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Abstract. The generation of a matter-antimatter asymmetry in thearse’ may be in-
duced by the propagation of fermions in non-trivial, sptety asymmetric (and hence
Lorentz violating) gravitational backgrounds. Such baokgds may characterise the
epoch of the early universe. The key point in these modelsisthe background induces
different dispersion relations, hence populations, betweearnidas and antifermions, and
thus CPT Violation (CPTV) appears in thermal equilibriumpeSies populations may
freeze out leading to leptogenesis and baryogenesis. Wedssrhere a string-inspired
scenario, in which the CPTV is associated with a cosmolbdiaekground with torsion
provided by the Kalb-Ramond (KR) antisymemtric tensor f@flthe string gravitational
multiplet. In a four-dimensional space time this field is Iditaa pseudoscalar “axion-
like” field. The mixing of the KR field with an ordinary axion fiécan lead to the
generation of a Majorana neutrino mass.

1 Introduction

One of the mostimportantissues of fundamental physicastagto an understanding of the magnitude
of the observed baryon asymmetry — ng (whereB denotes baryorB denotes antibaryomg is the
number density of baryons amg the number density of antibaryons in the universe). Thearm#/
is overwhelmingly made up of matter rather than anti-matfercording to the standard Big Bang
theory, matter and antimatter have been created in equalrsim the early universe. However, the
observed charge-parity (CP) violation in particle phy§idsprompted A. Sakharov [2] to conjecture
that for baryon asymmetry in the universe (BAU) we need: @jy®n number violation to allow for
states withAB # 0O starting from states withB = 0 whereAB is the change in baryon number. (i) If C
or CP conjugate processes to a scattering process wereedlloith the same amplitude then baryon
asymmetry would disappear. Hence C and CP need to be brok@rChemical equilibrium does
not permit asymmetries. Consequently Sakharov requiraddemical equilibrium does not hold
during an epoch in the early universe. Hence non-equilibfitnysics in the early universe together
with baryon number (B), charge (C) and charge-parity (C®Jating interactionslecays of anti-
particles, may result in the observed BAU. In fact there ame tiypes of non-equilibrium processes
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in the early universe that can produce this asymmetry: tketfipe concerns processes generating
asymmetries between leptons and antileptbggdgenesis), while the second produces asymmetries
between baryons and antibaryobarfyogenesis). The near complete observed asymmetry today, is
estimated in the Big-Bang theory [3] to imply:

Ng N

_Ms— —Ng _ : 11
An(T ~ 1 GeV)= " T - (84-8.9)x 10 (1)
B B

at the early stages of the expansion, e.g. for tines10® s and temperaturég > 1 GeV. In the
above formulas denotes the entropy density. Unfortunately, the observed/iBlation within the
Standard Model (SM) of particle physics (found to ®€10-%) for the standard parameterin the
neutral Kaon experiments [1]) induces an asymmetry muchthen that in[{i1) [4]. There are several
ideas that go beyond the SM.g. grand unified theories, supersymmetry, extra dimensiomalels
etc.) which involve the decays of right-handed sterile neusirféor relevant important works on this
see|[5+11]. These ideas lead to extra sources for CP vinlttat could generate the observed BAU.
Some degree of fine tuning and somewddihoc assumptions are involved in such scenarios; so the
guest for an understanding of the observed BAU still needhéu investigation. An example of fine
tuning is provided by the choice of the hierarchy of the righbhded Majorana neutrino masses. For
instance, enhanced CP violation, necessary for BAU, carcliewed in models with three Majorana
neutrinos, by assuming two of these neutrinos are nearlgriagte in mass.

The requirement of non-equilibrium is on less firm ground fh2n the other two requirements of
Sakharove.g. if the non-equilibrium epoch occurred prior to inflation thies efects would be hugely
diluted by inflation. A basic assumption in the scenario ditaov is thaCPT symmetry [13] (where
T denotes time reversal operation) holds in the very earlyarse.CPT symmetry leads to the pro-
duction of matter and antimatter in equal amounts. StRRinvarianceis a cornerstone of all known
local effectiverelativistic field theories without gravity, and consequently of curigsaticle-physics
phenomenology. It should be noted that the necessity oferiilibrium processes in CPT invariant
theories can be dropped if the requirement of CPT invariéoelaxed|[14]. This violation of CPT
(denoted by CPTV) is the result of a breakdown of Lorentz sytnyn(which might happen at ultra-
high energies [15]). For many models with CPTYV, in the tirnmelof the expanding universe, CPTV
generates first lepton asymmetriégp{ogenesis); subsequently, through sphaleron processes [16] or
baryon-lepton (B-L) number conserving processes in Granifiddl Theories (GUT), the lepton asym-
metry can be communicated to the baryon sector to producstberved BAU.

In order to obtain the observed BAU CPTYV in the early universey obviate the need for fine
tuning the decay widths of extra sources of CP violationhsag sterile neutrinos afat supersym-
metry partners. Instead, one has to "tune" the backgrouacksfime, assuming a phase transition
at an appropriate (high) temperature, after which the géignod the universe assumes its canoni-
cal Robertson-Walker form. In this note we shall consideingpfied scenariol[17]: the observed
matter-antimatter asymmetry in the universe today is dubeacoupling of right-handed Majorana
neutrinos to a pseudoscalar background field that originfaten the Kalb-Ramond (KR) antisym-
metric field of an ancestor string theory. The low energytliofithis ancestor string theory describes
the observable universe. The oscillations of Majorananreag between themselves and their an-
tiparticles dter a microscopic realisation of chemical equilibrium prEses which freeze out at a
particular (high) temperaturg, -the universe is assumed to undergo a phase transition Isatcthe
background KR field goes either to zero or to a very small yatoenpatible with the absence today
of any observed CPTVfEect. Such right-handed neutrinos characterise simpleesoéxttensions of
the Standard Model, termed neutrino-minimal-Standardli®l¢MSM) [5], in the absence of super-
symmetry or extra dimensionsMSM can provide candidates for dark matter. However, theee a
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delicate issues associated with the realisation of thedggnyesis scenarios in this model, give that for
the range of masses of the right-handed neutrinos employthe imodel (two degenerate ones, with
mass of order GeV, and a light one (dark matter), with masgaéroO(10) keV); the baryogenesis
is supposed to take place via coherent oscillations betwheelegenerate right-handed neutrinos.
Such coherent oscillations, though, may be destroyed ihititetemperature plasma of particles that
characterises the early universe.

Our work provides a simple geometric scenario to avoid sulemnas. We consider a model
such as theMSM, in a KR background which breaks Lorentz symmetry. Thekigaound couples to
the right-handed neutrinos; a lepton asymmetry is indugedring the background. The crucial réle
of right-handed neutrinos for the realisation of our scenfi], as sketched above, is compatible
with the important réle of the lightest of them as dark mateswisaged inl[5, 18]. Moreover in
an era characterised by the apparent absence of supersgnaigeials in the large hadron collider
(LHC) [19], the issue of the identification of the nature cf thark matter becomes even more pressing.

There is an additional significant réle, for the KR axion fieEven if the background value of
the field is zero in the present era, its quantum fluctuatiwhs;h survive today, may be responsible
for giving the right-handed Majorana neutrinos their mas$is may happen through anomalous
couplings of the KR field with the gravitational backgroundldats mixing with an ordinary axion
field, which couples via appropriate Yukawa couplings to tilgat-handed neutrinos [20]. In this
way, by an appropriate choice of the axion-neutrino Yukaw@ptings, one may generate masses for
the three right-handed neutrinos. Such masses lie in thgeranvisaged inMSM [5], so that the
lightest of them (keV mass range) can play the réle of a darteneandidate. The ordinary axions
in this model may provide additional dark matter candidates

The structure of the talk, which is speculative, is the fellng: in the next sectiohl2 we shall
review some models where background geometries do notaiesgational symmetry, and so vio-
late Lorentz symmetry (LIV). The background can induce CRM&tter-antimatter asymmetries in
thermal equilibrium in the early universe. In sectidn 3 walkbiscuss our specific string-inspired
model where the KR axion field plays the réle of torsion. Tamsprovides a LIV geometry and
matter-antimatter asymmetry is generated. We discusthiginded neutrino-antineutrino oscillations
of Pontercorvo type[21, 22]; the oscillations viol&tmh CP and CPT. We also estimate the freeze-out
temperature, which is the temperature at which the KR fielttkes df (or diminishes significantly)
due to a phase transition of the string universe [17]. Inisef we discuss the role of the quantum
fluctuations of the KR field in providing Majorana masses fartight-handed neutrinos. Conclusions
and an outlook appear in sectign 5.

2 Lorentz-Violating Geometries and Matter-Antimatter Asymmetry in the
Universe

We shall briefly review some existing models of CPTV inducegnametry between matter and an-
timatter in the early universe. These existing models cacdmrasted with our approach in this
article.

2.1 CPTV Models with Particle-Antiparticle Mass Difference

The simplest possibility [23] for inducing CPTV in the eadgiverse is through particle-antiparticle
mass diferencesn # m. These would fiect the particle phase-space distribution functigig, ),
f(E,u) = [exp(E - w)/T) £ 1)1, E2 = p?+ nm?, and antiparticle phase-space distribution function
f(E.p) = [expE - p)/T) £ 1], E? = p? + mP, with g being the 3momentum. (Our convention
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will be that an overline over a quantity will refer to an armtipicle,+ will correspond to Fermi statistics
(fermions), whereas will correspond to Bose statistics (bosons)). Masedences between particles
and antiparticlesn—m # 0, generate a matter-antimatter asymmetry in the relevanber densities
nandn, n—N = gqo.t. f 5—5’3[ f(E, 1) - f(E, 1)], wheregqo 1. denotes the number of degrees of freedom
of the particle species under study. In the case of spontersarentz violation|[24] there is a vector
field A, with a non-zero time-like expectation value which couplesitglobal current* such as
baryon number through an interaction lagrangian density

L=2A0" 2)

This leads tan # mandu # u. Alternatively, following [23] we can make the assumptibattthe
dominant contributions to baryon asymmetry come from ciaariquark mass €lierences, and that
their masses “run” with the temperature ine~ ¢gT (with g the QCD coupling constant). One can pro-
vide estimates for the induced baryon asymmetry on notiagttle maximum quark-antiquark mass
difference is bounded by the current experimental bound on tterpantiproton mass filerence,
dmp(= Imp — Mp|), known to be less than -2L0~° GeV. Takingn, ~ 0.24T3 (the photon equilibrium
density at temperaturE) we have|[28]:8r = {2 = 8.4 x 107 MIMETNIL | 5my = |mg — M.
Thus,B is too small compared to the observed one. To reproduce Senadx)sr—o ~ 6 - 107° one
would needsmy(T = 100 GeV)~ 10°° - 10-° GeV > sm,, which is somewhat unnatural.

However, activel{ght) neutrino-antineutrino massftkrences alone may reproduce BAU; some
phenomenological models in this direction have been dsgmin [25], considering, for instance,
particle-antiparticle mass fiierences for active neutrinos compatible with current @i data.

This leads to the resutiz = n, —ny ~ ”VGTZ, yieldingng/s~ & ~ 101 atT ~ 100 GeV, in agreement

with the observed BAU. (Hers, n,, andu, are the entropy density, neutrino density and chemical
potential respectively.)

2.2 CPTV-induced by Curvature effects in Background Geometry

In the literature the r6le of gravity has been explicitly smtered within a localfective action frame-
work which is essentially that of2). A coupling to scalanatureR [26-29] through a CP violating
interaction Lagrangiatl: £ = & [d*xy=¢(9,R)J", whereM, is a cut-df in the efective field
theory andJ# could be the current associated with baryon (B) number. &fgean implicit choice
of sign in front of this interaction, which has been fixed sa@&nsure matter dominance. It has
been shown that [126?% = Mzde, with T4 the freeze-out temperature f8r— L interactions. The
idea then is that this asymmetry can be converted to baryotbauasymmetry provided tHg + L
violating (but B-L conserving) electroweak sphaleroniiatgion has not frozen out. To leading order
in M;2 we haveR = 87G(1 - 3w)p wherep is the energy density of matter and the equation of state
is p = wp wherep is pressure. For radiatian = 1/3 and so in the radiation dominated era of the
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker cosmoldgy: 0. Howevew is precisely ¥3 whenT}; = 0. In general
T, « B(g)F*"F,, wherep(g) is the beta function of the running gauge couplinip a SU(N, gauge
theory withN, colours. This allows» # 1/3. Further issues in this approach can be found.in/[26—-29].
Another approach involves an axial vector current [30-88{ead of),. The scenario is based
on the well known fact that fermions in curved space-timdsitdka coupling of their spin to the
curvature of the background space-time.The Dirac Lageandénsity of a fermion can be re-written
as:

L= V=gy(iy%0a—m+7yy°Ba)y, B =y (dae}+ T}, €€) 3)



Neutrinos, Torsion and Baryogenesis

in a standard notation, wheeg are the vielbeind)” ; is the Christéfel connection and Latin (Greek)
letters denote tangent space (curved space-time) indldesspace-time curvature background has,
therefore, the #ect of inducing an “axial” background fiel, which can be non-trivial in certain
anisotropic space-time geometries, such as Bianchi-tggenologies or axisymmetric Kerr black
holes [30+33]. For an application to particle-antipagiabymmetry it is necessary for this axial field
B4 to be a constant in some local frame. The existence of suansfhas not been demonstrated. As
before if it can be arranged thBt, # O for a = 0 then for constanBy CPT is broken: the dispersion
relation of neutrinos in such backgroundffelis from that of antineutrinos. Explicitly, for the case
of light-like By = |B|-background one habs [34]E(x |B|)? = (B + B)2 + m?, and for pure time-like
B-backgrounds, of interest to us in the next seclibn 3 [84],= n? + (By + |@))%, wherem is the
fermion mass and the (-) signs refer to particles (antiparticles) (in the case ofdviena neutrinos
these are helicity states). For smallBy << |p] one may then obtain the (approximate) dispersion
relations given in[[30, 31]

E:Iﬁl+%+Bo, E:Iﬁl+%—Bo, Mg = + By < |pl, (4)
2|p 2|p]
which we shall make use of in what follows.

The relevant neutrino asymmetry emerges on following tmeesasteps used when there was an
explicit particle-antiparticle massftirence. As a consequence, for the pure-time like case aresid
above, and assuming a constddyt which will be of interest to us here, the following neutrino
antineutrino density dierence is found fromi{4)An, = n, — ny ~ g* T2 (%) with g* the number of
degrees of freedom for the (relativistic) neutrino. An esgcef particles over antiparticles is predicted
only whenBy > 0, which had to be assumed in the analysis of [30-33]; we shoode, however,
that the sign 0By and its constancy have not been justified in this phenomegiwabapproach (The
above considerations concern the dispersion relationsrfpifermion, not only neutrinos. However,
when one considers matter excitations from the vacuum |legar for leptogenesis, we need chiral
fermions to get non trivial CPTV asymmetriespopulations of particle and antiparticles, because
< yfydy >= — < ylydu > + < yly®ur >.). Attemperature§ < Ty, with T4 the decoupling
temperature of the lepton-number violating processesatiteof the net Lepton numbeaiL (neutrino
asymmetry) to entropy density (which scalesTdremains constant,

An, Bo
~—=. 5
= ©)

This implies a lepton asymmetry (leptogenesis) which, mjrtg By (for a given decoupling temper-
atureTy, that depends on the details of the underlying Lepton-nuiviéating processes) can lead
to aAL of the phenomenologically right ordal. ~ 1071°. The latter can then be communicated to
the baryon sector to produce the observed BAU (baryogén®ses B-L conserving symmetry in the
context of either Grand Unified Theories (GUT).[30], or s@ah processes in the standard model.
In the following section we shall discuss a case of a backgtavhere the constancy & in the

Robertson-Walker cosmological frame is guaranteed bytoaet®on. This case is inspired by string
theory.

AL(T < Tg) =

3 Kalb-Ramond (KR) Torsion Background, Majorana Neutrinos and
Baryogenesis
In this section we will discuss the case of a consBittaxial” field that appears due to the interaction

of the fermion spin with a string-theory background geometith torsion. This is a novel observa-
tion, which (as far as we are aware) was discussed for firgt itini35]. In the presence of torsion the
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Christdtel symbol contains a part that is antisymmetric in its lowetices:T",, # I'!, . Hence the
last term of the right-hand side of the Eqh.(3ni zero. Since the torsion term is of gravitational
origin it couples universally to all fermion species. THeeet of the coupling to neutrinos will be
clarified below.

The massless gravitational multiplet in string theory edmg the dilaton (spin 0, scalap, the
graviton (spin 2, symmetric tenso),,, and the spin 1 antisymmetric ten€),. The (Kalb-Ramond)
field B appears in the stringfective action only through its totally antisymmetric fielttength,
Huvp = 6[# va_'l’ Where_ [..] denotes antisymmetrization of the ind_ice_s within the _kms. The ca]-
culation of string amplitudes [36] shows tH4y,,, plays the role oforsionin a generalised connection
I

=41
r,=r, +e®H, =r\ +T' . (6)
rt,, =TI, is the torsion-free Einstein-metric connection, afg, = -T*,, is thetorsion.

In ref. [37] exact solutions to the conformal invariance ditions (to all orders inv’) of the low
energy &ective action of strings have been presented. In four “lafgecompactified) dimensions
of the string, the antisymmetric tensor field strength cawben uniquely as

Hyvp = ezmeuvptra(rb(x) (7)

with ep123 = /g ande”’*” = |g|‘1ewpg, with g the metric determinant. The fietgx) is a “pseudoscalar
" axion-like field. The dilaton® and axionb fields are fields that appear as Goldstone bosons of
spontaneously broken scale symmetries of the string vaouhso are exactly massless classically.
In the dfective string action such fields appear only through theiiveéves.The exact solution of
[37] in the string frame requires that both dilaton and axion fields are linear in trget timeX°,
D(X%) ~ X°, b(X% ~ X°. This solution will shift the minima of all fields in theffective action which
couple to the dilaton and axion by a space-time independeatat.

In the “physical’Einstein frame, relevant for cosmological observations, the temporalmpoment
of the metric is normalised i@ = +1 by an appropriate change of the time coordinate. In thiget
the solution of|[3]7] leads to a Friedmann-Robertson-Walk&W) metric, with scale factaa(t) ~ t,
wheret is the FRW cosmic time. Moreover, the dilaton fididehaves asint+¢g, with ¢¢ a constant,
and the axion field(x) is linear int. There is an underlying world-sheet conformal field theoithw
central charge = 4 - 12Q% - F‘Sz + ¢, whereQ?(> 0) is the central-charge deficit aodis the central
charge associated with the world-sheet conformal fieldrihebthe compact “internal” dimensions
of the string model [37]. The condition of cancellation o torld-sheet ghosts that appear because
of the fixing of reparametrisation invariance of world-shee-ordinates requires that= 26. The
solution for the axion field is

n
whereMs is the string mass scale amds a positive integer, associated with the level of the Kac-
Moody algebra of the underlying world-sheet conformal fidddory. For non-zer®? there is an
additional dark energy term in thdfective target-space time action of the stringl [37] of therfor
[ d*x+/=g€?®(-4Q?)/a’. The linear axion field{8jemains a non-trivial solutioneven in the static
space-time limit with a constant dilaton field [37]. In suchase space time is an Einstein universe
with positive cosmological constant and constant postiuwature proportional to/gn + 2).

For the solutions of [37], the covariant torsion tenst’H,,, is constant. (This follows from [6)
and [7) since the exponential dilaton factors cancel outérélevant expressions. ) Only the spatial
components of the torsion are nonzero in this case,

. M
Tijk ~ &jkb = 6k V2Q2e % 7% , 9)

M
b(x) = V2e % 2_5'[’ 8
(X) e VQ N (8)
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where the overdot denotes derivative with respett #s discussed in [35], in the framework of the
target-spaceftective theory, the relevant Lagrangian terms for fermioasofvest order ir”) will be
of the form [3), with the vectoB® being associated with the spatial components of the corrtsiion
partB° ~ €Ki}, where From[(B),[{7) andi3), we also observe that only thepteal component
B® of the BY vector is nonzero. Note that the torsion-free gravitatigaat of the connection (for the
FRW or flat case) yields a vanishing contributiongd From [3) and[{P) then we obtain a constant
B of order
0 —go Ms
B’ ~ v2Q2e % — GeV > 0. (20)
\/n
We follow the conventions of string theory for the signB%. From phenomenological considerations
Ms andg?/4r are taken to be larger than Of)@eV and about 20 respectively.

The particle-antiparticle asymmetry occurs already imrttad equilibrium, due to the background-
induced diference in the dispersion relations between particles atigiaaticles. Since the coupling
of fermions to torsion isuniversal, the axion background would also couple to quarks and charge
leptons. However, it is the right-handed neutrinos that plarucial rle and induce a phenomenolog-
ically viable leptogenesis, and then baryogenesis thrapgialeron processes in the standard model
or other B-L conserving processes. This is due to the fattéiseargued in [17], the right-handed Ma-
jorana neutrinos can oscillate between themselves andathigparticles, unlike the charged fermions
of the standard model. Sudy-background-induced neutrino-antineutrino oscillasiowhich have
been envisaged initially by Pontercorvol[21} 22], are iretliby the mixing of neutrino and antineu-
trino states to produce mass eigenstates due to the cofestainonmental’ fieldB° [32,/33]. To see
this, we consider the Lagrangian for Majorana neutrinoh@pgresence dB,, written in terms of
two-component (Weyl) spinor fieldg, ¢¢ (since a generic four-component Majorana spiffomay

be written in our notation a¥ = (ﬁ) where from now on we omit the left-handedisulL):
I P S ¥ er i (~Bo —m\ [yf
L= vl whpernn)-w (B g (4], ay

whereD,, is the gravitational covariant derivative with respectte torsion-free spin connection, and
we assume for brevity that the neutrino has only lepton-remviplating Majorana-type masses. We
note that the energy eigenstates are appropriate lineabinations of the statelg’) and|¢¢). We
observe from[(1]1) that, in the presence of torsion, theraanretrivial and unequal diagonal lepton-
Bo - m). This matrix
-m By

is hermitean, so can be diagonalised by a unitary matrixihepgto two-component mass eigenstates
lxi,j that are mixtures of the statgs and|y®) (and hence of the energy eigenstates):

) = NH(Bo+ B2+ mP) )+ mip))
2) = NH=mg®) +(Bo+ /B2 +1P) )}, (12)

whereN = [Z(Bg +m? + Bo /B2 + mZ)]l/z, with eigenvaluesn » = ¥ /B2 + n2.
The above mixing can be expressed by writing the four-corapbneutrino spinor in terms gf
andy° using an anglé [33]:

_ [x1) _[cost sing) [y . ) m
Y s (xz) - (—SiHG cosg) (¢) : tanf= ——— . (13)

Bo+ /B3 +n?

number-conserving entries in the “mass” mathik for v andy®: M = |
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Itis readily seen that the four-component spinas also Majorana, as it satisfies the Majorana con-
dition v* = v. We note that in the absence of torsi@y, — 0, the mixing angle between the two-
component spinong andy° is maximal.f = n/4, whereas it is non-maximal whéy # 0.

The mixing [I2) enables us to understand th@edénce between the densities of fermions and
antifermions mentioned earlidr (5). The expectation valfethe number operators gf,i = 1,2 in
the basigy) and|y®) are given byN,, =<: x] y1 :>= cof <: Y y® > +sirPg < yty >, N, =<
Xz)(z >=sifg <: ¢ yC > +col <: gty >, where cross-terms do not contribute. We observe
that, for generad + n/4,i.e., By # 0, as seen irL.(13), there is dfdrence between the populations of
x1andyz: N, — N, = cos E( <Nge >— <Ny > ) where< ny, >=<: y7 g i>#< Nye >=<t YTy >
are the corresponding number operators for the sgayend|y/©).

This difference in the neutrino and antineutrino populatibhs (5)dd@possible by the presence of
fermion-number-violating fermion-antifermion oscillas, whose probability was calculated|in![33]:

E, - Ex
)=

_ 2« si [ -
P(t) = [(va(t)v2(0)) S'HZGS'”Z( 2 BZ + n?

sir’(Bot) , (14)

where we used{4) witB = 0, as in our specific backgrouid{10) and the definition of théng angle
(@3). The time evolution of the system is calculated by esgireg|y) and|4°) as appropriate linear
combinations of the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. Thismeines the argument of the sinusoidal
oscillation term sify %t . In the case of relativistic neutrinos moving close to theespof light,
the oscillation length obtained fromn (14) is

_mhc_ 63x10MGeV em
|Bol Bo '

(15)

where we have reinstatédandc, andBg is measured in GeV.

For oscillations to beféective at any given epoch in the early Universe, this lengthtb be less
than the size of the Hubble horizon. We assume that a cosmcalaplution of the form discussed
in [37], with a scale factor increasing linearly with time, applicable some time after any earlier
inflationary epoch. For a temperatufg ~ 10° GeV, the relevant Hubble horizon size107? cm.
On the other hand, we see frofd (5) that the correct order ofihate for the lepton asymmetry
~ 10710 is obtained ifBy ~ 107 GeV. For this value of B0, the oscillation lengfh{15)19cm,
which is within the Hubble horizon size ¥ cm. This implies that Majorana neutrifamtineutrino
oscillations occur dficiently rapidly to establish chemical equilibrium and headepton asymmetry.
On the other hand, as already mentioned, charged leptonguarlls, although coupled to the KR
torsionH, nevertheless do not exhibit such oscillations due to cheogservation.

At the temperatur@yq ~ 10° GeV the universe is assumed to undergghase transition [17]
towards either a vanishinBy or at least a very smaBy compatible with the current limity <
102 eV , of the relevant parameter of the standard model exteri8&-+41]. In this scenario for
leptogenesis no fine tuning for the width of the pertinent @fating processes in the lepton sector is
required, in contrast to the case of conventional leptogien, 18, 42—-44]. However, the presence of
right-handed neutrinos was essential, and this is comsiatiéh the need for explaining the smallness
of the active neutrino masses through see-saw mechanisrtise odle of sterile neutrinos as dark
matter [5) 18].) The reader should note that the range ofrimeutnasses (Gev and keV) invoked in
the latter works is consistent with the approximationsiegdo (I5).
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4 KR Torsion Fluctuations and Majorana Mass Generation

Before concluding we would like to discuss another inténgsaspect of the KR torsion: the genera-
tion of the masses of the right-handed Majorana neutrined above, e.g. in the range of GeV and
keV as required in theMSM model [5]. So far we have discussed the role of backgrounddftan.
However, as we discussed above, at the temperatutee universe may undergo a phase transition to
a vanishingBy. The quantum fluctuations of the torsion, however, survirghis section we would
like to make a suggestion [20] that links these fluctuations mechanism for dynamical generation
of (chirality changing) Majorana mass terms for neutrinos.

To discuss quantum aspects of torsion we first notice thaKiReH-torsion is a totally anti-
symmetric type of torsion coupled to fermions as (using faevity differential form language):
Sy>-3 fS A* J° WhereJ5 ¥y, vy is the axial fermion current. Here the fermiopnsire generic
and represent all sermonrc excitations of the Standard Mads rrght handed Majorana neutrinos.
The totally antisymmetric part of the torsi@=* T, that isSq = .e e °Tabe, WhereT a4 is the con-
torsion which is proportional tblape = eapcad?b(X) in our case, wrtrb the KR axion field. Classically
one has the Bianchi identity*S = 0. To discuss quantum corrections|[20] we impose the cdnstra
that quantum corrections should ndfezt this Bianchi identity, which allows for a definition of a
conserved torsion chargg = f* S. Implementing this constraint via a delta function in thievant
path integrab(d*S) leads to the introduction of a Lagrange multiplier field

- 2 2 parg]

— i 1‘ *, i *15 _5 5
_beexp[ |f2db/\ db + fbdb/\ J +2fb2J /\J],

(3 3¢ a5,
ZafDSDbexp[rfAr—KzS/\*S—ZS/\*J (

(16)

wherefy, = (3«?/8) Y2 = M—‘/S_; and the non-propagatirgffield has been integrated out. Here we have

used the same notatidrfor the Lagrange multiplier field as the background KR axiefdfi This is

for reasons of economy. The fieldin (I6) denotes quantum fluctuations of the KR axion, and we
assume a vanishing background for this field today. If onesiclems the quantum fluctuations about
the background then the background terms are understobdbexplicitly given) in[16). The reader
should notice that, as a result of this integration, theespondingeffective field theory contains a
non-renormalizable repulsive four-fermion axial-current-current interacti By partially integrating
the termdb A* J° and using the (one-loop exact) chiral anomaly equalipd™* = iF”VFW -

1912”2 Reve R,,W, whereF denotes field strength of gauge fields, & the four-dimensional space
time gravitational curvature we obtarn aﬂi&trve “axion-like” coupling for the KR axion with the
gauge sectoBer > — 87r2f f b(x)F* F, 192”2 = f b(X)R"P RW,,(,, where the {T) notation denotes
dual tensors. The |mportant point to notice is that bhexion field is massless, unlike the ordinary
axion field.

We notice at this stage, that for the case of the electrontagfield, the termeWE/” be-
comes (up to total derivative terms) a Chern-Simons (CShfar four space-time dimensions
JBF,F" o Scs = [BuAF0e™7 , By = €uapyH™ | Hapy = €upy60°b(X). Notice thatB, is
nothing but our axial vector coupled to the fermions[ih (3)t bere is not a background but a full
fledged quantum field. In fact, when considering the couptihgharged fermionse(g. electrons
or quarks) with the electromagnetic fiedd, the presence of such CS terms méget the quantum
photon propagator. This subject is still controversiakl are postpone a detailed discussion for a
forthcoming publication [34].
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a RR

dr dr W) (Wr)°

Figure 1. Feynman graph giving rise to anomal ous fermion mass generation. The black circle denotes the oper-
ator a(x) R,y,R** induced by torsion. Wavy lines are gravitons, dashed lines pertain to axion a(x) propagators,
while continuous lines denote Majorana spinors.

For the purposes of the current work, we notice that, follmmief. [20], we may couple (via
appropriate Yukawa interactions of strength) the (right-handed) Majorana fermions to an ordinary
axion field, a(x), which is allowed to mix (via the corresponding kineticrtxsryfc’)ubaﬂa, with
[yl < 1) with the KR axionb(x). It is convenient to diagonalize the axion kinetic termgbgefining
the KR axion fieldb(x) — b’'(X) = b(X) + ya(x) and canonically normalise the axion fiedd The b’
field decouples, then, leaving affective axion-fermion action [20]:

1 va(x) = iYa —Cc = 1 !
_ 4 — | = 2_ TN puvpo __Ja _ C _= 1515
sa-fd ARl rewrs = R alYrvr - Uris) + 5 %] D)

The mechanism for the anomalous Majorana mass generasbaus in Figll. We may now estimate
the two-loop Majorana neutrino mass in quantum gravity \eithefective UV energy cut4 A by
adopting the ffective field-theory framework of [45]. This leads to a gratittnally induced Majorana

massMgr: Mg ~ % . In a UV complete theory such as strings,and Mp are related,
sinceA is proportional toMg and the latter is related thlp (or «) via the strng coupling and the
compactification volume. Obviously, the generationMy is highly model dependent. Taking, for
example, the quantum gravity scale to he= 10*” GeV, we find thatMp is at the TeV scale, for
ya = 102 andy = 0.1. However, if we take the quantum gravity scale to be closthéoGUT
scale, i.e. A = 10 GeV, we obtain a right-handed neutrino madg ~ 16 keV, for the choice
ya =y = 1073, This is in the preferred ballpark region for the sterile tniew v to qualify as a warm
dark matter|[18].

In a string-theoretic framework, many axions might exisittbould mix with each other. Such
a mixing can give rise to reduced UV sensitivity of the twaybograph shown in Fig.]1. To make
this point explicit, let us therefore consider a scenarithwi numbemn axion fields,a; 2. Of this
collection ofn pseudoscalars, ong4 has a kinetic mixing termy with the KR axionb and onlya, has
a Yukawa couplingy, to right-handed neutrinas. The other axionay s _» have a next-to-neighbour
mixing pattern. In such a model, the anomalously generatafbtdna mass may be estimated to

F V3yay KA (SM2) : a
be [20] Mg ~ Y T for n < 3, and thus independent affor n = 3. Of course, beyond

the two loops Mg will depend on higher powers of the energy ciit-q, i.e. A™5, but if kA < 1,
these higher-ordeffiects are expected to be subdominant. In the abheaxdon-mixing scenarios, the
anomalously generated Majorana mass term will only deperti@mass-mixing parameteisl2 of
the axion fields and not on their masses themselves, as lamg &s
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5 Conclusions and Outlook

In this note we have discussed ways of obtaining leptoggbasyogenesis, which do not follow the
Sakharov paradigm and involve non-trivial background geini@s of the early universe that violate
Lorentz symmetry. As a specific example we considered agsinispired theory involving anstisym-
metric Kalb-Ramond (KR) tensor fields of spin 1, which in fgpace-time dimensions are equivalent
to a pseudoscalar degree of freedom (the KR axion). The KR fiedvides the geometry with an
appropriate totally antisymmetric torsion. The latter jglas to all matter fermions both charged and
neutral, but it is the coupling to right-handed Majoranatriaos that plays a crucial réle in provid-
ing microscopic processes of neutriantineutrino oscillations underlying the generation ottera
antimatter asymmetry in the lepton sector at high tempegaturhe latter is then communicated to
the baryon sector via the standard baryon-minus-leptanbeu conserving sphaleron processes. The
string universe is assumed to undergo a phase transitiogisea temperature, at which the back-
ground KR axion field vanishes (or is diminished significgriti agreement with the stringent bounds
today on the Lorentz-symmetry-violating parameter of thh@dard model extension that corresponds
to this background).

We have also shown how quantum fluctuations of the KR torsmngenerate anftective (right-
handed) Majorana neutrino mab4 at two loops by gravitational interactions that involve lagb
anomalies. The KR axiob couples to both matter and gravitation and radiation gawedésfi In
perturbation theory, this axion field derived from torsion has derivative couplings, leading o a
axion shift symmetryb — b + ¢, wherec is an arbitrary constant. If another axion figar fields
are present in the theory, the shift symmetry may be brokigimgyrise to axion masses and chirality
changing Yukawa couplings to massless fermions, such ash@nded Majorana neutrings.
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