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Abstract: The focus of this chapter lies on the possible experimental tests of
leptogenesis scenarios. We consider both leptogenesis generated from oscilla-
tions, as well as leptogenesis from out-of-equilibrium decays. As the Akhmedov-
Rubakov-Smirnov (ARS) mechanism allows for heavy neutrinos in the GeV range,
this opens up a plethora of possible experimental tests, e.g. at neutrino oscilla-
tion experiments, neutrinoless double beta decay, and direct searches for neutral
heavy leptons at future facilities. In contrast, testing leptogenesis from out-of-
equilibrium decays is a quite difficult task. We comment on the necessary con-
ditions for having successful leptogenesis at the TeV-scale. We further discuss
possible realizations and their model specific testability in extended seesaw mod-
els, models with extended gauge sectors, and supersymmetric leptogenesis. Not
being able to test high-scale leptogenesis directly, we present a way to falsify such
scenarios by focusing on their washout processes. This is discussed specifically
for the left-right symmetric model and the observation of a heavy Wg, as well as
model independently when measuring AL = 2 washout processes at the LHC or
neutrinoless double beta decay.
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1. Introduction

The baryon asymmetry of our Universe is precisely determined by the baryon-to-
photon ratio [1]
pebs = BB (6.0 + 0.06) x 10710, (1)
Ny
or in terms of the yield

Yap = @ — (8.65+0.09) x 1071 (2)

As the Standard Model (SM) is not able to explain the asymmetry by itself, this
observation is a clear indication for the existence of new physics [2H10]. While
different ideas exist to create such an asymmetry (e.g. electroweak baryogenesis [11-
16|, Affleck-Dine mechanism 17} 18], etc.), the most popular scenario is baryogenesis
via leptogenesis [19} |20], as it allows one to address additionally open questions of
neutrino physics like the underlying mechanism of neutrino mass generation and
mixing.

While the SM charged fermions can only acquire Dirac masses, as they carry
charges of the unbroken electromagnetic/color groups, the SM neutrinos vy, being
electric and color charge neutral, can lead another type of masses[]

MVDLVEM (3)
with the flavor index being suppressed. This was pointed out for the first time by
Ettore Majorana. The Majorana mass term can be described by the dimension-5
Weinberg operator |21} |22]

= ) ypre C iC
07 = = (lg°)(¢°¢"), (4)

seesaw

where y is some dimensionless coupling and Ageesaw 1S the seesaw scale at which new
degrees of freedom set in. There are three possible ultraviolet completions of the
Weinberg operator at tree-level, known as type I, type II and type III seesaw. The
respective new degrees of freedom are singlet fermions, SU(2),, triplet scalars and
SU(2)r, triplet fermions.

The most minimal realization is hereby the type I seesaw of which the Lagrangian
reads

_ 1 _ _
L= Nid N, — <2Mk leNk—l-)\akfaqchk-i-h.C.) , (5)
where at least two heavy singlet fermions Ny, also known as right-handed (RH)

neutrinos, are introduced. With this simple extension two problems can be solved
at the same time: light neutrino masses

v? I\T
M, =~ AMG'AT, (6)

with v = 246 GeV, as well as leptogenesis. The standard approach for leptogenesis
is via

aThroughout this chapter we use doublets £ = (v, eL)T with vy, er,, N denoting four-component
Dirac spinors. vy,ey are assumed to be left-handed, i.e. Pre; = er, Prvy = vp, while N is
right-handed, PN = N. We define ¢¢ = e¢* with (e12 = 1).



(1)

leptogenesis from out-of-equilibrium decays. In order to feature small
enough neutrino masses and at the same time a large enough baryon asym-
metry, the right handed (RH) neutrino mass is constrained. This was firstly
discussed in [23] in the context of type I seesaw and is known as Davidson-
Ibarra bound. For thermal production, the heavy neutrino mass is bounded

0.066V
M > 1 8 B
Nz 10 <5>< 10-11 ms ) GV (™)

from below as

with mg3 being the heaviest of the SM neutrinos. While this bound holds
for vanilla seesaw models, it does not apply to the inverse seesaw model or
radiative neutrino mass generation. However, the tight connection of the
CP-violating decays with the washout processes, forces the heavy neutrino
mass to similar high values in order to achieve successful baryogenesis. Due
to this, the vanilla seesaw scenarios as mechanism behind leptogenesis are
difficult to probe. These problems (and possible solutions) will be discussed
in more detail in Sec. 8] The main features of the thermal leptogenesis
scenario including its possible connection to CP violation in the lepton
sector are reviewed in the accompanying chapters of this review [24(-26].

In the following sections, we will discuss models which lead to successful
leptogenesis and can be tested for at different experiments. In Sec. |4} seesaw
models with additional new matter fields will be addressed. Seesaw models
with an extended gauge sector will be considered in Sec. Testability of
leptogenesis in the supersymmetric context will be discussed in Sec. [6] If
the energy scale of the new physics is too high to be tested, possibilities
to falsify high-scale models exist. A model independent approach will be
outlined in Sec. [0

Besides leptogenesis from out-of-equilibrium decays, another approach
exists, namely
leptogenesis from oscillations. This scenario is also called Akhmedov-
Rubakov-Smirnov (ARS) mechanism, being firstly discussed in Ref. [27].
In this approach, Yukawa couplings have to be small and feature a certain
hierarchy such that at least one of the sterile neutrinos does not reach ther-
mal equilibrium until the critical temperature of sphaleron decoupling (t.),
whereas at least another one thermally equilibrates before t.. While the
total lepton number is approximately conserved, flavor oscillations create
an asymmetry in between the different flavor sectors. The singlets that
are in thermal equilibrium are able to transfer their asymmetry to the ac-
tive neutrino sector before sphaleron decoupling and thus create a baryon
asymmetry. The ones having not reached thermal equilibrium before ¢, will
have, however, no effect on the final baryon asymmetry as they translate
their asymmetry only after sphaleron decoupling. For further details on this
setup, we refer to [28]. With respect to testability, this scenario is highly



interesting. As the Yukawa couplings are generally small, heavy neutrinos
with much smaller masses, i.e. around the GeV scale, are allowed

02 GeV A2
M, ~ ——AM\T ~0. —_— .
P 0s (S ().

This opens up a plethora of possible experimental tests, which will be the
topic of the following Sec.

2. Testability of GeV-scale leptogenesis

In chapter [28] we have reviewed the Akhmedov-Rubakov-Smirnov mechanism of
leptogenesis in the context of the type I seesaw model at low scales, i.e. for Majorana
neutrino masses between 0.1 — 100 GeV. We have seen that the type I seesaw model
in Eq. can explain neutrino masses provided that a number of Majorana singlets
n > 2 is added to the SM. In spite of being a relatively mild extension of the
SM, these models add an enormous complexity to the lepton flavor sector, which
increases rapidly with n. The type I seesaw model with n = 2 involves four mixing
angles, four mass eigenstates and three CP phases. The model with n = 3 instead
involves six angles as well as six masses and six CP phases. However, at present
only two mass differences and three angles have been determined (see [26] for a
summary of the current status of data on neutrino masses and lepton mixing).

The flavor complexity opens up in full blossom when considering observables
such as the baryon asymmetry. For the n = 2 model, for example, it has been
shown that this observable is sensitive to all flavor parameters of the lepton sector
[29+32]. The question is therefore, whether there is any hope that all these flavor
parameters can be determined experimentally, at least in principle, and thus the
baryon asymmetry predicted.

A number of experiments will explore the lepton flavor sector with more accuracy
in the future. Particularly important to test the ARS leptogenesis scenario will be
the following experiments:

e Neutrino oscillation experiments

These experiments will search for leptonic CP violation in light neutrino
mixing. The oscillation probabilities are sensitive to the light neutrino mix-
ing angles, mass differences and the CP phase, §, of the PMNS matrix, see
Eq. 2 in [26]. Although existing accelerator neutrino experiments such as
T2K [33] and NOvA [34], as well as atmospheric neutrino experiments,
are sensitive to &, this sensitivity is rather limited and will be improved
significantly in the future with the experiments DUNE [35] and Hyper-
Kamiokande [36]. For a maximal CP phase, they could measure the phase
6 with ~ 0.17 rad accuracy.

e Neutrinoless double beta (0vB3) decay searches



This measurement is very sensitive to low-scale seesaw scenarios [37-41],
as the heavy neutrinos can give a significant contribution to the amplitude
for masses below 1 GeV. Besides, the light neutrino contribution to this
amplitude is very sensitive to the CP phases of the PMNS matrix, in par-
ticular the Majorana phases that decouple from neutrino oscillations, but
nevertheless are relevant for the baryon asymmetry. For a review of current
and future searches of Ov33 decay we refer to |26].

o Future direct searches for neutral heavy leptons
Experiments such as SHiP [42, [43] or high intensity ete™ colliders [44/46]
will improve significantly the sensitivity to neutral heavy leptons in the
range of masses relevant for ARS leptogenesis. If neutral heavy leptons are
discovered and their masses and mixings to the different flavors measured,
these observables provide very useful information on CP phases and other
flavor parameters.

In the next section we will show that in the context of the minimal model with
n = 2, these three inputs might suffice to actually predict the baryon asymmetry if
the Majorana masses lie in the GeV range.

Other phenomenological implications of seesaw models include lepton flavor vio-
lating processes, such as yu — ey, u — 3e or —e conversion in nuclei [47-49|, lepton
electric dipole moments [50H52], electroweak corrections [53H58], or CP-violating
meson decays as will be covered in Sec. Any such measurement could of course
add very valuable information on the flavor parameters, but it is unlikely that the
parameter space relevant for successful baryogenesis will give measurable contri-
butions to these observables in the near future, since typically this would require
larger mixings.

2.1. Testing the minimal seesaw model at the GeV-scale

In the following, we constrain ourselves to the n = 2 type I seesaw model, the
simplest extension of the SM that can explain neutrino masses. A convenient pa-
rameterization of the Yukawa matrix in the Lagrangian Eq. is given by the
Casas-Ibarra parameterization (adapted to the case of n = 2) [59]:

. 2
A= —iUs\/ ME28 pyo RT(Z)\/MN%, (9)

where U, is the PMNS matrix of Eq. 2 in [26], M8 is the diagonal matrix of the
light neutrino masses (note that the lightest neutrino is massless because only two
Majorana singlets are included), My = My = diag(M,, My), where M, My are
the heavy neutrino masses, Pxo is a 3 X 2 matrix that depends on the neutrino



ordering (NH, IH)

00 10
Pvu=|10],Py=_01], (10)
01 00

and finally R(z) is a generic two dimensional orthogonal complex matrix that de-
pends on one complex angle z = 6 + iy. The mixings of the heavy states are given
by

1

diag '
\/ M
N ak

This parameterization assumes that non-unitarity effects are sufficiently small,

Uni = —i | U/ M8 Pyo RT(2) (11)

which is a good approximation in the mass range relevant for leptogenesis, given
the existing constraints reviewed in the following Sec.

It is important to stress that the model with n = 2 is also a good representation
of the model with » > 3 in which one of the states is very weakly coupled and
effectively decouples from the physics relevant in baryogenesis. This happens e.g.
in the vMSM [60], where the almost-decoupled state could play the role of warm
dark matter. The realization of leptogenesis in this minimal model, which is, in
practice, equivalent to the vMSM, has been studied by many authors. As the
mechanism has been described in detail in |28], we refer to that chapter for a full
list of references.

In a recent work, the Bayesian posterior probabilities from a successful prediction
of the baryon asymmetry have been evaluated [32]. The results for the heavy state
mixing |Uys|? with o = 7, i, e versus the mass M is reproduced in Fig. for normal
(left) and inverted (right) hierarchy. The result for the Ov55 decay amplitude mgg
versus the mass degeneracy AMis/M; is shown in Fig. The blue/red regions
correspond to considering flat priors in log,y My and log,q M2/log,q |Ma — M|,
respectively. Thus, the red regions allow for larger tuning in the degeneracy of the
masses. Interestingly, the less tuned blue regions are within the reach of SHiP, and
seem to be correlated with a sizeable non-standard contribution to the amplitude
of OvBf decay, see Fig. |2l This has been observed as well in other studies |61}, [62].

On general grounds, we expect that, in the weak washout regime, where a per-
turbative expansion in Yukawas is a good approximation, the baryon asymmetry is
proportional to the most general weak-basis invariant:

Yap < Acp =Y [Aakl® Aq, (12)
a,k
with
Ao =Y Tm[AaiX; (ATN) i £ (M;, M), (13)
2%}

where f is some arbitrary function. The O(\%) dependence holds only in the weak
washout regime, while at equilibration time it reaches O(\*), as discussed in [28].
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Comparison of the posterior probability contours at 68% and 90% from successful matter-
antimatter asymmetry on the planes mixings with e, pi, 7 versus masses, with the present (shaded

region) and future constraints from DUNE, FCC and SHiP for NH (left) and IH (right). Figure
taken from Ref. .

The dependence of Yap on the flavor parameters is well represented by this
combination. In terms of the Casas-Ibarra parameters, the exact formulae are not
very illuminating, but simpler expressions can be obtained by expanding in the
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loglo(m,ﬁﬁ/ eV)

48 40 32 24 16 -08
lOglo(A]Wm/le )

Fig. 2. 68% and 90% posterior probabilities from successful matter-antimatter asymmetry for
the amplitude of OvB3 decay versus the mass degeneracy. Figure taken from Ref. ,

following small parameters:

Am?

sol
2
ATn‘ahn

Oe):r ~ by ~e 2, (14)
where v is assumed to be positiveEl Note that, although - is unknown, the region
of sensitivity of SHiP and high intensity colliders requires that |y| > 2.

At leading order in € expansion, the CP asymmetry in this regime can be ap-
proximated by

Acp 4y (Am2,, )32
SR = atm My M5 (M, + M-
gy, M) - e G 1Mo (My + M)
X [(sin 26 cos 26015 — cos ¢ cos 20 sin 2615)
X (sin2 2093 + (4 —+ cos 4923) sin ¢ sin 2912) + 0(6)} R
(15)
Acp 4y (Am3,, )37 VT
B — = 2 N Mo (M + Msy) | ~— sin 460 — 20
‘g(Ml,Mg) . e 16 1Mo (M + 2){ 5~ sindfascrz cos(¢q )

+r ( sin® 2053 [c}, sin 2(¢1 — 0) + (2 + cos 20;2) sin 20] — 2)

+\/7_”013 812(1 + COS2 2923) COS(5 + ¢1 - 20) + 0(62):| 5

where ¢ is some function of the masses that can be found in . In the case
of NH we have included NLO corrections, because the LO contributions cancel for

b Note that v can also be negative, but there is an approximate symmetry v — —v, that would

1]
lead to very similar results by expanding in e~ 2 in this case.
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maximal atmospheric mixing. We see that for both neutrino hierarchies, the baryon
asymmetry depends on all flavor parameters of the model: the light neutrino masses
and mixings, the heavy neutrino masses, as well as the real and imaginary part of
the Casas-Ibarra complex angle 8, v. A very important question is how many of
these parameters could be measured in the future experiments listed above, at least
in principle.

Future searches for heavy neutral leptons in the GeV range are obviously most
promising. Ideally, such experiments could discover the two heavy states of the
minimal model, measure their splitting, and their mixings to individual SM flavors.
Defining

A= e/ Am2,,,
=0

the perturbative expansion in € gives for their mixing the following approximate

(16)

expressions in IH:

|Ue4‘2M1 ~ |Ue5|2M2 ~ A|:(1 + Sil’l (151 sin 2912)(1 — 9%3)

1 .
+§T2812(C12 sin g1 + s12) + 0(63)} ;

1 1
|Upa|* My >~ |U,5|* My =~ A[ (1 — sin ¢y sin 26015 (1 + 47’2> + 2r2c§2) a3
+013(cos ¢ sin § — sin ¢y cos 2015 cos §) sin 2623

+0%,(1 + sin ¢y sin 26012)s3; + (9(63)] ,

\Upa> My =~ |Ups|> Mo ~ A{ (1 — sin ¢ sin 2619 <1 + ir2> + ;7"20%2) 534
—013(cos ¢1 sin & — sin ¢y cos 2015 cos ) sin 2023
+075(1 + sin ¢y sin 26012)ca5 + 0(63)} ,
(17)
while the result for NH is as follows:
Ueal My = [Ups 2 My == Alrs?y — 23713 5in(3 + 61)s12 + 03 + O(/2),
\UaP My = U5 > My ~ A[sgs — /T c128in @1 8in 2093 + reiycag
+2V/r Oz sin(¢1 + 0)s1255; — 073555 + 0(55/2)}’
|Ura|? My ~ U5 My ~ A[cgg + v/Tcy2 5in ¢ sin 2093 + rc%2s§3
+2V7 O1zsin(¢1 + 6)s19¢55 — 075¢55 + 0(55/2)]
(18)

We see that all the mixings are inversely proportional to the mass and exponentially
dependent on the parameter v. However the ratio of the mixings to the electron and
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muon flavor depends only on the light neutrino masses and the PMNS mixing angles
and phases. In particular it depends on the two unknown CP phases: § which can
be determined in future neutrino oscillation experiments and the Majorana phase
¢1, that modifies the amplitude for Ov55 decay. A recent study [63] has evaluated
the sensitivity of this observable to leptonic CP violation.

Note that there is no dependence at this order on the angle # and therefore
the measurement of the mixings and masses of the heavy states does not provide
sufficient information to predict the baryon asymmetry. There is always a choice of
0 for which the asymmetry vanishes in this approximation.

There is, however, what could be called a GeV-miracle: the heavy states in
this mass range can give non-standard contributions to Ovf3S decay, as we have
seen in the posterior probabilities in Fig. 2| Interestingly, the angle 6 controls the
interference between the light and heavy contributions to this observable. In the €
expansion, the amplitude for Ov35 decay is given by (see [26] for the definition of

Ims|)
2
7|mﬂﬁ|;H ~ C%B (C%Q 4 e%it1g2, <1 + T2)>
A’rnatm
— 62i9627(012 — ieiqbl 812)2(1 — 2€i6823913)h(M1, MQ) s (19)
|mﬁ,3|12VH ~ |e2i¢16535%2r+672i65%3
A"natm
— €2i962A{812 (7’81262i¢1 — Qi\/vjﬂlge_i‘s)h(Ml, MQ)’ s (20)
where

2 2
h(My, My) = f(A)(O'iAGgV) (1 — <MliwiMu> ) : (21)

The two lines in each amplitude correspond respectively to the light and heavy
contributions and f(A) depends on the nucleus under consideration. For 4Ca, "Ge,
82Ge, 130Te and 13%Xe, f(A) ~ 0.035, 0.028, 0.028, 0.033 and 0.032, respectively
[37, 164]. Since f(A) is very small, we have neglected O(e?) effects in the heavy
contribution.

As a proof of principle, we have considered the model indicated by the star
in Fig. [} corresponding to an inverted neutrino hierarchy. Assuming a putative
measurement of the two heavy states at SHiP, with M;, My determined with a
0.1% accuracy, and their mixings to electrons and muons with a 1% accuracy, the
Bayesian posterior probabilities in the plane (Yag, |mgg|) are shown in Fig. 3] The
red contour corresponds to a measurement of SHiP only, while the blue includes the
assumption that the phase § is determined in future neutrino oscillation experiments
with a 0.17 rad accuracy [35]. The latter measurement is very important, because it
resolves the (0, ¢1) correlation in the mixings. The shape of the blue contour can be
understood as resulting from this correlation [32]. Depending on the measurement
of OvBB decay, the baryon asymmetry might be predicted up to a sign.
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Fig. 3.  Posterior probabilities in the |mgg| vs YA p plane from a putative measurement at SHiP,
assuming 0.1%, 1% uncertainties in the masses and mixings (red) or the latter with an additional
measurement of § with a 0.17 rad uncertainty in DUNE and HyperK (blue). The grey band
indicates the standard 3v expectation. Figure taken from Ref. .

This exercise clearly demonstrates the synergy of the different experimental tests
of this minimal model: long-baseline neutrino oscillation experiments, Ov35 decay
and direct searches of neutral heavy leptons, are optimal for probing the GeV range,
where a prediction of the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the Universe might be
achievable.

2.2. Testing the symmetry protected scenario

In much of the parameter space discussed in the previous sections the |Uy;|? are too
small to give sizeable branching ratios in existing experiments. This is mostly owed
to the relation Eq. @ and the fact that the light neutrino masses are very small.
If we neglect the matrix structure of Eq. @, i.e., pretend to live in a world with
only one generation of SM particles and one flavour of heavy neutrinos, then the
magnitude of the Majorana mass My uniquely fixes the size of the Yukawa coupling
as A2 = 2Mym, / v2. When the matrices My and ) have no special structure, then
one would expect a similar scaling for their eigenvalues. In this case we can estimate
the magnitude of the active-sterile mixing by the “naive seesaw scaling”

U2 ~ \/Amitm + ml2ightest/MN7 (22)

where Amuem and Mightest are the atmospheric mass splitting and the mass of
the lightest neutrino, respectively. This corresponds to simply scaling the familiar
relation between light and heavy neutrino masses in high-scale seesaw models down

to a lower scale. The smallness of the light neutrino masses in this scenario does
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not come from the familiar seesaw suppression v/My < 1 but is due to very small
Yukawa couplings A2 ~ 2m, My /v? ~ 1078 My /v.

However, many models that incorporate a low-scale seesaw exhibit additional
symmetries, e.g. an approximate B — L symmetry that makes the limit My — 0
technically natural. The probably most prominent class of models that realize
this symmetry are the inverse seesaw models [65H67], and the symmetry protected
scenario that we will consider here and is also often called the inverse seesaw limit of
the standard type I seesaw Lagrangian. In the Casas-Ibarra parameterization with
n = 2, an approximate B — L symmetry emerges in the limit where the parameters
My = (23)
My + My
are small. Here M; and My are the heavy neutrino masses, and + is the imaginary

e=e? and p=

part of the complex angle z = 6 4 iy in Eq. @D It is therefore instructive to use

the variables

- M+ M,

My — M _
M= 2 1

and AM = — = uM. (24)
€ basically controls the overall interaction strength of the heavy neutrinos,

M 1 1
2 — |2 — R . R ) — —
U* = O%i |Uei| uM1M2 (m; —mj)cos(20) + (m; mJ)2 (e + e), (25)

My My

while pu determines the splitting between their masses. Here m; and m; are the
two non-zero light neutrino masses, and we assumed n = 2. In this scenario,
Yukawa couplings |\y;| that are larger than the electron Yukawa coupling can be
made consistent with small neutrino masses m; for My below the TeV scale. The
smallness of the light neutrino m; is primarily a result of the smallness of € and
p. Specific models that predict p, e < 1 typically establish relations between these
parameters, i.e., specify a trajectory in the e-p plane along which the limit pu, e — 0
should be taken. While there is nothing that prevents us from setting p = 0, € must
remain finite in order to ensure that the Yukawa couplings A remain finite. This is
nothing but a manifestation of the fact that the B — L symmetry cannot be exact
within the seesaw model with M; > m; unless the light neutrinos were massless
(m; = 0). In the present discussion we prefer to remain agnostic with respect to
the model building and treat € and pu as independent parameters. In the following
we mostly focus on the minimal seesaw model with n = 2 for illustrative purposes,
and because this is by far the most studied scenario.

2.2.1. Leptogenesis with large mizing angles

The limit 1, e < 1 is interesting for two different reasons. First, it allows to realize
large active-sterile mixing angles while respecting constraints from light neutrino
oscillation data. Second, it allows for at least three mechanisms of low-scale lepto-
genesis in the minimal model, see .

°One may consider it questionable that the name “seesaw” is appropriate for scenarios with
My /v 2 1. However, it is common to refer to the Lagrangian with the parameter choice
M; < TeV as low-scale seesaw.
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(a) For M; above the electroweak scale, the baryon asymmetry can be generated
in the decay of N; via resonant leptogenesis [68]. The lower bound on the
mass comes from the requirement that the heavy neutrinos freeze out and
decay before sphalerons freeze out at Tewsp ~ 130 GeV [69].

(b) For smaller masses M;, the baryon asymmetry can be produced in the
decay of Higgs bosons into heavy neutrinos and SM leptons. This decay
is kinematically possible in the symmetric phase of the SM due to the
“thermal masses” that (quasi)particles obtain from forward scatterings in
the primordial plasma. Both, the Higgs bosons and the SM leptons receive a
thermal mass of equal size due to their gauge interactions. The Higgs boson
receives an additional contribution to its thermal mass from the couplings
to fermions (primarily the top quark) and its self-interaction, which makes
the 1 — 2 decay into a SM lepton ¢, and a heavy neutrino IV; kinematically
possible. This kinematic possibility was already realized in Ref. |70] and
briefly discussed in Ref. [71] (cf. also Ref. [72] in the context of sterile
neutrino Dark Matter production). In Refs. |73, |74] it has been pointed
out that it opens a new channel for low-scale leptogenesis. In addition to
the decays and inverse decays considered in Ref. [73], scatterings may play
an important role for total lepton number violation. This is known to be
the case for purely flavor violating processes |75} 76|, see Refs. [77H79).

(¢) For M; below the electroweak scale, the baryon asymmetry may also be
generated via CP-violating oscillations of the heavy neutrinos during their
production (instead of their decay) [27,|60]. This mechanism of leptogenesis
from neutrino oscillations is reviewed in detail in [28].

For n = 2, all three mechanisms require p < 1 to achieve a resonant enhancement
of the produced baryon asymmetryﬁ while € does not necessarily have to be small.
The mechanisms (b) and (¢) in addition require that the number densities of the
heavy neutrinos are negligibly small at the beginning of the radiation dominated
epoch. They are then thermally produced from the primordial plasma. The first
of them reaches thermal equilibrium at 7' = Toq ~ max[ATA|yay Mp11/45/ (473 g..).
Here 7,, is a numerical factor ~ 1072 that appears in the matrix of thermal heavy
neutrino damping rates
Iy = A \ya T (26)
in the symmetric phase of the SM at T > M; [77H79|. In the following we focus
on the symmetry protected scenario with n = 2 and on the mass range below the
electroweak scale. In this region planned or proposed experiments have a realistic
chance to enter the parameter region in which leptogenesis is possible, cf. Fig. [d]
In this regime, the mechanisms (b) and (c) generally coexist.
To estimate the magnitude of the different contributions, we first consider
the “naive seesaw regime” (e ~ 1). In the context of low-scale leptogenesis,

dFor n > 2, a flavor asymmetric washout can allow for successful leptogenesis from neutrino
oscillations (mechanism (c)) even without a degeneracy [80).
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this regime is also referred to as the oscillatory regime because the heavy neu-
trinos undergo a large number of oscillations between the temperature Toge =~
(|M3 — M3E|Mp 45/(471'39*))1/3 when the heavy neutrinos perform their first os-
cillation and the freeze-out of weak sphalerons at the temperature Tgws,. There
is a clear separation of scales Tosc > Ttq, which is the basis for the derivation of
the expressions presented in Sec. [2.1] The source term in the kinetic equations can
be separated into a lepton number violating part and a lepton flavour violating
part Both of them are of order O[A\*] in the Yukawa couplings. It has often been
argued that the total lepton number violating part of the source term (which drives
the Higgs decay mechanism (b)) should be sub-dominant compared to the purely
flavor violating source (which drives the leptogenesis mechanism (c¢) via neutrino
oscillations) because the only lepton number violating term in the Lagrangian is
the Majorana mass My, which leads to a suppression ~ M% /T? of lepton number
violating decays in the regime 7' > M. However, because the total lepton number
is approximately conserved in the heavy neutrino oscillations at Tosc > My, they
cannot directly generate a net baryon asymmetry. This can only be achieved with
the help of a flavor asymmetric washout. Since the washout is also mediated by
the heavy neutrino Yukawa interactions, the final baryon asymmetry in the regime
€ ~ 1is O[X9] (cf. also Ref. [81] for a pedagogical discussion). This can also be seen
in Eq. and Eq. . In contrast to that, the Higgs decays directly violate lepton
number and generate a baryon asymmetry O[A*MZ /T?]. Since the seesaw relation
@ in the regime € ~ 1 predicts a “naive seesaw scaling” A\? oc m, My /v?, the Higgs
decays can dominate if the asymmetry is primarily generated near the electroweak
scale (T ~ v)ﬂ Delaying the oscillations until 7' ~ Trwsp, however, requires much
smaller mass splittings than the values that are required for the mechanism (c¢) (
n <107t - 1073 with n = 2 [30H32, 46] and u ~ 1 with n = 3 [80, 82]). Such small
splittings seem highly tuned if they cannot be explained by a symmetry. Such a
protecting symmetry exists if we require € < 1.

The behavior in the symmetry protected regime €, u < 1 is qualitatively rather
different from the oscillatory regime discussed above and in Sec. The difference
can best be understood in terms of the temperatures 75 and T¢q. The oscillatory
regime is characterized by a clear hierarchy Tosc > Toq, which implies that the
oscillations that generate the initial flavored asymmetries occur long before the
heavy neutrinos come into equilibrium and the washout is efficient. For e,u < 1,
however, the matrix ATA (and hence matrix I'y of damping rates) has two vastly

®Here lepton number violation refers to the violation of a generalized lepton number to which the
two heavy Majorana neutrinos’ helicity states contribute with opposite sign. That is, for 7' > M
the two helicity states behave like “particles” and “antiparticles”. This generalized lepton number,
which is approximately conserved during leptogenesis, is in general not identical to the generalized
lepton charge that is conserved in the limit p, e — 0. A detailed discussion of the different lepton
numbers can e.g. be found in Ref. |46].

fA more detailed comparison of the contributions from both mechanisms in oscillatory regime is
given in Ref. [74]. In addition to the different dependence on the Yukawa couplings, also the heavy
neutrino mass spectrum affects the asymmetry in a different way.
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different eigenvalues of size ~ € and 1/e. The large eigenvalue ~ 1/e implies
that one heavy neutrino flavor eigenstate of I'y reaches equilibrium before the
oscillations commence, i.e., Toq > Tosc. The other flavor-eigenstate evolves slowly
and exhibits overdamped behavior. The overdamped regime has first been discussed
in the vMSM [29]. The parametric dependence of the baryon asymmetry on the
model parameters is in general non-polynomial. A detailed discussion can be found
in Ref. [83] and in [28].

The 1/e enhancement of one eigenvalue of AT\ also implies that successful lepto-
genesis is possible for much larger mixing angles U,; than in the oscillatory regime.
This can be seen by comparing Figure [I] and Figure ] Note that, in contrast to
Fig. [[} the upper limits on the mixings in Fig. [4] are the maximum values found
compatible with leptogenesis. Instead, Fig. [I| shows the most probable regions (at
90%CL) in a Bayesian analysis that assumes a flat measure in the chosen param-
eter space. Even though this measure does not disfavor the symmetry protected
scenario, it does not favor it either. In contrast to the contours in Fig. [1] the lines
in Fig. |4} do not correspond to Bayesian likelihoods, but simply show the boundaries
of the viable parameter region if one remains entirely agnostic about the values of
the heavy neutrino parameters (in particular € and p) and the unknown phases
0 and « in the light neutrino mixing matrix U,. Here ¢ is the Dirac phase and
« the Majorana phase, see [28]. These results were obtained from the flavored
source alone; total lepton number violating processes should be included in further
studies [46] [34, [85].

2.2.2. Testability

From a viewpoint of testabilityf] the symmetry protected scenario is very attractive
because the 1/€ enhancement of the Yukawa coupling allows for larger mixing angles
and hence larger branching ratios in experiments. The quantities that determine the
branching ratios in experiments are the mixing angles |Uy;|?
strength of the heavy neutrinos can be characterized by the quantity U? = tr(UTU),
which can be expressed in terms of the model parameters by Eq. without any
approximations, which clearly shows the enhancement for small €.

. The overall interaction

To relate the dynamics during leptogenesis to the behavior in the laboratory,
we have to relate the heavy neutrino interaction eigenstates (i.e., the flavor eigen-
vectors of the matrix T'y = A MavT') to the physical mass states. In the very early
Universe, the effective heavy neutrino masses are dominated by the thermal masses
x AMTAT. Hence, 'y and the effective mass matrix are both proportional to the ma-
trix ATA and can be diagonalized simultaneously, so that the N; mass and interaction
eigenstates are identical. As the temperature drops, the contribution from My to
their effective mass becomes increasingly important, and the gradual decrease of the

&By “testability” we here mean the potential to actually discover the heavy neutrinos in near
future experiments, which requires that their masses are below the TeV-scale. The potential to
indirectly rule out leptogenesis with larger M; has been studied in Refs. [98}|99], cf. Sec.
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Fig. 4. The viable leptogenesis parameter space for n = 2 (between the blue lines) compared
to the constraints from past experiments (gray area) and the expected reach of NA62 ,
SHiP , a similar detector at LBNE/DUNE or T2K displaced vertices at FCC-ee
(solid) [91] (dashed), B decays at FCC-ee [92], BELLE II , LHCb [94], ATLAS or CMS
(cf. als ) ILC and CEPC Here U? =3 UZ2. The left column corresponds to
normal light neutrino mass ordering, the right column to inverted ordering. Figure taken from [36].

thermal masses leads to a rotation of the effective mass matrix. Moreover, below
the electroweak scale, the heavy neutrinos receive a mass contribution of O[U?My]
from the Higgs mechanism, which roughly is of the same order as the light neutrino
mass matrix. The Higgs contribution is tiny compared to the overall scale of the
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eigenvalues of My and therefore has no effect on particle kinematics. However, it
may not be negligible compared to the mass splitting between them in the symme-
try protected limit of small p, and it can therefore affect flavor oscillations of the
heavy neutrinos in the laboratory and low energy CP violation [86|E| The complete
physical mass matrix in the laboratory is given by

(ME™®) 0 = (Mn)jx + % (U}aUai(MN)ik + (MN)ijUaiUlia> - (27)
In the symmetry protected scenario, I'y and the thermal mass on the one hand
and the heavy neutrinos’ vacuum Majorana mass matrix My on the other are
maximally misaligned, which can easily be verified by taking the limit e,u — 0
in the Casas-Ibarra parameterization @, which corresponds to M; = Ms and
v — oo. Since M}i,hys is dominated by My, the mass basis is strongly misaligned
with the interaction basis. The two interaction eigenstates couple with very different
strengths ~ € and ~ 1/e. The two mass eigenstates, on the other hand, couple
with the same strengths, i.e., A\y1 = Aq2 and Uy = Uyz. Moreover, for 1 < 1 it
is difficult to resolve their mass splitting experimentally, and experiments are only
sensitive to

Us =Y |Uail? (28)

in the laboratory. In the e, — 0 limit, N; and N, effectively can be treated as
one Dirac spinor Wy = (N + iNs)/+/2 with couplings U2. Hence, the symmetry
protected scenario predicts pseudo-Dirac heavy neutrinos in the laboratory. Finite
values of € and p lead to deviations from the Dirac-like behaviour that can be
treated as perturbations if they are sufficiently small. Some proposals have been
made to look for these deviations even in the regime where the mass splitting cannot
be resolved kinematically |[101H103].

While the ratio U2, /U2, = 1 is fixed in the B — L conserving limit €, & — 0, the
ratios |Uai|?/|Ugs|? of the heavy neutrino couplings to different flavors remain free.
They are determined by the CP-violating phases in the light neutrino mass matrix
U,, cf. Eqns. and This point has previously been observed in Refs. [29,
42| 104, 105, and its importance for the full testability of the low-scale seesaw was
pointed out in Refs. [32, [86]. If AM is large enough to be resolved experimentally,
then the mixings U2, and U2, can be measured independently. A measurement of all
|Um-|2 would fix the z and the phases in U, up to one discrete transformation, with
M7 and M, being extracted from the kinematics. The remaining discrete parameter
degeneracy can be broken by an independent measurement of the Dirac phase § in U,
in neutrino oscillation experiments. Hence, the Lagrangian can at least in principle

M This contribution also plays a crucial role in the ¥MSM [29]: The interplay between the different
contributions to the effective mass splitting allows for resonant production of lepton asymmetries
below the electroweak scale [31], which is crucial to produce sufficiently cold sterile neutrino Dark
Matter at temperatures 7' ~ 100 MeV [100].

IThe relations between the individual |Ua;|? and the model parameters for arbitrary values of
are e.g. given in the appendix of Ref. |86 (at leading order in €).
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be fully reconstructed from experimental data, which allows to calculate the baryon
asymmetry and compare it to the observed value. The parameter space can even
be over-constrained if measurements of indirect observables that are sensitive to
the heavy neutrino properties are added, such as Ov33 decay, lepton universality
violation or searches for CP-violation in the heavy neutrino decay (cf. Sec. . This
at least in principle makes the low-scale seesaw a fully testable model of neutrino
masses and baryogenesis [86)].

However, in practice it may be difficult to determine all parameters with suffi-
cient accuracy to reliably predict the baryon asymmetry. In particular, it will be
very difficult to resolve the heavy neutrino mass splitting AM , which strongly affects
the baryon asymmetry, at SHiP or future lepton collider if it is smaller than about
10 MeVEI For the tiny mass splittings in the overdamped regime this is certainly
not possible. This also means that the mixings U2, and U2, cannot be measured
independently, and experiments are only sensitive to U2 = 3. |Uq;i|?. Compared to
the complete set of |Uy;|?, the set (U2, U2, U?2) is invariant under one more trans-
formation of the model parameters that has no simple analytic form. If in addition
€ < 1, then the ratios U2/U? are in good approximation independent of z and M.
As a result, one cannot put constraints on the two parameters AM and 6, both of
which are crucial for leptogenesis, if u is very small. In spite of this, consistency
checks for both, the hypothesis that the IV; generate the light neutrino masses via
the seesaw mechanism and the BAU via leptogenesis, are still possible |32, [86]. In
the approximation p = 0, a measurement of all U2 allows to uniquely fix €, cf.
Eq. . The relative sizes of the U2 are then entirely determined by the phases a
and ¢ alone. Since not every set (U2,U2,U?) can be realized by varying (e, d,),
see Fig. the consistency of the U2 measurements with each other and with a
possible determination of § in neutrino oscillation experiments allow to rule out or
support the minimal model with n = 2. Moreover, for large U?, leptogenesis re-
quires U2 /U? < 1 for at least one flavor in order to prevent a complete washout of
the asymmetries before sphaleron freeze-out. This means that the requirement for
successful leptogenesis allows to make additional predictions for the allowed range
of U2/U?, cf. Fig. |5l which can be used as a test for leptogenesis.

Finally, it has been pointed out in Refs. [32, |111] that one may turn the tables
and use the U2 measured in heavy neutrino decays at SHiP or a future collider to
constrain the phases in U, in particular the Majorana phase «, which is hard (if
not impossible) to detect in light neutrino experiments.

J Information about AM may still be obtained indirectly by an observation of 0v33 decay [32,
61}, 162} [86] comparing the rates of lepton number violating and conserving decays as well as the
momentum distribution of the decay products [101} [103} [106H{109] or by looking for the heavy
neutrino oscillations in the detector |108}[110].
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Fig. 5. Values of U2/U? inside the black line are consistent with neutrino oscillation data for
normal hierarchy (left) and inverted hierarchy (right) of light neutrino masses. The dashed lines
correspond to constant U2. The light region marked in red is unphysical because it would imply
U2 < 0. The colored regions indicate the maximally allowed value of U? for given U2/U? if one
requires that the the observed npg can be generated by leptogenesis with M = 1 GeV. Figure taken

from .

2.2.3. Parameter space in the minimal model

Based on these considerations, we can dissect the parameter space in the following
way.

e In the “naive seesaw” regime € ~ 1, u ~ 1, leptogenesis is not possible
in the minimal model with n = 2 because it requires a mass degeneracyEl
Moreover, the tiny coupling strengths |Uy;|? of the heavy neutrinos in the
regime € ~ 1 leads to tiny branching ratios in experiments.

e In the regime € ~ 1, u > 102 the minimal low-scale seesaw is in principle
a fully testable model of neutrino masses and baryogenesis. However, the
overall coupling strength U? of the heavy neutrinos in this regime is too
tiny to detect them in any near future experiment.

e In the mildly symmetry protected regime e < 1, u > 1073, the chances
for an experimental discovery of the heavy neutrinos are greatly improved
because their overall coupling strength is enhances as 1/e. However, this
also implies an enhanced washout, so that leptogenesis with the largest U?
relies on a hierarchy U2 /U? < 1 for at least one flavor. It is in principle still
possible to extract all model parameters from experiments, but the accuracy
of near future experiments is probably not sufficient to uniquely determine
the baryon asymmetry of the universe from such measurements. However,
if any heavy neutral leptons are discovered at colliders, the relationships

KModels with n > 2 allow for successful leptogenesis without mass degeneracy, but the phenomenol-
ogy of these models (which contain more free parameters) has not been studied in detail. First
estimates indicate that leptogenesis can be achieved with larger |Uy;|? than for n = 2 .
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between the |U,;|? and other observables still provide a powerful tool to test
the hypothesis that these particles are the origin of neutrino mass and the
origin of matter. In particular, these relations allow to indirectly measure
the Majorana phase « in U, .

e Deep in the symmetry protected regime €, < 1, the chances for an ex-
perimental discovery of the heavy neutrinos are the best because the 1/e
enhancement of the couplings |Uy;|?, and because the smaller p allow for
leptogenesis with larger |Uai|2E| However, it is very difficult (practically im-
possible) to gain any information about the parameters AM and 6, which
are crucial for leptogenesis, and experiments can only determine U2 (rather
than the individual |Uy;|?). In spite of this, the comparison of independent
measurements of all three U2 with indirect probes still provides a powerful
test for the hypothesis that the heavy neutrinos generate the light neutrino
masses. It also provides a way to determine the Majorana phase « in the
light neutrino mixing matrix U,,. For comparably large U?, the requirement
to reproduce the correct baryon asymmetry imposes additional constraints
on the ratios U2/U?, which can be used as a test for leptogenesis. An
independent measurement of the Dirac phase in the light neutrino mixing
matrix would strongly modify the allowed leptogenesis parameter region in
this regime because it would put strong constraints on the ratios U2 /U?.

2.3. Constraints on sterile neutrinos

If the heavy neutrinos N; generate the light neutrino masses via the seesaw mech-
anism, then Eq. @ implies that they necessarily must mix with the SM neutrino
flavor eigenstates vy,

via = (Uy)aivi + Uak NE, (29)
and therefore feel the weak interaction with a strength that is suppressed by the
mixing angle

Ui = VAMN") ai- (30)
Here v; are the light neutrino mass eigenstates and U, is the unitary matrix that

diagonalizes the matrix M, in @ It is related to the full light neutrino mixing
matrix V, as

(Vu)ak: = (504[3 - ;UazUZTB) (UV)Bk . (31)

On this basis, their properties can be constrained by the negative result of various
searches for deviations from the SM [113, [114]. Which experiments and observa-
tions are sensitive to the N; properties strongly depends on the magnitude(s) of

In the overdamped regime this is not primarily a consequence of the usual “resonant enhance-
ment”, which is indeed regulated by the width 'y > AM in this regime. Instead, it is due to the
fact that Tosc =~ Teq for small u, which means that the washout has not enough time to erase the
asymmetries before sphaleron freeze-out even if the Yukawa couplings A are comparably large.
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their masses M;. Though neutrino oscillation data currently provides the strongest
indirect probe of heavy neutrino properties, their masses cannot be constrained
from the relation (6]) alone for two reasons:

(1) If one assumes that My and A have no special structure, then the relation
@ predicts My ~ 1?721,/\727 cf. also the discussion following Eq. . That
is, any value of M; can be made consistent with the constraints on the light
neutrino mass matrix M, by adjusting .

(2) There is even more freedom if we make use of the full matrix structure
of equation @ What is experimentally constrained to be small are the
eigenvalues m? of M, M}, not the individual entries of the matrix M, . For
example, in the symmetry protected scenario described in Sec. rather
large individual entries can be made consistent with small m; in a natural
way if the parameters i and € defined in Eq. are chosen small.

Hence, the range of masses allowed by neutrino oscillation data in principle is very
large and reaches from the eV-scale [115] up to values above the suspected scale
of grand unification]™ We in the following restrict the discussion to the parameter
region in which the heavy neutrinos that generate the baryon asymmetry can be
found in existing or proposed experiments. This effectively restricts us to masses M;
below the electroweak scale[’] A more general discussion of right handed neutrinos
with various different masses and their role in particle physics and cosmology can
e.g. be found in the review [117].

All following considerations are based on the fact that the heavy neutrinos couple
to the weak currents via a term

_9
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2 cos Oy
In addition, they may have other (new physics) interactions that we do not discuss
here because they are model dependent. A popular choice are e.g. SU(2) gauge
interactions in left-right symmetric theories, which are e.g. discussed in Ref. [118§]
and references therein. It is instructive to classify the experimental signatures in two
qualitatively different categories. In direct searches the N; appear as real particles
and can therefore be discovered. In contrast to that, we refer to experiments that
are indirectly affected by the heavy neutrinos as indirect searches; this usually
primarily happens via the modification of the light neutrino interactions due to the

non-unitarity in (31)).

™A theoretical upper bound can be imposed if one requires that their Yukawa interactions can
be described by perturbative quantum field theory; then their masses M; should be at least 1-2
orders of magnitude below the Planck mass [116].

"Heavier N; can of course in principle be produced at the LHC or future colliders, but the produc-
tion rates are much smaller than those in weak gauge boson decays, and it is currently not clear
whether searches can enter the range of |Uqa;|? for which leptogenesis is possible.
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2.3.1. Direct Searches

Depending on their mass, heavy neutrinos are predominantly produced in meson
decays (M; < 5 GeV), real weak gauge boson decays (5 GeV < M; < 80 GeV
or exchange of virtual weak gauge bosons (80 GeV < Mz)ﬂ Being neutral, the
N; themselves do not leave any trace in the detector and can only be observed
by studying the kinematics of the charged particles that are produced along with
them and when they decay into charged particles. The best search strategy strongly
depends on their mass because their lifetime scales as oc Uy | M7 [42].

Heavy neutrinos that are light enough to be produced in meson decays can be so
long lived that the number of N;-decays within conventional detectors at colliders is
very small. They can, however, be observed in fixed target experiments if one places
a detector behind the target. Past beam dump experiments include PS191 [|126],
NuTeV [127], CHARM [128], CHARM and CHARM II [129], NA3 [130], E949 [131],
THEP-JINR [132], BEBC [133], FMMF [134] and NOMAD [135]. The NA62 ex-
periment has performed peak searches [136] and will perform a dedicated search
for heavy neutrinos in dump mode (“SHADOWS run”). In the next decade, the
proposed SHiP [43] 137, [138] experiment could improve the existing constraints by
several orders of magnitude [88]. For very small masses even fixed target experi-
ments are limited by the length of their detector. However, the heavy neutrinos
may still reveal their existence because their on-shell production causes a peak in
the spectrum or charged leptons emitted in meson decays. Peak searches have been
performed using kaons and pions as initial mesons |139H146]. For larger masses of a
few GeV, the experiments BELLE [147] LHCD [148]P| have looked for lepton number
violation in meson decays, which can be mediated by heavy neutrinos. LHCb has
also looked for displaced vertices [150]. The interesting possibility to look for CP
violation in meson decays mediated by heavy neutrinos is discussed in Sec.

Heavy neutrinos with larger masses have been searched for by the experiments
DELPHI [151], L3 [152, 153, ATLAS [154] and CMS [1551157]. The LHC searches
have so far been focused on lepton number violating signals, such as same sign
di-leptons in the final state. These are probably the most promising signals if
the heavy neutrinos decay promptly and have been studied by a large number of
authors (see e.g. Refs. |[118] [158] for a partial list of references). However, if the NV;
are lighter than the W boson, they may be long lived enough to be observed by the
displacement between their production and decay. How light exactly they have to be
depends on the experiment. Displaced vertex searches are more powerful at masses
below roughly 20-30 GeV at ATLAS and CMS [95H97] or LHCb [94]. Based on the
current estimates, none of these experiments can reach deeply in the leptogenesis
region for n = 2 (though at least LHCb may touch it in the high luminosity run
of the LHC). An upgrade of the MATHUSLA-type [159] could enable the LHC to

°The production involving t-channel exchange of photons [119, [120|, Higgs decays |121H124] or
vector boson fusion [125] are not relevant for the searches discussed in the following.
PNote that the LHCbD results presented in Ref. [148] have recently been corrected in Ref. [149].
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probe at least part of the leptogenesis region. For n > 3 the leptogenesis region is
larger and may be accessed by current LHC experiments or BELLE 11 |112]E| The
perspectives to search for heavy neutrinos are certainly much better at a future
high energy collider. They have been studied by a number of authors, see e.g. [118§]
for a partial list of references. A recent summary of signatures at different types of
colliders can be found in Ref. |[160]. In Ref. [46] the potential of future colliders to
probe low-scale leptogenesis has been studied specifically.

The results from different past searches are shown in Fig. [f] In Fig. [] we
compare the sensitivity of different planned or proposed direct searches to the viable
leptogenesis parameter region for n = 2.

2.3.2. Indirect Searches

The properties of heavy neutrinos are not only constrained by the negative result of
direct searches for them, but also by searches for deviations from the SM predictions
in precision observables and rare processes. These are primarily sensitive to the
properties of the IN; because they modify the weak interactions of the SM leptons
in Eq. . Various processes have been studied by a large number of different
authors. A (possibly incomplete) list can e.g. be found in Refs. [158] 162} |165H167],
along with a (certainly incomplete) list of references. The most important ones in
the parameter regime considered here are

e Neutrino oscillation data - The strongest indirect constraints on NN; proper-
ties come from neutrino oscillation data. The requirement to generate the
observed light neutrino masses imposes a mass dependent lower bound on
U?2, which provides a “bottom line” for experimental searches. The physi-
cal reason is that the right handed neutrinos cannot give mass to the SM
neutrinos if they do not interact with them. For n = 2 this requirement also
imposes a lower bound on the individual U2 [104, |105], which can be seen
in Fig. 4] The lower bound is considerably weaker for n > 2 [158| [168]. In
addition, neutrino oscillation data also constrains the relative size U2 /U? of
the heavy neutrino couplings to individual SM flavours, cf. Fig.[5} The use
of the Casas-Ibarra parameterization @ automatically ensures consistency
with neutrino oscillation data constraints at tree level. For mixing angles
much larger than the "naive seesaw estimate” , loop corrections may
be not negligible. They can be included by using the radiatively corrected

AThe results presented in Ref. |112] should be treated with some care because the authors did
not take the fast equilibration of some heavy neutrino interaction eigenstates in the large |Uy;|?
regime into account consistently. However, the main observation made in this paper is that the
constraints from neutrino oscillation data allow for larger hierarchies amongst the N; couplings
to individual SM flavors (i.e., smaller U2 /U?) for n > 2, as compared to the minimal model with
n = 2. This allows to protect part of the asymmetries from washout even if some heavy neutrino
interaction eigenstates have reached equilibrium. Hence, the conclusion that leptogenesis can be
possible with (much) larger |Ua;|? for n > 2 remains true irrespectively of the details of the N;
equilibration.
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Fig. 6.  Upper panel: Constraints on Ue2¢ (versus M;) from the experiments ATLAS , CMS
[161], L3 [152], DELPHI [i51], PIENU [139], BELLE (as given in the erratum), TRIUMF
[141), PS191 [126], CHARM [128], NA3 [130|, and kaon decays [145]. For peak searches below the
kaon mass we show the summarized bound given in Ref. , for the PS191 experiment we show
the re-interpretation given in 4 Middle panel: Constraints on Uﬁi from DELPHI , L3

152, ATLAS , CMS , BELLE [147| (as given in the erratum), BEBC , FM 134],

E949 [131), PIENU [139), TRIUMF [41], PS191 [126], CHARMII [129], NuTeV [127], NA3
and kaon decays in 146]. For LHCb we show the re-interpretation of the search for lepton

number violating decays given in Ref. (solid line) and the interpretation of the displaced
vertex search [150] as given in Ref. (dashed line). For the bounds from kaon decays we use the
interpretation given in [163]. For NA3, BEBC and FMMF we use the estimates from [162].
For the PS191 experiment we compare the re-interpretation in Ref. (solid line) to that shown
in Ref. for two different channels (dashed and dotted line). Lower Panel: The bounds on
Ufi are based on the interpretation of CHARM data given in , NOMAD , L3 and
DELPHI . Note that many of the experiments also constrain ratios of the [Uy;|? or sums
thereof in addition to what is shown here. Figure taken from [158].
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Casas-Ibarra parameterization introduced in Ref. [41]. However, very large
mixings can only be realized without fine-tuning in the symmetry protected
scenarios described in Sec. in which radiative corrections are also sup-
pressed by the small the parameters p and € defined in Eq. .

OvpB6 decay - If one assumes that there is no special structure in the matrices
A and My, then the non-observation of OvS3 decay by far imposes the
strongest bounds on U2 for N; that are heavier than the kaon [37, [162].
However, like all lepton number violating observables, these constraints can
easily be avoided in the symmetry protected scenario described in Sec. 2.2}
For n = 2 and p, e < 1, the effective Majorana mass mgg that affects the
rate of the Ov3/3 decay can be expressed as

i} e N
|maslng =~ ‘[1 — fA(M)]mgﬂ —|—ff‘(M)F%|Amatm|e 2i(0+6) . (33)
maahn = [[1 =~ fa (B0,
_ M?
+ fi(M)F%|Amatm| cos” 013 (34)

x e 2 (56“2/2 sin 015 + ie**1/2 cos 012)2

)

with & = +1. Here mfy = >,(U,)2m; is the standard contribution

from light neutrino exchange. The function f4(M) ~ ﬁi\?ﬂ quantifies
the virtuality of the exchanged N;, where A2 ~ (100 MeV)? is the mo-
mentum exchange in the decay, whose exact value depends on the iso-
tope. It is well-known that the contribution from N; exchange can be size-
able 37139, |40l 64, |105] [169], but it was long believed that the requirement
1 < 1 in the context of leptogenesis suppresses the last term in Eq. 7
so that [mgg| ~ |[1 — fa(M)]mjg| is insensitive to the heavy neutrino pa-
rameters (except M) [105, 167, [169]. Recently it has been pointed out that
this argument only applies to the model with n = 2, where 1 < 1 is a
necessary requirement for leptogenesis. For n = 3, no mass degeneracy is
required [80], and a large mpgg can easily be realized within the leptogenesis
parameter region [61]. Moreover, even in the model with n = 2, there exists
a corner in the parameter space in which the observed baryon asymmetry
can be reproduced while the term o p/e in mgg dominates [32, 61}, 62]. A
part of this region that is not constrained by any other experiment has been
ruled out by the constraints from GERDA [170] and KAMLAND-Zen [171]
experiments, making them the strongest constraint on N; properties in
this regime [61]. Possibly even more importantly, this allows to constrain
the parameter 6 even if p is so small that direct searches cannot kine-
matically distinguish the two heavy neutrinos, at least in the region where
A/M > 0.1 [32,86].
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All other indirect constraints are currently not sensitive to the small mixing angles
required for leptogenesis. For completeness, we shall nevertheless mention the most
important observables that can constrain the low-scale seesaw model with M; below
the TeV-scale, even though most of these are very far from being able to constrain
the parameter region where low-scale leptogenesis is possible.

e Lepton universality - The existence of heavy neutrinos violates the univer-
sality of the strength at which different SM neutrinos couple to the weak
interaction. This e.g. leads to deviations of the relative size of the branch-
ing ratios at which mesons decay into muon and electron final states. If
one tries to explain the observed data within the minimal seesaw model,
the best fit value actually suggests U2 # 0 |[166]. However, the significance
of this preference is rather low, and it would be difficult to make this result
consistent with other observables.

o CKM unitarity - The CKM matrix is unitary in the minimal seesaw model.
However, its elements are experimentally determined from processes involv-
ing leptons, whose branching ratios are modified by the effect of the heavy
neutrinos, cf. Eq. . If N; exists and one interprets the data in the
framework of the SM, then one will incorrectly conclude that there is a vio-
lation of unitarity in the mixing of quarks. In reality this could be of course
the effect of the non-unitarity in the light neutrino mixing matrix U,,. The
constraints from CKM data are currently sub-dominant, but almost sat-
urated by the largest mixings |U,;|? allowed by direct searches across the
entire mass range considered [158].

e FElectroweak precision data - The modification of the weak currents
also affects the relations between the weak gauge boson masses, the Wein-
berg angle, the observed Fermi constant and the fine structure constant at
the Z pole. These relations are measured with high precision. In Ref. [55]
it was reported that data provides tentative evidence for the existence of
TeV-scale heavy neutrinos. In most of the mass range below the W boson
we consider here, the constraints from electroweak precision data are sub-
dominant compared to direct searches. Also observations of the invisible
7 decay width are not sensitive to heavy neutrinos that are much lighter
than the Z boson because, as a result of the unitarity of the total (light and
heavy) neutrino mixing matrix or “GIM suppression”, the additional decay
channels into N; are exactly compensated by a reduction of the decay am-
plitude into light neutrinos (as long as M; can be kinematically neglected).
However, for masses near or above the W mass, where the constraints from
DELPHI and L3 begin to fade (cf. Fig. M), electroweak precision data
currently imposes the strongest upper bound on UZ2.

e Flavor violating lepton decays - The lepton flavor violating interactions with
the N; mediate lepton flavor violating decays, such as u — ey, u — eee, 7 —
wy and 7 — ey. These processes are subject of the GIM suppression as long
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as M; is much smaller than the weak gauge boson masses. For larger masses,
where the GIM suppression does not apply and the direct search bounds are
weaker, the upper bound on the U2 from non-observation of these lepton
flavor violating decays are comparable to those from electroweak precision
observables. At the moment p — ey is the process that has been measured
most precisely. In the near future experiments measuring ;1 — e conversion
in nuclei will become a serious competitor [48], though it seems unlikely that
they can reach the baryogenesis region in the minimal n = 2 model [172].

o Lepton dipole moments - In Refs. |52} |173] it has been pointed out that
heavy neutrinos with masses above the W mass can make a sizable contri-
bution to the electric dipole moments of charged leptons.

2.3.3. Cosmological constraints

Leptogenesis from neutrino oscillations in principle can generate the observed
baryon asymmetry for M; as small as 10 MeV [30, 31, |174]. However, such small
masses are strongly disfavored in the context of the seesaw mechanism because they
lead to N; lifetimes that are long enough that their decay in the early Universe dis-
turbs Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) [175] |L76] unless their mixing angles are
very large. More precisely, the requirement to decay before nucleosynthesis imposes
a lower bound on U? = " |U,;|? for given M;, which becomes stronger than the
lower bound from neutrino oscillation data for M; below a few hundred MeV. The
exact point where the bound from nucleosynthesis becomes stronger depends on the
flavor structure and neutrino mass hierarchy. Combining these consideration with
the negative result of various past experimental searches 86| {104] [158] [162], one
finds that the lower bound on M, is roughly 100 MeV [105] 177, (178] in the minimal
model with n = 2. To reach this conclusion, one has to bear in mind that right
handed neutrinos that decay after BBN leave an imprint in the effective number
of relativistic degrees of freedom N, either because they are relativistic during
BBN or because their decay disturbs the phase space distribution of SM particles
at later times, which would have a similar effect on the properties of temperature
fluctuations in the Cosmic Microwave Background as extra relativistic particles. A
more careful analysis reveals that this conclusion can be avoided for some of the
heavy neutrinos for n > 2 [178]. However, the states with masses below 100 MeV
are required to have very feeble mixing angles U,,; in order to avoid thermalization
in the early Universe. While this opens up the interesting possibility that these
particle compose the Dark Matter [179} [180], which is e.g. realized in the Neutrino
Minimal Standard Model (vMSM) |60l |181] (see Ref. [182] for a review), it means
that the contribution of these states to the seesaw mechanism and to leptogenesis is
negligible. We will therefore not further discuss this case and only consider masses
M; > 100 MeV. For a recent review of the sterile neutrino DM scenario, we refer
the interested reader to Ref. [183]. Leptogenesis does not provide an upper bound
on the magnitude of the M;, but heavy neutrinos with masses heavier than a few
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hundred GeV cannot be produced in sizable numbers at any existing experiment.

2.3.4. Global Constraints

Within a given model, it is possible to obtain “global constraints” on the properties
of the heavy neutrinos by combining the various observables mentioned above. Var-
ious authors have done this under different assumptions about the data sets that
should be included, the number n of heavy neutrinos, the mass mijgntest of the light-
est neutrinos and the validity of cosmological constraints (which obviously depend
on at least moderate assumptions about the thermal history of the universe) 31}
38, 141} (52} |57, 158 [61L |86}, 104, 105, {117} |18 158, {162} [165-167, (174} |178} [184H195].
Most of these efforts have been focused on the minimal model with n = 2, where
the number of free parameter is rather low and the combination of different bounds
imposes considerably stronger constraints than simply superimposing them in the
Mn-U2 plane. The gray area in Fig. 4| corresponds to the global constraints for
n = 2 as reported in Ref. [86]. It is shown along with the minimal and maximal
U2 compatible with successful leptogenesis. In Ref. [158] a similar analysis has
been performed for n = 3. The leptogenesis parameter space has not been explored
systematically for n = 3 to date.

2.4. Probing CP wviolation in meson decays

Fig. 7. Diagrams contributing to the LNV semileptonic meson decay M7t (pp) —
EIL (;101)@;L (pg)M/_(pI\/[/) mediated by a Majorana neutrino: direct (a) and crossed (b) channels.

We investigate the possibility of measuring CP violation in the rare lepton num-
ber violating (LNV) semileptonic decays of charged pseudoscalar mesons within
the low-scale type I seesaw extension of the SM. In particular, we consider M* —
(EEM'F, where M = K, D, Dy, B, B, and M' = n, K, D, D,. The charged leptons
are {15 = e, 1. The amplitude of this process receives two contributions, depicted
by the direct (a) and crossed (