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Abstract

We give an evidence of the Big Fix. The theory of wormholes and multiverse suggests that
the parameters of the Standard Model are fixed in such a way that the total entropy at the
late stage of the universe is maximized, which we call the maximum entropy principle. In this
paper, we discuss how it can be confirmed by the experimental data, and we show that it is
indeed true for the Higgs vacuum expectation value v;,. We assume that the baryon number
is produced by the sphaleron process, and that the current quark masses, the gauge couplings
and the Higgs self coupling are fixed when we vary vp. It turns out that the existence of
the atomic nuclei plays a crucial role to maximize the entropy. This is reminiscent of the
anthropic principle, however it is required by the fundamental low in our case.
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1 Introduction

There are many open questions that the Standard Model can not answer. The Cosmological
Constant Problem is the biggest one. The naive expectation value of the vacuum energy is
given by

p 2 My~ 10"GeV?, (1)

if we assume that the cutoff scale exists around the Planck scale. However, from cosmological
observations, we know that the vacuum energy density of our universe is

pa ~ 10718GeV?, (2)

The above mismatch between Eq.(1) and Eq.(2) is the Cosmological Constant Problem. There
are other important problems of fine tuning in the Standard Model(SM): the Higgs mass, the
Yukawa couplings, the QCD 6 parameter - - - and so on. The ordinary approach to these prob-
lems is to expect the emergence of a new physics at some high energy scale. For example,
the supersymmetry is one of the candidates to answer the Higgs mass hierarchy. However,
the recent observations of the Higgs mass [16, [I7], and the related analyses [I§] show the
possibility that that there is no new physics between the weak and the Planck scal. If it is
the case, we must answer the above problems by the Planck scale physics in the framework
of the quantum gravity or string theoryH.

One possibility along this direction is to consider the dynamics of wormholes and multiverse[1].
Recently, there has been a development [2, 3] [4] in which the wave function of the multiverse
is constructed based on the Lorentzian path integral. As a result, assuming that we live
in the S® universe, it is found that the parameters of the SM are fixed in such a way that
the total energy of the universe at the late stage Ej is maximized, see for the
details. It is called The Big Fix. If the universe at the late stage is radiation(matter) dom-
inated, it means that the total radiation(matter) is maximized, which we call the maximum
entropy (matter) principleﬁ. In order to test this principle, it is sufficient to examine how E},;
varies when we change each of the SM parameters from the experimental values. If we find
that Fy, decreases under such change, the principle is verified. It seems that this program
can be accomplished only if we know the whole history of the universe. However, for some of
the SM parameters, we know how they participate the history of the universe.

In particular, we can check the maximum entropy principle for the Higgs vacuum expecta-
tion value vy. In this paper, we show that this principle is actually satisfied when vy, is around
v, = 246GeV. Here we assume that the dark matter(DM) decays much earlier than baryons
so that the universe at the late stage becomes dominated by the radiation S,.,q produced by
the decay of baryons.

!The observed Higgs mass may indicate that Higgs is the inflaton [26].

2The other possibilities are to introduce new physical principles such as the multiple point principle [19, 20, 21],the
classical conformality [22], hidden duality [23] and the asymptotic safety[24]. There is also an interesting argument
[25] which might be related to the maximum entropy principle.

3We regard the total radiation as the total entropy.



Note that Sj.q is defined by
Srad = a4 X prad(a) (3)

where p,qq(a) is the energy density of the radiation and a is the radius of the universe.

The overview of how 5,44 is produced in the universe is as follows:

e Stage 1: The baryon number Npg is produced by the sphaleron process if we assume the
standard leptogenesis scenario.

e Stage 2: The ratio of neutrons to all nucleons X, is fixed by the following two processes:
A) The weak interaction is frozen out.
B) Some of the neutrons are converted to protons through the beta decay before the
Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN).

e Stage 3: S,qq is created by the decay of baryons. There are two contributions; hydro-
gens(free protons) and atomic nuclei.

The quantities that appear in the above stages can be expressed as a function of vy, ¥, and
yq- In fact, at the stage 1, using the recent numerical analysis of the sphaleron process[27],
we can determine Np as a function of vy, if we fix the gauge couplings, the Higgs self coupling,
and the top quark mass. At the stage 2, X,, is determined by the Fermi constant, the proton
neutron mass difference and the electron mass. Therefore, it can be expressed as an explicit
function of v and the difference of the Yukawa couplings y— = yg — . At the stage 3,
for the case of the proton decay, S,,q can be expressed in terms of the mass and the life
time of protons; mp, 7,. On the other hands, for the case of the decay of the helium nuclei,
the situation is rather complicated. We must consider the effect that the pion produced by
the decay of a nucleon loses its energy through a collision with the other nucleons. Then,
in addition to the mass and life time of helium nuclei, we need a quantity that indicates
the average radiation energy created by the decay of a helium nucleus, which we express as
(1 — 2¢)m,,. In principle, these five quantities

mp , Tp , MHe , THe , € (4)

can be calculated by the QCD once the Agcp and the current quark masses

v
Muy,d = Yu,d * 7h— (5)

2
are given@. However, since it is technically difficult, we try several phenomenological values
for them. Using the above results, we can show that S,,4 in deed takes the maximum around
the experimental values of vy,.

40ne need not worry about the GUT scale dependence because it appears as an overall factor.



This paper is organized as follows. In Section2, we discuss the history of the baryons, and give
general differential equations that explain the time evolution of the radiation. In Section3, the
qualitative and numerical results are shown. In Sectionb, we give summary and discussion.
In we present the WKB solution of the wave function of the universe. In
the probabilistic interpretation of the wave function of the universe is discussed.
In we study the sphaleron process. In we estimate g, and e.
In we consider the scenario in which the universe at the late stage becomes
dominated by the DM.

2 History of Baryons

We first mention the possible scenarios of the universe at the late stage. Since we do not
know the fate of the DM, there are typically three possibilitiesﬁ:

(I): The DM decays earlier than the baryons, and the universe becomes dominated by the
radiation after the baryon decay.

(IT): The baryons decay earlier than the DM, and the universe becomes dominated by the
radiation after the dark matter decay.

(III): The baryons decay, but the DM does not, then the universe is dominated by DM.

In this paper, we consider the scenario (I), and study how the baryons of the universe are
produced at the early universe, and decay at the late stage of the universe. We give our ar-
gument along the stages indicated in the introduction. The consideration about the scenario

(III) is presented in

Stage 1 : Baryogenesis by the Sphaleron Process

In this subsection, we study how the baryon number is produced and how it depends on the
SM parameters. We assume that it is produced by the sphaleron process. If the decoupling
temperature of that process is comparable with the heavy quark masses, we must consider
the decrease of the baryon number caused by them. The detailed calculations are presented
in

Using the recent numerical results [27], we can obtain the decoupling temperature of the
sphaleron process

Up

7
Tsph >~ éTc = 140GeV x m (6)

5We assume that the Cosmological Constant at the late stage of the universe is fixed to the critical value Ay
so that it balances with the curvature. This is one of the predictions of the maximum entropy principle. See

for the details.
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Figure 1: The baryon number as a function of v, when the current quark masses, the gauge
couplings and the Higgs self coupling are fixed. We can see that NBN_BNL decreases around v, =
150GeV corresponding to the decrease of vy,.

where T, is the critical temperature of the phase transition. Here we fix the gauge couplings
and the Higgs self coupling to the observed values, and regard vy, as a variable. Furthermore,
we can find the temperature dependence of the Higgs expectation value from [27],

on(T) = v TCT‘C L (7)

This is consistent with the behavior of the Landau theory. Since the particle masses are
proportional to vp(t), the suppression factors caused by the quarks and W boson at Ty, are

given by
i Tc_Tsph
mi moi\/ —, _ 12 o moi _ § y YiUp, (8)
Tsph Tsph 7\/§ Vh 7 Up 7
Tc_Tsph
L Y S 12 mow 6 92Vh
_ 12 mow _ 6 (9)
Tsph Tsph 7\/§ Uh 7\/§ Uh

where myg; and mgw are the physical masses and go is the gauge coupling. When v, becomes
comparable with m;, Eq.(8) starts to have an effect, and the baryon number decreases. Since
Tspp, is of order 100GeV, we need not to consider the light quarks. Namely, only the top
quark and W boson are crucial to find the maximum of the entropy. In this approximation,
we can obtain the baryon number of our universe (see Eq.([I25) in [Appendix C);

_ N 2(4+ go(mw)) - (5+ gr(me))
No—r P77 24(5 + g7 (me)) + go(mw) (37 + 2, (my))

Ngp Np_r, (10)
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where g¢(my) and gy(mw) are given by

3 22

=— dz )
22 /o cosh? (x/m2+<mt/T>2>

gr(ma) :
2

(L’2

. 221 (mw T2\
sinh? <—v2W )

g(mw) := 23? /OOO dx (11)

If we fix the Yukawa couplings and the gauge couplings, there is no v, dependence. Therefore,
in this case, the baryon number does not depend on vp. On the other hands, if we fix the
current quark masses, Eq.(8)) depends on v;,. As we will discuss in the following sections, it is
appropriate to fix the current quark masses, the gauge couplings and the Higgs self coupling
when we vary v,. We plot Eq.(I0) as a function of vy, in Figlll Especially, since the coupling
constants are fixed, the suppression factor of the W boson does not depend on v;. One can
see that Np starts to decrease around v, ~ 150GeV when we make vy, small. This is, of
course, the effect of the top quark mass. In the history of the universe, one might think that
the top quark hardly plays an important role. However, the above result suggests that it has
an effect in determining the baryon number. We will use Eq.(I0) to calculate the radiation.

Stage 2 : Neutron to Baryon Ratio X,

In this section, we discuss how X, is determined at the early universe. Because the total
number of helium nuclei is given by

X,
Nio = NB7", (12)

the determination of X, corresponds to that of Npge.. We denote the photon temperature
by T. For T>>1MeV, neutrons and protons are in thermal equilibrium through the six
processes:

n+vepte ntetoptv neptre +7, (13)
and X, is given by
1
S — (14)
" 1+exp(%)

where @) := m,, —m, is the mass difference between a proton and a neutron. However, at
a temperature between 1MeV and 0.1MeV, the reaction rates of the above processes except
for the beta decay become smaller than the expansion rate of the universe. This decoupling
temperature Ty.. is determined by

T(p—n) = H := g (15)
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Figure 2: The value of Xn as a function of v, when the current quark masses are fixed. We can

see that X, depends strongly on v;,. For example, if v, ~ 100GeV, X,, is almost zero, and there
are no atomic nuclei.

where I'(p — n) is the proton to neutron reaction rate and H is the Hubble expansion rate.
For T >>1MeV, I'(p — n) is given by [28]

T \° [246GeV\*
I'(p — n) = 0.400sec™ ' x <1MGV> X (Te> : (16)

and the expansion rate at the time t is

1 1 [2m2N
2t 2\ 45M7%" (17)

where N represents the degree of freedoms. By solving Eq.(IH]), we can determine Ty, as a
function of vy .

Below Ty, X, decreases through the beta decay process, and we obtain

1

X, (t) = eXp(—T;l(t —tgec)) X Xp(tdgee) = eXp(—T;l(t — tdec)) X — (18)
1 + eXp(m)
where tg4.. is the decoupling time, and 7, is the neutron life timeE]
246GeV \ *
71 =885 1sec™! x (%) . (19)
h

SNote that, since Ty, is an increasing function of vy, if Tye. becomes comparable with the electron mass, we
must consider the effect of the electron-positron annihilation.

"The overall coefficient depends on the current quark masses and the electron mass, which are not important
because we fix them in this paper.



When T reaches the BBN temperature T’ BBNE(’J 0.1MeV), neutrons are convert to helium
nuclei rapidly. Thus, X, is fixed to the value given by

1

_ 20
—Ey (20)

X, = exp(—7,, L (tBBN — tdec)) X

where tppy is the BBN time. Using Eq.(I7), we can convert tg4.. and tppn t0 Tyee and Tppn.
Figll shows X, as a function of v, when we fix the current quark masses. One can see that
X,, depends strongly on vy,.

Stage 3 : Baryon Decay and Production of Radiation

As is discussed in the introduction, the radiation due to the baryon decay comes from not
only free protons but also the nucleons in helium nuclei. Before considering the realistic case,
we first study the simplified case [3] where the baryons are all protons. In this case, S,qq can
be estimated as follows. If we simplify the situation so that protons decay simultaneously,
from the energy conservation, we have

NBmp Srad

— 21
) () 2y
where 7, is the proton life time. From Eq.(2I]), we have
Srad = Npmpa (7). (22)
Then we use the Friedman equation to express a(7,) in terms of 7,;
1 1 NBmp
5~ : (23)
T M;?l a(7p)?
and we obtain ) ,
Srad = constant x (—2)% X (NBmp)%Tpg. (24)

pl
This is the qualitative expression of the radiation without atomic nuclei. In [3], it is discussed
that the values of the current quark masses m,, mg may be determined by requiring that
Eq.([24) should be maximized.
Let’s start to consider the effect of atomic nuclei. We denote the number of the protons
at the time ¢ by N,(t), and that of the helium nuclei by Ng.(t). They decrease as follows .

dN,(t) B _
CZ = —7, 1 Np(t) + 37L - Npe(t) (25)

8TsrNn depends on the current quark masses and v,. However, since its dependences are rather weak, we regard
it as a constant in the following discussion.

9The neutrons produced by the decay of helium nuclei are converted to protons through the beta decay imme-
diately compared to the cosmological time.



dNpe(t)

—1
= THe Npe(t). (26)
The Friedman equation determines the evolution of the scale factor;
-\ 2 2
a 1 M(t)  Spaat) My
Z) = . — M5 A 2
<a> 3M§l < a3 + a* a? M (27)
where
M(t) = mpNp(t) + mueNme(t) (28)

is the amount of the matter, and mpg, is the mass of a helium nucleus. In this paper, we
express it as
Mpe = 2mpy + 2m, — A (29)

where A = 28MeV is the binding energy. Since what we need is the total radiation S...q, we
can neglect the curvature term and the cosmological constant term in Eq.([27). The increase
rate of the radiation is given by

dSyqq(t) _ _

% = a(t)ym, x (7, LN (1) + (1 — 2¢) - THiNHe(t)) . (30)
Here we have assumed that while each proton creates the radiation m, when it decays, each
helium nucleus creates the radiation (1 — 2¢)m,,. The initial values of N,(t), Ny, (t) are given
by

Ny(0) = N1 —2X,), (31)
Nire(0) = Np ", (32)

where we use Eqgs.(I0) (20) as X,, and Np. Using the above equations, we can calculate S;.qq
if we give the five quantities

mp ,» Tp , MHe , THe , €. (33)

In principle, these quantities are determined by the QCD. In particular, if we fix the current

quark masses, they do not depend on v,. Therefore, the v;, dependence appears only in Npg
and X,,.

3 The Big Fix of vy

In this section, we first give qualitative arguments and then give numerical results. As
discussed before, we study whether the radiation of the universe becomes maximum around
the experimental value v, = 246GeV.
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Figure 3: The radiation produced by the baryons as a function of X,. We can see that S,.q
depends linearly on X,, and that its amount decreases if ¢ becomes large.

3.1 The Qualitative Argument

Although we have given the differential equations to calculate S,.q, the v, dependence is
almost the same as that of the simplified case(24]). The problem is how atomic nuclei change
it. To see this, we first need to know the X,, dependence of the radiation, and this can be
checked by solving the differential equations numerically. See Figl3l One can see that the
radiation depends on X, almost linearly. Thus, we can write S,qq as

1 3 4 2 THe MH
Srad = constant x (W) X (Npmyp)315 X <1 — c(e, 7_:, mpe)Xn , (34)

T

where the coefficient c is a function of €, ZZe and % because we can rewrite the differential
P
equations in terms of them if we rescale a and t as

a(t) — a'(t) == a(? Lttt = Ti (35)

¢ represents how much the radiation is reduced by the existence of neutrons. The important
fact is that, since the five parameters m,,, mge, 7p, THe, € should be determined by the nuclear
physics, we can treat c as a constant when we fix Agcp and the current quark masses. This
is the reason why we fix the current quark masses in the next subsection. In this case, the vy
dependence of S,,q is given by

4
Srad = constant x  Nj x (1 —c-X,). (36)

vp, dependence when mg =fixed

10



In the previous section, we have studied the behavior of X,, and N as a function of v;. Thus,
one can easily understand why Eq.([36) has a maximum around vy, = 246GeV as follows. In
the region of small v, < 200GeV, since X,, is approximately zero as is shown in Fig2l we can
write

4
Srad X Né, (37)

where Np is an increasing function of v as is shown in Figlll Thus, S,.q is a increasing
function of vy, in this region. On the other hands, in the region of v, >> 200GeV, since X,
increases and Np is almost constant, the radiation decreases due to the effect of ¢ - X,.

3.2 The Numerical Result

As discussed in the previous subsection, the reason why we fix the current quark masses is
that we need not to consider complicated effects of nuclear physics. Figllshows the numerical
results at a sufficiently late time (¢ = 207,) by using the differential equations in Section [2]
One can see that S,.q has a global maximum around vy, ~ 200GeV if the life time of a helium
nucleus Tg, is not too big. Since Tx, is expected to be within (see

1 1 7
ZTP < THe < Z X 6Tp7 (38)
we can conclude that the radiation of our universe has a global maximum very generally.
We can also see how precisely the approximate formula

4
Spag X Ni x (1—c- X,) (39)

reproduces the above numerical result. For example, Figlhl shows the case of the following

parameters:

1 1 49 28
e=—- , He_ -0 MHe _y =2 (40)
32 1, 448 m, 938

One can see that the numerical result (the green line) of the differential equations is almost
completely reproduced by Eq.([B9) if we choose the best fit value ¢ = 0.010 (the black line).
Note that the coefficient ¢ is around

¢~ 0(0.01). (41)

The problem is how such a small value is obtained. By solving the differential equations for
various initial conditions and parameters, we can read the behavior of c:

e e e 1 e
c<e,TH,m—H>—0545><e—1829 (H——>+O.118><<4—mH>—|—~-. (42)

Tp My Tp 4 my

One can see that while € and the binding energy 4 — mm—’;e have effects to decease the radiation,

Tf—pe —1 has an increasing effect. Thus, it is not so unnatural for ¢ to become ©(0.01). Actually,
we can check that c stays of order 0.01 when we change €, 2= and =2 within the physically
reasonable region. Therefore, we can conclude that the QCD naturaHDy gives the above small

value, and the maximum entropy principle is justified for vy,.

11
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Figure 4: The radiation as a function of v, when the gauge couplings, the Higgs self coupling and

the current quark masses are fixed. The upper(lower) graph shows the case e = 35(g;) for various

values of Tf—pe We can see that S,.4 has a global maximum around v, = 246GeV without the fine
tunings of 7y, and e.
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4 Summary and Discussion

1 The mHe
Sle=—, —=—,a=81, =12, ——=4]
32 1 4’ m|
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0 5 10 15
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Figure 6: The radiation of the universe as a function of the sum of m, and m,. Here, we have
used the approximate formulas which are given by Eq.([3)([44), and fixed vy, and y4 — v, at the
observed values.
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In this paper, we have shown that the radiation at the late stage of the universe be-
comes maximum around v, = 246GeV assuming that the baryon number is produced by the
sphaleron process and that the current quark masses m;, the gauge copings and the Higgs self
coupling are fixed. Since the radiation of the universe can be regarded as the entropy, this
conclusion is the maximum entropy principle. The reason why we have fixed m; is that we can
examine the v;, dependence without going through the complicated nuclear physics. Actually
the maximum of S,,4 is determined by the behavior of Ng and X,, as functions of v;. We
have seen that the existence of atomic nuclei plays a very important role to maximize S;qq.
In other words, the maximum entropy principle forces the existence of atomic nuclei, and as
a consequence, the Higgs expectation value is fixed to around 246GeV. This is reminiscent of
the anthropic principle [29] 30, B1] in which the existence of human beings requires atomic
nuclei. In our case, however, they are naturally required by the fundamental low.

Although what we actually want to do is to regard S,.q as a function of the SM parameters,
and confirm the maximum entropy principle by changing them independently, in this paper,
we have considered only vy so that we need not to consider the effects of nuclear physics.
However, by using the approximate formulas such as

My, + My
my = aAQ(jD + B(2my, +mg) m72r = ’YAQCDuT, (43)
5 2\ 2
-1 2 My mx
Fp = Tp xX g —M;l{ X < — m—l%> s (44)

it may be possible to determine also y, and yg4. For example, Figlfl shows the numerical
result of S,4q as a function of my = my +mg = (yu +ya) - va/ v/2 when the difference of the
Yukawa couplings y_ = yq — ¥, and vy, are fixed at the observed values. Here, we have used
the ad-hoc values

THe 1 Mre 1

A = 300MeV =3.1 =1.2 = - =4 = — 45
QCD € , & ) 5 ) 7 4 ) m, , € 327 ( )

and experimental valud']
M |phys = 135MeV. (46)

One can see that Sy.q has a maximum around the experimental values. Furthermore, since
Srad is an increasing function of y_ if we use the above equations(see the qualitative equation
[B6])), we may conclude that the Yukawa couplings are determined by the maximum entropy
principle at

(Yu, ya) = (0,4 x 107°). (47)

Making the above argument more precisely is the future work. Although the understanding
of the maximum entropy principle is in a primitive level at present, it is very interesting to
study whether the radiation of the universe at the late stage is really decreased when we
change each of the SM parameters independently.

10This can be used to determine ~ x Agep.
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Appendix A WKB Solution

Eigenstates of the wave function of the universe are given by

~2 3

9 pa a p(a’)

H-dpla) = | - + -¢p(a) = E¢p(a) (48)
2M§la 6
1.
o (-3 V@) 650) = MaEos(a) (49
M? 1 4o(a) M2, M R M}

Via) = ——Fo—=——F xa' x [ 5+ = —F + MA (50)
where p, = —Mglad. According to the ordinary quantum mechanics, the WKB wave function

is given by
o5(a) o exp <%So i)+ 0(h)> . (51)

We have to pay attention to the order of a and p, because the Hamiltonian has the kinetic
term that depends on the scale factor a. The correct order is given by

2 2
2 ,d d 12 14d
Pa _ _p2 %, % _ _p2 LAY 2
a da”da <a da®  a?da (52)

If we assume this order, the WKB wave function (5l satisfies the following Schrédinger
equation:

1 (d(So+hS1)\*  ihd*(So+hS1) ihdSy
‘5(‘75—— YT d®  ade  MOEHV@. (Y
which leads to
dsS,
o ,dSo d51 [ d%®Sy  1dSy B
Solutions to this equations are
Sp = / di'pa . S1= % (logpa — loga). (56)

15



Then, except for the normalization factor, Eq.(5I]) becomes

Va

1 ) X R
OF X exp <ﬁ50 +1S51 + o(h)> = \/p_dexp <ﬁ/ da pcl> . (57)

Note that the factor /a is different from the ordinary WKB solution. For large a, the classical
momentum becomes

M2 Aa* 2A 3 E
pczZ\/—2(V()+MlaE) J2M§l< = +aE>:\/?-(aMpl)2— o

and the corresponding WKB solution (57) is

3 \1 [ [2AMZa* 3
b ~ (W) X exp [% ( 5 I;)l ﬁEloga>] . (59)

Finally we can obtain the correct inner product between these eigenstates:

exp (E E')loga
(PE, Op) \/; /da }

- h5 ) (60)

From Eq.(60]), we can see the normalization factor as he. Thus, the correct WKB solution is

a Z a /
— Z . 1
oy o P (h / da pcl> (61)

Appendix B Probabilistic Interpretation of the Wave
Function of the Multiverse

In this Appendix, we review the previous works [2], 3] that interpret the squared absolute
value of the wave function of the multiverse as the probability distribution. See also [5} 6] [7)
8, 9, [10} 1T], 121 13, [14].

Appendix B.1 Multiverse Path Integral

Coleman’s first idea is that, by taking the wormhole configurations into account, we can
obtain the multiverse path integral. We start with the Euclidean Einstein Gravity,

Z = Z/ DgDé exp(—SE — SH) (62)

allM

16



- 16G d*z+\/g(z)(R + 2A,) (63)

d*z\/g(x) L(¢,09), (64)

where M represents a four dimensional manifold, A, is the bare cosmological constant and ¢ is
matter field. Classical solution of the Euclidean Gravity is called the wormhole and Coleman
discussed the dilute gas approximation of the wormhole configurations, and obtained

7= Z/M DDoexp(3 ey [ datdy' /o) /gy O(w)i0w); expl~25w))
n=0 n i,j

x exp(—SY — SM). (65)

where Sy is the classical action of a wormhole and M,, represents a manifold such that there
are n universes, which are disconnected each other. In fact, this result takes into account only

the wormhole configurations having two legs. Including all the different types of wormholes,

we obtain the following multi local effective action]}

Z = Z ng) exp(—S Z Z) (66)
n=0

where Z;, comes from wormholes having k legs;

k
Zp= Y. @nywkI]i/déWWﬂﬂwﬂcyﬂxﬂeXPQ—Swﬁ1= > CirigigSis Sig Sy

Q1,02 ik Jj=1 Q1,02 ik
(67)

S; = / i /g (@) O () (68)

is the ordinary local action. We use the Lorentzian counterpart of Eq.([@7) by the Wick

Here,

rotation:
> | DgDoexp(iSE +iSy +iY  Zp) =) / DgD¢exp(iSesy) (69)
n=0"Mn k=2 n=0"Mn
Seff = Sg + Sg/[ + Z ¢ijSiSj + Z CijkSiSj Sk + -+ . (70)
ij ijk

By making the Fourier transform, we can write Eq.(69]) as the usual path integral form:

7= Z/de(K, )\1,)\2,---)2/ DgDs exp(i Y AiSi)

—Z/dw (K, A1, Mg, - )Z—( Z® . (71)

n=0

1'We can also obtain the multi local action in matrix model. See [15].

17



Here,

ZL(;‘L)Z.UET,SE = /Dngb exp(iZ)\iSi) (72)

is the ordinary path integral of the universe, and w(K,{\;}) is the Fourier coefficient and K
represents the topology of a single universe. One can see that {\;} serve as coupling constants
of a single universe. Eq.(71)) indicates that they are variables ( not the constants ). In the
following discussion, we assume the two conditions besides the Wick rotation:

1. We consider the homogeneous, isotropic universe with S3(K = 1) topology:

d?s = —N(t)d?*t + a?(t) <dx2 + %) . (73)

2. Matter and radiation fields are included as the potential of the scale factor a(t), namely
the Hamiltonian is given by

MO =~ gpi (@) (74)

where p(a) is the energy density of a single universe.

Based on this assumptions, Eq.(72]) becomes
\ t=1,a(1)=ay 1
2O (agai) = / Dpa / DaDN expli / dt(pei — NH(N)}.  (75)
t=0,a(0)=a; 0

where we have written the boundary condition explicitly. By choosing the gauge such that
N(t) = T(constant) and rescaling t as t — t x T, Eq.([75]) becomes

t=T,a(T =ay T
Zinlverse (af,a;) / dT/ Daexp{i/ dt(pea — H(N))}
t 0

0,a(0)=a;
— [ drtaslexp(-iR())ar)
— (ag8(A()as)- (76)

If the cosmological constant A({)\;}) is positive, the eigenvalues of H(\) are continuous, so
we can choose the complete set as follows:

(bBloy) = 6(E - E), (77)
H(N)|¢e) = Eldp=0), (78)
1= [ "By (79)
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Inserting Eq.(79) to Eq.(70), we obtain

— (a8 [ 1) Bl
= G—olag)Fi_ola) (50)
On the other hands, when A({\;}) is negative, the complete set becomes
($51657) = b5 (s1)
H(N)|$5) = Elpp=0), (82)

L= |E)E]. (83)
E

because the eigenvalues of H(\) are discrete. As well as the A({\;}) > 0 case, the path
integral given by Eq.(76]) becomes the same expression as Eq.(80).

Appendix B.2 Multiverse Wave Function and Probabilistic In-
terpretation

In this subsection, we construct the multiverse wave function. Because we have to treat the
coupling constants {\;} of the universe as variables, the quantum state of the n universes is
given by

1 n
|\Ijn7 {)\z}> = ﬁﬂ[(|¢universe> X & |¢universe> & W(A)|{)\Z}>7 (84)

where |duniverse) 1S the state of a single universe, and ug is the probability amplitude of a
universe emerging from nothing. Here we have divided |¥,,, {\;}) by the factor v'n! because
we can not distinguish each universe. We can now express the wave function of the n universes
as

1
\I’(al, A, ,0p, {)‘z}) = ﬁﬂ?{w()\) X(buniverse(ah {)\i})'(buniverse(a% {)\z}) Tt ¢universe(an7 {)\z})

(85)
where
/ )\ / !
¢universe(a7 {)‘Z}) = <a’¢um’verse> = /da Zq(Ln)iverse(CL?a )(CL ’¢um’verse> (86)
is the wave function of a single universe. We interpret Eq.(85]) as follows:
Probabilistic Interpretation of Wave Function of Multiverse
We interpret that
|W(ar,az, -+, an, (A} (87)

represents the probability that n universes having coupling constants {);} and scale factors
(a1,a2, -+ ,a,) are observed.
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We can now obtain the probability distribution P({\;}) by tracing out the number of uni-
verses and the scale factors q; :

PUN) =3 / / [T dos¥tan, o D

— Z — ]NK]Q"- N)?- H </ dag|Puniverse (@ {)‘i})‘2>

k=1

= |w()‘)|2 X exp <|MK|2 : /da|¢universe(aa {AZ})|2> . (88)

To analyze Eq.(88)), we must determine the wave function of the single universe ¢universe(@, {Ai})-
In this paper, we assume that a universe emerges from nothing with a small size e:

|¢universe> = |€> (89)

Generally speaking, there is no restriction on |@universe). For the present, Eq.(89) is our
proposal for the quantum state of the universe.
By this assumption, the wave function of the universe (86]) becomes

!

buntverse(@s {0 }) = / da 7%, (a,a")(d|e)
= Zii’iverse<a, €) = dr=0(a)P_o(e), (90)

where we have used Eq.(80). Here, note that ¢z—(a) depends on {\;}.
Now we obtain the explicit expression of P({\;}):

PUAY) = V)2 XeXP<|MK¢E0 [ dalorota |2) (1)

The intuitive understanding of this equation is as follows. By using Eqs.(70]) (80) and regu-
larizing the time integral by the cut off T, the integral included in Eq.(@I) becomes

‘¢E:0(6)‘2 /da’(bE:O(a)’ /da Zz(L)r\L)werse( ) X Zz(nz)werse(a’ 6)
T]Waac 3
/da |/ Te= ™) (alE = 0) x (e|E = 0)

T]VIa:c
T]Waac
- / dT(e|E = 0) (| E = 0)
~TMax
= 2T’Mcwv X |¢E=0(6)|2- (92)

Thus, Eq.(@1]) has a strong peak where the life time of the universe becomes maximum. In
conclusion, the dynamics of the multiverse and wormholes naturally fixes the low energy
parameters {\;} in such a way that the life time of the universe becomes maximum.
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Vial=—p[al

—

— A<Agi
— A=Agi
A>Agi

Figure 7: The potentials of the S® universe for the various values of the Cosmological Constant A.
If A = A.., the universe spends infinite times to grow up to the size a,.

Appendix B.3 The Maximum Entropy Principle

In this section, we show how the maximum entropy principle is deduced for the S® universe
by using Eq.(@1]). Eq.(@I) has the following {\;} dependences:

w(A) , |ép=o(e)]® | /da\¢E20\2- (93)

Among them, w(\) and |pr—o(€)|? are not so important because they do not have a sharp
peak. On the other hands, as we will see, the integral

[ dalé-o(@p (09
depends on {);} most strongly. The hamiltonian of the S universe is given by (see[Appendix A))
M) = 57— V() (95)
where M2 (@) e [P
Va) = — pl3 = - 3pl><a4><<g g_a—5l+M51A> (96)

is the potential of the universe. As discussed in [2][3], there is the critical surface of codimen-
sion one on which we have

2
R](\;[\i lr) (for radiation dominated universe)
Acr({Ai}cr) =~ \ (97)
% (for matter dominated universe)
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such that the maximum value of the potential V' (a*) becomes 0 (see Figlfl). In this case, the
integral (94 becomes

1
R2 (Aer)
pl

a L . .
log(“£) (for radiation dominated universe)

/dCL’(ZﬁE:()(CL)‘2 ~

log( Aj‘i E;‘Z;) + MA(/;\gr) log(42) (for matter dominated universe)

o

(98)
where we have introduced the maximum radius of the universe a;r, and Aaw g p represents
the length of the violation the WKB approximation, namely, we can not use the WKB
approximation in the |a — a*| < Aawgp region. In (OF), the first term comes from the
neighborhood of the critical point a*, and the second term comes form the IR region. In this
approximation, the both results of (O8] have a peak at the point on the critical surface where

R(X\;) (M(A;)) becomes maximum for the radiation (matter) dominated universe.

Therefore, the probability density (@) has a strong peak on the critical surface where R(M)
is maximized, which we call the maximum entropy (matter) principle.

Appendix C Sphaleron Process and its v; Depen-
dence

In this appendix, we use the convention in [33]. In the SM, the baryon and lepton number
are not conserved as a consequence of the anomaly. This is related to the topological charge
of the SU(2) gauge field,

B(tf)_B(ti) :Nf{Ncs(tf) _Ncs(ti)}7 (99)

where
2

- 2
Nuslt) = 2 / eI, Ay + SigAiA; 4 (100)
is the Cern-Simon number, and Ny is the number of the generations. The transition rate at
zero temperature is given by the instanton action,

4m

[ e Sns = ¢ o2

= 0(1071%%), (101)

Since this rate is very small, the violation of B (or L) does not occur at zero temperature.
However, in a thermal bath, one can make transition between the gauge vacua, through
thermal fluctuations. This transition rate is determined by the sphaleron configuration, a
classical solution of the field theory [34]. The transition rate of this process is [33]

Topn = oy x T x e~ (102)
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where ay = g% /4w and Ejpp is the sphaleron energy. If the expansion rate of the universe

% = H becomes lager than I';,,, the sphaleron process does not occur, and the total baryon

number is fixed. The decoupling temperature is determined by equating H and I'ypp;

2 Espn
~ Tdec 4 P

H ~ x T, X " Tec . 103
Mpl (07778 dec € ( )

Note that we have used H ~ T—zl because this process happens in the radiation dominated
era. The important fact is that,p if Ty 18 comgarable with the mass of the heavy particle,
its abundance is suppressed by the factor e Ziec. To analyze the decoupling temperature,
we will use the recent numerical result [27] in which the gauge couplings and the Higgs self
couplings are fixed to the experimental value. One can obtain the sphaleron energy from the
Fig.2 presented in [27] as

L Eopn(T
10g< ph>:log(af‘,{/)—7ph( )

T T
T-T
~ 1og(107°) + 123 x ———, (104)
which leads to T_T,
Dypp 2 T x ¢~ 138+12855% (105)

where T, = 160GeV is the critical temperature of the phase transition. By replacing T, to

T, = 160GeV x (106)

Uh
246GeV’
we obtain the vj, dependence of these quantities when the gauge couplings and the Higgs
self coupling are fixed to the experimental values. Then, solving Eq.(I03]), we obtain the
decoupling temperature

7 7 (3 Uh
Tgee = =T, == x 1 V x ———— =140GeV x ———. 1

dec = gle = 5 X 160GV x oaey = 140GV X oGev (107)

The number density of the particle species i is given by

Lo i / dp’
T 3 .
ey ) </—+j¢> o

T 3 00 x2
=4mg; | — dz . 108
g<27r> /0 exp (/2 + (B2 — &) + 1 (108)

where g; represents the degree of freedom, and the sign =+ is — for bosons and + for fermions.
We can obtain the antiparticle density 7; by replacing p; with —p; in Eq.(I08). Then, the
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difference between the number density of particle and antiparticle is

n; —n; =4mg; | — T T _
T s exp (VT P B =1 oxp (Va2 T (P 1 ) £1

T2 o) 2 /T2
~ 87Tgiui—3/ dr 2% % exp /22 + (mi/T) 5
(2m)* Jo (exp 2+ (m;/T)% £+ 1)

1
(\/x2+<mi/T>2
2

(for fermion)

)

cosh?

27rgl,u2 / dx z°
1

221 (m; /T)2
sinhz(i\/ +(2 /1) )

(for boson)

gf(m;) (for fermion),

T2
= Gilti= (109)
gp(m;)  (for boson),
where
(m;) / drax? 1
gr\m;) := 5— v
2m cosh? 7932“2%/71)2)
3 1
gp(mi) = 5= / drax? . (110)
27 Jo Sinh2(7:62“2%”)2 )

2 .
Here we can take % as a unit:

gf(m;)  (for fermion)
n; — N = gifli (111)
gp(m;)  (for boson).

where g¢(0) = 1,,(0) = 2. Note that the above density difference depends linearly on the
chemical potential p;. We denote the chemical potentials for the conserved quantities as .
Since the chemical potentials {y;} are conserved in thermal equilibrium, they can be written
as linear combinations of the conserved quantum numbers;

Hi = quﬂa- (112)
a

In the broken phase, since the conserved quantum numbers are B — L and the electromagnetic
charge @, we can write the chemical potentials y; as follows:

1 + 2 (113)
My = 3IUB—L 3IUQ
1 1
=pg_p— = 114
Hd = HB-L = 3HQ (114)
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fe = —[UB—L — [Q (115)
fly. = —[1B-L (116)
pw = —pQ- (117)
We can eliminate ;g by using the fact that @ is zero:

2 1 2 1 1 1
Q=3 > gigr(ma) <§MB—L + g#@) —3 > gigr(ma) (gﬂB—L - g#@)

2:u sector i:d sector

— > gigr(mi)(—ps-L — 1Q) + 3gs(mw ) g = 0. (118)

i:e sector

This leads to

—B-1 Zzugf(mz)—QZngf(mz)JrGngf(m,)
83 i 97 (M) + 234 97 (mi) + 6.0 g7 (ms) + 9gs(mw)”

As a result, the baryon and lepton number densities are given by

_ 1/1 2 1/1 1
Bimnp-np=6-3 (qunst 3u0) X asm) 403 (Gunr-gue) - X agtm)

o (119)

i:u sector i:d sector
_ QMB_L 622 dgf(ml) 6Zzogf(ml) + ggb(mW ng m
- )
3 822ugf(m1)+221dgf(m1)+62209f(ml +9gb mW
+ 12305097 (ma) +1237, . gr(my) + 9gp(mw ) ng (my)]
SZzugf(ml) + ZEzdgf(mZ) + GZzegf(mZ + 9gb mW
(120)

Li=ng—nL=2(—ps-L—pq) Y gr(mi) = 3up_1
i:e
4{Zzugf(ml) +szgf(m2)}+9.gb mW Zg m
zugf(ml)+2szgf(ml)+6Zzogf(mz +ggb mW f !

= ,UB—L{_28 5
(121)

where we have assumed that neutrinos are massless particles. Once Np_y, is given, the baryon

number is given by

B
Ng=——N, 122
=57 No-L. (122)

Since the general formula is very complicated, we do not write it here.

What we have to consider is whether the SM particles are relativistic or not at the
sphaleron decoupling temperature. If a particle is non-relativistic, the integral (II0) be-
comes very small, so it does not contribute to the baryon number. We can also read the T’
dependence of the vacuum expectation value vy, from the numerical result [27]:

T.—-T
T.

op(T) = vy, (123)
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Therefore, at the decoupling temperature, the quark mass is given by

; [T, — T, [T, — T,
mz’(Tdec) _ y\z/vih c - dec _ Mg c - dec (124)
c c

where m;g is the current quark mass, and Ty, is given by Eq.([I07). Since the suppression
factors of the light particles start to have an effect at a very low temperature, it is almost
valid to assume that all the particles except for the top quark and the W boson are massless.
In this approximation, Eq.([122]) becomes

_ 2{4 + go(mw) H5 + g (me)}
2405 + gy (mu) } + go(mw ){37 + 295 (my) }

This is the baryon number of the universe produced by the sphaleron process. We will use
Eq.([I25)) in Section?l to estimate the radiation of the universe.

Ng Np_y (125)

Appendix D Rough Estimations of 745, and ¢

nucleon

&Mw

Figure 8: The distribution of the remaining nucleons around the pion produced by the decay of a
nucleon.

If we can apply the proton decay formula (44 to a nucleon in a helium nucleus, its life
time is given by

M3 m2
-2 X w -2
™ X g 1-—
(mpn — 5)5( (mpn — ) )
0
= (14 5—) (126)
p?n
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where § represents the fraction of the binding energy, and is expected to be
0<d<A. (127)

Here A = 28MeV is the binding energy of a helium nucleus. The life time of a helium nucleus
is given by

1452
TN m
THe = Z == TPTP, (128)
because it has four nucleons. As a result, 75, is in the region
1 7
17 < THe < 51 7p- (129)

In this paper, we sweep 7g, in this region.

Another important fact about the atomic nuclei is that the pion produced by the decay of a
nucleon in a helium nucleus may be scattered by the remaining nucleons, and loses its energy.
See FiglRl We express this effect by the dimensionless parameter €. Namely, € represents
the amount of the decrease of the radiation for each neutron due to the pion scattering. In
principle, € can be determined by the QCD, but here we give a rough estimate. The cross
section of the pion-nucleon scattering is given by [32]

o ~ 3.0fm?, (130)
and the radius of nucleon is
ry = 0.86fm. (131)

We assume that the pion produced by the decay of a nucleon in a helium nucleus is surrounded
by the other nucleons with a distance

R~ 2ry, (132)

Then, the scattering probability is estimated as

3o

Am R?
1
~ o (133)

Psca =

When a free proton decays, it produces the radiation energy m,, on the other hands, when
a nucleon in a helium nucleus decays, the radiation is reduced to %mp if the pion loses the
energy completely by the scattering. Therefore, the radiation energy is maximally reduced
by imp per neutrons. This means the maximum value of € is

1 1
€EMax = Z X Pyca = E (134)

The real value of € is, of course, lower than Eq.([I34]), since the pion does not necessary
lose all of its energy by the scattering. Figld shows the kinematical situation. Since this is
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pion
EO nucleon

Figure 9:

Figure 10: The kinematic which shows that a pion is scattered by a nucleon and loses its energy
partly.

easily determined by solving the energy and momentum conservations, we do not follow the
calculation here. When the pion is scattered to the angle # = m, the energy loss becomes
maximum,

E, 1
—O=m)~—. 1
0 =m) = (135)
Therefore, the real value of € should be smaller than
1 1 1
—x I =_ 1
1672 32 (136)

To make more quantitative argument, we need to know how the nucleons are distributed in
a helium nucleus.

Appendix E What if DM Dominates at the Late
Stage of the Universe?

In this Appendix, we propose a scenario in which the DM physics is related to the Big Fix of
vp. As a simple extension of the SM which includes DM, we consider the Higgs portal scalar
DM [35] B6]. This DM only interacts with the Higgs field and its stability is guaranteed by
Zo symmetry. The Lagrangian is as follows:

L= Lon + %(0,5)2 _ %mw bt teta, (137)

where S is the DM field.

Let us assume that, at the late stage of the universe, the energy of the universe is dom-
inated by the DM. If this is the case, various parameters are fixed so that the energy of
the DM, Mpy = mDMnDMaZ’Hd, is maximized. This quantity is determined when the DM

decouples from the thermal bath. Following the argument of Lee and Weinberg [37], Mpy is
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Figure 11: The annihilation cross section of Higgs portal DM. The parameters are set to be
k= 0.5,my, = 126 GeV.

roughly proportional to

1
Mpn x — 138
DM X T (138)
Here o and v denote the annihilation cross section and the relative velocity, respectively. (...)

means the thermal average. The cross section of annihilation processes of the scalar singlet
DM can be found in [36]

2
(ov) = K2 2 2 12
T
Smm (4 - m—Q) + Zh b
myg mgmg
(i m_§>3/ 2 i
2 2
mg mg

m2 2 2 \?2 m2
5W(Z)< W(Z’> 2+<1—2 s ) 1- YD ww(zz)

_ 2 2
= mg My z) mg , (139)
2 2
1—12% 2 2
K 4m2 1m m
o (f gy o h
Al_Q% 2ms myg
h

12This expression does not include the contributions from 4-body decay through virtual W and Z. Although such
contributions become important around mg = mz,w, this does not change our conclusion, and we ignore this effect.
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where oy = 1,07 = 1/2 and I', = 4.07MeV. We plot {(ov)~! as a function of mpy; in FigITl
It is found that there are three local minima at mpy ~ 80,90, and 126 GeV. The global
minimum corresponds to runaway mpy. These local minima come from the threshold of W,
Z boson and Higgs boson. This observation means that if mpy; is equal to myy, mz or my,
then Mpy is locally maximized. However, singlet scalar with mpy =~ 80,90GeV has already
excluded by direct detection [36]. Therefore, only the possibility is that the mass of the Higgs
and that of the DM are the same, mj;, = mpy ~ 126GeV. This possibility is testable by the
direct detection experiments [3§].
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