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ABSTRACT: The temperature-dependent mass of the heavy neutrino can lead to the sec-
ond leptogenesis occurring below the electroweak scale, potentially explaining the large
discrepancy between baryon and lepton asymmetries. We investigate this scenario further,
exploring the intricate interplay of the weak interaction processes within this framework.
It includes notable shifts in the dominant decay channels of heavy neutrinos around the
electroweak symmetry breaking, along with the resonance behavior of the scattering pro-
cesses near the W/Z mass. The C'P asymmetry can also vary over cosmic history due to
the temperature-dependent mass, allowing the B — L asymmetry generation to be ampli-
fied in the late epoch. These findings elucidate how such alterations in the dynamics of
second leptogenesis contribute to addressing the observed discrepancies in baryon-lepton
asymimetry.
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1 Introduction

Our universe exhibits a nonzero matter-antimatter asymmetry, and the mechanism behind
this asymmetry remains a crucial open question in particle physics. One of the reasonable
new physics scenarios to explain it is leptogenesis [1], where a nonzero lepton asymmetry is
generated by the out-of-equilibrium decay of heavy Majorana neutrinos with lepton number
violation. The created lepton asymmetry is then partially converted into that in the baryon
number via the sphaleron transition in equilibrium at finite temperatures [2—4], which leads
to the baryon asymmetry comparable to the lepton asymmetry. This scenario provides an
explanation for the observed baryon asymmetry, supplemented by the generation of the
tiny Majorana masses of the active neutrinos by the type-I seesaw mechanism [5-9].

The amount of baryon asymmetry of the universe (BAU) is quantified by the baryon-
to-photon ratio, np = % ~ O0(10719), where npg, ng, and n~ are the number densities
of baryons, anti-baryons, and photons, respectively. The value of it is determined by the
measurements of the light elements’ abundances in the universe [10] and the observation
of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [11]. On the other hand, the latest “He abun-
dance observation at the EMPRESS experiment [12] suggests that the lepton asymmetry
of the universe (LAU) is significantly larger than the BAU. They reported the value of



the degeneracy parameter of the electron neutrino as §,, = 0.051“8:83. It relates to the

lepton-to-photon ratio 7z, as
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where gy and Ty represent the degree of freedom and temperature of lepton /, i.e., charged
leptons and neutrinos. By using appropriate assumptions, the EMPRESS results leads to
nr, = O(1072) with an uncertainty of 2.5 o level [13-17].

Although the suggested large LAU is still an anomaly of the 2.5¢ level, the differ-
ence between the BAU and LAU is considerably large, 7, ~ 10895. Since the sphaleron
transition in equilibrium equates the orders of these two asymmetries [4], such a large dis-
crepancy calls for modifications to the traditional scenario of leptogenesis. See Refs. [13-23]
for further discussions on the measurements of lepton asymmetry and efforts toward its
explanation.

To explain the discrepancy, a new scenario was proposed involving twofold leptogenesis,
enabled by the time-varying masses of heavy neutrinos due to their coupling with scalar
wave dark matter ¢ [17]. In the early universe, the masses of heavy neutrinos were initially
constant and much larger than their bare Majorana masses due to the coupling with ¢. At a
certain temperature T}, ¢ started to oscillate, whose amplitude decreased with temperature
cooling due to cosmic expansion. Then, the size of the heavy neutrino masses also began
to decrease. The change of the mass ended when the temperature-dependent mass was
comparable to the bare mass. As a result, there are two ‘bendings’ in the curve of the
heavy neutrino mass throughout the history of the universe. In Refs. [24, 25], leptogenesis
with such a temperature-dependent mass has also been discussed.

The temperature-dependent Majorana mass enables two distinct eras where heavy neu-
trinos are much non-relativistic in the early universe. In such eras, the production of heavy
neutrinos was extremely suppressed. The decay occurred dominantly, and the nonzero
lepton number was created if the decay was non-equilibrium and included C'P violation.
Therefore, in suitable parameter regions, we would expect that leptogenesis occurred twice
in the early universe. In addition, it is possible to consider a setup where the first lep-
togenesis occurred before the electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB), and the second
one occurred after the EWSB. This decouples the size of the BAU and LAU because the
sphaleron transition decoupled after EWSB, and the lepton asymmetry generated at the
second leptogenesis was not converted into baryon asymmetry. It provides a plausible sce-
nario to explain the large discrepancy between the BAU and LAU. The schematic diagram
for this scenario is illustrated in Fig. 1.

In this paper, we perform a detailed analysis of this new leptogenesis scenario, with
accurate consideration of the electroweak interaction modes of heavy neutrinos N; after
the EWSB. We discuss how it changes the nature of the second leptogenesis.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the Lagrangian of the model
and discuss the behavior of the temperature-dependent mass of the heavy neutrinos. In
Section 3, we explore changes in the decay and scattering processes of N; due to its mass
variation and mixing with the SM neutrinos. In Section 4, we show the density matrix
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Figure 1. The schematic diagram for the decoupling of baryon and lepton asymmetry in the
twofold leptogenesis scenario. If sphaleron decoupling occurs between the first and second phases
of leptogenesis, the baryon asymmetry is fixed earlier than the lepton asymmetry, while the lepton
number can still be altered through the second leptogenesis.

equations and C'P asymmetry adopting the change of the decay and scattering channels.
In Section 5, we perform the numerical evaluation of the baryon and lepton asymmetry.
Finally, we summarize our findings and discuss the outlook in Section 6. Detailed formulas
for the scattering cross-sections are provided in Appendix A. In Appendix B, a general
discussion about the C'P asymmetry in the decay of the heavy neutrinos is presented.

2 DModel for the second leptogenesis

We add three gauge singlet right-handed neutrinos N}é (1 =1,2,3) and a scalar ¢ into the
SM. We assume that ¢ is wave dark matter with the mass 10722 eV < my < 30 eV [26],
where the lower bound is given by the Lyman-a forest data, and the upper bound comes
from the consistency of using the classical field to describe ¢. The energy density of
the coherent oscillation of ¢ behaves like matter during cosmic expansion and constitutes
the current dark matter density. The terms in the Lagrangian relevant to the following
discussion are given by [27-29]

1 — _ )
L= —5(Moi+9i¢)NgNg — yeiLe®Ng + h.c. (2.1)

where My; and ¢; are the bare Majorana masses and coupling constants of the heavy
neutrinos, respectively. The Higgs doublet and the lepton doublet are denoted by ® and
Ly, respectively, and ®€ is defined by ®¢ = igo®*.

After the EWSB, the Higgs field acquires the vacuum expectation value (VEV) v ~
246 GeV which generates the Dirac mass (mp)g = ypv/ V/2 for neutrinos. Then, the left-
handed neutrinos Vﬁ in Ly are expressed by the mass eigenstate Majorana fields v, and NV;
(a,i=1,2,3) as

Vﬁ = Uy, Prv, + Ry; PL.N;, (2.2)

where P is the left-handed chirality projection operator, U is the Pontecorvo—Maki—
Nakagawa—Sakata (PMNS) matrix [30, 31], and R is the active-sterile mixing matrix. At
the leading order, R is given by

R=mpMy", (2.3)



where My is the diagonal mass matrix of the heavy neutrinos.
Assuming spatial homogeneity, the configuration of the classical field ¢(t) is determined
by the following equation of motion,

¢+ 3Ho+mie =0, (2.4)

where the dot means the time derivative and H is the Hubble parameter. In the early
universe, H is much larger than mg, and ¢(t) was a constant due to the large friction
term. In this paper, we simply assume that the initial configuration ¢g is nonzero and
do not discuss its origin. Since H decreases as the universe expands, ¢ begins to oscillate
at a specific temperature T' = T, which satisfies H(Ty) = mgy. At lower temperatures, ¢
oscillates as ¢ oc cos(mgt), and its energy density pgy = %¢2 + %mi& scales as a matter
component with respect to the cosmic expansion. The amplitude of the oscillation |¢|
scales as |¢] o< \/p o< T3/2.

A nonzero configuration of ¢ can change the mass of N; via the couplings in Eq. (2.1).
At T > T, N; has a constant mass M,; determined by the initial configuration of ¢,
M,; = My; + gi¢pp. In the following, we consider the case that M,; is much larger than the
bare mass My;. At T' < T, the oscillation of ¢ induces the time-(temperature-)dependent
mass of the heavy neutrinos, M;(t) = My; + g;¢(t). Since the oscillation term can change
the sign, we evaluate it by using the time-average of its square M; — My; ~ <9¢2¢2>1/ 2,
where ¢ = |¢| cos(met), and (- --) means the time-average. Since the time-varying of || is
slower than that of the oscillating part,! we approximate the mass by

M; ~ My; + gi| 9| <cos2(m¢t)>l/ = Mo; + g; mZM <To> , (2.5)

where pp,; is the dark matter energy density, and Tp is the temperature of the current
universe. Eq. (2.5) is our final form of the temperature-dependent mass for T < T,.2
Consequently, the behavior of M; can be roughly given by [17]

M*i T > T*,
3/2
Mi(T) ~ { My, + M., (Tl) T.>T > Ty, (2.6)
Moi Ty, > T,

where T, is defined by M;(Tn,) = 2Mo;, below which the contribution from the wave dark
matter coupling is negligibly small compared to the bare mass.

Here, we give a comment about the validity of using the time average in evaluating
the temperature-dependent mass. To justify the approximation, the time scale of relevant
processes has to be much longer than that of the oscillation, tosc ~ 1/mg. In this paper,

'Since d|@|/dt = |¢|H, the time scale of changing |¢| is tamp ~ 1/H, while that of oscillating part is
tosc ~ 1/mg. Thus, tosc < tamp because H < my after beginning the oscillation.

*We can consider other ways of the time average, for example, (|M;(t)|) or <Mi(t)2>1/2. Their behavior
is almost the same as our formula, both at sufficiently high and sufficiently low temperatures. Although
they have different behavior when M; — Mo; ~ Mo; (T' ~ T, shown in Eq. (2.6)), it has little effect on the
evaluation of leptogenesis in our scenario.



we investigate the leptogenesis, and the decay rate of N; thus has to be smaller than m.
We have checked that this condition is satisfied at the parameter point that we investigate
in Sec. 5.

Before closing this section, we briefly discuss various constraints on the model param-
eters. First, the mass of IV; and the size of the Yukawa coupling y,, are constrained by the
big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) and Neg [32, 33]. To avoid disrupting their predictions
due to the decay after the neutrino decoupling, My; has to be larger than roughly 1 GeV
when the size of the Yukawa coupling satisfies the canonical seesaw relation [34, 35]. To
avoid this constraint, we consider My; ~ 10 GeV in the following and assume the decay
product of N; is thermalized before the BBN.

To make ¢ stable, the decay ¢ — N;N; has to be prohibited, or its lifetime has to
be much larger than the cosmic age. In the following, we assume M; > My, ~ 10 GeV
and mgy ~ 1073 eV. Thus, the decay does not occur at zero temperature. Even at finite
temperatures, the thermal mass of ¢ induced by the thermalized background N; does not
exceed the criterion of the decay because we consider very small g;, and N; is thermalized
only around T' >~ My; >~ 10 GeV. Thus, the decay was also prohibited in the early universe.

To keep the coherent oscillation of ¢ in the entire cosmic history, the thermalization
of ¢ via the scattering ¢N; — ¢N; has to be avoided [28]. In addition, for ¢ to behave as
wave dark matter, the one-loop induced quartic coupling of ¢ should be smaller than its
mass term at the matter-radiation equality [28]. These constrain the model parameters.
For instance, at T, = 1 TeV, the values of M,; > 1.6 x 107 GeV are excluded due to
the dominant quartic coupling. Furthermore, M,; > 4.5 x 107 GeV (My/10 GeV)Y/* are
excluded due to the thermalization of ¢. See Ref. [17] for more details.

There are other constraints from the experiments such as Majoron detection [36],
neutrino free-streaming [37], and neutrino oscillations in the Sun [38]. However, they are
not strong constraints in the parameter regions discussed below. Thus, we present no
further discussion here.

3 Decay and scattering channels of heavy neutrinos in a temperature-
dependent-mass scenario

In this section, we discuss the decay and scattering processes of the heavy neutrinos.
Depending on the temperature and mass, different processes may dominate the production
of N; in the early universe.

3.1 Decay channels

Here, we show the formulas for the decay rates of V;. Since we discuss them at the tree
level, the decay to particles and that to anti-particles have the same decay rate. Thus, we
show only the formula for the decay violating the lepton number by AL = 1. To evaluate
the total decay rate, we need to double each formula to include AL = —1 modes. In
addition, all fermion flavors are summed in the formulas.



Before the EWSB, the Majorana fermions N; = N§ + (Nj)¢ are the massive mode
with the temperature mass M;(T), and the other particles are massless.> The dominant
decay modes are N; — L;®. The decay rate is given by

(y'y)iM;

T(N;i = L®) = ==,

(3.1)
where we took the sums about the SU(2) doublet.

After the EWSB, the Higgs field obtains the VEV. The Dirac mass terms for neutrinos
are generated, and the neutrino mixing shown in Eq. (2.2) occurs. Through the mixing, NN;
interacts with the electroweak gauge bosons W*/Z and the Higgs boson h. At the leading
order of Mi_l, the interaction terms are given by

g

(mpMy")ailay" PLN'W,, — ?Z(mDMﬁl)aiVaVNPLNiZu

&\5

(mD)athaPRN + h.c., (3.2)

c\»—k

where gy, is the charged weak coupling, and g, is the neutral weak coupling. Since the
couplings of the gauge interactions include My, the strength of the gauge interaction also
depends on the temperature. We do not show the PMNS matrix in Eq. (3.2) because we

4 The active neutrinos v

neglect the active neutrino masses in the following discussions.
are treated as Weyl fermions, not Majorana fermions. Thus, we distinguish v and the
anti-neutrinos .

If N; is heavier than Z, W¥, and h, the corresponding two-body decays are kinemati-

cally allowed. The decay rates are given by

, (Y my om$
(Ni = Zv) = =2 (1 S 2M6 (3.3)
Ty)ii M; my
D(N; = Wte) = (ygjm (1 — 3”}\2@ +2 M6> (3.4)
2
(y'y)uM; m%

D(N; — hy) = 22220 (1 — :

(Ni = hv) = = M) (3.5)

where myz, mys, and my are the masses of the Z, W, and Higgs bosons, respectively. In
the above expressions, the lepton masses are neglected.

When the above two-body decays are not allowed, the dominant decay processes are
three-body decays via off-shell Z, W+ and h such as N — vvi, N = vll, N — vqq, and
N — £qq [39-41]. Since we consider N; with a mass larger than My; ~ 10 GeV, the energy
scale of the decay exceeds the QCD scale. Thus, the final states include free quarks, not
hadronic states.

3We neglect the thermal mass in the following discussion.
41t does not mean that we approximate mp =~ 0. We neglect the kinematic effects of the active neutrino
mass. Then, the PMNS matrix does not appear in the flavor-summed formulas.



From Eq. (3.2), the ratio of the strength of the interactions with Z, W=, h are roughly
given by

gw 9z 1 _V2my my
v

Iw=*nN, * 9zN; * 9hN; = V3N, 2, ~ Y7 .Mizl. (3.6)

Since we consider the case that two-body decays are not allowed, the gauge bosons give
a larger contribution than the Higgs boson. Thus, in the following, we consider only the
three-body decays via the off-shell gauge bosons.

In evaluating the decay rates, we use the approximation of the contact Fermi couplings
for the internal gauge bosons. In addition, we neglect all the fermion masses. We do
not consider decays involving the top quarks because they are assumed to be decoupled
simultaneously after the EWSB for simplicity. Then, the decay rates are given by

GZM?
r Ni — Z f it 3.7
( o) = 1o 192378 (y'y)s (3.7)
_ G2
T(N; — vtl) = o8 3(yTy)”( 1 — 4sin® 6y, + 24sin* 0y , (3.8)
. 3GEM} 8 32
I'(N; — vua) = 384{[%3( YY) (1 —3 sin? Oy + g sin 9W> (3.9)
- 9GZM? 4 8
[(N; = vdd) = — 1 (yty); (1 = = sin® Oy, + — sin? @ 3.10
(¥ vad) = SR () (1= Geinty + sintoy ), (310
- 3G2 M} 9
FNZ-—>€d:§ il Vasl?, 3.11
( ud) < 1923 L (Y1 y)iil Vas] (3.11)

where the u and d represent up-type and down-type quarks, respectively, V5 denotes the
Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element [42, 43], and 6y, is the weak mixing
angle.

The phase space suppression due to the fermion masses is neglected in the above
formulas [39, 40]. Since we consider My; ~ 10 GeV, it would be important for the decays
including the bottom quarks (b), charm quarks (c), and tau leptons (7) when M;(T") ~ My;.
However, the massless approximation is still a good approximation for other decay channels,
including only the light fermions, and the number of such decay modes is much larger than
those including b, ¢, and 7. Thus, the order of the total decay rate does not change, and
we expect that phase space suppression has little impact on evaluating leptogenesis.

Finally, we comment on the effects of the background plasma. Below the electroweak
scale, there is a matter effect on the active-sterile mixing. However, it is negligible within
our relevant mass range [41], and thus, we do not consider it in this paper.

3.2 Scattering channels

Here, we discuss the scattering processes involving one N;. We only consider the processes
with AL = —1. It can also be used to evaluate the effect of the inverse AL = +1 processes
in leptogenesis, as discussed in Sec. 5.



Before the EWSB, the dominant scattering processes is NL < Qst and NQ3 — Lt
via ® exchange, where Q3 is the third-generation quark doublet and t is the right-handed
top quark. The scattering rate at finite temperatures is roughly given by

2
T prod ~ %(yT )i, (3.12)
where y; ~ 1.16 is the top quark Yukawa coupling [44]. As shown in Fig. 3 in Sec. 5, the
effect of these scattering is smaller than the decay in relevant parameter regions. Thus,
we employ this approximated formula and do not use their exact cross-section formula to
evaluate the IN; production via these processes.

After the EWSB, N; has the gauge interaction. Thus, the 2 — 2 scattering processes
via Z and/or W* are allowed. The relevant AL = —1 scattering processes are Nv —
0 /vv/qq, No — 20, N{ — vl/ud, N{ — vl, Nq(q) — vq(q), Nu — fd, and Nd —
la. AL = +1 processes are given by their CP conjugate processes. Since these give a
significant contribution to leptogenesis, we evaluate the N; production via these scatterings
by using their cross-section formula and an exact integral expression as discussed in the
following section. The formulas for the scattering cross-section of each process are shown
in Appendix A.

4 Density matrix equations and C'P asymmetry in the decays

Now, we present the analysis for the second leptogenesis scenario along the cosmic timeline,
incorporating these temperature-dependent decay and scattering rates of INV;. We consider
the amount of N; and B — L asymmetry in a portion of comoving volume defined in
Ref. [45] which are denoted by Ny and Nug (a, 8 = e, u, 7) in the following. The diagonal
term N, represents the number of B/3 — L, in the comoving volume, where L, is the
lepton number with the flavor a. The off-diagonal terms represent the coherence among
the lepton flavors. The evolution of Ny, and N,z is described by the following density
matrix equations [46-52]

dNy,

T = (Di+ $)(Nw, = N3, (4.1)
dNa 7 € 1
?B = — Z |:€£é,)3Di(NNi — NJ\E) + §Wz{—Pm N}aﬁ
I, r
- E[IT7 [I’HNHaﬂ - FZ[Iuv [I,LMNHOZﬁ’ (42)

where z = My, /T, N]e\g is Ny, in thermal equilibrium, D; and S; express effects of the
decays and scatterings, respectively, W; is the wash-out term evaluated by D; and S; as
shown below, I'; and I', are effects of the tau and muon Yukawa interactions, respectively,
(@)

and €0f is the CP asymmetry in the decay of N;.> In the following, we explain each

quantity in the equations in detail.

®In our convention, 551123 has the opposite sign to that employed in Ref. [46-52]. See Appendix B.



D; is given by
_ Ki(z) Ty
Ky(z)Hz’
where I'; is the total decay rate of N;, and K, is the n-th modified Bessel function of the
second kind. The prefactor Ki(z)/Ks(z) is the thermally averaged dilation factor [53]. We
note that I'; is a function of z because the mass of N; depends on temperature.
S; is defined as S; = I'y, /(Hz), where I'y is the total scattering rate of N; given by

(4.3)

=g O [ dsavsK(V/D), (4.4)

eq
6474 N, N fop 7 Semin

where n']a% is the equilibrium density of IV;, and ) Ni f—s 7 f# T€presents the sum of all the
scattering processes including N; in the initial state described in Sec. 3.2, both the AL = +1
and —1 processes. ¢ is the reduced cross-section for each process defined as [54]

8
6=~ (( - p2)? — mimd)o. (45)

where p;1 2 and m 2 are the momenta and the masses of the initial particles, respectively,
and o is the cross-section for the corresponding process. Then, the minimum of the integral
region is given by smin = (m1 + m2)%. Since we assume that all fermions except N; are
massless in the scatterings, sy, and & are given by

Smin = Mi(T), & =2(s— M;)%0/s, (4.6)

common to all the processes. After the EWSB, some scattering processes include the s-
channel contribution from Z and/or W*. Thus, if spm = M;(T) < my/z, the integral
region of ¢ includes the W/Z pole, and S; is resonantly enhanced by the on-shell W/Z
bosons unless the temperature is much smaller than my and m.

The washout term from the inverse decay contribution is defined as W; = Fg% /2H z,
where F% is the inverse decay rate of the heavy neutrino N;. For a given decay channel
with final particles f, the inverse decay rate is given by

eq
() — pl) N, (4.7)
ID D HNGQ’ .
Ly

where N]?q is the comoving equilibrium number density of the final particle f, obtained
by counting its degrees of freedom. Similarly, one can obtain the washout term from the
scattering contribution. After the EWSB, the washout term is the sum of the contributions
from each channel.

1 (b Ni
W; = Z -pl HNEQ+Z2 CIIN (4.8)
f

(0)

where nga) is the decay term and S; " is the scattering term, with indices a and b denoting

each channel.



5223 in Eq. (4.2) is the C P asymmetry in the decay of Nj;. It is given by the interference

terms of the tree level and one-loop level amplitudes. At the leading order of y,,, there are

two kinds of contribution to the C'P asymmetry. One is from the self-energy diagram of N;

(eig)), and the other is from the one-loop vertex correction (exﬁ(l)) Here, we consider only

S(i

€ a,B) because we focus on the parameter regions where the mass difference |M; — M| is
much smaller than their masses, by which 55}? is resonantly enhanced. Such a leptogenesis
scenario is called the resonant leptogenesis [55, 56].

Before the EWSB, 55}? is given by [46, 47|

SG) _ L'i Tk ok i
€ T oAl (N 12 U Yai i Yo i
R VYA ;{ [Yait5; (YY) ji — YpiYas (' y)i]

§\§

2 2)\2 472 27
M? — M2)2 + M{T2/M;

+ 1 [Yait5; (VT V)is — YpiYas (V) ji] } ( (4.9)
where T'; = (y'y);;M;/(87) is the total decay rate of M;. On the other hand, after the
EWSB, the CP asymmetry is given by just replacing y with R in Eq. (4.9);°

M.

s T < o (RUR) M
‘o8 =SMABE u}QZ{ [Roi B35 (R R)ji = Ry g (R B3] 3

(sz - MzQ)MZZ
(M? — M?)? + MT3 /M2

+ i[RasR} (RTR)sj — R} Raj(RTR) ;] } (4.10)

We can use this formula even when the dominant decay mode is a three-body decay. By
using Rai = Yaiv/(V/2M;), we obtain

SO L (M 2{z’[y 55— Ytiog (9] S
ap 2M;{ (yyt)si }2 j# M, ailBj Jji BiYaj il

2 _ 2\2 4172 2°
M2 — MZ)2 + MT?/M:

+iyaits; WY — Ybivai (UTY) si] } ( (4.11)
Thus, the difference from the C'P asymmetry before the EWSB is only the factor (M;/M;)?.
In this paper, we focus on the parameter region where |M; — M;| ~ O(I';) < M;, M; to
obtain large lepton asymmetry with small Yukawa couplings. In this case, the correction
factor is almost one, and we can use the same formula for 55(;) at all the eras in the early
universe.

The similarity of the formula in Egs. (4.9) and (4.10) is not accidental. It is because
the absorptive part of the self-energy, which is necessary for the C'P asymmetry in the
decay, is related to the total decay rate by the optical theorem. We present the proof in
Appendix B.

5Strictly speaking, this formula is valid for the process via the gauge interaction. We need to use y, not
R, for the processes via the Higgs coupling such as N; — hv (See Eq. (3.2)). However, the difference is
negligible in the case of small mass differences, which is discussed in the following (See Eq. (4.11)).

~10 -



5 Numerical demonstration of the second leptogenesis

In order to achieve large C'P asymmetry in the decay, we focus on a scenario where the
masses of the three heavy neutrinos are nearly degenerate. This configuration resonantly
enhances the C'P asymmetry, and it can reach the maximal value independent of the size
of the Yukawa coupling [55, 56]. It enables us to obtain a large B — L asymmetry with
relatively small masses of N; in the current universe.

At zero temperature, AMY, = Myy — Mo, and AM{)3 = Mys — My, for the bare mass
term are set to meet the resonance condition, |My; — Mo;| = I'oj/2, where I'g; is the decay
rate of N; at zero temperature. This configuration maximizes the C'P asymmetry, leading
to a large LAU after the second leptogenesis. In contrast, the mass differences at higher
temperatures than Ty, AM{s = M., — M, and AM{y = M,3 — M, are determined to
reproduce the observed BAU by the first leptogenesis. They are taken to be small but do
not satisfy the resonant condition, i.e., the obtained C'P asymmetry is small compared to
that in the current universe. We note that the temperature-dependent mass enables the
significant difference in the size of the C P asymmetry at high temperatures and at zero
temperature. This plays a crucial role in explaining the large discrepancy between the
BAU and LAU.

The CP-violating sources arise from the imaginary parts of the Yukawa matrix. The
Casas-Ibarra parameterization [57] of the Yukawa matrix is expressed as

_va

2 1/2

Yo = TUEamzlz/QOaiMi/ ) (5-1)
where l = e, u, 7T, a,i =1, 2,3, and Uy, is the PMNS matrix element. We follow the notation
in Ref. [58] for Majorana C P-violating phases a; and g in the PMNS matrix. The complex

orthogonal matrix O, including three complex phases w; (i = 1,2,3), is defined as [50]

1 0 0 coswy 0 —sinwo cosws sinwsg 0
O=10 coswi sinwy 0O 1 0 —sinws cosws 0 | . (5.2)
0 —sinw; coswy sinwg 0 cosws 0 0 1

Figure 2 illustrates the behavior of Ny, and |[Np_r| = |)", Naa| during the first and
second phases of leptogenesis. For this demonstration, the input parameters are set to
Mo =10 GeV, My; =40 TeV, and Ty = 1 TeV (mg ~ 1.4 x 1073 eV). This input avoids
the theoretical and experimental constraints discussed in Sec. 2. The free parameters in
the Yukawa matrix are chosen as follows. m,, = 1073 eV, assuming the normal hierarchy
of the active neutrino masses. The angles are set to a1 = as = 0 and w1 = we = 0, with
ws = 0.2¢"™/* as the only nonzero angle. The mass differences in the current universe AM. A
and AM7; satisfy the resonance condition, AMY, = T2/2 > 0 and AMY; = T'93/2 > 0.
The mass difference at high temperatures are set to be AM;, = —2.0 x 107 eV and
AM;; = —2.0 x 1078 eV. The mass hierarchy among N; is different at high and low
temperatures to obtain the desired sign of the C'P asymmetry, resulting in the B — L
generation with the correct signs for each corresponding cosmological period.

For simplicity, we assume that the sphaleron decoupling occurs instantaneously at
T = Tew = 100 GeV, allowing us to directly use the value of Np_; at Tgw to evaluate
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Figure 2. The heavy neutrino number density Ny, and the B — L asymmetry |[Np_p| are

plotted against z = My, /T. Here, the input parameters are set as My; = 10 GeV, M,y = 40 TeV,
T. =1TeV (mg ~ 1.4 x 1073 eV), with other values provided in the text. The horizontal purple
line represents the value of |[Np_| required to explain all the amount of the observed BAU. The
vertical purple line shows the Tgw = 100 GeV, around which the sphaleron decoupling is expected
to occur. The decoupling happens after the first leptogenesis (z ~ 10~3) but before the second one
(z = 1). The sign of Np_p, is indicated near the curve.

the baryon asymmetry. On the other hand, the final lepton asymmetry is determined by
the value at T < Mpy;.
The baryon-to-photon ratio and lepton-to-photon ratio are evaluated by

asohNB_1, Np_
np = ——— , =2k : (5.3)
f T=Tgw f T=TgBN

where Tgpny ~ 0.1 MeV is the typical temperature of the BBN, agn = 28/79 [4] is a
sphaleron conversion factor, and f = 1232/43 and f’ = 1012/43 are the photon dilution
factor [45] at the temperature of the first and second lepgogenesis, respectively. In the
evaluation of f and f’, we include all three heavy neutrino species because their decoupling
behavior is almost the same in our benchmark point [17]. The benchmark point can
reproduce the observed BAU within 1 o, np ~ 6.14 x 1071°, and simultaneously achieve
N ~ 8.5 X 10~*. Although this is significantly larger than np, it is about one order of
magnitude lower than the value from EMPRESS data.

Figure 3 compares the decay, scattering, and washout rates of the first heavy neutrino
N over the expansion rate H with respect to z = My; /T. Large discontinuities in I'p/H (=
zD) and I's/H (= zS5) curves appear at ' = Tgw because the weak interaction of N; is
switched on. A lot of new scattering channels open, while the decay rate is suppressed by
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Figure 3. The decay, scattering, and washout terms over the expansion factor z, using the same
parameter values as in Fig. 2. The dominant decay channels change at the point of EWSB and
when M(T) ~ my (indicated by dashed purple lines), causing kinks to appear in I'p/H (= zD).
The ratio for the scattering rate, I's/H (= zS5), exhibits resonance near M(T) ~ my. Only the
rates for the first heavy neutrino, N7, are shown here.

the mass of the gauge and Higgs bosons as discussed in Sec. 3. The discontinuities are
relaxed if we consider the temperature-dependent VEV profiles.

The wash-out effect does not seem to have such a discontinuity at 7' = Tgw. However,
in each contribution from the inverse decays and the scatterings, there are discontinuities
due to those in I'p and I'g. Since the change of I'p and I's have opposite signs, the
discontinuity in the sum of them is relaxed, and it looks smooth. This cancellation of
discontinuity would depend on the choice of the model parameters.

There is another discontinuity in I'p at T ~ my,,, which is caused by the change of
the dominant decay modes due to the kinematics. As explained in Sec. 3, we use the
Fermi interaction for the three-body decay at low temperatures and do not fully take into
account the effect of the off-shell gauge bosons. Thus, there is a gradual discontinuity at
the threshold of the decay into the gauge bosons. On the other hand, I'g does not have
such a discontinuity because we do not use the Fermi interaction.

For a while after the EWSB, the scattering processes are in equilibrium (I's > H),
and the heavy neutrinos are thermalized. The scattering rate increases furthermore below
the temperature such that M(T') ~ my, or mz due to the resonance enhancement in the
cross-section via the on-shell gauge bosons as discussed in Sec. 3. The decoupling of the
scatterings occurs at z ~ 2. From the decoupling of the scattering to a period at z ~ 30,
both the scatterings and the decays are ineffective, and the number densities of N; are
frozen. This makes the contours of N; (the blue line) flat for 2 < z < 30 in Fig. 2. After
z =~ 30, the decay rate exceeds the cosmic expansion rate, and the large lepton asymmetry
is generated by the second leptogenesis. N; are mostly gone at z ~ 102, i.e., T ~ 100 MeV.
Thus, we expect that it avoids constraints from BBN and CMB.

In our benchmark point, IV; are thermalized before the second leptogenesis, and the
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Figure 4. The temperature dependence of the absolute values of each 5()
the same parameter values as in Fig. 2. Light blue, pink, and gray curves indicate ¢ = 1,2, 3,
respectively. Solid, dashed, and small dashed curves correspond to the e, u, and 7 components,

is shown using

respectively. When the dominant decay channel is altered at vertical lines, some components show

discontinuities. ng()l are small in the early universe but take almost the maximal value in the late

universe by satisfying the resonance condition. This aids the generation of a large lepton asymmetry
in the second leptogenesis epoch.

washout effect is ineffective at that time. Thus, the final lepton asymmetry is almost
entirely determined by only their equilibrium number density and the size of the CP
asymmetry in the decay like the strong washout case in vanilla leptogenesis [59]. On
the other hand, N; are not thermalized before the first leptogenesis. The amount of the
baryon asymmetry depends on various conditions before T' = Tgw, for example, the initial
condition about the population of Nj, like the weak washout case [59].

The behavior of the diagonal terms of the C'P asymmetry in the decay, 5&&, is de-
picted in Fig. 4 with the same input values. We note that its magnitude |5aa| is small in
the early universe where the resonant condition is not satisfied, and it gets amplified as
the universe expands and the mass differences match the resonant condition for leptoge-
nesis. As previously mentioned, this can provide large asymmetry generation during the
second leptogenesis epoch, thereby enlarging the discrepancy between baryon and lepton
asymmetry.

The sign of the Np_; changes during the cosmic expansion as represented in Fig. 2,
depending on the sign and magnitude of the coefficients in Eq. (4.2). The first sign flip

near z ~ 1073 is due to the change of the sign of Ny, — Nﬁ?, while the second flip near

@ ) itself as shown in Fig. 4.

z =~ 2 is generated by the sign flip of the asymmetry factor eg

We note that there is a distinctive bump in the Np_1, contour in Fig. 2 just before the
second sign flip in B — L asymmetry. It is caused by the balance of the effects of the decay
and washout processes as described below. As shown in Fig. 3, after the EWSB, the decay

is more effective than the washout processes until the temperature at which M (T") ~ my .
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B — L asymmetry is generated via the decay, and |Np_r| increases. Around the point
z = 1, the rate of the washout effect exceeds one due to the effect of the on-shell gauge
bosons in the scatterings. On the other hand, the decay rate is suppressed because only
the three-body decays are kinematically allowed. Thus, B — L asymmetry is partly washed
out in this region, and |Np_r| decreases. Soon after z ~ 1, the washout effect starts to
decrease, and it becomes smaller than the decay rate at z ~ 1.3. Therefore, [Np_p| starts
to increase again at this point.

The behavior of leptogenesis is influenced by changes in several parameters: the bare
mass term My, the mass-varying term M,, and the temperature T, at which mass variation
begins. When Mj gets smaller, the variable z becomes small at the same temperature,
shifting the curves in Fig. 2 to the left. As a result, the heavy neutrino N decays more
slowly at later times with such a small My. The mass-varying term M, affects both the
production and decay of IV in the early epoch: lower values of M, increase production,
while higher values decrease it. If T, gets lower, mass variation occurs later, meaning that
the mass M (T') remains large at T ~ M), causing the decrease of the production of N.

The number density Ny, of the lightest heavy neutrino is O(0.1) near z ~ 1. The
lepton asymmetry might be amplified if this number density is larger. This increase could
be possible if T} is high, allowing the mass to start decreasing earlier. However, maintaining
the same baryon asymmetry under these conditions would require a higher electroweak
temperature Tgw. One method to increase Trw involves introducing a new scalar field S
[60], where the VEV of S, denoted as (S), sets a new EWSB scale significantly higher than
v. This adjustment leads to earlier sphaleron decoupling compared to the SM.

Another strategy to enhance the lepton asymmetry involves reducing the mass scale
of N, which would delay the end of the second leptogenesis phase. However, such a low
mass for the heavy neutrinos might face strong constraints from BBN or CMB observations
since they are thermalized before the leptogenesis.

6 Summary and outlook

The Majorana mass scale is a crucial parameter in leptogenesis. If the mass of the heavy
neutrino changes over cosmic history, it can significantly modify the behavior of leptoge-
nesis. Particularly, if the mass decreases more rapidly than the temperature, the heavy
neutrino may be produced again, allowing leptogenesis to occur once more upon their sub-
sequent decay. Such a scenario can be realized through coupling with wave dark matter.
The benefit of introducing the second leptogenesis comes from the existence of two
distinct phases of matter-antimatter asymmetry generation. If the sphaleron decoupling
occurs between the first and second phases of leptogenesis, the asymmetry generated in
the second phase cannot be converted into a baryon number. In this scenario, one can
expect that the baryon asymmetry is fixed after the first phase of leptogenesis, while the
lepton asymmetry can be further enhanced during the second phase. This mechanism can
potentially explain the large discrepancy between the baryon and lepton asymmetries.
This paper presents a detailed analysis of the weak interaction processes of the heavy
neutrino across a wide mass range. Under conditions of temperature-dependent mass, the
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relevant decay channels vary across different cosmic periods. After the EWSB, the heavy
neutrinos decay into massive on-shell bosons and leptons. However, these decay channels
cease when the mass of the heavy neutrino falls below that of these bosons. This alteration
in decay channels introduces modification in the behavior of leptogenesis. Additionally,
scattering via the gauge boson in the s-channel can achieve resonance as the mass of
the heavy neutrino passes through the W/Z boson mass. Our model also allows the C'P
asymmetry to vary over time, which can lead to increased asymmetry generation in the
later stages.

In our scenario, both the bare masses and the dark matter coupling strength of all
three heavy neutrinos are nearly degenerate. This calls for a model with a new mechanism
for a softly broken flavor symmetry, which could be the subject of future research.

The final lepton asymmetry estimated at our benchmark point is remarkably sizable,
yet it is somewhat smaller than the reported EMPRESS value. While this could potentially
be resolved with an optimized benchmark point, it could also be addressed by introducing
elements of new physics, such as a higher temperature for EWSB. Such an adjustment
could increase the equilibrium number density of the heavy neutrino and, consequently,
enhance the lepton asymmetry further.
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A Cross-sections for electroweak scattering of sterile neutrinos

Some common factors for the scattering cross-sections are defined for convenience.

oo = M (A1)
m3 (s —m3)
(s — m?v)(25 + m%\,)
= A2
Fs(ms) (s —m2)? + m2I2 (A-2)
s(s— m?v)
fﬂ(mt) = (A.?)
mi(s+mi —m3) )
s s + 2m? s —m?
fro(my) =24 —5 — (1 + 2t> log (1 + 2N> (A.4)
ms s —my m;
Falma, my) = —— 5= (A.5)
st S t) = (S _ mg)2 +m§1—‘§ .
2 2
< (3 My — m2 — 9 2 (1 L)l (1 w)
<s—|— my —my — 2(s +my) +3—m%\, og(1+ w2
s s —m2 s —m2
) = 1 (1 71\’) 1 (1 7N) A6
feulmy, ma) s+mi+m2 —mi ( st m? lost m2 (4.6)
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fs appears in s-channel diagrams, fi; and fi» appear in ¢t or u-channel diagrams. fg

corresponds to the cross-term of the s and ¢(u)-channels, and fy, corresponds to the cross-

term of the ¢ and u-channels. The Z or W boson mass is inserted into ms and m; depending

on each channel. We will denote sin? @y, = 5%/[/ and refer to up- and down-type quarks as u, d

collectively. The formulas for the scattering cross-sections for a given ¢ are the following.
For the channels with a single s-channel diagram:

(a) Nove — ff

3 o (Nivg 97 fumz) -6 (1= 252, 422 (A7)
2 o(Nivp — uu) 30727r0'0 s(mz 38W 9 Sy .
g4
ZU N Ve — dd 307227r00fs(mz) -9 <1 - *SW —|— > (A8)
d
ZU(NW( =00 = 307Z2 oofs(mz)-2(1— 453, + 83%[,) (A.9)
£ 4
g4
Z O’(Nng — Vg/ljg/) = BO’YZQWUOfS(mZ) -2 (Al())
o
(b) Ni& — du/l' vy
4
ZU(N% — dﬂ) 256 U()fs mW Z ’Vud’ (A.ll)
u,d u,d
4
Z O'(ng — Elljg/) = 398‘1/7_‘_0'0f5(mw) (A12)

£l

For the channels with a single ¢ or u-channel diagram with only external leptons:

(c) Nivg — vppg (L F# L)

4
Z U(NZ'D@/ — Dgﬁg/) = i;;gUoftl(mZ) (A13)
T
£l
(d) Niljgl — Elg (f 75 5/)
94
> o(Nwp — 00) = 6700 fro(mw) (A.14)
£

(e) N;vp — vpyy (6 #* El)

4
Z_ 50 fr2(mz) (A.15)

- 9
Z O'(Niljg/ — I/g/l/g) = 2567

O£l
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(£) Nit' = Oy (L #0)
> o(Nit' = )
£l

(g) Nitl = l'oy (L#1)
Z O'(N,[I — 79@)

£l

(h) Nl[, — ZI/@/ (f 75 él)

4
= Qggﬂao (43?‘4/ft1(mz) +(1- 4312/1, + 43%4/)ft2(mz)> (A.16)

4
- Qggﬂao <(1 — sy +4sw) fr(mz) + 45;1/[/ft2(mZ)> (A.17)

4
Z O'(Nifl — fl/g/) = 6947W7T0'0ft1(mw) (AlS)
LA

For the channels with a single ¢ or u-channel diagram including external quarks:

(i) Nig — g

u

d

() N:g — veq

- 942 16 4 8 o 16 4
ZJ(NZ'U — Dpu) = 1270 2 <95Wfﬂ(mz) + (1 - 35w+ gsw)ftg(mz)>
(A.19)
- 97 4 4 4o 4,4
Za(Nid — Upd) = 512,70 3 (93Wft1(mz) +(1- 35w + 93W>ft2(mz))
(A.20)

o g 8 16 16
;U(Niu — I/gu) = mﬁ(jg -2 ((1 — 5812/1/ + 58%{;)]‘}51(7)12) + gs%ftg(mz)>
(A.21)
4
_ T g 4 4 4
S o -+ o) = o3 (1 Gt + oty latma) + gy i)
(A.22)
(k) Nyu — 0d
B 4
Z U(Niu — éd) = 1£;V[8/7T00ft2(mw) . Z ’Vud’2 (A.23)
u,d,f u,d
(1) N;d — lu
o 4
> o(Nid — u) = égﬂUoftl(mw) > Vadl? (A.24)
u,d,f u,d

For the diagrams including both s and (u)-channels:
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(m) Njvp — 00

4 4
o(Nivy — 00) = 3217rc70<96( — dsiy + 8syy) fo(m Z)+gTWft2(mW) (A.25)

2
— ngW fst(mz, mW)>

(n) Nive — vy

4

Z_g, <éfs(mz) + falmw) +f3t<mz,mw>> (A.26)

_ g
o(Nijvg — vpiyg) = 197

(O) N;¥ — Ly

o (Nl — lpy) = iao @fs( W)‘i‘ﬁftl(mz)
32m 0\ 24 4

2 2
929w fst(mw,mz)> (A.27)

g
1 —4s%y, +dsiy) fr2 —

16( 8

For the diagrams including both ¢ and u-channels:

(p) Nivg — vy

4

5";];71_00(]%1(7)12) + ftu<mz,mz)) (A.28)

J(Niﬂg — 17517@) =

_ _ 1 4 4
o (Nl — liy) = 35,0 <16 (1— 4s3y + 4siy) fu(mz) + 7ft1(mW)

2 2

V2 o) — 201 258 (i mz) ) (420

B The derivation of the general formula for CP asymmetry

In this appendix, we derive the C'P asymmetry of the decay of IV; after the EWSB in
Eq. (4.10). We consider the decays via the gauge bosons, i.e., N; — V™ and N; —
z/ngT(*), where 1)y is a lepton, and (%) indicates that the vector boson V' may be off-shell.
The extension to the case of N; — vy(y)h is straightforward. We find the difference in
their decay rates at the leading order of y. This corresponds to the diagonal terms of
the C'P asymmetry matrix €. The non-diagonal terms can be obtained by appropriately
replacing the lepton flavor indices.
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B.1 Identities for the 1PI self-energy of Majorana fermions

Before considering the decay processes, we derive the fundamental relation for the 1PI self-
energy of Majorana fermions. We consider the flavored two-point functions of the heavy
neutrinos defined as

iSij(z,y) = (TNi(2)N;(y)) , (B.1)

where T represents the time-ordered product. In the following, we employ the method for
deriving the Feynman rules shown in Ref. [61] and use only the two-point functions in the
form of Eq. (B.1) even for Majorana fermions.

In the momentum space, the Kéllen-Léhman representation of S;; is given by [62]

Sij(p) = /O a2 [p{ k(i) Py + cfi(u?) Pr} + df5 (u2) Py + dfi >PR]_j+% (B.2)

where P and PR are the left-handed and right-handed chirality projection operators,

Cijs dZLJ, and dR are the spectral density functions. By using

1
2 5. P
p* — p7 e pe—pu

respectively, and cl D

S —ind(p® — p®) (e — +0),

where P represents the Cauchy principal value, the dispersive part (the absorptive part) of
the two-point functions is derived from the first term (the second term except for 7). For
clarity, we use the notation S;;(p; €) to explicitly represent the sign of ie in Eq. (B.2).

We define the flavor matrix representation for the propagator S(p;e), whose (i)
element is S;;(p; €). Then, by using the definition of the spectral density functions, we can
derive the identity [62]:

1°S(p; )1 = S(p; —e),
Then, we also have the identity for the inverse propagator S(p; €)1,
(S e) ) = S —e) "
The inverse propagator is represented by using the 1PI self-energy —i3;;(p; €) as follows:
(S(p; 6)_1)ij = (P — M;)doij — Xij(pse).
By using this relation, we can obtain the identity for the 1PI self-energy:
02..(.7)T 0:24,(.7) (B3)
y ﬂp,e’y Up,e. .
Now, we decompose the 1PI self-energy;
Sii = p{AL (% €)PL + Al(p® €)Pr} + BL (0% €)PL + B (p%;€) Pr, (B.4)
and define the dispersive part and the absorptive part of AiLj as

AL 0 = AL 0 + A (), (B.5)

)

and others as well. Then, we note that AiLj (p?%; —e€) = AiLj(d) (p?) — iAiLj(a) (p?), and so on.
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By using these functions, Eq. (B.3) leads to

L % L R « R L % R
Aij(S) (pz) = Aji(S) (pz)’ Aij(S) (pQ) = Aji(S) (pQ)a Bij(S) (pQ) = Bji(S)(pz)a (B.6)
where s = d or a. The same identity for the dispersive parts is shown in Ref. [62]. Although
the dispersive and absorptive parts of each function satisfy the same relation, it does not
mean AiLj* = A]Li because the complex conjugate changes the sign of 7 in Eq. (B.5).

Eq. (B.6) holds for both Dirac and Majorana fermions. The 1PI self-energy of the
Majorana fermions satisfies an additional relation due to their self-conjugate property under
the charge conjugate transformation. By using the condition N; = N = C’W;F, where C' is
the charge conjugate matrix, in the two-point function (B.1), we obtain [62]

Al =Af, BL=BJ;, Bl=Bl (B.7)
where we omit the common argument (p?, €) of the function. Finally, by using Eqgs. (B.6)
and (B.7), the following identities are given for the 1PI self-energy of Majorana fermions:
L « R L %
AL =AW, B W) = B0, (B8)
for s = d and a. We use these relations to derive the general formula for the C'P asymmetry
in the decay.

B.2 (P asymmetry in the decay of N;

Here, we consider the asymmetry in the decays N; — 1,V *) and its CP conjugate decay
N; — 1, VT®) | We assume the following gauge interaction for Nj:

L= —ng%’y“PLNiVJ + h.c.

We consider only the left-handed part of the gauge interaction because it is induced by the
mixing with the left-handed neutrinos l/ﬁ in the lepton doublets.
First, we consider AL = 1 decay, N; — 1,V *). The tree level amplitude is given by

iMo = —igRetiy(k)y" PLun(p)j,,

where @, (k) and uy(p) is the u-spinors for 1, and N with four momenta k* and p*,
respectively. Here, we used the Feynman rules derived according to Ref. [61]. The form
of j,, depends on the process. If we consider the on-shell gauge boson in the final state,
Ju is the polarization vector of V). If we consider the three-body decays via V};, it is the
product of the gauge boson propagator and the fermion current.

To discuss the CP asymmetry in the decay, we need to consider the interference term
between the tree level and loop level amplitudes [63]. As mentioned in Sec. 5, we consider
only the self-energy contribution as the loop level amplitude. Here, we do not limit the
discussion to a one-loop level and use the general expression of the self-energy, —i;;, in
the following discussion.
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Then, the diagram with the self-energy is given by

ZgRZ]
M2 M2 ud’

igRy; .
muw(k)v“ Cij(M?)Pru (p)j,

My = — (B)y! Pr(p + M;)Xi(p)un (p)j,

where the sum over j (# i) is implicitly taken, and the function C;;(p?) is defined by
Cij(p*) = MPAG(0?) + MM AG(p*) + MiBJj(p°) + M; B (%),

where A{;, Ag, BL and BR are defined in the self-energy decomposition in Eq. (B.4). The

interference terms of Mo and M, are given by

= 19 szRg] v
MM = 2M¢27 Sp%],ﬂu Crtr[kytpy” Pr),
- 1 g°Rji Ry s v
MiM = gz \ 2 ) Ot s Pl

where we take the spin average for IV; and the spin sum for particles in the final state.
Next, we consider the C'P conjugate decays N; — ¢,V 1*). The tree level amplitude
My and the loop level amplitude M are given by

Mo = —igR};vy (k)" Prun (p)jp,

- 1gRy;
M=

oy (k)" Dy (M7) Prun (p),

where vy, is the v-spinor for 1, and the function D;;(p?) is defined as
Dyj(p*) = MiMjAjG(p*) + MPAG(P®) + MiBjj(p*) + M;BJj (p*).

Then, the interference terms are given by

1 QQRZR@-

./\;lo/\;lf RSV VE] (Z];.ﬁ) D;‘ﬁjtr[k/’VVpVHPR]’
? J  “spin
2 *
~ = 1 9°RuRy; - »
MiM = 5 s\ 2_didv | Digtrlpy Ky Pl
? J “spin

We define the quantity A = MM + MMy — MoM; — MM, . Using the above
equations, A is given by

A g° Supah” + 1, 0"
2 MP-M?

{Reszj(C* Dij) + Ry R (Cij — Dz})}’
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where
1 - "y 1 L "y
Suv = 5 Z]lﬂu +2.0u ) t;w = 5 Z]M]l/ —Jviu )
spin spin
' = ltr[m“%v”} o = ltr[m“%’y”%]-
2 ’ 2
We note that the process-dependent part is factorized by s, a"” +t,,0" in A.
By using A, the C'P asymmetry is given by

T(N; = V) =T(N; = V1) [dITA
D(N; = V) + T(N; = 0V [ art (Mo + Mol )

)

e
where [ dII is the phase space integral. The tree level squared amplitudes are given by

2 2 92 2 pv g
|M0| :|M0| :?|RE’L‘ (S;/,Va "‘tuub )

Therefore, the process-dependent part, [ dII (s,,a*” +,,b"") is completely canceled in the
(@)

denominator and numerator. €,” is given by

i = 2(M? — zlwf)\Rmz {Ri; (C5(MP) = Diy(M2)) + RigRey (O3 (M7) — D (M7) ) }.

Thus, 5? generated by the self-energy is simply determined by the Yukawa coupling y,,,
the mass M;, and the self-energy at p*> = M?.
Next, we evaluate C7; — D;;. By using their definitions,

Cj5 — Dij = M7 (A5 — AlD) + M M;(Al — AL) + M;(Bf* — B;) + M;(BJ;* — BfI").

The identity for the 1PI self-energy of Majorana femrions in Eq. (B.8) leads to

Cyj = Dy = =2i{ My (M A + BY® ) + M (Mia [ + BLV) |
We note that contributions from the dispersive parts are canceled in C}; — D;;. Thus, if the
self-energy X;;(p) does not include the absorptive part at p? = Mf, the C'P asymmetry in
the decay is zero even if the Yukawa coupling y,, includes C P-violating phases. This is a

well-known consequence of the C'PT invariance and the unitarity [63]. Thus, we obtain

e JZZ)lRmz {(iRasty; = MR ) (MAT + B

+ (M Rifj; — MiR Ry ) (M AL + ij(“))*}. (B.9)

Eq. (B.9) is a general expression for 5?) without assumption. Here, we impose a
practical assumption on the self-energy —i3;;, i.e., we consider only the leading contribution
of the couplings and neglect lepton masses. We use the spurion technique to derive simple

formulas for Ag(a) and BiLj(a) with this simplification.
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The Lagrangian relevant to N; is

1 - g _ A B
L= S (My)ijNp(Np)© — %Raifwﬂ(z\@cwu
92 R T (N Z, — Y N + 1 (B.10)
9 aiVa”Y R I \/5 alVR .C., .
in addition to their kinetic terms, where we used the right-handed fields, N}é = PrN;. Let
us consider a unitary rotation N]’é — Xij N, IJ%, where X is a unitary matrix. Then, to make
the Lagrangian (B.10) invariant with this rotation, the spurion fields M;;, Ry, and yq4; has
to transform as

(MN)ij = X X5m(MN)km,  Rai = XikRak,  Yai = XikYak-

This transformation is consistent with R = (v/ \/i)yM]\_,l. In Eq. (B.10), we omit the
coupling between ¢ and NN; irrelevant to the current discussion. If we include it, it must
transform in the same way as Mpy. In addition to this symmetry, we impose the lepton
number conservation. Then, R and y carry the lepton number 41, while My has no lepton
number because we do not assign the lepton number to N;.

First, we consider the transformation of Ag. Since it corresponds to the 1PI two-point

function <T(NE)C(N£)C>1PI, it transforms as

AR = X5 Xjm AR,
Thus, at the leading order of the coupling, its flavor structure is given by
(R'R)ij, (R"y)ij, (RTRM)s;,

because we neglect the lepton masses. However, the second and third terms carry the
lepton number +2 and are thus prohibited. Therefore, Agf x (RTR)U.

In the same way, we can show that B{; transforms as BiLj — X5 X ;mB,fm, and the
flavor structure is given by

(RTR*);j, (RTRM);;, (MRTR*);,
(v )i, (WTyM)ij, (MyTy*)i,

at the leading order. RTR* and yy* violate the lepton number and are prohibited. Al-
though the others are allowed by symmetry, we can show that it is impossible to make such
Feynman diagrams for the 1PI self-energy as follows. Two vertices of R (y) and RT (yF)
must each be connected to the external lines. Thus, the corresponding Feynman diagrams
do not include the internal lines of NV; because there is no other coupling to generate ;.
Thus, My cannot be included in the amputated diagrams.

Consequently, at the leading order of the coupling, we obtain

A — (RIR);A(p?), BHY =0,

) )
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where A(p?) is a scalar function that does not include the flavor indices. Using these, the
leading C'P asymmetry from the self-energy diagrams is given by

) _ _ —IMA(ME)

= AR, R*(RTR):: — R R, (RTR) ..
J4 (MZ2 o MJZ)’R&"Q {Ml (R&Réj (R R)ZJ szRfJ (R R)ﬂ)

+ M (RéiRZj(RTR)ji — RiiRej(RTR)sg ) }

The scalar function A(MZ-Z) can be represented by the total decay rate I'; using the optical
theorem.” By considering the diagonal two-point function at p? = M2, the theorem leads
to
T; = —2(R'R); M; A(M?).
Thus, we obtain the final form of 5?):
(i) Li

1
£ =
£ 2[Ru*(RTR); ; M7 — M?

(M, (RaR (R B, — BigRey (RIR))

+ 1M (R&RZ'(RTR)ji - RZiREj(RTR)ij) }’

where we show the sum over j explicitly.
We note that EEZ) is the CP asymmetry in one decay process, which satisfies

(T4 + 1)l = (18 —1%),

where I‘g (Fg) represents the rate of the considered decay (that of its C'P conjugate decay),
o is a label for the process, and ¢ represents the process that produces (annihilates) one
lepton number with the lepton flavor £.

To solve the density matrix equation in Eq. (4.2), we need a C'P asymmetry for the
total decay width satisfying

Then, 52) is given by
() 2e(Te—T5) e ¥, (1% + 1Y)
“ ZZ Zo’(l—% +Fg) Z[ Zo‘(rg +F§)7

where we used the fact that 5?) is process-independent. Since we evaluate 5&? at the leading

order, we can use the tree level expression for I'Y and T'%:
¢ 14 2
I, =T, =|Rul“Cy,

where C, is a coefficient not including the lepton flavor indices. Using this, we get
@ _ ) |Ral?

Epf = Ep (RTR); (B.11)

"Obviously, the total decay rate is also of the quadratic order of the coupling.
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Finally, we obtain the following final form of the C'P asymmetry in the total decay

(] ‘ M
ST TE > (R (U ) = Ry () )

(M7 — M7)M?

i J it gy
where we replaced 1/(M7 — M 2) with
1 M7 — M?

— .
MZ— M2 (MZ— M2+ MIT2/M?
This is the diagonal term for the complex matrix 5&% The non-diagonal term is given by
replacing the indices appropriately.

Here, we consider only processes mediated by a single gauge boson. However, an
extension to processes mediated by multiple gauge bosons is straightforward, and we can
use the same expression for e%

It is also straightforward to extend the above discussion to the process including the
Higgs boson, N; — veh™®). In this case, Ry; in the above discussion must be replaced by
ye;- Thus, if we consider this process along with the gauge boson-mediated processes, we
have to treat it separately because we assume that all the decay rates are proportional to
|Ryi|? at tree level in deriving Eq. (B.11), which is not valid in this case. However, as
discussed in Sec. 5, when we consider very small mass differences, |M; — M;| < M;, M;,
the difference between the C'P asymmetries using yy; and Ry; is sufficiently small, and we
can use the same expression for 551% as that before the EWSB throughout all eras of the
early universe.
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