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Electroweak baryogenesis in the framework of the effectivéeld theory
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We study the electroweak baryogenesis in the frameworkegffective field theory. Our study
shows that by introducing a light singlet scalar particld amlimension-5 operator, it can provide the
strong first order phase transition and the source oftReviolation during the phase transition, and
then produce abundant particle phenomenology at zero tatype. We also show the constraints
on the new physics scale from the observed baryon-to-phatan) the low-energy experiments and
the LHC data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the Higgs boson at the LHC opens the dootdidying the scalar sector of the standard
model (SM), and exploring the structure of the scalar sewithibe an important task for the LHC in the
coming years, which can help us to understand the true misthaof the electroweak phase transition
and the origin of baryon asymmetry of the universe (BAU). B#f&J, which has been a long unsolved
problem in cosmology and particle physics, is quantified H®y baryon-to-photon ratio = ng/n, =
6.05(7) x 10~1°(CMB)[,12], wherenp and n are the baryon and photon densities, respectively. The
observed value of baryon-to-photon ratio can be determir@d studies of the power spectrum of the
cosmic microwave background radiation or the big bang rsglethesis. At the end of the inflationary
epoch, to generate the BAU (baryogenesis) proposed by &akzl; three conditions must be satisfied:
baryon number violation(' and C P-violation (CPV), and departure from thermal equilibrium @PT
violation.

To solve the baryogenesis problem, several mechanism®[aack-scale baryogenesis, GUT baryoge-
nesis, leptogenesis, Affine-Dine baryogenesis and elgeak baryogenesis (EWB)] have been proposed
], but after the discovery of th&25 GeV scalar bosmﬂ[g 6], EW [H 8] became a popular and tkstab
scenario for explaining the BAU![9]. An important ingredidar the success of EWB is the existence of a

strong first order phase transition (SFOPT). However,1#ieGeV Higgs boson is too heavy for efficient
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SFOPT[[—_L], and there exist three types of extensions of thes&dar sector to resolve the ineﬁicieng [10].
Another important ingredient is enough CPV source, sineedRV source is too weak in the SM.

In this paper, in the framework of the effective field theoBF{)(we follow the effective Lagrangian
approaches to investigate the EWB in RQH 12]), wedhice a light scalar particle S and an interesting
dimension-5 operatoyt%SQch)tR + H.c. to provide both the SFOPT and enough CPV for EWB. During
the SFOPT(S) = o), this dimension-5 operator can provide the CPV source foBthen after the
SFOPT (S) = 0), this operator can naturally avoid the strong constréimats the data of electric dipole
moments (EDM) and yield distinctive signals at the LHC, imonojet plus missing transverse energy
(MET), mono-Higgs plus MET, and plus MET. Meanwhile, we will give the constraints on the paegers
of the effective Lagrangian from cosmology and particlegity experiments.

In Sec[]], we describe the effective Lagrangian, which cgiaén the baryogenesis and produce abun-
dant particle phenomenology. In Sécl Ill, we discuss thézag@on of the SFOPT in detail, including the
constraints from Higgs invisible decay. In Sécl IV, constiafrom the observed baryon-to-photon ratio
are obtained. In SeE]V, the constraints from the EDM on the pteysics (NP) scale are given. In SEC] VI,

we investigate the collider constraints on the NP scaleeal HiC. Finally, we conclude in Selc.VII.

II. THE EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

Instead of discussing the baryogenesis in a concrete U\pletheory (such as supersymmetric baryo-
genesis), which is not easy to make confident predictionstadince it has large sets of undetermined ad-
ditional parameters, we try to explain the BAU and discusspbssible collider signals at the LHC, using
EFT. For example, recent studies using the EFT techniquesdumnsidered the NP signals at colliders such
as monojet, monophoton and mono-Higgs, recoiling agaomsesMET at colliders. In this paper, we will
consider the collider signals of the EWB from the effectiagtangian:
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wheren = a + ib is a complex parametey; = v/2m;/v is the SM top Yukawa coupling) is the NP
scale,S is a light singlet scalar particle beyond the SMis the SM Higgs doublet fieldy, is theSU(2) .,
quark doublet, andpy is the right-handed top quarkh and Ag); are assumed to be positive here. The
similar Lagrangian has been investigated in RE.,\&hQre the collider phenomenology has not been

discussed.

1 In this paper, the angle brackets denote the vacuum exjmectaiue of the field.



For the effective Lagrangian given in Hd.(1), SFOPT will mcevhen the vacuum transitions from
(0, (S)) to ({(@),0), which will be discussed in the following. During the SFORE scalar field S acquires
the vacuum expectation value (VEV) &) and the dimension-5 operator can be rewritte%%%(aH tt+
ibHtvst). Thus, the top quark mass gets a spatially varying complagehlong the bubble wall profi@lB,
], which provides the source of CPV needed to generate Aue B

At zero temperature, the VEV of S vanishes and the dimersioperator can avoid the electric EDM
constraints and induce the interaction te¥fh(a.Stt + ibStyst), which would produce abundant collider

signals, such as monojet plus MET, mono-Higgs plus MET,famdus MET at the LHC.

. SFOPT

A. Vacuum structure at tree level and zero temperature

Since the phase transition is largely influenced by the vacpuoperty of the scalar sector at zero
temperature, we first study the vacuum structure at tree daa zero temperature. If only the vacuum is
considered, we can write the potential as a function of al&ingeV (S(z)) = o(z) and the Higgs field

VEV (®(x)) = %(0, H(z))T, and we can simplify the potential as

1 1 1 1 1
Viree(H, 0) = _iﬂéMHZ - §u202 + ZASMH4 + ZA& + ZKHQO'Q. 2)

The extremal points can be obtained by the minimization itimmd:
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Among the nine extremal points, there exist four distindtemal points as

(H,o0) = (0,0), (4)
_ o HsMm

(H>J) - (m70)7 (5)
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The corresponding effective potentials are

V(0,0) = 0, (8)
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Since A and \g); are assumed to be positive, thdﬁ(\/%,o) < 0 and V(0, A) < 0.

) and V(jsi,o) to be the global minimum, namely,

For simplicity, we further needV(O,\/LX

ANuGy 26002 \/ Asnp? —2kpdy _BsM_ \/ Ay 2642 \/ s —2rndy
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V(0, %5). These requirements lead to

K> 24/ AA\sns- (12)

The degenerate condition of the two minima at tree level is

Asmy A

which is useful for future discussion of the SFOPT—PT— > “7 then V(\/% 0) is the only global

minimum.

B. Loop and thermal effects

Following the methods in Refsﬂlgm], the full finite-teenpture effective potential up to one-loop

level is composed of three parts,
Vers(H,0,T) = Viee(H, 0) + V{ ="(H,0) + AV **(H,0,T), (14)

where Viee( H, o) is the tree-level potential in EGI(2)V,/=%(H, o) is the Coleman-Weinberg potential
at zero temperature; amslVlT#O(H, 0,T) is the leading thermal correction. Using the high-tempeeat

expansion up t@(T?), the effective thermal potential EQ.{14) can be written as

V(H,0;T) = Dyg(T?* — T¢y)H? + Do (T? — T3 o + — ()\SMH4 +KkH?0? + \o?),  (15)



with
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The values of the SM couplingg, g, y: andgs are chosen according to the results in Rl; [17]. The terms
Dy T? andD,T? correspond to the thermal corrections to the mass of }ﬁmﬁicle, respectively. Here,
we omit the thermal contribution of the dimension-5 opeara®in Refs. 4]

After including the thermal mass effects, the minima of tfieative potential become

‘/;ff(ov 0) = 07 (16)
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Due to the vacuum structure, the phase transitions takes glaough two steps: first, S acquires a
VEV (S), and second{S) vanishes as H acquires a VEW); i.e. the phase transitions take place as
(0,0) — (0,(S)) — ((®),0) with the decreasing of the temperature, and SFOPT will odcwing the
second step fron0, (.S)) to ((®),0).

Since the phase transition is dominantly controlled by tee-tevel scalar potential, we expect the
SFOPT may take place in the vicinity of the degenerate poirEq.[13). Also, we consider the thermal

effects with the small perturbation {,» |< 1 and| J, |« 1) around the degenerate point, which is given

by

2 K
H = Hsy Y (1 + 5p2)7 (20)

A= ( Y Asar(1+6y). (21)
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FIG. 1: The contour plot of the washout parametgr.. in the (d5,9,2) plane.

The critical values can be obtained by substituting Eqy.42d [21) into the following expression:
Vers(HD oV, T,) = Ve (HP o), T2), (22)

and the phase transition critical temperature is given by

¢~ oyD,-D,

From Egsl(2R) and(23), the washout parameter can be obtame

o(T.) _ 20/Dy — D,

R~ . 24
Tc mH‘/é)‘_Q(SMQ ( )
The necessary condition of SFOPT for baryogenesis is
u(T,)
—= > 1. 25
T (25)

From Eq{24), we see thatdf, — 20,> < 1, v(T¢.)/T. > 1 (such asiy = §,2 = —0.1), then the SFOPT
can be realized. The dependence of the washout paraﬂ%%élon dx andé,;2 is shown in Fig[ll. From

Eq.(22), we can get

4

2
Vs (0,0,T) = Vg (0, H,T) ~ f)\i]\j/[ (65 — 26,2) — 2’121‘1\44 (Dy — Dy)T2. (26)

With the decreasing of the temperature, the global minimétheeffective potential changes frofa, 0)
to (0, H) and the SFOPT occurs, which can be seen fron{ EQq.(26).

At the critical temperature, there exists a barrier betwgers)) and ((®),0), and this leads to the
conditionx > 2v/Asas at T.. Substituting Egl(21) and 6, |< 1 into this condition, we can get >

ky/1+ 0y, which gives—1 < 6, < 0. 6,2 is also a small negative value to guarantee the positivesvafiu
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dx — 26,,2. Note that this constraint ef > 21/A\g), at the critical temperaturg, is ignored in Ref.moﬂ.

The mass of the S particle is expressed as

2
KU 5u2

; @7)

m2 = —

Since we consider the phase transition with small pertiobat 6, [< 1 and| 6, |< 1) around the
degenerated point,2 | and| 6, | should be much smaller tharas shown in Eq$.(20) and (21). From the
viewpoint of the perturbation theory, also should be smaller than and thug 4,2 |< 1. From EqI(2V)
for the mass of the S particle, the above perturbative rements fos . andx favor a light particle’(For
example, ifd,» = —0.125 andx = 0.6, thenmg = 47 GeV), which allows the Higgs invisible deciﬂlO].
The case for the heavy mass has been discussed in gllanﬁimve only study the light scalar case
with mass much less thar25 GeV. In this scenario, the portal couplingbetween the singlet S and the
Higgs boson can be very small as longdasandé,,. are small negative values, so that it can produce the

SFOPT and satisfy the constraints from Higgs invisible gdmzow.

C. Higgs invisible decay

After the SFOPT, the VEV of the S field vanishes, and the SM Bliggublet field® can be ex-
panded around the VEV aB(x) = %(O, (®(x)) + H(z))T. Substituting this into the Higgs portal term
—1kS%(@1®) in Eq.(1), we obtain the following interaction term

Kk(DVSZH
Lyss = —%7 (28)

which leads to the Higgs invisible decay, and its decay wislth

/i2<<I>>2 4m§ /i2<CI)>2

Liny(H — SS) = .
ino ) 32mmpy mZ  327mpy

(29)

Figure[2 shows the relation between the Higgs portal cogptimndT;,,,(H). If we take the global fit
upper bound of the invisible decay width as|[18, 19]

Tino(H) < 1.2 MeV, (30)

the Higgs portal coupling is constrainedras: 0.016 from Eqs[(29)and(30). This constraint indicates that
the mass of the S particle should be lighter tBarGeV from Eq{27).

2 However, the above constraint is respected in Ref. [13].
3 The phase transition considered here is similar td3f&P’ case, which favors a light masE[lO].



PR B R
2 25

w

Ll
rmji\?ev

FIG. 2: Upper bounds on the Higgs portal coupling from thegsimvisible decay width.

I[V. CONSTRAINTS FROM THE BARYON-TO-PHOTON RATIO

The BAU depends upon a source of CPV that biases sphaleraradtipns near the expanding bubble
walls toward baryon production, as opposed to antibary@slﬂl]. Then, inside the bubble walls during
the SFOPT, the top quark has a spatially varying complex méssh is given by4]

me(z) = %H(z) <1 + (a+ zb)?) = |my(2)]e©), (31)
wherez is taken to be the coordinate transverse to the wall. The GRggD will provide the source for
the BAU, which depends on the sphaleron washout paramgtét., the change in VEWb of the singlet,
and the bubble wall thickneds,. Using the approximated method in Reg, 14], the nuraériesults
can be obtained as shown in Hig. 3, where the baryon-to-phatiio is defined as

405T g,

= 4120, g T

/ dz i, fapn 49 Toonl=l/(4va) (32)

and the bubble wall velocity,, [@] is chosen a8.1 andT,, ~ 107°T.

From the preliminary numerical estimation in Higj. 3, we dwa the observed BAU can be obtained as
long aso/A < 0.35. Since the exact calculation gf; would need improvements of the nonperturbative
dynamics, we will discuss how to constrain the NP scaleom the EDM data and the LHC data below,

which may be more accurate.

V. CONSTRAINTS FROM THE NEUTRON EDM

Low-energy CPV probes, such as EDMs, lead to severe comstran many baryogenesis models. For

example, the ACME Collaboration’s new result, i|&| < 8.7 x 10-2 cm at 90% confidence level (C.L.)

limit [21], has ruled out a large portion of the parametercgpfor many baryogenesis models. However,
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FIG. 3: The approximated numerical relation of the NP scatéthe sphaleron washout parameter during the SFOPT

to produce the observed baryon-to-photon ratie np /n., = 6.05 x 107° with L,v. = 5 andb = 1.

in the case of the considering model in this paper, the stoamgtraints from the recent electron EDM
experiments can be naturally avoided. Due to the fact$hadbes not acquire a VEV at zero temperature,
the mixing of S and the Higgs boson and the CPV interaction of Higgs-topesented; i.e. there are no

two-loop Barr-Zee contributions to the electric EDM. THere, the dimension-5 operator of the top quark

cannot contribute to the electric EDM at the two-loop level.

FIG. 4: The contribution to the Weinberg operator at the taap level.

However, because of the CPV interacti8f(aStt + ibStyst) between the singlet S and top quark at
zero temperature, it can induce the Weinberg operator amtroop level, which further gives contribution

to the neutron EDM. The effective Lagrangian is
Loy — —w acha Gb,aéc,uu 33
W - 3 f o v 9 ( )

and the corresponding Feynman diagram is shown ifJFig.4.tWibdoop matching coefficienty can be
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FIG. 5: Sample Feynman diagrams for the monojet plus METadign

expressed asElZgM]

2
w(pw) = % (40;8)3 ﬁGFazZ fa(ziss). (34)

Since the singlet S is very lighfs(z;/5) ~ 1.After performing numerical calculation, the contributito

the neutron EDM is given by

2
b _ (22 £10) x 2.1 x 1072 x “% x 107 em. (35)
(&

The90% C.L. experimental upper bound on the neutron EMI [25] is
dn —26
\ ~ |< 2.9 x 107" em, (36)

and higher sensitivity is expected from future experim@. After combining the numerical prediction

and the experimental bound, we obtain the constraints oNEhscaleA:
A > [229,374]Vab GeV. (37)

If we choosex = 1, b = 1, thenA > [229,374] GeV. From the above discussion, we see that only if it
satisfiesa # 0 andb # 0 simultaneously does a contribution to the neutron EDM exXist or b becomes

zero, we can also avoid the constraints from the neutron ERpérments.

VI. CONSTRAINTS FROM THE MONOJET PLUS MET AT THE LHC

At zero temperature, the S field has no VEV, and the Higgs fiatdehVEV ofv. Thus, the dimension-5
operator can induce the operatgf (ibStyst + aStyst), which can produce the collider signals of mono-
Higgs plus MET, top pair plus MET and monojet plus MET. Coesidg the current experimental precision
for these signals, only the mono-jet plus MET channel iswdised in this paper to give the precise con-
straints on the NP scale, since the monojet plus MET chaarleéimost clean signal among these channels.
The other two channels are beyond this paper’s scope, andave them for a future work. The sample

Feynman diagrams for the monojet plus MET signal are showxign3, where the S is considered as the
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MET in collision. The dominant irreducible SM background foonojet plus MET isZ + j production
with Z sequentially decaying to neutrino pairs.

In our numerical calculations, we use the recemt fb—! of 8 TeV CMS results@?], and reconstruct
jets using the anti-kt algorithm with radius paramefee 0.5. PYTHIA [@] is used to obtain the parton
shower effects. The measurements are performed in seeredif MET regions at CMS, and in our case,
we find that for the considered interactions the highestitetscan be obtained foMET > 500 GeV.
The cross section for the monojet plus MET signdi#h C.L. is given by

o(pp — MET + jet) < 6.1 fb, (38)
and the constraints on the NP scalean be obtained, which are summarized in the Table |. We s¢¢hth

TABLE I: Sample results of the 95% C.L. lower limits on the Nfake A from the CMS analysi@?].

mg (GeV) A (GeV) fora =b =1 at8 TeV LHC [27]
6 820
12 500

lower limits of the NP scale are about several hundred GeM frarrent monojet plus MET data. Compared
to the constraints from the baryon-to-photon ratio and th#&lEthe collider experiments provide more strict

constraints on the NP scale.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The discovery of thé25 GeV scalar particle at the LHC makes the EWB scenario mucle mealistic
and interesting. In this paper, we have investigated thaqhenology of the EWG using EFT by intro-
ducing a light scalar particle and a dimension-5 operata fitd that the light scalar field can give SFOPT
as long ag, andd,. are small negative values; the dimension-5 operator carndgdhe CPV source to
produce the observed baryon-to-photon ratio during theFSIF&nd abundant particle phenomenology. We
also discuss the constraints on the NP scale from EDM and L&t&, dnd show that the extension on the
SM with a light scalar particle and a dimension-5 operatar esplain the baryogenesis problem in the

parameter space allowed by the current EDM and LHC data.
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