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Abstract

The scotogenic model is the Standard Model (SM) with Zs symmetry and the
addition of Z; odd right-handed Majorana neutrinos and SU(2), doublet scalar fields.
We have extended the original scotogenic model by an additional Z; odd singlet
scalar field that plays a role in dark matter. In our model, the asymmetries of the
lepton and Zs odd doublet scalar are simultaneously produced through CP-violating
right-handed neutrino decays. While the former is converted into baryon asymmetry
through the sphaleron process, the latter is relaid to the DM density through the
decay of SU(2);, doublet scalar that is named “asymmetric mediator”. In this way,
we provide an extended scotogenic model that predicts the energy densities of baryon
and dark matter being in the same order of magnitude, and also explains the low-
energy neutrino masses and mixing angles.
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1 Introduction

The existence of dark matter (DM) and the non-zero value of the baryon asymmetry of the
universe (BAU) are long-standing unsolved puzzles in the standard theory of cosmology and
particle physics. In fact there is no candidate for the DM particle in the standard model
(SM), and accordingly, various particles have been suggested and studied intensively for the
DM in particle theories beyond the SM (BSM). One of the most promising candidates of
DM is the so-called weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP), and the relic abundance
of the DM can be calculated by its annihilation cross-section for the thermal freeze-out
scenario.

The other problem, namely, BAU is positively realized through the mechanism of lepto-
genesis [1]. Lepton asymmetry is generated by the CP-violating decay of the right-handed
neutrinos. Then this lepton asymmetry is converted into baryon asymmetry through the
sphaleron process. It is obvious that the amount of the produced baryon asymmetry is de-
termined by the masses of the right-handed neutrinos and Yukawa couplings in this thermal
leptogenesis scenario.

The relic abundance of the DM and baryon are measured by the Planck observations
of the cosmic microwave background (CMB), and the current values are given in the fol-
lowing [2]:

Qpmh? = 0.120 £ 0.001 (1.1)
Qph? = 0.0224 + 0.0001 , (1.2)

where we express the Hubble constant A in units of 100 km/s/Mpc. Surprisingly, these
two abundances are strikingly similar as Qpy/Qp ~ 5, although the DM and BAU are
independently produced through different processes in general. This coincidence of these
relic abundances implies the existence of mechanisms that link the productions of the DM

and BAU together.

Asymmetric dark matter (ADM) [3-17] is one of the frameworks where the coincidence
between the relic abundances of the DM and baryon is realized. In this framework, an
asymmetry of the DM and anti-DM number densities is produced in the early universe. As
the universe cools, the symmetric component annihilates into the SM particles, and then
the remaining asymmetry component explains the observed relic abundance of the DM.
Generations of the DM asymmetry are roughly classified into two types. One is the sharing
mechanism that the asymmetry related with BAU in the SM sector is firstly generated,
and then the produced asymmetry is shared between the DM and SM sectors through some
interactions. The other is the cogenesis mechanism in which the asymmetries of the matter
and DM are generated simultaneously.

In this article, we focus on the cogenesis mechanism in the scotogenic model. The
scotogenic model [18] is one of the seesaw models [19-22]. In scotogenic model, right-
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handed neutrinos and a neutrino-philic inert SU(2);, doublet scalar are introduced, and
these fields transform odd under an exact Z, symmetry. The masses of the light neutrinos
are generated through an one-loop diagram. Moreover, the lightest Z5 odd field is stable
and can be a candidate for the DM. However, this Z; odd scalar can not be a DM in the
context of the ADM. This is because the mass of the DM should be the same order of
magnitude as that of proton, and such a light DM which interacts with the weak gauge
bosons is strongly constrained by the requirement that neutron stars do not gravitationally
collapse into black holes [23-39].

From these reasons we introduce an additional Z,; odd singlet real scalar as the DM
in the scotogenic model. In this new model, the SU(2), doublet scalar plays a role of the
mediator which links the DM and right-handed neutrinos and relays the asymmetry to
the DM. Firstly, the CP-violating decays of the right-handed neutrinos generate the same
amount of the lepton and mediator asymmetries simultaneously. After annihilation of the
symmetric component of the mediators, the asymmetric component decays into the DM,
and then the mediator asymmetry converts into the relic abundance of the DM. Thus, the
same order of number densities of the baryon and DM are realized. #!

This article organized as follows. Next section we review the scotogenic model and
neutrino parameters. In Sec. 3, we discuss the leptogenesis and DM production in the
scotogenic model with a real singlet scalar DM. In Sec. 4, we show the parameter region
where the model in this paper explains the observed baryon asymmetry, DM density, and
neutrino mixing parameters simultaneously. Finally, our conclusions are discussed in Sec. 5.

2 Scotogenic Model with Singlet Scalar Dark Matter

In this section, we introduce a new scotogenic model by adding a real singlet scalar field.
The matter contents of the original scotogenic model are of the SM plus three right-handed
neutrinos N; (i = 1,2,3) and an inert doublet scalar . The SM fields are even under a
discrete Zs symmetry but non-SM fields: the right-handed neutrinos N;(i = 1,2,3), an
inert doublet scalar 7, and a single scalar o, are odd under this symmetry. In Tab. 1, the
matter contents of our model are summarized.

It is important to note that a singlet scalar ¢ plays a role of DM in our model #2. As
will be mentioned below, this field is the lightest particle among the Zs-odd fields, and
therefore the stability of the dark matter is guaranteed.

#1There is another model which realizes the coincidence between DM abundance and baryon asymmetry
in frameworks of the scotogenic model [40,41]. In these papers, the lepton asymmetry is generated through
annihilation and coannihilation of dark sector particles.

#2The scalar field o may be also a complex scalar field. There is no difference between these choices
except for the degree of freedom.



feld fermion scalar
L e, N H n o
SU2), 2 1 1 2 2 1
Zy + + - + - -

Table 1: Matter contents of the extended version of scotogenic model.

The SM left-handed lepton doublet, the right-handed charged lepton, and the Higgs
doublet scalar are denoted by L, e, and H, respectively. Under this setup, the Lagrangian
relative to the neutrinos and scalar potential is given by

_ 1.
1 1 1 1
V(H,n,0) = p3|H|> +m?n|* + §m302 + 5/\1|H|4 + 5/\2|77|4 + 5/\304 + Ay H?[n]?
1
+ X[ Hn> 4+ | H > 0® 4+ A7 |n|?0? + 3 [As(H'n)* + Hec]

+ L [po(H'y) + Heel] | (22)

V2

where « (i) denotes the index of the flavor (mass) eigenstates, M; represents the mass
eigenvalue of the heavy neutrino N;, 7 = ioon*, and u? is negative. All the parameters
in the scalar potential can be chosen real without loss of generality. Only the SM Higgs
acquires a nonzero vacuum expectation value (VEV), and the other scalars do not.

As we will show in the following section, our scenario works under the condition that m,,
(u) is much higher (lower) than the electroweak scale. Therefore the mixing between CP-
even neutral components of n and ¢ is negligible although u plays an important role in the
dark matter production and should not be zero. Additionally, we assume \g, A\7 < 1 to avoid
constraints from direct detection experiments and thermalization of the DM in the early
universe. After the SM Higgs acquires a nonzero VEV, the masses of the charged, CP-even,
and CP-odd components of the inert doublet scalar, n = (7, 7°)" with n° = (n+in;)/V/2,
split and are given by

1

m727+ :77’L727 + 5)\41}2 , (23)
1

m%R ~m? + 5()\4 + X5 + As)v? (2.4)
1

mfh Zm% + 5()\4 + )\5 — )\S)U2 s (25)

where v is the VEV of the SM Higgs field. That of the singlet scalar DM is given by
1
min 2 m2 + 5)\61}2 : (2.6)
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Figure 1: One-loop diagram that generates the neutrino masses.

The neutrino masses are radiatively generated as shown in Fig. 1. #3 The mass matrix
of the active neutrinos are obtain as

W m?2 m?2 m?2 m?2

ai'vBi r r nr Nr
viaB — luz 1 — 1 . 27
(My)ap Z 3272 [mfm — M? SVE m%l — M? t M? (2.7)

i
In addition to the assumption that m,, is much higher than the electroweak scale, we assume
further that the mass of the right-handed neutrinos are much heavier than m, _and m,, .

Thus, for m < M; and \gv? < m%, the mass matrix of the active neutrinos can be

g,
approximated as follows:
)\8’02 hz, El M 2
Das = > In— — 1| , 2.8
(Mo)as 3272 M; t m3 (28)

%

where m§ = (mj;, +m;. )/2.

For convenience, we introduce the Casas-Ibarra (CI) parametrization [42], following
Ref. [43] in which the leptogenesis scenario in the scotogenic model is discussed. The mass
matrix for the light neutrinos is rewritten by the diagonal matrix D, in the following way:

M, = DAt (2.9)
271'2 2Mz
(Dp)ii = /\—8&'—@2 =N, (2.10)
with
2 2 2 2 -1
5. — 1 M22 mnR 1 mnR o mm 1 mnl (2 11)
= Y8m2 —m2 \mZz —MZ M2 m2 — M2 M2 ' '
R nr Nr 1 7 un 7 7

#3There is another contribution to the active neutrino mass by o. Note that effectively Ag term is induced
by the exchange of ¢ with the coupling uo(H'n). It is negligible because \g > (/ut/mg)2 in this model, and
we do not discuss it here.
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Figure 2: Summary of our scenario for generating the baryon asymmetry and DM
relic abundance. The mass of right-handed neutrino (mediator) is denoted by my(m,).
T%, Thecay, and Tppy is the freeze-out temperature of the mediator annihilation, that when
the mediator decay gets active, and that when the Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) be-
gins, respectively. Check (v') and cross (x) marks represent that the corresponding process
becomes important and ineffective, respectively.

For the hierarchical masses structure between the right-handed neutrinos and inert scalars
(my, < M;) and the small scalar four-point coupling (Asv® < m?), the parameters & can
be approximated as

8
(o (M /mg) —1]

&~ (2.12)

The mass matrix for the light neutrinos can be diagonalized by a unitary matrix called
Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix U [44-47] as

UM, U = diag(my, my, m3) = D, (2.13)

Note that we follow the convention of the Particle Data Group [48], and it is different from
that of Ref. [43]. The Yukawa couplings are written as follows:

hai = (UD; RIDY) (2.14)

at

where R is an arbitrary complex orthogonal matrix satisfying RRT = 1.

3 Cogenesis Mechanism in the Scotogenic Model

In this section, we discuss the generation of the baryon asymmetry and DM through the
cogenesis mechanism in our extended scotogenic model. Firstly, we summarize the story of
the generation of the DM and baryon asymmetries in the extended scotogenic model. Our
setup is displayed in Fig. 2.



Figure 3: Feynman diagrams contributing to the asymmetries of the baryon and inert
doublet scalar.

In the early universe, the right-handed neutrinos are thermally produced in the SM
thermal plasma. After the temperature gets lower than the mass of the lightest right-
handed neutrino N; 74, the decay process of N; becomes out-of-equilibrium. Then, the
asymmetries of the lepton and mediator are generated by the CP-violating decays of N;
as shown in Fig. 3. We must notice that the interaction nn <» H H should become out-of-
equilibrium to avoid the wash-out of the mediator asymmetry. Therefore the coupling g
should be small, but on the other hand, sufficiently too small Ag spoils the generation of
the neutrino masses by the scotogenic seesaw mechanism.

After the temperature drops lower than the mediator mass, they quickly annihilate into
the SM fields through the SU(2), interaction. The mediator asymmetry is generated in
the same process as that of the lepton, and the annihilation process does not change the
difference of the number density between n and n': n An = Ny — Nyt wWith ny = ngo +n,+ and
Nyt = Mo« + Ny, as long as Ag is small enough to neglect the CP violating annihilation,
nm — HH (n'n" — H'HT). During the annihilation, n,, is, therefore, equal to the lepton
asymmetry n,; if the decay rate of 7 and 7' is less than the Hubble parameter H. After
falling out of equilibrium of the annihilation process, the density of n becomes much smaller
than that of 7', and the hierarchy of the number densities is realized as |n Al =2 Mt >y,
Subsequently, the decays of the remaining n' start at the temperature Ty, and then, n A
is converted into the DM number density np,,. Thus, the number density of the DM has
the same order as those of the SM lepton and baryon. Hereafter, we discuss the details of
each period of the early universe.

#41n this article, we assume that the asymmetries of the baryon and inert doublet scalar are dominantly
generated by the decay of the lightest right-handed neutrino V;.



3.1 Leptogenesis in the scotogenic model

The baryon asymmetry of the universe is provided by the thermal leptogenesis scenario in
our model. In leptogeneis scenario, the lepton asymmetry is firstly generated by the decays
of the right-handed neutrinos. The generated lepton asymmetry depends on the following
asymmetry parameters [49]

> o [T(N; = Lon) — D(N; = Lan')]

Z [F(N- — Lon) + T(N; — EanT)}

- hTh Zlm [{ (h'h), }}F(rﬁ,m), (3.1)

F(x,y):ﬁ{u”x 2 ( Ty )— -2 (3.2)

(1—1y)? 1+x—2y x—1

Here we denote that the Dirac Yukawa coupling h shown in Eq. (2.1), n; = m?/M?, and

€ —

ri =M 32 /M?, and the function F'(x,y) comes from both the one-loop vertex contribution
and the self-energy contribution.

For the case that the masses of the right-handed neutrinos are hierarchical, the lepton
asymmetry is produced dominantly by the decays of the lightest right-handed neutrino Ny,
and thus the baryon to photon number ratio is approximately given by [50]

ne = —0.01l€e1k, , (3.3)

where k1 is the efficiency factor that presents the wash-out of the generated lepton asymme-
try. This efficiency factor is calculated by the decay parameter Ky = I'y/H(T = M;) [43]
defined as

27‘(‘2 45 Mpl ~

_ 2
K= As 2 647og, v? s (1= m)
1077 / —10 mi1
~15- 3.4
)\8 <1Il (7’]1)> 10-10eV "’ ( )

where ¢, stands for the effective number of relativistic degree of freedom, Mp; does the
Planck mass, and m = RD,R'. As shown in Eq. (3.4), the decay parameter is much
larger than 1 for the parameter region where we mainly focus and investigate. Thus in our
scenario, the lepton asymmetry is generated via the strong wash-out regime. For the large
value of K7, the efficiency factor can be approximated by [50]

1

mf) = 2K, [In k)08

(3.5)

The asymmetry na, = n, —n,+ makes the reaction rate of nn — H H larger than that of
n'n" — HTHT. The coupling constant \g should be small so as that the mediator asymmetry
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is relayed to the DM asymmetry. In the non-relativistic regime of the mediator, the number
densities n, and n,: exponentially decay with temperature cooling. This implies that, if
(0Vrel) pysmm Mo < H(T') in the relativistic regime, it holds in all of the regimes. Here
H(T) denotes the Hubble parameter. The annihilation cross section is roughly estimated
in the relativistic regime by

372

128772 ° (36)

(O—Urel>rm%HH - (Uvrel)nTnTHHTHT =

The requirement (ovyel),, g 7o < H(T') finds the following constraint;

[ T
s <3.9x1078 oV (3.7)

The relativistic cross section in Eq. (3.6) is available at 7" 2 m,,, and takes maximal for

T = m,. Most conservative constraint is found for T = m,, e.g., As < 3.9 x 107° for
m, = 10TeV.

3.2 Mediator Annihilation and Dark Matter Production

The asymmetry of the mediator is produced through the CP-violating decays of the right-
handed neutrinos. However, the mediator stays in thermal equilibrium in the early universe,
and the asymmetry of 1 and n' is much smaller than their number density, thus n Ay K
Ny, Nyt As the temperature of the universe falls below the mediator mass, the mediators
annihilate into the weak and hypercharge gauge bosons. After the annihilation of the
mediators and satisfying n, < n,+ & na,, the asymmetric component of the mediators
decays into the DM, and the mediator asymmetry converts into the DM density.

For verifying whether the symmetric component of the mediator sufficiently annihi-
lates, we evaluate the relic abundance of the mediator, assuming that the mediator has
no asymmetry. The relic density of the mediator after the annihilation process gets out of
equilibrium can be calculated by [51]

. 3.80
oo _ 9 x o , (3.8)

8 (g*s/gim) Mpimy, (0gUre)

Y0 =

where s stands for the entropy density, g.s does the total relativistic degrees of freedom for
entropy, and (ogvre1) does the thermally averaged cross section of the mediator annihilation
through the gauge interaction. The factor of 2 comes from the sum of the densities of n°
and nT. In Eq. (3.8), the ratio of the freeze-out temperature to the mediator mass, xy, is
evaluated by

re = o =n [0.038 (9/0./%) Mo, (05010)]



- %m {In [0.038 (9/g:/%) Mprmy, (o50:a)] } (3.9)

where ¢ is the internal degrees of freedom. Here we approximate the thermally averaged
annihilation cross section by its non-relativistic limit as follows:

(91)4 +6- (9192)2 +3- (92)4
256mm,,? ’

<Ugvrel> = (310)
where g; and g9 stand for the gauge couplings of the hypercharge and weak gauge bosons,
respectively.

For the sufficient annihilation of the symmetric component, Y, . should be smaller than
the ratio of the mediator asymmetric component to the entropy density as Y, o < Ya,.
Note that we emphasize that our estimation above is conservative. Assuming the existence
of the asymmetric component, the number density of the annihilation partner is larger
than that in no asymmetry case from the viewpoint of 1. Therefore the annihilation of
the mediator and decrease of the density of n proceed more effectively, and the relation,
Ny <K Nyt A Nay, can be realized more easily.

After the pair annihilation of the mediator, the asymmetric component decays into the
DM and SM Higgs boson as ' — Hfo. The decay width of the mediator is given by

12

=7 3.11
16mm, ’ ( )

Ldecay =
and the temperature when the mediator decay gets active, Tyecay, is obtained by I'gecay =
H(Tecay). For the successful coincidence, the mediator should not decay before the an-
nihilation of the symmetric component, and Tiecay should satisfy Tf > Tyecay. From this
condition, there is an upper limit on the scalar three-point coupling p. On the other hand,
the mediator decay during or after the BBN is cosmologically dangerous, and thus we re-
quest that the mediator decay starts by the BBN era, and the scalar three-point coupling
satisfies I'gecay > H(Ippn) with Tppny =~ 1MeV being the temperature when the BBN
begins. These two conditions give the following upper and lower bounds on the scalar
three-point coupling:

_ TBBN m H — Tdeca m
4 x 10712 U A x 1079y T 12
ST v Gev = Gev = ST BN Gev (3.12)

3.3 Cosmological Constraints on Asymmetric Mediator

In the era of the BBN, a part of the DMs, which are produced by late time decays of the
asymmetric mediators, can be relativistic. #> Such a relativistic DM contributes to the

#5For (Mg, Me) = (10* GeV,5 GeV) and T4ecay = 1GeV, the momentum of the dark matter is given by
|Po(tBBN)| = Mpa(tdecay)/2a(teen) = 0.5 GeV. Therefore, there is a possibility that a part of the DMs
which decay for T' < Tyecay is relativistic.



expansion of the universe in the BBN and alter the BBN prediction. In this subsection, we
estimate this contribution by the DM and confirm that the DM in our model avoids the
constraint from the BBN.

If the DM is relativistic in the BBN era, the energy density of the DM is given by

po(tBBN) = Ey(teeN)n0e (tBBN)

3
~ % (a(tdecay)) 'na(to) ( a(tO) )

2 \ a(tppN) a(tsBN)
_ 1025 3. My a(tdccay) /a(tBBN)
= 10* GeV/cm T0TeV 103

(L (it

where 18BN, fdecay, and ty are the times at the BBN, decays of the mediator, and present,
respectively. In Eq. (3.13), p, and n, stand for the energy and number densities of o,
respectively, and E, does the energy of 0. The deviation of the effective number of neutrino
species, ANg = Ng — N5M. is given by

8 11 % pa(tBBN>
AN, =—_—)] ————<
leen 7 ( 4 ) P+(tBBN)

po(teen)  10% GeV/cm?

=2.7x107"- ,
10% GeV/ecm?®  p,(tgpN)

(3.14)

with p, being the energy density of the photon. The contribution to the effective number
of neutrino species by the DM in this model is much smaller than the SM prediction:
NEM ~ 3.044 [52-55], and therefore the constraint on the DM from N.g in the BBN era
can be negligible.

4 Results

So far we have discussed the leptogenesis, annihilation of the symmetric component of the
mediator, and DM production in the scotogenic model. In this section, we discuss the
parameter region where our model realizes the coincidence between the observed baryon
asymmetry and DM relic density without conflicting with the results of neutrino oscillation
measurements. In the following results, the neutrino oscillation parameters, such as the
three mixing angles and two squared mass differences, and Dirac CP phase are fixed to be
their best-fit values [56]. The two Majorana CP phases are fixed to be zero as a reference.
The three complex angles in the complex orthogonal matrix R are varied as 1071° < |w;| < 1
and —7 < arg (w;) < 7 (¢ = 1,2, 3). The masses of the lightest active neutrino and mediator
field are fixed to be m; = 107"V and n = mj/M7 = 107°, respectively. The mass
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Figure 4: The baryon-to-photon ratio as a function of the mass of the lightest right-handed
neutrino. All the scattered points avoid the constraint on the sum of the active neutrino
masses and triviality bounds for the neutrino Yukawa couplings. Moreover, we focus on
the strong washout regime, and all the points satisfy K; > 10. The black dotted line shows
the observed baryon-to-photon ratio: 7% = 6.1 x 1071 In the gray shaded region, the
mediator is lighter than 1TeV, and we do not consider such a region to avoid the severe
collider bounds. The brown shaded region conflicts with the requirement in Eq. (3.7).

hierarchy of the right-handed neutrinos are assumed to be My/M; = M3/M; = 1.5. As a
reference, the value of g is fixed to be A\g = 107 and 1075.

In Fig. 4, we show the scatter plots of the baryon-to-photon ratio versus the mass of the
lightest right-handed neutrino. All the scattered points in Figs. 4 avoid the constraint on the
sum of the active neutrino masses and triviality bounds for the neutrino Yukawa couplings,
that is, S0, m; < 0.16eV (95% C.L.) [57] and |hai| < 1 for all @ and i. Moreover, we
focus on the strong wash-out regime, and all the points satisfy K; > 10. Therefore, the
approximate formula of the efficiency factor in Eq. (3.5) is valid. The black dotted line
shows the observed baryon-to-photon ratio: 7% = 6.1 x 107!, In the gray shaded region,
the mediator is lighter than 1 TeV, and we do not consider such a region to avoid the severe

collider bounds. The brown shaded region conflicts with the requirement in Eq. (3.7).

As shown in Fig. 4, the observed baryon asymmetry can be generated in broad range
of the lightest right-handed neutrino mass. The large-ng boundary of the scattered region
is determined by the active neutrino masses. For a fixed M; (and m,), too large Yukawa
couplings cannot realize the light masses of the active neutrinos. There is, therefore, a
maximal value of the baryon-to-photon ratio. The heavy-M; boundary is determined by
the triviality bound of the neutrino Yukawa couplings. From Eq. (2.8), the masses of the
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103 104 10° 106
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Figure 5: The relic abundance of n after freeze-out, Y;, -, as a function of the mediator mass.
The black dashed line corresponds to the observed baryon asymmetry, Yz = 8.66 x 10~

active neutrinos are obtained as

)\g hoﬂ'h/ji 5 X 106 GeV
107 1 M,

M, ~0.05eV - (4.1)
for m, /M; = 1073, Thus, for |ha| < 1 and Ag = 1077, the lightest right-handed neutrino
with a mass heavier than 5 x 10 GeV conflicts with the observed neutrino oscillation and
measured mass squared difference.

In Fig. 5, we show the relic abundance of n after freeze-out as a function of the mediator
mass. The black dashed line corresponds to the observed baryon asymmetry, Yz = 8.66 x
107", From Fig. 5, we find that the mediator sufficiently annihilates, and hence the
relation, Y, o < Yg, is satisfied for m, < 10°GeV. In addition, if the mediator is heavier
than the electroweak scale as m, > 10% GeV, our model can escape from severe collider
bounds.

From Eq. (3.9), the freeze-out temperature is roughly obtained as Tt ~ m,/22. The
viable parameter region of the scalar three-point coupling is obtained as follows:
Tdecay my

3
gax10712, [ o K 39 10*10—< ) . 42
8 Gev ~ GeV 8 my, /22 \ GeV (42)

According to the above results, our model can realizes the coincidence between the number
densities of baryon and DM is realized as Yz ~ Y, ~ YA, =~ Ypu for the TeV scale
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mediator (1 TeV < m, < 102TeV) and the small scalar four and three-point couplings

(As S 1078y/m, /GeV, 10711 GeV/m,/GeV < pu < 10710 GeV(m, /GeV)?/?).

5 Summary and discussion

The Scotogenic model is an excellent extension of the standard model to explain not only
the light neutrino masses, mixing, and also DM. The purpose of this article is to combine the
idea of ADM with the Scotogenic model to construct a model that simultaneously explains
the relationship between the long-standing problems of the SM, namely, the neutrino mass
and mixing, DM, and BAU. Particularly, we focus on the coincidence between the observed
energy densities of the DM and baryon as Qpy/Qp & 5. In this paper, we consider an
extended model of the scotogenic model with a Z, odd singlet scalar field o that plays a
role of DM. The Z; odd SU(2);, doublet scalar field 7 is the mediator field, and it decays
into ¢. Since the mediator 7 is simultaneously produced with the SM lepton L, by the
decay of the right-handed neutrino NNV;, the asymmetry of the mediator, na,, is the exactly
same as that of the lepton, nay. After the annihilation of the symmetric component of the
mediators preserving the asymmetric component na,, n, becomes much smaller than n,
and n, < n,+ = na,. Subsequently, the mediator decays into the DM, and the mediator
asymmetry converts into the DM number density. In this way, the DM number density can
be related to the lepton asymmetry and baryon asymmetry of the universe generated by
the leptogenesis scenario.

For the successful coincidence between the number densities of the lepton and mediator
asymmetries, the CP violating annihilation, the interaction rates of nn — HH and n'nt —
HYHT are required to be inactive, Lottty < H(T), because the unbalance rate
between nn — HH and n'n! — HTHT distort the mediator asymmetry. It requires that
the scalar four-point coupling Ag should be small, though too small Ag spoils the radiative
generation of the neutrino masses. From this condition requirement, the scalar four-point
coupling should satisfy A\s < 3.9 x 1078 x y/m,,/GeV. We calculate the baryon to photon
number ratio np taking A\g = 10~7 and 1075 as reference values. Then we find that there
exist successful parameters in range 10® GeV < m, < 10° GeV that satisfies the observed
value ng ~ 6.1 x 1071°. Moreover, in order to match the number densities of baryons and
DM, we require |Y, | = [Ya,|, as DM is generated from 7 and 7' decay. It means the
symmetric component between 1 and n' annihilate completely. From this condition, we
found that the mediator mass should be lighter than 105 GeV.

In conclusion, the successful coincidence can be realized for 10° GeV < m,, < 10° GeV,

As $1078y/m,/GeV, and 107! GeVy/m,/GeV < pu < 10710 GeV(m,,/GeV)?/2. There is
a possibility to observe the mediator in this model in accelerator experiments in the near
future. This study will be shown elsewhere.
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