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Abstract

The chiral magnetic effect (CME) is a phenomenon in which an electric current is induced
parallel to an external magnetic field in the presence of chiral asymmetry in a fermionic system.
In this paper, we show that the electric current induced by the dynamics of a pseudo-scalar field
which anomalously couples to electromagnetic fields can be interpreted as closely analogous to the
CME. In particular, the velocity of the pseudo-scalar field, which is the phase of a complex scalar,
indicates that the system carries a global U(1) number asymmetry as the source of the induced
current. We demonstrate that an initial kick to the phase-field velocity and an anomalous coupling
between the phase-field and gauge fields are naturally provided, in a set-up such as the Affleck-Dine
mechanism. The resulting asymmetry carried by the Affleck-Dine field can give rise to instability

in the (electro)magnetic field. Cosmological consequences of this mechanism are also investigated.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the chiral magnetic effect (CME) [I} 2], electric currents are induced by magnetic
fields in the presence of chiral asymmetry. Since the CME originates from quantum anoma-
lies [3, 4], which are ubiquitous in quantum systems regardless of their energy scales, it can
play an important role in a variety of settings: relativistic heavy-ion collisions [2, [5HI2], Weyl
semimetals [I3HI9], astrophysical objects such as neutron stars [20H24], supernovae [25] 20],
etc. Moreover, it has been argued that in the early Universe, when the chiral asymmetry
was well preserved [27], the CME can cause a tachyonic instability in the (hyper)magnetic
fields [28] 29]. This “chiral plasma instability” has recently been studied with full magneto-
hydrodynamic simulations [30-33],! which showed that a maximal transfer of chiral asym-
metry to magnetic helicity is likely to occur. One implication is that these maximally helical
(hyper)magnetic fields may be the source of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe [35-41].2

In this scenario the chiral asymmetry, the origin of the CME, is usually carried by light
fermions. On the other hand, even if there are no light fermions, such an effect can also be
observed in the low-energy effective theory of axions [50H53], where it takes the form of an
anomalous coupling between the axion and gauge bosons [54].> In that case the background
dynamics of the axion field also induces an electric current, similar to the CME. Accordingly,
it has been argued that the chiral asymmetry can be interpreted as an axion-like scalar degree
of freedom [56-58]. Indeed, the cosmological coherent dynamics of axion-like fields has been
utilized to show how cosmological magnetic fields could be generated during inflation [59-62]
and after inflation [63H66], or later times [67].

In this paper, we more directly investigate the analogy between the magnetic field am-
plification from the axion-like field and that from the CME. In particular, we find that the
dynamics of the axion-like field gives rise to a non-vanishing chemical potential for the global

U(1)pq symmetry,® similar to the chiral chemical potential. The difference between these

1 See also Ref. [34] for the lattice study on the chiral plasma instability.
2 This mechanism can be used to explain the proposed intergalactic magnetic fields from blazar observa-

tions [42H49]. However, since baryons may be overproduced in this case [0}, 41], more careful analysis is

required around the period of electroweak symmetry breaking.
3 See also the recent discussions in Ref. [55].
4 We use the notation U(1)pq to denote a global U(1) symmetry which is broken anomalously by gauge

interactions, as first proposed by Peccei and Quinn.



two scenarios lies in the conservation of the chirality/global U(1)pq charge. In the CME
case, after chiral asymmetry is generated, chiral symmetry is approximately restored so that
a maximal transfer of chiral asymmetry to magnetic helicity is possible. In contrast, in the
axion case, the full dynamics is driven by a scalar potential which explicitly breaks U(1)pq
symmetry. Hence, the U(1)pq charge is not conserved when the magnetic fields are ampli-
fied. From this perspective, the magnetic field amplification from axion-like fields reported
in the literatures is not maximally efficient.

Notably, the anomalous coupling of axion-like fields is not limited to QCD or string-
theoretical axions but is common to pseudo-scalar fields in general. One example in cosmol-
ogy that takes advantage of the pseudo-scalar dynamics is the Affleck-Dine (AD) mechanism
for baryogenesis [68, [69]. In this mechanism, a complex scalar field with baryonic (leptonic)
charge acquires a large expectation value in the early Universe, and a non-vanishing velocity
in the phase direction (i.e. the Nambu-Goldstone mode) is provided by the explicit baryon
(lepton) number-violating interactions. Baryon asymmetry is also generated at the same
time. In implementations of the AD mechanism, the baryon (lepton) number-violating in-
teractions quickly become ineffective, such that a baryon (lepton) number is conserved after
its generation. The interesting consequence is that the complex scalar exhibits a coherent
rotation in the field space with a constant angular velocity.

In this paper, we point out that if a complex scalar field of the AD mechanism is charged
under the U(1)pq, maximally helical magnetic fields can be easily obtained. Thanks to
the anomalous coupling of the phase-field to the U(1) gauge fields and a conserved current
induced by a constant U(1)pq asymmetry, only one helicity mode of magnetic fields is am-
plified. Thus, our mechanism is more efficient than previous realizations of magnetogenesis
through the axion-like field dynamics and is similar to the chiral plasma instability.

This idea has several important implications for model building in early Universe cos-
mology. First of all, if axion-like fields such as Peccei-Quinn-Weinberg-Wilczek (PQWW)
axions [50-53] experience cosmological evolution like the AD mechanism, it leads to a new
mechanism of magnetogenesis. We also note that such magnetic field amplification can even
occur in the usual AD mechanism, i.e., even in the minimal supersymmetric standard model
(MSSM) and other supersymmetric extensions of the Standard Model of particle physics
(SM). Indeed, we shall show that in some flat directions of the supersymmetric SM, the
phase-fields of the complex AD fields have anomalous couplings to the unbroken U(1) gauge



symmetry, and this new mechanism can be naturally realized. This may change the cos-
mological consequences of the AD mechanism, such as @-ball formation [70H76]. One may
wonder if our idea may spoil the AD mechanism as a mechanism for baryogenesis. Indeed,
even if the rotating AD field generates both baryon (B) and lepton (L) asymmetries while
maintaining B—L = 0, these asymmetries are efficiently transferred to the magnetic helicity,
so they become smaller. However, as shown in Ref. [40], the baryon asymmetry is regener-
ated through the transfer of the magnetic helicity during the electroweak phase transition.
Thus, the AD mechanism can still be responsible for the baryon asymmetry, albeit indirectly,
like the case discussed in Ref. [41].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. we shall study the cosmological conse-
quences of the complex scalar field with the anomalous coupling to the unbroken U(1) gauge
symmetry. We identify its evolution, like the AD mechanism, and determine the resultant
magnetic field properties generated by this new mechanism. Then, in Sec. we discuss
how our mechanism may be realized and embedded within well-motivated extensions of the
SM. Finally, in Sec. [[V] we provide some concluding remarks and future prospects for this

mechanism.

II. MAGNETOGENESIS FROM A ROTATING SCALAR IN THE FIELD SPACE

A. Axion-induced current as the scalar chiral magnetic effect

First, we study a toy model as a low energy effective theory and investigate its cosmolog-
ical consequences. In the next section, we will discuss realizations of the scenario in realistic
models of physics beyond the SM. Let us consider a simple model of a complex scalar field (a

la AD field) with an approximate global U(1)4 symmetry and a massless U(1) gauge field,
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motivated by the AD mechanism [68, 69]. This is enough to catch the essence of our idea.
The scalar field ¢ is neutral under the U(1) gauge interaction. Here we adopt the metric

convention g, = (—, 4+, +, +) and consider the Friedmann background ds? = —dt*+a?(t)dx?
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with H = a/a being the Hubble parameter. We use the dot as the derivative with respect to
the physical time t. my is the zero-temperature mass, cy is a numerical coefficient of the order
of the unity that parameterizes the negative Hubble induced mass, b, and a, parameterize
the small global U(1)4 symmetry breaking terms (b and as-terms, respectively), and M
is the cutoff scale of the higher-dimensional operators. We assume that the scalar field
receives the negative Hubble induced mass squared during and after inflation and the value
of ¢y does not change significantly. b4 is taken to be real while a, is taken to be complex
without loss of generality. FH = " F,/2y/—g is the dual tensor with €*?” being the
Levi-Civita symbol, €"2% = 1, § = §(x) is the phase-field of the complex scalar ¢(z), e is
the gauge coupling constant, and cg is the numerical coefficient of the order of unity for the
anomalous coupling. As the phase-field 6 is the (pseudo) Nambu Goldstone boson associated
with spontaneous symmetry breaking of the U(1)4, it can be also regarded as an axion-like
field.
When the Hubble parameter is much larger than the zero-temperature mass, the net mass
squared term is negative and the scalar field gets an expectation value as
6= Eeon, 2
Once the phase of the scalar field acquires a non-zero velocity, 0 # 0, this yields the U(1)4
asymmetry in the system,
na=i(¢'¢ — ¢¢") = 0. (3)
The non-zero velocity of the angular field originates from the rotation of the complex scalar
in the field space due to the U(1) 4 breaking as-term, as in the case of the AD mechanism [68|
69]. Taking this configuration as the background, it can easily be seen that the equations of

motion for the gauge field are given by

e? ~ 1d € 9B, e?
O.(v—gF*" )+ +/—gcr—=(0,0)F* =0 ———(a*E" ©
WV =g ")+ gCF47TQ( u9) = a? dt<a )+a(t) ozi T ane

0B =0. (4)

Thus we determine that the current induced by the number density of the U(1) 4 asymmetry,

- e? .. e na(t) .
‘qa=cp—0B' = cp———"——B"
Jina = CF 472 T2 a3 (t)p2(t) (5)

mimics the chiral magnetic effect [1], 2] with a correspondence
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Here the physical electric and magnetic fields are defined as

. . 2(¢ . . —2(4) ..
E'=at)F", E;=a'(t)Fy, B;= “2( )eiij]k, B’ = GT()e”’“ij. (7)

This effective current is nothing but an axion-induced current in the axion electromagnetism.
In the literature it has been argued that the chiral magnetic effect is understood to be an
effective axion field [56H58]. Here we just emphasize that by relating the axion velocity
0 to the number density of the U(1)4 asymmetry, the correspondence between the chiral
magnetic effect and the axion-induced current is clearer. Note that the number density
of the chiral asymmetry at a high temperature 7" is given in terms of the chiral chemical

potential by ns = usT?/6.

B. Generation of U(1)4 asymmetry and magnetogenesis in the early Universe

The axion-induced current causes tachyonic instability on the gauge fields, which is the
essence of axionic inflationary magnetogenesis [59H61]. In that case, the non-zero axion
velocity 0 is driven by a (time-independent) axion scalar potential, and the gauge field is
mainly produced just after inflation, i.e. during several oscillations of the axion field [64-66].
Therefore, the corresponding current (o< 6’) is not a constant and even changes sign during
the magnetic field amplification process. In this sense, the magnetic field amplification is less
efficient, and the process is somehow different from the chiral plasma instability [28-32) [41].
In contrast, if the rotation in a complex scalar field space is induced by a U(1) 4 breaking term
that is no longer effective after its onset, the dynamics of the phase-field becomes different
from that of the axion mentioned above. The barrier of the scalar potential along the axion
direction 6 decreases over time and disappears so that the axion does not oscillate and 0 can
be taken as a constant until the backreaction becomes important. In this case, the process is
quite similar to the chiral plasma instability. In the following, we investigate the mechanism
that generates the U(1)4 asymmetry in a similar way to the AD mechanism [68, 69], and
the resulting magnetogenesis.

Suppose the Universe undergoes inflation, followed by a matter-dominated era due to
inflaton oscillations. Here we adopt the model with Eq. , assuming mg ~ |ag| > \/@.5

When the Hubble parameter is large during inflation and the period of inflaton oscillation

5 If ag is much larger than mg, unwanted symmetry-breaking vacua appear, hence we have to be more careful
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(H > mg/\/cu), the ¢ field follows the (time-dependent) potential minimum generated by
the balance between the negative quadratic and positive |¢[>"~ term, ¢ ~ (HM"=3)1/(=2),
with a spatially homogeneous distribution. Thanks to inflation, we naturally suppose that
the phase-field 6 is also spatially homogeneous. As the Hubble parameter decreases, eventu-
ally the potential minimum disappears at Hos >~ mg/\/cy and the ¢ field starts oscillation

around the origin. At the onset of oscillation, the a,-term also gives a kick in the phase

direction so that the non-zero number density of the U(1)4 charge,
na~ 2 0, with ¢~ goe = (meM™ Y2 g~ my, (8)

is generated and the trajectory of the scalar field in the complex field space is an ellipse with
a small eccentricity for a, ~ mg [69]. Here the subscript “osc” indicates that the quantity

is evaluated at the onset of the scalar field oscillation. The scalar field evolve as

o ox a2 0~ my=const. 9)

The former in Eq. @ comes from the fact that both the real and imaginary parts of the
scalar field are harmonic oscillators in the matter-dominated Universe and damp in pro-
portion to t~!, and the latter is derived from the comoving number density conservation,
a’ny = a*fp® = const. During the evolution, the U(1) 4-breaking a,-term potential decays

—3n/2 whereas the quadratic term scales as a=>. Hence, roughly in Hubble

in proportion to a
time after the onset of oscillation, the U(1)4 breaking term becomes ineffective and ny is
nearly preserved as long as the bs-term is negligible. Figure |1 shows the schematic picture
of the evolution of the ¢ field.

Before proceeding, let us comment about an issue omitted in the discussion above. Indeed,
to show our idea simply and clearly, we do not take thermal effects into account [78, [79]. In
principle, there should be thermal corrections to the scalar potential even before the com-
pletion of reheating, since the partial decay of inflaton quanta generates a high temperature

plasma as a subdominant component of the Universe. The absence of such thermal correc-

tions are valid if, e.g., the inflaton decays mainly into a hidden sector and the SM particles

to ensure that ¢ is not trapped in the false vacua [77]. If a, is much smaller than my, the trajectory of
¢ becomes highly elliptical with a large eccentricity so that 6 strongly oscillates. In this case, magnetic
fields would be generated through HF,“,F #¥ coupling but quantitative estimates get more complicated,

which is beyond the scope of this study.
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FIG. 1: Schematic picture of the evolution of ¢ field

are not significantly produced. If thermal corrections to the scalar field potential exist, they
induce an early onset of the scalar field oscillation, whose eccentricity is larger.
Concretely, this requirement is satisfied if the thermal correction is smaller than the bare

mass term at the onset of ¢ oscillation. Typically the thermal potential is given as 78] 79

1
S The? for T > .
2

Vch(@) = 4 @
Tg\ log T2 for T' < ¢,

(10)
where Tgy; is the temperature of the Standard Model plasma. We did not explicitly write
the coupling constants of order of unity that give the dominant contribution for the thermal
potential (typically gauge couplings or the top Yukawa coupling). The upper one is the
thermal mass which is active when the fields directly coupled to the ¢ field are light enough
to be in thermal equilibrium. If the masses of the coupled fields are heavier than the
temperature, My ~ ¢ > Tgy, as will be discussed in Sec. [[IT A] a two-loop contribution gives
the lower one, the thermal logarithmic potential [79]. If we suppose that the inflaton decay
rate is much smaller than the inflaton mass, the reheating process is well described by the

perturbative decays of the inflaton field. The temperature of the hidden sector Ti;q as well



as that of the Standard Model sector before the completion of reheating are given by [80]
Thia ~ (M HDya) ", Tsu o (M3 HTg) ", (11)

where M, is the reduced Planck mass and g (I'sm) is the decay rate of the inflaton into
the hidden sector (the Standard Model sector). Note that the former of Eq. is related
to the reheating temperature of the hidden sector as I'yq =~ TF%H /M. Since Tgy decreases
more slowly than the Hubble parameter, it is important to evaluate the thermal potential
at around H =~ myg. For my < .5 which is the case of our interest, the thermal logarithmic

potential must be smaller than the Hubble induced potential. Thus, Tsy < +/Poscmo and

Psar <€ 2% 1075GeV (105&\/) <1oigcev>2' (12)

In terms of the branching ratio, the constraint reads

2 T -2
B 4 10—16 < mo > ( Soosc ) RH . 13
Fsm <K & X 105Gev ) \10sGev) \ 105 Gev (13)

The small branching ratio might be achieved by tiny couplings (gsm << ghidden) OF by kinemat-

ics (Mhidden € Minflaton < Mr ~ ©osc) during magnetogenesis. A detailed implementation
of viable reheating models is an interesting problem, but beyond the scope of the paper, so
we leave it as future work.

Now let us examine how the gauge fields are amplified due to the tachyonic instability
and how they backreact to the scalar field dynamics. The equations of motion for the phase

direction of the scalar field and gauge fields are given by

0u(V =% (£)0"0) — \/_CF16 sFuwF*™ =0, (14)
O (V=gF™) + ﬁcFm(aue)ﬁW = 0. (15)

The latter exhibits the instability of the gauge fields for the non-zero background 6. It can
be explicitly seen as follows. As long as the phase-field evolves with a homogeneous constant
velocity, 0,0 ~ (9, 0,0,0), with a negligible backreaction, we can take them as a background
for the evolution of the gauge fields. Switching from the physical time to the conformal time

so that ds? = a*(7)(—d7? + dx?), the equations of motion for the gauge fields read

0? 0? eta(t
_ 2 A eyl
ar? ’+2j:ax§ e

€ik0; Ak =0, (16)
2



where we work in the radiation gauge V - A = 0, Ag = 0. To solve the equations of motion,

it is convenient to work in the momentum space by performing a Fourier transformation,
d3k ikx
(1, ) Z 3/2 [AN(T, k)ein(k)e™™ + he] (17)
with €; 5 (k) being the circular polarization tensor that satisfies
ein(k) ex(k) =0\n Ken(k)=0, i kiepr(k) = Nkeir(k). (18)
With these decomposition the equations of motion for the Fourier modes are rewritten as
0? ea(T)

2
— WA/\(T k) — k" Ax(7, k) + cr 102

We see that the last term acts as a tachyonic mass term for OX > 0 (A = +1) and triggers

ONEAN(T, k) = 0. (19)

the instability of the gauge fields. For the inflaton oscillation epoch with a(t) oc t?/3 o 72,
the + mode of the gauge field feels unstable for 6 = 0 at kis/a(Tins) ~ cpe?0/47% around
(Tins)Tins = 472 /(cpe6), equivalently His ~ cpe?0/872 ~ cpe?mgy/8m2. As a result, for
a given sign of § just one mode grows exponentially, so maximally helical gauge fields are
obtained. Here the subscript “ins” indicates that the quantity is evaluated at the time
when the instability starts to grow. Here we assume that there is no thermal plasma in the
Standard Model sector, which includes relevant U(1) gauge charged particles, as has also
been discussed in the ¢ field dynamics.

It also modifies the equations of motion of the gauge fields , by introducing a friction
term —ogy0A, /0T with ogy ~ 1007 [81, 82] being the electric conductivity induced by
the SM plasma. Light charged degrees of freedom would also induce electric currents like
the Schwinger effect. Then the magnetic field amplification would become less efficient [62]
and the light particles may be thermalized [83]. As a result, the process of gauge field
amplification becomes more involved. In light of this, here we assume that there are no light
charged degrees of freedom, which can be satisfied if all charged degrees of freedom acquire
their masses from the AD field. Investigation of this effect is left for a future study. See also
the discussion at the end of Sec. [TTBl

The amplification of the gauge fields stops when the backreaction from the gauge field
production becomes non-negligible. By taking a spatial average, Eq. can be understood

as the conservation law for the sum of chiral asymmetry and magnetic helicity,

0 - e? 1 i
9 <a3(7)4p29 + cF@h> =0, h= V/Vdgxe ik 4,0, Ay.. (20)
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Therefore we can estimate that when

e? cp e’ g ) )
CF@ sat — VF@ v d3x€ljkAi8jAk = ag(Tins)902(7—ins)0 = a’3<7—osc)()02<7—osc)9
o o= T 03 (Tose ) 02,0 (21)
sat — T o Tosc)Posc
t cpe? 1%

the amplification of the gauge fields saturates. In other words, magnetic field amplification
stops when the maximal transfer from chiral asymmetry to magnetic helicity is completed.
Here the subscript “sat” indicates that the quantity is evaluated at the time when the gauge
field amplification becomes saturated. Since the instability induces an exponential growth,

we approximate Ty, ~ Tins. Focusing on the magnetic fields, by approximating

2
Bsat kins
where By = 5
a (Tins)

kins/a(Tins) ’

the magnetic field strength B and coherence length \g are obtained

812 [a(Tosc) 3/2 o a(Tosc) 3/2 )
Bsa = osc —_/ = 2 osce
* cpe? (a(Tms)) 4 a(Tins) V2 a(Tins) 14

~ /2 (Hms) Poscl ~ 2 x 10'? GeV? < Pose ) ( f ) : (23)

hsat =~ a2(7-sat)AsatBsat = a3(7-ins)

Asat7 (22>

Hosc 1012 GeV 103 GeV

k’ t - 62 . - 3 9 .
At = Ap(Tas) = 27 (=) 2w (epr50) =gt
Bsat B(T ) " (a(Tsat)) " (CF47T2 ) " (1G6V) (103 Gev)

(24)

at the time when the gauge field amplification gets saturated. Here we take e ~ 0.3. It is
noted that B,y is independent of cp while Ap g is inversely proportional to cr. Note also
that in the absence of thermal plasma, electric fields in amounts similar to the magnetic

fields are produced at the same time.

C. Cosmological evolution of magnetic fields

So far we have not specified the relationship between the U(1) gauge symmetry discussed
in the previous sections and the U(1) in the SM. Let us investigate the cosmological conse-
quences when the gauge fields are those of the U(1) gauge symmetry in the SM. After the
saturation of the gauge field amplification, the physical magnetic field (as well as the electric

field) evolves adiabatically, B oc a=2 and A o a, until the SM particles are thermalized and

11



the magnetohydrodynamics becomes important for their evolution [38], [86]. Once the SM
particles are thermalized, the electric fields are screened due to the thermal effect, while the
magnetic fields retain their properties. The magnetic fields induce the fluid dynamics and
the fluid develops a turbulence. Then both the magnetic fields and velocity fields start to
co-evolve according to the magnetohydrodynamic equations and follow the inverse cascade
process once the eddy turnover scale of the fluid catches up with the magnetic field coherence
length, \g ~ vat ~ B/,/pH, where v, is the Alfvén velocity [84, 85]. The magnetic field
further evolves until today according to the magnetohydrodynamics, which determines the

linear relation between the magnetic field strength and coherence length today as [84]

As(to) ~ Ipe (5@%) , (25)

where t( is the present physical time. On the other hand, thermal plasma induces a large
electric conductivity, which ensures the comoving magnetic helicity is a good conserved

quantity. Since it is also conserved during adiabatic evolution, we have the relation
a(t0)3)\B(tO)B(t0)2 ~ a(TjnS)3)\B(TjnS)B(TjnS)2. (26)

Then we have

3 3
As(to) B(ty)® = (aﬂ) (a> Ains B

a(to) aRH

TP (Hru\® (12 x 10%GeV? < Dosc >2 0
O gRETE L\ Hing cr 102Gev/ | 105GeV

=9 x 1()*68 TRH Hipg - 12 x 1024@'6\/3 ( Posc )2 0

108 GeV GeV cr 1012GeV 103 GeV
_ 10_35 pCG2 TRH Hins 2 ( Posc )2 9 (27)
a cr 108 GeV ) \ GeV 1012 GeV 103GeV |’

where we have used ¢,, = 3.91,T) = 2.3 x 10713 GeV, Ipc = 1.56 x 102 GeV™!, and 1 G =

1.95 x 1072°GeV? (in natural Lorentz-Heaviside units) and assumed that at H = Hgy,

the Universe is filled with relativistic particles with the effective temperature Try, and the
energy density and entropy are given by p = (72gRH /30) T3y, s = (27297 /45)T3 . We have

also assumed that the Universe is eventually filled with the SM radiation without additional

entropy production. Combining it with Eq. , and assuming cp ~ 1, we obtain the

12
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present magnetic field properties,

3 ) 1/3
T 13 /. 2/3 0 0 2/3
Blty) ~ 10710 G [ — 2 — _roe 28
(to) (108Gev GeV 103 GeV <1012Ge\/> ’ (28)
B ) 1/3
— TRH 1/3 Hins 273 0 Posc 2/3
Ap(to) ~ 102 pe ([ —— — o ) 29
z(fo) pc(mSGeV) GeV 10° GeV (1012Gev) (29)

This suggests that the detection of intergalactic magnetic fields with maximal helicity can
be a trace of this scenario.

Moreover, we note that the set of fiducial values is suitable for baryogenesis [40]. This is
not surprising because if there is not a magnetic field amplification and the asymmetry is

conserved, the asymmetry-to-entropy ratio is

3 N 2
n Gosc (%) 9
- = o8e ~ 10 30
2= (i) a0 (30)

for the fiducial values. In this scenario, if the generated magnetic fields are those of hyper-

gauge interaction, the asymmetry produced by the scalar field dynamics is first transferred
to hypermagnetic helicity. It is eventually transferred back to the baryon asymmetry at the
electroweak phase transition, without large loss in the sum of magnetic helicity and U(1)4
asymmetry, similar to the case studied in Ref. [41]. Even if electroweak symmetry is broken
down to the electromagnetism by the expectation values of the scalar field and the electro-
magnetic fields are produced in this scenario, they transform into the hypermagnetic fields

once the scalar field decays. Then the same process follows for baryogenesis.

D. Comment on the by-term

The effect of the by-term has been ignored to avoid the time variation in the U(1)4
asymmetry. However, from the phenomenological point of view, this term is unavoidable in
some realizations. We discuss how small this term should be for successful magnetogenesis.

Let us examine the evolution of the scalar fields in more depth after the onset of oscillation.

Taking into account the by-term, the masses of the real and imaginary parts of the complex

Myejim = /MG £ 2by = Mg £ Am. (31)

scalar field differ as

13



When by is hierarchically smaller than mg, Am ~ b,/mg < mg. The evolution of the scalar

mot

fields is given by

2
L
<

¢r(t) = Re(o(t))

<

¢1(t) = Im(o(1))

12

mo

which yields

dr(t)dr(t) — dr(t)dr(t) __ mg cos(2Amt) — Am cos(2mot)

V= PR(t) + ¢7(t) T 1 —sin(2mot) sin(2Amt)

(33)

0 evolves with the combination of the oscillation with a longer period Aty ~ (Am)~! and
the one with a shorter period Atg ~ (mg)~!. This means that after the onset of oscillation,
the trajectory of the scalar in the field space is approximately a circle, as long as t < Aty,
so that we can take 6 as a constant. Let us adopt an ansatz that 6 is regarded as a constant

if 0.9mg < 0 < 1.1my. This corresponds to sin(Amt) < 0.1. Thus we take
At = 0.1(Am)™! (34)

as the criteria for the duration during which @ can be regarded as a constant. For ¢ > At,,
eventually it becomes decoherent and 6 cannot be taken as a constant any longer.

Since the magnetic field amplification occurs within the time scale

At ~ H D ~ 0629'_1“*062771_1 (35)
ins =\ F 162 —\ 162 0)

requiring that this is shorter than At., we obtain the constraint on Am as

2 2

Am < cp 1607r2m0 or by <cp 160 ———mg ~ 5 x 10" cpm}. (36)

This gives a constraint on the by-term in the phenomenological model building during mag-

netogenesis.

III. REALIZATION

In this section, we describe how the low energy effective Lagrangian Eq is realized
in the well-motivated models. The idea is completely analogous to the couplings between

axions and gauge fields. Namely, for large values of ¢ > my ~ ay, = O(0.1 — 1TeV),
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U(1) charged fields get heavy, M; ~ y;¢p, from the interactions like y;dtbr1og + h.c.. After
integrating out those heavy fermions, an anomalous coupling in the form (e20/1672)F,, F*
is induced by the triangle diagrams. Note that the relevant light degrees of freedom are 6,
and U(1) gauge field, A,. We will demonstrate several examples in well-motivated models
of the physics beyond the SM as proofs of concept. This suggests that such an anomalous
coupling and magnetogenesis are general features of the AD mechanism and other similar

cosmological scenarios.

A. Two Higgs Doublet Model

The first (clear) example is that the phase-field 6 is the angular direction of the Higgs
field in the type-II two Higgs doublet model (2HDM). Since it is nothing but the PQWW
axion or the CP-odd Higgs field, by mapping the global U(1)4 to the approximate Peccei-
Quinn symmetry U(1)pq (H1Hy — e " H,Hs), we obtain the unbroken gauge symmetry
U(1)em for the large Higgs expectation values. In this case, all U(1),, charged SM fermions
and vector bosons get heavy, and the anomalous coupling between the light CP-odd Higgs
and the U(1)en gauge field is generated at low energies. Therefore, we expect the effective
Lagrangian in the form of Eq. . Let us see in more depth how to realize our situation
of interest in the type-II 2HDM, and especially, how to realize the coherent motion of the
Higgs fields and the vanishingly small b-term as discussed in Sec. [[ID]

1. Scalar potential

Let us first investigate how to construct the scalar potential that allows the Higgs fields
to develop large expectation values during inflation The SM gauge charges and PQ charges
for the SM fields in the type-II 2HDM are given in Table [ which allow us to determine the

Yukawa couplings as

_ ‘CYuk
v =g

For the Lagrangian of the Higgs sector

= (Ya)ijQridr; H1 + (Yu)i;Qrivr;Ha + (ye)ijLrierjHy + h.c.. (37)

- ’D/LHI‘Q—i_|-D,LLH2|2+V<H17H2>7 (38)

. »CHiggs

15



Fields || Qri| uri | dri | Lri| eri| H1| Ho

SU2).ll 2 | 1 | 1| 2 | 1|22

Uy || 1/6 | 2/3 |-1/3|—=1/2| =1 |1/2|-1/2

Ulpgll 1 | =1 | -1 1 |[-1|2] 2

TABLE I: The SU(2)r,x U(1)y and PQ charge assignment in the SM.

the form of the scalar potential V(H;, Hy) is important to realize our setup. Note that the
PQ symmetry is anomalous under the hypergauge interaction.
There are eight degrees of freedom of the Higgs fields in total, which are characterized in

terms of the four complex scalars as

HY H;)
H1 - y H2 - . (39)

HY Hy
Indeed, we can construct scalar potentials with a flat direction using a complex scalar degree
of freedom among the four, while the other six degrees of freedom are heavy enough along
the flat direction. To realize such a feature, some key ideas can be borrowed from the
supersymmetric (SUSY) extension of the Standard Model for illustration. Two Higgs doubles
are naturally introduced, and there are three contributions to the Higgs potential, namely,

from the D-term, F-term, and soft breaking terms. Assuming that the PQ symmetry of the

Higgs sector is broken only by the following higher dimensional superpotential,

(H\Hy)?

2 (10)

Wpqs =

the scalar potential of H; and Hs is obtained as

4(|Hy|? + |Ho|?)|H  H |
M2

a
Van(Hy, Hy) = m2|Hy |2 + m2| Ho|? + (MH(HJ{Q)? + h.c.> +
g*+ g7
8
Here H Hy = e, HHS and M is the cutoff scale. The first three terms in the RHS in

Eq. are the soft SUSY breaking terms with m; ~ mg ~ ayg = O(0.1 — 1TeV). The last

2
2 * —x|2
+ (H 2 = |Hy)?) +%]H1+H§ + HOH, [

(41)

term in the first line is the F-term contribution. The quartic potential in the second line is

the D-term potential, which gives the approximate flat direction:
0 1 gpe—iQ

(Hl)D—ﬂat = 1 . s (H2>D—ﬂat - 2

B (42)
Jpe 0
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Note that once the Higgs fields develop the expectation values along the flat direction, the
coupled charged Higgs get heavy and their expectation values vanish, and hence there is no
F-term (and D-term) contribution from them. Focusing on the flat direction, parameterized
by the fields ¢ and 6, we obtain the effective potential of the a la AD field (¢ and 6) in the
form of Eq. (without the Hubble induced mass).

Let us check whether the other six degrees of freedom become sufficiently heavy along
the flat direction. Along this direction, taking ¢ > mg, we can see the splitting of the
mass spectrum into heavy modes with masses of O(p), and light modes as follows. As
SU(2); x U(1)y is spontaneously broken to U(1)en, and denoting the fields along the flat
direction as §H, three scalar degrees, G° = Im(6HY — §HY) and GT = 6H — §H, ™,
G~ = G are eaten by Z° and W+ and become heavy with masses go/2 and W@/Q,
respectively. One of the CP-even Higgs degrees of freedom HY = Re(6HY — 6HY) and the
charged Higgs components HT = §H,” + 6H,*, H~ = H™™ are also heavy with masses
\/ng /2 and gp/2 at the leading order. The scalar fields ¢ and 6 get masses only from
soft terms and a higher dimensional operator, so they are much lighter than the above six
scalar degrees of freedom. It is clear that the 6 field is the CP-odd Higgs/the PQWW axion.

The negative Hubble induced mass terms for H; and Hy can be added as
AViubble = —C1H2’H1’2 - 02H2’H2’2, (43)

by supposing, e.g., the non-minimal couplings to gravity, —& R|H,|* — &R|Hs|? with R
being the Ricci scalar, or non-trivial Kohler potential between the inflaton and the Higgs
doublets in the supersymmetric case [69, 87]. Note that the Ricci scalar is R = O(H?)
during inflation and a matter-dominated Universe.

In Eq. , we did not address the by-term potential presented in Eq. (ie. AV =
byH1Hy + h.c.). A sizable by-term is diadvantageous for generating magnetic fields as
discussed in Sec. . However, if by is much smaller than m? +m3 as required, the value of
(|HY|) in the present Universe is too small to be realistic, because {|H3|)/{|HY|) ~ |bg]|/(m1+
my)?. This leads to non-perturbatively large Yukawa couplings to obtain the correct masses
of down quarks and charged leptons, mg/. = ya/.(|H9|). One way to avoid this problem and
give more freedom to the bgy-term is to consider the case where the by-term in the present
Universe is dominated by the vacuum expectation value of a scalar field as by ~ (S?) =

O(m? + m3), by introducing a gauge singlet PQ charged complex scalar field, S, while the
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PQ breaking bare by-term is vanishingly small. Let us consider the following potential for

the S field,
A
AViiorm = (Mm% + k1 |[Hi|? + ko Ho[H)|S|? + (kH1 HyS? 4 a%S +h.c.) + ZS|S|4. (44)

Here |mg| ~ |as| = O(m? + m3), k, k1, ke, and Ag are parameters on the order of the unity,
and ag is the soft PQ breaking parameter, which allows the S field to develop the vacuum
expectation value on the order of 0.1 — 1 TeV in the present Universe. When the Higgs
field develops the expectation values along the flat direction, H; ~ Hy ~ ¢ > |mgl|, S
becomes heavy with a mass of O(y), and its vacuum value shifted by the ag-term is quite
suppressed as (S) ~ a}/¢? < mo = \/(m? +m3)/2. The resulting by = kS? ~ a$/p* is
much smaller than m32, and satisfies Eq. . As the ¢ value decreases and becomes O(my),
then (S) ~ myg, and by ~ m3, so the PQWW axion becomes heavy with a mass of O(my),
which is safe from various astrophysical/collider constraints.

We would like to emphasize that the scalar potential we suggest in this section is a proof
of concept, in which a flat direction (|H;| = |Ha|) exists and by-term is dynamical, which is
suitable for our magnetogenesis scenario. Clever ideas are welcome and desirable in order
to provide a more natural set-up for our mechanism. See App.[A] for a concrete example to
realize the Hy H, flat direction without a bare by-term in a supersymmetric extension of the

SM (Hl — Z:O'QH;;, and HQ — ZO_QH;)

2.  Effective action with light degrees of freedom

Let us now see how the anomalous coupling ~ (e2/16m2)0F,, F*” is obtained in the low
energy effective Lagrangian. Here we focus on the non-supersymmetric theory although we
use the SUSY-inspired potential. When the Higgs fields obtain large field values along the
flat direction ¢ > mg, we can divide the fields, not only the Higgs field described in the above
but also the matter and gauge fields, into heavy fields whose masses are proportional to ¢,
and light fields which are massless or obtain masses at most with the soft breaking scales.
The former includes the quarks, charged leptons, weak gauge bosons, and heavy Higgs fields,
as well as the singlet scalar S, if any, and the latter includes the gluons, (electromagnetic)

photons, neutrinos, and the light Higgs field (the a la AD field). In the unitary gauge, the
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Lagrangian density for the light fields is

2
. L:light

1 1 1
~ = §TrGWG’“’ +ivpot O, + ZFWFW + 5(8”))2 + %(@9)2
1 || i
+ §(m3 —cpH?)o* + 8—Mgo4 cos(46 — 64) + A2’ (45)
where ay = |agle?®4, m2 = (m? +m3)/2, cg = —(c1 + ¢2)/2. mZ can be naturally positive

even if m¥m3 < 0 in order for electroweak symmetry breaking in the present Universe. The

Lagrangian density for the heavy fields up to the quadratic order is given as

e Sy g (S8 @ty + (U e

| |
+ 50080 + 5 (md + (1 + 2 + )" ~)S%+ V2ai S

2 4
1 1 K1+ Ko — K
_(8 SI)2+§(m%+< - Z ) >52+¢m<27 D + 2 Z% >¢uz
+ ¢dz <Z’7“D 4 2% > ¢61759)¢dz + wez <Z’}/ D + 2 QO W59> ¢ez
1 _ g 0’ 1 (9> + 9°)¢°
SWEWHT p S WEWRT p — 70 700 e 770 46
+ 9 H 4 + - 47 + ] m ) ( )
where Dirac fermions are constructed as
UL dr; €Li
wui = 5 wdi — 5 wei = 5 (47)
UR; dRi €Ri

by using the chiral representation for the Dirac matrices, S = (Sg + iS;)/v/2, and for
simplicity x and ag are taken to be real. The unbroken gauge group is SU(3)cX U(1)em, and

the corresponding covariant derivative is given by
D, =0, —ig TG}, —ieqyp Ay, (48)

where T is the generator of SU(3)c, and gy is the EM charge for a given fermion . For
quarks, Ti ; = A" /2, where Af; are Gell-Mann matrices, and for charged leptons, T¢ =
The EM charges (qy) are ¢, = 2/3, ¢4 = —1/3, and ¢. = —1. We ignore the interaction
between 6 and S because it does not have any effect on our interest.

For low energy scales much less than ¢, the effective action can be obtained by integrating
out heavy fields. Since the expectation values of heavy fields vanish, basically they do not
leave any traces except anomalous couplings and threshold corrections. While the latter can

be absorbed by the redefinition of model parameters, the former should be added explicitly
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to the Lagrangian. This is derived by calculating one-loop triangle diagrams mediated by

heavy fermions (v, ¥q,, ©.,) so that

*Canom 2N 2 2 N 2 I
— — 2% 0TrG,, G* + % (3¢2 + 3q; + q2) OF,, F™
T

V=9 1672
2

393 v € N
= CSOTIG,L G - o 0F,, . (49)

Here Ny is the number of heavy families, and we take Ny = 3 for the SM. The appearance
of such anomalous terms can be understood by noting that the flat direction is charged
under PQ symmetry, which is anomalous under the SU(3)¢ and U(1)en, and all PQ charged
fermions are heavy along the flat direction. Then, we arrive at the low energy effective
Lagrangian density Eq. , and conclude that magnetogenesis is successful in the type-II
2HDM. We do not worry about the current induced by the Schwinger effect because all

U(1)em charged particles are massive.

B. LH, flat direction in supersymmetric SM

In the previous section, we utilized some of the properties of the supersymmetric SM
just to justify a part of the form of the scalar potential in the type-II 2HDM, but did not
take into account any SUSY partners. In this section, we shall consider the supersymmetric
extension of the SM more seriously, as is adopted in the AD mechanism. In the MSSM, or
extended supersymmetric SMs, there are many scalar fields, namely, the SUSY partners of
the SM fermions such as squarks and sleptons, which exhibit many flat directions [88], along
which the scalar potential vanishes except for the SUSY-breaking effects and contributions
from non-renormalizable operators. Scalar fields can develop expectation values along a flat
direction to cause the AD mechanism.

As a proof of concept, let us focus on the LH, flat direction, which has been often
used for the AD leptogenesis [89]. In order to make the scalar dynamics simpler, we will
consider a flat direction only governed by a slepton with a single flavor f, Ly s, and H,5,

while H; and other scalar fields do not develop non-zero field values. Hereafter we use

6 Note that multiple flavors of sleptons [90] as well as the H, field [91] can co-exist with the Ly ;H,, flat
direction, which lead to possible multiple field dynamics in the AD mechanism. Indeed, in the MSSM, due
to the u-term and Bp-term, the expectation value of Hy field is induced along the L ¢ H,, flat direction.
See App. |§| for the detail.
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the tilde for supersymmetric partners. Such a condition can be easily realized, e.g., in the

next-to-minimal-supersymmetric Standard Model (NMSSM) with a superpotential,
c c c 1 2 1 3
Wimssm = YuQrugpHy + yaQrdrHa + yeLregHy + ASH, Hy + §m55 + gFGS . (50)
It can be easily seen that with the configuration

0 - —pe
(Hu)D—ﬁat = 1 _ 5 (LLf>D—ﬁat = 2 ) (51)
—pe
290

0

the D-term potential as well as the F-term potential for the ¢ and 6 fields vanish and
their potential is lifted only from the SUSY breaking effects as well as the Hubble induced
terms which give them “small” masses, on the order of the soft SUSY-breaking mass, mgos =
O(TeV), and the Hubble parameter, respectively. The scalar fields H; and S acquire “large”
masses of O(Ap) along the F-flat direction so that we can integrate them out for low energy
effective theory.

Taking H,; = S = 0 while keeping the H, and L, ¢ fields explicitly, the form of their scalar
potential is the same as in Eq. by replacing (Hy, Hs) to (H,, fLLf). Since Hy and Lp,
have the same SM gauge charges, this clearly shows that the expectation value of ¢ breaks
SU(2).x U(1)y symmetry down to the U(1)ey so that the three scalar modes in the H,
and L s fields other than the ¢ and 6 fields are absorbed by vector bosons. Similarly, one
CP even and one complex field also become also heavy with the masses of O(gy) from the
D-term potentials. As a result their field values can be safely set to be zero, and, again, they
can be integrated out. The low energy effective scalar potential along the D-flat direction,
parameterized by the ¢ and 6 fields, is the same as that of Eq. .7

The difference compared to the non-supersymmetric type-II 2HDM studied in the previ-
ous section is the additional fermionic degrees of freedom: Higgsinos (I:Iu, ]:Id) and gauginos
(Wa, B), and a pattern of the fermion mass splitting. While all the charged fermions get
massive in the 2HDM case, massless charged fermions remain along the Ly ;H,, flat direction.

The Yukawa interactions are given by

(yunguLz‘u%i +g(H) W H + yer L fHy ey + 9(£%f>*eLfWJr> +he,  (52)

7 The absence of other flavors of sleptons can be justified by supposing a positive Hubble induced mass for

them.
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for the charged fermions who get masses from the expectation values of H, and L, s- In the

unitary gauge, the corresponding Lagrangian density for the heavy fermions is written as

i »Cheavy

v

= i (w D+ % 906”59) Yui + Vm, (w“D + 2906‘”59> Y,

+ de (Z”)/'MD 4 g061’}'59) de + wW <Z’}/‘LLD 4 2(,06 1’759> wW (53)

2

where the Dirac fermions v are defined as

ur; W= Hy eLy
wui - ot ) 77DHu = Pt y de = CTd ) djw - ot . (54>
Up; H) €Rs |74

Note that 1, and by become heavy due to the non-zero (L) = ¢/2. They have the same
electromagnetic charges (g. = —1), but couple to the axion oppositely, so integrating them
out does not yield low energy coupling between the axion and photons. This is consistent
with the fact that lepton number is not anomalous under U(1)ey. There is no such cancel-
lation between v,; and ¥y, (¢, = 2/3,qu, = ge = —1), providing the low energy couplings
as

2

Eanom Nfg
_Emom 9oy, G+
v—g 16m2 1672

3q> 3e?
= —20TrG, LG 4
1672 1672

(Nf3q5 — qg) HFWFW

SOF,, Fr. (55)

Once more, we have used Ny = 3. Since (H;) = 0 during the evolution of ¢, three d-quark
pairs Ygi—123 = (dri dgi), and two charged lepton pairs e 2r = (er; eﬂi) are massless.
Because in our field basis those light charged fermions only couple to Hy, not H, and f/f,
there is no coupling between the axion and massless fermions. This can be seen by assigning

U(1) 4 charges to the fermion fields and the axion 6 as

5 7 1
=-"B--L-Y-— -
Q¢ 4 4 Gem ‘l‘ 4QPQ, (56)

so that the axion charge is one, Qg = 1, but the electromagnetic charged massless fermions
are neutral. The PQ charge assignments gpq are given in Table . Since this U(1) 4 contains
the PQ charge, it is also anomalous under SU(3)cxU(1)ep

By supposing higher dimensional operators



Fields | Qri| u,; | d%; | Lpi| €5 | Ha| Hal| S

SU2).ll 2 | 1 |1 | 2 | 1|2 2|1

U(l)y || 1/6 |—2/3|1/3 |-1/2| 1 |1/2|-1/2| 0

Ulpoll 1| 1 | 1| 1 |1 ]|-2|-2]4

TABLE II: The SU(2);,x U(1)y and PQ charge assignment in the NMSSM

and the negative Hubble induced quadratic terms for L s and H, in the same way as the

2HDM case, the final low energy Lagrangian density for the light fields is given by

£eff ]- v . 1 v 1 SOQ
— = = §TrGWG“ +ivoto,v + ZFWF“ + §<au90)2 + 7((9#‘9)2
1 2 2\ 2 |(l¢| 4 906
+ E(m0 —cnH?)p™ + 8—Mf<P cos(40 — 04) + S_MJ%
3 2 L
+ Vaiiy" Dythui + Peil V! Dythe; — —=. o8
2 Sult Dbt 3 i Dib = )

We have imposed the ag-term while the by-term is absent since lepton number breaking is
prohibited at the renormalizable level. Thus we reach the effective Lagrangian in the form
of Eq. , but massless U(1), charged particles also exist.

We can take a different field basis, by 6 dependent chiral transformation of d-quarks
and charged leptons. Then the axion photon couplings can be removed through the chiral
anomaly. Instead, axion-current interactions are generated.® Therefore this coupling is
important for both the generation of gauge fields and the helicity of the fermions, which
has also been discussed in the context of inflationary magnetogenesis in Ref. [62]. Fermion
production through the axion-current interaction has also been studied recently in Refs. [95-
9g].

Because Wyum breaks lepton number and becomes the source of the neutrino masses as
the Weinberg operator, there is the lower bound on M from the upper bound on the neutrino
masses »_m, < O(0.1eV). On the other hand, since we do not know the lower bound on

the lightest neutrino mass, a very large value of My is allowed. For example, in order to

8 The coupling between the phase of the AD field and currents has been used for the realization of
spontaneous baryogenesis in Refs. [02H94]. Our discussion suggests that magnetic fields are also produced
in these setups.
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have the fiducial value for magnetogenesis, Qo5 ~ 1012 GeV, studied in Sec. [lI| for mg ~ 10*
GeV, My ~ 10* GeV, we require a tiny neutrino mass m,,, ~ 1077 eV.

Let us comment about the effects of massless charged particles on magnetogenesis.
Through chiral anomaly, once helical magnetic fields are generated from the dynamics of
the rotating scalar, fermions with chiral asymmetry will be also generated, by satisfying
Ah ~ (€?/167?)Ans, with ns being the number density of the chiral asymmetry. Moreover,
through the Schwinger effect, non-chiral particles can be also generated, which can lead
to thermalization of the charged particles [83]. As is discussed in Ref. [62], these effects
will suppress the efficiency of magnetogenesis. Thus we might not have as much magnetic
helicity as much as evaluated in Sec. [[I}

However, in the case of standard chiral plasma instability, the numerical MHD studies
have shown that full transfer of the chiral asymmetry to the magnetic helicity is possible even
in the fully thermalized system [30H33]. From these observations, we expect that even in our
case the full transfer of the scalar asymmetry to the magnetic helicity can be accomplished
in the existence of light particles as well as the thermal plasma. For a concrete conclusion,
nevertheless further investigation is needed, which is left for a future study.

In this subsection we have focused on the LH, flat direction as a concrete example for
proof of concept, but we expect that similar effects can be seen in other flat directions in
the supersymmetric SM, including the MSSM, because it is often the case that an unbroken
U(1) gauge symmetry remains along the flat directions. For example, in the case of udd flat
direction, a linear combination of the hyper gauge field, and the third and eighth gluons is
unbroken and its anomalous coupling to the angular direction of the complex flat direction
is expected.

In this section, we show that the new mechanism of magnetogenesis studied in Sec. [[] can
be naturally realized in the PQWW axion dynamics as well as in the usual AD mechanism.
As described in the introduction, our findings have two important messages. Namely, 1)
by supposing a cosmic history like the AD mechanism, axions can generate magnetic fields
efficiently. 2) In some cases, the AD mechanism also generates magnetic fields, which requires
careful analysis of the scenario. Since we have only studied some of simplified situations
to show the proof of concept of the idea, further studies are needed to give precise and

quantitative consequences of this effect.
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IV. DISCUSSION

In this work, we studied the evolution of U(1) gauge fields that have an anomalous cou-
pling to the phase of a rotating complex scalar field, which is often realized in cosmology
in the context of the AD mechanism. The existence of such an anomalous coupling is not
surprising since the phase of the AD field can be identified as an axion. Compared to other
existing scenarios of magnetogenesis from axion dynamics, in which the axion oscillates
around the PQ breaking potential, our magnetogenesis is novel in the sense that the PQ
breaking effects are important only at the onset of dynamics in the phase direction, and are
absent during most of the evolution of the phase-field. As a result, only one helicity mode
of the gauge fields is continuously subject to the tachyonic instability. This allows the full
transfer of the asymmetry from the scalar field to magnetic helicity, making magnetogen-
esis more efficient. The mechanism studied in this work is analogous to the chiral plasma
instability, in which the chiral magnetic effect induces an instability in the magnetic fields.

We have shown that our mechanism can be realized in well-motivated extensions of the
SM. As a proof of concept, we have demonstrated that the PQWW axion in the type-II
2HDM, as well as the phase of the complex LH, flat direction in the AD leptogenesis, can
act as a phase-field of the rotating scalar in this new magnetogenesis scenario. We also note
that magnetogenesis induced by anomalous couplings is a general phenomenon of the AD
mechanism, which has not been recognized before.

In order to evaluate the consequences of magnetogenesis, we employed a relatively sim-
plified setup. Namely, we have assumed a negligible thermal plasma in the scalar field
dynamics and omitted the effects of possible light charged particles. The inclusion of the
thermal effect would trigger an early onset of the scalar field rotation, making 0 vary during
oscillations. The effect of light particles is the induction of an electric current, which corre-
sponds to the Schwinger effect in a vacuum and an ohmic current in thermal plasma. It will
screen the electric field and suppress the efficiency of the magnetogenesis. Estimating the
induced current in the presence of the chiral anomaly is a considerably involved task which
we leave for future work. A natural consideration is whether the anomalous coupling of the
AD field can play an important role at later times. In particular, one may expect that the
coupling can introduce a new channel for )-ball decay, since this process breaks the global

U(1) symmetry that guarantees the stability of ) balls. However, while the size of a ) ball
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is inversely related to the velocity of the phase-field, the instability scale is larger than that
by a factor of 1/, where « is the fine structure constant. Therefore, at first glance, we
expect that (Q-ball decay triggered by anomalous coupling is not so efficient, but this effect

still could be interesting to explore in more depth.
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Appendix A: H, H,; flat direction in supersymmetric SM

In the MSSM, the H, H,; scalar field configuration is not a good flat direction for magne-
togenesis, because the constant Bpu-term explicitly breaks the PQ symmetry at the renor-
malizable level. The corresponding quadratic scalar potential (AV ~ BuH,H,; + h.c.)
strongly disturbs a long time rotation in the complex field space. In the NMSSM discussed
in Sec. because of the quartic potential induced by the F-term (AV ~ A\?|H,H4|?), the
H,H, is not even a flat direction. In this appendix, we construct a viable supersymmetric
extension of the SM in which the H,H, field configuration exhibits a flat direction.

Let us introduce two gauge singlet chiral superfields S and S¢ with the PQ charge as-
signment in Table Then the relevent superpotential can have the form
S?H,H, n S35¢ n (H,Hy)*

M,y M, My

W =y, QrupH, + yiQrdzHy + ye LrerHg + (A1)

where My M, and M3 are very large constants compared to the weak scales. The bare ;1 and
By terms are forbidden at the renormalizable level. However, we allow higher dimensional

operators which explicitly break the PQ symmetry such as (H,Hy)?>/M3. Including soft
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Fields | Qpi| uy; | d%; | Lpi| €5 | Ha| Ha| S | 5°

su2)Ll 2 | 1 | 1] 2 | 1|22 1|1

Uy || 1/6 |—2/3| 1/3 |-1/2| 1 [1/2|-1/2| 0 | 0

Ulpoll 1| 1 | 1] 1 |1 ]|-2|-2]|2]|-6

TABLE III: The SU(2)z,x U(1)y and PQ charge assignment

SUSY-breaking terms, the scalar potential of the neutral scalar fields is given by

A[hg hg|? 91S[° 1SI'Y | ce As c
V = (m%—FTlQ(i) ’S|2+W+( Sp-i- MQ) |S |2—|— |:(MQS)S —l—h0:|
A 6/|S5]%(S55¢)* ho1? + |h
L[ A e, ISP 2P + AGP)(S
M, M, M, MM,
|SI* S As
(o ) e (o, + B ) e+ 2 oy
A(|hol? + [ha)[hahgl* | ¢* + g”
2 T+ (1BS — 1R9)%)" (A2)
M3 8

i ] RO + h.c.

In the present Universe, large vacuum values of S and S¢ are developed by the following

scalar potential which is relevant for the dynamics of S and S¢, assuming that m% < 0,

mz. > 0.
9516 2A5(|S|? 30 Oge
V(S) = —|ms|?|S|2 + | l +m2. ]S + 2(|S[) cos(36s + S)yscy+...
M3 M,
Aslm
= (50) = O(/TmsTh). {15%) ~ 0 (22l s ). (A3)
Sc

Here, the nonzero expectation values of the S and S° are induced by the negative mass
squared term of S. The large value of M, ensures the large expectation values of these fields,
which justify the omission of the Higgs fields in evaluating them. Then the expectation value

of S dynamically induces p-term and Bu-term as

<S2) M, M,
= — B Ajp~ A A4
M, |m | M, n= A1l 177’Ls]w1 ( )

We naturally assume M; ~ My, so that g ~ |mg| = O(mg), Bu ~ Ai|lmg| = O(m?;,) are
realized in the present Universe.

On the other hand, for the large expectation values of the Higgs fields as |h0] = |hY| =
©/2 ~ /moMs > Mg with the assumption of M2 ~ M2 < M2, the large positive mass
squared term of S is induced by the scalar potential p?|S|2/M? ~ (Msz/M;)*mZ|S|? >
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Im%||S]?. Consequently, the S field is trapped at the origin during magnetogenesis. Since
the Bu-term is dynamically absent in this period, we get a sizable amount of magnetic fields

through a long time evolution of the H,H,; phase field.

Appendix B: H; field configuration along the LH, flat direction in the MSSM

In this appendix, we study the configuration of H, field along the LH, flat direction in
the MSSM, in which p and Bu-terms are given by constants. We show that H, field gets
expectation value induced by the LH, flat direction, which makes the anomalous coupling
of the phase direction of the LH, flat direction to the photon vanish.

We consider the following superpotential of the MSSM and lepton number violating higher
dimensional operators,

(LLfHu)2

W =y,QrupH, + yaQrdrHi + yeQrerHy + nH, Hy + 7

(B1)

Keeping in mind that LH, flat direction and H, H, flat direction can coexist [88, O], let us
parameterize the relevant scalar degrees of freedom along the LH, flat direction as [91]
N 7 0 A
Ly = , H,= H,; = . (B2)
0 h? 0
Then the scalar potential from D-terms, F-terms, soft breaking terms, and the Hubble

induced mass term is

V = (m} + c . H?) |0 + (m3y, + 1i° + e H?)|hy|* + (mFy, + caH?)|hg|®
AR w|* | | 207h ?

0
M2 M :uhd

A,
+ (Mﬁ%g? + Buhlhd + h.c.> +

2 2
gty 12\ 2
+ = (Wl = Ihal* = 17F)" (B3)

where |c,l, |cal, |cr] = O(1). We can easily see that the field configuration of the pure LH,
flat direction (|h2| = |7|) with |hJ] = 0 is impossible since there is the tadpole potential for i9,
induced by SUSY breaking (Bu(h2)hY) and supersymmetric (u(0?h%)*h3/M) contributions.
Therefore we have to estimate how (hg) can be large along the LH, direction.

For the large values of |h?| and || compared to soft SUSY breaking masses, the D-term

potential makes one scalar degree heavy, so we can integrate out the corresponding field
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through the equations of motion. Parameterizing the scalar field amplitudes as
hul = @u,  |hal = wa, 7] = 1. (B4)

for m?, H? < @3 < @2 ~ pf < M?, which is realized for the negative Hubble induced mass
for L and H,, ; is determined by the D-flat condition,

07~ 2 — o5 (B5)

By imposing this D-flat condition, the potential for ¢, and ¢, as well as the gauge invariant
phase fields, 05 and 6;,, defined as

hohg = @upae™™,  Thy = pupre™ ™", (B6)
is given by

Verr(0us pa) = [miy, + p* —mi + (ca — cp) H?] ¢
43 cos (0 — 2‘9L):|
Pu

+ _2Bu<,0d cos Oy — A

I 24,07 20 4%
+ m%_’_m%]u_’_HQ—i_(cL"—cu)HQ_ g cos( L)+ ¢d:| 2

M Mz
[Appgcos(0g —201)] 24, co820;, 1203 , 8¢l
— . B7
+ 7 u Tt i 2 | Pt p (B7)
Here we have assumed that all constant parameters are real for simplicity.
For m < H, with a reasonable assumption:
2 2 2 2

my, +my, +p° + (cp + co)H” <0, (B8)

v, gets a finite vacuum value as

= (pu) =cVHM, (B9)

V(pu) ~ (cr + cu) H* 2 + WSO?L

with ¢ = O(1) whereas 4 < ,. By inserting this to the potential, supposing cq—cy—12¢* >
0, the dominant contribution for the vacuum value of ¢, is given by

V(pa) ~ (cqg — e, — 12¢ H? 2 + % cos(0y — 201)pq = (pq) = O (%(gp@) . (B10)

Note that the contribution from the p-term is stronger than that from the Bu-term. The
angular field, 65 also get a mass squared of O(uH (p,)/{p4)) ~ H?, so that 0y is also heavy
and follows the slow-rolling 6, as (fy) = 20, + .
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As H decreases and crosses the value of O(u), the field value of ¢, becomes around /M.
Then the contribution of Bu-term is no longer negligible for the potential of the ¢, field so
that

V(¢a) ~ (m3y, + p* —m7 )05 — (Bupu(t) cos Om)pa = (pa) ~ @u(t). (B11)

Now the dynamics of 8y is governed by the Bpu-term, which gives a constant heavy mass of
O(v/Bp), so 8y will exhibit the damped oscillation around 7. Therefore, while the phase
of LH, rotates in the same way as the usual AD leptogenesis, the H,H, rotation will be
quickly damped away. Since all the massless electromagnetic charged fermions in the pure
LH, flat direction, such as d quarks, acquire heavy masses from the H, field value, the
anomalous coupling between the phase of LH, flat direction and photons is cancelled in
the low energy effective theory. Now we have found that the dynamical phase 6; does not
have the anomalous coupling to photons and another phase 6y, which has the anomalous
coupling, no longer shows the constant velocity, we conclude that in the MSSM with a bare
Bu-term the magnetogenesis does not happen unless the Bu-term is sufficiently suppressed
as discussed in Sec. Note that in Ref. [91] the Bpu-term is not taken into account. This
is the reason why 6y becomes constant and is not damped after the onset of scalar field

oscillations around the origin there.
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