+ E(ama)2 + E(aua){f“"?’” - vpo(3ua)] (5.60)

where j(F@* 5 given in (5.55). Thus, the anomaly generates a potential for a(x)
and it is no longer true that all values of {a) are allowed in the vacuum nor that
the axion field is massless. In fact, in the #-vacuum, Peccei and Quinn showed
that

7+ JE—"’«na(.n:)na) 5.61)

s0 that the T-violating QCD O-term is cancelled. We have already noted that the
other 8-terms may be dropped, so what remains is an effective Lagrangian in
which the physical axion field a(x), given by

ax) = ax) — @la(x)6) (5.62)

has interactions with the gauge field strengths and the matter fermions;

2
Ceﬂ' = £3m 8383 a( )Gﬂuédﬂl’ + ""g'“zgz_ﬁ(x) W:v Wauv

32.1!'2 321!2va
elgl -, "‘p 1 2
32"20’9 a(x)ﬂ;.wB + 2(3313)
+ U—EE(B,.E)U(”Q’" - vpg(Bud)). (5.63)

Effectively, the oftending T-violation has been removed by replacing the 8-
parameter by a dynamical (axion) field. So the next task is to determine the
physical properties of the axion and their implications for experiment.

5.3.2 Visible and invisible axion models

The properties of the axion may be calculated using current algebra techniques
[9-11,14] or by an effective Lagrangian technique [9, 12, 13, 15). The former give

107 GeV)

mg =~ 0.62eV ( (5.64)

where vro
Ja=— (5.65)
&
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fixes the strength of the axion coupling to the gluon field strength in (5.63). We
can see roughly how this estimate arises by noting that this coupling provides an
effective potential for the axion so that

32V 1 g2 2 x
2_ [ YN _ 1 83 9 . -a Zaepv
ma ( ) fn 327!2 da (G‘WGR )

where the last estimate is just on dimensional grounds [16). Thus comparison
with the current algebra resuit (5.64) would imply Agcp ~ 80 MeV, which is a
bit low but in the right ballpark. Although the axion is not massless, it is clear that
any reasonable scale of symmetry breaking will give f, > A gcp, which implies
a very light axion as the price for solving the strong CP problem. For example,
Ja ~ v~ 250GeV and (5.64) gives my ~ 24 keV.

The effective Lagrangian (5.63) shows that the axion will decay to two
photons with a Lagrangian of the form

ﬁayy = _g}r%&x)fz - B, (5.66)

Ja

(Without confusion, we may suppress the hat now.) This decay mode

a—yy 5.67)
will be dominant unless
mg, > 2m,. (5.68)
The strength g, may be derived from (5.63) and is given by
£+ &
=— (5.69)
8 28,

s0 it is completely determined by the Peccei—Quinn (PQ} charge assignments.
Similarly, from (5.63) the axion coupling to the fermion f is

1 -
£y == —(3a) Y xpFruaes (5.70)
% x=R.L
where
ay=4(1tys) forx=R,L. (5.71)

Equivalently, £ s can be written in the form

Ly=igy -E%Trsf (5.12)
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with the strength g given in terms of the PQ charges of the right- and left-chiral
components of f by
8f =Xgp—Xxgy. (5.73)
There is by now overwhelming evidence that the original ‘visible' axion,
characterized by
Jfa ~vpg ~ v~ 250 GeV (5.74)

does not exist [ 15). We mention briefly some of the laboratory-based experiments
that lead to this conclusion, The coupling of the light guarks «, d to the axion
may be expressed in terms of isoscalar and isovector combinations in an obvious
way. The isovector part (A) determines the mixing between the axion and the 79
and, since the decay rate for pion beta-decay

7t o n%ty, (5.75)

is well known, the rate for the process
nt o aety, (5.76)

can be reliably predicted in terms of the isovector amplitude (A1), Now, if the
miass of the axion satisfies (5.68) it decays rapidly via the process

a—ete (5.77

and a bound on the branching ratic for this process can be inferred from the
measured branching ratio [17] for the process

nt —ete ety (5.78)
This requires that the isovector amplitude is small,
A <2 x 1072 (5.79)

and this is sufficient 10 exclude the ‘short-lived visible axion’ models satisfying
(5.68), since A is predicted to be large in such models [15].
However, if the mass of the axion satisfies

mg < 2m, {5.80)

it can only decay slowly, via the process (5.67). In this case, there are strong
experimental bounds deriving from the failure to detect axion production in
various beam dump experiments. In such experiments, many different processes
may produce axions and while it is difficult to calculate individual processes
reliably, they contribute incoherently and cannot all vanish. Thus, the production
cross sections for the processes

pN = aX
eN — aX



Axions 159
and the interaction cross section for
aN - X 58D
can be confidently estimated and collectively they require [18]
mg < 50 keV. (5.82)

Thus, if the solution of the strong CP problem is to be found using the PQ
mechanism, the axion must be ‘invisible’ in these experiments. All models which
achieve this use an SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) singlet scalar field o having a non-
zero U(1)pg charge, which acquires a large VEV (vpg 33 v) so that the beam
dump bound is satisfied. One way to achieve the invisibility is if the known
quarks and leptons have zero U{1)pg charge but there exist some new quarks
(X), presumably very heavy, having non-zero PQ charge. Such a possibility
was proposed by Kim [19] and by Shifman er al [20] and the axion is called
the ‘KSVZ' or *hadronic’ axion. The coupling to the scalar field ¢ is given by

£RVZ — _pXi0Xp +hec. (5.83)

and there is no (tree-level) coupling to the leptons. Another possibility, suggested
by Dine et al [21] and by Zhimitskii {22], is that the known quarks and leptons do
carry P} charge so, as in the original model, two Higgs doublets H| 2 are required
but they are coupled to the PQ) field o only via a term in the Higgs potential having
the form.

VPRS2 — \H{itatho +h.c. (5.84)

This was discussed in [5]. The axicn in this model is called the *DFSZ’ or *GUT’
axion. Although differing considerably in their physical input, the models make
similar predictions for the coupling strength g, of the axion to two photons:

gV = - 096
g:,)Fsz = 0.37.

53.3 Astrophysical constraints on axions

The experimental requirement discussed earlier that axions, if they exist, must
be ‘invisible” implies that their coupling to photons, leptons and hadrons is very
weak. This is most nawrally achieved by making f, ~ vpg very large which,
from (5.64) in tum entails m, being very small. For example, for a GUT axion,
we might expect f, ~ vpg ~ vgur = O(10'° GeV) and then (5.64) gives
m, ~1072 eV. In principle, any weakly interacting particle having a mass smaller
than typical stellar temperatures, i.e. in the keV-MeV range, can provide an
additional mechanism for a star to cool, besides the standard neutrino emission.
Of course, the interactions must be strong enough to ensure sufficiently copious
production of the particle so that large amounts of energy can be carried away
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by the new coolant but weak enough for the coolant to stream away without
undue hindrance from too many interactions. Since stellar evolution models are
well developed and successful in accounting for the observed stellar lifetimes, the
axion production cross sections and, hence, the strength of its various couplings
are constrained by the error bars on the observational data [23-27]).
For example, in globular cluster stars, axions may be produced by the
Compton process
ye — ae (5.85)

shown in figure 5.1, or by axion bremsstrahlung
eZ — acZ (5.86)

shown in figure 5.2. The production cross section for both of these and, hence,
the stellar cooling rate is proportional to g2,, where, using (5.72),(5.73), (5.65)
and (5.64),

me {Xer — Xer)mam,
= = . 5.87
Bace = 8 re ~ B(0.62 x 10/ eV?) ©87)
The observational data vield the constraint [23, 28]
|8aee! S 0.5 x 10712 (5.88)
so that
u‘%ﬁ‘ﬁ ma 062 x 1072 eV (5.89)

which gives m, < 102 &V as the generic constraint on DFSZ models, taking the
unknown PQ charges to be of order unity. Of course, the mass of the hadronic
axion is unconstrained by these data,

The globular cluster data also constrain the axion—photon coupling, which
enters via the Primakoff process

y oa (5.90)

shown in figure 5.3, in which a photon is coaverted to an axion in the coherent
electromagnetic field of a nucleus or an electron. The production cross section is
proportional to ggn, where, from (5.66) and (5.64),

Xem MaByxem
=g, =" = 5.9
Bary = By ot = X(0.62 x 106 6V7) (591
and the data yield the constraint {27]
12ayy) 0.6 x 10710 Gev ', (5.92)

Then
1gylmy S 0.16eV (5.93)
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Figure 5.1. Axion production via the Compton process.

and m, < 0.4 eV for both the DFSZ and KSVZ axions.

Similar arguments may be applied 1o the cooling of neutron stars. In the
supernova SN 1987A, thermal neutrinos transported away the binding energy of
the newly formed neutron star in about 10 s [29, 30], in accord with theoretical
calculations. The possibility of other mechanisms for removing the energy is,
therefore, constrained and, for axions, the axion-nucleon coupling is constrained,
which, in turn, constrains the mass [31, 32] to satisfy

mg < 0.01eV. (3.94)

5.3.4 Axions and cosmology

If they exist, axions would be produced in the early universe and the relic axions
have important implications for current and future observations. In principle,
axions may be produced thermally or non-thermaily and two distinct non-thermal
mechanisms have been proposed.

The discussion of thermal production is straightforward. At high
temperatures, axions are created (and destroyed) by photoproduction or
gluoproduction on quarks:

¥q < aq {5.95)
Eq « 2q.
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Figure 5.2. Axion bremsstrahlung,

When the temperature drops below that of the quark-hadron phase transition
T £ Apcp ~ 175 MeV, by the pion-axion coaversion process (35.90)

N o aN, (5.96)
Each of these processes has an associated absorption rate
Tibs = AT 0] abs (5.97)

where nr is the number density of the axion's target T = g or N, o is the
scattering cross section, v is the relative velocity of the axion and the target T
and {...) denotes a thermal average. 1f the expansion rate of the universe is slow
compared with the total absorption rate I'abs, then we expect that these processes
will eventually achieve thermal equilibrium with the standard (relativistic) axion
number density given by equation (5.2) with g, = 1. However, if the axions
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Figure 5.3. Photon-axion conversion: the Primakoff process.

interact too weakly, the total absorption rate is too slow for them ever to reach
thermal equilibrium and their number density freezes out with a value below ng eq.

To quantify this, we use the abundance defined in (5.11) with the equilibrium
value given in (5.12) with g4 o5 = 1. The Bolizmann equation determining the
evolution of ¥, is

dy,
5 = ~Tats(a — Yaeq) (5.98)
Thus, Y,{t) always lies between its initial value and ¥;%:
4
Yo(t) = Yaeq= (Y, ) - Ya,oq) €XP ( = .L. Tabs d")- (5.99)
It is convenient to recast the integral in terms of the vaniable
my
= —. 5.100
x= ( )
In the radiation era the scale factor R{(t) o t'/2, so that the Hubble rate
1
H=—aT?xx? (5.101)

2

and the relic abundance may be writien as

¥.(0) * Tas(x7) |,
Y (x) = Ym[t - (1 - Yam)exp(—l) THGY dx )] (5.102)

Below the quark-hadron phase transition, the nucleons are non-relativistic
and have an equilibrium number density given by (5.1} in the limit T < my;,

mt \?
nN =gN (—-J-"—) e ¥, (5.103)

2wy
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The thermally-averaged cross section is

(O [v]ave = g2y pa2m3;? (5.104)
with my
BaNN =% —, (5.105)
fro
In the radiation-dominated era,
1/2 2
8np 2x (mga\l/2 my
H=|—2] ==(= : .
(3m},) 3 ( 5 ) xZmp (5.106)

Putting all this together, we get

2
ety (37 (Y,
H(x)  2m3 \Bg, froms

10\ ma 2
= — ——— =32, -x
(g..) (1.2 x 10-3 eV) x e (5.107)

using (5.64). Above the quark—hadron phase transition, the processes (5.95)
dominate and [/ H scales as x, achieving its maximum value just after the
transition. Thus, we can estimate the final relic abundance as

Ya(o0) = Ya'eqll - (] - ’;:3(0))
a.eq
o - 85 (2)" (i e
P 23 82, fPQm’f o
0.278
= 1=(1—- 368;,&1’9(0))
B+, dec

1002 Mg 2
x exp ‘(;) (m) T xgn)

(5.108)

where
oo +
I(xgh) = f x'~32% gy’
qu

2 -3
= — Sleg %ok rgr — 1) + 2/ (eri(/n) — D] (5.109)

and gy dec is the value of g, at decoupling (freeze-out). The parameter x4 ~ § is
the value of x at the quark—hadron phase transition, so that / ~ 10™4, Thus, if the
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mass of the axion were greater than about 0.1 eV, the relic abundance would be
near to the equilibrium abundance. In fact, masses this large are already excluded
by the data, so the relic abundance depends upon the initial value. For example,
with m, saturating the SN 1987A bound (5.94), we estimate that

Yaloo) 0.007 + 0.993 Ya (0).

a,eq a.e4

At high temperatures, it is plausible to assume that there are no axions, so that
Yo(®) = 0, in which case the relic abundance is very far from thermal. In any
event, it is clear that thermal axions cannot provide anything like the measured
matter density, As in (5.16), we define Qg’ to be the fraction of the closure energy
density provided by thermal axions:

(5.110)

th
o =fa G.111)
Pc
Then, analogously to (5.35), we find that
m, = & 2 Q2130 eV), (5.112)

Saturating the measured value (5.22) of the current mass density would require
m, ~ 18 eV for closure, a value which is clearly excluded by the observational
bounds already obtained.

In all of the foregeing discussion, it was tacitly assumed that the classical
axion field had a constant value, in fact the value (5.61) needed to ensure that
the strong 8-term vanishes. However, in the early universe, when the temperature
T ~ fa » Agcp, the U())pp symmetry is broken and massless axions are
created. The potential which gives the axions a mass arises from non-perturbative
instanton effects only when the temperature drops to T ~ Agcp. Thus, at high
temperatures, there is no reason why the axion should have the preferred value
for which 8 = Q. When instantons generate a potential for the axion field, it
will roll towards the preferred value, so the foregoing assumption that the field
is a constant is not true during this era. This ‘misalignment’ of the field with its
ground-state value means that there is a non-zere axion field energy density which
we shall now calculate.

We assume that the axion field is spatially homogeneous and depends only
on time. Then, from (5.63), the effective axion action is

5= f d*x J2(§a* ~ imia® + Tea)
= f d'x R*()(3a* - dmla® + Tad)

where R(r} is the cosmological scale factor and we have retained only the
quadratic (mass) term in the axion potential. The equation of motion is

d
a[R:’(é + )] + R3mi(T)a =0. (5.113)
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The decay width T, of the axion is tiny, 50 we may safely ignore it henceforth.
Initially, at high temperatures T 3> A gcp, the axion is massless and we assume
that & = 0. Then the field is constant:

a(t) = g; (5.114)

where a; is the initial ‘misaligned’ value of the field. As the temperature fails
mE(T) increases and the equation of motion s

i+3Ha+mi(T)a=0 (5.115)

where, as usual, H = R/R is the Hubble parameter. Eventually, the temperature
reaches T; at which
mq(T) = 3H(T}) (5.116)

and, thereafter, a(r) oscillates with frequency m,(T). The energy density
associated with the axion field is

po = $a® + §mla’ G.117)
50, using (5.115),
Pa = Mamoa® — 3Ha. (5.118)
Averaging over one oscillation
(6% =m(a®) (5.119)
and then (5.118) gives )
. [
(fa) = (_*t - 3H) (0a) (5.120)
my
whose solution is
(Pa) R2(0) ¢ ma(T). G.121)

Thus, the axion number density n, = {ga}/ma(T) scales as R73(1), even though
the axion mass is varying. The entropy density s also scales in this way, so
assuming that there has been no entropy production since the axion field began
to oscillate, their ratio is conserved. When the temperature T = T;, given by
(5.116),

pa = ymi(T))a} (5.122)
since initially 4 = 0, and

na| _ 45ma(T)a} 454}
sy 4n2g T3 2./3ag.Timp

The present (misaligned) axion energy density is given as a fraction of the closure
energy density by

(5.123)

mis
) n 50
a0 A -

gmis-_-_ a= .
Pc Sy, Pe

a

(5.124)
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Now, r_ecall that the axion ﬁel_d satisfies (5.61), so ; is given in terms of the initial
value 8; of the angular field 8 by

a; = f20; (5.125)

where f, is given by (5.65), and B; can be anywhere in the range (-, 7). The
temperature T; found by solving (5.116) is about 1 GeV for an axion of mass
my = 1075 eV and

T; - mg 0.18
1GeV — (10—5 eV) ' (5.126)
Then 12
. L {10 m ~LI8
Q™ ~ .16k 2(;) (W—Taﬁ) 8. (5.127)

Nete the negative power dependence on m,. If we replace 9; by its root mean
square (rms) value n/«/i in the range (—x, ), we see that the axion energy
density from the vacuum misalignment does not exceed the measured matter
density (5.22), provided that the mass of the axion is greater than about 1073 eV,

However, it is not clear that we are justified in replacing 8; by its rms value,
In each causally connected domain, we expect 9; to have an independent value.
If these values are randomly set, then it is reasonable to replace &; by its rms
value provided that the observable universe is composed of many such causally
connected domains. We shall see later that there is good evidence that there was
a period of inflation in the early universe and, if the reheating temperature after
this is over is lower than that of the PQ symmetry breaking, then the observable
universe is composed of only about one causal region and we have no a priori
reason for selecting any particular value of 8; in our patch and, consequently, no
way of estimating Q. In any case, (5.127) is only a rcugh estimate. There are
theoretical uncertainties, which amount to a factor A =~ %—3. deriving from the
PQ-model dependence and the nature of the QCD phase transition and also from
anharmonic corrections which give a factor f{ §;) when the initial value 8; is in
a region where other terms in the axion potential are important, besides just the
quadratic terms which we have retained.

Further, the homogeneous oscillations of the axion field correspond to
the creation of zero momentum axions and it has been argued that non-zero
momenium axions, with a momentum spectrum g(k), are created before the
temperature drops to T ~ Agcp by other non-perturbative effects. In
consequence, the axion density deriving from the ‘misalignment’ effect is an
underestimate of the actual density, as we shall see. The U(1)pp symmetry
with which we are concerned is directly analogous to the global U/ (1) symmetry
refevant to a superfluid *He condensate at low temperatures. In this system, it is
known that besides the ordinary bulk superfinidity, analogous to our homogeneous
axion fieid, there are also vortex configurations in which the phase of the order
parameter (or the pair wavefunction) varies spatially, although its magnitude
remains constant (determined by the density of the superfiuid condensate). Such
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topological configurations arise because the fundamental group of the manifold
ST associated with symmetry group U (1) of the ground state is non-trivial:

m(sh =Z. (5.128)

As we traverse any closed path threaded by a vortex, the phase of the condensate
varies continuously and changes by an integral multiple of 2x when we retum to
the starting point. By shrinking the size of the closed path, it is clear that there
is a linear vortex on which the phase of the order parameter is undefined. In a
real superfluid, there is a cylindrical core region, centred on this line, in which the
magnitude of the order parameter varies, approaching zero on the line.

Similar considerations apply to our U/ (1) pp symmetry. In the early universe
when the PQ symmetry is broken, we expect the axion field to vary spatially, since
it is nncorrelated beyond the horizon. These topological considerations (5.128)
indicate that a random ‘axion string’ network will, therefore, be formed [33] just
as vortex configurations are formed in superfluid 4He. The thickness of the core
region is § ~ f,'. Roughly, there are two types of string: long strings, spanning
the horizon, and small string loops. The loops oscillate and radiate axions, and this
is the dominant energy-loss mechanism [11, 34]. The axions are massless when
they are emitted and the emission continues until they acquire a mass via instanton
effects when the temperature drops to T ~ Apcp. A numerical simulation of a
random network of (global) axion strings has been performed recently {35, 36,
This shows that, after a short initial period of relaxation, the network evolves to
a “scaling’ regime, in which the large-scale behaviour of the network scales with
the Hubble radius and the energy density is given by

plng %‘. (5.129)

where £ is a constant and ¢ is the string tension per unit length. Such behaviour
was predicted theoretically by Albrecht and Turok [37).The radiated axions have
a momentum spectrum g(k) which is peaked around wavelengths of order of
the horizon scale (k=1 ~ (4x H)~!) and which decays exponentially for shorter
wavelengths. The contribution Qam to the current fractional relic axion energy
density is calculated as follows:

—1.18
e ) (5.130)

10-5 eV

which is somewhat larger than, but comparable with, the value obtained from
the misalignment mechanism if we take the rms value for ;. So applying the
measured matter density bound (5.22) requires the axion mass to be greater than
about 10™% eV, as before. The numerical simulation was performed on a 256°
lattice but it has been noted [38] that this might not be sufficient to observe
logarithmic corrections, proportional to =2 In¢, to the scaling behaviour (5.129).
Such corrections would have the effect of enhancing axion production at later

Q3508 . (0,30 + 0.26)h~2 (
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times, thereby reducing the lower bound on the axion mass needed to avoid
overclosure. Of course, if the reheating temperature after inflation is lower than
that of the PQ symmetry breaking, then axion strings and the radiated axions
are washed out and essentially all of the relic axions come from the coherent
oscillations of the zero mode discussed earlier.

Axions produced at a temperature around T ~ Agcp when they acquire a
non-zero mass are non-relativistic and they are, therefore, candidates for cold dark
matter (CDM). Studies of large-scale structure formation indicate that CDM is an
important component and, if so, it gets trapped in the gravitational potential and
contributes to the galactic halo. Such axions might be detecied experimentally
using a cavity permeated by a strong static magnetic field [39] via the Primakoff
process (5.90). When the cavity frequency is tuned to the axion mass, the galactic
halo axions convert resonantly into photons of that frequency. A cylindrical cavity
of radius | m has a towest TM mode of frequency f = 115 MHz, corresponding
10 an axion of mass m, = 0.475 x 10~% eV, Experiments using a tunable cavity
of this size have produced exclusion zones in the axion mass versus axion—photon
coupling (mg, gayy) plane. All of these are normalized assuming that the local
halo (CDM) density is entirely in the form of axions. The conversion power of the
resonant cavity is proportional to gﬁw and, until recently, the power sensitivity
levels were too high to bound theoretically favoured models. However, a recent
experiment at LLNL [40] has excluded KSVZ axions in the range

277 x 107%eV < mg <3.3x10 %V (excluded) (5.131)

and further experiments are underway at LLNL and Kyoto with sufficient
sensitivity to detect DFSZ axions at even a fraction of the local halo density.

5.4 Exercises

1. Verify the form (5.63) giving the interactions of the axion with the gauge
fields and fermions.

2. Show that axion decay into two photons is described by the Lagrangian
(5.66) with g, given by (5.69).

3. Show that axion decay into an electron—positron pair is proportional to g2,,
where g4, is given by (5.87).

4, Verify the expression (5.108) for the final axion relic abundance.

5.5 General references

The books and review articles that we have found most useful in preparing this
chapter are:

o Peccei R D 1989 The Strong CP Problem in CP Violation ed C Jarlskog
(Singapore: World Scientific)
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e« KolbER and Turner M S 1990 The Early Universe (Reading, MA: Addison-
Wesley)

e  Muryama H, Raffelt G, Hagmann C, van Bibber K and Rosenberg L. J 2000
Axions and other very light bosons (Review of Particle Properties Groom D
E et al Particle Data Group) Eur. Phys. J.C15 |
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Chapter 6

Supersymmetric dark matter

6.1 Introduction

The cosmological bounds on the masses of various known or hypothethical relic
particles derive from the requirement that the total energy density of the relic
particies X does not exceed the measured present total energy density pp. In
terms of dimensionless quantities, this gives

Qxo< 6.1)
where Qx,0 and §2p are defined in (5.16) and (1.41) with 2o given by (5.19).
Some of the relics are known. For example, the present photon energy density

py = J5 T4, with To = 2.73 K = 2.35 x 10 eV the presen temperature of the
cosmic microwave background, gives ,4% ~ 2.471 x 1073, Thus,

Q, =5.1x 1073 (6.2)

taking b = 0.71*_'3:8; as in (5.14). Similarly, and as noted previously, the
measured primordial deuterium and helium abundances require that the baryon
energy density gives Qph? = 0.019 £ 0.003. Thus,

Qp = 0.039 + 0.004 (6.3)
and baryons constitute not more than a few percent of the total. Relic neutrinos
aiso contribute and we may invert (5.35) to obtain a contribution of
—_— mp
T 474eV

for each relativistic species with m, » Tp. The cument experimental bound for
the electronic species from the Mainz and Troitsk tritium beta-decay experiment
[1] is far more restrictive:

(6.4)

vie

m,, <22¢V  a195%CL. (6.5)
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Further, this bound effectively applies to alf neutrino species, since the SuperkK
[2] and SNO [3] data show that the mass differences for atmospheric and solar
neutrinos are tiny:

Am2 oo ~ 3 x 1073 eV? (6.6)
aml .~ 7 x 1075 eV2 6.7

Thus the sum of the neutrino masses is at most, 6.6 eV and likely to be much
smaller. {When m, < Tp, the relativistic fermion density gives Q, = 0.2342,.)
In addition, stmulations of structure formnation in a neutrino-dominated universe
are unable to reproduce the observed structure. The best fit to all of the
cosmological data [4] gives

Q, < 0015 (6.8)

which for three degenerate species implies
m,, <023eV at 95% CL. {6.9)

Itis, therefore, clear that relic neutrinos too constitute only a small fraction of the
total energy density. We might have anticipated that the dominant contribution to
the present energy density would come from the matter comprising the galaxies
and the contribution of the baryons is the largest. However, it is nowhere near
large enough to account for the total energy density. Thus, we may be confident
that the major contributions to §g are not from known sources. In any case, as we
shall shortly see, there is strong evidence that there is a large amount of invisible
‘dark matter’ in the universe [3].

The possibility of dark matter was first suggested by Kapteyn [5] in 1922,
who noted that its mass could be estimated from the velocity distribution of stars
in our galaxy. The strongest evidence for its existence comes from measurements
of rotation speeds of spiral galaxies. If we consider a star moving with speed v(r)
in a circular orbit of radius r outside of a spherically symmetric mass distribution
with a total mass M {r) interior to r, then

GyM(r) = re(r)2. (6.10)

The speed v(r) can be determined for luminous objects such as stars or gas clouds
by measuring the Doppler shifts in emission or absorption lines and the mass
distribution M(r) is then inferred from (6.10). The mass of a spiral galaxy can be
determined by taking r to be the radius within which most of the light is emitted.
In this way, the average galactic mass {mga} can be calculated. Combining this
with the measured number density ng, determines the average energy density

(Ptum} = ngaiimga}. 6.11)
These measurements show that the contribution of tuminous matter is

Q]um s 0-01 . (6.12)
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In other words, luminous matter accounts for tess than 1% of the mass of the
universe. When these techniques are applied to the rare stars and neutral hydrogen
(HD clouds beyond the radius where light from the galaxy is emitted, it is
found that M{r) continues to increase, reaching a maximum in the range 150-
300 km s~} within a few kpc, and then remaining constant out to the largest radii
at which HI clouds can be found. If there were no matter outside of the luminous
region, then from (6.10) v(r) should fall off as /2, Thus, the measurement of
roughly constant values of v(r) in over 1000 galaxies indicates that the galaxies
have huge ‘balos’ of dark matter, with mass 3—10 times that of the luminous
component. The rotation curve for our own Milky Way galaxy is difficult to
measure, because the observer is inside the galaxy but there is little doubt that our
galaxy too is immersed in a dark matter halo. Further, by studying the motion of
galactic clusters a universal mass density comesponding to (7]

Quh? =~ 0.1-0.3 (6.13)

can be inferred. [n fact, it was measurements of cluster gataxy dynamics that led
1o the discovery of dark matter by Zwicky [8] in 1933. Recent data on the acoustic
peaks in the cosmic microwave background (CMB), combined with independent
data from simulations of cluster formation, high-z supernovae, quasars, and the
Lyman alpha forest, give the best-fit values [4]

Q=102+002 Qn.h° =0.135708 6.14)
QA =0654005  Qph? = 0.0224 + 0.0009 (6.15)

where 2,y = pm/pe is the total matter contribution, distinguished from the
cosmological constant contribution QA = pvac/0c = A/3HE, and p, = 3MEH]
is the critical density defined in (1.37), and h = 071300, Clearly, Qm # Q.
So there must be non-baryonic dark matter and the first problem is to identify
its nature. There is also a second problem, which is to explain the discrepancy
between the observed luminous matter density given in equation (6.12) and
the calculated baryon density (6.3) required for the success of the primordial
nucleosynthesis calculation. We shall have little to say about the latter problem,
save to note that it seems at least possible that it can be sclved by a combination
of dark stars, intracluster gas and the Lyman alpha forest [9].

In this chapter, we first characterize the general properties that dark matter
particles possess, whatever they are. Since there are no satifactory candidates
within the standard SU{(3) x SU(2) x U{(l) theory of strong and electroweak
interactions, it is oatural to look for suitable candidates in the (minimal)
supersymmetric version of the standard modet, the MSSM. One possibility, that
gravitinos make up the dark matter, arises in any locally supersymmetric theory.
It is studied in section 6.3. However, the most popular view is that dark matter is
made of neutralinos. The parameters of the MSSM that control the mass and other
properties of the neutralino are detailed in section 6.4. In the following section,
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we discuss the bounds that can be put on the neutralino mass using cosmological
data and also the constraints on the parameters of the MSSM that arise from other
data whose theoretical prediction depends upon these parameters. We discuss the
prospects for the experimental detection of (neutralino} dark matter in section 6.6.

6.2 Weakly interacting massive particles or WIMPs

To have survived until the present epoch, any (non-baryonic) dark matter particles
must either be stable or have a lifetime comparable with the present age of the
universe. Further, if the dark matter particles have electromagnetic or strong
interactions, they would bind to nucleons and form anomalous heavy isotopes.
Such isotopes have been sought but not found [10). Thus, the dark maiter
particles can, at best, participate in weak (and gravitational) interactions or, at
worst, only in gravitational interactions. One obvious possibility satisfying the
foregoing constraints is that the dark matter consisis of neutrinos. However,
we have already noted that the present data on neutrino masses (from tritium
decay, atmospheric and solar neutrinc experiments) show that although neutrinos
might barely account for the inferred mass density (5.22) or (6.14), simulations
of galaxy formation and cluster formation require cold dark matter. That is, the
dark matter is made of weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs), No such
particles exist in the standard model but they do in its enlargement to the minimal
supersymmetric standard model (MSSM).

We can estimate the relic density of WIMPs using the same techniques as
those used for relic neutrinos in section 5.2. The difference is that the equilibrium
abundance for a cold (i.e. non-relativistic) fermion species X is obtained from
(5.1) by taking the limit 7 < mx. The result is

T 372
NX.0q = 8X ('"ZLK) emx/T, (6.16)

Roughly speaking, freeze-out of such relics occurs when their annihilation rate
I" 4 becomes equal to the Hubble rate H. The annihilation rate is given by

Ta =nxeqloalvl) 6.17

where a4 is the annihilation cross section, v is the relative velocity of the
annihilating WIMPs, and (...} denotes an averaging over a thermal distribution
of velocities of each particle at the decoupling (freeze-out) temperature Ty.. The

Hubble rate is 5
8n T
H= (;”p = 1.66/ge7 —. (6.18)
P

The abundance Yy 7, of X-particles at freeze-out is, therefore, given by

ﬂx‘oq“ru _ de
Sdec Sgec{oalul)

Yx1a = (6.19)
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where
2,!.2

Sdec = ng.s.rmric (6.20)

is the entropy density at freeze-out, with g, s r defined in (5.10) As before, this
gives the current abundance Yy . Equating (6.17) and (6.18) then yields

= x50 Haee
AT
my 1 (2 x 10"27011133"')

(6.21)

= —— 6.22
Toe Jo \ oAl ©22)

The proportionality of Qx.¢ to the inverse of {a4|v|) means that the relic
abundance is reduced as o, increases and this might have been anticipated: the
more efficiently annihilation proceeds, the fewer relics remain. Taking gx = 2,
the freeze-out temperature satisfies

-1/2
(f’i) emx/Toe = 0.076{0alv]} =22l = K (6.23)
Tdec g“TM
which may be solved iteratively
ZX ~imK+4nhk. (6.24)
Taec

For a typical vaiue g, 1, = 60 and a typical weak cross section

2
100 GeV
@aloh = e, =c( :
i 4

2
) 25x 1077 e’ ™! (6.25)
my

my

where ¢ is of order unity, this gives

mx . X
]—r;; ~22+In¢ ln(m0 GeV)' (6.26)
Thus. 27 i3~
6 x 107<'em’s™
Qyogr —M8M8M8M8M 6.27
x0 (alvl) ©2)
and, using (6.22), a typical weak cross section (6.25) gives
23 my 2
o = (155-Gov) 6:28)

remarkably close to (6.14) for my =~ 100 GeV since h~ %
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The foregoing analysis shows that the dark matter might well be WIMPs but
there remains the question of what the WIMPs actually are. Since there are no
satisfactory candidates within the standard model, we must investigate plausible
extensions of it. The most favoured, which has been studied in great detail in
recent years, is the MSSM. (See, for example, [11]). We shall say more about the
MSSM in section 6.4. First we discuss the possibility that dark matter is made of
gravitinos, particles that occur in any locally supersymmetric theory.

6.3 The gravitino problem

In a supersymmetric theory, all particles have an associated superpartner, called a
‘sparticle’, whose spin differs by § from that of the original particle. In a (locally
supersymmetric) supergravity theery, the sparticle associated with the (spin-2)
graviton has spin % and is called the ‘gravitino’. When supersymmetry is broken,
the gravitino acquires a non-zero mass (see chapter 5 of [11], for example)

mypn = pLo T P (6.29)

where G is the expectation value of G in the physical vacuum, with G defined in
(2.144), and mp = G2 = 1.22 x 10" GeV is the Planck mass. If gravitinos
have survived until the present epoch, then their energy density pys2,0 could, in
principle, dominate but not exceed [12] the present total energy density pp of the
universe. Thus,

Q32 < Qp (6.30)
where $p is defined in (1.41) and
Q= 220, (6.31)
Pe

As for neutrinos, we can use this 10 bound m3/2. Since gravitinos interact only
gravitationally, their interaction rate

TS
P32 ~ GRT® ~ — (6.32)
mp

just on dimensional grounds. They decouple when

T2
F3pim=H~ — {6.33)
mp

which occurs when T ~ m p and while they are still relativistic. After decoupling,
the number of gravitinos per comoving volume is constant so, as in (5.24),

Y312 dec = Y3p200. (6.34)
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Thus, as in {(5.33),

8s(3 €4S,
Q:;,rzHoz = £(3) 83721825, T0 GNTgmyz (6.35)

I BeS.T

where g32 .40 = % x 4, since the gravitino has spin-%, Putting all of this together
gives
my2 = 320 8us 1o (44 €V) < 1 keV (6.36)

1aking g5, 7, ~ 200 and using the value (1.42) for Qg. This is far smaller
than the £10 TeV scale needed to protect the hierarchy and to give TeV-scaie
masses to the sparticle spectrum, remembering that m3 2 controls the size of the
supersymmetry-breaking masses for matter,

A more likely scenario is that gravitinos are heavier but decayed before the
present epoch. The fastest decay mode of the gravitino is into a standard model
particle and its supersymmetric partner, with rate

3
m
T3/2.max = —b. 637
mp

When the temperature T ~ m3,2, the expansion rate ff = m% o/mp, which
is faster by a factor mp/mas. This means that the equilibrium condition
I' = H can only be reached at temperatures far below m3, and, at these
temperatures, collision processes are oo weak to produce gravitinos. So the
gravitino population can only be reduced by decays. Until they decay, the cosmic
energy density is dominated by gravitinos with energy density

33 &) manT?

77 2(Taeo) (6.38)

mp=

where g(T} is the effective number of massless degrees of freedom at temperature
T. The expansion rate

12
e
H = ST”_”& (6.39)
mp
becomes equal o the decay rate 'y when T = Ty, where
13
S
8:(3)2(Tsp2) mip ’

When they decay the energy is thermalized and reheats the universe to a
temperature

90 4 {m3nTo, N7
. 80z3) ( Im) . (6.41)

Ty
ek T 2(Ta2)
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Using (6.40), this gives

458(Tec) )"“
Ty~ —aa ) JF . 6.42
2 (47!382(7'3;2) S/AmF (642)

If we use the fastest decay rate (6.37), we find that T; o< o~ 3Kif
m3s2 5 10 MeV. The increase in temperature after reheating

I 1/6
T2 > 4511435 (3) P Ty )g ™ P (Tae) (ﬂ) (6.43)
32 m3/2

results in a large increase in the entropy density, by a factor (mp/ m3p)1/ 2 since
s o T3, Soif the gravitinos decay after nucleosynthesis, the baryon number to
entropy ratio n g /s during nucleosynthesis must have been much higher than now.
This leads to too much helium and not enough deuterium [13). To avoid these
problems, we require that T; 2> 0.4 MeV, so that any previously formed helium
nuclei are broken, the neutron-to-proton ratio is restored to its equilibrium value
and nucleosynthesis restarts. If we use the fastest decay rate (6.37) in (6.42), this
gives

miyp 2 10 TeV (6.44)

which might, just, be consistent with solving the hierarchy problem. Whether
or not the maximal decay rate (6.37), associated with the decay to a pariicle and
sparticle, actually occurs depends on the details of the supergravity model used.
For example, if the gravitino is the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP), then
if it decays it can only decay to non-supersymmetric particles, with a decay rate
less the maximal. This decreases both Ty;2 and Ty, thereby exacerbating the
probiem.

6.4 Minimal supersymmetric standard model (MSSM)

Although it is not required theoretically, it is customary to impose an ‘R-parity’
invariance on the supersymmetric standard model to ensure the absence of fast
proton decay. The quantity R is defined as R = (—1)>B~L+2S where B is
the baryon number, L is the lepton number and S is the spin. It is assumed to
be multiplicatively conserved in all interactions. Then the most general MSSM
has a total of 124 independent parameters [14). These are comprised of three
gauge coupling constants (g1,2,3), three gaugino masses (M 2 3} and two gaugino
phases, four Higgs/Higgsine sector mass parameters (mi.‘, m%, x B, 1) and one
phase, nine fermion masses, 21 scalar squark and slepton masses, 39 mixing
angles and 41 phases and @ (the QCD #-parameter discussed in section 5.3.1).
This model is sometimes referred to as MSSM-124 [15]). In contrast, the
standard model has ‘only’ 19 parameters: the three coupling constants, two Higgs
parameters (m%,, v}, nine fermion masses, three mixing angles and one phase,
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and #. Since there are two Higgs doublet chiral superfields H,, and Hy in the
MSSM, there are two VEVs, v, and vg. The combination v + v} is fixed by
the measured value of mz and is, therefore, not a free parameter but the ratio
tan B = v, /vy is a free parameter. The MSSM has five physical Higgs particles
of which two (H¥) are charged, two (5%, H®) are neutral scalars and one (A°)
is a neutral pseudoscalar. The masses are all fixed in terms of the (known) gauge
coupling strengths and three parameters, two of which (i, tan p) have already
been defined. Without loss of generality, the third may be taken to be m 4. Apart
from 8 and the CKM mixing angles and phase, the unknown parameters of the
MSSM therefore consist of 63 masses and mixing angles and 43 phases. Even
if all of the phases are set to zero, it is still not feasible to explore the remaining
parameter space (M| 2,3, 1, tan 8, ma, 21 scalar squark and slepton masses and
36 mixing angles).

The number of parameters is, therefore, drastically reduced by making
further assumptions. In the low-energy approach [16], special phenomenoigically
viable points in the parameter space are selected. For example, the five scalar
{squark and slepion} symmetric 3 x 3 mass matrices and the three trilinear
coupling A-matrices might be assumed to be generation independent or that they
are flavour-diagonal in a basis where the quark and lepton mass matrices are
diagonal. Neither of these has any strong theoretical motivation. Alternatively,
in the high-energy approach that we shall follow, the parameters of the MSSM
are treated as ranning parameters. In other words, the parameters ‘run’ or evolve
with the renormalization scale in a way determined by the renormalization group
equations. Then a structure is imposed on the parameters at some high energy
scale. This would be the case if there is an underlying GUT symmetry, for
example. In such a model, it is assumed that the gauginos all have a commeon
mass my;2 at some (@ priori unknown) unification scale my:

Mi(myx) = Ma{mx) = M3(mx) = myp2. (6.45)

The gaugino masses at the electroweak scale are determined using renormaliza-
tion group equations and at the electroweak scale their ratios are determined by
the gauge coupling strengths:

M, o M _ Saq
M o M2 3w (6.46)

where o3 = g§/4:r etc. Similarly, it is also assumed that all scalars, except

possibly the Higgs soft masses squared mf'z. have a common squared-mass mg

and that the trilinear cofficients have a common value A, at the vnification scale,

m“éL(m x) = m%i(m x) = m:;'.i (mx) =mil; 6.47)
m}(mx) = mk (mx) = mil3 (6.48)

Ay =Ag=A.= Al (6.49)
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This happens (in supergravity models) if the origin of the supersymmetry
breaking is a ‘hidden’ sector which shares only gravitational interactions with
the ‘observable’ sector that we inhabit. (The unification scale, as well as the
value of the unified gauge coupling strength, is determined from the measured
low-energy values of the coupling constants using the renormalization group
equations.) An advantage of this approach is that one of the diagonal Higgs
mass-squared parameters is typically driven negative by the renormalization
group running, so electroweak symmetry breaking is thereby generated radiatively
and the scale at which this happens is intimately connected to the low-energy
supersymmetry breaking. The minimal supergravity (mSUGRA) model starts
with seven parameters (if we aliow for a non-minimal K&hler potential), namely
m%, m%. uimy}, A, 8,myp2, m;‘;. Using the renormalization group equations,
these determine m z, tan B (and mi): it is customary to choose tan 8 as an input
parameter and mz is, of course, fixed. Then || and B are outputs and the
remaining unknowns are mf. m%, e{p{myx)), tan B, ms2, mo. When m% = m% =
m}, the model is called the ‘constrained’ MSSM or CMSSM.

Since R = +1 for all particles in the standard model and R = —1 for ali
of their supersymmetric partners (sparticles), it is easy to see that the lightest
supersymmetric particle (LSP) must be stable. To be a WIMP candidate, the LSP
must also be a colour-singlet and electrically neutral and there are relatively few
sparticles with these properties. One posiibility is a sneutrine . However, this
possibility has been excluded. An accelerator-based limit from the ‘invisible’
width of the Z boson requires m; 2> 44.7 GeV [17] but, in this case, direct relic
searches in low-background experiments require m; 2 20 TeV {18]. Another
possibility that arises in supergravity models is the gravitino, which is essentially
undetectable, Also, as we saw in section 6.3, gravitino dark matter might raise
theoretical problems that supersymmetry is supposed to have solved. However, in
most supergravity models, the gravitine is not the LSP and is unstable. The most
popular candidate by far is that the LSP is a newsraline [19].

6.5 Neutralino dark matter

There are four neutralinos x,?(u = 1,2,3,4) in the MSSM, each of which is a
linear combination of the four R = —1 Majorana fermions: the Wino W3, the
partner of the SU(2), gauge boson; the Bino B, partner of the U{l)y gauge
boson; and the two neutral Higgsinos H, and Hy. Thus,

X = NiaB + Moy WP 4 Nao B + NinHy (n=1,2,3,49)  (650)
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and the coefficients Ny, (i = 1,2, 3,4) are the normalized eigenvectors of the
neutralino mass matrix

M) 0 —mzcpsw  MZSESwW
M. = 0 M, mzcpcw  —MZSECW 6.51)
X —mzCaSW  MZCECW 0 - )
mzsgsw  —~mzSpcw —-pr 0

where ¢g = cos B, sg = sinf, cw = cosfy and sw = sinfy. The mass
eigenvalues are conventionally labelled in ascending order, so x? is the lightest
neutralino and xf the heaviest. Besides the (known) parameters mz and 8w that
appear in the standard model, the neutralino mass matrix involves four of the
further 63 parameters that specify the (fairly) general MSSM discussed earlier.
These are M2, the (soft) masses of the U{l)y and SU(2); gauginos, and
the Higgsino mixing parameter iz. In mSUGRA models, (6.46} holds and the
neutralino masses and mixing angles are determined by only three parameters,

The question to be addressed then is whether for certain values of these
limited parameter sets the MSSM has the neutralino x? as the LSP and, if so,
whether the predicted relic density is consistent with the observational data (6.14).
To answer the latter question, the cross section for neuiralino annihilation must
be calculated in the MSSM and then used to calculate the relic density which
is compared with the observational data on cold dark matier, Subtracting the
baryonic contribution £25, from the total matter contribution €, in (6.14) gives
the 2¢ range for the cold dark matter density satisfying

0.094 < Scpuh® < 0.129, (6.52)

Before discussing these calculations, we should note that a precise determination
of the relic density requires the solution of the Boltzmann equation govering the
evolution of the number density n,. The estimate (6.27) is a fairly good estimate
when &4|v| is approximately constant, independent of v. Since the neutralinos
are non-relativistic, we may generally expand the anaihilation cross section as

oalvf=a+bvi+ ... (6.53)

where the a term receives contributions only from s-wave scattering, the b-term
from s- and p-waves, and so on. If @ 3> b, then oa|v] is indeed approximately
constant. However, as we shall see, this is often a poor approximation because
the dominant annihilation channel has the s-wave suppressed because of CP-
invariance considerations. Thus, the p-wave is dominant and the estimate (6.27) of
the relic abundance is a poor approximation. The true abundance can be computed
by a numerical integration of the Boltzmann equation but an improved analytical
approximation can also be found by solving in both the early- and late-time limits
and then matching the two solutions near freeze-out. The result is {20]

50
Q0= Yx.ﬂp_mx (6.54)

C
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with the present neutralino abundance ¥, ¢ given by

3.785 m |
Yo 0= — 8 —‘) 6.55
x0 B Tam priy (de a+ 3(b — a/8) Toec/ My (6.33)

and the freeze-out temperature satisfying

Tk = In[0.0764m p(a +6b Tase/ mx )2 + I (8o Tuex / Taes) ™) (6.56)
which can be solved iteratively, ¢ is a numerical constant of order unity
determining when the early- and late-time solutions are matched: ¢ > % typically
gives a 5-10% precision. In special circumstances this estimate can be wrong
by factors of two or more. These are (i) when the annihilation occurs near an
s-channel pole; (ii) when the annihilation occurs near a mass threshold; and (iii)
when there is ‘co-annihilation’, i.e. when there is another particle (x’) {e.g. a
squark) with a mass that only slightly exceeds m ., and the x can be converted to
a ¢’ via scattering from standard model particles. If the annihilation cross section
for the x’s is larger than that of the xs, then the abundance of both is controlled
by the annihilation of the heavier and more strongly interacting particle. These
special cases are important in practice and allow certain regions of the MSSM
parameter space that would otherwise be forbidden,

The coefficients a and & in (6.53) are bounded above by partial-wave
unitarity arguments, with the bounds being of order my, essentially on
dimensional grounds, This leads to a model-independent lower bound on the
relic abundance [21)

m 2
> X . 6.57
#ro 2 (ZOOTeV) ©3n
Using the upper bound in (5.22) then gives m; < 100 TeV. Of course,

in the MSSM models with which we are concemed, the cross sections are
propontional to as,,,, so the largest cosmologically acceptable WIMP mass will
be reduced by a factor of aem ~ 1072 from this most conservative bound.
Thus, in supersymmetric models, we expect my < | TeV to be required by the
cosmological constraint.

The calculation of the annihilation cross section in the MSSM is
straightforward in principle but quite complicated in practice and we shall only
comment on the salient features. The most important channels for neutralino
annihilation are those that appear in lowest order (tree-level) perturbatien theory,
see figure 6.1. These are annihilation into a pair of fermions

- ff F=alw (6.58)
and into a pair of bosons

x0%0  wrw~, 2020 wEHF 2040 ZO0H0 200  ptp-
(6.59)
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Figore 6.1. Feyman diagrams for neutralino annihilation processes: x» is any of the
neutralino or (in the t-channel) chargino states; h is the lightest {newtral) Higgs scalar,
H is the other neutral Higgs or charged Higgs: A is the pseudoscalar; f is a fermion and [
is the corresponding sfermion. (Not all processes are allowed.)
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and all three pairs from A, H°, 0.

Analytic expressions for the a terms for all of these processes are compact
but the b terms are very involved [22]. Neutralinos are Majorana fermions and
are, therefore, their own antiparticles. This means that, in an s-wave state, the two
neutralines must have their spins oppositely directed because of Fermi statistics.
Therefore, if the neutralinos annihilate to a fermion (f)-antifermion pair (f),
then f and f must also have their spins antiparallel, and this implies that the
amplitude acquires a factor my to account for the helicity flip. Anocther way
to see this is to note that the initial s-wave x?x? state has CP = —1, so CP-
invariance requires that the final state also has C P = —1. Annihilation into light
fermion pairs will always be kinematically allowed but the previous argument
shows that the s-wave contribution to, and therefore the a term in, the annihilation
Cross section is proportional to m2 / mi. Thus, annihilation into light quarks and
leptons is negligible compared with annihilation into ¢, b and ¢-quark pairs: the
latter occurs only when my > m; and dominates all other channels when it is
open. CP-invariance also affects other amplitudes. For example, annihilation
into Higgs bosons can be important when such channels are open. However, the
s-wave amplitudes for the final states h°h0, HOHO, HORO, A%AC, HYH~ are
identically zero because of CP-invariance: the same is true of the Z%A? final
state,

The allowed parameter space is restricted by other data [23} besides the
cosmological bounds (5.22). Specifically, the LEP bound on my, and & — sy
data, both force the parameter mj;2 to larger values, while the BNL E821
measurement of the g — 2 factor of the muon [24] favours relatively low values of
mg and m 72, at least for £ > (—the actual bounds are dependent on tan 8. There
is also the requirement that the neutralino is the LSP and that the parameters allow
radiatively driven electroweak symmetry breaking. The current position seems to
be [25] that the MSSM can simultaneously satisfy all of these constraints. In the
most constrained model, the CMSSM, there is a ‘bulk’ region in the (11,2, mo)
plane with relatively low values of mo and ms2 in which both the cosmological
and the non-cosmological constraints are satisfied, see figure 6.2 taken from [25].
In this region, supersymmetry is relatively easy to detect at colliders. The
constraints deriving from the precision WMAP data have substantially reduced
the size of this region. The bulk region is essentially defined by using the
expression (5.54) and, in this region, the neutralino is essentially the Bino (B),
i.e. Nio 3> N2o, N3p, Nao in (6.50). In this case the annihilation proceeds mainly
via t-channel sfermion exchange.

Extending from the bulk region to larger values of m, ;2 is a co-annihilation
“tail’, where the neutralino LSP is almost degenerate with the next-to-lightest
sparticle, usually the stau 7. At larger values of mg. close to the region where
radiative electroweak symmetry breaking is no longer possible, there is a ‘focus-
point’ region in which the neutralino has a larger Higgsino component, i.e. N3p or
Nyp in (6.50) are non-negligible. Lastly, when both mg and m) ; are large there
may be a ‘funnel’ where rapid direct-channel annihilations via the A and H Higgs
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Figure 6.2. The ranges of m, allowed by cosmology and other constraints, for (a) i > 0
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boson peles occurs. For 4 > 0, the neutralino mass is constrained to satisfy
108 GeV S my < 370 GeV {6.60)

with the minimum value occurring at tan8 = 23. For ¢ < O, there is no
compatibility with the g — 2 data when the LEP data are used Thus, 4 > Qs
clearly favoured but if the g — 2 data are excluded the corresponding bounds are

160 GeV < m, <430 GeV. (6.61)

It is beyond our scope to discuss the status of the CMSSM in any further detail
and the interested reader is referred to [25,26). The main point is that the MSSM
and even the CMSSM are consistent with all current data and have a neutralino
with mass in the range (6.60). In the absence of new theoretical motivation for
particular values of the parameters, the most urgent need is for more experimental
data. One way to obtain this is to detect neutralino dark matter and to ascertain its
properties,

6.6 Detection of dark matier

The most direct signal for neutralino dark matter would be to observe its scattering
from nuclei in a detector. By fitting both the luminous and dark matter to the
measured rotation curve in our galaxy, the dark matter density at the position of
the solar system is found to be of order 0.3-0.7 GeV cm™>. If the halo of the
Milky Way consists of WIMPs, then this means that hundreds to thousands of
them pass through every square centimetre each second. For a typical neutralino
with m, ~ 100 GeV scattering from a xenon nucteus with mx. ~ 130 GeV,
with a typical WIMP speed & ~ 270 km s~!, the nuclear recoil energy is below
100 keV (exercise 3). This energy is transferred to atomic electrons and produces
detectable ionization. With a typical MSSM cross section, assuming coherent
interaction with the xenon nucleus, this gives an event rate of less than | kg~!
day~!. This is about 10° times lower than the ambient rate from background
recoils due to gammas from the surrounding natural radioactivity. Nevertheless,
it is feasible to distinguish between the two because the rate of energy loss
with distance (dE/dx) is a factor of 10 lower for nuclear recoils. However,
any background neutrinos, produced by cosmic-ray muons for example, produce
nuclear recoils that are indistinguishable from WIMP recoils. Thus, the detector
must be shielded from the muons by placing it deep underground. The velocity
of the earth through the galactic halo varies during the year as the earth orbits
the sun. This leads to an annual modulation of the dark matter event rate, with 2
maximum each year on 2nd June £ 1.3 days when the earth’s motion is aligned
with the sun’s motion around the galactic centre and a minimum six months later.
Due to the high inclination of the earth’s orbital plane, this only amounts to a 5~
7% change in the rmean recoil rate. This annval modulation is the signature sought
by all of the current detectors (DAMA, ZEPLIN-I, EDELWEISS and CDMS).
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However, it is possible that the much larger low-energy background might be
subject to other modulating effects. The direction of the WIMP ‘wind’ felt by
the detectors is strongly peaked in the direction opposite to the solar motion, 50
the recoil directions will be strongly peaked in the same direction. If observed,
this featore, combined with the annual modulation, would be the most convincing
demonstration of the existence of WIMPs,

6.6.1 Neutralino-nucleon elastic scattering

If WIMPs solve the dark matter probiem, they must have some small but finite
coupling to ordinary matter—otherwise, they would not have annihilated in the
early universe and would be overabundant today. By crossing symmetry, the
ampliude for WIMP annshilation into a quark—antiquark pair is related to the
elastic scattering of the WIMPs by quarks. Thus, we expect that WIMPs will
have a small coupling to nuclei and may, therefore, be detectable by nuclear
scattering. The calculations are considerably simplified because the WIMFP
velocity (vy /¢ ~ 1073) is extremely non-relativistic. This feature also simplifies
the conversion of the scattering cross sections from quarks into the scattering
cross sections from the nuclei making the detector. in the non-relativistic limit,
the axial vector current f?y,‘w x? is just the WIMP spin and it is coupled to the
nucleon spin. Since the neutralino is a Majorana fermion, it has no vector current
i?yu x? = 0. So the only other possible term in the effective interaction is the
scalar j?x? which couples to the mass of the nucleus—in the non-relativistic
limit the ‘tensor” current reduces to the scalar,

At tree level, the axial vector (spin) interaction receives contributions from t-
channel Z boson and s-channel squark exchange, while the scalar interaction gets
contributions from t-channel Higgses H, h as well as s-channel quark exchange.
See figure 6.3. Since the lightest Higgs might be considerably lighter than the
lightest squarks, its contribution to the scalar interaction could be significant if
the neutralino state {6.50) has a substantia) Higgsino component. Because it
is proportional to the mass number A of the nucleus, the scalar amplitude will
dominate for heavy nuclei. For a neutralino that is a pure Bino B, this occurs for
A 2 20 in the large squark mass limit and this is confirmed by numerical surveys
of the supersymmetric parameter space where scatar dominance for A 2 30 is
almost always found [27].

It is of interest to examine the theoretical implications for the direct detection
experiments of restricting the parameters of the CMSSM o the region allowed
by the cosmological and other constraints. This programme has so far been
undertaken [28] only in the case that A = 0. The LEP lower limit on m; and
the b — sy data provide upper limits on the cross sections, while the g — 2 data
provide lower limits, at least if ;& > 0. In that case, the overall conclusion is that
the spin-independent cross section ag; satisfies

2x 107 pb < 057 <6 x 1078 pb (6.62)
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Figure 6.3. Lowest-order Feynman diagrams for nevtralino—quark elastic scattering: (a)
and (b) contribute to the spin-dependent amplitude; (b) and (c) contribute to the scalar
amplitude.

and for the spin-dependent cross section, asp,
2x 1077 ppb<asp <1075 pb (6.63)

If the g — 2 constraint is dropped and i < 0 is tolerated, then there is no lower
limit on o3;. In general, it is found that ogy is relatively Jarge in the bulk region
but falis off in the co-annihilation tail. There is strong cancellation in o5; when
pn =<0

6.6.2 WIMP annihilation in the sun or earth

If the galactic halo is composed of neutralino WIMPs, the WIMPs have a small
probability of elastic scattering with the sun and/or the earth, The WIMPs that
scatter to a velocity smailer than the escape velocity become gravitationally bound
to that body!. Once captured, the WIMPs undergo further scattering from the
elements of that body and settle to the core in a relatively short time period.
Thus, the sun and earth are like (inefficient) cosmological vacuum cleaners,
constantly sucking in WIMPs that are then stored in their cores. WIMPs that
have accumulated in this way can annihilate, essentially at rest, to produce
standard mode! particles most of whose decay products are absorbed without
any observable consequences. However, some of the decay products include
energetic muonic neutrinos (v, ¥, ) that can pass through the sun and earth and

! For the sun, the escape velocity al the centre is v = 1354 km s~' and at the surface v, =
795kma~!; forthe earth v, = t4.8kms~!, vy = 11.2kms~1,
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be detected in astrophysical neutrino detectors on earth. The most promising
technique for detection is via the observation of upward-moving muons produced
by charged-current interactions of the mmonic neutrinos with the rock below the
detector. Neutralinos annihilate almost always to two-body final states, each
carrying energy m,, and the decays of these can produce muonic neutrinos with
energies between m, /3 and m, /2. The lower bound on the neutralino mass is
conservatively 40 GeV, so the energy of the muonic neutrincs is several GeV.
The only background is from atmospheric neutrinos produced by cosmic-ray
spallation. This is a well-modelled and easily subtracted background.

The first step in calculating the WIMP-induced neutrino rate is to determine
the annihilation rate T4 in the sun (or earth), This is given by

T4 =3CaN? (6.64)

where N is the number of WIMPs in the sun (or earth) and

V;
Ca = (oalvl) 3. (6.65)
1

{o4|v|} is the annihilation cross section multiplied by the relative velocity in the
limit of zero relative velocity, i.e. the a term of (6.53), and V) 2 are effective

volumes I
Vi = 3m3.T 6.66)
J =\ 2jm xP ’

where T and p are the core temperature and density respectively, The time
evolution of N is given by )
N =C~CaN? 667

where C is the WIMP accretion rate and the second term arises because of the
depletion caused by annihilations. The two processes equilibriate when N = 0
and then

Ty = %C. {6.68)

In other words, the annihilation rate is entirely determined by the accretion rate,
One might wonder whether enough time has elapsed for equilibrium to become
established but, in all cases of interest, it turns out that there has been [29].

Thus the next step is to calculate the capture rate C, which is, in turn,
determnined by the elastic scattering of the WIMPs with the nuclei of the sun
(or earth). We have already noted that there are just two channels for elastic
scattering: axial (spin-dependent) and scalar (spin-independent). The former
contributes only to WIMP capture by the sun, since a negligible fraction of the
earth’s mass is in nuclei with spin. The latter contributes to capture by both the
sun and the earth.

It is beyond our scope to give any details of these calculations, We merely
note that it is relatively straightforward to estimate the axial contribution in terms
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of the elastic (axial) scattering cross section oy for WIMPs on protons. The result

is
1 GeV a0 m
SUB = 1.3 x 105 57! —X 69
cay 3x 1085 ( o )(10‘4°cm2 S(mN) (6.69)
assuming a halo density of 0.3 GeV cm~> and a dark matter velocity dispersion
of § ~ 270 kms~'. § is a suppression factor with the properties
2
S(Hh=1 S(x} ~ 3(3—2”") asx — 00. (6.70)
20¢x
The capture rate by the scalar interaction is much more complicated and requires
the scattering cross section from several nuclei. We refer the interested reader
to [30].
Once the capture rate and, hence the annihilation rate is known, the
calculation of the Aux of high-energy neutrinos is straightforward. It is given

by
d _
( ¢) 4rrR2 Z ( ) = Yo B0) 7

where R is the sun—earth dlstance. or the radius of the earth, for neutrinos from the
sun or earth respectively, 8 is the branching ratio for annihilation into channel F
and (dN/AE)y; is the differential energy spectrum for neutrinos of type § at the
surface of the sun (or earth) expected in channel F at the core of the sun {(or earth).
The cross section for the production of a muon via a charged-current interaction
is proportional to the neutrino energy, and the range of the muon in the rock is
roughly proportional to the muon energy. Thus, the rate for the observation of
neutrino-induced through-going muons is proportional 1o the second moment of
the neuvtrino energy spectrum:

AN
i ) 72
f(dg)ms dE 6.72)

For neutralinos giving a relic density in the range (5.22), this gives a rate for
upward muons of

[, = 1.65x 104 m=2 yr~! (l "’é’; v) 3 ("’—") 6.73)

my

for WIMPs with only an axial coupling. § is the suppression factor occurring
in (6.69). As already noted. this is relevant only for neutrinos from the sun. The
results of the analogous calculation for WIMPs with only a scalar coupling cannot
easily be summarized. Suffice it to say that Auxes as high as 10~2 m~2 yr™!, the
current experimental upper bound on the rate, and of at least 10-4m~2 yr1, the
expected sensitivity of the next generation of km? detectors, can be obtained for
parameters giving 10 GeV < my < 1 TeV. If my > 80 GeV, the signals from the
sun and earth are of comparable strength and the earth’s signal is greater when
my S 80 GeV, see figure 34 in [31}.
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6.6.3 WIMP annihilation in the hale

The foregoing proposals for observing WIMPs are the most promising techniques
currently available. However, WIMPs have other potentially observable effects.
In particular, their annihilation in the galactic halo can produce anomalous cosmic
rays [32) which may be distingoishable from the familiar background cosmic rays.

These background cosmic rays occasionally include antiprotons produced
by spallation of primary cosmic rays on interstellar hydrogen atoms. The flux
of such antiprotons cuts off at energies below about ! GeV, essentially for
kinematic reasons becavse the primary cosmic-ray spectrum falls rapidly as
the energy increases. WIMP annihilation, in contrast, can easily produce low-
energy antiprotons as a result of hadronization of the decay products. Since the
background production of antiprotons with energies in the range 100-1000 MeV
is well understood, it is possible, in principle, to observe the anomalous
antiprotons, provided that the WIMP mass is not too large.

Another signal could be the observation of ‘line’ source positrons arising
from the direct annihilation of WIMPs into an electron—positron pair. Of
course, there are other sources of positrons arising from the showering of
other annihilation products but these will have a broad energy spectrum that is
indistinguishable from the background. Although propagation through the galaxy
would broaden the line, there are no other sources of such a peak in the energy
range 10-1000 GeV. Observation of such a peak would give a direct measurement
of the WIMP mass. Unfortunately (Majorana) neutralino annihilation into an
ete™ pair is helicity suppressed, as previonsly noted. However, if the neutralino
state (6.50) contains a significant Higgsino component, the annihilation process
x{x% = WW- followed by W — e*v, will produce a positron with energy
peaked around m /2.

Similarly, WIMP annihilation in the halo into two photons would produce
a monochromatic line at an energy of the WIMP mass. Of course, since they
are electrically neutral, there is no direct coupling to photons but equally their
(weak) interaction with other matter generates a small but non-zero cross section
for annihilation into two photons via a loop diagram. Estimates of the cross
section suggest that the signal wouid be barely observable with current detectors,
However, cold dark matter predicts cusps in the density in the cores of galaxies. It
is doubtful whether such cusps are compatible with observations but a (residual)
peak in the density would assist the generation of a visible signal.

6.7 Exercises

l. Verify that the abundance Qy ¢ of cold dark matter X is given by (6.22) and,
hence, check the estimate (6.28).

2. Show that the increase in temperature following reheating after the gravitinos
decay is given by (6.43) and, hence, derive the bound (6.44) on m3,7.
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Show that a neutralino with mass m, ~ 100 GeV scattering from a xenon
nucleus with mxe ~ 130 GeV, with a typical WiIMP speed & ~ 270 km st
produces a nuclear recoil energy which is below 100 keV.

6.8 General references

We have found the following article particularly useful in preparing this chapter.

Jungman G, Kamionkowski M and Griest K 1996 Phys. Rep. 267 195
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Chapter 7

Inflationary cosmology

7.1 Introduction

The inflationary universe scenario was devised by Guth [1] to provide a resolution
to two major puzzles in the standard model of the universe, namely the horizon
and flatness problems. As a by-product, inflation also solves problems asseciated
with excessive abundances of particle relics. There are two basic versions of
cosmological inflation which we shall refer to as ‘old’ and ‘new’ (or ‘slow-
roll’) inflation. In both versions, the universe undergoes a period of very rapid
expansion driven by a large cosmological constant in the false vacuom. This
period of inflation ends when the universe has evolved to the true vacuum with
zero cosmological constant, In the case of old inflation, the universe supercools
in some high-temperature phase before undergoing a first-order phase transition
to some low-temperature phase. In the case of new inflation, some scalar field
rolls in a very flat region of a potential (where the vacuum energy is large and
positive) and eventually rolls io a minimum of the potential with zero vacuum
energy (cosmological constant}.

In the first part of this chapter, we shall discuss old inflation and its successes
and shortcomings. The second part of the chapter contains an exposition of new
inflation (slow roll inflation.) We shall see that, as well as providing a solution to
these cosmological problems, slow-roll inflation is capable of accounting for the
size of the density perturbations in the cosmic microwave background radiation.

7.2 Horizon, flatness and unwanted relics problems
We discuss these three puzzles in the standard model of cosmology in tumn.

7.2.1 The horizon problem

The cosmic microwave background radiation (CMBR) is very homogeneous.
However, in the standard model, the present universe consists of many regions
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which were causally disconnected up to the Gme of recombination of electrons
and photons after which the photons we now observe as the cosmic microwave
background underwent no further scattering. The puzzle is how these causally
disconnected regions could have ended up with the same microwave background
temperature.

We can estimate how many causally disconnecied regions there were at the
time of recombination. From (3.117), the proper distance at time ¢ from any point
1o the particle horizon is

duity =2 a.1

where we have taken n = % for a radiation-dominated universe. In particular, at

the recombination time ¢,,
du(y) =21, (1.2)

(We are assuming that for most of the time from ¢ = Qup until ¢, the universe was
tadiation dominated. This is a reasonable approximation because the temperature
at which the traasition from radiation dominance o matter dominance occurs and
the temperature at which recombination of electrons and protons occurs are well
within an order of magnitude of each other, respectively 0.37 eV and (.26 eV.)
We need to know how many horizon volumes at time ¢, have expanded to fill the
presently observable region of the universe (the present horizon volume). Thus,
we need to know the radius of the region at time ¢, that has expanded to the radius
of the presently observable universe. Let the volume of the observable universe
at the present time 7g be Vo(ro) and let the horizon volume at the recombination
time be V. (f,). Since RT is constant, because of conservation of entropy,

Votr) _ Volto) R2Gr) _ Volto) ( @)’
Vot~ V@) By Vo) \T,

In view of (3.117),
to) _ (1w’ (T o
Ve (1) I T, ’
With the universe matter dominated from approximately the time of
recombination to the present time, so that

(1.3)

R(t) o 133 a5
we have
o T2, (7.6)
Thus, 32
Va(s,) Tr)
— ) ~36x10* 77
V) (To a.n

for 7, >~ 3.0 x 10* K and Ty ~ 2.73 K. This is the number of horizon volumes
at the recombination time that expanded to fill the presently observable universe
(the present horizon volume.) As advertised, this is a large number,
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7.2.2 The flatness problem

The present value of €2, the ratio of the density of the universe to the critical
density, is not more than one order of magnitude different from 1. Since, as in
section 1.3,

k
HIR?
the departure of & from 1 is a measure of the exient to which the universe is
curved {when & # (), The value of 2 varies with time and we can estimate how
close 1o 1 it would have had to have been at earlier times to be as close to | as
it is today. The conclusion we shall come to shortly is that £ would have been
extraordinarily close to 1 in the early universe to be consistent with the present
value of £2.

First, let us study the way in which £ — | varies as the scale factor of the
uuniverse R{r) changes. Recalling that

Q-1= (1.8)

fel 8 GN
=— = 7.9
PRy P 7.9
and combining with (7.8), we recover the Friedmann equation
8
HIR? = —;GNpRz—k. (1.10)

Assuming a radiation-dominated universe, g is proportional to T# and, for entropy
conservation, RT is constant. Thus, we can write

p=aR™* (7.11)
Then, using (7.10),
oY P, S— (7.12)
$nGnaR2 -k
[t is clear, therefore, that 2 — ! as R — 0. However, as the universe expands,
Q> 0asR > ocifk =~-1,andQ = 00 as R > Rmax = $nGua)y’?if
k=1.
Next, let us estimate the value of £2 — | in the early universe. Write
p=ET* (1.13)
where, from (2.22),
£=" (Nt IN (7.14)
T\t ) ‘
Then, from (7.12),(7.11) and (7.13),
k k
Q-1= ~ (7.15)

"~ $xGNET*R —k ~ §nGnET?
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for large values of T, where
k

k= Fich (7.16)
In an adiabatically expanding universe, the constancy of RT implies that kisa

(dimensionless) constant, We can estimate k from (7.15), (7.13) and (7.10) as

8xGnp . (R0 — DHE

k= ~
3 3
r Ty

(7.17)

where Hp and Tp are the present valves: Hp =~ 1.54 x 10742 GeV and Tp ~
2.73 K =~ 2.35 x 10713 GeV. For ©y differing from 1 by no more than an order
of magnitude,

lkt <2 x 10758, (7.18)

We are left with an unnatarally small number for |:2| (unless k is strictly zero).
This bound on lfl can now be translated into a bound on |2 — 1] at early
times. By way of illustration, we take the value of £ obtained in an SU(5)
supersymmetric GUT and estimate the value of |2 — 1] at the grand unification
scale and at the Planck scale. In this case, as in section 2.7, Ng + g Nr = &2 and

50
£ =555 (71.19)

Recalling that Gy = m72, where the Planck mass mp = 1.22 x 10'* GeV, we
get the bound at the grand unification scale, T, = 2 x 1016 GeV,

12— 1] £ 1.66 x 107 (7.20)

and at the Planck scale
12~ 1] £ 1.66 x 1075 (7.21)

Again, these are unnaturally small numbers (unless & is strictly zero). The
problem is to find a way that conditions in the early universe could have produced
such small numbers.

7.2.3 The unwanted relics problem

It is not infrequently the case that particles produced in the early universe are
calculated to have unacceptably large relic densities in the present universe, either
because they provide too large a contribution to the mass of the universe or for
other reasons. For example, as discussed in section 3,10, unaccepiably large
monopole densities are produced in some GUTs. A mechanism is needed to dilute
these densities to acceptable values.



Old inflation 199
7.3 Old inflation

A solution to ali three probiems discussed in the last section is for there to have
been a pericd of very rapid expansion of the universe (cosmological inflation)
during which the scale factor of the universe grew by a large amount. We shall
discuss shortly how much expansion is sufficient to solve these problems. A
simple mechanism to produce the required expansion is for the universe to have
supercooled in a false vacuum prior to undergoing a first-order phase transition to
the true vacuum in the way described in section 2.9, In that case, a large positive
vacuum energy, constani until the phase transition is completed, can drive a period
of expansion in a de Sitter universe. After some supercooling has occurred, the
vacuum energy density in the Friedmann equation will dominate the radiation
energy density and the curvature term, and the Friedmann equation simplifies to

R?  8nGy
R~ 3
where V is the vacuum energy density in the false vacuum. This is equivalent to
the de Sitter equation with cosmological constant

HY = 14 (1.22)

A=87GNV =8amplV, (1.23)

Moreover, the Hubble constant during the inflationary era has a constant value
given by
H? = {A. (7.24)

During cosmological inflation, the scale factor of the universe grows

exponentially
R(¢f) o exp (\/g:) = (7.25)

The exponential expansion means that by the time the transition to the true
vacuum occurs, the scale factor of the universe may have increased by many
orders of magnitude. The phase transition will be completed by the formation
of bubbles of the true vacuum, as discussed in section 2.9. Once formed, the
bubbles will tend to coalesce and the energy stored in the walls of the bubbles
will be released resufting in the universe rcheating. Thereafter, the universe
will evolve as a (in the first instance) radiation-dominated Friedmann—Reberison—
Walker (FRW} universe. However, the initial conditions for the evelution of the
FRW universe will have been drastically modified by the period of inflation, If
sufficient inflation has occurred, the various problems discussed in the previous
section will be solved. We now estimate how much inflation is required for this
purpose.

Consider first the horizon problem. This problem will be resolved if the
presently observable universe lies in a single region which was causally connected
at the time of decoupling of photons from matter (the recombination time), rather
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than containing of the order of 3.6 x 10* such regions as in section 7.2. The usval
expression (3.117) for the distance to the particle horizon does not hold during
the period of cosmological inflation. Instead,

d‘f

R (1.26)

1)

dy(t) = R(t) [

0

with R(#) given by (7.25) if we neglect the period of growth of dy (¢) during the

period of radiation-dominated expansion which preceded cosmological inflation.
Thus, during the inflationary period,

du(y=H e - 1. (7.27)

The exponential growth of dy (¢) during this period means that, once the universe
has reheated to around the critical temperawre after the phase transition has
been completed, the herizon volume is exponentially greater than it was at this
temperature prior to inflation. (Because the energy density in the false vacuum
is of order Tc“ and the radiation density in the FRW universe is given by (2.22),
reheating to a temperature of order T, occurs.) Thus, after the subsequent period
of radiation-dominated expansion in the FRW universe, the size of the horizon
velume at 1 = 1, is exponentially greater than in the standard model of cosmology.
It is then easy for one horizon volume at ¢ = 1, to contain many times over the
volume which will expand to the presently seeable universe.

Consider next the flatness problem. Let 7 = T, be the temperature at
which the low-temperature minimum of the effective potential (the true vacuum)
becomes the absolute minimum. When the phase transition is first order, the
universe will supercool to a temperature T = T before the phase wransition is
completed by tunnelling out of the false vacuum, as described in section 2.9,
and reheating of the universe to a temperature T = Tg occurs, with Tx ~ T,
The period when supercooling is occurring is a period of non-adiabatic expansion
which modifies the discussion of the flathess problem given earlier. The flamess
problem was cast in section 7.2 as the unnatural smaliness of {Q— 1| = |k/H2R?|
at early times, e.g. at the (supersymmetric) grand unification scale. During
inflation, assumed to occur at that scale, H? is given by (7.24) and is constant.
At the same time, R grows exponentially. In (7.20), |$2 — 1] was of order 10755,
Thus, if R grows by more than about 55 orders of magnitude during inflation,
we end up with a *natural’ value of €2 — 1] of order 1 at the supersymmetric
grand unification scale. It is usual to measure inflation in terms of e-folds (one
e-fold being growth of R by a factor of e). In terms of e-folds, what we require to
overcome the flatmess problem is around 64 e-folds of inflation'. This is sufficient
to solve the horizon problem discussed above.

Finally, wrning to the unwanted relics problem, let us consider, for
definiteness, the magnetic monopole problem. [In section 3.10, the excessive

1 The WMAP data which suggests that [£2g — 1] may be two orders of magnitude less than 1 indicates
66 e-folds may be nearer the mark. This makes littke difference and we shall use 64 e-folds troughout.
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magnetic monopole contribution to the predicted density of the universe today
derived from the size of the ratio of the monopole number density to the entropy
density at the time of the grand unified phase transition at which the monopoles
were produced or, equivalently, from the size of the ratio of the number of
monopoles to the entropy. The problem can be solved if a great deal of entropy is
generated by inflation.

During supercooling, the entropy does not change. However, the non-
adiabalic reheating results in increased entropy. The entropy density prior to
supercooling is of order 1;3. If the reheating temperature 7 ~ T, the entropy
density is still of this order after reheating. However, because the volume of
any region has been inflated by the inflation of R>, the entropy in that region
has increased by a factor of €5/, where Ar is the duration of the period of
exponential expansion. If there is sufficient inflation to solve the Aatness problem
(about 64 e-folds of inflation), then the entropy increases by a factor of 2.4 x 10%3,
In section 3.10, we found that for the case of a supersymmetric grand-unified
phase transition, 2ph? was 1819 orders of magnitude greater than the predicted
upper bound for QA2 (and a few orders of magnitude more in the case of a first-
order phase transition). Since the entropy generation resulting from inflation
reduces Qarh? by 83 orders of magnitude, the relic monopole density today is
insignificant. A similar discussion applies to other particle relics.

For all its successes, old inflation has a fatal flaw. It is not possible to make
a ‘graceful exit' [2] from the period of inflationary expansion in a supercooling
de Sitter universe to a reheated FRW universe. The problem arises because the
phase transition is completed in the way described in section 2.9 by the formation
of bubbles of the true vacuom inside the false vacuum. In the first instance, the
vacuum energy of the de Sitter phase emerges as energy in the bubble walls. For
the universe to thermalize, it is necessary for the bubble walls to undergo many
collisions with other bubble walls. The trouble is that, on the one hand, sufficient
inflation requires the nucleation rate for the true vacuum to be sufficiently low
to allow a long period of supercooling. On the other hand, if bubbles of true
vacuum are to form sufficiently rapidly for the bubbles to overlap and collide in
an expanding universe, then this same nucleation rate needs to be sufficiently high.
It turns out that these two requirements cannot be reconciled. More precisely, it
is found that for nucleation rates low enough for sufficient inflation the universe
always consists of clusters of bubbles of true vacuum with a few bubbles in each
cluster surrounded by false vacuum.

7.4 New inflation

[t is possible to retain the successes of old inflation while avoiding the graceful
exit problem in an alternative formulation of cosmological inflation referred to as
‘new’ inflation [3-5] or ‘slow-roll’ inflation, The graceful exit problem derived
from the slow rate of bubble formation at a first-order phase transition when
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Figure 7.1. Slow-roll inflation. The slow-roll region is between ¢; and ¢ .

the nucleation rate was sufficiently low to allow the universe to remain in the
false vacuum long enough for sufficient inflation to occur. In new inflation,
the inflationary period begins with the scalar field (expectation value) ¢, the
‘inflaton’, which, for the time being, we shall take to be real, in a region of the
effective potential V (¢} which is very flat. The scalar field may have reached
this region by tunnelling through a barrier between a false vacuum and the true
vacuum or by the false vacuum having ceased to be a local minimum as the
temperature dropped. The scalar field is then assumed to roll slowly down the the
flat region of the potential. We shall discuss the scalar field dynamics involved
shortly. While this process is occurring, the value of the potential is positive
and can drive inflation. If V{(¢) is sufficiently flat in the relevant region, the
inflationary process can last long enough to solve the cosmolegical problems
discussed earlier. Eventually, ¢ reaches a steeper region of the potential, descends
more rapidly towards the absolute minimum of V(¢) with V = 0, overshoots
and starts to oscillate about the absclute minimum. Quantum mechanical particle
creation damps the oscillation and converts the vacuum energy into the energy of
particles. Thermalization of the emitted particles creates a radiation-dominated
FRW universe. The whole process is displayed in figure 7.1. We shall now discuss
each stage of the process in more detail.

To study the slow-roll stage, we require the equation of motion for (the
expectation value of) the scalar field ¢, The Lagrangian density for a (real) scalar
field with effective potential V(¢) is

= 33,00%¢ ~ V(9). (7.28)

(Then the action is S = fd*x /=gL.) One way of deriving the equation of
motion is as the covariantized Euler-Lagrange equation for this field, namely

Dy (3"¢) = ~V'(¢) (1.29)
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with the covariant derivative defined by
DyVH =3 VE + rfp ve (7.30)

for any 4-vector V¥. Assuming a homogeneous field ¢, so that the spatial
gradients are zero,
Vo =0, 1.31)

the Euler-Lagrange equation reduces to
¢+ The + V() =0. (7.32)

With the coefficients of affine connection for the Robenson-Walker metric as in
section 1.2, the explicit equation of motion is

P+3HP+ V(@) =0 (7.33)

where A is the Hubble ‘constant’ (exercise 1). If there is a range of values of
¢ for which slow roll occurs, then in that region the motion is dominated by the
“frictional’ term 3H ¢ and the ¢ term is neglected. Then the equation of motion
simplifies to

. V()
é= ~3H (7.34)
We derive the conditions that V (¢} must satisfy to obtain
¢
— 1. 7.35

l 3H ¢l « (7.35)

The double time derivative ¢ may be estirated from (7.34) as

" T Y

= —§-§V @+ 3 H™*HV(¢). (1.36)

An estimate of H is now required. When the vacuum energy density py
dominates over the radiation density and the curvature terms, the Friedmann
equation gives

8 8
HY = ”f” ov = Tnm;zpv. (7.37)
Also, the energy—momentum tensor for the scalar field is given by
oL a¢
= F _ 7.38
w0 = Gang oxr L (7.38)
= 3,000 — 18,,090* ¢ + g0 V (9). (7.39)

For a homogeneous field ¢, the vacuum energy density py is given by

pv = Too = 3¢ + V(9. (7.40)
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If we assume that the energy density is dominated by the potential energy, then

87 _
H?= 5" P2V (9). (7.41)
We shall see shortly that this is a consistent approximation when the effective
potential V(¢) is flat enough to satisfy the conditions for slow roll. Returning to

(7.36) with H estimated from (7.41), we see that

a _ 1 ' 8’"";2 —Aryrt 2
He 9H2V(¢)+ 54 H (V' (@)”. (7.42)
To satisfy (7.35), we require that
V(@)
et (71.43)
and Soem?
TR ven ™ <. (7.44)
Wwith H? given by (7.41), these slow-rol] conditions are
2 ’
me |V (@)
g 24 7.45
vgy o (7.43)
and )
V'(‘P))
2 48x. 7.46
™ ( ver) €7 (7.46)

Slow roll occurs in the range of ¢ for which V(¢) is flat enough to satisfy these
two conditions.

It can now be seen that, when the slow-roll conditions are satisfied, the
vacoum energy density is dominated by the potential energy. Using (7.34), the
kinetic term in (7.40) is

1., (V@)

2% = Tomt (47
so that, using (7.41) and (7.46),
1.2 2 ' 2
A4 mp (V (¢))
AT A A L 1. 7.48
V@ " %n (V(¢) « 749

If the slow roll occurs between times #; and 75, and the value of the scalar
field evolves from ¢; to ¢y during this time, then the amount of inflation,
measured as the nomber of e-folds, is given by

Ry

N, =1 f‘lkd ‘!Hd (7.49)
=Ilnh—= —df = f. .
¢ Ri [ R #
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Thus, when ¢ is given by (7.34),
R ¢ d L4 d
N,=|n—i=f H-f-'=—f 332—,i (1.50)
R Jo @ # Vie)
and when the vacuum energy density is dominated by the potential energy, as in
(7.41), the number of e-folds of inflation is

R 2 [ Ve
Ne=n R 8am, ‘L Vo) de. a.sn
If we make the approximation
Vig) = V(@) + V(@) (¢ — ¢i) (7.52)
and take
Vigi) =0 (7.53)
for a flat potential, then
Vig) = V(i) (¢ - ¢i). (7.54)
Substimting this into (7.34), we find that
. V' (¢i)
¢ — ¢ =exp (-—3‘7{—-(1 - fs)) . (7.55)
Then, the motion is slow over a time period
3H
T~ 7.56
(V7 (i)l (7:59)
and, using (7.49),
Ry 3H?
N=lh—~Hg ~ . 7.57
TR el 70
With H2 given by (7.41), this gives
n Ry 8aV($) (7.58)

R myIV'(g0)|
Thus, when the slow-roll condition (7.45) is satisfied, In Ry/R; is large and
we get many e-folds of inflation. Equation (7.58) is useful as an initial test of
whether sufficient inflation can occur. The estimate of the number of e-folds of
inflation can be sharpened up by performing the integration in (7.51) over the
region between ¢; and ¢y which are the boundaries of the region in which the
slow-roll conditions are satisfied.

All of this discussion assumes that the motion of ¢ across the flat region
is that of a classical field. If there are significant quantum fluctations, ¢ may
cross the flal region more rapidly and these conclusions may no longer be valid.
We shall see later that, in the de Sitter space of an inflating universe, there are
substantiai quanturn fluctuations and we need to check that this effect is not
sufficient to invalidate these estimaies of N,. This will be discussed in section 7.6.
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7.5 Reheating after inflation

Eventually, slow roil ends when the inflaton field ¢ reaches a steeper region of the
potential. The inflaton then descends more rapidly towards the absolute minimum
of the potential, overshoots it and starts to oscillate about the absclute minimum.
Assuming that the inflaton possesses couplings to matter fields, the oscillation is
damped by quantum mechanical particle creation as vacuum energy is convered
into energy of particles [6~9]. Denote the decay rate of the inflaton by I'y. We
shall assume that 'y < Hose, where Hog is the value of the Hubble constant when
the slow-roll period ends and the oscillating period begins.

A simple way of intraducing the damping by particle emission into the
dynamics of the inflaton is to modify (7.33) to

G+3H¢+Ted + V'(g) =0. (7.59)

Multiplying by ¢/2 and recailing (7.40) for the vacuum energy density py, we
find that
v+ GH +Tg)¢? =0. (7.60)

For simple harmonic oscillations, the average of the kinetic energy over an
oscillation is equal to the average of the potential energy over an oscillation, so
that

18 = (Vi) = Slov). (7.61)

Averaging (7.60) over oscillations, we write
pv +GH +Tg)py =0 (7.62)

where py is now understood 1o refer to the time-averaged quantity. We shall
discuss later in this section the circumstances in which (7.62) is valid.

While ¢+ < I‘;', neglecting the time between the big bang and the start of
oscillations, the development of py is given, to 2 good approximation, by

pv +3Hpy =0 (7.63)

which is identical to the energy conservation equation in a matter-dominated FRW
universe. Thus, we may regard the vacuum energy density as equivalent to a gas
of non-relativistic ¢ particles. During this period,

pvx R Rt and  py xt7i (7.64)

When s ~ Ty !, rapid decay of the vacvum energy to emitted particles occurs
and the universe reheats to a temperature Ty given by

"—2 N+3N Td=py=r3! 7.65
30 8 8 F R=prU= ¢) (7.65)
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where Ng + ;NF = 9—";3 for the supersymmetric standard model and %3 for the
standard model. If we define a scale M by

M* = py(t = 1), (7.66)
where 1; is the time that slow roll begins, then we still have

PV = tose) = M* (1.67)
because py == V (¢) during slow roll and ¥ (¢) does not change significantly over

the flat region in which siow roll occurs. The initial value Hoe of the Hubble
constant when the oscillatory period starts is then given by

3
HL, = T"m;‘*’-M“. (7.68)

The time o5 when the oscillatory period starts is then of order

- 3 -
tosc ~ Hoge = 1,§;mpM 2 (7.69)

(or one or two orders of magnitude greater). Then, from (7.64), we see that

oy =T," 2
— 2 = (I, 7.70
P R s 779
and, using (7.69) and (7.67), we have
_ 3
vt =Tg") = —(Tymp)’. (7.71)

Consequently, the reheating temperature Tz of (7.65) is

45 1/4
Te=|-———]) Tomp)'2 71.72
® (4n3(~s+§~n) (Fymp) (1.72)

Note that this is not, in general, of order M.

This discussion depends upon (7.63) for the time development of the (time-
averaged) vacuum energy density. This is known to be correct for the oscillatory
period if the ¢ particles decay only into fermions, However, when the ¢ particles
decay into pairs of bosons ¢ — x x, then it is possible for very rapid decay via
parametric resonance to occur [ 10], a process which generates very large numbers
of x particles. This is referred to as ‘preheating’. However, the (radiation) energy
density in light x particles rapidly becomes small compared to the (matter) energy
density remaining in the oscillatory ¢ vacuum. Thereafter, the reheating process
occurs as before and the estimate of Tg is not much altered.
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Since all pre-existing baryon asymmetry will be diluted exponentially by the
inflationary period, the baryon asymmetry we observe now must be generated
after rehwating has occurred or during reheating. If the reheating iemperature T
is sufficiently high, then the baryon asymmetry may be produced in the usual way
by the decay of leptoquark bosons in a GUT. Lower reheating temperatures will
suffice if the sphaleron mechanism applies instead. A further possibility is that
the baryon asymmetry is produced by the decay of the oscillating vacuum state
which exists after slow roll has ceased, i.e. by the decay of particles associated
with the inflaton field ¢. This is the situation discussed in section 4.6 where all of
the entropy of the universe is produced by the decay of particles whose decay is
also producing the baryon asymmetry. Then the baryon asymmetry is

e Tz (1.73)
s my
where ¢ is the net baryon number produced by the decay of a scalar particle
associated with ¢. There is the weaker requirement that the reheating temperature
should be high enough for nucleosynthesis to occur so that Tg should be at least
a few MeV.

7.6 Inflaton field equations

As discussed in section 7.4, estimates of the amount of inflation occurring during
slow roll require that quanturn fluctuations in the inflaton field ¢ do not cause the
flat region of the poteatial to be crossed too rapidly. We now show that, in the
inflationary vniverse, {¢2} grows linearly with time [11-13].

The inflaton field operator may be expanded in terms of plane-wave modes

as
: L 3 ik-
1, x) = W fd k()" *ay + h.c)) (1.714)
where the creation and annihilation operators ag and aI obey
(ak. al.] = 8(k — k). (1.75)
For a massless field in a flat FRW space, the field equation
D,(@%¢) =0 (7.76)
leads to . .
$r (1) + 3HI() + RO ya(t) = 0. 7.7
With
R(t) = Roe™"* (1.78)

during the inflationary expansion and using the variable

n=—RyIH e H! (1.19)
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the equation for the plane wave mode ¥/ (1) becomes
¥i =307 + kP =0 (7.80)

where the primes denote differentiation with respect to . The general solution is
given in terms of Hanke! functions

AT
v =(3) " PPHECWHDED + a®HDED] (0.8
where k = |k| and the condition
le2l = Jerl2 =1 (7.82)

follows from the canonical commutation relations for q‘? and its conjugate
momentum. Retaining only the positive frequency part [13] of yx (), for modes
which go through many oscillations in an expansion time, we take

aky=1, k=0 (7.83)
fork 3> RgH. Then, fork » RoH,
T \1/2

wm=(3) rHHE kD (7.84)

~ — 2072t ~ ik~ eV, (7.85)

and
,  H? 2 o2 gy—2 —2H
WaI” = 551+ K°Ry“H %™ ) (7.86)

The quantum fluctuation {92 may now be estimated as follows. Because the
modes with wavelengths greater than the horizon (in the sense of the comoving
Hubble length H~'/R(2)) are expected to be responsible for the growth of
(¢?) with time [13), an approximation to (%) is obtained by cutting off the &
integration at k = RpH e'’". Then, from (7.74) and (7.75),

2, _ ! f 3 2
{95 = any &k 1yl (7.87)
and, using (7.86), this gives lincar growth in time:
H3
{#?) = —51 + (constant). (7.38)
4n

It is important for a consistent model of inflation that quantum fluctuations do not
result in (¢} crossing the flat region of the potential faster than the time required
for semi-classical slow roll across this region. In (7.57), the time to roli across the
flat region (the period of slow roll) was

r~HN,. (7.89)
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Thus, we require a flat region of width A¢ with

HY  H2N,
B > at =7 (7.90)
so that we require
9 HNI;Z
A¢ > 2; . (7.91)

We shall sec in the example in section 7.8 that there is often a stronger constraint
from the rquirement of obtaining density perturbations of the size found by
COBE.

7.7 Density perturbations

The guantum fluctuations in the inflaton field discussed in the previous section
result in density perturbations [14—16] in the post-inflationary universe, which
may be responsible for galaxy formation. The density perturbations arise because
the quantum fluctuations in ¢ give ¢, i.e. the expectation value of ¢. slightly
different values in different regions of space. This results in perturbations to the
value of the vacuum energy density.

Central to the discussion of the formation of density perturbations is the fact
that a given comoving wavelength (i.e. a wavelength in units of the scale factor
R(t) of the universe) can start inside the horizon before inflation begins, cross
outside the horizon at some time during inflation, and then cross back inside the
horizon after inflation has ended and a radiation-dominated universe has been
established. (By ‘horizon’ we shall mean here not the particle horizon but the
comoving Hubble length A ~' / R(r). This is a measure of the distance light traveis
during an appreciable amount of expansion of the universe. Inside of a comoving
Hubble length, causal processes do not feel the expansion of the universe.)) This
behaviour is a consequence of the fact that when R{f) is increasing as a power ¢?
of t with p < |, the comoving Hubble length increases with time, whereas when
R(1) is increasing exponentially with time, the comeving Hubble length decreases
with time, while the comoving wavelength is, by definition, constant. (See
figure 7.2.) The (classica])jnﬂalon field perturbation 8¢(¢, x) may be expressed
in terms of perturbations 8¢{¢, k) of momentum k as

sp(t, x) = f Sre®* 58, k) (792)
where we have written the complete inflaton field ¢ (¢, x) as

@1, x) = ¢o(t) +5¢(1, x) (7.93)

with @p{f) the homogeneous classical field. Quantum fAuctations d¢(s, k)
develop when the comoving scale [k]™!/R(¢) is inside the horizon and become
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Figure 7.2. Behaviour of the comoving Hubble length during and after inflation,

‘frozen in’ when this comoving scale crosses outside the hotizon, so that it is no
longer subject to causal processes. When this comoving scale crosses back inside
the horizon, the fluctuations reappear as classical density perturbations.

Calculation of 3¢(t, k) requires a generalization of the equation of motion
(7.33) of the homogeneous classical field @o{¢) to include the spatial dependence
of ¢(t, x). Including this dependence (7.29) leads (exercise 2) to

¢— RIV2p+3HG+ V() =0 (7.94)

where a flat space has been assumed. (Note in passing that had we allowed
¢ to have spatial dependence in the discussion in section 7.4, this would have
been damped out rapidly because of the exponential growth of R(r) during the
inflationary period.) Comparing (7.33) for ¢o(¢) with (7.94) for ¢ (¢, x), we see
that 8¢, k) obeys

(38) + 3H (5¢) + Ry2e MM'k25¢ + V" (¢0)8d = 0. (7.95)
For slow roll away from a maximum of the potential, we must have
V(o) < 0. (7.96)

The perturbations start to grow when the fourth term in (7.95), which is the
destabilizing influence, becomes larger than the third term. Thus, 8¢(s, k) staris
10 grow at a time £* (k) (where k& = |k|) given by

Ry2e™2H" k2 = v (gp). (7.97)
For # 3 £ (k), the third term in (7.95) can be neglected and 3¢ obeys

5¢ + 3H6.g3 = —V"(¢0)é¢. (7.98)
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We also know that ¢ obeys (7.33):
do+3Hdy = —V'(dy). (7.99)
Consequently, 2 . ) -
3—5(¢0)+3H—(¢0) = -V (¢0,){¢v) (7.100)

so that 8¢ obeys the same equation as ¢0 when H is nearly constant, as n will be
during the period of slow roll. Thus, ¢(¢, k) must be proportional to ¢ with a
k-dependent constant of proportionality which we write as =87 (k):

3¢(t, k) = —8T(R)dol(?). (7.101)
Substituting into (7.93),
P (1, x) = ¢o(t) — ST{x)o(t) (7.102)
where
St(x) = f Bk ek 57 (k). (7.103)
To first order in 81,
¢(1, x) = dolt - 3r(x)). (7.104)

Thus, the scalar field fluctuations introduce a spatial dependence into the classical
field ¢g(¢) which is of the form of a spatially-dependent time lag. Also, for
1 < t*, the V"(go} term may be neglected and 8¢ is just the quantum fluctuation
of a free massless scalar field in de Sitter space, which is known to be

56t k) = "ﬁ 5751 + R2 K2 H e~ HN/2, (7.105)

In this limit, the equation obeyed by 5@(t, k) is identical to (7.77) and 8¢(s, k)
is the same as |y¥| up to a normalization factor, as can be seen from (7.86).
The normalization is determined by the requirement that 8&(:. k) is the mms
fluctuation [ 14}, so that

. AN
31, k) = (E) (vl (7.106)

Perturbations in a scalar field will produce density perturbations because the
potential energy V (@) is modified by perturbations in ¢. Thus,

5p =58V = V'(¢)s¢. (7.10T)

A calculation of the evolution of the density perturbations using the formalism
of Olson [14, 1 7] shows that when the comoving scale [k1~1 /R(r) crosses back
inside the horizon,

— = 4H38T (k). (7.108)
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We may estimate:ﬁ‘r’ (k) by assuming that both the 1 >» (*(X) and ¢ € r*(k)
expressions for 8¢(r, k) are tolerable approximations for ¢ ~ ¢*(k). Equating
(7.101) and (7.105) at ¢ = £*(k) gives

cow g —H —252 52 —2H* /2
SR K) = () 4 RGP H T2
—H
= . l “IpH * If2. .
ypy %(f‘}[ +H (™)) (7.109)
When the slow-roll conditions are satisfied,
V(o) < H? (7.110)
and we have b
ST k)~ ————. 7011
T ) ) ( )
Then —_
o _ —HUY (7.112)

p - n3{2¢:0“¢)'

In practice, ¢*(k) is a few Hubble times after the time when the comoving

wavelength k~' crossed outside the horizon. In evaluating (7.112), we

shall always identify #*(k) with the horizon crossing time given by k =

R (KN H(#*(k)). Then (7.112) is consistent to within a factor of order one with
other, mere rigorous, treatments [15, 16].
The COBE observations require that

& . 2 x 1073, 7.113)
fo)

This allows us to estimate the energy scale of the inflationary potential V(¢).
Using (7.41) and (7.47), we have

S0 _3Vig)y?

_— . 7.114
s P Vi) 714
Then, using (7.113), it follows that
v )2
Vi)t ~ (L) 10"6-10"7) GeV. 7.115
(@) Vo) ( ) ( )
Also, from the slow-roll condition (7.46),
mwwqm
—_— <« 3.5, 7.116
(vm (7.116)
Thus, we expect the energy scale of the inflationary potential is given by
Vig)* ~ (10'5-10'7) Gev ALY

though it could be less if the inflationary potential is very flat.



214 Inflationary cosmology
7.8 A worked example

The discussion of previous sections may be illustrated by the following example
of a suitable effective potential for inflation due to Steinhardt and Turner [5].
Consider the potential

V="V - B> +2¢* (7.118)

where Vg, ¢ and X are constants with 8, & > 0. Itis assumed that the inflaton field
¢ starts rolling from ¢ = 0, possibly because ¢ was zero in a high-temperature
phase where some symmetry was restored. In that case, slow roll began at
some lower temperature after the high-temperature phase ceased to be the stable
vacuum. It is also assumed that V is zero at the absolute minimum to which ¢
rolls, corresponding to zero cosmological constant. At the absolute minimum,

¢ = i—f =0 (1.119)
and V(o) = 0 requires that
27
Vo= Eé% (7.1200
When ¢ =~ ¢g = 0, (7.41) then implies that
ompt _
H = H}= 32f3 r a.121)

The slow-roll condition (7.45) implies that slow roll occurs for ¢ in the range

228 o _ e 7.122)

0=0% g

where it has been assumed that ¢ < ¢ in the slow-roll region. The second slow-
roll condition (7.46) is automatically satisfied whenever

" V’
vig)~ L2 @.123)
s
and |¢| is at least one order of magnitude less than m p. This is true here because
V() = '2: @) (1.124)

when ¢ « o < mp. Itis being assumed that o is less than m p 50 that we do
not have to consider the effects of quantum gravity. Following (7.119), this is
obviously arranged for

BS $amp. (7.125)
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To avoid de Sitter fluctuations driving ¢ across the flat region faster than
it would roll semi-classically, we need a width A¢ for the flat region with the
property (7.91). Combining this with (7.122) leads to

8

B2 WNJ/ZA”Z::: P. (7.126)
The criterion for sufficient inflation {7.57) yields
32\!/2
B 2128 (g) A mp (7.127)

where |V”(¢;)| has been evaluated at ¢; ~ Hp instead of ¢; ~ 0 o allow for
quantum fluctuations and N, has been taken to be about 64. The condition (7.126)
is clearly satisfied when (7.127) is,

For density fluctuations of the order required by COBE, (7.112) and (7.113)
imply that

—H2(s*) _s
73240 (t*) 1
With the aid of (7.34), this leads to
53
g~ JOH ) (7.129)

m32¢2(t,)

if 1* =~ 1,, the time at which slow roll ends. With ¢, given by (7.122) and
HI~ —m3Vo (7.130)

using (7.41), and assuming that 8/imp < 1 (which will turn out to be the case),
we then find that
B~85x 10333 2mp. (7.131)

In practice, this is not a particularly good approximation because qb is not constant
and cﬁ)(t‘) < cf:o(r,). A more careful calculation [3] gives a value of 8 several
orders of magnitude larger. Note that even for the smaller value of 8 given by
{7.131), the constraint for sufficient inflation (7.127) is satisfied with two orders
of magnitude in hand and the de Sitter flocmation constraint (7.126) is satisfied
with four orders of magnimde in hand, Combining (7.131) with the condition
(7.125) for o to be less than m p, we find that

A<2.5x1078, (7.132)
Then (7.131) implies that
%m;l <13 (7.133)

so that 8/Amp < 1, as assumed earlier.
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7.9 Complex inflaton field

In previous sections, we have been assuming that the inflaton field ¢ is a real
scalar field. A simple extension is o take ¢ to be a complex scalar field [18] with

the Lagrangian density
£=0,03"¢" - V(s,9").

For a homogeneous field, the Euler-Lagrange equations are then

av
¢+3H¢+$=0

with the Hubble constant given by

8n
H?= —;m,’vw *).

When the energy is dominated by the potential energy,

where we have separated ¢ into its real and imaginary parts
¢ =@ +ign.
For the slow-roll approximation to be valid,

3H¢1| «l
s

3H &

These may be cast as the sufficient conditions (exercise 4)

m Vili + V2Vp2
F 37

2 VaaVz + Vi V2
P Vs

<« 1

<& 487

« 487

V24 v2
m || « 967

(7.134)

(7.135)

(7.136)

7.137)

(7.138)

(7.139)

(7.140)

(7.141)

(7.142)

(7.143)

(7.144)

where V, = 0V /0@, (a = |, 2) etc. The last condition ensures that the kinetic
term may be neglected compared with the potential term in the vacunm energy

density.
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If slow roll occurs from (¢, ¢2) = (P15, $2,) close to a saddle point or
minimum of the effective potential, then we may write

Vi = Vig + Vi@ — dig) + Vi (2 — 92,) (7.145)
V2 2 Vo + Vigg(dr — d1y) + Vo, (92 — ¢2,). (7.146)

In terms of the displacements,
Xo = Po — Pug (a=1,2) (7.147)

and, correct to linear order in xg, the slow-roll equations may be written as

X=A-MX (7.148)
with
X=(2) A=g%(:;:) (7.149)
and _ L( Vie Viy ) (7.150)
6H\ Vi, Vo, J° ’

After diagonalizing M, we find that the displacements x, are superpositions of
eigensolutions with time dependence e ™' where

i .
c= L = 151
A 3 i=12) (7.151)
with
212 =Vijg+ Va3 £ ,/(Vno - Va2 + 4V,2z°. (7.152)

The number of e-folds of inflation may then be written as
N, = 2Vpmin{—u;", —15") (7.153)

if ¢1 and u7 are both negative. Otherwise, N, is controlled by the negative p;. It
is now necessary to have the potential sufficiently flat in all directions that there
is slow roll no matter what direction of roll occurs off the maximum (or saddle
point).

7.16 Chaotic inflation

Up to this point, it has been assumed 1hat the initial conditions for slow-roll
inflation are thermal. By this we mean that the field ¢ was at the minimum of
the effective potential for a high-temperature phase until this minimum ceased
to be the absolute minimum. Thereafter, ¢ appeared in the flat region of
the potential, either by quantum mechanical or thermal tunnelling out of the
metastable minimum or after the metastable minimum had ceased to exist. If
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the flat region is in the vicinity of a maximum or turning point of the effective
poteatial, some fine tuning of the initial conditions may be required if ¢ is 1o start
cut in the flat region.

An alternative possibility [19] is that the initial conditions are provided by a
chaotic quantum state which existed for times ¢ < tp, where

tp=mp (7.154)

is the Planck time. A simpie chaotic inflation model can be developed using the
Lagrangian density for the inflaton field ¢,

L =33,00%¢ — V($) (1.155)
with |
V@) = Zu‘ (7.156)

and A <« 1, so that the potential is flat. At the Planck time, the uncertainty
principle implies that V (¢) can only be measured with an accuracy of m'}.. Thus,
instead of ¢ being fixed at the minimum of V (¢) at ¢ = O in all regions of space,
we should expect ¢ to take values in the range

mp mp

_W“¢”W (7.157)

in various regions of space (domains). These are the initial conditions for the
domains. The evolution of ¢ for ¢ > i1p will permit a classical description,
provided

Vi) Smb  3.08%¢ <mi (7.158)

in all domains. Since V(@) is, in general, non-zero, the various domains will
undergo varying amounts of exponential expansion (inflation}).

Consider one such domain with an initial homogeneous field ¢{tp). (As
observed after (7.94), spatial dependence of ¢ is in any case damped out rapidly
by the exponential growth of R(r).) For the potential (7.156), the Hubble constant
of (741)is

2 172
H= (ixl) #'m3. (7.159)
Neglecting the ¢ term in (7.33) for slow roll
. A\
¢=- (5) mp (7.160)

so that

X 152
¢ =¢lp)exp [— (E) mp(t — rp)] . (7.161)
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The inflationary growth of the scale factor R(r) is now given by (7.49) as

R(!) f
H ds. 7.162
R(IP} ( )

Then, substituting the solution (7.161) for ¢ into the expression (7.159) leads to

R 2\
In ———R(?)) = ——¢2(rp)( —exp [— (5) mp(t -'P)])° (7.163)

For ¢t ~ tp, this may be approximated by

/2
27)
R(1) =~ R(tp)exp I:('—z—) P2 (te)(t - fp)] . (7.164)
3my
From (7.161), we see that the motion is slow roll over a period
5 \-1/2 |
T~ (a) ma (7.165)
during which time we see from (7.164) that there are
2
N, =2n (M—)) (7.166)
mp

e-folds of inflation. Thus, there are at least 64 e-folds of inflation provided
@(tp) 2 3.2mp. (7.167)
This value is in the rquired range (7.157) provided
251072, (7.168)

A region of the universe with such a value of ¢(7p) could, therefore, develop into
a universe in which the horizon and flatness problems are solved, as required for
the universe we occupy.

The observed value of 0/ p puts a more stringent constraint on the size of i.
We estimate dp/p from (7.112) with qb given by (7.160), H given by (7.159) and
@{1*) given by (7.207) with p = 4. Then

Sp 2«/
Q

where, as in section 7.12, N, (¢ (")) is the number of e-folds of inflation occurring
after cosmologically interesting scales leave the horizon. Thus,

S INB )P (7.169)

L) 3xt
A= (;‘”) —[N,(¢(r*))r (7.170)
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For |8p/0| ~ 103 and N, (¢(:*)) = 50, we have
A~3x 107 (7.171)

The spectral index discussed in section 7.12 has the value given by
nk) — 1 = -0.06 7.172)

7.11 Hybrid inflation

In the slow-rol! inflation models discussed so far, the inflaton ¢ which is
undergoing slow roll is alse responsible for the vacuum energy density that drives
the inflationary expansion of the universe. In ‘hybrid’ inflation [20], two (real)
scalar fields ¢ and ¢ are involved. The field ¢ undergoes slow roll but most of
the vacuum energy is due to the presence of ¥. When the value of ¢ drops below
some critical value ¢, the field v is destabilized and it rolls from a vacuum with
positive energy density to the vacuum with zero energy density, so that inflation
ends.
The simple criginal model, due to Linde {20] has a potential of the form

i A A
V = —m2¢? + 29t — MD2 4 ZZy2g? (1.173)
2 3 )
so that . . N N
Ve Vod om2e? — cmuyl 4+ 224242 L M o4 _
0+ 5me? - smiyt + 2207+ Ty (7.174)
where N
Vo= oM ad  ml=uM (7.175)

The field ¢ has an effective mass-squared
mlz = 1207 ~ m},. (7.176)

For ¢° > ¢ = mZ /A3, the effective mass-squared is positive and the only
minimum of the effective potential in the y direction is at ¥ = 0. The parameters
may be chosen [20] such that the curvature of the effective potential is much
greater in the y-direction than in the ¢-direction, so that, initially, ¥ rolls to
¥ = 0 while ¢ remains larger than qb}. After a period of slow roll, $* eventually
drops below ¢§. At that point, ¢ starts to roll towards a true minimum of the
effective potential which is at

=0 yYy=+M 7.1
This marks the end of the inflationary period. In the slow-roll region,
V@) ~ Vo + imPe?. (1.178)
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Thus, using (7.58),

- 8xVy

N, ~ (7.179)

m%,m?
if Vg is the dominant term. N, can be adjusted to be greater than 64. For example,
for Vg = (10'® GeV)*, we have N, > 64 for

m <101 Gev. (7.180)

The parameter ¢ = mﬁ. /32 gives enough freedom to obtain the observed value

for 8o/ p. (In the previous example ¢ = 3 x 10!7 GeV.) We refer the reader to
the paper by Linde [20] and the book of Liddle and Lyth in the general references
for this chapter, for more detail.

7.12 The spectral index

The dependence of the density perturbation 3p/p on the scale k¥ will eventually
allow different inflationary models to be distinguished by observations. Let us

define ,
2 24
P(k)s(a—g) =g M (7.181)
P do(r*(k))

where we have used (7.112). ( P(k) is proportional to the *power spectrum’.) The
spectral index n{k) is defined by

dlIn P(k)
— 1= . 7.182
n - 1= = (7.182)
If n(k) is a constant, this reduces to
Pk) ox k*! (7.183)

so that # = | corresponds to a scale-independent spectrum,
The spectral index may be evaluated using the slow-roll conditions. Slow-
roll parameters €{®) and (¢} may be defined by

b2 (VY
= - _— T.184
“@ 2””(‘/(«:)) 718
and V"( )
2 ¢
= 7.185
ne) = Mp ) (7.185)
where ,5
mi="p_ (7.186)
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The derivatives de/dink and dn/dInk are required for the discussion of n(k).
From (7.34), during skow roll,

3
Vig)

Moreover, the right-hand side of (7.181) is (o be evaluated, as discussed afier
(7.112), when

dr = de¢. (7.187)

k= R (k) H (1*(k)). (7.188)

During slow-roll inflation, the rate of change of / is small compared with the rate

of change of R and so
dink = H ds, (7.189)

Combining this with (7.187) gives

d 1, .. d

Then, using (7.41) for H 2
(71.191)

With the aid of this, we may now evaluate the required derivatives of the slow-roll
parameters (7.184) and (7.185), with the result

de

— —_ — .2
Y 2(en — 2¢%) {7.192)
and 4
el B
qink 2en—¢& (7.193)
where -
£ = M}‘, (@' () (7.193)

Vigy

Returning to (7.181) and (7.182), we may first simplify P(k} using (7.34)
and (7.41) to obtain

1 Vi¢)
Pk) = ————. .
® 6ne M} (7.195)
Then differentiating with the aid of (7.191) gives (21]
nky — 1 = —6e + 2. {7.196)

Being slow-roll parameters, €{¢) and 5(¢) are small. Conscquently,

|ngk) — 1] < 1 (7.197)
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and n(k) differs little from 1. The deviation of n(k) from 1 at values of &k of
interest (k~! between the present Hubble radius of 3000 Mpc and the smallest
scale for large-scale structure observations of 1 Mpc) is determined by the slow-
roll parameters €(¢) and n(¢) for the given model. The variation of n(k) with £
is also easily calculated using (7.192) and (7.193) to be [22)

dlnn(k)
dlnk

The spectral index distinguishes models of inflation. Consider, for example,
an inflationary potential of the form

Vig) = hop? (p > 0). (7.199
(The chaotic-inflation potential (7.156) is a special case with p = 4.) Then
€@)=4Mip%™2  and  n(@)=Mip(p—De~1  (7.200)
so that

= 16en — 24¢% - 282, (7.198)

n(k) = 1 = M3 p(p + 2~ (7.201)

with ¢ to be evaluated at ¢ = ¢* (k) for scales k of interest. The key thing is the
number of e-folds of inflation that occurs after cosmologically interesting scales
leave the horizon. From ¢7.51), what we require is

* V@)
Ne(@(e*)) = ~Mp? f — 7.202
(pU™)) P o) V(@) L] ( )
where ¢, corresponds to the end of slow rell. In the present model,
Vig) -1
—I = 7.203
vy P ¢ ( )
leading to
P2 — 97 = IN(S (") pMp. (7.204)
Slow roll ends when €(¢) ~ 1 and, from (7,200}, we see that this happens when
@ =@~ pMp. (7.205)
Thus,
$3(*) = pPME + 2N (@ () pM 3. (7.206)
For modest values of p and large values of N, (¢(t*)),
$(r*) = V2N (@(*)) pMp (7.20M)
so that from (7.201) -
P
K — 1o ————— 7.208
") 2N (7:258)
For example [23], if N.(¢(1*})) = 50, we have
~_2tp
nk) — 1~ 100 {7.209)

and n(k) at observable scales differs from | by a few percent.
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7.13 Exercises

1. Obtain an altemative derivation of the equation of motion (7.33) for ¢ from
the energy-momentum conservation equation.

2. Generalize the equation of motion for the inflation field ¢(f, x) to include
spatial variation (7.94).

3. Redo the calculations of section 7.8 for the potential

V=Vo-—ap® +r¢* witha,A >0

4. Derive the suffiicient conditions (7.142) to (7.144) for the slow roll for a
complex inflation field.

7.14 General references

The books and review articles that we have found most useful in preparing this
chapter are:

¢ Kolb E W and Turner M S 1990 The Early Universe (Reading, MA;
Addison-Wesley)

e Liddle A R and Lyth D H 2000 Coesmological Inflation and Large-Scale
Structure (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press)

o Olive K A 1990 Inflation Phys. Rep. 190 307
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Chapter 8

Inflation in supergravity

8.1 Introduction

In order for new inflation (slow-roll inflation) to produce sufficient e-folds of
inflation, it is necessary for the effective potential for the inflaton to be very
flat near the point where slow roil begins. In general, even if the tree-level
potential has this property, this flatness may be lost once radiative corrections
are included. For this reason, it is advantageous in constructing models of
inflation to employ a supersymmetric theory where cancellations of radiative
corrections are enforced by supersymmetry. If we want a supersymmetric theory
that contains gravity, the natural approach, as discussed in section 2.8, is to
construct a locally supersymmetric theory (supergravity). Once a superpotential
and a Kihler potential have been chosen for the inflaton field, the Lagrangian
terms and the effective potential for the inflaton follow.

As we shall see, viable inflationary theories can be constructed with simple
choices of superpotentials and Kahler potentials, The positive value of the
potential required for inflation may arise either from the first term in (2.156),
the F-term, or from the second term in (2.156), the D-term, in the case that the
inflaton is coupled teo fields charged under a I/(1) gauge symmetry. Theories of
chaotic inflation and hybrid inflation may also be constructed.

There are two potential problems arising from supergravity models of
inflation which will be addressed in section 8.5 and section 8.6. The first
is that gravitons (whose density was rendered negligible by inflation) may be
produced by reheating after inflation. It is necessary to arrange that the reheating
temperature is such that the gravitons do not have a serious effect on the
abundances of dewterium and of *He relative to *He abundance.

The second problem (the so-called ‘Polonyi’ problem) results from the
presence in supergravity theories of scalar fields with only gravitational strength
interactions, which release the energy stored in their expectation values at very
late times. This can lead to negligibly low helium and deuterium abundances at

226 DOI: 10.1201/9780367806637-8
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temperatures 100 low for the necessary abundances to be recreated. It can also
lead to too low a baryon number density.

8.2 Models of supergravity inflation

The key thing we requive to study inflation is the effective potential for the inflaton
field, which we assume to be a gauge-singlet scalar field ¢. If we also assume
minimal kinetic terms for ¢ arising from (2.151), then the effective potential is of
the form

. aw
V=e??{|— +o*W
¢ (|a¢+¢

2
- 3|w|2) @&.1)

asin (2.152),in units where Mp of (2.145)is one. In general [ 1], we may consider
a superpotential which is a power series in ¢,

W(g) = u’ ) Ang" (8.2)
n=0

where, as usual, we are not distinguishing notationally between the chiral
superfield and the scalar field in that supermultiplet. When the expectation value
of ¢ is real, the explicit effective potential corresponding to the superpotential
(8.2) is {exercise 1)

V = w4 (3] — 30 + 411 (A2 — A0}
+ (3 — a1 + 402 — 2000 + 60923087 + 2(h1ko + 62243 + 42y 04)0°
+OF 4+ 224903 4 20230 4 2X143 + 2hoks + 162224 + 10X 25)¢°
+oe) (8.3)

A particularly simpie case [2] is to take W (¢} quadratic in ¢:
W(@) = 12 (R0 + M@ + A2¢?). 8.4)

The form of W(¢) is further restricted by the requirement of the existence of
a supersymmetry-preserving minimum of V(@) with ¥V = 0 for the following
reasons. We have seen in section 7.7 that the energy scale of the inflationary
potential is expected to be of order 10'6-10'7 GeV. After inflation has occurred,
¢ rolls to a minimum of this potential. This minimum should have V = 0
because otherwise there would be a vacuum energy on the 10*6-10!7 GeV scale
which could not be cancelled by later supersymmetry breaking on the electroweak
scale. There would then be a large cosmological constant. This minimum
should be a supersymmetry-preserving minimum because otherwise there would
be supersymmetry breaking on a scale too large for the hierarchy problem to
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be solved. Let this minimum be at ¢ = o. From (2.158), supersymmetry
conservation requires

aw
— w=0 8.5
2 +¢ (8.3)
From (8.1), V = @ requires, in addition, that W = (. Thus, we require that
aw
—=W= = (7. X
PP 0 atg=o (8.6)
in general, we require
o0 o0
Y io"=0 and Y nha"' =0 (8.7
=) n=0

In the special case (8.4), these lead to
o=-— and 4dhghp =A% (8.8)

Then,
Wg) = utr2(e — o). (8.9)

Then, from (8.1) the effective potential corresponding 1o (8.9) is (exercise 2)
V =¥ uh3l9¢ —d0¢® + (607 + 1)¢* — 40797 +
+(0* - 60’ +)p* +80(0? — Do + 0@ - 36D (8.10)
Assuming that slow roll occurs from close to the origin, we need
V) =0. 8.1H

Then
olo-1)=0. 3.12)

For the minimum nof (o be at the origin (since ¢ must roll from a maximum), we
do not want o = (0. Thus, o must be 1 and we take

g=1 (8.13)
without loss of generality. Then (8.9) becomes
W(g) = udra(d — 1)? 8.19)

(still in units where Mp = 1) and (8.10} is

V(g) = e¥ 1231 — 9% — 49° + 79 — 4¢° + ¢°). (8.15)
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Expanding e* in powers of ¢2 for the purpose of studying the slow-roll region
close to the origin,

Vig) = u*aj(1 ~ 49’ + $¢* - 80° + o® +--). @16
It fotlows that
Vo = V(0) = u*a2. 817

Then, the Hubble parameter H relevant to slow roll is given by (7.41) and, in units
with Mp = [,
H? ~ HE = Vo = bu's3 (8.18)

recalling that m%, = SJrM:‘,',. Also, 1n units with Mp = 1, the slow-roll condition
(7.45)is

V" ()]
¥ w3 2.19
Vi) &« 8.19
and the slow-roll condition (7.46} is
V'(9) )2
—_— 6. 8.20
( Vo) & (8.20)

With V(¢) given by (8.16) and with ¢ close to zero, (8.19) requires that ¢ is in
the range

M
05¢5T”E¢, (8.21)

(8.20) is automatically satisfied whenever V7 (¢) ~ V'(¢)/¢ and |@| is at least
an order of magnitude less than m p. We certainly satisfy the latier requirement
because ¢, = iM p and, for small ¢, the former condition is aiso satisfied.

To avoid de Sitter fluctuations driving ¢ across the fiat region too rapidly
(faster than it would roll semi-classically) we need a width A¢ = ¢, for the fat
region with the property (7.91). With the Hubble constant given by (8.18), then

3n?

42

—_ 8.22
WA < 6N, ®.22)
If we are able to arrange that N, ~ 64, then this requires that

ulirgl <017 (8.23)

or, equivalentiy,
| Hy| < 0.098. (8.24)
Turning nexi to the number of e-folds of inflation, (7.57) requires that

3H?

o~ 8.25
IV gl @2
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To allow for quantum fluctations V”(¢;) shouid be evaluated at ¢; ~ Hp rather
than ¢; ~ 0. (See, for example, [3].) A rough estimate may be made by keeping
only the term linear in ¢ in V'(¢). Then,

{Hol 1

~ 8.26
8ua 8432y 620

£

N, ~ 64 is achieved for
u2Aal 2113 x 1073, 827

This value of ,uzllzl satisfies with ease the bound (8.23) to avoid de Siuer
fluctuations driving ¢ across the flat region too rapidiy.

Using (7.112) and (7.113), density fluctuations of the order required by the
COBE observations imply that

Hz(!‘)

~ -3
- m 2x 10 (823)

(see [3]). We certainly have * X {,, the time at which slow roll ends. From
(7-34):

¢= —%f—). (8.29)
If we make a rough estimate of V'(¢) from the term quadratic in ¢, then
V'(de) = —12623¢7. (8.30)
If we also approximate H (¢,) by Hy of (8.18),
$(t) ~ 432 \2)02. (8.31)
With these approximations,
Hi) _  dpal .32)

TRy T 12430 iR

With ¢ ~ 1, and ¢, ~ 1/8, the value of u2|A;| consistent with the density
fluctuations (8.28) is
#2Azl ~ 3.6 x 1073, (8.33)

This value of p?|Ay| is sufficiently small that we get from (8.26) more than 64
e-folds of inflation with ease. The condition (8.22) to avoid de Sitter fluctuations
driving ¢ too rapidly across the flat region is also satisfied with ease. For smaller
values of #*, and so of ¢ (£*), ,uzl)«gl is even smaller.

To decide whether sufficient inflation occurs in practice, it is also necessary
to consider the initial conditions, because sufficient inflation depends on ¢ starting
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rolling across the flat region between ¢ = G and ¢ = ¢, from a value of ¢
sufficiently close to ¢ = 0. However, if initially the universe was in thermal
equilibrium, then thermal effects may put ¢ well into the region ¢ > G and prevent
enough inflation. This is referred to as the ‘thermal constraint’ (4]. In general,
for minimal kinetic terms the zero-temperature effective potential V derived from
(2.147)is

V =€%(GiG' - 3) (8.34)

and from (2.162), the finite-temperature correction 1717 to the effective potential
is given by

- N ‘

VI = constant + E1%“((7,-6' -2) (8.35)

in the limit of a large number N of chiral fields, which is a reasonable
approximation in practice. If the finite-temperature effects are not 10 destroy the
flatness of the potential, we must require that

avl av

%% w ¢ (8.36)

For a single gange-singlet real scalar field ¢ with minimal kinetic terms, so that
Gi = G' = G'(¢), these require that

G'0)=0 837

50 that
Vi) < 0. (8.38)

[tis then impossible for ¢ to roll to a (supersymmetry-preserving) minimum with
V = 0. Thus, the thermal constraint is a very powerful constraint. It may
sometimes be evaded if the inflaton has non-minimal kinetic terms.

However, if a (weakly-coupled) inflaton field ¢ is out of thermal equilibrium
for temperatures below the Planck scale, then the initial value of ¢ will, in general,
have a broad distribution [5]. Consequently, it is uniikely that a randomly chosen
horizon volume will possess a {(smoothed-out) value of ¢ close enoughto ¢ = 0
for much inflation to occur. However, any horizon volume which does have a
value of ¢ close 10 ¢ = 0 will undergo inflation and, after inflation has occurred,
most of space will be occupied by such regions. As a result, we are very likely to
find ourselves in a region of space which derived from such a herizon volume at
early times. For this reason, we shall not consider ourselves bound by the thermal
constraint.

We consider next reheating in the context of this simple supergravity model.
For a gauge-singlet inflaton field with only gravitational strength couplings, we

expect a decay rate
md
Tp~ —2 (8.39)
¢~ —5. .
"
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Also, from the double derivative of the effective potential, a mass-squared mi of
the inflaton of order

452
md ~ L2 (8.40)

is 10 be expected, allowing for (¢} ~ M p owing to the effects of quantum gravity
and restoring factors of Mp. Thus,

613
oAy
re~ 522, 8.41)
My
The reheating temperature of (7.72) is
3432
Te ~ (ToMp)2 ~ 222 (8.42)

M}
ignoring the difference between m p and M p. Using the estimate (8.33), this gives
Tr ~ 1011 GeV. (8.43)

8.3 D-term supergravity inflation

To arrange for sufficient inflation in the model of the previous section, it was
necessary to take u?|Az] ~ 1073, which is an unnawral fine-tuning of the
superpotential. This is a generic feature of supergravity models where the positive
value of the effective potential during inflation is due to a non-zero F-term in
the sense that |g—¢'lwf + ¢"*W]2 # 0in (2.156). (The terminology is because
aW/a¢; + ¢** W is the generalization to the supergravity context of the auxiliary
field usualiy denoted by F' in the construction of the globally-supersymmetric
Lagrangian,) When all relevant fields are gauge singlet and assuming minimal
kinetic terms, the effective potential for the inflaton takes the form (8.1). There is
a term quadratic in ¢, namely Voo*@, where Vy = V(0). Keeping only this term
and assuming a real inflaton,

Vi)~ Vo (8.44)
and then, from (8.25), the number of e-folds of inflation is

N, ~ -::—%IE. (8.45)
But when ¢ ~ ¢ ~ 0,

HY > v, (8.46)
Thus,

Ne ~ 1. (8.47)
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To obtain sufficient e-folds of inflation generaily requires some fine-tuning of the
parameters of the superpotential, so that other quadratic terms can cancel the one
displayed. In the model just discussed in section 8.2, the choice of superpotential
is such that a quadratic term in V (¢} does not occur. Nevertheless, there is a
similar problem because sufficient inflation required the parameter #2JAz] in the
superpotential to be < 1072,

This generic difficulty for F-term inflation can be avoided if the positive
value of V required for inflation originates from the second term of (2.156)
(referred to as the D-term because it generalizes the contribution of the auxiliary
field denoted by D in the context of global supersymmetry). Because there is no
factor of €®"® in the D-term, the previous argument does not apply and D-term
inflation [6] does not suffer from the generic problem discussed above.

A simple example {6] is provided by the superpotential

W =idp.o- (8.48)

where ¢ is the inflaton field and ¢+ are two other scalar fields with charges +1
under a U (1) gauge symmetry. Let the Kahler potential X be chosen to have the
minimal form, as in (2.151), and let the gauge kinetic functior be minimal, as in
(2.154). Then

G=¢"¢+050+ +¢2¢_+In|W) (8.49)

and (exercise 3), using (2.156), the effective potential is

v = MI P 21,0 (1 + 1017 + 06— 1201 +is D)
+ 100+ 201+ 19_1D)] + 382010+ > - 1012 — £)2. (8.50)

A constant § {the Fayet-lliopoulos) term has been included, which can be present
for a U(1) gauge symmetry. We assume that & > 0. It may be checked
(exercise 4) that (¢, ¢_-) = (0,0) is a minimum io the (¢4, ¢_) space when
the inflaton field ¢ satisfies

16l > Ef—g = ¢.. 8.51)

For these minima, we see that
v = g% (8.52)

Thus, the potential is then flat so far as the inflaton is concerned (and has a large
positive curvature in the ¢, and ¢.. directions).

In a chaotic inflation scenario, we may assume the initial condition @} 2 ¢..
Then inflation will occur. The amount of inflation will be very large because the
only lack of flatness in the effective potential, so far as the inflaton is concerned,
is due to radiative corrections. Note that the positive value of V driving inflation
is essentialiy due to the D-term.
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8.4 Hpybrid inflation in supergravity

The hybrid inflation idea discussed in section 7.11 may be extended to the context
of supergravity. A simple superpotential which allows hybrid inflation to be
implemented (7] is

W =oQvivr — ) (8.53)

where y| and y, are a pair of (chiral) superfields in non-trivial conjugate
representations of some non-Abelian gauge group and ¢ is a superfield neutral
under any gauge group. (We use the same notation for superfields and the scalar
field associated with them.) Assuming minimal kinetic terms, as in (2.151) and
(2.156), the corresponding effective potential apart from the last (D-) terms in
(2.156) deriving from the non-trivial gauge properties of | and y», is as follows

V = e (1Fyl2 + | Fy, b + | Fgy 2 — 3IWP) (8.54)
where
aw " 2 2

F¢E—a-$+¢ W = (1 + |¢]* WAy — u°) (8.55)

AW
Fy = 35+ VW =200+ Wil - w'¥ie (8.56)

aw
Fin= - +¥IW =20+ WPy — u?yse. 8.57)

If ¥ and yrp roll rapidly to zero, then the effective potential for ¢ is
v =e"ut(l -6 + 4% (8.58)

since ¢ is a real scalar field being neutral under any gauge group. Expanding in
powers of ¢Z,
v ut(+ 3¢Y). (8.59)

The cancellation of the quadratic term in ¢ evades the generic problem with F-
term inflation discussed in the previous section.

ft may be seen by returning to the globally supersymmetric theory that it is
indeed reasonable to take | and y fixed to zero. The globally supersymmetric
effective potential is (following (2.120})

v—|ﬂ2+ 1‘1’+|3—‘£’ (8.60)
BREY ay v :
= Dy — 22 + 2A29% (1P + D) (8.61)

{apart from the D-terms for the gauge non-singlets ¥ and y; and remembering
that ¢ is nenral.) The absolute minimum of the effective potential is at
7}

$=0 Y1=¥= i (8.62)
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However, if

Bo_
¢ > Vol ¢ (8.63)

the fields ¥ and y2 have positive effective squared masses and are confined to
Y1 = ¥2 = 0. The effective masses of y; and y; are contained in the terms

—u2a(W1 2 + VIV + 2202 (v v T + ¥ (8.64)
Writing
J—(Al +i8) and 9 = T(Az +i83) {8.65)
the effective mass terms are
§220% (A} + B} + A3 + BY) - 4*M(A\A2 - BiB)) (8.66)

and the mass-squared eigenvalues are (A2¢2 & 21)/2, both of which are positive
when ¢ > ¢,.

Now the model for inflation reduces 1o one with a single real scalar inflaton
with potential (8.59). The slow-roll conditions (7.45) and (7.46), in units where
the reduced Planck mass Mp is 1, are satisfied when

IV*(¢)] (v’w))’
3 d — 6. 8.67
Vo) & an Vo) &« (8.67)

With the above potential, these give p2 < 1/2 and ¢ < 1.15 respectively. Thus,
the slow-roll region is
¢ <} (8.68)

To calculate the number of e-folds of inflation, it is necessary to consider
the time dependence of ¢ during slow roll. In units where Mp = 1, (7.41) is
H? = V/3 and in the slow-roll region V (¢) ~ u*, so that

?
H>~—. (8.69)
V3
Then (7.34) is )
H 2.3
= —— (8.70)
@ ,/5“ ¢
which shows that ¢ is decreasing with f for ¢ > 0. In Mp = | vnits, (7.51) gives
* Vi)
N, = — —d (8.71)
‘ j; Vi ¥

= Y7t - o7 8.72)
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so, for @5 <« ¢, we have
Ne = }o72. (8.73)

Thus, what scts the Jimit on the number of e-folds of inflation is how small ¢,
can get. There is no limit set by slow roll because we have slow roll whenever
@ « 1/2. However, there are radiative corrections to the effective potential that
we should now take into account. At one-loop order, they are of the form

Aut ¢
V] 'IOOP = -5;5- In -"-’: (8?4)
so that -
AMut oy
V.loop = gz ® - (8.75)

This is of the same order as V' (¢) from the supergravity potential {(8.59) (without
radiative corrections) when
A
¢~ = (8.76)
For smaller values of ¢, the contribution to V’(#) in the siow-roll equation due to
radiative corrections is larger than V/(¢) from supergravity at tree level. Thus, we
must truncate the contribution to N, from rolling in the uncerrected supergravity

potential at
[ A

Then the contribution to N, from the period of slow roll before radiative
corrections become important is

Ne~ma~t, (8.78)

This gives at least 64 e-folds of inflation {(even without including any further slow
rolling when radiative comrections have become important) for

* <005 (8.19)

Recalling that M3 = m3 /87, (7.114) and (8.59) lead to
8o pl

7 = 2@y PR (8.80)

in units where Mp = 1. If we estimate r* as the time at which we can ne longer
neglect radiative corrections, then from (8.76)

“a |2
Py 2\ o~ (8.81)
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and
O

o = BR@RyAI (8.82)

The requirement that 8p/0 = 2 x 1073 fixes ;4 in units of Mp once A has been
chosen. For ) chosen as in (8.79), we have

@ X0.05Mp. (B.83)

8.5 Thermal production of gravitinos by reheating

The thermal production of gravitinos in the early universe can cause problems, as
discussed in section 6.3. At first sight, a possible solution to these problems is for
the gravitino density to be diluted by inflation. However, a gravitino density can
be produced by reheating after inflation and it is necessary for this density to be
low enough that the problem is not recreated.

Gravitinos produced by reheating after inflation can have a serious effect on
the abundances of deuterium (D) and *He relative to the ‘He abundance. The
problem is that D and *He can be produced by photofission from *He by radiation
from gravitino decay. These relative abundances are known to be very small and
so we must avoid gravitino densities sufficiently large to violate these bounds.

The gravitino density n3,2 produced during reheating by 2 — 2 scatiering
processes involving gauge bosons and ganginos has been estimated {8] to be given

by
n3z2 -1 Tr
—=~2xl —_——— 8.84

n, S 2x10 ( 0 GeV) 8:54)
where T is the reheating temperature. However, an estimate of the amount of D

and 3He produced by photofission from “He requires that

mip 2 <3 % 107" Gev. (8.85)
Ry

Thus, there is a bound on the reheating temperature:

10 2
Te < 15 x 10" (GeV)?. 336)
min

For example, for m3;2 = 100GeV, Tp < 1.5 x 108 GeV. Subsequent calculations
[9] have shown that the bound is less stringent than this formuia suggests for
larger values of m32, e.g. formsss = | TeV, T S 2 x 10 GeV. There is also
the danger of excessive gravitino production by decay of the inflaton. This is a
very model-dependent matter but sufficient suppression can occur in particular
models [10].
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8.6 The Polonyi problem

This generic problem results from the presence in a theory of a light scalar field
which has only gravitational strength interactions, with the consequence that it
is decoupled during most of the history of the universe and eventually releases
energy stored in its expectation value at a very late fime [11}. This release
of energy increases the entropy of the universe at a low temperature thereby
producing a negligibie baryon abundance and, worse still, negligible helium and
deuterium abundances. The wemperature may then be too low for the required
abundances to be recreated.

A simple example of this problem, from which it derives its name, occurs in
the context of the Polonyi model for supersymmetry breaking in supergravity. We
describe first this mechanism for supersymmetry breaking. The Polonyi model
is an example of a model in which supersymmetry breaking occurs in a ‘hidden
sector’, by which is meant a sector of the theory which couples to the *observable
sector’ of quarks, leptons, gauge fields, Higgs scalars, and their supersymmetric
partners only through gravitational interactions. The hidden sector of the Polonyi
model employs a single gauge-singlet scalar field @ (nor the inflaton) and its
supersymmetric fermionic partner with superpotential

W) = 1% + B). (8.87)

(We are using the same notation for the chiral superfield and its scalar field
component.) Minimal kinetic terms are chosen so that G of (2.144) has the form

G =¢"¢+In|Wi (8.88)
In (8.87), ii is a real parameter with dimensions of mass and
B=2-3 (8.89)

in units where Mp = 1. The parameter 8 has been fixed to this value so that the
effective potential of (2.147)
V=it + @ + B~ 316+ B (8.90)

has its absolute minimum at }
d=3-1 (8.91)

with V = 0 and, 5o, the desirable feature of a vanishing cosmological constant in
the physical vacuum. At this minimum,

w oo,
335 +8'W = V3E2 £0. (8.92)

Consequently, supersymmetry is broken, as discussed after (2.152),
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If the field ¢ stans (because of quantum fluctuations} at some value
of & which differs from the minimum, then the energy density stored in
the expectation value of ¢ is of order . The size of ji is related to
the size of supersymmetry breaking effects. [In supergravity theories with
supersymmetry breaking in a hidden sector, the size of supersymmetry breaking
effects transmitted gravitationally to the observable sector is on the scale of the
gravitino mass m3;; and, for supersymmetry to solve the hierarchy preblem, m3/2
should be about 100 GeV to 10 TeV. In the Polonyi model, the gravitino mass is

~2
- F _VI-p 8.93
min M,Pe . (8.93)

Thus, for m3;2 in the range 100 GeV to 10 TeV, we have

10" Gev < ji < 10" GeV. (8.94)

(For a discussion of the gravitino mass in supergravity theories with hidden-sector
supersymmetry breaking see, for example, [12].)

For the discussion of the entropy increase of the universe when the Polonyi
field vacuum energy decays, we shall need to know the expectation value of
the Polonyi field. In the coniext of cosmological inflation, we shouid determine
this expectation vatue by minimizing the iotal effective potential of the Polonyi
field and the inflaton. (There may also be effects of quantum fluctuations.) The
superpotential of the Polonyi field 43 is as in (8.87) and, for definiteness, we may
take the superpotential for the inflaton field ¢ to be

W(@) = u'da(¢ - o) (8.95)
as in (8.9). Thus, the total superpotential is
Win(e, §) = W(@) + W(g). (8.96)
We also assume minimal kinetic terms so that
G=¢"¢+¢"0+In Wl (8.97)

Then the effective potential can be calculated from (2.147) in units where the
reduced Planck mass Mp = 1. Taking @ 10 be real, working to quadratic order in
& (when ¢ < 1 in the same units), and remembering that ¢ = 0 during slow roll,
the minimum of the effective potential may be estimated to be (exercise 5)

2utjiha0?

. 8.98
u*ad — 48u2jids0? @

@~

The values of the parameters of the Polonyi model are given by (8.89) and (8.94),
and the parameters of the supersiring model of inflation that we are employing by
(8.13) and (8.33). Using these values, ¢ may be estimated to be

@~ 3(1073-107%. (8.99)
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Table 8.1. Event sequence when the inflaton vacuum energy decays before the Polonyi
field oscillates.

Time (1) pp())  pgl) Prad ()
i<t <tp~ l";l ~—2 zﬂi(‘ﬁ o
t=tp~ r;l D} = Prag(tp)
Tg ~ mz" 2M;m
tp <! <l&~m;| ] ‘.!p‘f(rf) ~T4
' <:<fp~r¢;‘ ~73 ~T4
t=ip~r7! p:(fp) —» radiation
¢ '¢ 372 1/2
TR o~ mé M.P

We shall assume in what follows that, in reduced Planck-scale units,
¢=f (8.100)

where f is not many orders of magnitude less than unity. Considering the effects
of quantum fluctuations will also lead to this conclusion.

To proceed further, we need to specify the temperature at which the inflaton
vacuum energy decays. The crucial thing is whether this is before or after the
Polonyi field starts to oscillate [13, 14).

8.6.1 Inflaton decays before Polonyi field oscillation

Let us consider first the case when the inflaton has already decayed and reheated
the universe before the Polonyi field starts to oscillate. Then, the sequence of
events is summarized in table 8.1. Inflation ends at 1 == ¢4 and, at that time in the
present modei, the Polonyt field vacuum energy density is

palty) = 5,”3&;2 (8.101)

provided that ¢ is significantly less than 1 in reduced Planck-scale units. Also,
the inflaton vacuum energy density is

Pe(ts) = u*a2 (8.102)

from (8.17), because ¢ does not roll much during inflation. The value of the
Polonyi mass-squared is determined by

3%V,
= —F _ g2 (8.103)

m =
ag?

Bk
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where, from (8.93),
i~ my /2 (8.104)

in the present units and 8 is given by (8.89).
For 5 < ¢ < fp, where the Polonyi field starts to oscillate at r = t; when
the temperature is Té, and its vacuum energy density decays at fp,

P pgliy) Ty pglty) Ty
Pradt)  Pradltp) T praalty) T

(8.105)

is the ratio of the Polonyi field vacuum energy density to the radiation energy
density prag. Stnce

Praaity) ~ T} (8.106)

with the approximation (8.101), we have

252
pglt)  med

— P

. 8.107
Prad(t) 2T§'r (8.307)
Further progress requires a calculation of Tj.

Between ¢ = {p, the time at which the inflaton vacuum energy density
decays, when the temperature is Tp, and ¢+ = '3 the universe is radiation
dominated. Thus, in reduced Planck-scale units,

.2 . 2 4

T R 1 1 T

— ) ==} =- Ty=- To)f— 8.108
(2Y - (8 = bowtmr = b (2} a0
where we have used the fact that RT is constant whenever the number of particle
species is constant, for conservation of entropy. This equation has the solution

Prd(Tp)

. 8.109
6TpT? (®.10%

t =

At t = t5, pd(Tp) is one or two orders of magnitude larger than :r;;, using
(2.22) with Ng + %NF = -9—",5 for the supersymmetric standard model or %3 for
the standard model respectively. Also, since g~ mg !, we have

1/2

Té'vm& . (8.110)

Retuming to (8.107), for 15 < ¢ < to,

1/242
Py Mg ¢

P T (8.111)
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If the Polonyi field were not to decay, then at T = 2.7 K =~ 1073/ Mp, we
would have

Pz -

s ~10°'mY 23 (8.112)
Prad(t) ¢

If we want (0 avoid 0;(f)/Praa(r) > 1, so that the @ energy density does not

dominate the energy density of the universe and produce too large an expansion

rate, we need .
$<0™Y - 10‘“"5)»:5"‘*. (8.113)

With m é given by (8.103) and (8.93) and for

myp = 10715-1071° (8.114)
in reduced Planck-scale onits, we then require
$ <10713-10714, (8.115)

Comparing this with (8.100), this is an unnatrally small value by many orders
of magnitude. Making (8.106) more precise only increases this by an order of
magnitude,

In practice, the Polonyi vacuum energy decays but the previous discussion
suggests that there may be a problem with entropy production when it does decay.
The decay occurs at temperature Tp with

i o)
t~ip l"é (8.116)
with . 3
r$ -~ "'5 &.117N
and then, from (8.111), 1
p§(ip) m;’ ¢
o~ (8.118)
Praaltp) i)

We now require an estimate of the Polonyi field decay temperature Tp.
Remembering that, between 1 = ¢5 and ¢ = tp, the vacuum energy density
for ¢ behaves like a gas of free non-relativistic particies behaving as in (7.64),
p4(1) is growing relative to prag(f). Consequently, we may expect pg to dominate
the energy density of the universe by f = fp. We therefore approximate the
time dependence of the temperature by a universe dominated by the Polonyi field
energy density pg. (Recall that the inflaton vacuum energy density has already
decayed and been converted to radiation.) Then we have to solve

2

. ] 3
T R 1 T
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with the result that

-1/2
p3(t2)
¢~ (—M) T-32, (8.120)
75
Att = fp, and with ip given by (B.116), we get
P m? =0 T
To mépa (t¢).T¢ .12

Using (8.111), and with p&“d'») = pz(ty) given by (8.101), we have

Tp ~ mé”st;_zﬁ. (8.122)
Substituting this into (8.118) pives

2;(tp) "
28 w3,

PR é (8.123)

Consequently, the ¢ vacuum energy density dominates the density of the universe
at the moment of decay provided

é> myz. (8.129)

With m; given by (8.103), this condition is

¢ > 1078 (8.125)

in reduced Planck-scale units. With the estimate (8.100) of $, (8.125) is satisfied
with case.

Provided that p; does dominate the energy density of the universe at the
moment of decay, there is a further reheating of the universe (in addition to the
reheating that occurred when the inftaton decayed) to a temperature

Te ~m)* (8.126)
where [z is given by (8.117). For successful nucleosynthesis, we must have

Te > 1 MeV = 1072 Mp, (8.127)

This requires
mg > 107" (8.128)

in reduced Planck-scale units, The value of m é used here (~ 10~8) satisfies this
bound with ease. There is then an entropy increase of

~ 43
A= (E) ~ m;'q'sz ~ 1034 (8.129)

Tp
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Table 8.2, Event sequence when oscillations of the Polonyi field begin before the inflaton
vacuum energy density has decayed.

Time (¢} Pe)  p5() Prad (1)
<t <ty mgl ~t=2 Zp;(tf) o
13 <t<tp~ l";l a2 gl 0
r=:D~I";' = Prad (D)
T ~ /M5

:Da«fp--r'g‘ 0 ~73 ~
t=ip~ l";-’" p;(fp) -+ radiation

2 32,.-1/2

Tp m‘; Mp

Whenever @ is not very much greater than 1 in reduced Planck-scale units, this
is large and may dilute the baryon number density of the universe unacceptably.
In that case, a reheat temperature T large enough to recreate the required baryon
number density is needed. For low-temperature baryogenesis,

Tr 2 100 GeV = 10-'5Mmp (8.130)
is required and, using (8.126), this imposes the bound
mg 2 107101071, (8.131)

In the model being studied here, mg ~ 10~8 using (8.103),(8.104) and (8.89) and
50 it should be possible to regenerate the baryon number by a low-temperature
mechanism. However, for other types of light fields with only gravitational
strength interactions, their masses may be too small for the entropy generation
probiem to be solved in this way (and the entropy generation may also be larger).

8.6.2 Inflaton decays after Polonyi field oscillation

We consider next the alternative possibility [13, 14] that the inflaton vacuum
density does not decay until after the Polonyi ficld has already started to oscillate.
This might result in too low a reheating temperature to regenerate the baryon
number of the universe except with a low-temperature baryogenesis mechanism.
The sequence of events is summarized in table 8.2. Between the end of inflation
at 1 =ty and the start of Polonyi field oscillations at 7 = 3, the inflaton vacuum

energy density pg(¢) decreases as t2 and the Polonyi field vacuum energy density
P is essentially constant. Between ¢ = 7 and t = #p, the time at which the

inflaton vacuum energy density decays, both z = pg and 1 = p; decrease as t72.
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Atr = 1z, the inflaton vacuum energy has not yet decayed and this vacoum energy
density is an effective matter density controlling the expansion of the universe, as
discussed after (7.63). At this time, we expect

~ g7k
H 5 (8.132)
or one or two orders of magnitude greater, and we also have
pe = 3H? (8.133)
in reduced Planck-scale unit, from (7.41), Thus, at ¢ = 15
P ~ 3m3. (8.134)
Also, att = 13
1,272
Py = Em&¢ (8.135)

where we can approximate ¢ by its value at ¢ = ty because, 1o a good
approximation, ¢ does not start to oscillate until t = £5 . Consequently, because
pg and P have the same time dependence between t =1 3 andt = ip,

p5tp) _ P55 .,

8.136
ppltn}  paltg) 6 ( )

At ¢+ = tp, the inflaton vacuum energy density decays and so immediately
afterwards
osto) 1.,
Praaltp) 6

For ¢ < 1p but greater than fp, the time at which the Polonyi field energy decays,
o decreases as T3, whereas the radiation density decreases as T4. Thus, for

fp<t<ip,

(8.137)

Pg(0)  pgt3)Tr N 2Tx
fralt)  praaltz)T 6T

where T is the temperature to which the universe reheats when the inflaton
vacuum energy decays.

First, consider what would happen if the Polonyi field ¢ were not to decay.
For nucleosynthesis to be able to recreate the *He and deuteriem densities diluted
by the increase in entropy due 10 inflaton decay, we must have Tg larger than
1 MeV =~ 1072 M. Since

(8.138)

Tp ~m} M, (8.139)
as a consequence of (7.72) with Iy ~ mgM;z, it follows that

my > 1071 Mp (8.140)
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atT =2.7K ~ 10~ Mp, and then, from (8.138), that

pslto) 97
Prad(tp) = 6

To avoid pz dominating the energy density of the universe and producing an
excessive expansion rate, we need

<1073 (8.142)

x 10'?, (8.141)

in reduced Planck-scale units. Thus, there will be a problem if J- is not very small
on the reduced Planck scale.

This suggests that there might be a problem with entropy generation in the
realistic case where ¢ decays before 2.7 K is reached. We must decide first
whether or not the Polonyi vacuum energy density will dominate the energy
density of the universe at the moment of decay. At¢ = rp, when the Polonyi
field vacuum energy decays, from (8.138)

pelin)  §*Tg
pal(fp)  67p

(8.143)

Thus, we must next estimate the temperature f‘p at which this decay occurs. The
Polonyi field energy density pg grows relative to the radiation energy density as
the temperature drops for 1p < t < Ip. We therefore approximate the time
dependence of the temperature by taking the energy density to be dominated by
Py Then,

.2 .2 3
(1) =) =swo=snn(z) o
with solution
4Tg " -2/3

T= (3%(‘0)) [ A (8.145)

Using (8.116), (8.139) and (8.101), we see that

'A% mg 1 622

Piltp) = (;;) pyltz) ~ ;::95(‘;) ~ 3Me® (8.146)

where we have also used gy~ m;' and tp ~ l";' ~ m?. Now, from (8.145)
and (8.146),

Tp ~m, m3g~2. (8.147)
Returning to (8.118),
I 38732 =2 ~ 15837403, -2
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The Pelonyi vacoum energy density dominates the energy density of the universe
when this is greater than one. The condition for this is that

= ~3/4 3/4 -1/ 3/4

$2Zmy, m; g mg (8.149)
Assuming that baryon number regeneration has to occur at reheating after the
inflaton vacuum energy has decayed (o radiation, we require

Tg 2 100 GeV (8.150)

or, from (8.139),
my 2 107"Mp =107 GeV (8.151)

for electroweak baryogenesis, Also, to regenerate the *He and deuterium densities
after destruction of these nuclei by the decay products of the Polenyi field ¢, we
require
mg 2 10TeV = 107"Mp (8.152)
much as in (8.140) for the dilaton. _
If, for example, we take my = 10 GeV and my = 10 TeV, then for¢p ~ 1 in
Planck-scale units, from (8.143),
pzlin) 1
¢ ~_x10° (8.153)
Prd(fp) 4

so that the ¢ vacuum energy density dominates the energy density of the universe.
The increase in entropy of the universe in reheating after the ¢ vacuom energy
density decays is

. 23
Tz <2 32 -3f2
A~]|=—] ~¢m,) ' m- (8.154
(TD) ¢'my é )

where we have used (8.147) and Te ~ m;" 2. For the same choices of mgy and m &

and qE ~ 1, (8.154) gives
A~ 10 (8.155)

which, though quite targe, may not be inconsistent with a sufficiently large baryon
number density surviving,

If, however, we take mz ~ m;ﬁ as in the model being employed here,
then with ¢ ~ 1, P3(fp) 2 praa(ip) when Tg 2 106 GeV, cormresponding
tomyg 2 10~8Mp, and the Polonyi vacuum energy density then dominates the
energy density of the universe at the moment of decay. (For lower values of Tg
the Polonyi vacuum energy density does not dominate.) In that case, A is only
of order 1 for my ~ 10"8Mp and no dangerous entropy generation need occur.
Thus, the entropy generation problem is not present for moderate values of the
parameters when the inflaton vacuum energy decays after the Polonyi field has
started to oscillate,
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8.7 Exercises

1. Derive the effective potential of (8.3) from (8.1) using the superpotential
(8.2).

2. Derive the effective potential (8.10) for the superpotential (8.9) with minimal
kinetic terms,

3. Derive the effective potential (8.50) for a model of D-term inflation.

4. Check that the D-term inflation model effective potential (8.50) has a
minimum at ¢+ = ¢_ = 0 when the inequality (8.51) is satisfied.

5. Estimate the minimum of the effective potential for the Polonyi field in the
presence of the inflaton field.

8.8 General references

The books and review articles that we have found most useful in preparing this
chapter are:

o Bailin D and Love A 1994 Supersymmetric Gauge Field Theory and String
Theory (Brisiol: 10P)
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Chapter 9

Superstring cosmology

9.1 Introduction

For energies small compared to the string scale {which is of the order of
the Planck scale in weakly coupled heterotic string theories), heterotic string
theory in ten dimensions reduces to four-dimensional supergravity theory once
compactification of extra dimensions has taken place. Thus, the discussion
in chapter 8 also applies to heterotic string theory with special choices of
the superpotential and Kihler potential derived from specific string theories.
However, there are other aspects of string theory cosmology that go beyond
supergravity cosmology.

Superstring theories contain massless {in the first instance) fields, referred
to as the ‘dilaton’ and, more generally, ‘moduli’, whose effective potential
is flat. These are a field theory manifestation of degeneracies of the string
vacuum. In particular, if the compactification of the theory from ten dimensions
to four dimensions occurs on a six-dimensional torus, certain of these moduli,
the “T-moduli’, correspond to the freedom (before non-perturbative effects are
considered) to vary continuously the radii of the torus along the associated
axes. Similarly, the (expectation value of the) dilaton S is associated with
the freedom to redefine the strength of the gravitational coupling. The dilaton
and moduli fields are expected to obtain masses on the electroweak scale
when supersymmetry breaking occurs and a non-trivial effective potential is
generated. The supersymmetric partners of the dilaton and moduli (the ‘dilatino’
and ‘modulinos’) have a cosmology similar to the gravitino and can produce
unwelcome densities in the universe. The dilaton and moduli fields themselves
have a cosmology similar to the Polonyi field discussed in section 8.6 and can
produce excessive entropy by late decay. These problems will be discussed
in section 9.2 together with a possible solution through the thermal inflation
mechanism.

Another problem associated with the existence of the dilaton in particular is
the need for it to settle into a minimum of the effective potential. If this occurs

DOI: 10.1201/9780367806637-9 249
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only with difficulty, there can be adverse effects on inflation. This problem will
be discussed in section 9.3. On a slightly more positive note, the dilaton and
moduli fields with their Aat potentials before supersymmetry breaking are possible
candidates for inflaton fields and this will be discussed in section 9.4.

The discussion up to this point in the chapter will assume that
compactification to four dimensions has already taken place, However, there
could be an era in the history of the universe during which all nine spatial
dimensions are still of comparable size. The cosmology of this era and how
it joins on to the era with just three large spatial dimensions will be discussed
in section 9.5. In particular, the question of why only three spatial dimensions
become large will be addressed.

All of this discussion is based on heterotic string theory. There are
also promising candidate theories based on type IIA or type IIB string theory,
containing extended solutions referred 10 as ‘D-branes’. The cosmology of D-
branes will be discussed in section 9.6.

Finally, in section 9.7 and sectien 9.8, we shall discuss two models for the
universe which allow there to have been an evolution of the universe prior to the
big bang. In the first of these models (pre-big-bang cosmology), the effect of
the (weakly-coupled) heterotic-string dilaton on the cosmological field equations
is exploited to obtain solutions with a growing positive Hubble parameter for
t < (0 driving inflation before the big bang. In the second model (the ‘ekpyrotic’
universe), strongly coupled string theory is employed. Novel cosmology emerges
from the existence of an 11th dimension in the dval M-theory which will be
discussed in section 9.8.

9.2 Dilaton and moduli cosmology

Before discussing the cosmological implications of the existence of the dilaton
and moduli fields and their supersymmetric partners, we give some arguments
that allow the masses of these fields to be estimated [1]. The supergravity effective
potential is given by (2.147). It is convenient here to rewrite this in terms of the
F-term field . .
F' =eS2(G7)i G/ ©.1
and its adjoint ‘
F = (F'y =e2(G™ )G, ©.2)

in the notation of (2.148). Then
V = FFIG) -3¢0, 9.3)

The mass of the dilaton (or modulus) field, denoted by ¢ for the moment, is found
by differentiating the relevant part of (9.3), namely

V=FoF*Gl—3¢% +.... 9.4)
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This means that we need an estimate of F® at the absolute minimum of the
effective potential to estimate these masses.

First, because the dilaton and moduli fields have only gravitational strength
interactions, for any superpositions of the fields G, ~ 1 in reduced Planck-
scale units (Mp = 1). Because V = ( at the aésolute minimum (for zero
cosmological constant), the square of the F-field responsible for supersymmetry
breaking, assumed to be a superposition of the dilaton and moduli F-fields, is of
order e9. Moreover, the gravitino mass is given by

m3, = %0 9.5
where Gy is the value of G at the absolute minimum. Thus,
FE ~m3p (9:6)

for the supersymmetry-breaking F-field superposition. If there is more than one
superposition of the dilaton and moduli F-fields with a vacuum expectation value
(VEV), we shall assume that (9.6) holds for each superposition or some are
negligible. (With the usuval definition of the scale of supersymmetry breaking
Msusy, (9.6} is the statement

m3py ~ miusy o7

in reduced Planck-scale units.)
Retuming to the dilaton and moduli masses,

2 | ¥V
my = ( 990" 3¢‘) (9.8)

provided that the kinetic terms are minimal so that the ¢-field does not need
rescaling. With V given by (9.4) and Fy of the order given by (9.6), mi is a

sum of terms of order e® and terms of order Fy F® both of which are of order
m% 2. Thus, we might expect that

my ~ m3i;2 (9.9

where ¢ denotes a dilaton or modulus field. Similar but somewhat more
complicated arguments can be made for the dilatino and modulinos. Detailed
calculations confirm these expectations [1].

The cosmology of dilatinos and modulinos, which are light fermions with
masses of order m3;2 with only gravitational strength interactions, resembles that
of gravitinos. The dilatinos § will have a decay rate

I'g ~miMp? (9.10)
where m is the dilatino mass and a decay time

-1
t5~T5 ©.11)
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To avoid *He and deuterium abundances being modified by the decay products
of the dilatinos, we should insist on the temperature T at the time of dilatino
decay being larger than 1 MeV ~ 102" Mp. If we assume a radiation-dominated
universe during the period before the dilatons decay, then

Ty~ 6" ~m?m;". 9.12)

Thus, we require that
ms > 1074 Mp = 10 TeV. (9.13)

We expect the gravitino mass ms3;2, which controls the sizes of soft
supersymmetry breaking masses for the matter fields, to be not greater than about
10 TeV to solve the hierarchy problem. This bound can just be satisfied, especially
given that m g ~ ma;2 is only a rough estimate. The same discussion applies to
the modulinos f',

In any case, the cosmological problems that arise from the decays of light,
very weakly-interacting fermionic fields can be avoided if there is a period of
inflation, additional to the main period of inflation, to dilute this fermionic field
density. However, the reheat temperature after this period of inflation should not
be too high in order to avoid regeneration of the dilatino and modulino densities.
Thus, as discussed in section 8.5 for gravitinos, we should have a reheating
temperature

Tr < 10° GeV ©.19)

so that any necessary regeneration of the baryon number density should occur
through low-temperature baryogenesis.

The cosmology of the dilaton S and moduli T; fields resembles that of the
Polonyi scalar field discussed in section 8.6, and much of the calculation given
there is unmodified. We shall focus on the dilaton field § but the discussion of the
moduli fields T; will be exactly simitar. Consider first the case where the dilaton
field has started to oscillate before the inflaton decays. With a dilaton field energy
density at the end of inflation

psity) =~ mis? 9.15)

and assuming for the moment that the dilaton field dees not decay, we find, as in
(8.115), that the requirement to avoid the dilaton field energy density dominating
the energy density of the universe today and producing too Jarge an expansion rate
is

§ < (107 — 107614, (9.16)

For
ms ~ m3j2 ~ 100 GeV-10 TeV ~ (10-15-10" )1, .17

we get
§< 107110712 (9.18)
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in reduced Planck-scale units, which is much smaller than the value expected
to be obtained when the effective potential for the dilaton is minimized in the
presence of the inflaton field or when the VEV of the dilaton is shifted by quantum
fluctuations during inflation. This value would instead be expected to be not many
orders of magnitude less than unity, much as for the Polonyi field. (See (8.99).)
Consequently, the dilaton field energy density would dominate the energy density
of the universe today.

In practice, § would be expected to decay but the previous discussion
suggests the possibility of excessive entropy production when the decay occurs.
The reheat temperature Tsz when the dilaton field energy density decays is

Tsp ~ m3? (9.19)

as a consequence of (7.72) with I's ~ m'}. For successful nucleosynthesis to
occur after reheating, we must have Tsg 2 1 MeV, which implies that

ms 2 1074 Mp = 10 TeV. (5.20)
There is then an entropy increase

Tsz )3
A=} — 9.21
(Tso ©20

where Tsp is the temperature at which the dilaten decay occurs. [n analogy with
(8.122),

Tsp ~mg' /05723, (9.22)
Thus,
SZ
A~ (9.23)
ms
For ms ~ 10 TeV,
A ~ 10Ms? (9.24)

in reduced Planck-scale units. When § is not much smaller than | in these units,
this is very large and may dilute the baryon number density of the universe
unacceptably. Then the reheat temperature Tgg needs to be high enough for
regeneration of the baryon number density to be possible. This imposes the bound

ms 2 1071010~ (9.25)
as in (8.131). Thus,
ms 2 107-10° Gev (9.26)

is required. This is not consistent with a dilaton mass of order m3/2. An exactly
similar discussion applies for the moduli.

As in the case of the Polonyi field, the problem is less severe in the case that
the inflaton vacuum energy density does not decay until after the dilaton field has
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already started to oscillate. If the dilaton field were not to decay then, following
the discussion leading to (8.141), to avoid ps dominating the energy density of
the universe and producing an excessive expansion rate, we need § < 10~5. This
is not consistent with our expectation that S will not be very much less than unity
in reduced Planck-scale units. Thus, ps will dominate the energy density of the
universe. This suggests that there might be a problem with entropy generation in
the realistic case where § decays before T = 2.7 K is reached. Then, following
the logic leading to {8.154), the increase in the entropy of the universe in the
reheating after the § vacuum energy density decays is

&~ m3mdfs?, 9.27)

As discussed in section 8.6, electroweak baryogenesis can occur at the reheating
after the inflaton vacuum energy density decays when

mg 2 107""Mp = 107 GeV (9.28)

and regeneration of the *He and deuterium densities can occur following reheating
after the dilaton vacuum energy density decays if

ms 2 10TeV =~ 1074 Mp. 9.29)

If, for example, we take mgy = 107 GeV and ms = 10 TeV, then even for § ~ 1,
we get
a~10° (9.30)

which may not be so large as to be inconsistent with sufficient baryon number
density surviving. A similar discussion applies in the case of moduli fields.

As will be discussed next, even if too much entropy generation occurs when
the dilaton or modulus vacuum energy density decays, it may be possible to
regenerate the baryon number density (and *He and deuterium densities) in an
extra stage of inflation referred to as ‘thermal’ inflation [2]. Such a period of
inflation is produced by a scalar field o with mass m,, of order 100 GeV-1 TeV, an
approximately flat potential, and a VEY (&) which is large on the 100 GeV-1 TeV
scale. If this vacuum expectation value is too large, then such a field will produce
a Polonyi problem of its own and so we require an expectation value which is large
on the previous scale, but not too close to the Planck scale. So-called ‘thermal’
inflation takes place while the field & is trapped in the metastable minimum at the
otigin by thermal effects. For this trapping to be possible, the temperature should
satisfy T 2 mg. Otherwise the field would sit at the zero-temperature minimum
away from the origin. For inflation to occur, the vacuum energy density should
dominate over the radiation energy density and so we should have

Vo2 T (9.31)

where Vj is the vacuum energy density of « in the minimum at the origin. It is
then possible for inflation to occur when

ma ST S VL (9.32)
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Because RT is constant during inflation, the number N, of e-folds In(Ry/R;) is

just In(T; / Tr). Thus,
y /4
N, = ln( 9 ) 9.33)

My

With my ~ 100 GeV-1 TeV, the period of thermal inflation begins before the
baryogenesis and nucleosynthesis thac follow the earlier period of inflation. The
thermal inflation may then sufficiently dilute the dilaten or modulus density to
resolve problems with dilution of baryon number or *He or deuterium density
caused by entropy generation when decay of the dilaton {or modulus) occurs.
(Recall that the dilaton or modulus vacuum energy density is behaving like a gas
of non-relativistic particles, as discussed before (7.64) in the case of the inflaton.)

9.3 Stabilization of the dilaton

As observed in section 9.1, the dilaton field has a flat effective potential before
supersymmetry breaking. Let us assume that spomtaneous symmetry breaking is
due to non-perturbative ‘gaugino condensation’ in which a product of two gaugino
fields develops a VEV. The effective potential of the dilaton including this effect
may be calculated. It is then found that it is difficult for the dilaton to settle to a
minimum of the effective potential. Before discussing this problem, it is necessary
to review the form of the non-perturbative potential to be expected from gaugino
condensation.

The six unobserved spatial dimensions are usually compactified on an
‘orbifold’ or a Calabi-Yau 3-fold which generally has three T-moduli determining
the size of the compactified space in the three complex dimensions (as well as
complex-structure moduli specifying its shape). For simplicity, assume that there
is a single overall T-modulus field T (not to be confused with temperature). Thus,
we take

T=T1=Th=". (9.34)

If the various factors in the hidden-sector gauge group are labelled by the index a,
the non-perturbative gaugino condensate superpotential Wy, is of the form (see,
for example, (3] and references therein)

Wop = 3 WS, (9.35)
with \
Wiy = dae®* 5/0on(1)S. (9.36)

In (9.36), #(T) is the Dedekind eta function, b, is the renormalization group
coefficient for the ath factor of the hidden-sector gauge group including a
contribution due to hidden-sector matier, d, is a numerical cofficient and so-called
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‘Green-Schwarz terms’ have been omitted. The Kibler potential for the dilaton
and moduli fields is

K=In(S+8-3I(T + 7). 9.37)

Then, the effective potential V' derived from (2.132) is given by

g 23 < IWap|? 2
S+SHUT+TYV =Wy —-(5+39) Y — 3| Wyl

AWy |

+3[Weo — (T + r)-f’—"l (9.38)
oT

The non-perturbative superpotential should be chosen such that

Re §~2 (9.39)

at the global minimum of the potential, because of the connection between Re §
and the value gyring Of the gavge coupling constant at the string scale

Re § = 23;3.,8. (9.40)

In particular, if the ath factor in the hidden-sector gauge group is SU(Ng) and
there are hidden-sector matter fields in M, copies of N, + N; fundamental
representations, then

by = =N+ {M, (9.41)

and

d, = (l M, - Nc) (3222 Ma=Na) Mo My) (&
3

Mo/ (3Na—Ma)
)

(9.42)

It is not possible to satisfy (9.39) with a single condensate but with two
condensates minimization of the effective potential gives

NaoMy — NI M
IN-Mr=3NI+ M

which allows (9.39) 1o be satisfied for many choices of the integer parameters,
together with yielding a realistic value of the gravitino mass ms;2 given by the
value of €6/2 at the minimum, as in section 9.5. There is also scope to tune the
parameters to obtain V = 0 at this minimum and so zero cosmological constant.
The dilaton stabilization problem [4] is a result of the peculiar shape of the
potential V illustrated schematically in figure 9.1. If Re S starts larger than 2,
there is only a very small region of Re § which allows it to roll (o the desired
minimum at Re § = 2. If Re S starts smaller than 2, the very steep potential
causes it to roll over the very low barrier, failing 1o be wapped at Re § = 2
unless it starts very close to Re § = 2. Thus, trapping the dilaton in the desired
minimum requires fine tuning of the initial conditions. (Strictly, we should correct

Re 5§ ~0.17 (9.43)
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e

2 Re S

Figure 9.1. Representative two-condensate effective potential for ReS. The depths of the
minima and height of the maximum are very small.

the discussion to allow for Re S having non-minimal kinetic terms. This makes
little difference.)

However, the situation is drastically altered by several effects {5, 6] not
included in the original weatment. First, the thermal energy density modifies
the Hubble parameter and if the thermal energy density is large cotmpared to the
dilaton energy density, this can create sufficient ‘friction’ to allow the dilaton to
roll into the Re § = 2 minimum of V for a considerable range of initial values
of Re S. Second, the dilaton couples to the energy density of matter and gauge
fieids and, third, Re S couples o the axion field, which is the imaginary part of S.
We shall focus here on the first of these effects,

For a homogeneous real scalar field ¢ with minimal kinetic terms and
effective potential V(¢), as in (7.33),

+3HO+ V' (9)=0. (9.44)

We now want to allow for contributions to the Hubble parameter from the thermal
energy density of matter fields or radiation. We shall take the field ¢ to have a
potential of the form

Vig) = Voe™ ¢ (9.45)

in reduced Planck-scale units and shall discuss later how this relates to the dilaton
field. The pressure g, and energy density g of the matter fields or radiation
satisfy an equation of state

pe = (€ — 1)pe (9.46)

where € = 1 for a matter-dominated universe and € = 4/3 for a radiation-
dominated wnivesse during the rolling of ¢ towards the minimum of its potential.
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Then .
H? = }(V + 3% + 0o) (9.47)

is the generalization of (7.40) and {7.41), in reduced Planck-scale units. Using
(9.47) and (9.44),

- l 02 ] .
= —54’ + i (9.48)
Also, from the energy—momentum conservation equation (1.45),
Pe = =IH(pe + pe) (9.49)
50 that ) .
H=—3"+pc + po). (9.50)

This ignores any interaction other than gravitational of ¢ with matter fields. These
equations can be solved analytically for the asymptotic form of ¢ in the case of
very steep potentials

A% > 36 9.51)

The field @ increases at first but the ‘friction’ corresponding to the Hubble
constant then freezes ¢ at a near-constant value ¢g for a time, where

s V6 14 xp
¢0—¢n+3(2_€)ln(l_m) (9.52)
and .
_
X = et (9.53)

with @0, ¢p and Hg denoting initial values. Finally, ¢ approaches the asymptotic
form

1 222, 3¢
(1) = I In (93&(2_-5)5) + "JL'- In R(?) 9.54)

where R{¢) is the scale factor (‘radius’} of the universe. The approach to
the minimum is then siow and, after osciliations about the minimum with an
exponentially damped amplitude, ¢ settles to its minimum.

Let us now apply these considerations to Re §, taken for the moment to have
minimal kinetic terms. In the region Re § < 2 but not too close to Re § = 2
where the minimum has been produced by the balancing of two terms, the non-
perturbative superpoiential may be approximated by a single term W,‘,’p with §-
dependence:

Wa, ~ g=845 (9.55)
where
24n?

By = ——
TN, IM,

(9.56)
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is positive and has the smaller value. Then, the parameter A in (3.45) is given by
A =24, (9.57)

A more careful treatment [5] with the comrect non-minimal kinetic terms for Re §
makes very little difference to (9.54), with ¢ replaced by Re S.

This discussion is valid provided that Re § is able to attain the asymptotic
form of solution before passing through the minimum. Sufficient conditions (5]
are to take the initial value of Re §, denoted by Re Sg, between the constant term
in (9.54) and the value at the minimum Re Sy ~ 2, and also an initial velocity
for Re § such that the constant value Re S, in the sense of (9.52), is also less than
Re Smin. (In practice, the minimum we are trying to reach is at a smaller valuve of
Re § than the adjacent maximum, and so we must start with Re § < Re Sp to have
any chance of ending up in the minimum.) Thus, we require

1 242V
x in (m) - ReS() < Re Smm (958)

and an appropriate initial velocity for Re §.

9.4 Dilaton or moduli as possible inflatons

A priori, the dilaton or moduli fields (for an orbifold or Calabi-Yau
compactification) are good candidates for inflaton fields [7] because their
potential is completely flat to all orders in string pertrbation theory. Non-
perturbative effects, such as gaugino condensation, can provide a non-trivial
effective potential. As we shall see shortly, if the dilaton or modulus field is
10 be used as the inflaton, it is necessary to assume that the superpotential is the
sum of two components. (See, for example, [8].) One of these components has
a large scale and gives an effective potential with unbroken supersymmetry and
zero cosmological constant at the global minimum when the other component
is neglected. This large-scale component is responsible for driving inflation
when the dilaton or modulus expectation value is in a flat region away from the
minimum. The other component has a much smaller scale and is responsible for
supersymmetry breaking in the low-energy world. It is the former component
of the superpotential that we are interested in here. Neglecting the low-energy
component of the superpotential, it is convenient to write the effective potential
for the dilaton § in the form

vV =u'F(s,S) (9.59)

where we are using reduced Planck-scale units, and F(S, 8§) is of order |. To
obtain density perturbations consistent with the COBE data, we require

u ~ 101_10"7 Gev (9.60)
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as in (7.115). This contrasts with a scale of
(m32Mp)' 2 ~ 10102101 Gev (9.61)

for an effective potential due to the superpotential respensible for low-energy
supersymmetry breaking with soft supersymmetry breaking masses on the scale
of 102-10° GeV. This is the reason for assuming that the superpotential is the
sum of two components. (It should be noted that the discussion of the previous
section employed gaugino condensate superpotentials that had been designed to
be responsible for low-energy supersymmetry breaking.) All of this discussion
applies equally to the use of a modulus field as the inflaton.

Though it is a very attractive idea, it has proved difficult to find a realization
of it in practice. Multiple gaugino condensate potentials for the dilaton, such
as discussed in the previous section, tend to be too steep in the Re § direction
for inflation to occur. If, instead, the overall medulus field T is employed as
the inflaton, with a superpotential consistent with the modular invariance of an
orbifold compactification, up te 20 e-folds of inflation can be obtained. However,
this does not appear to be possible when we demand that the effective potential has
a minimum with unbroken supersymmetry and zero cosmological constant [9].

9.5 Ten-dimensional string cosmology

Heterotic string theory begins as a ten-dimensional theory with the need for six
dimensions to be compactified to provide us with the observed four-dimensional
world (except in the case of direct constructions in four dimensions, such as the
free-fermion construction). An attractive possibility is that the compactification
of the six extra dimensions has a cosmological origin. In what follows we shall
treat all spatial dimensions as being wrapped on a torus with all dimensions
initially on the Planck scale. We shall study a mechanism, due to Brandenberger
and Vafa {10], that naturaily results in three of the spatial dimensions becoming
very large, corresponding to a flat space, and the rest of the spatial dimensions
remaining on the Planck scale. The dilaten plays a crucial part.

As discussed in section 9.3, we expect the dilaton to acquire a mass of the
order of the electroweak scale, or one or two orders of magnitude larger, when
supersymmetry breaking occurs. For consistent cosmology, it is crucial that the
dilaton does acquire a mass, because it is a scalar field with only gravitational
strength interactions, and a massless field of this kind is inconsistent with solar
system observations. However, there is no a priori objection to the dilaton having
been massless in the early stages of the universe before supersymmetry breaking
at a temperature of around 100 GeV.

It will be assumed that the gravitational (metric) field and the dilaton field
are slowly varying (adiabatic approximation) so that it is a good approximation to
keep only the leading derivatives in the effective action. It will also be assumed
that N spatial dimensions are large dimensions with time dependence, while the
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remaining N, spatial dimensions are static compact dimensions. In the case of
the heterotic string,

N+N-=09 (9.62)

Eventually we want N = 3 but we shall leave N general for now. The effective
action for the gravitational field and the dilaton is then {up to a multiplicative
constant)

So = f d¥*x JIGle 2R + 4G Baapopd) (9.63)
where G 4z is the metric tensor, G = det[G4z], R is the curvature scalar for
the (N <+ I)-dimensional space with A = 0, 1,..., N and ¢ is the dilaton. In
the case of N = 3, the connection with the value of the gauge coupling constant
string at the string scale is goyring = ¢® and the connection with the dilaton field of
section 9.3 is Re § = 2¢~%. (The antisymmetric tensor field in the supergravity

multiplet is being ignored for simplicity.) All spatial dimensions will be taken
toroidal with periodic length a;(¢) foré = 1,2, ..., N. Write

a;(1) = eM®, (9.64)

The metric is given by

N
ds? = dr® - ) e} (i)’ (9.65)

i=l1

Keeping Goo general for the moment, and fixing it to 1 later so that we do not
lose the field equation obtained by varying with respect to Ggo, the curvature
scalar (exercise 1) is

N N 2 N N
R= —Gw[ Yo+ (Z x}) +2) L-G%Y x,-]. (9.66)
i=1 i=\ =1 f=1
It is convenient to define

N
e=26-Y ©.67)

which absorbs a factor for the volume of the space because

e ./1G| = V/Gooe™?. (9.68)

The action of (9.63) is then (exercise 2)

N
So= —( f a"x) f dr ,/Gme-*"c""[zaoz - (cb)?] (9.69)
i=1
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In general, a thermal contribution Sz (from the gas of string modes in thermal
equilibrium) should be added to the action. It has the form

Sr = ( f d”x) f 4t VG F (ai, ﬁJG_o.?) (9.70)

where F is the free energy and 8 = T in units where the Boltzmann constant
kg = 1. The complete action is

Siot = So + 5. ©.71)

Varying this action with respect to &, A; and G% gives (exercise 3), after
combining field equations,

N

(@)? - ) () =e®E ©9.72)
i=1

i; - (Dl, = %e"’P; (9.?3)
N

® - ) () = 4e®E. (9.74)

The thermodynamics that has been employed here is as follows. The free energy
is

F=E-TS 9.75)
where E is the energy and § is the entropy with

aF 2 {8F
S=-—1] = — 1, 3
(57), =2 (), @16
The pressure in the ith direction is
ar
P=- (8_3.,)-,.- . .77
As a consequence of (9.75) and (9.76),
aF aF
E=F-T|—| =F — 1} . .
(3T)v ”(aﬂ)v ©78

With this functional dependence of F,

aF
E=F+2z5— 9.79)
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where we have set Ggo = | at the end. From (9.72)«9.74), we may deduce
(exercise 4) that

N
E + Zi,P, =0 (9.80)

i=1
N aF N
e . . . .
S=F- E lMi—=E E A P, 9.8
g i=l K +.'=1 o 80

Combining these, we have )
$§=0 (9.82)

Thus, entropy is conserved,

In the first instance, § is a function of 8 and the A;. In principle, we can solve
(9.82) to obtain B as a function of the A;. Then, E can be written as a function
E(A) of the A; alone, where, for the moment, A denotes the A; collectively. When

the entropy is constant,
aE
Py =~ (5'1:)? . (9.83)

To solve the equations (9.72)+9.74), we need some knowledge of E(A). For
the moment we ignore the contribution of winding modes. The properties of
E{)), now assumed to be a function of a single A when the A; have a common
value, have been studied using the microcanonical ensemble [10]. It is T-duality
symmetric, i.e. symmetric under the replacement of a;{#) by a; ' (#) so that

EX) = E(=X). {9.84)

For A ~ 0, the so-called ‘Hagedom region’, E()) is almost constant. For
sufficiently large A, only massless string modes contribute to the partition
function, corresponding to a radiation-dominated universe. Then E{A) has the
exponential behaviour

EQ) ~eh (9.85)

Between these two limiting cases there is incomplete knowledge of E(A).
However, it is known that E decreases with [A| for A close to zero and this is
believed to be correct for all A.

This is enough information to see that a radiation-dominated era is
approached as time increases if @ starts with a negative value. The argument
is as follows. Because E is positive, (9.72) implies that & can never become
zero, so that & can never change sign. Also, (9.74) implies that & is positive.
Consequently @ increases and if it starts negative, it remains negative and
approaches zero as ¢ — cc. Now consider equation (9.73). Using (9.83), and
assuming that A; = A forali i, (9.73)is

i-dl=-le®EW) (9.86)
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(9.86) can be interpreted as the equation of motion for a particle with position A
moving in a potential ¢® E()) with a damping term, because ® < 0. Since the
potential decreases as |A| increases (ignoring the A dependence of ®), A slides
towards increasing values of A. The radius of the toroidal space is a(r) = eM"
and, hence, as A increases g increases, when A > 0. (There is a duality between
larpe and small values of 4 (¢} and, hence, between positive and negative values
of X, as noted in (9.84)). Thus, we need only discuss & > (.) Since the spectrum
of a string theory is known, the entropy can be caiculated at a given temperature
T in terms of the radius a(r). We know that entropy is constant. Therefore, a
relationship between a(¢) and T can be calculated numerically that ensures this,
As |A] decreases, it is found that T increases towards a limit referred to as the
‘Hagedorn temperature’. As |Af increases, T falls until the massive string modes
go out of equilibrium and we enter a radiation-dominated era controlled by the
massless string modes, as in the standard mode! of the universe.

We now ask the question: “Why is the number N of large spatial dimensions
equal to 3?7 A possible explanation turns on the presence of winding modes in
string theories compactified on a torus. (Remember that we have taken all spatial
dimensions to be toroidal.) Because of the periodic nature of a torus, the closed-
string boundary conditions for the spatial bosonic degrees of freedom X*(r, o)
can be satisfied when

Xt o +7) = X (1, 0) + 20 Lk (987
where centre-of-mass coordinates x* on the torus have the identification
* =t p2nlt (9.88)

where L are referred to as ‘winding numbers’ and are proportional to the torus
radius [11]. String modes with non-zero values of L¥ are referred to as winding
modes. If p* is the centre-of-mass momentum of the string degree of freedom
Xk, the mass-squared of a string state includes {p* +2L%)2 and (p* ~ 2L})2, As
the radius of the torus increases, the squared mass of a winding mode increases.

The idea is that string winding modes, unlike other matter densities, will
oppose expansion of the dimensions of the universe. The reason for this is that,
in the presence of winding modes, the behaviour of E (L} is very different from
that discussed earlier. As just discussed, the mass squared of any wirding mode
increases as the square of the winding number, for large values of the torus radius,
and so as the square of the torus radivs. This effect results in E(X) increasing as
e*. Roughly, the growth of £ with X in (9.86) means that & < O (up to a damping
term) so that A eventally becomes negative, A starts to decrease and the radius
of the universe starts to decrease. In this way, the winding modes first stop the
expansion of the universe and then reverse it,

This argument is not quite correct becanse of the e® term in (9.86). As
discussed earlier, if b starts negative, it remains negative so that ® decreases
with time. Thus, treating A as the position of a particle, the strengthening of the
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potential with increasing A as the universe expands can be offset by the behaviour
of e®. A more careful treatment shows that this does not affect the outcome.

Once the universe starts to contract, the momentum modes, which have
behavicour dual to the winding modes, play a crucial role. They make a
contribution to E(A} that increases as A decreases and oppose the contraction.
In this way, the universe is caused to oscillate between some minimum radius and
some maximum radivs within a few orders of magnitude of the Planck scale.

The question then is how the universe can ever expand to a large scale,
The answer is that string winding modes can annihilate totally or partially into
momenturn states (with complete annihilation of winding number occurring
between winding modes with equal and opposite winding number). In this way
they are able to reach thermal equilibrium with other string states. In thermal
equilibrium the number of winding modes becomes small as the torus radius
increases and winding-mode masses increase. However, it is difficult to reach
equilibrium if the winding medes find it difficult to collide to annihilate. A
collision corresponds to the two-dimensional world susfaces of the two states
intersecting. Generically, this does not occur when the dimensionality N+ 1 of the
extended spacetime in which the winding modes move is greaterthan 2 + 2 = 4,
Thus, for ¥ + | > 4, thermal equilibrium is not achieved and the winding modes
stop the the universe expanding much beyond the Planck scale. However, for
N + 1 = 4, the winding modes annihilate readily and thermal equilibrium is
reached resulting in a low density of winding modes. The universe is then able to
expand to a large scale.

This argument provides a partial explanation of the three-dimensional nature
of our observed universe. If the universe starts 10 expand in some number N > 3
of (spatial} dimensions, then the expansion is stopped by the winding modes.
It then oscillates for a while before expanding again in some number N of
dimensions that may differ from the first time. This may happen many times
until finally the universe staris to expand in some number N of dimensions with
N < 3. Then, the expansion continues. Of course, this only explains why N < 3
and not why N = 3. Therafter, the discussion of the earlier part of this section,
which neglected winding modes, applies and the universe evolves to a standard
radiation-dominated universe.

9.6 D-brane inflation

The discussion so far in this chapter has been in the context of weakly coupled
heterotic string theory. Alternative models of particle theory can be obtained from
type 11 superstring theories because of the existence of extended so-called ‘Dp-
brane’ solutions which occupy p + 1 dimensions of spacetime. (See, for example,
{12] and references therein.) As well as closed strings, the theory contains open
strings which are constrained to have their endpoints on D p-branes. Chiral matter
can be obtained from open strings whose endpoints are on D p-branes located at an



266 Superstring cosmology

orbifold fixed point in the compact dimensions. We shall assume that this orbifold
is a product of three two-dimensional tori with points on the tori identified under
the action of a discrete Zy ot Zy x Zx group.

Models with the gauge fields of the standard model (up to some L/ (1) factors)
and the massless matter content of the standard model (up to some vector-like
matter) have been obtained by employing D3-branes and D7-branes located at
fixed points. The presence of D7-branes as well as D3-branes is necessary to
satisfy certain ‘twisted tadpole’ cancellation conditions, which are required by
a consistent string theory and, among other things, ensure non-Abelian gange
anomaly cancellation. The models also contain D3-antibranes and D7-antibranes
which are needed to satisfy untwisted tadpole cancellation conditions. The chiral
matter states are associated with open strings with their endpoints on D3-branes
or with one endpoint on a D3-brane and the other on a D7-brane. In such theories,
the string scale and the compactificatioa scale do not necessarily coincide and low
string scales are possible.

An important aspect of such constructions is that the Dp-branes and Dp-
antibranes can be prevented from moving from the fixed points in some models
by the requirement that the twisted-tadpole conditions are always satisfied. Then,
the brane-antibrane separations are fixed except to the extent that they share in
the contraction or expansion of a toroidal space when the radius of space varies.
Thus, a modulus field in the associated low-energy supergravity theory whose
expectation value is a brane-antibrane separation is not a candidate inflaton.
However, possible candidates are the moduli scalars 7;, § = 1, 2, 3, the real parts
of which are associated with the radii R; of the three tori in the form

5 =ReT; =e*M2R? (9.89)

where M, is the string scale and ¢ is the ten-dimensional dilaton. The four-
dimensional dilaton § is also a candidate. Models of inflation have been
constructed [13} in which § or one of the T; provides the inflaton while the other
moduli (T; or 8) are feozen by some unidentified mechanism.

To discuss such models of inflation, we now require the form of the effective
potential ¥V as a function of the unfrozen modulus field. It is convenient o use
T-duality with respect to all directions simultaneously:

a!
Ry » — i=123 {9.90)

Ri
where

o = M2 (9.91)
to map D3-branes into D9-branes and D7-branes into D5-branes, We need the
potential due to the tension in the branes. This is proportional 1o the volume of
the branes and, for a theory of D9-branes and D3-branes, is of the form

3
V=MNMV+ Z Ns, Vs, (9.92)

i=1
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where Ng is the number of D9-branes, and Ns; is the number of D5;-branes,
i.e. the number of D5-branes which wrap the ith torus (as well as living in four-
dimensional spacetime). The potential Vo due to the DY-branes is of the form

Vo = wRIRIRE (9.93)
with the D9-brane wension

10 = agM!%e™? 9.94)
where a9 is 2 dimensionless constant. Also, the potential due to the D5;-branes is
of the form

Vs, = ts R} 9.95)

with the D5-brane tension

s = asMPe™® {9.96)
and as a dimensionless constant. These potentials can be rewritten in terms of the
real parts of the four-dimensional dilaton S and the 7; moduli fields:

s= ReS =M PRIRIRS (9.97)
= ReTy = M2 ®R?  fori=1,2,3. (9.98)
Then,
3
V= M;‘[Ngkgs + Z Ns.ks, r;] (999

i=1
where ko and ks, are dimensionless constants of order 1. There is also a
contribution to the potential from the exchange of massless bulk states, such as
the graviton, which we are neglecting here. It can be shown that this is small
compared 1o the retained terms when the moduli are large,

To apply this potential to the study of inflation, it is convenient to recast it
in terms of fields with canonical kinetic terms. After Weyl rescaling to remove
the factor of ¢~2% in front of the curvature scalar (displayed in (9.63)), the kinetic
terms for moduli are

3
!
Lhinetic = —M% lglg* (B,‘ Insdy, Ins 4+ Z 3, Int; 3, In t,-) (9.100)

the Weyl rescaling being
Buv = Auv (9.101)
with 2 2%
Mse
= PR (9.102)
MRy Ry Ry

These kinetic terms arise from the curvature scalar

BR= GabRab (9]03)
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wherea, b=0,1,...,9and G, is of the form
Gap = diaglguv(x), —R¥(x)dmn, — R3 ()85, ~ RE(x)duv) (9.104)

where x denotes the four-dimensional spacetime coordinates. In the first instance,
the kinetic terms are then given in terms of Rj, Rz and R3. After the Weyl
rescaling (9.101), (9.102), these are recast in the form (9.100) in terms of s and
4;. The potential is then rescaled by a factor A2 to give

ko N ks, N ks, N: ks, N
V=M2.(°°+ A 2R S ”). (9.105)
tit213 sty stz shh

If, for example, we now freeze the moduli ¢, t; and ¢3 and treat 5 as the
inflaton, then the inflaton field X with canonical kinetic terms is given by

s = exp (%) . 9.108)

The potential for the inflaton is of the form
V = ko + ke VEIMr (9.107)

where xg and &) are constants

koNoM* N ks, N ks, N
o koNoMy 4 x1=k5'5'+5‘5’+5’5’.

(9.108)
nits 213 b3 i

We can now study slow-roll inflation with this potentia! in the usual way. The
slow-roll parameters ¢ and »n are defined in (7.184) and (7.185). In the present
case,

£z

flie'zﬁx’”’ and no~ z—xle‘m’”"" (9.109)
when X 3 Mp. Whenever X > Mp, the parameters € and 5 are small and
slow roll ocurs. Thus, slow roll is generic for large values of the modulus which
is playing the role of the inflaton. This approximation also allows us to be in the
low-energy field theory limit which requires weak coupling e? « 1.

The next question to be addressed is when inflation ends. For xy < 0, the
potential is such that X (which is certainly positive in this approximation) will
decrease with time and, eventually, the slow-roll conditions will no longer be
satisfied if |x) /xo| 2 1. Conversely, for k1 > 0, X increases and there is no end
to slow roll. However, as X grows, s grows, and either ¢ diminishes or one of
the R; diminishes. If the latter, then at least one of the R; can become smaller
than the string scale and low-energy field theory and the validity of the low-
energy potential V break down. In this case, there is a striking mechanism which
could end inflation. There can be a critical value of a radius at which a wachyon
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appears in the spectrum. Then, inflation ends in a version of hybrid inftation. In
some orbifold models a brane—antibrane pair then annihilates to produce a single
brane with one d¢imension more than the original brane, wrapped around this extra
dimension, which is stable at a saller radius. The reheating is then controlled by
the difference in tension between the brane—antibrane pair and the single brane.

As to the number of e-folds of inflation, it does not appear possible {13] in the
models described earlier to obtain a sufficient number of e-folds, except for large
values of the N5,. In that case, the approximation of retaining only the tension
term in the potential breaks down and even including exchange of single bulk
states (e.g. the graviton} in the brane—antibrane interaction may not be sufficient.
However, this problem may be overcome [13] when the compactified dimensions
form an crientifold rather than an orbifeld. Then, there still remains the difficulty
that we have had to freeze all but one of the 7; moduli or dilaion fields arbitrarily.

An alternative type of brane model (see, for example, [14] and references
therein) is based on intersecting D-branes with chiral mater living on (some of)
the intersections, in the sense that it is associated with open strings that begin and
end at a particular intersection of two D-branes. This type of model alse provides
a satisfactory model of inflation [15] up to a point but with the same difficulty of
having to freeze all but one of the moduli discussed earlier.

9.7 Pre-big-bang cosmology

The presence of the dilaton in the heterotic string theory action allows for a
possible alternative origin for inflation in a period of evolution of the universe
before the big bang [16). The basic idea is that it may be possible to join together
two solutions of the cosmological field equations, one for t+ < 0 and one for
t > 0, with the following propertics. The t < 0 solution is chosen to have the
dilaton ¢ growing to produce a growing Hubble parameter H, so that the universe
expands rapidly (dilaton-driven inflation). This is an even more rapid expansion
than the more familiar inflation driven by an approximately constant /. The
1 > 0 solution, conversely, has |¢| decreasing and ¢ rolling into a minimum of its
potential. Thereafter, there is FRW cosmology (with a constant dilaton), possibly
higher-dimensional, with compactification to three spatial dimensions to follow.

As 1 = Ois approached from ¢ < 0, we shall see that it is possible for the
value of ¢ to be positive and diverge logarithmically, which pushes the universe
into a strongly-coupled regime because €% controls the strength of the gauge
and gravitational interactions in heterotic string theory. At some point, weakly-
coupled string theory breaks down and non-perturbative effects may allow the
transition between the ¢ < 0 and ¢ > 0 weakly-coupled solutions. We shall now
fill in a little of the detail of this idea.

The effective action for the gravitational field and dilaton is as in (9.63),
We shall leave the number of spatial dimensions N arbitrary, allowing for the
possibility that the cosmology starts higher-dimensional with compactification to
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three dimensions to follow, e.g. cosmology could start with the full nine spatial
dimensions of the heterotic string. With the ansatz of (9.65) and (9.64), the action
is given by (9.69) leading to the field equations (9.72) to (9.74). Making the
simple assumption that the universe starts empty, the thermal contributions may
be dropped and the field equations simplify to

N

($)? = Z(;C,-)’* {9.110)
i=l

A =@ ©9.111)
N

é= Z(X,)’ 9.112)
i=I

where A; is defined in {9.64) and & in (9.67).
For ¢ # 0, there are solutions of (9.1 10)~9.112) with (exercise 5)

SU)=dp~Inlt] and Al =Agx ',/1? In || (9.113)

in the isotropic case A; = A for all i. Equivalently, there are solutions
200 =200+ (VN — Dinl]  and  a@®) =atFVYF  (9.114)
in the isotropic case a; = a for all i. The corresponding Hubble parameter is

1
+—
Nt

which diverges as t — 0. The two solutions for A arise because of the T-duality
symmetry of the equations (9. 110)~(9.112) under the transformations

H=22 (9.115)
ad

A= =M ®— ¢ (9.116)
or, equivalently,
N
I
&= — ¢-+¢—§1naf ©.117)

which exchanges small and large scales accompanied by an obligatory action on
the dilaton. The equations and their soiutions also possess the usval ¢ = —¢
symmetry of FRW cosmology. Because of the singularity at t = 0, in principle,
we may pair either of the solutions for¢ < 0 with either of the solutions for r > 0.
The hope is that non-perturbative effects will allow a smooth matching at 1 = 0.
However, after the big bang, we require that the universe is expanding so, for

positive f, we must choose the solution with a(¢) o Jeft!/ YN Now consider the
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Figure 9.2. Hubble parameter for a possible solution linking the pre-big-bang era to the
post-big-bang era.

behaviour of the solution obtained by pairing this positive-time solution with the
negative-time solution in which the universe is also expanding. That is

o | N =D >0
2¢0(0) — 2¢p = I_(Jﬁ-p Din(—=t) <0

1N
a(f) o {:_’:’;,Nﬁ :Zg (9.118)
and |

As advertised earlier, (for N > 1) this gives ¢ (1) growing for all r # 0, whereas
the Hubble parameter #f, which is positive on both branches of the solution, is
growing for t < O but decreasing for ¢ > 0 (see figure 9.2): ¢ (1) is discontinuous
and diverges logarithmically as + — 0. This ‘pre-big-bang’ cosmology provides
an alternative to inflation due to a scalar field rolling in a potential. There is no
potential for the dilaton ¢ but nevertheless the universe inflates whent < 0.

The biggest difficulty, perhaps, is that it is not known whether the pre-big-
bang and post-big-bang eras can be joined together smoothly (a form of the
graceful exit problem) because the region close to ¢ = 0 requires non-perturbative
string theory. It has also been suggested that fine tuning {17] is involved in a
successful pre-big-bang scenario. One aspect of this problem is that as a result of
(9.118), when a(¢) increases by many orders of magnitude while ¢ < 0 to solve
the problems normally solved by inflation, e?V'} also increases by many orders of
magnitude. However, as observed after (9.63), e is swing. This we expect to
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be of order unity in the post-big-bang universe and so the initial value of ¢ must
be tuned to be very small. Moreover, the density perturbations due to the dilaton
{playing the role of the inflaton here} are not consistent with the COBE data.
However, it has been argued that this last problem can be overcome if the density
perturbations required by COBE are due to an axion field in a non-perturbative
potential. (See the third reference in [16).)

9.8 M-theory cosmology—the ekpyrotic universe

Another example of a cosmology in which there is a period of evolution of the
universe prior to the big bang can be obtained by considering the collision of the
so-called ‘boundary branes’ which occur in M-theory. We first review briefly the
M-theory description of strongly-coupled heterotic string theory [18].

Strongiy-coupled heterotic string theory in ten dimensions is known to be
dual to a theory in 11 dimensions. If the strongly-coupled heterotic string theory
has six dimensions compacified on a Calabi-Yau manifold or orbifold X, then the
dual theory has seven dimensions compactified on X x $'/Za. Here §! is in the
X9 direction with

—ap <XV <np (9.120)
and the identification

X' x10 4 2np. 9.121)
The action of the Z, group is

Z7: X0 5 —x10, (9.122)

Consequently, there are two fixed points under the action of Z3, namely
X%=0 ad XxW=rnp (9.123)

Because of the Z3 symmetry (9.122), the quotiented circle is equivalent to a line
segment of length =p.

The low-energy limit of this 11-dimensional theory is 11-dimensional
supergravity. The Eg gauge fields of the observable sector (and the observabie
chiral matter) live on one end of the line segment (on one four-dimensional
boundary brane) while the Eg gauge fields of the hidden sector live on the other
end of the line segment (on the other boundary brane). The gravitational fields
propagate in the 11-dimensional ‘bulk’. The dilaton expectation value e in the
ten-dimensional theory is reinterpreted, up to a numerical factor, as the length of
the fine segment in the 11-dimensional theory in M, units.

The idea behind M-theory cosmology [19] (the so-called ‘ekpyrotic
universe—the universe being consumed by fire and reconstituted out of fire,
as in Stoic philosophy) is that two four-dimensional boundary branes may
move towards each other and collide before separating again. The size of the
fifth dimension (which is the separation of the two four-dimensional boundary
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branes) goes through zero when the branes collide. Since the separation of the
boundary branes is related to the dilaton in the dual description, the dilaton
dynamics discussed in the previous section may be employed taking (the number
of uncompactified spatial dimensions to be) N = 4 (and ignoring the six
compactified dimensions.) As before, we require the universe 1o be expanding
after the big bang but now we choose the alternative solution in which the universe
is contracting before the big bang. Thus, the solution corresponds to the choice
A = +(1/+/ N} Ini¢| on both branches. For N = 4, this gives

20(0) — 2@ =Inlt] a(@ o if)?  sothat H = % (9.124)

This choice is qualitatively different from the one made in pre-big-bang
cosmology. There, before the big bang, ¢(¢) is positive and divergesast — 0, so
that the gange and gravitational interactions, whose strength is controlled by e2#,
become strong and the vicinity of ¢+ = 0 is in a strongly-coupled regime. Here,
¢(#) is negative near ¢ = 0 and diverges as ¢+ — 0. Instead of strong coupling,
the vicinity of + = 0 is in a weakly-coupled regime. When the branes collide,
radiation modes are excited by the kinetic energy of the collision and a hot big
bang is triggered.

The ekpyrotic universe allows a new solution to the horizon problem. The
collision of the two boundary branes is a non-local event over a region much larger
than the Hubble radius. it is this collision that generates the temperature of the hot
big-bang universe. Thus, a large degree of homogeneity in the cosmic microwave
background radiation is to be expected. However, a number of difficuliies in
trying to get the ekpyrotic universe to explain things normally explained by
inflation has been pointed out. (See [20] and references therein.)

9.9 Exercises

Derive the curvature scalar of (9.66).

Derive the action (9.69).

Obtain the field equations (9.72)~(9.44) from the action (5.69).

Derive the finite-temperature equations (9.80) and (9.81).

Derive the solutions of the cosmological field equations for pre-big-bang
cosmology (9.113).
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Chapter 10

Black holes in string theory

10.1 Introduction

Besides ‘predicting’ general relativity as the effective low-energy (classical)
theory of gravitation, string theory also provides a (perturbative) quantum theory
of gravity. Since it is the only such theory known, one might hope that string
theory would offer insights into the quantum aspects of gravitation that are not
available elsewhere. This is indeed the case.

In 1971, Hawking (1] showed that area of the event horizon of a black
hole must increase with time. This prompted the observation that the area
of the event horizon is analogous to the entropy of a thermodynamic system.
It was subsequently shown that quantum mechanics requires that black holes
besides absorbing radiation must also emit it and that black holes are indeed
thermodynamic systems. Specifically, it was shown by Bekenstein [2] and
Hawking [3] that the entropy is proportional to the area of the event horizon.
Our experience with statistical mechanics as the microscopic theory underlying
thermodynamics leads us to expect that this entropy is associated with the
nember of microstates of the (black-hole) system. It is precisely this aspect
that is illuminated by string theory. As we shall see, for certain black-hole
solutions of string theory, the number of microstates can be calculated, and the
resulting multiplicity reproduces precisely the Bekenstein—Hawking formula for
the entropy.

In the next section, we review the definition of the black-hole event horizon
and outline the proof that the area of its two-dimensional section cannot decrease.
In section 10.3, we show why quantum mechanics requires black holes to have a
emperature that is determined by their ‘surface gravity' and entropy propostional
to the area of the (two-dimensional section of the) event horizon. The number of
perturbative microstates in string theory is evaluated in section 10.4 and shown to
be quite inadequate to explain the derived entropy of black holes. The special
class of black holes for which string theory is able to provide a microscopic
explanation of their entropy are (certain) ‘extreme’ black holes, which have both
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mass and charge (or, more generally, charges). These and their generalization
to five dimensions are discussed in the following section. To get black holes
from string theory, we need to find analogous solutions to the underlying classical
field theory. This is type Il supergravity, which is described in section 10.6. It
involves the field strengths of certain (antisymmetric) ‘Ramond—Ramond’ gauge
form-fields. These lead 1o a generalized notion of electric charge, which, in
turn, indicates the existence of (non-perturbative) extended objects called ‘D-
branes’ which have non-zero Ramond—Ramond charges. This is described in
section (0.7, In section 10.8 we construct the (five-dimensional, extreme) black-
hole solutions, with three charges, that have an event horizon with non-zero arca.
If we use this area in the Bekenstein~Hawking formula, the entropy of the black
hole is determined entirely by the (product of the) charges used. The non-zero
charges have an immediate interpretation in terms of underlying microstates and
the counting of these is done in section 10.9. The number of microstates obtained
agrees precisely with that predicted from the calculated Bekenstein—Hawking
entropy.

10.2 Black-hole event horizons

It is convenient to use mass units in which the Planck mass mp and, hence,
Newton’s constant Gy, are unity: mp = G;' 2 — 1. The most well-known
black-hole solution of general relativity is the Schwarzchild solution which gives
in spherical polar coordinates the line element outside of a spherical body of mass
M:

ds? = g, dx® dx” 0.1
M 2M\!
= (1-%-) drz—(l—-?M—) dr2-r2d02  (102)
where
dQ2 = do? +- sin’ 0 dg? (10.3)

is the line element on the unit two-sphere 52, The metric is singular at 7 = 2M
but this is merely a coordinate singularity. For example, a particle on a radial
timelike geodesic r = R(¢t) falls from its starting position atr = R(0) > 2M,
through B = 2M, and reaches R = 0 in a finite proper time (exercise 1), On a
radial null geodesic,

M\ 2
d? = (1 -~ T) ar? = (@r*)? (10.4)
where 5
._ r-2M
rr=r+in 5| (10.5)
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As r ranges from 2M 1o oo, r* ranges from —o00 to 00, Thus, d(t £ r*) = 0
on radial null geodesics and the ingoing radial null {Eddington-Finkeistein)
coordinate is defined as

r
= ‘= —_— - .
v=t+r r+r+2M1n|2M l’ 00 < U < 00, (10.6)

Using v as a coordinate instead of 1 gives

ds? = (1 - g) dv? — 2dvdr — r2d6? - r?sin 6 d¢’. (10.7)
This metric is defined initially for r > 2M, since the relation v = r +r*(r) is
only defined for r > 2M. However, it can now be analytically continued to ali
r > O and, in these coordinates, there is no singularity at r = 2M. (There is
a singularity at r = 0 where the curvature becomes infinite. Such a singulanty
cannot, of course, be removed by a coordinate transformation.} Ai large values of
r, the light cones are almost Minkowskian and they allow a particle {or photon)
to move outwards or inwards on a timelike (or null) worldline. However, as r
decreases the lightcones graduatly tilt over. When r < 2M, 2drdv < 0 for all
non-spacelike (i.e. timelike or null) world lines, Since dv > 0 for future directed
world lines, it follows that dr < 0, with equality for radial null geodesics when
r = 2M. When r < 2M, all non-spacelike curves necessarily move inwards
and hit the singularity at r = 0. Thus, if the massive body emits light from its
(spherical) surface at r = rg < 2M, the light never escapes to an observer in
the region r > 2M. Such an observer might infer the presence of the body from
its gravitational field but she could not see it. The hypersurface traced cut in
spacetime by the spherical surface r = 2M is called the ‘event horizon’ of the
(Schwarzchild) black hole. The area of a two-dimensional section of the event
horizon is

Ap = 4n(2M)! = 167 M2, (10.8)

Let S(x} be a smooth function of the spacetime coordinates x* and
consider a family of hypersurfaces $(x) = constant, The vectors normal to the
hypersurfaces are given by

. 08
i, = —_— 0.9
= fx) Fyom (10.9)
where f is an arbitrary non-zero function. If {2 = 0 for a particular hypersurface

N in the family, then A is said to be a ‘null’ hypersurface. So for the spherical
hypersurfaces § = r = constant, with the black-hole metric (10.7),

2
12 = ghlyl, = g = - (' - TM) 7 (10.10)

Thus, the event horizon r = 2M is a null hypersurface and (exercise 2)

Plraau = 8" D)oy = — f88. (10.11)
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We can think of the metric (10.2) or (10.7) as being that which arises
following the spherically symmetric collapse of a star with mass M 2 1.5-
2mg. Itis instructive to consider a series of light flashes emitted near the centre
of the collapsing star, which is assumed to be made of transparent matter. In
the early stages, the density of the star is low, the wavefront of the light will be
approximately spherical and its area proportional to the square of the time elapsed
since the emission of the flash. However, the gravitational attraction of the stellar
matter through which the light is passing deflects neighbouring rays towards each
other, reducing the rate at which they are diverging from each other. In other
words, the gravitational effect of the matter is te focus the light and to reduce the
area of the wavefront from what it otherwise would have been. In the early stages,
the wavefront continues to increase in area, crossing the surface of the ceilapsing
star and eventualiy reaching infinity. As the collapse continues, the matter density
increases and so does the focusing effect, until a critical wavefront emerges from
the surface of the star with zero divergence. Outside of the star, this wavefront
will remain constant and will be the surface r = 2M discussed earlier whose
spacetime evolution is the event horizon. It is the boundary of the spacetime
region from which it is not possible to escape to infinity. It is generated by null
geodesics which have no future endpoint but which do have past endpoints (at the
emission of the flash.} The divergence of these null geodesic generators is positive
during the collapse phase and zero in the final time-independent state. The area
of a two-dimensional section of the event horizon increases monotonically from
zero to the final value (10.8). Subsequent flashes will be focused so much by the
stronger gravitational focusing that their rays begin to converge and the area of
the wavefront decreases.

Now consider what happens when a thin spherical shell of matter of mass 5 M
collapses from infinity at some later time and hits the singularity at r = 0. During
the collapse, the metric is spherically symmetric but, of course, time-dependent.
Afterwards, it will have the form (10.2) or (10.7) but with M replaced by M +35M.
Since 3M is necessarily positive, the area of the two-dimensicnal section of the
event horizon must increase:

SAy =327 MM > 0. (10.12)

These results illustrate general results for black holes that are true even
without spherical symmetry. The focusing or converging effect that follows
from the fact that the gravitational mass is always positive can be described
quantitatively using the positive-definiteness of the energy density. Consider a set
of null geodesics, and let I# = dr# /dv be a null tangent vector to these geodesics,
where v is an affine parameter for the geodesic. At each point, we can define two
unit spacelike vectors a* and b* that are orthogonal to each other and to I#, It is
convenient to define the complex vectors

1

(@ +idb*) and mt = —(a” — ib"). (1013

S

T
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Then
m'm, =0=m"my, =W¥m, =1"m, ad m*'F,=-1. (10.14)
The fact that the curves of this set are geodesics requires that
lowymPl' =0 (10.15)

where, as usual, the semi-colon indicates covariant differentiation. The average
rate of convergence of nearby null geodesics is encoded by the quantity

p = ly.ym*m" (10.16)

which is real provided that the nuil geodesics lie in a three-dimensional null
hypersurface, as we shall assume. Let A" be the null hypersurface generated
by null geodesics with tangent vectors ## and let AT be a small element of
a spacelike two-dimensional surface in . We can move each point of AT a
parameter distance dv up the null geodesics. Then the area A of AT changes by

8A = —2Apéu. (10.17)

Thus, as we should expect, the area decreases if the convergence p is positive.
The behaviour of p along the geodesics is determined from the Newman-Penrose
equations [4] which for an affine parametrization (so I*1,., = 0) give

g£=p2+o&+¢m (10.18)
v
where
o =lyumtm®  and  ggo = FRuIML. (10.19)
The Einstein field equations are
Ry — 38R = 87Ty, (10.20)

where Ty, is the energy—-momentum tensor. Thus,
oo = 4 T 140, (10.21)

The local energy density measured by an observer with velocity vector v# is
Tuvv*v¥ and it is reasonable to assume that this is always non-negative. Then,
from continuity, the *weak energy condition’

Towhw’ >0 (10.22)

follows for any null vector w¥. With this assumption, (10.21) shows that ¢gp = 0
and then, from (10.18), that the effect of the matter is always to increase the
average convergence, i.e. to focus the null geodesics.
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For a general discussion of what can be seen from infinity and, therefore, of
the event horizon, we need to determine the light cone structure of spacetime. For
this purpose, it is useful to do a conformal transformation of the metric

v~ Qg (10.23)

Such a transformation leaves the light-cone structure unaffected but can be chosen
0 as to compress everything near infinity and bring it to a finite distance. For
Minkowski space, the line element is

ds? = de® - dr? - r2dni. (10.24)
In light-cone coordinates 4 = ¢t — r and v = ¢ <+ r, this becomes
ds? = dudv — §(v — u)2d03. (10.25)

Now define new coordinates p and ¢ such that tan p = v and tang = u with
p—q =0 Then

ds? = sec? psec? g[dpdg — } sin(p — ¢) dQ3) (10.26)

which shows that the Minkowski metric is conformally related to the metric
whose line element ds? is in the square brackets. With a further coordinate
transformation p = ¢’ + r’, ¢ = ' — #’ the line element becomes

d5? = dr? - dr? - §sin?(2r') 4923 (10.27)

Thus, Minkowski space is conformal to the region bounded by the null surfaces
Y=+ =n2)and I~ = (' —r' = —n/2}). IT* is the past light cone
of the point it = {#' = 0, = n/2) and Z~ is the future light cone of the
pointi~ = {r' = 0,¢ = —x/2}. Alf timelike geodesics start at {~, representing
past timelike infinity, and end at i+, representing future timelike infinity. Null
geodesics start at some point on the surface 2~ and end at some point on I+,
We are interested in (black-hole) spacetimes that are asymptotically flat. This
means they must be ‘like’ Minkowski space near infinity, and so should have a
similar conformal structure at infinity, In fact, the conformal metric is, in general,
singular at the points i+ and i ~ but regular on the null surfaces Z* and Z~.
Consider the set J~(S) consisting of a set § of spacetime points plus all
points from which § can be reached by future-directed non-spacelike curves. The
region of spacetime from which one can escape to infinity along a future directed
non-spacelike curve is, therefore, J~(Zt), the causal past of future null infinity.
The boundary of this region J ~(Z+) is the general definition of the event horizon.
It is generated by null geodesics segments which may have past endpoints but can
have no future endpoints. Now, using the positivity of ¢gp. it follows from {10.18)

that 4
L 3 (10.28)
dv
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Suppose that the convergence p of neighbouring generators has a positive value
po > 0 at some point ¢ on a generator of J=(I*), then p increases to infinity
within a finite affine distance Av < 1/py to the future of g. The point r at
which p becomes infirite is a focal point at which neighbouring null geodesics
intersect. In other words, if the generators of J—(I+) ever start converging,
they are destined to have future endpoimts within a finite affine distance. This
contradicis the previously stated property that such generators have no future
endpoints. [t follows {!1] that p < O everywhere on the event horizon and,
therefore, from (10.17), that the area of the two-dimensional cross section cannot
decrease with time'. As already noted, this prompied the observation that this
area is analogous to the entropy of a thermodynamic system.

10.3 Entropy of black holes

In fact, the area of the two-dimensional section of the event horizan will remain
constant only if the black hole is in a stationary state. If the black hole interacts
with anything else the area always increases. In this respect, the area behaves
similarly to the entropy of a thermodynamic system. In favourable circumstances,
one can arrange that the increase in area can be made arbitrarily small, which
corresponds to nearly reversible transformations in thermodynamics.

During black-hole formation in the collapse of a star, the metric is strongly
time-dependent and a complete classification of all solutions has not been
found. However, the possible final stationgry states have been identified. An
asymptotically flat metric is called stationary if there exists a Killing vector?
that is timelike near infinity (where it may be normalized such that k2 = 1), In
other words, outside of the horizon & = %, where ¢ is a time coordinate. In these
coordinates, the general stationary metric has a line element of the form

ds? = goo(x) dr? + 2g0;(x) dr dx’ + g;j (x) dr’ d/. (10.29)

A stationary metric is called static if it is also invariant under ime-reversal, at
least near infinity. Thus, the general static metric has go; = O and the line element
takes the form

ds? = goo(x) de? + gi; (x) dx’ dx/, (10.30)

! It would be possible to escape this conclusion if the generators were prevenied from reaching the
finite affine distance to the endpoint because of an intervening singularity. However, Hawking {5) has
shown, using the general requirements of asymptotic predictability, that this does not occur.

T A general coordinate transformation x = x* is called an ‘isometry’ if the wansformed mewric
2,:{x") is the same funcrion of its argument x™# as the original metric gy, (x) was of its argument x¥,
The generators of such transformations may be found by considering an infinitesimal ransformation
in which x* = x¥ + eg* with ¢ « L. This is an isometry if § satisfies .y + &y = 0. and
any vector satisfying this is called a “Killing’ vector. We may equivalently write the Killing vector as

£ =gk g
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With modest assumptions about causality, it can be shown that the only static
(single) black-hole solution of the Einstein field equations is the (spherically
symmetric) Schwarzchild solution given in (10.2).

This result can be generalized to black holes with electric charge Q by
solving the Einstein-Maxwell equations, They are derived from the action

1
16nGy

where F,, is the electromagnetic field strength. Then the Einstein field equations
(10.20) have the energy—momentum tensor

Sem = f d*x (-2)"?[R - Gy Fpu, F*). 10.31)

1 |
Tuu = G (FIF"Y - ‘Z'ngFy&Fya) . (10.32)

The only static solution is the Reissner—Nordstrom (RN) solution with line
element

2 23!
dsz=(l—grﬂ+%)dtz-(l-—g?+%) dr? —r2dQ? (10.33)

and gauge potential 1-form

A=A dx" = gdl. (10.34)

Like the Schwarzchild metric, this has a curvature singularity at r = 0. For
M > |Q|, there are coordinate (but not curvature) singularitiesat r = ry = M +
v M2 — Q2. This assumes that M > |Q|, since otherwise there are no horizons
and the curvature singularity at r = 0 is ‘naked’. More generally, these resulis
can be extended to stationary black-hole solutions. The stationary solutions of the
Einstein equations are the (axially-symmetric) Kerr solutions, classified by two
parameters, the mass M and the angular momentum J. Generalizing to solutions
of the Einstein—-Maxwell equations leads to the three-parameter Kerr—Newman
metrics:

22 24at-
&s? = A azsm 9d12+2asin29£-i%——ed’d¢
2 252 Zgin2
-A n‘é z
_+a) = ast sin? 6 d¢? ~ = dr? — £.d6? (10.35)

where
T=rl+atcos?® and A=ri-2Mr+4at+ 0% (10.36)

The three parameters are M, a and Q. a is related to the total angular momentum
J by

J
a= (10.30
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If we allow magnetic charge P as well as the electric charge 0, we replace O by

e=+v0*+ P, (10.38)

The Maxwell 1-form is

%(d: _asin*6d¢) — PC;SG

The future and past event horizons are at

A= {adt — (% + a®)dg). (10.39)

r=ri=M+ (M- Q*-ahl? (10.40)
so that the future event horizon has area A 4 given by
Ap =4n(2M? — O 4 2(M* — M20? - 1)1, (10.41)
This can be rewritten as

_ Ay 4myt omQt @2
=%x t in to 5 (10.42)

M2
The first term on the right-hand side is the ‘irreducible’ part of M2 that is
irretrievably lost down the black hole, The second term is the contribution from
the rotational energy of the black hole and the third and fourth terms arise from
the electrostatic energy. The mass M, as opposed to M2, can also be written in an
elegant form due to Smarr [6]:

M= x:%+29."1+¢y{2 (10.43)
where, on the future event horizon, the surface gravity (i.e. the acceleration of
a static particle as measured at spatial infinity) is «, the angular velocity is Qy4
and the co-rotating electrostatic potential is & g; all of these are constant on the
horizon. If such a black hole is perturbed and settles down to another stationary
black hole with parameters M + dM, J + d/ and @ + dQ, then (exercise 4)

dM = si dAn + QudJ + Dy dQ. (10.44)
T

Comparing this with the thermodynamical (first law) formula
dU = TdS + pdV + pdN (10.45)

we see that if some multipie of the area Ay of a section of the event horizon is
analogous to entropy, then some multiple of the surface gravity « on the horizon is
analogous to the temperature. Bekenstein [7] suggested that these are not merely
analogues but, in some sense, actually are the entropy and temperature of the
black hole.
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However, if the black hole has a temperature, it should radiate a black-
body spectrum, thereby contradicting the defining property of a black hole that
it can absorb particles or radiation but not emit them. Hawking’s resolution of
this paradox noted that this absorption-only property is a feature of the classical
theory of gravitation. He showed that guantum mechanical effects cause black
holes o create and emit particles as if they were hot bodies with a temperature
Ton given by .

Toh = ot (10.46)
T

Then, from {10.44) the (Bekenstein—Hawking forrnula for the) entropy Sy, is

Soh = JAnH. (10.47)

The result is obtained by treating the spacetime metric classically but the
matter fields to which it is coupled are treated quantum mechanically. We should
expect this semi-classical approximation to be excellent except near a spacetime
singularity. In flat Minkowski spacetime, a massless real scalar field ¢, for
example, satisfies the field equation n#*¢. ,, = 0 and ¢ can be expanded in terms
of annihilation and creation operators 4; and & as

¢= @fi+al N (10.48)

where the { f;} are a complete orthonormal set of positive-frequency (complex)
solutions of the wave equation n*” fi..,, = O: the positive frequency is defined
with respect to the usual Minkowski time ¢oordinate. The vacuum {0} is then
defined to satisfy

a0y =0 Vi (10.49)

In a curved spacetime with metric g,., the field equation becomes g#*@.,, = 0
with the semi-colon indicating covariant differentiation. However, in general,
positive and negative frequencies have no invariant meaning in a curved spacetime
and the expansion of ¢ in annihilation and creation operators is not defined. In a
region of spacetime which was flat or asymptotically flat such an expansion can
be made, but if we have 2 spacetime with an initial flat region (1), followed by a
region of curvawre (2), and then another flat region (3), the initial vacuom |0;)
will not be the same as the {final vacunm |03). This will lead to the interpretation
that the time-dependent metric in (2) has led to the creation of a number of
particles of the scalar field ¢b. This is what happens in the core of a black hole [8],
hidden from outside observers by the event horizon. When the radius of curvature
of spacetime is smaller than the Compton wavelength of a given species, there is
an indeterminacy in the particle number, that is to say, particle creation. Although
these effects are negligible locally, they can have a significant influence on the
black hole over the lifetime of the universe,
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The most elegant derivation of the quantum result atilizes Feynman’s path-
integral formulation of quantum field theory [9]. In this, the generating function
W[ /] for the Green functions of the quantum field theory is a functional integral
over classical fields ¢

WL = f D expliSie, J1} (10.50)

where

Sle. J) =[d"x [L($.3,¢) + J9) (10.51)

is the action integral with £ the Lagrangian density, and J a source current.
In the present context, the functional integral is over both matter fields ¢ and
metrics g,,. The latter should include both metrics that can be continuously
deformed to the Aat metric as well as homotopically disconnected metrics such
as those of black holes. The evaluation of the action integral is problematic for
black-hole metrics because of the spacetime singularities they contain. However,
this difficulty can be surmounted by complexifying the metric and evaluating the
integral over a contour that avoids the singularities 110].

As an example, we take the Schwarzchild metric (10.2) which, as already
noted, has a coordinate singularity at r = 2M and a curvature singularity at
r = 0. The former can be removed by transforming to Kruskal coordinates in
which the line element has the form

~-ri{IM
ds? = M3 T——(dz? - &) - r a0 (10.52)
where
2y = (L~ 1)er2M
2+yt= (ZM l)e (1053)
y+z _ nm, (10.54)
y-z

The singularity at # = 0 is now on the surface z2 — y? = | but it can be avoided
by defining a new coordinate £ = iz. Then the metric has the Euclidean form

—rjiM
—ds? = 32M>—— (@2 + dy?) + 17403 (10.55)
where now
{24yt = (# — 1)e’/M (10.56)
ﬁ e (10.57)

Thus, on the contour where [ and y are real, » is real and ¥ > 2M. Further, on this
contour we define an imaginary time t by r = it and then (10.57) shows that 7 =
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4M arg(y + i) is an angular coordinate with period 8 = 8v M. The functional
integral defining the generating function should, therefore, be over matter fields
and metrics with this periodicity in r. But this is just the partition function Z for
a canonical ensemble of the fields at temperature T = ~! = (8xM)~". The
surface gravity « for the Schwarzchild black hole is ¥ = (4M)~1, so that the
temperature is T = «/2x in accordance with (10.46). (For the generalization
of this result to the Reissner—Nordsirom black hole, see exercise 7.) With this
established, it is clear that the black hole must have the entropy given by (10.47).
Nevertheless, it is an interesting excercise to verify this directly by evaluating the
action.

In order to cobtain a finite result, it is necessary not only to compute the
{Euclidean) action by integrating over the previous imaginary time coordinate t
but also over a finite region of space. In general, for a finite region M of D-
dimensional spacetime, the Einstein—Hilbert action must be supplemented by a
contribution evaluated on the boundary 3 A4 which allows variations of the metric
that vanish on 9.M but which might have non-vanishing derivatives normal to i.
In units where Gy = 1, the action can be written as

S18.01 = 7= fM R Ps+ o | YRBaE 105y

where hgp is the induced metric on 8.M

dxh dxv

= —a“ézwgpp (1059)

has
£% are D — 1 coordinates on 3 M, which is specified by an equation of the form
F(x#{&7)) = 0. Up to a term C that depends oaly on the induced metric hzp,
B = K 4 C is just the trace K of the extrinsic curvature (the second fundamental
form) K zp of the boundary d. M

(10.60)

where n,, is the unit ouigoing normal to M and the semi-colon denotes a
covariant derivative, Then
3 3 of

n, =% Y

(10.61)

For asymptotically flat metrics in D = 4 dimensions, where M can be chosen
to be the product of the (imaginary) time axis with a 2-sphere of large radius R, it
is natural to choose the constant € so that the action is zero for the flat Minkowski
space metric f,y. Then

B=K(g)-K(n). (10.62)

Since R(g) = 0, the action for the Schwarzchild black hole derives entirely from
the surface term in {10.58). In the case of a spherical surface, f(x})=r — R =0
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and we may use the remaining coordinates for the £%. Then the unit outgoing

normal is |

n* = laf (10.63)
+ ISrrI
and -
Bab
Kgp = =nHt 2=, 10.64
ab 2” Bxt ( )
For the Schwarzchild metric {10.2), this gives (exercise 8)
2R - 3M M2
K = d -J— —1 l — — R2 1 8
&= wa iz O h '( R ) o
(10.65)
and then
M2
f J—h[K(g) - K(n)]d3x = —idnf [ZR —-3M -2R (1 - T) .
aAd
(10.66)
Thus, in the limit R — o0, the Schwarzchild action is
1, i} 4
Slegs). M= ElﬂM = —M,. (10.67)
K

The general result [ 10] for Kerr—Newman metrics g¢k n) of the form (10.35)
is that the action integral has the value

Sleckny, 0] = '%(M — P40 (10.68)

(The rotation does not affect the evaluation of the action.) The dominant
contribution to the path integral (10.50) comes from fields (in our case metrics
g) with the comect periodicity that minimize the action. Such fields are solutions
of the classical equations of motion and, in the present context, are the Kerr—
Newman metrics gx »). Thus,

In W[0] = InZ ~iS(g(x n). 0. (10.69)
In a thermodynamic system, the partition function Z for a grand canonical

ensemble at temperature T = B~ with chemical potentials u; associated with
conserved charges N; is defined as

z =Trexp[—ﬁ(H - Zu.-N,-)] (10.70)

and its logarithm is related to the free energy F by

lnzz—ﬂfz—ﬁ(e-rs-):um,»). (10.71)
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For the case we are considering in which g = 2x f«, this gives
27 T
nZ=-"~(M— TS —dyQ - Qu)) = ——(M = Q®y) 10.72)

using (10.68) and (10.69) for the second equation. Thus

IM=TS+ 3050 +QuJ. (10.73)
From Smarr’s formula (10.43), we also have that
t K 1
“M=—Ay+ -CuQ+Qut (10.74)
2 .3 4 2

Then, comparing the two expressions, restoring the factors of A, ¢, Gy and k3,

and using
hx he®

T= =
2nky 8mGnMkp
we deduce that the entropy is given by the Bekenstein-Hawking formula

_ caAH

§= 4Gnh

(10.75)

as anticipated in (10.47).

It is worthwhile pausing for a moment to teflect upon this extraordinary
resuit. We are accustomed to extensive quantities, such as the entropy of a
thermodynamic system, being proportional to the volume of the system. Yet here
the entropy is scaling as the surface area. The result generalizes to spacetimes
with dimension D as

S

= 4Cph {10.76)
where Ap is the (D — 2)-dimensional ‘area’ of <he event horizon and Gp is
the D-dimensional Newton constant. The entropy is thus essentially the horizon
area measured in Planck units. This area dependence is an example of the
‘holographic’ principle, and suggests that the fundamental degrees of freedom
describing the system may be characterized by a quantum field theory with one
fewer space dimensions and with an ultraviolet cut-off at the Planck scale [11].
We shall not pursue this intriguing suggestion further.

The identification of the Bekenstcin—-Hawking entropy with the physical
entropy of the black hole leads to two important puzzles. The first is the so-
called ‘information problem’. Hawking [12] showed that the outgoing radiation
from the radiating black hole is purely thermal and depends only on the conserved
charges coupled to long-range fields. This clearly entails a loss of information,
since two different, macroscopic objects having the same mass, a graduate student
and her supervisor, for example, falling into the black hole would, according
to an observer outside of the horizon, generate the same Hawking radiation,



Perturbative microstates in string theory 289

String theory provides a unitary, quantum theory of gravity, so information cannot
be lost. Thus, the information loss entailed in Hawking’s derivation must be
an ariefact of the semi-classical approximation used. However, it is not clear
precisely where or how the approximation does breakdown nor, if it does, how
the information is retumned. We shail not pursue this topic further either. Instead,
we turn to the second puzzle thrown up by the Bekenstein—Hawking result and
the one on which string theory has been able to shed some light, namely whether
there is an explanation of black-hole entropy in terms of microstates.

10.4 Perturbative microstates in string theory

Thermodynamics is only an approximation to a more fundamental description
based on the statistical properties of the microstates of the system. So the
fact that black holes have entropy suggests that this too should be understood
microscopically. Roughly speaking, a thermodynamic system with entropy S is
associated with 2 number e3 of microstates of the system. For the Schwarzchiid
black hole, with a horizon area given by (10.8), we see from (10.75) that the
entropy is Seh = 4TGyM?/hc. For the moment, the only important feature is
that the associated number of states grows like e¥>. We might have hoped that
this approximates the number of perturbative string states with mass M. However,
this is ror the case, as we shall now demonstrate.

It suffices to consider the open bosonic string, This has mode expansion {13]

1
Xt =xt+Pprotily —af cos(ner) (10.77)
n#0

where the oscillator coefficients af are creation (annihilation) operators for
n < 0(n > 0). In units where the siring length scale f; = 1/&/aT is | (T is
the string tension), the mass eigenvalues are given by the eigenvalues of

IMP=N-1 (10.78)
where
o0 . .
N=Y o af (10.79)
=l

is the number operator; the sum over i is over the Dy = 24 transverse dimensions
of the bosonic string. We wish to estimate the number of (degenerate) states dy
that have number-eigenvalue n. It is convenient to define a generating function

Gw)=uruw" = Z:d,,w" (10.80)
=0
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with |w] < 1. Now

T wweesh = T1 Y 10.8
— —p’m = . . I
l_[ rw l_[ ( = w"") { )
m=| m=1
The function
e}
fay=[u-w™ (10.82)

m=1

can be written as follows:

In f(w) = Zln(l— w") = - E —=-Z . {10.83)

m.p=1 P(l

When w ~ 1, we can expand w” =~ | + p(w — 1) 4« .+, 50 we can approximate
In f{w) by

-1 & s oy
In f(w) = l—--ll'-J_ g P = —g(-l—_—w). (1084)
Thus,
2
G(w) ~ exp ( 141' w) when 1 ~ 1. (10.85)

The required degeneracy d, may be obtained from G (w) by performing a contour
integral

l G(w)
where C is a closed loop around w = 0. The integrand vanishes rapidly as w — 1
and, when n is large, w"*! is small near w = 0. Thus, for large n, there is a

saddle point near w = 1. In fact, the integrand is statiopary when

—Inw. (10.87)

l —w=>~
J"‘

[t follows that
dp o exp(4m /n) asn — 00. (10.88)

As a function of the mass M given in (10.78), the number of states p(M),
therefore, increases as
(M) x exp(~2r M) (10.89)

quite inadequate for the black-hole entropy requirement that the number of states
increases as
ooa(M) o exp(dn Gy M?). (10.90)
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Nevertheless, using a similar treatment, we shall see later that siring theory can
account for the entropy but the associated microstates are non-perturbative. Even
then, the accounting has so far only been successful for certain special types of
black hole called ‘extreme’ black holes. We therefore first describe the features of
extreme black holes that are important for understanding the microscopic origin
of their entropy.

10.5 Extreme black holes

It might, in any case, be objected that associating perturbative string states with
black holes is absurd. The former are obtained by quantizing the siring in
a flat background spacetime. How could they be equivalent to a black hole?
Nevertheless, certain perturbative states can be associated with ‘extreme’ black
holes. We have already noted the constraint M > || for the Reissner-
Nordsteém (RN) metrics (10.33). Metrics saturating this constraint are called
‘extreme’ (RN) black holes. The usual (supersymmetric) perturbative states in
string theory satisfy M > || and states saturating this inequatity are called ‘BPS
states” after Bogomolnyi [14] and Prasad and Sommerfield [15]. They have the
crucial property that their mass cannot receive quantum corrections and it is this
that allows their association with extreme black holes. As the string coupling
strength g, increases, the mass M of the perturbative state is unaltered, since
it is independent of g, classically, and because of supersymmetry, there are no
quantum cormrections. However, the gravitational field of the state is determined by
Gy M (in four dimensions) and Gy is proportional to g2, Thus, as g increases,
the gravitational field increases, there is a back reaction on the perturbative state
and, eventually, it may be described by a curved spacetime with large curvature.
Thus, in principle at least, it might be possible to associate extreme black-hole
spacetimes with petturbative states.

The RN black hole looks like a natural starting place in the search for black
holes in string theory. We can think of the Einstein-Maxwell action (10.31) as the
bosonic part of the A = 2 supergravity theory in four dimensions. The (massless)
gravity supermultiplet contains the graviton, two (fermionic) gravitinos and a
vector boson called the ‘graviphoton’. The supersymmetry algebra is [13)

(4. Qpp} = 26505 Pu
{02, 0F) = 26,p 24P (10.91)

where Qﬁ, with ¢ = 1,2 a (Weyl) spinor index and A = 1,2, are the
two supersymmetry generators; the Qs are defined by Qu = (Q1); the
2 x 2 matrices a# with g = 0,1,2,3 are defined by o# = (12, 4"), with
o' (i = 1,2,3) the standard Pauli matrices; €,s and the ‘central charge’ ZA8
are antisymmetric with €2 = +1 and Z!2 = Z and, without loss of generality,
we may choose Z > 0. (The graviphoton is a {/(1) gauge boson coupled to a
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charge which is, in fact, the central charge.) For massive representations, we may
work in the rest frame where P, = (M, 0). Then it is easy to see (exercise 9) that
we may form two linear combinations a, and b, of the generators that satisfy

{0, a}) = &M + Z)bog
(be, b} = 4M = Z)byg

(@2, b}) = 0 = {aq, bp) (10.92)

Up to a normalization factor, these are just the anticommutation relations obeyed
by two independent sets of fermion anrihilation and creation operators. In
general, starting with a state |y} that is annéhilated by a, and by, we can
construct a total of 16 states using the creation operators a} and ). Since
(@|{aq, al}Id} = O for any state |¢) and, similarly, for by, the ‘BPS bound’

M= |Z| {10.93)

follows. The inequality is saturated by representations (BPS states) for which |¥)
is also annihilated by one set of creation operators (b} if Z > 0). Thus, such states
are ‘short’ massive representations of the supersymmetry algebra, since they are
constructed using only the a; creation operators. They are invariant under half of
the supersymmetry algebra.

The extreme RN black hole, obtained from (10.33} and (10.34) by setting
M = Q, is part of such a short hypermultiplet [16]. In this case, the two horizons
arebothatr = M = Q and, defining p = r — (), we may write the solution in the
‘isotropic” form in which the spatial part of the metric is conformal to fAat space:

ds? = H-2dr? - HYdp? + 0% 40D (10.94)
A=(l-HNHdr (10.95)

where
H=1+ %. (10.96)

Both the temporal and spatial ‘warp’ factors (the factors multiplying the two
parts of the metric), as well as the electromagnetic vector-potential 1-form, are
determined by a single (harmonic) function H. Extreme solutions have the
important property that they are easily generalized to a case representing N
extreme black holes with charges ¢; = m; (withi = 1,2, ..., N} by replacing
the function H given in (10.96) by

H=1+) —&_ (1097

By Gauss’ law, the total charge is Q = Eﬁ‘;, g; which, by the BPS bound, is also
the total mass

N N
M=) m=) g=Q. (10.98)

el f=1
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There is, thus, no binding energy between the individual black holes: the
gravitational binding is precisely cancelled by the electrostatic repulsion. Near
the horizon |p|l « Q. the metric is approximated by AdS> x 52 (exercise 11),
Thus, the extreme black hole may also be regarded as a soliton that interpolates
between the Minkowski vacuum when p >» O and AdS; x 5% when lol < 0.
Generalizations of this special form, involving extra dimensions, extended objects
and other charges, are important in what follows,

In particalar, the simplest exampte of a string-theory black hole for which a
microscopic description can be found is provided by a five-dimensional analogue
of the RN solution (10.33) and (10.34). The static, solution of the five-
dimensicnal Einstein—Maxwell equations outside of a (S3)-spherically symmetric
body of mass M and charge Q is

2 2\~
m2=(l—i—ﬂ;+%)dt2—(l-i—t’+%) ar? —r?dQ? (10.99)

and the gauge potential 1-form

LI

A==dr. (10.100)

(The r~? dependence of the potential arises, of course, because there are now
four spatial dimensions.) As before, the extreme case where M = @, with the
horizon at r = /@, may be cast in an isotropic form by using the coordinate

£ = +/r? — Q. Then the horizon is at p = 0 and
ds? = H™2de® — Hdp? + p? d2%) (10.101)
A=(1-H"Yd (10.102)

where now the harmonic function is
H= I+p%. (10.103)

To connect this black hole with string theory, we need to consider the
effective field theory describing string theory in the low-energy limit. This is
a generalization of Einstein—-Maxwell theory both with respect to the number of
spacetime dimensions (ten) and the fields involved. The fields involved are just
the massless modes that arise in (perturbative) string theory and the field theory
that desribes them is type I supergravity,

10.6 Type 11 supergravity

The massless states that arise in superstring theory include beth bosons and
fermions. Black holes are, of course, solutions of the classical bosonic field
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equations, so we shall only be concemned with the bosonic degrees of freedom.
All closed superstring theories have massless (bosonic) modes associated with the
graviton field G, (a symmetric, traceless, rank-2 tensor), the Kalb—Ramond field
By {an antisymmetric, rank-2 tensor) and the dilaton field ¢. (The expectation
valee of the dilaton fixes the string coupling constant g via g5 = {¢®}.) In
type ! superstring theories, these states arise in the NS-NS sector, i.e. they
are states which are constructed using the Neveu-Schwarz (half-integer-moded)
world-sheet fermion creation operators for both left- and right-movers. Massless
bosonic states also arise in the R-R sector: these are construcied using the
Ramond (integer-moded) world-sheet fermion creation operators for both left-
and rght-movers. In type A (in the light-cone gauge), the R-R states transform
as [1] = 8, and [3] = 56 representations of the (transverse) SO(8) group,
where [n] denotes the totally antisymmetric rank n tensor. They may, therefore,
conveniently be represented by form fields C(y) and C3) where

1
Cla = —Curpz.oim AX4 A QXM A A dx¥e. (10.104)

The representations [#] and [8 — n] of SO(8) are the same, since they related
by the eight-dimensional e-tensor, sc we could as well represent these fields by
the forms C¢7y and C(s) respectively. The tree-level Weyl invariance of the string
world-sheet action is preserved in the quantum string theory provided that the
(renormalization-group) beta functions associated with these fields all vanish, The
resulting equations amount to spacetime field equations for the background fields
that would arise from the effective action:

Sna = _17| f d'% (-G)\ /2" #R(G)
2"10

+ f[e_u(4d¢ A Ydg — éH{;) A 'H(;)) - %F(z) A*Fay

— §F@ A *Fay— 3By A Fy A F@)]]
(10.105)
where G = del{val.
Wy = Qr)oe} (10.106)

is related to the ten-dimensional Newton constant by 2x|20 = 16x1Go; o is
related to the string tension T by o’ = 2;',: = %f} (where I; is the string length
scale); the dilaton I-form is d¢ = 3,¢ dx*, and the field-strength forms are
related to the potentials by

Hgy=dBgy) Fay=dCy) Fuy =dCp)
Flay = Fly + Cay A Hy (10.107)
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By is the 2-form associated with the Kalb—Ramond field and the (10-
dimensional) Hodge dual *Cy, is

-G\
'C(p) = p—!((l‘T)_—pifvjvg‘..vm_pulpg‘._ppcﬁ|”2"'”p dx® Adx™ AL AdxVIO-r,
(10.108)
It is important to bear in mind that the effective action (10.105) is an
approximation that is good in the low-energy limit ' — 0. Higher-order terms
in the curvature are negligible provided R(G)a’ <« 1. Roughly speaking, we
may say that the metric obtained by solving the lowest-order field equations is
only well defined on length scales { » I. Note that all terms from the NS-
NS sector are multiplied by €~2® , while terms from the R-R sector are not
coupled to the dilaton. This is a feature of the “string frame’ in which the action
(10.105) is written. To remove the dilaton factor from the curvature term, as in
the conventional ‘Einstein frame’ in which we have worked hitherto, we perform
the following field redefinition

Gpuv =e*23,,. (10.109)

Then the effective bosonic action in the Einstein frame is
i 1 . .
Sa = EFI f 4% (-p)'/"Reg) - 5 f [dp A *dg +e™*3Hiy A “Hpy
10

+*2F0, A *Fay + 2 Euy A *Fay+ By A Fgy A Fgy. ]
(10.110)

Type 11 string theory has N = 2 supersymmetry which, in 10 dimensions,
is realized by two Majorana—Weyl spinors Jy and Q.. each having have 16 real
components, so there is a total of 32 supersymmetry charges;, Q acts on the right-
movers, and Q on the lefi-movers. In type IIA theory, the two spinors have
opposite chirality, while type IIB both spinors have the same chirality. Thus,
type 11B is a chiral theory and type IIA non-chiral. The R-R states in type IIB are
also represented by form fields but now with components transforming as even-
ranked tensors Cpy, C(2y and Cyy—the only subtlety is that the (4], = 35 of
SO(8) is self-dual. Analogous forms of the actions (10.105) and (10.1 10} may
also be written in terms of the field strengths Fry), F3) and Fs) derived from
these R-R sector fields. Otherwise, the structure of the two forms of the action
is very similar to the type IIA case and we shall not reproduce them here. The
self-duality constraint (of the 5-form field stength) must be applied as an exua
condition on the solution of the field equations. The important point is that we
may consistently truncate the type IIA and type 1IB effective actions to include
only the graviton, dilaton plus one field-strength tensor Fqy (or H3)). This is
non-trivial because it must be verified that the (local) supersymmetry variation of
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the (zero) fermion ficlds is constantly zero. In the Einstein frame, this gives an
action of the form

1
$n= | [0 -0 Re) - 5 [1007 %06+ iy n *Fip.

0 (10.111)
The value of a determines the coupling to the dilaton and may be read off from
the type 1IA or IIB action. If the chosen field swength is Hy) deriving from
the NS-NS form B(y), then @ = 1, whereas if the chosen field strength derives
from an R-R field, then a = (n — 5)/2. In the laiter case, n = 2,4,.,.
corresponds to type IIA, andn = 1, 3, 5, . .. carresponds to type IIB. The fact that
the type I siring theory effective action (10.110) involves various field strengths
F(n) suggests that there should be some objects in the underlying string theory
that couple directly to the associated gauge form fields, just as an electron is
coupled by its charge to the Maxwell gauge potential A,. We shall see in the
next section that these objects are extended objects, p-branes, generally having p
spatial dimensions.

10.7 Form fields and D-branes

There is a geometric aspect of the antisymmetric forms which gives important
insights. A gauge field A, is coupled naturally to the world line X#(r) of a
charged particle by a term in the action of the form

M
S"“fﬁuddirdf‘ (10.112}

Under a (U/(1)) gauge ransformaticn, the vector potential 1-form
Apdxt = Ay - Agy +dAg, (10.113)

where A is 2 0-form, i.e. a function. The field strength 2-form Fpy = dA() is
gauge invariant and satisfies
dFz =0 (10.114)

which in four dimensions are two of Maxwell’s equations. The other two are
d*Foy = "Jny (10.11%)

where J(1y = J, dx# is the current 1-form. * Fz) and * J(y) are the Hodge duals.
They are defined in ten dimensions in (10.108) but have an obvious generalization
to any dimensionality. In four dimensions, *J1) is a 3-form, and we may use
Gauss’ theorem to find the electric charge () in some spatial velume Vi enclosed
by a surface $2:
Q= *Jay = f *F. (10.116)
%2

Vi
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The string world-sheet X*(z, ¢) has an analogous coupling to the Kalb-Ramond
field Byy:

S~ [ B,e"Pa, X" 35 X" 02 10.117)

where &, are the two world-sheet coordinates (r, o) respectively, € is the
antisymmetric tensor with €%! = —¢'® = —1. The gauge transformation

By = By +dAqy (10.118)

leaves the 3-form field strength H(3sy = dByy) invariant and, analogously to
(10.114),

dH3 =0 (10.119)

Evidently, the string, and (some of) its excitations, have a non-zero value
of the NS-NS ‘electric’ charge associated with the B,, gauge field. The
generalization of (10.116) is that the electric charge 1 of the (one-dimensional)
string, associated with the 2-form gauge potential that is enclosed by the seven-
dimensional hypersurface Sy, is given by

(] =f *Hpy. (10.120)
57

For a general antisymmetric (p + 1)-dimensional tensor gauge field, the
generalization of (10.112) and (10.117) is a tecm in the action of the form

S~ f otttz tiper €100 X113y XH2 By X#o+1 4PHE. (10.121)

This describes the coupling of the C(py1y form gauge field to the (p + 1)-
dimensional world volume of an extended object having p spatial dimensions
(a p-brane) that has a non-zero value for the NS-NS or R-R electnic charge
associated with the NS-NS or R-R sector gauge form fields described in the
previous section. Under a gauge transformation, a gauge form field transforms
as

Clp+1) = Cipery TdA(p) (10.122)

and the field strength Fip42) = dC(p41) is invariant. The electric charge of the
p-brane associated with the gauge potential, that is enclosed by the hypersurface
83 p is, therefore, generally given by

Qp=f *Flp+2)- (10.123)
Sg—p

In addition to the field strength H(3) deriving from the Kalb-Ramond NS—
NS form field B(3), which we have already noted is coupled ‘electrically’ to
the string world sheet, the effective action for type TIA superstrings (10.105)



298 Black holes in string theory

or (10.110) also involves the field strengths F,y (with n even) that derive from
the R-R fields C(y—1). However, unlike the NS-NS field B¢y), these fields are
not coupled electrically to the string world sheet or its excitations. In fact, the
vertex aperator for the emission of an R-R state involves the corresponding field
strength rather than the gauge field. it therefore vanishes at zero momentum and,
in consequence, the pertubative string states are electrically neutral with respect
to the charge associated with the R-R gauge fields. The foregoing discussion
suggests that the R-R field strengths Fi,) are naturally associated with branes
having p = n—2 dimensions. Thus, type IIA superstring theory is also associated
with O-branes (i.e. point particles), 2-branes {membranes) and 4-branes having
non-zero values of the associated R—R charges. Similarly, type 11B superstring
theory is associated with §-branes (R-R strings), 3-branes and 5-branes. Since
the perturbative string states are neutral with respect to the charges associated
with the R-R fields, type Il (A or B) string theory has to be augmented with
non-perturbative dynamical objects (p-branes) that do have R-R charges, ie.
electric charges associated with the R-R gauge form fields. The branes are called
‘Dirichlet p-branes’ or ‘Dp-branes’, because besides the closed-string sector,
there has to be an opea-string sector in which the open string ends on these
p-dimensional hyperplanes [17, 18). Hence, the open-string world sheet has
Dirichlet boundary conditions in the directions perpendicular to the branes. It
turns out that these Dp-branes do couple electrically to the associated (closed-
string) R-R fields, just as the fundamental string is coupled electrically to the
NS-NS Kalb—Ramond field By,. {More precisely, D-branes act as a source for
the associated R-R gauge fields.} It is this enlargement of (the theory formerly
known as) string theory that has led to the understanding of black-hole entropy in
terms of the associated microstates. We now turn to the construction of the explicit
black-hote solutions of the type Il supergravity field equations whose entropy we
shall eventvally be able to explain in terms of D p-branes.

10.8 Black holes in string theory

As we have just noted, besides fluctuations of the string, string theory also
has various non-perturbative solitons. These are static, finite-energy solutions
of the classical field equations, just as RN black holes are static finite-energy
sclutions of the classica! Einstein-Maxwell field equations. It follows from the
previous discussion that a (‘black brane’) solution of the field equations deriving
from the action (10.111) for gy, with non-zero Fi,), will give the gravitational
field associated with an (n — 2)-brane having the associated NS-NS or R-R
charge, The field equations may be simplified by looking for solutions that have
Poincaré invariance in the p 4+ | = n — | dimensions associated with the p-brane
world volume and rotational invariance in the remaining transverse directions.
The coordinates x# are, therefore, split into longitudinal ones, denoted x? with
a=0,1,..., p, and transverse ones, denoted y' withi = (p+1),...,9. The
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metric is then assumed to have the ‘warped’ form reminiscent of that encountered
earlier in (10.94) and (10.101):

ds? = e?A0p,, dx® dxb — 285, dy' dy/ (10.124)

where A and B are functions of the radial coordinate r = /y’y!. When the p
spattal dimensions =, ... ,x¥ are compactified the metric could then describe a
higher-dimensionat black hole. For the dilaton, the ansatz is

¢=f(r) (10.125)
and, for the antisymmetric tensor, the assumption is
Coz..p =€ — 1. (10.126)

Then it tuens out [19] that the classical field equations following from (10.111)
have a selution in which all of the functions A, B, C, f are determined by a single
harmonic function H(r):

ds? = Hp(r)~U=P8p,p dx® dx® — Hy(r) D85, dyt dy/  (10.127)

e? = Hy(r)3-p/4 (10.128)
Cipeny = [Hp(r) 7~ 1]dx® Adx! .. A dx? (10.129)
with
L’
Hp(ry = 1+ ——. (10.130)
The length L is defined by
T-p _ 2*'510«/-’;":!’9 T\3—
Ly? = V0P o Jafy3r 10.131
P =T e, ) (oD

where gp is an integer and
3 latD)/2
T T(n+ 1)/2)

is the votume of the unit n-sphere 8%, Using (10.109), the line eternent in the
string frame is

ds? = Hp(r)™V2ngp dx® dxb — H,(r) /28 3y dy’ (10.133)

(10.132)

with all other fields vnaltered. In fact, these sclutions are extreme solitons. As in
the case of the four-and five-dimensional black-hole solutions (10.33) and (10.99),
the mass M, can be read off from the warp factor Hp(r). It is the coefficient of
2x3,/(7 - p)S-p that plays the role of Newton's constant in this case. Thus,

M, = q,,‘/f (2::«/?)3-” - (2;1&)'(””. (10.134)

Xl &s
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As expected of Dp-branes, the solitons we have found are non-perturbative
objects whose mass diverges as g — 0. However, the fact that the mass scales as
g rather than g,‘z shows that they are unconventional solitons, quite unlike the
sphalerons whose action is given in (4.172), for example. The electric charge O,
associated with the C(p.1) form gauge potential is given in (10.123):

LI P )~
=3 ) Fovn =45 (2nva) . (10.135)
Thus, the solitons have gp units of the fundamental Dp-brane R-R ‘electric’
charge pp = Qu)~P(a’)~P+D/2 /g, Further, M, = Qp, 5o, as claimed, these
are extreme states. There is an exact cancellation between the attractive forces
from NS-NS fields due to the mass of the soliton and the repulsive Coulomblike
electrical forces from the R-R fields due to its charge. As in the four-dimensional
case, this signals the fact that one-half of the supersymmetry charges are preserved
by the solution, which, in this case, is invariant under the 16 supersymmetry
charges .

Qo+ PQu (10.136)
whese (0 and  act, respectively, on the right- and left-movers and P represents
the operator that reflects the directions y* transverse 1o the brane.

The first gquestion then is: do any of these solutions give us the metric of
a black hole? 1f, with the benefit of hindsight, we try to obtain the extreme
five-dimensional RN solution given in (10.101), (10.102) and (10.103), then the
obvious first attempt is to choose p = 5. (We are, therefore, considering type IiB
s;;pcr-?u'iralg ﬂ;eory. since p is odd.) This gives four (transverse) spatial dimensions
YuYsy )y,
rP= 0%+ 0+ 0H + 0% (10.137)
and the harmonic function Hs(r) varies as r~2. As previously noted, if the five
longitudinal coordinates x|, x2, x3, x4, x3 are compactified (on a 5-torus T say),
the metric resembles the five-dimensional RN black hole (10.101). However, the
warp factors in both the longitudinal and transverse directions are wrong and,
further, the dilaton is singular on the event horizon at r = ryg = 0. (The
quantum states associated with a soliton are found by identifying the zero modes
{or collective coordinates) and quantizing them. This is not possible if the soliton
is singular) Now, because the solitons are extreme, we may combine solutions
with different values of p, provided that {some) supersymmetry is preserved.
This requires that some of the supersymmetry charges (10.136) preserved by one
solution are also preserved by the other. Thus, if Py and P; represent, respectively,
reflection of the coordinates transverse to the py- and p;-solitons, the preserved
supersymmetry charges satisfy

Qo+ P10c = Qa + P2Qu = Qu + Pi(P' P) Q0 (10.138)

and we see that the unbroken supersymmetries correspond to +1 eigenvalues of
Py P, In general, this requires that the number of directions that are transverse
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to one brane and parallel to the other is a muttiple of four and that a (p — 2)-brane
can lie within a p-brane {20]. In the present context, therefore, we may combine
the p = 35 solitons described earlier with the p = | solitons, which we take
to have longitudinal coordinates x%, x!—the remaining four x? coordinates are
transverse (o the |-brane but parallel to the 5-brane. Then again just half of the
supersymmetry charges are preserved leaving just eight, corresponding to N = 2
supersymmeltry in four dimensions.
In the first instance, the harmonic functton H is a function of ¥ where

P=e)+ @R +aH+ @52 +r2 (10.139)

and varies as 7%, However, when the four directions x2, x%, x4 x% are
compactified on T4 C T3 of volume V4, this has the effect of ‘smearing’ the
DI-branes. For example, compactifying the coordinate x2 on a circle of radius
R, the system of Dl-branes is replaced by an infinite array of parallel branes
a distance 27 R apart. Because they are extreme states, the effective harmonic
function ﬁl for the array is easily written down and, for r 3> R, this function
varies as {F? — (x2)2]75/2, as if the D1-branes also wrapped x2. The effective
number of D2-branes is g1 v’/ R. This result obviously generalizes to the case
in which all four coordinates are compactified on 74, Then H varies as 72, just
like Hs(r), and is given by (10.130) with p = 5 but with the effective number g5
of D3-branes given by
L Qo'
qs = 70 q1-
The composite system has warp factors that are given by the ‘harmonic
function sum rule’ (21]. With the proviso that the harmonic function H, for
the D1-branes is replaced by the smeared version Hy just described, so that both
of the harmonic functions are functions of the overall transverse distance r, the
warp factors of the composite system are just the product of the separate warp
factors in each of the three sectors, namely parallel to both, transverse to both and
transverse to the 1-brane but parallel 10 the 5-brane. The dilaton is also given by
the product. Thus, for the combined system,

(10.140)

ds? = H VAT - @) - B VR @y 4 4 @)

_ Hg""ﬁ:“[(dyﬁ)z +et (dy9)2] (10.141)

¢t = H; 212 (10.142)
Coy = (H' =% adx' .. ade®  Coy= (A7 - 11dx® Adx.

(10.143)

Then the dilaton is, as required, finite at the event horizon. (We note, incidentally,
that this is only possible when at least two ‘charges’ are activated.) In addition,
the warp factor associated with the y’ directions now approximates the H warping
in (10.101). Thus, ignoring the directions x2, x3, x*, x> for the moment, all
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that is needed 1o complete the resemblance to (10.101) is a further warping
approximating H~! in the xO-direction. In any case, in its present form,
the metric does not have a finite horizon ‘area’, because g); vanishes at the
horizon; it requires a further warping approximating H. In fact, the missing
ingredient is supplied by adding momentumn in the x '-direction. Since the extreme
solution is boost invariant, we cannot add momentum simply by boosting it.
The generalization arises [21] because the solutions have a null-hypersurface
orthogonal isometry which permits the replacement

@x®? — @x'y? - ("% - @'+ Hp()da® - dx')?  (10.149)

for an arbitrary harmonic function Hp(r). This is exactly what happens if we
do a Kaluza-Klein reduction along the x'-direction but with a non-zero off-
diagonal component in the metric go1/g11 = Hp(r)~! (see exercise 7). Indeed,
the resuiting metric can be obtained from a non-extreme metric by this means;
the dilaton and gauge potential form fields are unaffected. The final form of the
meetric is

dsz = H;U‘I_}i‘a'f“[(dx(])z _ (dxl)z + Hp(dxo _ dxl)zl
~ H A @) + -+ @ - B A Yt + 2 a0l

(10.145)
We may write the harmonic functions in the form
N r2 12 2
M=1+3% H=1+2% Hp='L (10.146)
r r r

where, using (10.106), (10.131) and (10.140),

POY .2 M S R SN ¢ 2V ) o
T = q18s& v Ls = gsg;0 rp =ngea Vi R
10.147)

with R the radins of the circle upon which the x'-coordinate is compactified, and
n an integer specifying the (right-moving) momentum P = n/R on the circle.
Adding this momentum breaks a further half of the supersymmetries leaving a
total of four preserved supersymmetry charges. This comresponds to N = 1
supersymmetry in five dimensions. The ‘area’ A y of the event horizon is defined
as the (eight-dimensional) volume of the time slice at the horizon. Taking the
limit r — O from above, this gives a product of factors, one from each of the
three disjoint pieces of the metric:

An = (6707 roy2m R LT YOI L2420
=4n3RVar\Lsrp. (10.148)

The surface gravity and, hence, the biack-hole temperature is zero, as might be
expected from an extreme black hole (see exercise 7). Using the (generalized)
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Bekenstein—-Hawking formula (10.75), the entropy Spn associated with this
solution is

Soh = %— = In./q1qsn (10.149)
independently of the size of the compact dimensions and of the string coupling
&s. Thus, the entropy is determined entirely by the integers g1, ¢s and » and it is
this feature that allows the identification of the associated microstates. The fact
that the entropy of a black hole at zero temperature is non-zero does not imply
a violation of the third law of thermodymamics, if indeed the analogy between
black-hole dynamics and thermodynamics is exact. The version of the third law
that suggests that there is, is a statement about the equations of state for ordinary
matter.

10.9 Counting the microstates

We have already argued that Dp-branes are sources of R-R charge and we have
also shown in (10.135) that the soliton solution (10.129) has ¢, units of p-brane
R-R charge. Thus, the obvious interpretation of the black-hole solution that we
have just constructed is that it is a bound state made out of gs D5-branes and
g D1-branes (D-strings} with some momentum n/R., However, Dp-branes are
defined as pointlike objects in their transverse dimensions in an otherwise flat
spacetime. The R-R solitons that we have derived are only asymptotically flat, so
why do we believe that they are made of D-branes? We have noted previously that
the effective action from which these solitons derive is a good approximation so
long as the curvature is small R(G)a’ < 1. The length scale defined in (10.131),
associated with the solution (10.129), is given by L, ~ (g,qp)”(?"’)v’?. Thus,
when g;gp > 1, the curvature is small and the soliton solutions are valid. In
fact, the effective supergravity equations were derived using string perturbation
theory, which is valid only when g; < 1. Consequently the soliton solutions
apply only when g, is large, so that the curvature is small. When the string
coupling g; is very small, the R-R solitons are very massive, as is apparent from
(10.134). However, their gravitational field is proportional to G oM, and, since
Gio o gf, the associated spacetime becomes flat as g; — 0. Also, the honizon
area Ag = 4G1pSen approaches zero in this limit. When it is smaller than the
string scale {2 = 4nZa’, the higher-order curvature terms become important
and the flat space description becomes valid. Provided that g;q; < 1 and that
2:495 < 1, we are considering weakly-coupled D-branes in a flat spacetime. In
this case, it is straightforward to count the number of configurations. We shall
return shortly to the case where g:g, > | in which our black-hole solutions are
valid.

The configuration in question {10.145) breaks the 10-dimensional Lorentz
symmetry SO(1,9) — SO(l l) x §0(4)) x §0(4)1. The first factor acts on
the D-string world sheet (x x1), the second factor on the rest of the D5-brane
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world volume (x2, x3, x4, x%), and the final factor on the remining dimensions
(y%, 7, ¥%, ¥%) that are ransverse to both. This symmetry forbids rigid branes
from carrying linear or angular momentum. So the question arises as to what
degrees of freedom do carry the momentum n/R. An obvious possibility is the
massless states of the open strings that begin and end on D-branes. (The massive
excitations of the D-branes have masses proportional to g;" and, hence, do not
play a role when the coupling is weak.) The 1-1 states, in which the open string
begins on a D1-brane and ends on a D1-brane, generate a vector supermultipletin
the adjoint representation of the U/(g) gauge group, similarly for the 5-5 states
with gauge group U{gs). In geometrical terms, the VEVs of the scalar fields
in these supermultiplets correspond to separations of the individual D1- and D5-
branes from each other. This takes us away from the black-hole state, which
has maximal degeneracy. So instead we consider the 1-5 and 5-) states. These
generate hypermultiplets in the (g, #5)+ (4. ¢5) of U{g1) x U(gs), which gives
a total of 4¢1¢s (scalar) bosons and an equal number of (Weyl) fermions. The
vacuum expectation values of the scalars are associated with the 4 coordinates
(transverse to the D1-branes) of each D 1-brane giving its position relative to each
DS5-brane. This configuration must be made to carry P = n/R momentum in
the x-direction. With the four coordinates x2, x3, x4, x* compactified on a torus
whose size is small compared to that of the circle on which x! is compactified
(V% « Ry, we effectively have a two-dimensional field theory on the world
volume (x°, x!) of the D-string. The Hamiltonian is ¥ = n/R and this
has o be distributed among the 4g(gs bosons and fermions. Apant from the
(minor) complication introduced by having fermions, this is precisely the problem
discussed in section 10.4 in which we estimated the number of (bosonic) string
states having mass n (in string units).

As before, the problem may be solved using a generating function (the
partition function)

od
Zwystw" =) 4w (10.150)
n=0

where N = PR and d, is the (required) number of states having eigenvalue n of
N (and, therefore, right-moving momentum n/R). Then

[» <]
1+ w™ 4491495
N _
rw _]'[(l_wm) ) (10.151)

m=]

The fermions give the terms in the numerator and the bosonic contribution in
the denominator is derived precisely as in (10.81). As in section 10.4, we may
estimate d, for large values of n (exercise 12) with the result [22]

dy ~ exp (27 /qigsn) . (10.152)

Hence,
Ind, ~ 2. /q1qsn = Sy (10.153)
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using (10.149). This is a spectacular result. We have recovered the Bekenstein—
Hawking formula (10.149) for the entropy of the extreme black hole (10.145)
from counting the microstates that make up this black hole. We assumed that
V4' & <€ R in order to simplify the counting of states but this is not essential. Since
the number of states (10.152) does not change when the radii are continuously
varied, we know that the entropy is given by (10.153) for all values of R. Also,
the states were counted in the limit g;¢1 <« 1 and gyqgs < 1 where we have
D-branes in flat space, whereas the black-hole solution (10.145) is valid only
when g.q1 > | and gggs > 1 so that higher-order curvature cormrections are
negligible. However, because these are extreme solutions, they are protected by
their supersymmetry and we may assume that the calculated degeneracy will not
undergo rencrmalization by quantum effects.

This five-dimensional RN black hole utilizes three non-zero U(1) charges—
the two R-R charges g, and gs, and the momentum a/R in the internal x
direction—and this is the minimum number needed to get a finite area with a
regular horizon. In four dimensions, a minimum of four non-zero charges is
needed. The result can be generalized to near-extreme black holes, in which case
the entropy becomes a function of the mass of the black hole as well as its four
charges. We shall not pursue this further. The interesied reader is referred to one
of the excellent reviews [23-25}] in the literature.

10.10 Problems

i. Show that a particle on a radial timelike geodesic r = R(¢) in a Schwarzchild
spacetime falls from rest at r = R(0) > 2M to R = 0 in proper time

c=nn(1- m)“’”.

2. Verify that the vector I# normal to the event horizon of a Schwarzchild black
hole has components (10.11) in Eddington—Finkelstein coordinates.

3. Verify that the Kerr~Newman metric reduces to the Reissner—Nordstrom
metric when the angular momentum J = 0.

4, Verify Smarr’s formula and (10.44) for the Kerr-Newman metric where the
surface gravity is« = (ry — r_)/Z(ri +a?) and the co-rotating electrostatic

. + - T
potential is &gy = (:#3) .
5. The surface gravity « can be calculated directly using the formula

k2 = —Ex" Y uolrmry

where x is a timelike Killing vector normal 1o the horizon (and normalized so
that x2 = 1 at spacelike infinity) and the semi-colon indicates the covariant
derivative. Using the metric (10.7) and the Killing vector x# = &}, verify
that x is a unit timelike Killing vector and that the previous formula is
satisfied by ¥ = 1/4M, as required.
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Calculate the Schwarzchild radius for a black hole having mass M = M.
Calculate also its temperature and entropy.

By choosing new coordinates p = /¥ —74 and t = it, show that near
the horizon the line element for the Reissner-Nordstrém black hole may be
written in the form

—ds? > Ap*di? + 447 dp? + r2 a0} (10.154)

where A = (ry —r_)/ ri. Hence, show that 7 is an angular coordinate with
period 4 A~! and, therefore, that the temperature of the extreme black hole
is zerc.

Evaluate the extrinsic curvature K,p of the Schwarzchild metric on a
spherical shell of radius R and verify equations (10.65) and (10.66).

Show that the A = 2 supersymmetry algebra (10.91) can be written in the
form (10.92).

Express the function f(w) given in (10.82} in terms of the Dedekind eta
function

o0
(1) = ci.!lt,(u n(l _e2ximr)_

m=I

Using the propernty
n(~1/7) = (=ir)2y(z)

f“”’=(m?) wewloon ) \ins )

Hence, show that

show that

1/2 n’
Faw) ~ A1 —w) V2exp ~§i = forw ~ 1

and find the power-law correction to the exponential dependence given in
(10.89).

For the extreme Reissner—Nerdstrdm black hole with the metric (10.94),
show that near the horizon the metric approximates AdSz x §2,

Show that the partition function Z{w) defined in (10.150} and (10.151) has
the asymptotic behaviour

2
Z(w) ~ exp (QTI%—) forw ~ |

and, hence, verify the degeneracy (10.152) of states having momentum n/R.
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10.11 General references

The books and review articles that we have found most useful in preparing this
chapter are:

¢ Hawking S W 1973 The Event Horizon Black Holes Cours de I'Ecole d’été
de Physique Theorique, Les Houches (New York: Gordon and Breach) |

e« Townsend P K Cambridge University lecture notes on Black Holes, arXiv:gr-
qe/9707012

¢ Horowitz G T 1996 The arigin of black hole entropy in string theory Seoul
1996, Gravitation and Cosmology 46, arXiv:gr-qc/960405 1

e Johnson C V 2003 D-Branes (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press)
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