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A bstract

Supersym m etric them al leptogenesis w ith a hierarchical right-handed neutrino m ass
soectrum requires the m ass of the lightest right-handed neutrino to be heavier than
about 10° G&V . Thisisn con ictw ith the upperbound on the reheating tem perature
which is found by In posing that the gravitinos generated during the reheating stage
afterin ation do not Fopardize successfulnucleosynthesis. In thispaperwe show thata
solution to thistension isactually already incorporated in the fram ew ork , because of the
presence of atdirections in the supersym m etric scalar potential. M assive right-handed
neutrinos are e clently produced non-thermm ally and the observed baryon asym m etry
can be explained even for a reheating tem perature respecting the gravitino bound if
two conditions are satis ed: the initial value of the at direction must be close to
P lanckian values and the phasedependent term s In the at direction potential are
either vanishing or su ciently am all.
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T he obsarved baryon num ber asym m etry (nom alized w ith regpect to the entropy density)
of the Universe Ys = (087 0:03) 10%° []can be explained by the m echanisn of ther-
m al leptogenesis [4,[3], the sim plest I plem entation of this m echanisn being realised by
adding to the Standard M odel (SM ) three heavy right-handed (RH ) neutrinos. In them al
Jeptogenesis the heavy RH neutrinos are produced by them al scatterings after in ation and
subsequently decay outofequilibrium in a lepton num ber and CPviolating way. The dy-
nam ically generated lepton asymm etry is then converted into a baryon asymm etry due to
(B + L )=viclating sphaleron interactions 4].

TIfR H neutrinos are hierarchical in m ass, successful leptogenesis requires that them assM ;
of the Iightest RH neutrino N ; islargerthan 2 10 G &V, for vanishing initialN ; density [J].
Thislower linitonM ; isreduced to 5 1 GeV when N; is nitially in them alequiliorium
and to 2 10 Ge&V when N; initially dom inates the energy density of the Universe [@].
T hese results do not substantially change when avour e ects are accounted for [7]. Hence,
In the standard fram ew ork of themm al leptogenesis, the required reheating tem perature after
In ation Tgy cannot be lower than about 2 10 Gev [B]. In supersym m etric scenarios
this is in con ict with the upper bound on the reheating tem perature necessary to avoid
the overproduction of gravitinos during reheating [8]. Being only gravitationally coupled to
SM particles (and their supersym m etric partners), gravitinos decay very late jopardizing
the successfiil predictions of B ig Bang nuclkosynthesis. T his does not happen, however, if
gravitinos are not e ciently produced during reheating, that is if the reheating tem perature
Try Is an all enough. For gravitino m asses In the natural range from 100 GeV to 1 T&V,
w ithin them inim alsupergravity fram ew ork, the reheating tem peature should be an aller than
about 10° {10’ G eV [8], depending on the chosen valies of the supersymm etric param eters
and of the prim ordial elem ent abundances.

T he severe bound on the reheating tem perature m akes the them algeneration of the RH
neutrinos In possible, thus rendering the supersym m etric themm al leptogenesis scenario not
viable fRH neutrinosare hierarchical. O foourse, there are severalw ays out to thisdraw back.
F irst of all, one can m odify the usualassum ptions on gravitinos. If the gravitino is stable, the
nucleosynthesis 1im it depends on the nature of the next—to-lightest supersym m etric particle,
but values of Tgy even larger than 10° G&V can be obtained [9]. A ssum ng the existence
of an all R sparity violation, the next—to-lightest supersym m etric particle can decay before
the onset of supersym m etry, evading the bound on Try [10]. A Iso, gravitinos lighter than 1
K&V (aspossible in gaugem ediation) or heavier than about 50 TeV (as possible in anom aly
m ediation) avoid the stringent lm its on Try . A ematively, one can m odify the standard
m echanism of leptogenesis, and rely on supersym m etric resonant leptogenesis [11/] or soft



Jeptogenesis [12]. Indeed, In resonant leptogenesis the RH neutrinos are nearly degenerate
In m ass and selfenergy contributions to the CP asym m etries are enhanced, thus producing
the correct baryon asymm etry even at tem peratures as low as the TeV . Soft leptogenesis
can be successfill for values of them ass M ; of the lightest RH neutrino as low as 10° GV .
A nother Interesting variation is the case in which the right-handed sneutrino develops a large
am plitude, dom inating the total energy density [13]. Then the sneutrino decay reheats the
universe, producing a lepton asym m etry, w here values of Tgy aslow as 10° G &V do not cause
a gravitino problem . F inally, one can m odify the standard them alproduction m echanian of
N ;. The lightest RH neutrinos can be produced non-themm ally either during the preheating
stage [14], or from the in aton decays [19]or from quantum uctuations [16/].

In this paper, we would like to show that a solution to the tension between supersym —
m etric Jeptogenesis w ith hierarchicalR H neutrinos and the gravitino bound is in fact already
rooted in one of the basic properties of the supersym m etric theory, that is the presence of
at directions in the scalar potential [17]. No new ingredient has to be added to the the-
ory. Let us brie y sketch how the solution works. The F—and D term  at directions are
lifted because of the presence of the soft supersym m etry breaking term s in our vacuum , of
possible non—renom alizable termm s in the superpotential and of nite energy density term s
in the potential proportional to the Hubbl rate H during in ation [18]. A s a conssquence,
the eld along the at direction will acquire a Jarge vacuum expectation valie (VEV ).
W hen, after n ation, the Hubbl rate becom es of the order of the supersym m etry breaking
m ass e , the condensate starts oscillating around the true m Inimum of the potentialwhich
resides at = 0. If the condensate passes close enough to the origin, the particles coupled
to the condensate are e ciently created at the rst passage. T he produced particles becom e
m assive once the condensate continues its oscillation leaving the origin and m ay e ciently
decay Into otherm assive states, in ourcase RH neutrinos. T he lJatter w ill subsequently decay
to generate the nalbaryon asymm etry. T he process allow Ing the generation of very m assive
states is called instant preheating [19]and represents a very e cient way of producing heavy
states. In this sense, the solution we are proposing m ay be considered as a non-them al
production of RH neutrinos, but we stress that it does not involre any extra assum ption
such as a lJarge coupling between the RH neutrinos and the iIn aton ed.

T he generic potential for a supersymm etric at direction isgiven by [18]
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where c,a and are constants ofO (1),re and A are the soft breaking m ass term s of order

the TeV scale, H is the Hubble rate, M is som e large m ass scale which we assum e to be



equalto the reduced thePlanck scale M = M , = 24 10° GeV ) and n isan Integer larger
than three. Forc> 0 and H re , the at direction condensate acquiresa VEV given by
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Jolj= —— ; (2)
where  is a num erical constant which depends on a, ¢, and n. At the end of in ation,
the In aton eld starts oscillating around the bottom of its potential and the Hubble rate

decreases. A s soon as H re =3, the condensate starts rolling down towards itsm inimum at
= 0.

Now , if in the potential in eg. (1) both tem s proportional to A and aH are present
and their relative phase , a does not vanish, the condensate j jet will spiral around
the origin at = 0 with a nonvanishing — (possbly leading to a large baryon asymm etry
through the A edk-D ne m echanism [120,[18]). In this case Instant preheating does not
occur and no heavy states are produced 211], unless several atdirections are sin ultaneously
excited [22]. W e will focus on the opposite case, when the condensate passes through the
origin (or su ciently close to it). This is easy to achieve w ithout any nestuning [[18]as it
is enough to consider a at direction which is lifted by a non—renom alizable superpotential
term which contains a single eld not in the at direction and som e num ber of elds which
m ake up the atdirection [18],

W= not (3)

For tem sof this form ,F isnon—zero along the atdirection,butW = 0 along it. Exam ples
of this type are represented by the direction ue which is lifted by W = ( =M )uude, since
F, = ( =M )uue is non—zero along the direction, and by the Q ue direction which is lifted by
then = 9 superpontialW = ( =M )QuQ uQ uH j ee since Fy, = ( =M )YQuQuQuH p ee does
not vanish [23]. IfW = 0 along the at direction, no phasedependent tem s are induced.
A tematively, the superpotential m ay vanish along the at direction because of a discrete
R symm etry. Tn such a case, when W exactly vanishes, the potential during In ation has
the form [18]

20 24 2 2 20p 2 .
V()=BMJEGITM)+HMg( "M ); (4)

and the typical nitial value , for the condensate is O (M ), rather than eg. (J). For this
reason we will treat  essentially as a free param eter in our analysis and not xed by the
relation eg. (J). Fially we ran ark that the coe cients A and a depend on the speci ¢
form of the K ahler potential couplings and there are cases In which they are suppressed by
nverse powers of M ,. For instance, if the In aton is a com posite eld, it w illappear In the
K ahler potential only through bilinear combiationsand a  H=M,. In the case of D —tem



In ation [24]]a vanishes dentically and no phase-dependent term s are generated if along the
atdirection W = 0.

From now on, we will consider a at direction along which the induced A tem s are
suppressed and therefore the corresponding condensate w ill oscillate passing very close to
the origin. Furthem ore, we will focus on the at direction Involving the third generation
quark us. W hen the condensate passes through the origin, it can e ciently produce states
which are coupled to it. Let us consider the scalarH iggsH y which is relevant for leptogenesis
although, of course, other states w ill be produced as well. If the third generation is involved
n the atdirection, the up-H ggs is coupled to the condensate through the Lagrangian term
h?5 § fiy§. Itse ectivem ass is therefore given by m i, =m®5_ +hij jz,wherereelfIU isthe
corresponding softbreakingm assparam eter. At the rstpassage through the origin, particle
production takes place when adiabaticity is violated [19],my , =m ﬁu > 1. This requires
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U p-H iggses can therefore be e ciently produced if § § < (e j oFhe J Jj. Asa result,

particle production occurs nearly instantaneously, w ithin a tine
I
7

t (hre J oF) 7 : (6)
The uncertainty principle in plies that the created up-H iggses are generated w ith typical
momentum [19]
ko (wejod (7)

and w ith a num ber density

kK (haejod”
v ﬁ 8 3
A fter the condensate has passed through the origin continuing itsm otion, the up-H iggses be-

(8)

Ny

com e heavier and heavier, having an e ectivemass h j J. W hen thism ass becom es larger
than the Iightest RH neutrinom assM ;, the up-H ggses w ill prom ptly decay into theRH neu—
trinos N ; (we suppose that the other RH neutrinos are m uch heavier than M ; ) through the
superpotential coupling hi;N ;“sH y , where 5 stands for the lepton doub]eJEc) of avour j and
i;9= 1;2;3. Indeed, theH y decay isprom pt because the decay rate o, ;ha5Fhe =8 )
is faster than the oscillation rate .. —= aslbngas 2> 8 ® =( S hi13Fhe), which is
certainly satis ed during the rst oscillation. M oreover, if one of the hq4 is not too smnall,
and Q 3 isnot involed in the atdjrectjonH, Hy willdom inantly decay into N ; 4, since any

For the Que at direction the n = 9 lifting superpotential contains Q 3 only if allthe n = 4 lifting
superpotentials QO Q L ,QuQd,QuLe and uude are present in the supersym m etric Lagrangian.



decay process occurring through top-Y ukawa or gauge interaction is kinem atically forbidden
(or srongly suppressed) at large

To estim ate the maxinum value M "** that can be generated we have to com pute the
maxinum value ™** achieved by the condensate during its rst oscillation, after passing
through the origin. T he equation of m otion for is

+ e’ = hcj—jnHU: 9)

The term on the right-hand side corresponds to the -dependent energy density m 3, ( )ng,
generated by the H y particles produced when crosses the origin. It acts as a friction tem
dam ping the oscillations. Soing eg. (9), we obtain

e 0
MRexr oy omex_ Z 0 4 13°Gev — —_— ; 10
! h B M, 100G ev P a0
where we have taken the topYukawa coupling hy / 06 at high-energy scales. T hus, very
heavy RH neutrinos can be produced through thism echanian .

In rstapproxin ation,we can assum e that allH ¢y decay Into N; and the num ber density
of the RH neutrinos is given by ny, Iy, (hre 0j)3:2 =8 3. W hen the mass of the
up-H ggses decreases because the condensate, after reaching itsm axin um value at the rst
oscillation, starts decreasing again, the RH neutrinosm ay e ciently decay into up-H iggses
and Jleptons and produce a lepton asymm etry ny, R, where the usualCP asymm etry
is generated by the com plex phases in the Yukawa couplings h;;.

D uring all these stages, the iIn aton eld continues to oscillate around them inimum of its
potential and w ill eventually decay into SM degreees of freeedom giving rise to the reheating
stage. B efore reheating, the universe ism atter dom inated because of the In aton oscillations
and the scale factor increases asa  H 2. The lepton asymm etry ny, R, produced
during the rst oscillation at H o« re =3 is diluted at the tim e of reheating by the factor

al.=as, = HZ,=HZ . Expressing ny, through 3. (), we nd that the baryon asymm etry
Yy = (8=23)(ny=s)(H f,=HZ_) becom es
3-2 e L. 322 1=2
9 h " Tra jOjaZ 6 Tru JoJ 100G ev
YB — = 10 (11)
92 ‘re!™?M 2 10"Gev M, e

Notice that in our estin ate we have not inserted any wash-out factor. Indeed, as soon
as the RH neutrinos decay, thelr energy density y, = M 1ny, gets prom ptly converted
into a \them al" bath with an e ective tem perature € (30y,=g ?)** where g is the
corresponding num ber of relativistic degrees of freedom . W e estin ate that ® is am aller than



M 4 when

L. 1=2 - 1=2

M,> 10°Gey 2% . (12)

M 100G ev
A smuch heavier RH neutrinos are generated through the preheating stage, we m ay safely
conclude that L = 1 Inverse decays are not taking place. Sim ilarly, one can show that
the L = 2 processs are outofequilibbrium . Finally, avour e ects [|7] play no role in
determ Ining the nalbaryon asymmetry as L = 1 nverse decays are out-ofequilbrium .
The maxinmum CP asymm etry param eter for nom al hierarchical light neutrinos, in the
supersymm etric case, is given by = 3Mm3=(4 My i), wherems = (m 2 )2 is the

largest Iight neutrino mass. From Eq. (1), we therefore estin ate that enough baryon
asymm etry is generated if

10’ Gev My, e

M,>2 10'Gev — —
Tru o] 100G ev

(13)

T his Iim it, together w ith the result in eg. (10), in plies that a successfil baryogenesis can
occuronly if o > 02M , (107G &V =Txy )'™*. The condensate of the atdirection has to start
its oscillation from eld values close to the reduced P lanck m ass. Notice that this lim it on

o is Independent of h.. However, the presence of the top Yukawa coupling is necessary to
guarantee that the at direction decays abundantly into H y .

W e conclude w ith som e ram arks. F irst, gravitinos are produced also during the instant
preheating phase by scatterings of the quanta generated at the rst oscillation of the con-
densate. Tt iseasy to estin ate that their abundance isns_,=s ’ 10 (Try =M o) oMy )®> and
therefore it is never larger than the gravitino abundance produced at rehating by them al
scatterings, given by ns,=s / 2 10 ?(Tgy=10'" G &V ). Secondly, from eg. (I3) we infer
that large values of the Iightest RH neutrinom assM ; are needed for the generation ofa su —
ciently lJarge baryon asym m etry. H owever, wewould like to point out that ourm echanism can
work also in m odels w ith am aller values of M ; , since the baryon asym m etry could be gener-
ated by the decays of the heavier RH neutrinos. Indeed, the up-H iggsm ay decay into theR H
neutrinos N, (orN 3) Instead Into the lightest RH neutrino N, if the condensate reaches the
valuie = y, M,=h before the up-H iggs decays into N ; ’s plus leptons. T he tin e needed
for the condensate to reach the value M ,=h. is ty, N,=— (My=hge () and is analler
than the decay tin e of theup-H iggs nto N ; ‘splus keptons if < (8 re o= 5 ;hlij 2). Im —
posing that this critical value is larger than M ,=h.,we nd that the up-H iggs w ill prom ptly
decay into N ,’s rather than N, 's if

8 hme

M,< B : (14)
? jj‘ljjz
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T his condition can be satis ed if the Yukawas h;; are hierarchical and H;5j 1. Ifthisis
the case, one should replaceM ; with M , (orM 5) in egs. (12) and (13).

In conclusion, the observed baryon asymm etry can be explained within the supersym —
m etric leptogenesis scenardos for low reheating tem peratures and a RH hierarchical m ass
Soectrum , thus avoiding the gravitino bound, if two conditions are m et: the initial value
of the atdirection is close to P lanckian values, and the phasedependent term s in the at
direction potential are either vanishing or su ciently am all for the particle production to
happen e ciently.
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