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Abstract

We analyze a scenario in which the lightest heavy neutrino N7 is a dark matter candidate
and the second-heaviest neutrino Ny decays producing lepton number. If N; were in thermal
equilibrium, its energy density today would be much larger than that of the observed dark
matter, so we consider energy injection by the decay of No. In this paper, we show the
parameters of this scenario that give the correct abundances of dark matter and baryonic
matter and also induce the observed neutrino masses. This model can explain a possible
sterile neutrino dark matter signal of M;=7 keV in the x-ray observation of x-ray multi-
mirror mission.
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1 Introduction

There are at least three phenomena that cannot be explained within the standard model of particle
physics (SM). They are neutrino masses, dark matter (DM), and baryon asymmetry of the Universe
(BAU). In the SM, particles acquire masses by the Higgs mechanism, but neutrinos are assumed
not to couple to the Higgs particle so they remain massless. By introducing right-handed neutrinos,
neutrinos can couple to the Higgs particle, and acquire Dirac masses. Right-handed neutrinos are
singlets under the SM gauge group SU(2), xU(1)y, so they can also have Majorana masses without
breaking the symmetry of the SM. If these Majorana masses are much larger than the Dirac masses,
mass eigenstates are separated into two groups. One of them is active, light neutrinos mainly
composed of left-handed neutrinos, and the other is sterile, heavy neutrinos almost coinciding with
right-handed neutrinos. This is called the seesaw mechanism [IH3], and we use this mechanism in
this paper.

Two other phenomena beyond the SM can be found in the Universe. In the observable range of
the Universe, no primordial antimatter has been found. To explain the asymmetry of matter and
antimatter, we need C'P violation [4]. By observation of the anisotropy of cosmic microwave back-
ground [5], the ratio of baryon density to critical density today is Q,h? = 0.02214 + 0.00024(68%
limit), which can be converted into the baryon number to entropy ratio Yz ~ 0.86 x 107, In the
SM, C'P is violated by Yukawa couplings between the quarks and Higgs particle, but it is too small
to explain this asymmetry. If there are right-handed neutrinos, C'P can also be broken by the
couplings between the neutrinos and Higgs particle. A heavy neutrino, which is Majorana particle,
it can decay into either lepton or antilepton by Yukawa interaction. The difference between these
decay rates results in nonzero lepton number (called leptogenesis [6]), and it is transferred to a
baryon number by electroweak processes (sphaleron processes [7]).

Another problem the Universe offers us is dark matter. Dark matter does not interact with
electromagnetic forces and is stable, or its lifetime is longer than the age of the Universe. In the
SM, such a particle is not included, and even massive left-handed neutrinos are too light to explain
all dark matter. Many candidates of dark matter have been proposed, and sterile neutrino is one of
them. Sterile neutrinos, of course, do not participate in electromagnetic nor strong interactions.
If their mass is roughly of order keV, they can live longer than the Universe, so they can be
dark matter (see Refs. [8l[9] for reviews). There are several ways to produce sterile neutrino dark
matter N;. The simplest production mechanism is to use the mixing of sterile and active neutrinos,
proposed Dodelson and Widrow (DW mechanism, [10]). This model, however, is disfavored by
observations of x-rays and Lyman alpha forest [11]. Another way is resonant production, or the
Shi-Fuller mechanism [I2]. If there were relatively large lepton number (at least Yz 2> 8 x 107°),
light neutrinos can be efficiently converted to sterile neutrinos. In this case, some mechanism is
needed to make this lepton number much larger than the baryon number after the freeze-out of
sphalerons. In the neutrino minimal standard model (¥MSM), which is an extension of the SM
with right-handed neutrinos with masses smaller than the electroweak scale [13][14], this lepton
asymmetry is produced by the decay of sterile neutrinos No, N3 with masses 22 100MeV. In this
model, their masses need to be highly degenerate, roughly (Ms — My)/My < 1073 to produce
BAU [15/16]. Other production mechanisms need more extensions of the SM, such as decays
of scalar fields [I7,[I8] or new gauge interactions. We consider the last case in this paper. The
Majorana mass term of the right-handed neutrinos appears as the result of a gauge symmetry
breaking, and its scale is much higher than the electroweak scale. This naturally happens if grand



unification exists at high energy.

In this paper, we suppose the lightest sterile neutrino N; constitutes all dark matter and
the second-lightest one N, causes leptogenesis, and they were in thermal equilibrium by a gauge
interaction of right-handed neutrinos [I9]. There are many advantages in this case. We need
not assume an initial abundance of N; and Ny. Their abundance is completely determined by
statistical mechanics without uncertainty. The lepton number is efficiently produced, because there
is no cancelation of lepton asymmetry which happens if N, is produced by Yukawa interaction.
The temperature of Vi is colder compared to the DW mechanism case, so constraint from Lyman
alpha forest is weakened.

The drawback of thermal relic N is its overproduction. This problem can be solved by the
decay of an out-of-equilibrium particle. Such a decay gives energy into the thermal bath, and
the temperature of the thermal bath drops slowly compared to that of the decoupled particle Nj.
The energy ratio of N; today becomes smaller, so the problem of overproduction can be solved.
Cases of low-scale new gauge interaction were considered in Refs. [I9,20]. We consider a case
that the dark matter N; was diluted by the entropy production during the leptogenesis. This idea
was proposed in Ref. [21I]. They estimated the orders of M, M3 and scale of gauge interaction
of right-handed neutrinos. We refine their analysis, considering seesaw mechanism and various
constraints on parameters more seriously. We explicitly show the parameters which can explain
observed neutrino masses, the BAU, and dark matter abundance.

As a result, we found that a Majorana mass term of left-handed neutrinos M, is essential for
masses of active neutrinos m,,, since the two eigenvalues of the difference X, = m, — M, need to
be very small, X; < 1071%V, X, <10 %eV. The third eigenvalue is much larger, X3 > 0(0.1)eV,
in order to produce the BAU. If there is no fine-tuning, M, 2> O(108)GeV and the scale of gauge
interaction of right-handed neutrinos is G}}%/Q > 10'2GeV. Recently, an unidentified line at 3.5keV
in x-ray spectra was found [22/23]. There are many works to explain this anomaly (see, for
example, Refs. [24,25] If this photon was emitted by dark matter, our model can explain it by
decay of Ny, with M;=7keV and X, + X3|R31|> ~ 1 x 1077eV (R3 is a parameter of Yukawa
coupling).

We use the left-right symmetric model [26] as an example, but if V; and N, can be in thermal
equilibrium, any other model is possible. Our discussion does not involve the detail of the new
gauge interaction that we will introduce. Note that the idea of diluting dark matter by leptogenesis
can be applied to other particles that freeze out before the decay of the heavy neutrino.

This paper is organized as follows. In Secs. 2H4 we describe how right-handed neutrinos can
explain three beyond the SM phenomena described above. In Sec. [ we summarize constraints
on parameters from various observations and our thermal history scenario. In Sec. [6 we show
parameters that satisfy all conditions obtained in previous sections, and compare the result with
observations.

2 Neutrino masses

We assume three right-handed neutrinos vg exist. The most general mass term of neutrinos can
be written as

L — (M, mp vy,
—Lnass = 5 (VL VR) (m% MR) (VR + h.c., (1)



where M; and Mpg denote 3 x 3 Majorana mass matrices of left and right neutrinos and mp
represents 3 x 3 Dirac mass matrix. For example, this term appears in a model that has the
symmetries of SU(2) x SU(2)r x U(1)p_r, (called the left-right symmetric model [26-28]) as

— Lonass = hapLE Ly 4 gapLE oL + %(L—%CirgALLf + LTy ARLy) + hec., (2)
where Ly r represent SU(2)., g doublets of left- or right-handed leptons,
LL,Ra = <VL7RQ> , =6, U, T, (3)
lL,Ra

and ¢, Ar g are the SU(2). x SU(2)r Higgs bidoublet and triplets, which acquire vacuum expec-
tation values

@)= (0 0) @= (5 1) P = = (araGevy, (1)

UL.R 0
and ¢ = 759" 7. By defining

Mpags = Yapl = haﬁvl + gaﬁ”; ML af = f;ﬁUZ> MR af = faﬁvRa (5)

we recover Eq. ().
Assuming the orders of My and mp = yv are much smaller than that of Mg, we get mass
eigenvalues,

dia e
L =5 0 ) ("5 ypaee) (0F) e Y
mde — Um, U* = diag[my, my, ms), ")
M3 — VTNV = diag[My, My, M), )
m, = My — U2yM}§1yT7 o
o (10)

Equation () is the seesaw relation [29], which gives a relation between masses of light neutrinos
and heavy neutrinos. The matrix U, which diagonalizes m,,, is the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-
Sakata matrix. Flavor eigenstates vy, can be written with mass eigenstates v}, v (i, I =1,2,3)
as

Via = Uailj},i + @all/;%]a (11)
Our = (MpMz'V*)ar. (12)

The strength of interaction of vg; through this mixing is parametrized by the active-sterile mixing
angle,

07 => [Oul” (13)

The flavor eigenstates of right-handed neutrinos are, ignoring O(©) terms,
VRa == VaiVi; (14)

It is conventional to define Majorana fields N; = v}, + v}5; . They are called sterile or heavy
neutrinos. I = 1,2, 3 are ordered to give M; < My < Ms.



3 Dark matter and entropy production

We suppose dark matter consists entirely of Ny (M; ~ O(1)keV) and that Ny (M, = 10°GeV)
causes leptogenesis. The thermal history we consider in this paper is as follows [2I]. N; and
N, were once in thermal equilibrium, and they froze out when they were still relativistic (T 2
101°GeV). As the temperature went down, N, became nonrelativistic and dominated the Universe.
N, decays at T' > 10°GeV, which is much higher than sphaleron freeze-out temperature. This
decay created lepton number and gave energy to the thermal bath, i.e., entropy was produced.
This lepton number was transformed into the BAU observed today. By this entropy production,
the abundance of N; became the observed DM abundance, Qph? ~ 0.12.

The Yukawa interaction of Nj is too weak to bring it to thermal equilibrium. We have to
introduce a new gauge interaction between right-handed neutrinos and the SM particles [19]. In
the left-right symmetric model, the gauge interaction term of right-handed neutrinos is written

s [30]

—LRint = grRLRW A7, Lg. (15)

Right-handed neutrinos freeze out from thermal bath when the rate of gauge interactionl] equals

to the Hubble rate,
2

T? ~ /Gy 16
R f G«f M (16)
where Mp; = 1.22 x 10Y9GeV, Gpr = ;/A_/[g,’; and M’ represents the mass of the new gauge boson.
For the effective degrees of freedom of particles in the thermal bath, we take g,y ~ 110. By solving
Eq. (I6), we obtain the freeze-out temperature

1012 —2\ 2/3
02GeV) ) (17)

T ~ 10°GeV <(
! Grr

We assume heavy neutrinos Ny and Ny decouple when they are still relativistic, i.e., Ty > Ma.
Then the yield of N; after freeze out is

ny 1 135¢(3) 0.416
YNl |f = ! = At = . (18)
S I Gxf ™ Gxf
This is constant if there is no entropy production. The energy ratio of Ny today is
110 M; Sy
Qn, = 9.5Q — 19
M b g*f keV So’ ( )

where Sy and Sy represent entropy in comoving volume at NN; freeze-out and today. From the
observation of dwarf spheroidal galaxies, the mass of the fermion dark matter particle must be
larger than 1 keV [31]. If Qn, = Qpyr = 0.12/h* [5], entropy needs to become about 10 times
larger.

!We assume the scale of vg is larger than T.
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Figure 1: Decay of Ny by Yukawa interaction (a) and gauge interaction (b).

We consider entropy production by the decay of N;. The ratio of Sy to Sy can be expressed
by I'n,, the decay rate of Ny, as

1/3\3/4
CON R

Sy g*f\/FNgMPl’

where (gi/ %) is the average of ¢+/* during the decay [32]. Substituting this into Eq. (19), and from
the condition Qy, = Qpys, the decay rate must satisfy

(20)

M2 [keV\?>
[y, = 0. 1076(gl/3y32 22 [ 222 ) 21

There are two decay channels of Ny at tree level (see Fig. [). To generate lepton number
successfully, the decays by Yukawa interaction have to be dominant,

(779)22
8

where § = yV. We will check the condition for this approximation in Sec. Bl Then, we obtain a
condition for Yukawa coupling constants,

keV 2 M.
7Y = 1.1 x 1074 [ =22 2. 2
@ =110 () (s (23)

Iy, TNy = M, (22)

4 Baryon asymmetry

N, is a Majorana field, so it can decay into both lepton and antilepton. The difference between
these decay rates results in a net lepton number production [6]. This lepton number is transformed
into baryon number by electroweak processes [7]. By integrating the Boltzmann equations for N,
and leptons, we obtain the yield of the baryon number today:

280.416 S; L [keV
Y, = 22 Pf 4% 107 (2 24
=779 g S % 6<M1) (24)




¢ denotes the asymmetry of decay rates, calculated as [33]

m(((7'y 32 2 2 2
.- —%%Wym (25)

g(I)E\/E< ! +1—(1+x)1n1”). (26)

1—=x T

We ignored the contribution of Ny, since (47§);2 is much smaller than (74)ss in our scenario (see
Sec. [B)). By the observation of cosmic microwave background [5], Yz ~ 0.86 x 1071, so

M
€=—6.1x 10—7@ (27)

is needed. Using Eqgs. (23)), (25) and (27)), we get another condition for Yukawa couplings:

keV M- 2 1

I t 12 —1 1 —19 .
ml(§' )zl = LT A0 S {55 GV g (AT2 /D)

(28)

5 Constraints on parameters

There are constraints on parameters Grg, M, and ©? from our thermal history model and
observations. We enumerate them as follows:

(i) N2 must decouple while it is relativistic. From (I7) and Ty > M,, we derive

1 9 3/2
0 GeV) . (20)

Grr S107%5GeV™?
FR X € M,
(i) Ny — Lp® must be a dominant decay channel of Ny. The decay diagram of Fig[Il(b) is
similar to the decay of muon (y — ezv,), so its rate can be estimated as

2
Ly G
NQ—)lRlRVR ]_927T3 2

r

(30)

(there is a factor 2 because N, is Majorana particle). Applying I' < I'n,, we obtain

No—lglrvr

2 9 3
Grr S1078GeV 2 (1;\2/) (10 Aze\/) : (31)

This bound is similar to Eq. (29).

(iii) No must decay when sphaleron transitions are still active [7]. The temperature after Ny
decay is, using the decay rate (21]),

3 1/4
Tdecay ~ (871'9 ) FNQMPI (32)
My  keV
=4x10°GeV—u——. 33
N 09GeV M, (33)



By Thecay > 100GeV, we get

M
M, > 105GeV —L . 4
2 < OGereV (3)

As we will see later, a condition for sufficient lepton asymmetry production naturally satisfies
this bound.

(iv) By phase space analysis of dwarf spheroidal galaxies and considering Pauli blocking, fermion
dark matter must satisfy M; 2 1keV [31].

(v) By comparing the Lyman alpha forest data and numerical simulations, the upper bounds
on the initial average velocity of warm dark matter are derived [34]. Those bounds can be
converted to lower bounds of dark matter mass depending on their production mechanism.
For thermal relic dark matter, M; > 1.5keV.

(vi) N; is produced as a thermal relic, not through oscillations. The condition for the active-
sterile mixing angle can be approximated as [I1]

M -2
sin?20; <8 x 107° (ﬁ) . (35)

(vii) N; can decay into a photon and a light neutrino. Here we assume the radiative decay rate
is same as the case in which the gauge interaction is not extended? [35],

9G2.«
o = S8 001 0

Nondetection of those photons by x-ray observations gives a bound on 07 [36-39] (see [40]
for a recent review). It can be roughly approximated as

M -3.9
sin20; <5 x 1077 (@) : (37)

6 Combined analysis

In this section, we find parameters that satisfy all conditions described above, and compare them
with observations. It is convenient to parametrize Yukawa couplings as

gv = iV; (X[) 2 R(M™)' 2, (38)

where X, = m, — My, X% = VTX )V, [41]. The seesaw relation (@) is transformed into an
orthogonal condition for R,

RRT =1, (39)

In the left-right symmetric model, this assumption corresponds to taking the limit |vjve/v%| < 1 [19]. Rea-
sonable parameters satisfy this inequality by the constraints [29]) and (BI).



which is much easier to treat. We rewrite the conditions for Yukawa couplings (23), (83]), and (28]
by X, and R. The results are

keV')?
D Xj|Rp|* =33 x107"%V (e—) : (40)
j My
keV
NN IRAP < 2% 1070V (41)
j My

keV 10°GeV 1
M, M, Q(M:)?/Mg)

Im [(zj XjR;ng]-2>2] = 1.5 x 10710V (42)

Let us consider a simple case, My = 0 first. We show this case does not give the correct
neutrino mass matrix. From the orthogonality condition, at least one component of each column
of R must have an absolute value larger than 1/v/3. Considering (@), one of the eigenvalues of
X, = m, must be equal or smaller than ~ 107'%V. This is much smaller than observed values
of neutrino mass differences, so masses of light neutrinos are determined except hierarchy. For a
normal hierarchy case, using the experimental data [42]

2 2
2 My +my

m; —m] = 7.54 x 107%eV?  mj 5 = 244 x 107%eV?  (best fit), (43)
we obtain the masses of neutrinos
my < 107%V < my = 8.7 x 1073V, m3 = 5.0 x 10~ %eV. (44)

To satisfy Eqs. ([@Q) and (4I), the first and second columns of R must be almost (1,0,0)%, which
contradicts the orthogonality of R. The My = 0 case does not give the correct neutrino mass
matrix. In short, two eigenvalues of X, must be much smaller than the orders of observed mass
differences,

keV '\
X, < 3.3 x 107 %V (e—) , (45)
M,
keV
Xy <2 x107%eV——. 46
2 X e M, (46)
These conditions require M, to be nonzero.
For concreteness, let us assume
X1 < X2 < X3. (47)
Then, R is almost determined as
—Rypy 1 —Rs
R~ 1 R22 —R31 s (48)
R31 R 1



oV keV

|Rs1|? < 2 x 10—5X3 T (49)
|Ros? < 3.3 x107° 10;26\/ (%)2, (50)
|Raz|® < 3.3 x 10—10% <1;\‘2—\1/>2 (51)
Im [R3,] = 1.5 x 107" <%)2 1;\3\1/ 103\4@;}6\/9(]\4??1/]\/[22). (52)

Ros, Rs1, and R3y are much smaller than 1, so R is approximately orthogonal. From (&1I), (52),
and using |Im[R3,]| < | Rs2|?, we obtain

M; 10°GeV 1

X3 > 0.45eV .
3=V T My |g(M2/MD)]

(53)

This partly justifies the assumption (47). If there is no tuning between the two terms in the
right-hand side of (@), X 23 is smaller than O(1) eV. Assuming also M3 > 2M,, g(M3/M3) can
be approximated as

3M.
2 2 . 2
From Eq. (53] we obtain
My > O(10%)GeV. (55)

This is the reason for dividing M, by 10°GeV. The condition from the sphaleron freeze-out tem-
perature (B4]) is satisfied naturally.
We compare the results with observations, especially x-ray observation. The mixing of N is

X2 —|—X3|R31|2
M, ’

Note that X;|Ry;|* < Xy, X3|R31]? so X; does not contribute to ©2. We have plotted this result
in Fig. 2 with various constraints. If X5 4+ X3|Rs;|* is smaller than 10~eV, the dark matter mass
can be heavier than 50 keV. This is different from the ¥MSM, which needs M; < 50 keV due to
a constraint from maximal lepton asymmetry [15]16].

Recently, a possible sterile neutrino decay signal was found in x-ray multi mirror mission
data [22/23]. These papers report

sin? 20, =4

(56)

My ~ TkeV, (57)
sin?20; ~ 7 x 1071, (58)

These values correspond to
Xy + X3|Rg|? =~ 1 x 107 7eV (59)

in our model. This point is shown in Fig. 2l The much better energy resolution of the satellite
ASTRO-H [43] will be able to distinguish the decaying dark matter line from plasma emission
lines.
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Figure 2: Active-sterile mixing angle of N;. We plotted our result for X, + X;3|Rs[>=10"eV,
1077eV, and 107%eV. The colored region is excluded by observation (see Sec. [l). The circle at
(M, sin®20;) = (TkeV,7 x 10~ shows the possible detection reported in [22,23].

7 Conclusion

We considered a model in which heavy neutrinos N; and N, are in thermal equilibrium due
to a new gauge interaction at the temperature 7' > 10'© GeV. In this case, dark matter N, is
overproduced, so we supposed N; was diluted by out-of-equilibrium decay of N,. This decay
also produces the observed matter-antimatter asymmetry. Because of the condition from entropy
production, and an oscillation constraint of N, the two eigenvalues of X, = m, — M have to
be much smaller than the observed mass differences. This means M} is needed in our scenario.
We determined the possible range of eigenvalues of X, masses of right-handed neutrinos M7,
and parameter of Yukawa couplings R, which can simultaneously explain three beyond-the-SM
phenomena: neutrino masses, the BAU, and dark matter. In this model, a wider range of dark
matter mass M, is allowed than in the DW mechanism and the vMSM. Our model can explain
the recent anomaly in x-ray observation by taking M; ~ 7TkeV, X, + X3|R3|* ~ 1 x 107 7eV. In
the near future, the ASTRO-H mission will clarify whether this signal is from a dark matter decay
or not.
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