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Abstract. The cosmological evolution in the radiation dominated megn is usually computed
by assuming an ideal relativistic thermal bath. In this nate discuss the deviation from the non-
interaction assumption. In either the standard model (SM)hae minimal supersymmetric standard
model (MSSM), the main contribution comes from the strorigriaction. An understanding of these
effects are important for precision measurements and oetolution of scalar modes, where the
commented corrections constitute the main source of thardias.
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THE RELATIVISTIC THERMAL BATH

We can describe the thermodynamical properties of any flyidfree energy den-
sity (#). Equivalently, we can usgs, the effective free energy number of relativistic
degrees of freedom, that is defined by normalizing to the free energy densitynaf mon-
interacting massless bosonic particle [1]. The partitiomction andys can be computed
diagrammatically [2]. The one loop vacuum diagrams providefree theory result. In
this case, the coefficierf; is simply the number of bosonidNg) and fermionic Ny)
relativistic degrees of freedorgs fee = Np + 7Nt /8, where the 78 coefficient multi-
plying the fermionic contribution is due to the differenfw@ of the partition function
obtained from the Fermi-Dirac thermal distribution rathieein the Bose-Einstein one.
Higher loops account for the interactions. In [1], it hasrbeBown that the strong in-
teraction is dominant even at very high temperatures (sgé&lFiexcept for the case of
a heavy Higgs boson. Unfortunately, the situation is nofpénsince the finite temper-
ature perturbation approach to QCD has a very slow convegggl. In any case, the
leading order correction coming from the strong interactias the right order and it can
be used to estimate the interaction effects in the thernthl (vaad [1] for a particular
discussion inside the SM and the MSSM)

In the right panel of Figl ]l we show different contributiomsthe departure of the
equation of state from thes = 1/3 value corresponding to the non-interacting case.
The effect decreases as the temperature (T) increases,agimtecreases with T (and,
consequently the absolute value of the two loop contrilbuteogs decreases). At the
lowest temperatures shown, the departure is stronger irBehan in the MSSM
case. This is becauss; runs faster in the SM. However, sincg decreases less in
the MSSM, the departure from the non-interacting value bexsogreater for the MSSM
as the temperature increases (seelREig. 1land [1]).
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FIGURE 1. Left panel: The absolute value of the leading correctiows-lbops) to the effective free
energy number of relativistic degrees of freedom from thfedint gauge interactions, top Yukawa and
Higgs self-coupling in the SM. The strong contributian), is dominant and is also plotted for the case
of the MSSM assuming that all supersymmetric partners haagses fixed atnsysy = 500 GeV. All

contributions tog(fz) are negative. Right panel: The absolute value of the leaclmgection to ¥3 — w
from the same interactions shown in the left panel. The gteamtribution is dominant not only due to

the fact that the correction @&2) is bigger, but also because the runningmgfis steeper. On the other
hand, the contribution from the hypercharge interactionl e Higgs coupling for high temperatures) is
negative and opposite to the others singgA ) increases witi . Read[[1] for more details.

Precision Cosmology

Interaction effects in the relativistic thermal bath argortant in the precision era
of astrophysical observations that we have already ent&Wedcan illustrate this ef-
fect with the thermal relic abundance. Although there areeopossibilities|[4], Dark
Matter (DM) is usually assumed to be in the form of stable Viie@kteracting massive
particles (WIMPs) that naturally freeze-out with the righérmal abundance. WIMPs
emerge in different well-motivated particle physics sc@sas in R-parity conserv-
ing supersymmetry (SUSY) models [5, 6], universal extraatisions (UED).[7,/8], or
brane-worlds/[9, 10, 11].

The present uncertainty on the total DM density using daimftheWilkinson Mi-
crowave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) is around 6% (five years data [12]). This precision
can be improved to 3% when measurements of Baryon Acoustitl@®ns and Type
la supernovae are also taking into account [13]. On the dthed, the prospects for the
precision that can be obtained by analyzing data fronPllaack Surveyor, reduce this
uncertainty even below 1%. However, in order to associaetiserved precision with
the thermal relic density of a particular WIMP model, it icnesary to understand the
thermal bath up to the same level. Unfortunately, the uagdres are bigger than 1%
percent even at high temperatures. The situation is eveseNmecause typical WIMPs
freeze out at a temperature of 10 GeV approximately, i.e halaser to the QCD phase
transition. In this case, it is clear that the perturbatippraach does not converge and
non-perturbative analises (such as lattice studies) aressary. Alternatively, if we are



able to understand the nature of DM from other experimenti@siew generation of
colliders [14], we may have the oportunity to improve our exdge about QCD by
making precise astrophysical observations.

Scalar Dynamics

On the other hand, there is a case in which the deviation floenideal gas is
not only important but also fundamental, since it constguthe leading order term
of the dynamics. It happens for the case of scalar fields thaple to the trace of
the energy momentum tensor. These scalars are ubiquitonamy theories, as for
example, Jordan-Fierz-Brans-Dicke (JFBD) scalars iné@dahsor theories of gravity
such as f(R) theories [15], moduli fields from string thesieich as the dilaton [16], or
graviscalars from extra dimensional models such as themddi/].

The dynamics of these theories is usually described in vgletlied the Jordan Frame
or Einstein Frame. Inside the Jordan Frame, the standargmigicoupled minimally
to the Jordan metric. It implies that the particle massesamnstant, whereas the Planck
scale depends on the particular value of the scalar fieleridtively, it is possible to
use the Einstein Frame, where the action for the metric istdr@dard, i.e. it is described
by the Einstein-Hilbert action, but the matter content ispled explicitly to the scalar
mode. In this frame, the Planck scale is constant but thécfgmasses depend on the
value of the scalar field.

Both descriptions are classically equivalent and are edléty a simple conformal
transformation. The cosmological evolution of the scalaldfis determined by the
standard equation of motion of a scalar field with an extrar®term proportional
to the trace of the energy momentum tensor. If the relatovieermal bath is ideal, this
term is zero. It means that the scalar field is fundamentedlzein at its initial value.

The situation is completely different if this source termnisn-zero, even if it is
small. The conformal factor may evolve orders of magnituglgsshding on the particular
coupling. For example, in [1], it has been studied a modéehgitadratic coupling and
without potential. In this case, the coupling works as araeator to the general relativity
limit. This important effect implies that the early cosmgyocan be very different from
standard. For example, depending of initial conditionsrehs a maximum in the Jordan
temperature that can solve or alleviate the unwanted retiblem since it could avoid
the production of dangerous solitons or unstable gra\st[dp

In conclusion, we have discussed briefly the deviations fiteendeal relativistic ther-

mal bath, with interesting consequences for precision oreasents and the dynamics
of scalar modes.
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