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We explore a mechanism for producing the baryon asymmetry and dark matter in models with
multiple hidden sectors that are Standard-Model-like but with varying Higgs mass parameters. If
the field responsible for reheating the Standard Model and the exotic sectors carries an asymmetry,
it can be converted into a baryon asymmetry using the standard sphaleron process. A hidden sector
with positive Higgs mass squared can accommodate dark matter with its baryon asymmetry, and
the larger abundance of dark matter relative to baryons is due to dark sphalerons being active all the
way down the hidden sector QCD scale. This scenario predicts that dark matter is clustered in large
dark nuclei and gives a lower bound on the effective relativistic degrees of freedom, ∆Neff ≳ 0.05,
which may be observable in the next-generation cosmic microwave background experiment CMB-S4.

I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of a large number of Standard-Model-
like hidden sectors [1], and the N-naturalness [2]
paradigm in particular provide a novel and interesting
solution to the hierarchy problem. If there are a large
number N of sectors where the Higgs mass parameter
takes on random values, then one expects one sector to
have a value of order Λ2/N where Λ is the cutoff of the
theory. If such a sector is identified with the Standard
Model (SM), this setup can explain why the Higgs mass is
parametrically smaller than the cutoff as long as N ≫ 1.

In order for such a scenario to describe our Universe, a
novel cosmological history is required that naturally al-
lows most of the energy of the Universe to be in the SM
sector with relatively little in the others. In [2], this was
accomplished by a “reheaton” field which carries all of
the energy of the Universe at early times. The reheaton
field has a weak scale mass and democratic coupling to
the Higgs in all the sectors. Because of its weak scale
mass, it can easily decay into the SM sector, but decays
to sectors with a heavier Higgs are kinematically sup-
pressed naturally giving the SM the dominant fraction
of the energy of the Universe after the reheaton decay.
The coupling of the reheaton to all sectors is required to
be very small in order to prevent loop-level interactions
across the sectors, and this small coupling ensures that
the reheaton width is orders of magnitude smaller than
its mass.

Because of the unique cosmology, it remains an open
question of how the baryon asymmetry of the Universe
(BAU) and the dark matter abundance are generated in
such a framework (see [3] for a dark matter review and
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[4] for a review of models that relate dark matter to the
BAU). Obviously, BAU and dark matter are necessary
ingredients in any realistic model, and in this work, we
build a model that addresses both of these problems. The
reheaton field is a fermion that carries a lepton number.
At very early times, it lives in a thermal bath of a “re-
heaton sector” that does not contain any SM-like fields.
Such a sector has similar matter content as traditional
leptogenesis models [5], and the dynamics of that sector
create an asymmetric population of reheatons.

When the reheaton decays, it transfers its asymmetry
to the lepton number in each of the various sectors. By
the same kinematic mechanism described in [2], the dom-
inant decay of the reheaton is to the SM sector, and thus
most of the asymmetry is transferred to the lepton num-
ber of the SM sector. The lepton asymmetry can then be
transferred to a baryon asymmetry by the SM sphaleron
process [6–9]. In order for the reheaton to dominantly
decay its energy into the SM sector, the reheating tem-
perature of the reheaton decay must be of order the weak
scale, which in turn sets an upper bound of the width of
the reheaton [2]. If we naively assume that reheating is
instantaneous, then the temperature of the SM is always
around or below the weak scale, and the sphaleron rate
is exponentially suppressed for nearly all time. Doing a
more careful calculation of the thermal history, taking
into account the early decays of the reheaton, shows that
the SM sector in fact reaches temperatures much higher
than the naive reheating temperature [10–14], and the
SM sphaleron can be unsuppressed for a sufficiently long
time to generate the observed BAU.

The subdominant decays of the reheaton will popu-
late the other sectors, with the temperature of the other
sectors decreasing as the Higgs mass increases. The lep-
ton asymmetry of the reheaton will also be transferred
to other sectors. If the sphaleron in other sectors is
active, then the dark baryon asymmetry can serve as
an asymmetric dark matter candidate [15–18]. Because
constraints on extra relativistic degrees of freedom [19]
require that the vast majority of the energy of the re-
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heaton decay to the SM sector, one also expects that the
dark baryon asymmetry is significantly smaller than the
SM baryon asymmetry. Furthermore, because the Higgs
mass in the dark sectors is larger than in the SM, the
sphaleron decouples earlier further suppressing the dark
baryon asymmetry.

The above analysis, however, changes qualitatively
if one considers dark sectors with positive Higgs mass
squared parameter. Such sectors were dubbed “exotic”
in [20] and shown to produce interesting gravitational
wave phenomenology. Because the Higgs mass squared
is positive, the Higgs does not break electroweak symme-
try, and SU(2)×U(1) is a good symmetry until the QCD
phase transition at much lower temperatures. There-
fore, even though the lepton asymmetry transferred to
exotic sectors is smaller than that of the SM sector, the
sphaleron process is significantly more efficient, and this
can accommodate the observed dark matter abundance
of ΩDM ∼ 5ΩB .

We note that it was previously argued that sectors with
a positive Higgs mass parameter cannot have a baryon
asymmetry [21]. The argument was that after QCD and
electroweak phase transition, even though the sphaleron
is exponentially suppressed, it is still faster than Hubble
(which is Planck suppressed), and thus all the baryon
asymmetry is washed out. Because of the exponential
suppression of the sphaleron, this conclusion depends
very sensitively on the phase transition temperature com-
pared to the electroweak boson mass. While that ratio
can be computed on the lattice in an SM-like setup, QCD
in the exotic sector has six massless flavors, so the phase
transition is expected to be first order [22] and quali-
tatively different than the SM. Furthermore, the elec-
troweak boson mass depends on the SU(2) gauge cou-
pling, g. While the minimal N-naturalness setup has g
being the same in the exotic and SM sectors, this need
not be the case to solve the hierarchy problem. There-
fore, we find that a baryon asymmetry in the dark sector
is indeed possible, and asymmetric dark matter can be
accommodated.

The dark matter will be dominated by the neutrons in
the exotic sector with the lightest Higgs mass. Further-
more, the pions in these sectors are much lighter than the
SM pions, so these neutrons can form large nuclei [23, 24].
In fact, [24] showed that such an agglomeration of neu-
trons is generic and the exotic nuclei can be expected
to grow quite large. This means that dark matter self-
interaction is suppressed and the bounds from the Bullet
Cluster [25] can be evaded.

It was emphasized in [2] that N decoupled sectors,
each with light photons and neutrinos, gives rise to both
bounds and possible signatures in cosmological observa-
tions. The setup we present here is no different: one
important signature is that if the dark matter is com-
prised of exotic sector baryons, this requires a minimum
contribution to effective relativistic degrees of freedom,
∆Neff ≳ 0.05, which could be observable at CMB-S4 [26].
A significant constraint comes from the neutrinos of SM-

like sectors which are heavier than the SM neutrinos. We
focus on the scenario where the neutrinos are Dirac, and
we find N ≲ 105 − 108 depending on the assumptions
about what fraction of the dark matter those neutrinos
make up. In particular, at the high end of that range,
the neutrinos make up a sizable fraction of the cold dark
matter. We focus on the dark neutrons being the dom-
inant component of dark matter, but that need not be
the case.

We note that the constraint on the number of sectors
means that this model cannot fully solve the large hierar-
chy, which would require N = 1016 sectors. It does gener-
ically solve the little hierarchy with N ≳ 104, and can
ameliorate the large one. Models with different scaling
of the Higgs vacuum expectation value (VEV) with sector
number (such as the one in [2]) would have different neu-
trino phenomenology and can weaken the bound on the
number of sectors. The phenomenology of the baryon
asymmetry and hidden neutron dark matter would re-
main qualitatively similar.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
give a qualitative overview of the model including the
field content and the mechanisms employed to generate
the BAU and asymmetric dark matter. Section III quan-
titatively presents the details of the reheaton sector and
how its asymmetry is generated. The reheating of the
various sectors via the decays of the reheaton field and
the constraints imposed by cosmological observations are
analyzed in Section IV. In Section V, we discuss the
baryon asymmetry across the various sectors and the
relevant parameter space consistent with observations,
while Section VI focuses on dark matter phenomenol-
ogy. Section VII contains our conclusion and a summary
of the baryon asymmetry and dark matter within the
N-naturalness framework. Various technical details are
given in the appendices.

II. MODEL OVERVIEW

A schematic diagram of the cosmological history of our
model is shown in Fig. 1. The full Lagrangian of our
model contains a reheaton fermionic field S, N copies of
the Standard Model with varying Higgs masses, a sector
responsible for generating a lepton asymmetry initially
stored in the reheaton, and finally a sector that allows the
reheaton to decay to the various Standard Model copies
through a vectorlike lepton portal denoted L4i:

L = Llepto + LS +
∑
i

LL4i
+
∑
i

LSM,i . (1)

The precise nature of each of these sectors is covered in
Section III and in the discussion below.

We begin our story after inflation when the inflaton de-
cays and deposits all of its energy into a reheating sector
that contains a thermal bath that includes the following:

• At least two heavy Majorana fermions Ni.
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FIG. 1: A schematic of the cosmological evolution of
our model. After inflation, there is a thermal bath
composed of Majorana fermions, Ni, scalars ϕ and

reheatons, S. The decays of the heavy Ni generate the
lepton number asymmetry, which will be carried by the
reheaton. Since ϕ can only decay into S, at some point,
the energy density of the Universe is dominated by S.

Finally, the reheaton decays into the various sectors and
populates them. This process leads to a baryon
asymmetry in the SM i = 0 sector, as well as an

asymmetry in the first exotic i = −1 sector, which is the
dominant source of dark matter in the Universe.

• A complex scalar ϕ.

• A weak-scale Dirac fermion S which we refer to as
the reheaton.

The reheaton carries an approximately conserved lepton
number and the purpose of this sector is to generate an
asymmetry for it. It is constructed to mimic the standard
leptogenesis setup [5]. The dynamics encoded in Llepto

are detailed in Section III A. In short, out of equilib-
rium decays of the heavy Ni fields will eventually impart
a lepton number asymmetry on the thermal bath, and
the ϕ scalar will decay away. There will thus be an era
where the Universe is dominated by an asymmetric pop-
ulation of reheatons. The asymmetry of the reheatons
will be partially transferred to SM baryons, explaining
the baryon asymmetry of the Universe, and partially to
an exotic sector, giving rise to asymmetric dark matter.

Below the scale of the heavy Ni and ϕ fields, the
content of our model is very similar to the original N-
naturalness model, with N nearly decoupled SM-like
sectors each containing a copy of the SM field content
plus a vectorlike lepton doublet (L4, L

c
4) with charges of

2±1/2 under a given sector’s SU(2) × U(1) gauge sym-
metry. These TeV-scale vectorlike leptons serve as a por-
tal through which the reheaton S decays to the different
sectors. Without this portal, the reheaton could in prin-
ciple couple directly to the leptons of each sector, but
this would lead to a heavy reheaton and too much mix-
ing between the reheaton and the neutrinos [2]. In the
N SM-like sectors, the dimensionless parameters: gauge,
Yukawa, and quartic couplings are (approximately) equal

to those of the SM, but the dimensionful Higgs mass pa-
rameter takes a different value in each sector. Having a
range of possible Higgs masses with the lowest one dy-
namically preferred by the reheaton decay is how this
setup addresses the hierarchy problem [2]. For simplic-
ity, we parameterize the Higgs mass squared parameter
in the ith sector by(

m2
H

)
i

= −Λ2

N
(2 i + r) , −N

2
≤ i ≤ N

2
, (2)

and we can identify the i = 0 sector, the one with a neg-
ative mass parameter with the smallest magnitude, as
the SM sector. Sectors with i > 0 are dubbed “standard
sectors” and have a similar structure to the SM but with
a larger Higgs VEV. Those with i < 0 are “exotic sec-
tors” in which the Higgs does not acquire a VEV at all
and can be integrated out in an SU(3) × SU(2) × U(1)
symmetric theory. These exotic sectors will be the dom-
inant source of dark matter (DM) in the Universe. The
parameter r indicates the spacing between sectors, with
r = 1 corresponding to uniform spacing and r < 1 corre-
sponding to a large splitting between our sector and the
next one [2]. More details on the mass spectrum of each
sector are given in Appendix A.

Similar to [2], the vectorlike lepton doublet L4 and Lc
4

serves as the portal to the reheaton. This is given by the
following Lagrangian:

−LS −
∑
i

LL4i
⊃
∑
i

[
λSc (L4H)i + µL (l Lc

4)i

+ML (Lc
4L4)i

]
+ mSSS

c + H.c. ,

(3)

where µL is the bilinear coupling and li denotes the SM
left-handed lepton doublet, and as before the i index la-
bels the sectors. We are using Weyl notation for the
fermion fields. For simplicity, we also take the dimen-
sionful parameters µL and ML to be the same in all sec-
tors. In the standard sectors, when the Higgses get VEVs
and the heavy lepton doublets are integrated out, the re-
heaton mixes with the neutrinos of the various sectors.
To give masses to all neutrinos, we need to add neutrino
mass terms to this Lagrangian in all sectors; those mass
terms can be either Majorana or Dirac. As we will dis-
cuss, in our scenario, bounds on warm dark matter lead
us to consider neutrinos that are almost purely Dirac.

For this model to reproduce the observation that much
of the structure of the Universe is governed by SM fields,
the reheaton must preferentially decay into the SM sec-
tor. Since S couples democratically (with the same λ) to
all sectors, kinematic effects are required to achieve our
observable Universe with most of the energy in the vis-
ible sector. This can be accomplished if the reheaton’s
mass is comparable to the SM Higgs mass, such that
its decays into sectors with larger Higgs masses are sup-
pressed. This way, the reheaton dynamically selects the
sector with the smallest Higgs mass (defined as the Stan-
dard Model sector, with i = 0) and populates it pref-
erentially. Since the population of S is asymmetric, its
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decay will transfer the asymmetry into all sectors, with
the quantum number being a linear combination of the
lepton number of each sector.

In the SM sector, the lepton asymmetry transferred by
the reheaton is converted into baryon asymmetry via SM
sphalerons [6–9]. The baryon asymmetry depends on the
evolution of the temperature of the SM thermal bath,
as the sphaleron rate becomes exponentially suppressed
after the electroweak phase transition. A first pass esti-
mate of this effect would be to assume an instantaneous
decay of the reheaton, that is, assuming that the energy
density stored in the reheaton is suddenly deposited in
the other sectors when ΓS ∼ H, where ΓS is the width
of the reheaton and H is the Hubble parameter, which
would imply a reheating temperature TRH ∼

√
ΓSMP ,

with MP the reduced Planck mass. Nevertheless, this es-
timate does not tell us how the temperature of the Uni-
verse evolves before reheating, as TRH only depends on
the duration of the reheating period, τS = Γ−1

S . Hence,
we need to track the evolution of the temperature by
solving the Boltzmann equations for the evolution of the
energy density of each component of the Universe, assum-
ing reheating is not instantaneous (see Section IV). As we
will see in Section IV, the temperature of the Universe is
larger than TRH for t < Γ−1

S and therefore, during that
period, the sphaleron process can occur very efficiently.
Although the decays of the reheaton do not heat up the
Universe, they make it cool more slowly due to entropy
release [10–14]. Thus, the temperature at the end of
reheaton decays—the so-called reheating temperature—
is not the largest temperature achieved by the thermal
bath, but the one at which the entropy density levels off
[10]. The reheating process from the reheaton and its
consequences for the BAU are explored in detail in Sec-
tions IV and V, respectively.

Qualitatively, the process for the generation of the
baryon asymmetry in the other sectors is essentially the
same as described above, but the different Higgs masses
and VEVs of those sectors lead to different baryon asym-
metries. In the case of the standard sectors (i > 0), the
corresponding Higgs VEV is larger than in the usual SM
sector, which suppresses the associated baryon asymme-
try in two different ways: (1) the reheaton decay is kine-
matically suppressed, implying that there is less total
energy in the standard sector compared to the SM sec-
tor, which allows us to satisfy the bounds coming from
∆Neff, and (2) in these sectors, the electroweak phase
transition happens at higher temperatures and, there-
fore, the sphaleron freezes out earlier. In the exotic sec-
tors (i < 0), electroweak symmetry breaking is not due
to the Higgs, but due to the confinement of the SU(3)
color group instead [27]. Hence, the electroweak scale is
∼ 100 MeV, allowing the sphaleron to be active at much
lower temperatures. Therefore, even though the energy
density of the exotic sectors is lower than in the SM sec-
tor, the corresponding baryon asymmetry can be larger
than the one of the SM. This way, the lightest baryon in
the exotic sector, the neutron, can be a DM candidate,

and one can easily accommodate ΩDM ∼ 5ΩB . This DM
dynamics is described quantitatively in Section VI.

III. ORIGIN OF LEPTON NUMBER
ASYMMETRY

In this section, we show that the lepton number asym-
metry in our framework can be generated with a scenario
in the early Universe that is similar to leptogenesis. As
succinctly explained in Section II, we assume that after
inflation there is a thermal bath composed of at least two
Majorana fermions, Ni, the fermionic reheaton, S, and a
complex scalar, ϕ. The lepton number asymmetry origi-
nates from the decay of the lightest Ni into the reheaton,
analogous to the standard leptogenesis mechanism [5].1

In particular, one can make an analogy with the N being
the right-handed neutrino, the ϕ being the Higgs, and
the S the lepton doublet, but we stress that this is just
an analogy and all the fields in the reheaton sector are
singlets under all gauge symmetries.

The decays of the N1 imprint an asymmetry on the
remnant population of S which dominates the Universe.
Later, this asymmetry is transmitted to a lepton number
asymmetry in the various sectors through the reheaton
decay and, eventually, it is converted into baryon asym-
metry due to sphaleron processes. In what follows, we
build a model to explain the production of the lepton
asymmetry within our setup.

A. Particle physics model

We consider a simple sector that contains at least two
Majorana fermions, Ni, and, for simplicity, we take their
masses to be hierarchical, Mi−1 ≪ Mi. The reheaton, S,
is a Dirac fermion that couples to the Ni via a Yukawa
coupling to a complex scalar ϕ. The field content and
the corresponding charges are given in Table I. The in-
teractions in this setup are given by

−Llepto =
1

2
MiN

2
i + yiϕ

†ScNi + κϕS2 + H.c. , (4)

where the subscript i ≥ 2 denotes the number of Ma-
jorana fermions. The Majorana mass term explicitly
breaks lepton number and allows a lepton asymmetry
to be generated, but all other interactions in the theory
conserve lepton number.2 As we will show, the viable
parameter space of interest requires y ≲ 0.06, κ ∼ 1 as
well as 1012 GeV ≲ M1 ≲ 1016 GeV and the S at the

1 Unlike the “Affleck-Dine” inflation type mechanism where the
complex scalar (inflaton) carrying lepton number is responsible
for leptogenesis [28–30].

2 Except the electroweak sphaleron that violates L but conserves
B − L.
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spin L

Ni 1/2 -1

S 1/2 1

Sc 1/2 -1

ϕ 0 -2

TABLE I: Matter content of the leptogenesis sector: the
fermionic reheaton (S, Sc), at least two Majorana
fermions (Ni) with different masses, and a complex

scalar ϕ. Fermions are written in terms of two
component (Weyl) spinors. The L represents lepton

number which is softly broken by Majorana mass terms
for Ni.

weak scale. The ϕ mass can be anywhere between the
weak scale the the scale of the M1.

We take the mass hierarchy to be M1 ≫ Mϕ ≫ mS ,
with M1 the mass of the N1, the lightest N state, so
that the decay processes N1 → Scϕ and ϕ → SS shown
in Fig. 2 are kinematically allowed. At late times com-
pared to the lifetime of the N , all that remains is an
asymmetric population of S and Sc. This asymmetry
arises due to the interference in the decay of the N be-
tween the loop-level diagrams shown in Fig. 3 and the
tree-level decay. The standard CP asymmetry is defined
as

ϵ ≡
Γ
(
Ni → ϕ† + S

)
− Γ (Ni → ϕ + Sc)

Γ
(
Ni → ϕ† + S

)
+ Γ (Ni → ϕ + Sc)

. (5)

The CP -violating parameter ϵ is given by [5, 31–34]3

ϵ =
1

8π

∑
k ̸=1

Im
(
y†1yk

)2
y21

(
f(xk) − M1Mk

M2
k −M2

1

)

∼ − 3

16π

∑
k ̸=1

1
√
xk

I1k ,

(6)

where xk =
(

Mk

M1

)2
, I1k =

Im
(
y†
1yk

)2

(y†y)
11

, and

f(x) =
√
x

[
1 − (1 + x) ln

(
1 + x

x

)]
x≫1−−−→ − 1

2
√
x
. (7)

The generation and evolution of the lepton asymmetry
can be described by the usual Boltzmann equations for
leptogenesis. In our model, we take into account the
decays and inverse decays involving Ni, neglecting 2 →

3 In our setup, there is an additional one-loop diagram for the
N1 decays. Since its matrix element is M ∝ |κ|2, it does not
contribute to the CP asymmetry ϵ.

Ni

ϕ

Sc

ϕ

S

S

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams for the tree-level decays in
our setup.

Ni

ϕ

Sc

S

ϕ

Nj
Ni

ϕ

Sc

S

ϕ

Nj

FIG. 3: One-loop diagrams contributing to the CP
asymmetry.

2 scattering processes as a first approximation. In the
next section, we show an analytical approximation for
the lepton number asymmetry that will be transferred to
the reheaton.

B. Lepton number asymmetry

In this section, we first analyze the amount of en-
tropy injected into the thermal bath due to the out-
of-equilibrium decay of a massive particle such as the
Majorana fermion N1 and the reheaton S. The entropy
release will dilute the initial lepton asymmetry, affect-
ing the eventual production of baryon asymmetry. For
simplicity, suppose that we have a massive unstable par-
ticle, X, which is nonrelativistic and long lived. In our
scenario, the unstable particle X could be the Majorana
fermions Ni or the reheaton S, and their subsequent de-
cays will produce considerable entropy in our Universe. If
X is sufficiently long lived, then it decays while dominat-
ing the energy density of the Universe, since ρX ∼ a−3,
whereas the energy density of radiation, ρR, scales with
a−4, with a being the scale factor of the Universe. As-
suming an instantaneous decay, we may estimate the en-
tropy released during the process. The particle X decays
when its decay width is of the order of the Hubble pa-
rameter, ΓX ∼ H. The temperature of the thermal bath
immediately prior to the decay of X, Ti, is given by [35]

Γ2
X ∼ H2 =

ρX
3M2

P

≃ MX si Yi

3 M2
P

⇒ T 3
i ≃

[
135 M2

P Γ2
X

2π2 MX Yi g⋆

]
,

(8)

where Yi ≡ ni

si
is the initial comoving number density of

X, with si = 2π2

45 g⋆ T
3
i . Supposing that X decays into
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relativistic particles that quickly thermalize, the corre-
sponding radiation energy density, ρf , and temperature,
Tf , after the X decay are

ρf ≃ π2

30
g⋆T

4
f = 3M2

P Γ2
X ⇒ T 3

f ≃

[
90 M2

P Γ2
X

π2 g⋆

]3/4
,

(9)

where we used the conservation of energy. Hence, the
ratio of total comoving entropies is

δ ≡ Sf

Si
≃

T 3
f

T 3
i

≃ 0.78
MX Yi g

1/4
⋆

(MP ΓX)
1/2

. (10)

We conducted a careful analysis, by tracking the energy
densities for X and radiation with the Boltzmann equa-
tions and solving them using numerical methods, which
demonstrated that the rough estimate in Eq. (10) is good,
with a difference of O(1) compared to the numerical
value.

We now turn to the details of our model. We assume
that after inflation there is a thermal bath that includes
relativistic N1, ϕ, and S, so the temperature must sat-
isfy T ≫ M1.4 The total energy density is given by ρI
and the scale factor at that moment is aI = 1 GeV−1.
In addition, we assume that the N SM-like sectors carry
negligible energy. In our analysis, we do track the evo-
lution of ϕ; however, ϕ is short lived and does not play
any relevant role in our analysis. We then numerically
solve the full set of Boltzmann equations for our setup,
and the results are illustrated in Eq. (4).

The left upper panel in Fig. 4 shows the energy den-
sity evolution of the various particle species present in
our Universe. At early times, T ≫ M1, the Universe is
dominated by a relativistic admixture of N , ϕ, and S
with ρ ∝ a−4. When T < M1, N1 becomes nonrelativis-
tic, behaving like matter (ρN ∝ a−3) and dominating
the energy density of the Universe for some period. Af-
ter the N1 decays are complete, the energy density of
the system is stored in the reheatons that take over the
evolution of the Universe. The reheaton dominated era
will be explored in detail in Section IV. As we can see
from the right upper panel in Fig. 4, the decay of N1 and
the S will inject entropy into the SM sector. The first
increase in the entropy density occurs when N1 decays,
while the second one corresponds to the decay of S. In
the bottom panel, we can observe when N1 departs from
thermal equilibrium when ΓN ≲ H.

The tree level decay widths of the Ni and the complex

4 The couplings we include do not thermalize the Ni, but we as-
sume that reheating after inflation or some other mechanism cre-
ates a thermal bath.

ρN

ρS

ρR,SM

T
=
M
1

T
=
m
S

1 104 108 1012 1016 1020
10-8

100

1012

1022

1032

1042

1052

1062

a [GeV-1]

ρ
[G
eV

4
]

(a) Energy Density

T
 
=

 
M
1

T
 

=
 

m
S

1 104 108 1012 1016 1020

1049

1050

1051

1052

a [GeV-1]

S
=
s
a3

(b) Entropy

T
 
=

 
M
1

ΓN

H
 = 1

1 104 108 1012 1016 1020
10-18

10-8

100

1012

1022

a [GeV-1]

Γ
N H

(c) ΓN
H(a)

FIG. 4: Left upper panel: energy densities of the
Majorana fermions, ρN , in solid blue, reheatons, ρS , in
dashed magenta, and the SM thermal bath, ρR,SM, in
dashed green. Right upper panel: the evolution of the

entropy per comoving volume as a function of the
cosmic scale factor. Bottom panel: the ratio of the N
decay width to the Hubble parameter as a function of

the scale factor. In all panels, the vertical dashed black
line corresponds to the time when T = M1, whereas the
black dotted line corresponds to the time when T = mS .

The benchmark parameters for the three panels are
ΓN = 10−2 GeV, M1 = 1011 GeV, ΓS = 10−15 GeV,

mS = 5 × 102 GeV, and aI = 1 GeV−1.
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scalar, ϕ, are given by:

ΓNi
=

y2

8π
Mi

(
1 +

m2
S −m2

ϕ − 2mSMi

M2
i

)
(1 −

m2
S + m2

ϕ

M2
i

)2

−
4m2

Sm
2
ϕ

M4
i

1/2

,

Γϕ =
κ2

8π
mϕ

(
1 − 4m2

S

m2
ϕ

)3/2

.

(11)

To quantify departure from the thermal equilibrium of
N1, we define the ratio K:

K =
ΓN1

H (M1)
, (12)

where we compare the decay width of the lightest Majo-
rana fermion, ΓN1

, with the expansion rate of the Uni-
verse, given by the Hubble parameter, H(T ), at a tem-
perature T ∼ M1. The decay rate of N1 is given in
Eq. (11), whereas the Hubble parameter for the radia-
tion domination era at T = M1 is

H (T1 = M1) =

√
π2 g⋆ (T1)

90

M2
1

MP
, (13)

where g⋆ (T1) = 5.5 is the total number of relativistic
degrees of freedom in ϕ, S, and Sc. The N states are
nonrelativistic and the other states have not yet been
excited in this era.

As we will see, our model requires a large lepton asym-
metry, so we want to be in the weak washout regime,
where K ≪ 1. In order to agree with observations,
the Hubble parameter at the end of inflation, HI , must

satisfy HI ≲ 4 × 1013
(

r
0.032

)1/2
GeV [36], with r be-

ing the tensor-to-scalar ratio. This imposes an upper
bound on the maximum M1 that can be attained. Since
H(T ) ≲ HI , T ≲ 1016 GeV and, therefore, the largest
mass for the N1 is M1 ∼ 1016 GeV.

The evolution of the yield of N1, YN1
=

nN1

s , where
nN1

is the number density of N1, can be tracked by the
usual Boltzmann equations [37]. By defining z = M1

T , the
equilibrium N1 yield is [with g⋆(T ) = g⋆,s(T )]

Y eq
N1

(z) =
90

7π4
z2 K2 (z) , (14)

where Kn (z) is the nth order modified Bessel function of
the second kind. In the weak washout regime, K ≪ 1,
the generated lepton asymmetry, LI ≡ YL − YL̄, is [37]

LI ≃ ϵ Y eq
N1

(0) δ−1
N ≃ − 3

32π

(
81

256

)1/4

∆1 K
1/2 y2 ,

(15)
assuming that N1 has an initial thermal abundance, that
is, YN1

(zi) = Y eq
N1

(0), where zi = M1

Ti
and Ti the initial

temperature, with zi ∼ 0 corresponding to early times.

∆1 ≡ M1

M2
≪ 1 and δ−1

N is the entropy dilution factor

in Eq. (10) for N1 decays. For simplicity, we consider
two Majorana fermions and assume that the imaginary
and real parts of the Yukawa type coupling yi are of the
same order, such that

y2 ≡ Im(y†1y2) ≈ Re(y†1y2) ⇒
Im
(
y†1yk

)2
(
y†y
)
11

=
y2

2
. (16)

In this work, we focus on the weak washout regime, since
it renders a larger lepton asymmetry compared to other
regimes.

C. Favored parameter region

We now determine the favored region of parameter
space that satisfies all the observational constraints and
allows the model to attain the observed value of the SM
baryon asymmetry. Since in our scenario there is no di-
rect coupling of the Ni to the SM neutrinos, there are no
bounds on their masses Mi (for instance, the Davidson-
Ibarra bound [38] does not apply here). Nevertheless,
since our ultimate goal is to explain baryogenesis in the
SM sector, we have to take into account the initial lepton
number asymmetry of the reheaton that is required for
successful leptogenesis and the corresponding constraints
that it can impose on our model.

To a first approximation, all the asymmetry in the re-
heaton sector is transferred to the SM, which we can
use to set bounds on the lepton asymmetry LI . To get
a lower bound on LI , we assume that SM sphaleron is
maximally efficient, converting roughly 1/3 of the lepton
asymmetry into baryon asymmetry (see Section V) and
then requiring that all the SM baryon asymmetry comes
from this mechanism. The upper bound on LI can be
obtained using Eq. (15). We can take K = ∆1 = 10−1,
M1 = 1 × 1016 GeV as the largest values of those pa-
rameters. Using Eqs. (11) and (12) for the width of N1,
this leads to an upper limit of y ≃ 0.06. Plugging those
values in Eq. (15), we get

3 × 10−11 ≲ |LI | ≲ 3 × 10−6 . (17)

In order to ultimately get a positive baryon number in
the Universe, L must be negative.

We can also express the weak washout bound (K ≪ 1)
in terms of the particle physics parameters using Eq. (12),
such that the lower bound on M1 is

M1 ≳ (3 × 1011 GeV)

(
y21

10−6

)
g
−1/2
⋆ , (18)

where y21 = y†1y1. In addition, we must ensure that the N1

mass is larger than the sphaleron freeze-out temperature,
TSp ∼ 100 GeV [39]. In what follows, we will explore how
the various sectors are reheated.
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There are two additional sources of lepton number
which could spoil the leptogenesis mechanism. The first
is a possible VEV for the ϕ field, but we take its mass
squared term to be positive which stabilizes it at the ori-
gin. The second is the Majorana mass of the Ni which
explicitly breaks lepton number and radiatively generates
a Majorana mass for the S. This must be a collective ef-
fect: namely that if either of κ or yi from Eq. (4) are
zero, then one can assign a global symmetry that forbids
this Majorana mass. In the limit Mi ≫ mϕ, we estimate
the size of this mass to be

mS, Maj ∼
y2i κ

2

(16π2)
2

m2
S

Mi
. (19)

This mass induces oscillations between S and Sc, which
would wash out the asymmetry. Therefore, we require
this Majorana mass to be smaller than ΓS so that the
reheaton decays before oscillating. This constrains the
parameter space, but this constraint can easily be ac-
commodated, for example with y2 ∼ 10−6, M1 ∼ 1011

GeV, mϕ ∼ 109 GeV, mS ∼ 102 GeV, κ ∼ 1. We also
require the ϕ decay to be fast so that it does not inject
entropy, but this is certainly true for κ ∼ 1.

IV. REHEATING N SECTORS

In the previous section, we showed that the initial
lepton number asymmetry carried by the reheaton can
be generated by a setup that is similar to leptogenesis.
Eventually, the decays of N1 and ϕ into S [see Fig. 2] will
lead to a Universe dominated by reheatons. According to
the N-naturalness framework, the reheaton should cou-
ple universally to each sector [2]. Nevertheless, a large
fraction of the energy density of the Universe must be
transferred into the SM to reproduce observations. This
can be achieved if the width of the reheaton into each
sector decreases as

∣∣m2
H

∣∣ grows, which will happen if
the reheaton mass is such that its decay proceeds mostly
through higher dimensional operators. In this section, we
explain how the reheating of the several sectors proceeds
and show how the temperature evolves in these sectors,
which will be important for computing the baryon asym-
metries, as we discuss in Section V.

A. Reheaton decay

The reheaton decay is mediated by its coupling to the
vectorlike lepton doublet shown in Eq. (3). As discussed
in Section II, this will allow the reheaton to have a suf-
ficiently large branching ratio into an exotic sector that
we now describe in detail. We assume that the vectorlike
leptons are heavier than the S5 and integrating them out

5 In the SM sector, LHC bounds [40] require the vectorlike leptons
to be heavier than 790 GeV.

leads to a mixing between the neutrinos and S. This in
turn results in the following terms in the Lagrangian that
can lead to possible two- or three-body decays of S:

L⟨H⟩̸=0 ⊃ g√
2

λµL

MLmS

vi√
2
W+

µ liσ
µS†+√

g2 + g′2

2

λµL

MLmS

vi√
2
Zµνiσ

µS† +
λµL√
2ML

νihiS
c

+ H.c.,

L⟨H⟩=0 ⊃ λµL

ML
liHiS

c + H.c. ,

(20)

where g is the SU(2) gauge coupling, Hi = (h+
i h0

i )T , g′

is the U(1) gauge coupling, and as above we are using
two component Weyl fermions.

If kinetically allowed, S decays dominantly to a Higgs
and lepton or to a gauge boson and a lepton. For our
choice of parameters, this will happen only in the i = 0,
i = −1 and possibly the i = 1 but in general, the two-
body decay widths are given by

ΓS→Hjej =

(
λ2

16π

) (
µ2
LmS

M2
L

) (
1 −

m2
Hj

m2
S

)2

, j < 0 ,

ΓS→hkνk
=

(
λ2

64π

) (
µ2
LmS

M2
L

) (
1 −

m2
Hk

m2
S

)2

, k ≥ 0 ,

ΓS→Wkek+ Zkνk
=

(
3λ2

64π

) (
µ2
LmS

M2
L

) (
1 −

m2
Wk

m2
S

)2

(
1 + 2

m2
Wk

m2
S

)
, k ≥ 0 ,

(21)
where mH,k is the mass of the Higgs boson in the kth
sector, mW,k is the mass of the W boson in the kth sector,
and the indexes j and k label the exotic and standard
sectors, respectively. In the third line of Eq. (21), we
have assumed that

mWk

mS
≃ mZk

mS
, but the full formula is

given with the obvious substitution. We take the S to be
heavier than the SM W boson, so the leading decay into
the SM sector is S → We.

If the bosons in a given sector are heavier than the
reheaton, then the decay to that sector proceeds via a
three-body process, but the scaling is different depend-
ing on whether the off-shell boson is a vector or scalar.
For a heavy vector (W/Z) in a standard sector, the de-
cays are similar to muon decay in the SM, but there is
an additional factor of vk in the operator in Eq. (20).
Therefore the width is given approximately as

ΓS→V ∗ν→f̄fν ∼

(
λ2

3072π3

)
µ2
Lm

3
S

M2
Lm

2
V,k

, (22)

where mV,k is the mass of the heavy vector. This is
the dominant decay in SM-like sectors where two-body
decays are forbidden. Decays via an off-shell Higgs go
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FIG. 5: The branching ratio of the reheaton into the lowest exotic (left) and standard (right) sectors, as a function
of the Higgs and W -boson mass, respectively, for different reheaton masses mS (200 GeV in dashed green, 250 GeV
in dotted red, and 300 GeV in dot-dashed blue). The black dotted line corresponds to the reheaton branching ratio

of 8 × 10−2, which is the upper bound on the branching ratio from ∆Neff < 0.4 while the black dashed line
corresponds to the reheaton branching ratio of 1 × 10−2. For these plots, we have set µL = 1 GeV and ML = 1 TeV.

roughly as

ΓS→H∗ν→f̄fν ∼

(
λ2

3072π3

)
µ2
Lm

5
S

M2
Lm

4
H,k

, (23)

where mH,k is the mass of the off-shell Higgs.6 For sectors
where the two-body decays are kinematically forbidden,
the branching ratio to those sectors is expected to be
≲ 10−5.

We denote the branching ratios into the jth exotic sec-
tor, βj , and the branching ratio into the kth standard
sector, γk. Focusing on sectors where two-body decays
are allowed (including the SM sector), we can estimate
the branching ratios as:

βj ≃
ΓS→Hjej

ΓS→SM
=

(
4

3

) (
1 −

m2
H,j

m2
S

)2 (
1 − m2

W

m2
S

)−2

(
1 + 2

m2
W

m2
S

)−1

,

γk ≃ ΓS→Wkek, Zkνk

ΓS→SM
=

(
1 −

m2
Wk

m2
S

)2 (
1 + 2

m2
Wk

m2
S

)
(

1 − m2
W

m2
S

)−2 (
1 + 2

m2
W

m2
S

)−1

,

(24)

where we have assumed that the decay to the SM sector
dominates, and that the decay to the hν in standard
sectors is subdominant. We plot the branching ratios for

6 In the fermion reheaton model in [2], there is additional vectorlike
field content and the decay to the exotic sector scales as 1/m8

H .

possible two-body decays in Fig. 5. As we will show in
Section IV C, in order to be consistent with ∆Neff, we
require βj , γk ≲ 0.08, and in turn the branching ratio
to the SM sector will be ≈ 1, which justifies the above
approximation. We will also show in Section V that for
the dark matter to be saturated by baryons in the exotic
sector, we need β−1 ≳ 0.01. From Eqs. (21) and (22)
as well as Fig. 5, the following picture emerges for the
spectrum. The reheaton must be heavier than the SM
Higgs, so that kinematic suppression of the two-body is
negligible and the decay of the reheaton to the SM sector
is dominant. The Higgs in the j = −1 exotic sector
must be approximately degenerate with the reheaton so
the decay is somewhat suppressed, but not as small as
a natural three-body decay. The lower bound on the W
masses in the standard sectors is similar to the reheaton
mass to satisfy γ ≲ 8×10−2, but the W/Z/H in the first
exotic sector can be heavier than the reheaton and decays
to that sector will be three-body. Finally, the Higgses in
all sectors with |i| > 1 must be heavier than the reheaton
so that the two-body decay is forbidden.

B. Cosmological evolution

We now turn to the cosmological evolution of the re-
heaton. Let us consider the simplest case where the re-
heaton decays into two sectors only: the SM one and
a hidden sector (that could be an “exotic sector,” with
i < 0, or a “standard sector,” with i > 0). The gener-
alization for N sectors can be accomplished by replacing
β → βi for the exotic sectors and β → γi for standard sec-
tors. The evolution of the energy density of the Universe
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is given by the following set of differential equations:

ρ̇S + 3 (1 + ω)HρS = −ΓS ρS ,

ρ̇R,h + 4HρR,h = β ΓS ρS ,

ρ̇R,SM + 4HρR,SM = (1 − β) ΓS ρS ,

(25)

where β is the fraction of the reheaton that decays into
the hidden sector, ΓS is the total reheaton’s decay width,
ρS , ρR,SM and ρR,h are the energy density of the reheaton,
SM, and hidden sectors, respectively. The equation of
state parameter, ω, is defined by the ratio between the
pressure and the energy density of the species (in this
case, the reheaton), p = ω ρ, where ω = 0 if it is non-
relativistic (T ≪ m), and ω = 1/3 if it is relativistic
(T ≫ m). The Hubble rate, H, can be written as

H2 =
1

3M2
P

(
ρS + ρR,SM + ρR,h

)
, (26)

with MP ≃ 2.43× 1018 GeV. The system of equations in
Eq. (25) is solved numerically with the following set of
initial conditions:

ρS (tI) = 3M2
P Γ2

N , (27)

ρSM (tI) = 0, ρh (tI) = 0 , (28)

where tI corresponds to the time where the Majorana
fermion N1 has completely decayed. We assume that, at
this stage, the energy density of the Universe is domi-
nated by the reheaton, S, and ϕ and Ni have decayed
away. As we can see in the numerical analysis shown
in Fig. 4, Eqs. (27) and (28) are relatively accurate es-
timates for the initial conditions for our system when S
starts to dominate, since ρSM ≪ ρS .

The temperature of each sector can be tracked using
the relation with the radiation energy density:

ρR,i =
π2

30
g⋆,i (Ti) T 4

i ⇒ Ti =

(
30

π2 g⋆,i (Ti)

)1/4

ρ
1/4
R,i .

(29)
These formulas will also apply to the reheaton as long as
TS > mS . Once the temperature of the reheaton equals
its mass, we model the equation of state as dropping in-
stantaneously from 1/3 to 0. The decay of the reheaton
is complete when its decay width is comparable to the
Hubble parameter, H ∼ ΓS . Here, the radiation energy
density starts to dominate the Universe, and the reheat-
ing temperature in the SM sector can be estimated as:

TRH,SM =

(
90

π2 g⋆ (T )

)1/4 √
ΓS MP . (30)

The reheating temperature is generally defined as the
temperature of the thermal bath assuming an instanta-
neous transfer of the reheaton’s energy density into radia-
tion, initiating the radiation-dominated phase of the Uni-
verse below which the Universe expands with T ∼ a−1.

However, the reheating phase is not an instantaneous
process where the expansion of the Universe is faster com-
pared to the radiation domination and it could attain a
temperature much larger than TRH. During such period,
t < Γ−1

S , the decays of the reheaton provide a continuous
supply of entropy [12]. For simplicity, in this section, we
treat the masses and branching ratios as constant and ig-
nore thermal effects which are important at early times.
However, since the reheaton decays mostly after the elec-
troweak scale, the thermal effects that are presented in
detail in Appendix C do not change our final result.

In the SM, there is a lower bound on the reheating
temperature of TRH,SM > 4.1 MeV at 95% confidence
level imposed by Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) [41].
This places a lower limit on the reheaton’s width to be
roughly ΓS ≳ 7 × 10−24 GeV . This turns out to be a
much weaker constraint than the one imposed by requir-
ing the correct baryon asymmetry. Consideration of the
latest cosmological bounds on ∆Neff leads to an upper
limit on the reheaton’s width, see Section V for a more
detailed discussion.

In order to facilitate numerical computations, we ex-
press Eq. (25) in terms of dimensionless variables and
replace time derivatives with derivatives with respect to
the scale factor a 7 (using the definition of the Hubble
parameter, da = H a dt) [12]. We can then define:

S ≡

{
ρS a4, if ω = 1

3
ρS a3

Λ , if ω = 0
, (31)

RSM/h = ρRSM/h
a4 , (32)

A ≡ a

aI
= aΛ , (33)

where aI is the initial value of the scale factor for the
numerical integration. Since the results cannot depend
on the choice of the scale aI , we assume that a−1

I is equal
to some Λ, which we set to be Λ = 1 GeV in our numerical
computation. Thus, with this change of variables, the
initial conditions in Eqs. (27) and (28) become

S (AI) ≡ SI = 3M2
P

Γ2
N

Λ4
A3

I , withAI = 1,

RSM (AI) =0, (34)

Rh (AI) =0.

As noted above, we model the equation of state ω as a
step function going from 1/3 to 0 when TS = mS . In
Fig. 6, we show the temperature evolution of the SM
sector (solid line) and a hidden sector (dashed line), as

7 We use conventions where the scale factor a has dimensions of
length.
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FIG. 6: The evolution of the temperature in the SM
sector (solid line) and a hidden sector (dashed line), as
a function of the scale factor, a, with ΓS = 10−16 GeV,
β = 0.01, and ΓN = 10−2 GeV. The green horizontal
line corresponds to T = 100 GeV. On the top of the
lines, we write the relation between temperature and

the scale factor in each portion of the plot.

a function of the scale factor, for a fixed reheaton decay
width and β.

It is possible to perform an analytical estimate for Tmax

and the dependence of the temperature on the scale fac-
tor in the range TRH < T < Tmax. At early times
(H ≫ ΓS), we can approximate the Boltzmann equa-
tion for RSM/h by assuming that a large fraction of the
energy density is still retained by the reheaton, that is
S ∼ SI . Thus, the equation for RSM/h can be solved
analytically and we are left with

Ri ≃
√

3MP ΓS

Λ2
BR(S → i)S

1/2
I

1
2

(
A2 −A2

I

)
, if ω = 1

3
2
5

(
A5/2 −A

5/2
I

)
, if ω = 0

,

(35)

where AI and SI in the second line are the scale factor
(AI = aIΛ) and scaled energy density of the S when the
S becomes nonrelativistic. By substituting Eq. (35) in
the expression for the temperature in Eq. (29), we can
see that

T ∼

{
a−1/2, if ω = 1

3

a−3/8, if ω = 0
, (36)

for both SM and hidden sectors, whereas the maximum
temperature achieved is

Tmax,i ∼
(
M2

P ΓN BR(S → i) ΓS

)1/4
, (37)

where Tmax ≳ O
(
102 GeV

)
. This behavior is confirmed

in Fig. 6. At very early times when the reheaton is rel-
ativistic, after attaining a maximum, the temperature

decreases with scale factor as T ∼ a−1/2. Once the re-
heaton becomes nonrelativistic, the temperature scales as
a−3/8. At TRH, which marks the change of the slope in
the plot, the decay of the reheaton is complete and there
is no more entropy to be injected. From that point on,
the usual radiation era commences and the temperature
follows T ∼ a−1 as one would expect. We also see that
throughout the evolution, the ratio of the temperature
of the SM to the hidden sector remains approximately
constant.

In the next section, we will make use of the evolution
of the temperature to compute the baryon asymmetry
generated in the SM sector but before that let us examine
some possible constraints on our model.

C. Constraints from light species

The existence of N sectors leads to a large number of
nearly massless degrees of freedom, given that all sectors
contain photons. The neutrinos will also be relativistic at
late times for some sectors. The presence of these extra
relativistic degrees of freedom can have observational ef-
fects as they modify the expansion of the Universe, which
can lead to changes in predictions for light elements or
the cosmic microwave background (CMB). These contri-
butions are encoded in the effective number of neutrino
species, Neff, which, for a completely decoupled hidden
sector can be written as [42, 43]:

Neff = NSM
eff + ∆Neff = NSM

eff +
4

7

(
11

4

)4/3

gh

(
Th

Tγ

)4

,

(38)
where Th and Tγ are the hidden and SM photon tem-
peratures, respectively. In Eq. (38), gh is the number of
effective relativistic degrees of freedom (d.o.f) in the hid-
den sector and NSM

eff is the effective d.o.f of the SM neu-
trinos, NSM

eff = 3.046 [44]. The current 95% confidence
limit constraints from 2018 Planck data, considering the
CMB and the baryon acoustic oscillations measurements,
lead to Neff = 2.99+0.34

−0.33 [19]. In what follows, the hidden
sector parameters (that can be “standard sectors” with
i > 0, or “exotic sectors” with i < 0) are denoted by the
subscript h. In order to determine the precise contribu-
tion to ∆Neff, we need to track the ratio of temperatures
between the hidden and the SM sectors, ξ ≡ Th

Tγ
. As we

described in Section IV B, the temperatures of the SM
and hidden sectors are, in general, different. Since after
TRH the entropy in each sector is conserved, the following
expression holds:

T i
Dec

T i
RH

=

[
gi⋆(T i

RH)

gi⋆(T i
Dec)

]1/3
a(T i

RH)

a(T i
Dec)

, (39)

where Th
Dec stands for the temperature of the hidden sec-

tor at the time of the CMB. Hence, the ratio between



12

the temperatures of the photon decoupling in the hidden
and SM sectors is given by8

Th
Dec

T SM
Dec

=
Th
RH

T SM
RH

[
gh⋆ (Th

RH)

gSM⋆ (T SM
RH )

]1/3 [
gSM
∗ (T SM

Dec)

gh⋆ (Th
Dec)

]1/3
. (40)

As we have discussed in Section IV A, the reheaton de-
posits its energy into the various sectors. The ratio be-
tween the energy densities of the hidden and the SM sec-
tors is, then,

ρh
ρSM

=
gh⋆ (Th

RH)

gSM⋆ (T SM
RH )

(
Th
RH

T SM
RH

)4

≈ Γ(S → Hidden)

Γ(S → SM)
. (41)

Using the relations obtained in Eqs. (40) and (41), we
get (

Th
Dec

T SM
Dec

)4

=

[
gh⋆ (Th

RH)

g
SM(TSM

RH )
⋆

]1/3 [
gSM⋆ (T SM

Dec)

gh⋆ (Th
Dec)

]4/3
Γ(S → Hidden)

Γ(S → SM)
.

(42)

Combining Eq. (42) with the expression for ∆Neff

from Eq. (38), the contribution from the additional sec-
tors is:

∆Neff =
4

7

(
11

4

)4/3

gh⋆ (Th
Dec)

[
gh⋆ (Th

RH)

gSM⋆ (T SM
RH )

]1/3
[
gSM⋆ (T SM

Dec)

gh⋆ (Th
Dec)

]4/3
Γ(S → Hidden)

Γ(S → SM)
.

(43)

Let us compute the respective contribution to the exotic
and the standard sectors here.

1. Exotic sectors

The computations of ∆Neff depend on the particle
content of the various sectors and their respective mass
spectrum, see Appendix A. In the exotic sectors, both
the photons and neutrinos are relativistic at decoupling.
Consequently, the contribution to ∆Neff from any given
exotic sector (j < 0) due to the reheaton’s decay can be
expressed as

∆NDecay
eff,j ≃ 7.4

[
gj⋆(T j

RH)

gSM⋆ (T SM
RH )

]1/3 (
βj

1 − β − γ

)
, (44)

8 The hidden sector quantities are computed at the time of the
SM. For example, Th

Dec is the temperature of the hidden sector

at the tSMDec.
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FIG. 7: The ∆Neff as a function of the branching ratio
to the lowest exotic sector for two different reheaton
widths: ΓS = 10−12 GeV (dashed cyan curve) and

ΓS = 10−17 GeV (solid magenta curve). ∆Neff changes
little when varying the reheaton’s decay width.

where βj denotes the branching ratio into the exotic sec-
tor j, β =

∑
j βj is the total reheaton’s branching ratio

into the exotic sectors, and γ =
∑

k γk parametrizes the
reheaton’s total branching ratio into the standard sec-
tors, gj⋆(T j

RH) ∼ 102.75, and we took gSM⋆ (T SM
Dec) ∼ 3.36,

and gj⋆(T j
Dec) ∼ 17.75.

The ∆Neff contribution is plotted in Fig. 7 as a func-
tion of the fraction of reheatons decaying into the lowest
exotic sector, β−1. We may conclude that ∆Neff ≲ 0.4
can be obtained for a branching fraction β−1 ≲ 0.08,
and that changing the reheaton’s width for various β val-
ues alter ∆Neff very slightly. Sectors with larger Higgs
mass parameters have significantly smaller contributions
to ∆Neff because the reheaton partial width scales as
Γm2

H>0 ∼ 1/m4
hi

[see Eq. (23)]. For larger i, the decay
is expected to be three-body and the total contribution
goes approximately as ∼ 10−5

∑
j

1
j2 , which is well within

the current bounds even for an infinite number of sectors.
Hence, for our purpose, the exotic sector contribution is
dominated by the sector with the smallest Higgs mass
parameter.

2. Standard sectors photons

In the standard sectors, the photons are still massless
but the neutrinos get mass from electroweak symmetry
breaking and are thus expected to be heavier than SM
neutrinos.9 Therefore we consider them separately. For

9 An alternative possibility is that neutrino masses are indepen-
dent of the Higgs VEV, see for example [45].
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the photons, ∆Neff from reheaton decay is given by

∆NDecay
eff,k ≃ 8.8

[
gk⋆ (T k

RH)

gSM⋆ (T SM
RH )

]1/3 (
γk

1 − β − γ

)
, (45)

where gk⋆ (T k
Dec) = 2, which gives γ1 ≲ 0.07. Un-

like the exotic sectors, the dominant reheaton decay is
to the gauge bosons and the branching ratio scales as
γk ∝ v−2

k ∝ k−1 [see Eq. (22)]. Therefore if we sum over
all sectors up to kmax we get

∆NDecay
eff ≃ 1.0 × 10−4

[
gk=1
⋆ (T k=1

RH )

gSM⋆ (T SM
RH )

]1/3 (
γ1

10−5

)
ln(kmax) .

(46)

For simplicity, we assumed that g⋆,k is constant for all
the sectors which will slightly overestimate the size of
this contribution. Therefore, even for 1016 sectors, these
contributions are unimportant for γ1 ≲ 1 × 10−3.

3. Standard sector neutrinos

As the neutrinos in the standard sectors are heav-
ier than the SM neutrinos, most are nonrelativistic at
the time of decoupling and thus are constrained by Ωh2

rather than ∆Neff. We will show that the Ωh2 constraints
impose an important limitation on the total number of
sectors due to the heavier neutrinos in the standard sec-
tors acting as dark matter. Neutrinos in other sectors
can be produced via the decay of the reheaton into the
thermal bath of the hidden sectors as described in detail
in Section IV A. Although, as one ventures to larger k
(and thus larger Higgs mass parameter), the branching
ratio of the reheaton will be considerably smaller com-
pared to the SM sector, the total contribution to the
relic abundance of hidden sector neutrinos becomes sig-
nificant.

In order to compute the relic density of neutrinos, one
must make an assumption about how the mass of the
neutrinos scales with the VEV of the Higgs. We will take
the neutrinos to be pure Dirac; they get their mass in the
same way as the quarks and charged leptons by marrying
a right-handed neutrino field that is different in each sec-
tor. The radiative Majorana mass of S from Eq. (19) can
generate a small Majorana mass for the left-handed neu-
trinos after electroweak symmetry breaking. This mass
is of order

mν, Maj ∼ mS, Maj

(
λµL vi
ML mS

)2

, (47)

which is well below bounds on such a scenario [46]. We
stress that the N field responsible for leptogenesis intro-
duced in Eq. (4) is not the same as the fermions responsi-
ble for neutrino masses. Thus the masses of the neutrinos

scale as mk ∝ vk or

mk = m0

(
2k + r

r

)1/2

, (48)

where m0 is the SM neutrino mass. As noted previously,
the branching ratio of the reheaton into the k > 1 sectors
scales as γk ∝ v−2

k [see Eq. (22)].
The cosmological evolution of the neutrinos also de-

pends on k. In the SM, neutrinos decouple from the
rest of the SM bath when the weak interactions freeze
out at Tν ∼ MeV. Other sectors have lower tempera-
tures and also have heavier W/Z bosons, so the neutri-
nos freeze out earlier. We can find the temperature of
the SM at the time of kth sector neutrino decoupling,
Tν,k as follows. We equate the neutrino interaction rate,
Γk ≃ G2

F,kT
5
k , to the Hubble constant, H ≃ T 2/MP .

We can use GF,k ∝ GF (2k + r)−1, T 3
ν ∼ 1

MP G2
F

, and

Tk/T ∝ γ
1/4
k ∝

(
γ1/(2k + r)

)1/4
to get

Tν,k = Tν

(
2k + r

r

)1/2 (
1 − β − γ

γ1

)1/6 (
g⋆,k
g⋆

)1/6

,

(49)

where g⋆ and g⋆,k are the number of effective degrees of
freedom in the SM and kth standard sector, respectively,
computed at the time of the SM neutrino decoupling.

The kth sector neutrinos are produced by the decay of
the reheaton and are reheated to a temperature given by

TRH,k ≃ TRH,SM

[
2 + r

2k + r

]1/4 [
γ1

1 − β − γ

]1/4 (
g⋆,RH

g⋆,k,RH

)1/4

,

(50)

where TRH,SM is the reheating temperature of the SM
sector, g⋆,RH and g⋆,k,RH is the number of effective de-
grees of freedom in the SM and kth standard sector, re-
spectively, at reheating. Therefore only in sectors with
k < kmax,1 ≃ 2, 500 do the neutrinos achieve equilibrium
at all, and then they freeze out when still relativistic. For
those sectors, we can estimate the relic density using a
standard hot freeze out calculation:

Ωh2

ΩObsh2
=

1

ΩObsh2

kmax,1∑
k=1

Ωkh
2

Ωh2

ΩObsh2
≃
(

5.3 × 10−3
) ( m0

0.0585 eV

) (
γ1

10−5

)3/4

(
kmax,1

2.5 × 103

)3/4 (
g⋆,k

75.75

) (
geff
4.5

) (
106.75

g⋆,0

)
(

5.5

g⋆,S

)
,

(51)

where we let r = 0.3, m0 is the mass of the neutrino in the
i = 0 sector, geff = 3

4gf for fermions, and ΩObsh
2 = 0.12
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is the current dark matter relic abundance. Moreover,
g⋆,0 and g⋆,k are the number of effective degrees of free-
dom in entropy in the SM and kth standard sector re-
spectively computed at the time of the reheaton’s decay.
On the other hand, g⋆,S is the number of effective degrees
of freedom in entropy in the SM determined at the time
of the neutrino freeze-out. This relic abundance can be
compared to that of SM neutrinos. The upper bound on
the sum of the masses of neutrinos is

∑
mν ≲ 0.26 eV

at 95% CI [47]. Neutrinos at that mass would contribute
2.4% of the dark matter budget of the Universe, while the
relic abundance from the low k neutrinos is well below
that value and thus safe from bounds.

For sectors k > kmax,1, the neutrinos never thermalize
but are still produced relativistically.10 Therefore, after
reheating their number is fixed and can be estimated by
finding the number density of the S, nS at the time of its
decay when using H = ΓS , and then evolving with the
expansion of a radiation dominated Universe. The relic
abundance can be expressed as

Ωh2

ΩObsh2
=

1

ΩObsh2

∑
k

ρk,ν
ρc

h2 ≃ 1

ΩObsh2

∑
k

mk nS(a)

ρc
h2

[
Br (S → 3νk)

]
Ωh2

ΩObsh2
≃ 0.024

(
m0

0.0585 eV

) (
γ1

10−5

) (
TRH,SM

102 GeV

)
(

102 GeV

mS

) (
Nmax

1.6 × 105

)1/2

.

(52)

This places an upper bound on the number of sectors
in the theory. If we require that these neutrinos con-
tribute less to dark matter than SM neutrinos at their
upper limit in mass, then we get Nmax ≲ 1.6× 105. This
previous computation gives a conservative bound on the
contribution of hidden neutrinos to hot dark matter. In-
deed, the precise bound coming from the presence of hot
dark matter depends on its free-streaming length. The
heavier neutrinos that do not achieve thermal equilib-
rium have a free-streaming length that can be estimated
as

λFS(t) ≡ r(t) − r(ti) =

∫ t

ti

v(t′)

a(t′)
dt′ ≃ 2

tNR

aNR

λFS(k) ≃
(

4.5 × 10−2 Mpc
)(102 GeV

TRH,SM

)
(

mS

102 GeV

)(
0.0585 eV

m0

)(
2.5 × 103

k

)
,

(53)

where tNR/aNR is the time or scale factor where the
neutrinos become nonrelativistic. Warm dark matter

10 Reheaton decay to neutrinos is kinematically forbidden for k ≳
5× 1022, but this is well above the number of sectors allowed.

with a free-streaming length shorter than 0.015 Mpc is
unconstrained [48] by structure formation observation.
Hence we expect that sectors with k > 7.5 × 103 should
behave similar to cold dark matter and not be con-
strained. Therefore, we can take a more aggressive up-
per bound on the number of sectors such that the dark
matter is saturated by hidden sector neutrinos, given by
Nmax ≲ 3 × 108. In that case, one would require a dif-
ferent parameter space for the dark baryon asymmetry
such that it would become a subdominant component of
dark matter.

If we instead took neutrinos to have Majorana masses

with mk ∝ v2k or mk = m0

(
2k+r

r

)
, then the calculation

of the relic density goes similarly but the result is very
different. The relic density is linear in mass, so each
sector gets an additional power of

√
2k + r compared to

the Dirac case. The total contribution to the relic density
is then also multiplied by

√
kmax, and these neutrinos

reach 2.4% of the measured dark matter density with
only ∼ 250 sectors.

Another alternative is for the reheaton to couple to
the N sectors as in the model presented in [2] with the
additional vectorlike matter. In that setup, the branch-
ing ratio to hidden sectors scales as 1/v8k rather than
1/v2k as in Eq. (22), and thus the upper bound on the
number of sectors will be much weaker. While the sce-
nario we present has a bound such that the full hierarchy
problem cannot be solved, in this alternative mediation
mechanism one could have up to 1016 and solve the full
hierarchy problem. In that case, the phenomenology of
the baryon asymmetry and hidden neutron dark matter
would be qualitatively similar, as those are dominated
by the SM and the exotic sector with the lowest posi-
tive Higgs mass squared parameter, while the dominant
change is to sectors with large Higgs masses.

Finally, we note that there is another process to pro-
duce kth sector neutrinos, νν → νkν. In Appendix B we
show that this process is negligible.

V. BARYON ASYMMETRY

In this section, we describe how the baryon asym-
metry is generated in various sectors. In Section III,
we presented a framework of how the lepton asymme-
try can be produced in our model, and in Section IV
we showed how that lepton asymmetry is distributed to
the different sectors. That lepton asymmetry is then re-
processed by the electroweak sphalerons [6–8]. In the
SM, classically U(1)B+L is an accidental global symme-
try but it is violated quantum mechanically due to quan-
tum anomalies and SU (2)L field configurations [49–51].
The (B + L) violation allows the electroweak sphaleron
to partially convert the lepton asymmetry, carried by the
reheaton, into the baryon asymmetry distributed across
the various sectors since anomalous electroweak processes
conserve the difference between baryon (B) and lepton
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numbers (L). For the SM field content, assuming the
sphaleron interactions are rapid and chemical equilibrium
is maintained, the baryon number can be expressed as
B = 28

79 (B − L) [52]. However, around the electroweak
symmetry breaking phase transition, the sphaleron rate
becomes suppressed, complicating the relationship be-
tween the baryon number and the conserved quantity
(B − L) in a manner that will be described here.

A. Standard sectors

Mathematically, the sphaleron is a static saddle point
solution of the field equations and the sphaleron rate per
unit time per unit volume, Γdiff, is half the Chern-Simons
diffusion rate.11 At high temperatures well above the
electroweak scale, the sphaleron occurs via thermal hop-
ping and there is no suppression. The rate can be esti-
mated from lattice simulations [53, 54]:

Γdiff(T ) = (25.4 ± 2.0)α5
wT

4, (55)

where αw = g2/(4π) and g is the SU(2) gauge coupling.
In this regime, the rate will always be larger than the
Hubble parameter.

At low temperatures, T ≪ 100 GeV, the transi-
tion amplitude between the various vacua is highly sup-
pressed (being proportional to a quantum-tunneling fac-

tor e−8π2/g2 ∼ 10−173, where g is the SU(2)L gauge cou-
pling). Here we are interested in the intermediate regime
near the temperature of the electroweak phase transition.
In the SM, the phase transition is a crossover [55, 56],
and the Higgs VEV is continuous in time/temperature.
Defining Tc as the temperature where the Higgs VEV
first becomes nonzero, the Higgs VEV and W mass at
temperatures below Tc can be written as [57]

v2(T ) = v2(0) −
[

1

2
+

3παw

4λ

]
T 2 ,

mW (T ) = mW (0)

[
1 −

(
T

Tc

)2
]1/2

, (56)

where λ is the Higgs quartic coupling and mW (0) is
the W boson mass at zero temperature. For the SM,
Tc ∼ 159 GeV [39], and the formulas are the same for
the standard sector with larger values of v(0) and Tc.

11 The Chern-Simons diffusion rate is defined in terms of the wind-
ing number as

Γdiff ≡ lim
V, t→∞

〈(
NCS(t)−NCS(0)

)2〉
V t

, (54)

where NCS(t)−NCS(0) =
1

nG

(
B(t)−B(0)

)
= Li(t)−Li(0) and

V is the volume of space.

The sphaleron rate for T < Tc,i can be estimated as [57]

Γdiff(T ) = T 4 ω−

π v

(
v

T

)7

Ntr (NV)rot κ exp

(
−ESp

T

)
,

(57)

where the sphaleron energy ESp ≃ 4mW (T )
αW

[7, 58–60], ω−

is called the dynamical prefactor,
∣∣ω2

−
∣∣ ≃ 2.3m2

W [61],

Ntr (NV)rot (∼ 26 × 5.3 × 103) are the normalization
factors related to the zero modes of the fluctuation oper-
ator around the sphaleron solution [57, 61, 62] and κ is
an O (1) numerical factor [60, 63]. This approximation is
valid in the region mW,i(T ) ≪ T ≲ Tc,i. A simple com-
parison of the sphaleron rate with the Hubble parameter
(ΓSp ∼ H) shows that the sphaleron freezes out around
T ∼ 131 GeV and, below this, leptons are no longer con-
verted into baryons. A rapid decrease in the sphaleron
rate occurs around the Electroweak (EW) phase tran-
sition as it becomes exponentially suppressed when the
Higgs acquires a VEV.

We define the conserved global charge as

X ≡ B − L , (58)

where L is the total lepton and B is the baryon number
(B ≡ nB−nB̄

s , L ≡ nl−nl̄

s ). For the sphaleron in chemical
equilibrium at a temperature T , these numbers are [64]

Beq ≡ χ

(
v

T

)
X , Leq ≡ Beq −X ,

χ(x) =
4
[
5 + 12nG + 4n2

G + (9 + 6nG)x2
]

65 + 136nG + 44n2
G + (117 + 72nG)x2

,

(59)

where nG = 3 is the number of generations. In the case of
a deviation from the chemical equilibrium, with a given
source for leptons F (t), the total lepton and baryon num-
bers evolve as [9, 64–66]

Ḃ(t) = −Υ(t)
[
B(t) + η(t)L(t)

]
,

L̇(t) = −Υ(t)
[
B(t) + η(t)L(t)

]
+ F (t) ,

(60)

where

Υ ≡ n2
G ρ

(
v

T

)[
1 − χ

(
v

T

)]
Γdiff (T )

T 3
, η ≡

χ
(
v
T

)
1 − χ

(
v
T

) ,

ρ (x) =
3
[
65 + 136 nG + 44 n2

G + (117 + 72 nG) x2
]

2 nG

[
30 + 62 nG + 20 n2

G + (54 + 33 nG) x2
] .
(61)

To obtain the baryon asymmetry in the various sectors,
we need to know the lepton source function F (t). In
our model, the total lepton asymmetry is carried by the
reheaton (S) at early times and can be tracked using
Boltzmann equations, assuming the decay of the reheaton
into two particles that rapidly reach thermal equilibrium
with each other. The decay products of the reheaton are
SM particles and we have explored the branching ratios
in Section IV. At an early epoch, reheatons will be in
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FIG. 8: Baryon asymmetry (normalized by the magnitude of the initial lepton asymmetry) as a function of the
reheaton’s decay width in the SM and the lowest exotic sector (left panel), the lowest standard sector (right panel),

with tI = 10−20 and B(tI) = L(tI) = 0 evaluated at very late times and the Higgs mass squared parameter
in Eq. (2): −(244.8)2 GeV2, −(88.4)2 GeV2, (210.4)2 GeV2 corresponding to i = +1, 0, and −1 sectors respectively.
We consider three different branching ratios for each panel: β−1 = 10−3 in dashed green, β−1 = 10−2 in solid red,
and β−1 = 10−1 in dashed magenta in the left panel, and γ1 = 10−3 in dashed green, γ1 = 10−2 in solid red, and

γ1 = 10−1 in dashed magenta in the right panel. Note that the vertical axes on the right panel is very small
compared to the left panel. On the left panel, the horizontal dot-dashed lines correspond to the i = −1 sector.

thermal equilibrium with each other, so the evolution of
their number density can be written as

ṅS + 3HnS = −⟨ΓS⟩
(
nS − neq

S

)
,

dYS

dt
= −⟨ΓS⟩

(
YS − Y eq

S

)
,

(62)

where YS ≡ nS

s is the comoving number density, ⟨ΓS⟩ =
K1(mS

T )
K2(mS

T )
ΓS , K1

(
mS

T

)
, and K2

(
mS

T

)
are the modified

Bessel functions of order 1 and 2 respectively. Defin-
ing L ≡ YS − ȲS , we can subtract the equations for S
and S̄

dL
dt

= −⟨ΓS⟩ L , (63)

with the boundary condition L (tI) ≡ LI , and LI satis-
fying the bound in Eq. (17). Thus, the lepton number
source function can be deduced from Eqs. (60) and (63),
yielding

F (t)0 = ⟨ΓS⟩ (1 − β − γ) L , F (t)j = ⟨ΓS⟩βj L ,

F (t)k = ⟨ΓS⟩ γk L .

(64)

As before β (γ) is the sum of the branching ratios to
all exotic (standard) sectors. Using the source function
in Eq. (64), one can compute the baryon asymmetry as
a function of time for a given reheaton width. We are
interested in the late time behavior of the baryon asym-
metry. In Fig. 8, we represent the BAU as a function of
the reheaton width, for the SM (i = 0) and i = 1 sec-
tors, displayed in the left and right panels respectively,
for different branching ratios (β−1 = 10−3 in dashed

green, β−1 = 10−2 in solid red, and β−1 = 10−1 in
dashed magenta). The horizontal dot-dashed lines corre-
spond to the lowest exotic sector (i = −1) with magenta,
red, and green denoting β−1 = 10−1, β−1 = 10−2, and
β−1 = 10−3, respectively. The SM curve is proportional
to 1 − β − γ ≈ 1, while the i = 1 curves are proportional
to γ1. We can clearly observe that the conversion of lep-
ton into baryon asymmetry is less efficient for sectors
i ≥ 1 rather than for i = 0. This is primarily due to the
fact that mW,i > mW,0, vi > v0, and TRH,i < TRH,0 for
i ≥ 1. The modification in these parameters changes the
sphaleron rate which, in turn, alters the baryon asymme-
try that is produced.

We can give an approximate analytical expression for
the final baryon asymmetry as follows. If we first ignore
the sphaleron process, then the lepton asymmetry as a
function of time is given by solving Eq. (60):

L(t) ≃
∫ t

dtF (t) ≃ ΓS tLI , (65)

using Eq. (64) but ignoring thermal effects. This of
course, only applies for t ≪ Γ−1

S , while for t ≫ Γ−1
S ,

we have L(t) ≃ LI . There will also be a branching ratio
factor which will differ for each sector.

We can now model the sphaleron process, and in par-
ticular the function Υ(t) as a step function which shuts
off when the temperature of a given sector is below
some sphaleron temperature TSp. In the limit where
the B ≪ L, then the baryon asymmetry can be ap-
proximated as only sourced by the lepton asymmetry.
From Eq. (60), the baryon asymmetry can then be ap-
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proximated as

B ≃ −
∫ t

dtΥ(t) η(t)L(t) ≃ − η

1 + η

∫ tSp

dtF (t)

B ≃ −ΓS tSpLI ,

(66)

where tSp is the time at which the sphaleron becomes in-
active, and we have assumed ΓS tSp ≪ 1. The sphaleron
becomes inactive when the temperature of the bath is
of order the electroweak phase transition temperature.
Using the fact that ρ ∝ T 4 and that in a radiation dom-
inated Universe t ∝ a2, we can plug into Eq. (35) to get

tSp ∝ ΓS

T 4
Sp

. (67)

The scaling is the same if the sphaleron freezes out
when the reheaton is nonrelativistic. Therefore, if the
sphaleron freezes out well before the reheaton finished
decaying, then the baryon asymmetry is proportional to
Γ2
S . On the other hand, if the sphaleron is in equilib-

rium after most S decays, then the last approximation
in Eq. (66) will just give L, and the baryon number will
be independent of ΓS . In our convention, it is necessary
for the Universe’s lepton asymmetry to be negative, i.e.,
LI < 0, in order to produce a positive baryon number.

Putting the branching ratio and entropy dilution fac-
tors back in, and doing a numerical fit to get the overall
coefficient, we get

Bj

LI
≃



(
ΓS

5.4 × 10−14 GeV

)2
η

1 + η
γ1 δ−1

S , For j = 1(
ΓS

4 × 10−14 GeV

)2
η

1 + η
(1 − β − γ) δ−1

S , For j = 0

η

1 + η
β−1 δ−1

S , For j = −1

,

(68)
where LI is the initial lepton asymmetry with |LI | ≲
3 × 10−6, as obtained in Eq. (17) and δ−1

S is the en-
tropy dilution factor in Eq. (10) from the reheaton de-
cay. The upper bound on the initial lepton asymmetry
(see Eq. (17))places a lower bound on the reheaton width
while using the current ∆Neff ≃ 0.4 measurements [19]
imposes an upper bound on the width. Thus, the re-
heaton’s width lies in the following window,

6.2 × 10−16 GeV ≲ ΓS ≲ 1.4 × 10−14 GeV. (69)

For the exotic sector (j = −1), the sphaleron is in equi-
librium much later, as described in detail below, and thus
ΓS tSp ≳ 1 so the baryon asymmetry is independent of
ΓS .

B. Exotic sectors

The baryon asymmetry generated in the exotic sectors,
i < 0, are dramatically different from the i > 0 sectors

due to a combination of factors: (1) electroweak symme-
try will be broken by the QCD confinement at a much
lower temperature around T ≈ 89 MeV [27]; (2) the re-
heating temperatures in those sectors are large compared
to the masses of the particles that live there; (3) the
baryon asymmetry is generated very efficiently by the
sphalerons due to the low electroweak scale, permitting
the sphalerons to be active much longer. In these sectors,
the phase transition is also qualitatively different because
there are six massless quarks, so it is expected to be first
order [22, 67]. Therefore we model the phase transition
as a step function:

v → ΛQCD =

{
0 , T > Tc

89 MeV , T ≲ Tc
. (70)

The calculated baryon asymmetry in the exotic sectors
does not depend on how exactly the phase transition is
modelled.

One may worry that there will be baryon or lepton
number violation during this first order phase transition.
This turns out not to be a problem because there is not
enough CP violation for such processes. The CP viola-
tion can be written in terms of the Jarlskog invariant [68–
70] and goes like ∼

∏
∆m2

q/T
12
c . Since the quarks are

much lighter than in the SM sector [see Eq. (A2)] while
the phase transition temperature changes little, this di-
mensionless quantity is ∼ 10−103, so these processes dur-
ing the phase transition are negligible.

Because the phase transition in the exotic sector is
much lower than the reheating temperature from re-
heaton decays, the sphaleron reaches equilibrium and the
baryon asymmetry can be parametrically larger than in
the SM sector, even though the reheating temperature
is lower. The behavior of the baryon asymmetry in the
exotic sector is illustrated in the left panel in Fig. 8 by
the horizontal dot-dashed lines, for different branching
ratios (β−1 = 10−3 in green, β−1 = 10−2 in red and
β−1 = 10−1 in magenta). We can see that in the i = −1
sector the baryon asymmetry is much larger compared to
the i = 1 case, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 8, in
particular, for smaller reheaton’s widths. This enhance-
ment of the baryon asymmetry in the exotic sector is due
to the sphaleron being active well below the SM elec-
troweak scale for a longer duration. Thus in this model,
the dark matter can be the lightest baryon of the exotic
sectors, dominated by i = −1. The baryon asymmetry in
the i = −1 sector is independent of the reheaton decay
width because the reheating temperature is well above
the sphaleron freeze-out temperature so the sphaleron
reaches equilibrium for all the allowed values of ΓS .

It was argued in [21] that in exotic sectors there will be
no late time baryon asymmetry. This is because, after the
QCD/EW phase transition, the lightest baryon is much
heavier than the temperature, so the sphaleron reaction
is strongly biased toward baryons’ destruction. The rate
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FIG. 9: The SU(2)L gauge coupling constant, g, as a
function of the ratio of pion decay constant over
temperature, fπ

Tc
, with contours corresponding to

ΓSp(Tc) = H(Tc) for some fixed pion decay constants
(fπ = 93 MeV in solid blue, fπ = 25 MeV in solid

orange). The black star represents the SM value (with

g ≃ 0.65 and
fπ,0

Tc,0
≃ 0.54). In the region below the

curves, baryon washout is frozen out and the hidden
sector is a viable dark matter model.

of B violation, in Eq. (59), can be approximated as:

1

B

dB

dt
≃ −ΓSp(T ) , (71)

where ΓSp(T ) ∼ Γdiff/T
3 from Eq. (57), with m2

W,i (Ti) =(
g
2

)2
f2
π [27] with fπ being the pion decay constant, and

the VEV replaced as in Eq. (70). Right after the phase
transition, the sphaleron is exponentially suppressed,
ΓSp ∼ e−fπ/(gTc), but the question remains if it is smaller
than the Hubble rate which is Planck suppressed. One
could estimate Tc by rescaling the SM value by the ra-
tio ΛQCD,i/ΛQCD,0 to compute the sphaleron, and by
that method, one confirms the conclusions of [21] that
the sphaleron is fast enough to wash out any baryon
asymmetry. We note, however, that the phase transi-
tion of the exotic sector is qualitatively different from
that of the SM, and there is no reason to expect the
nonperturbative parameters of fπ and Tc to be the same
as the SM. Furthermore, the sphaleron is exponentially
sensitive to that ratio, so small changes can alter the
qualitative picture. If fπ/Tc ≳ 1.5, then the sphaleron
rate after the phase transition is always smaller than
Hubble and there is no washout. This ratio can ulti-
mately only be calculated with nonperturbative meth-

ods such as the lattice. The critical temperature of the
QCD phase transition of the SM (considering two fla-
vors only), determined using QCD lattice simulations, is
Tc,0 ≃ (172 ± 3) MeV [71, 72]. However, its precise value
for a larger number of flavors is fairly ambiguous. In the
literature, the value varies significantly so there is a large
uncertainty associated with the six flavors Tc [73–77].

We also note that if SU(2)L gauge coupling g in the
i = −1 sector is smaller than the SM value of g, then
the sphaleron rate is also suppressed. While the simplest
N-naturalness setup has g equal in all sectors, this is
not necessary for the solution to the hierarchy problem.
Therefore, the exotic sectors can more easily suppress
this freeze-out process and accommodate dark matter if g
is reduced. These results are summarized in Fig. 9 where
we show contours for ΓSp(Tc) = H(Tc) in the fπ/Tc vs. g
plane. The region below the curve will not have any
baryon washout.

C. Dark baryon relic abundance

The exotic sectors can have large baryon asymmetries,
so the lightest baryon in the exotic sectors is a stable
dark matter candidate that can provide the observed relic
abundance. From observations [19], the current DM relic
abundance is:

Ωh2 = 0.120 ± 0.001 , and h = 0.673 . (72)

We focus on the dark neutron12 of the i = −1 to serve
as the dominant DM candidate, and we assume that the
warm and cold neutrinos described in Section IV C 3 are
subdominant. The masses of the nucleons in these sec-
tors, mN,i, are linearly proportional to the confinement
scale (neglecting the constituent mass effects) [78] and
can be written as:

mN,i ≃ mN,0
ΛQCD,i

ΛQCD,0
, (73)

where the subscript 0 denotes the usual SM sector. Using

Bi =
nbi

−nb̄i

si
as the dark neutron yield, the dark matter

12 The neutron is expected to be lighter than the proton in these
sectors, making the proton unstable. In the SM, the proton is
lighter than the neutron mainly due to the down quark out-
weighing the up quark. However, in the exotic sectors, the u
and d (and the electron) are nearly massless, and the dominant
contribution to the proton-neutron mass splitting is the electro-
magnetic self-energy that raises the mass of the proton. The

decay width of the dark proton Γ ∝ G2
F,i

∣∣mn,i −mp,i

∣∣5 similar
to the SM beta decay. The lifetime of the dark proton in exotic
sectors will be much shorter than that of the SM neutron because
GF,i ≫ GF,SM and because there is no phase space suppression
due the electron mass.
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FIG. 10: The relic density of the DM as a function of the reheaton’s width for various β in the i = −1 (left panel)
and i = 1 sector (right panel). The black dotted horizontal line represents the experimentally observed dark matter

relic abundance and the black dotted vertical line indicates the decay width value taking into account the upper
bound on initial lepton asymmetry in Eq. (17).

abundance is given by:

Ωh2 ≡ ρi
ρc,0

≃ mN,i Bi s0
ρc,0/h2

R , (74)

where ρc/h
2 = 8.09×10−47 GeV4 is the critical density of

the Universe, s0 is the entropy density of the SM sector
today and the parameter R is the ratio of the entropy
densities of i = −1 over i = 0 sector at late times (tf ):

R ≡ si=−1

si=0
=

g⋆,i=−1(tf )

g⋆,i=0(tf )

[
Ti=−1(tf )

Ti=0(tf )

]3
. (75)

Using Eqs. (68), (73), (75), and the relation T−1

T0
≃(

β−1

1−β−γ

)1/4
, the DM relic abundance can be written as

Ωh2 ≃0.12

(
1

1 − β − γ

)7/4 (
β−1

10−2

)7/4

(
B0

8.59 × 10−11

) (
2.8 × 10−16 GeV

ΓS

)2

.

(76)

The ΓS dependence comes from Eq. (68) using the fact
that Ωh2 ∝ B−1 ∝ LI ∝ Γ−2

S where the last proportion-
ality is for fixed B0.

In Fig. 10, we show the parameter space for DM in two
sectors: i = −1 (left panel) and i = +1 (right panel). In
both panels, the horizontal black dashed line is the ob-
served DM abundance, whereas the vertical black dotted
line corresponds to the upper bound on the initial lep-
ton asymmetry in Eq. (17). The upper bound on the
initial lepton asymmetry gives a lower bound on ΓS us-
ing the relation in Eq. (68) and requiring the observed
baryon asymmetry of the Universe (and the correct relic

abundance for DM). In the left panel, we represent the
DM relic abundance provided by our model, for three
different branching ratios: β−1 = 10−3 in dashed green,
β−1 = 10−2 in solid red and β−1 = 10−1 in dashed ma-
genta. We can see that, in the i = −1 sector, there is a re-
gion of the parameter space that yields the observed DM
abundance. For small ΓS , the relic abundance is well ap-
proximated by Eq. (76). At large ΓS , the reheaton fully
decays before the sphaleron goes out of equilibrium, so
further raising ΓS no longer has any effect. The change in
slope occurs where the S reheating temperature is com-
parable to the sphaleron decoupling temperature, TSp

which occurs for ΓS ∼ 5T 2
Sp/MP ∼ 10−13 GeV.

In the right panel, we plot the DM abundance in the
i = +1 sector for three different branching ratios as well:
γ1 = 10−3 in dashed green, γ1 = 10−2 in solid red, and
γ1 = 10−1 in dashed magenta in the right panel. As
expected, we can see that there are not enough baryons
in the standard sectors (i > 0) to accommodate a DM
candidate.

In Fig. 11, we represent the viable parameter space of
our model (solid magenta curve) that can account for the
observed DM relic abundance (in the i = −1 sector) and
the observed baryon asymmetry (in the i = 0 sector),
and it includes the theoretical upper bound on the initial
lepton asymmetry |LI | ≤ 3 × 10−6, in the plane of the
branching ratio into the exotic sector, β, as a function of
the reheaton width, ΓS . The horizontal axis only shows
the allowed range for ΓS , as computed in Eq. (69). The
dashed lines correspond to different contours of ∆Neff,
with ∆Neff = 10−2 in orange, ∆Neff = 5 × 10−2 in green
and ∆Neff = 0.4 in red. The minimum values for our pa-
rameters in ΓS−β plane are approximately β = 0.011 and
ΓS = 6.2× 10−16 GeV, yielding ∆Neff ≃ 0.048. CMB-S4
is expected to constrain ∆Neff ≤ 0.06 at the 95% con-
fidence level [26], allowing our model to be potentially
probed by the future experiment.
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FIG. 11: Contours of ∆Neff in ΓS − β plane, with the
solid magenta curve providing the observed DM
abundance, the observed baryon asymmetry and

satisfying the theoretical upper bound on the initial
lepton asymmetry [|LI | ≤ 3 × 10−6, computed in
Eq. (17)]. The horizontal axis only represents the

allowed range for ΓS , as given in Eq. (69).

VI. DARK MATTER PHENOMENOLOGY

In this section, we study the possibility of large DM
bound states. Dark matter is made up of dark neutrons
in the i = −1 exotic sector. The dark protons in those
sectors will be slightly heavier (see footnote 12), but have
a short lifetime which can be estimated as

τp,j ∼ τn,SM

(
GF,SM

GF,j

)2

∼ (103 s)

(
mW,j

mW,0

)4

∼ 10−11 s ,

(77)

where we have used the estimate for the exotic sector W -
boson mass for exotic sector from Eq. (A3). We have also
assumed that mp−mn in the exotic sector is comparable
to mn−mp−me in the SM. Therefore, when the Universe
is cool enough that nuclear bound states can form (dark
BBN), the dark baryon population is all neutrons.

SM neutrons have significant self-interactions, and
these are potentially even larger in the exotic sector since
the pions are lighter than those of the SM. The dark neu-
trons can also form dark nuclei [24, 79], which turns out
to be the dominant state of dark matter in this model.
This allows constraints from self-interacting dark matter
to be evaded. Finally, we briefly comment on the pos-
sibility of dark quark nuggets [80], and show that these
nuggets evaporate rapidly.

A. Dark neutrons self-interaction

Before considering dark matter composite states, we
first consider observational constraints on free dark neu-
trons if they are all of the dark matter. The limit on

dark matter self-interaction cross section coming from
the Bullet Cluster is [25]

σNN

mN
< 1.25 cm2 g−1. (78)

For a 1 GeV DM neutron, this bound limits the cross
section to be

σNN < 2.2 × 10−24 cm2. (79)

In the SM, the total cross section of neutrons scattered
by protons at low energy is σpn ∼ 2.04 × 10−23 cm2 [81–
83] and, by isospin symmetry, (neglecting the p and n
mass difference), the following approximation is valid:
σnn ≃ σpn. Applying naive dimensional analysis, the
scattering cross section in the exotic sector is

σ ∼ σnn

(
ΛQCD,0

ΛQCD,i

)2

≃ 2.84 × 10−22 cm2. (80)

From Eq. (80), we may conclude that the 1 GeV neu-
tron DM is inconsistent with the stringent bound from
the Bullet Cluster given in Eq. (79). In addition, the
mass of the neutron in the exotic sector is smaller than
that of the SM one by a factor of ΛQCD,i/ΛQCD,0 ∼ 0.27,
which makes the upper bound even stronger on the self-
interaction. In order to satisfy Eq. (79), the DM mass
is required to be mDM ≳ 1.3 × 102 GeV. An alternative
way to evade the Bullet Cluster bound is raising the con-
finement scale of the exotic sectors. Assuming the mass
and cross section can be scaled using naive dimensional
analysis, the confinement scale must be

σnn

mn,0

(
ΛQCD,0

ΛQCD,i

)3

< 1.25 cm2 g−1

⇒ ΛQCD,i ≳ 700 MeV . (81)

This can be achieved by assuming the SU(3) gauge cou-
pling of the i = −1 sector is a bit larger than the SM
at high energy. As noted in Section V, different gauge
couplings in different sectors are consistent with the N-
naturalness paradigm. We also note that the Standard
Model nucleon scattering cross section on which these es-
timates are based is unnaturally large. It is in fact much
larger than the geometric cross section, a feature that is
not expected to be generic [84–87]; the nucleons of the
exotic sectors might very well have a smaller scattering
cross section. However in either case, as we will show
next, we expect the dark matter to form large bound
states which can easily evade the bounds.

B. Nuclear dark matter

In this section, we argue that composite DM, made
of stable dark nuclei (DN) of large dark nucleon num-
ber, can evade the constraints from the Bullet Cluster on
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the DM self-interactions and provide a viable DM can-
didate [23, 24]. As the detailed mechanism is explained
in [24], in this work, we will just point out some of the
main steps to get the observed DM abundance and the
maximum size of these DN. In the SM, the main bottle-
neck that prohibits the synthesis of nuclei is the substan-
tial binding energy per nucleon of helium-4, ∼ 7 MeV,
relative to the following smaller nuclei.13 As the Coulomb
repulsion term is absent in this scenario, unlike in the
SM, there can be stable DN up to a large dark nucleon
number. DM will thus be produced at low temperatures
given that, in this case, the energy term dominates over
the binding energy, which favors the generation of bound
states, and it will be built up by aggregation, as fusion
processes dominate over dissociations and fissions in the
low temperature regime [24].

Our composite dark nucleons can be made to satisfy all
the assumptions stated in [24] that are necessary for the
formation of the large dark nucleon (A-DN). By assuming
the cross section to be geometric14, the self-scattering
cross section of the A-DN over its mass can be expressed
as

σAA

mA
=

(
4π

m1 A

)1/3(
3

ρ−1

)2/3

≃ 4.4 cm2 g−1

(
252 MeV

A m1

)1/3
(

1 MeV fm−3

ρ−1

)2/3

,

(82)

where A is a dark nucleon number (analogous to the
mass number in usual atoms), m1 is the mass of a sin-
gle nucleon, and ρ−1 is the nucleon internal mass-energy
density in the closest exotic sector to the SM which we
find by rescaling from a typical Standard Model value:

ρ−1 = ρ0

(
ΛQCD,-1

ΛQCD,0

)4
, with ρ0 ∼ 0.2 GeV fm−3 [88].

This will evade the Bullet Cluster bounds if the typical
A is larger than ∼ 43. Also, due to the slight differences
in our parameters compared to the benchmark points
employed in [24], our DN could be orders of magnitude
larger.

To finish this section, we can determine the maximum
size of the DN due to the aggregation process. We should
consider two regimes: the case where the last fusions to
freeze-out are those between large DN ( “large” + “large”
fusions) and the scenario where the last fusions to freeze-
out are between small and large DN (“small” + “large”

13 During SM BBN, almost all the nucleons present wind up in hy-
drogen and helium-4 while a small fraction leads to the synthesis
4 < A < 8. There are subsequent bottlenecks post helium-4, such
as 12C, where the binding energy per nucleon exceeds helium-4.
However, there are no bottlenecks in the formation of large dark
nuclei in the exotic sectors.

14 As mention previously, in the SM the cross section of neutrons
scattering is larger than the geometric cross section as a conse-
quence of an accidental cancellations in the effective field the-
ory [84–87].

fusions) [24]. In the case of “large” + “large” fusions,
we assume that there is a peaked DNs mass distribution
where almost all of the mass lies in the large A-DN. We
can estimate when the freeze-out occurs by comparing
the rate of the thermally average cross sections of fusions
times the A-DN number density, with the Hubble param-
eter. The rate of the fusion over the Hubble parameter
can be expressed as

Γ

H
=

⟨σv⟩nA

H

≃ 5.5 × 109

(
1 MeV fm−3

ρ−1

)2/3(
m1

252 MeV

)−5/6

(
g⋆

10.75

)1/2(
T

1 MeV

)3/2(
β−1

1 − β − γ

)1/8

A−5/6,

(83)

where we have used mN,−1 = mN,0
ΛQCD,-1

ΛQCD,0
≃ 251.9

MeV with ΛQCD,-1 = 89 MeV, ΛQCD,0 = 332 MeV

and mN,0 = 939.6 MeV, the approximations T0

Ti
≃(

1−β−γ
β

)1/4 β=γ=0.01−−−−−−→ 3.15. Thus, the maximum mass

obtained from Eq. (83) is

Mmax = Amax m1

≃
(

5.5 × 109
)6/5 ( β−1

1 − β − γ

)3/20

m1

≃ 6.2 × 1010 GeV . (84)

In the “small” + “large” fusions regime, the number den-
sity of small DN, k-DN, with k < A, may be larger than
in the “large”+“large” scenario, implying that the num-
ber of fusion processes can be larger as well. In addi-
tion, the velocities of “k-DN” in thermal equilibrium are
smaller than the ones of “A-DN”, which contributes to a
size enhancement. Assuming there is a sufficient popu-
lation of small DNs, and it remains long enough, we can
compute their rate of fusion to be

Γ ∼ ⟨σv⟩k+A nk
k

A

∼ 1

4
δ σ1 v1 k−1/2 A−1/3 n0 , (85)

where v1 is the velocity of one nucleon, n0 is the total DN
number density, ⟨σv⟩k+A = δ

4 σ1 v1 k
−1/2 A2/3 [24] and

1
4 δ is a suppression factor for “small”+“large” cross sec-
tion relative to the geometric limit. This leads to a sim-
ilar result as before but with A−5/6 → 1

4 δ k−1/2 A−1/3.
Thus, the fusion rate over the Hubble parameter for the
“small”+“large” regime is

Γ

H
≃ 5.5 × 109

(
1 MeV fm−3

ρ−1

)2/3(
g⋆

10.75

)1/2 (
β−1

1 − β − γ

)1/8

(
m1

252 MeV

)−5/6(
T

1 MeV

)3/2(
1

4
δ k−1/2 A−1/3

)
.

(86)
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Similarly, the maximum DN synthesized would be, as-
suming that there is no suppression,

Mmax = Amax m1

≃

(
5.5 × 109

4

)3 (
m1

252 MeV

)−5/2

(
β−1

1 − β − γ

)3/8

m1

≃ 1.2 × 1026 GeV ,

(87)

where in the last step we set β = γ = 0.01.

C. Comment on the formation of dark quark
nuggets

In addition, we study the possible formation of quark
nuggets in the exotic sectors. The hypothesis of quark
nuggets proposed by Witten [80] is that after the QCD
phase transition, there will be stable nuggets that re-
main in the quark phase and have very high baryon den-
sity. The formation of such objects requires a first order
QCD phase transition, which does occur in exotic sec-
tors [22] with six nearly massless quark flavors. Stud-
ies of the six-flavor quark matter (6FQM) quark nuggets
have been conducted in [89, 90]. One process not consid-
ered in those scenarios is the evaporation of a pion and a
lepton from the quark nugget. Such a process conserves
all gauge quantum numbers but it does change B − L
and decreases the lepton number of the nugget. In Ap-
pendix D, we show that such processes are quite fast and
thus render the nugget lifetime much too short to play
any role in dark matter phenomenology.

VII. SUMMARY

Models with multiple SM-like hidden sectors may have
interesting phenomenology. On the one hand, if the Higgs
mass varies across sectors, these models can potentially
solve the electroweak hierarchy problem [1, 2]. On the
other hand, if the other sectors have similar tempera-
tures as the Standard Model, then such a scenario is im-
mediately excluded by cosmological observations such as
∆Neff, and novel cosmological histories are required.

Focusing on the reheaton scenario of [2], the cosmolog-
ical history requires a reheating temperature of the order
of the weak scale. In such a setup, the creation of the
baryon asymmetry of the Universe and dark matter are
open problems. In this work, we solve them. Although
the strong self-interaction rules out dark neutrons of the
exotic sectors as the dark matter candidate, the unique
structure of the exotic sectors naturally allows the forma-
tion of large dark nuclei [23, 24], which easily evade the
self-interaction bounds from the Bullet Cluster. Dark
matter will then form large neutral dark nuclei, which

can have interesting observable consequences. We as-
sume that the reheaton, which dominates the energy of
the Universe at early times, is a fermion and that the pop-
ulation of reheatons develops an asymmetry from out-of-
equilibrium decays, analogous to leptogenesis. The de-
cay of the asymmetric population of reheatons reheats
the SM and hidden sectors and imparts the asymmetry
into the lepton number of those sectors. Part of the lep-
ton number asymmetry is then processed into a baryon
number asymmetry via the electroweak sphaleron.

The constraint coming from ∆Neff requires the tem-
peratures of all the hidden sectors to be significantly
lower than the temperature of the SM sector. Naively,
this would mean that the energy density of dark baryons
should be less than that of visible baryons, in contradic-
tion with observation. This is resolved by the fact that
the dark matter lives in an exotic sector where the elec-
troweak symmetry is not broken by a Higgs. In such
a sector, the QCD confinement at a scale around 100
MeV leads to electroweak symmetry breaking, which in
turn means that the electroweak sphaleron is active down
to a much lower temperature. These sectors have light
photons and neutrinos, and the requirement of achiev-
ing the correct baryon and dark matter density predicts
∆Neff ≳ 0.05, which may be detectable in the next gener-
ation of CMB experiments [26]. We must stress that the
standard sectors have a dark baryon density substantially
smaller than that of the visible sector, which precludes
the possibility of having a dark matter candidate in those
sectors.
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Appendix A: MASS SPECTRUM OF N SECTORS

In this section, we study the mass spectrum of the N
sectors. The “standard sectors,” with m2

H,k < 0, corre-
sponding to k ≥ 0, exhibit electroweak symmetry break-
ing just like the SM case, with the exception that the
VEV of the Higgs is given by

v2k = −
(
m2

H

)
k

λ
= v20 Ck , (A1)
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where Ck = 2 k+r
r and the parameter r indicates the

spacing between sectors, with r = 1 corresponding to
uniform spacing and r < 1 corresponding to a large
splitting between our sector and the next one [2]. The
sector with the smallest absolute value of m2

H , k = 0,
corresponds to our SM sector, with v0 = 246 GeV and(
m2

H

)
0

= −Λ2

N r ≃ − (88.4 GeV)
2
. In these sectors, the

electroweak symmetry is broken by the Higgs VEV given
in Eq. (A1) and, consequently, the masses of the particles
(both fermions and gauge bosons) will increase propor-

tionally to
√
k. In particular, for k > 108, the quarks are

heavier than their corresponding QCD scales, meaning
that those heavy sectors will not feature baryons [2].

On the other hand, “exotic” sectors, with m2
H > 0 and

corresponding to i < 0, are radically different from the
SM [27, 79, 91]. Since m2

H > 0, these sectors do not ac-
quire a VEV for the Higgs and the electroweak symmetry
is broken at low scales by the phase transition from free
quarks to confinement at the QCD scale, ΛQCD [27]. In
these sectors, fermions masses, mf,i, are obtained from
the four-fermion interactions with the Higgs being inte-
grated out:

mf,j ∼ yfyt
Λ3
QCD(
m2

H

)
j

= −
√

2yt
λ

(
ΛQCD

v0

)3
mf,0

Ci
≲ 100 eV ,

(A2)
where yt and yf are the top and the fermion f Yukawa
couplings, respectively, and mf,0 is the mass of the given
fermion in the SM. The gauge bosons receive masses
when SU(3) confines and their mass is given by [27]

m2
W =

(
g

2

)2

f2
π , m2

Z =

(
g + g′

2

)2

f2
π , (A3)

where fπ is the pion decay constant, g and g′ are the
SU(2) and U(1) gauge coupling, respectively. As all
six flavor quarks are lighter than the SU(3) confine-
ment, there will be many more light hadrons than in the
SM [79]. The spontaneous breaking of SU(6)×SU(6) →
SU(6) results in 35 pseudo-Goldstone bosons, three of
which are absorbed to become the longitudinal polariza-
tion components of the W and Z bosons, and the remain-
ing ones are analogous to the SM pions. The masses of
the pions in the various sectors through the QCD phase
transition can be obtained by applying the well-known
Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner relation [92, 93]:

m2
π =

V 3

f2
π

(mu + md) , (A4)

where V ∼ ΛQCD. Assuming V 3/f2
π ∼ V 3

i /f
2
π,i, the

pion’s masses in the “standard” and “exotic” sectors are:

m2
π,i ≃


C1/2
i m2

π , Standard(
ma,i + mb,i

)
(mu + md)

m2
π , Exotic

, (A5)

where a and b denote the flavor of the component quark
given in Eq. (A2), and mπ is the experimentally mea-
sured pion mass. We have ignored corrections due to the
changes in running couplings induced by different quark
masses, although those effects are detailed in [20].

With the spectrum, we can compute the effective num-
ber of relativistic d.o.f., g⋆(T ), for each sector. The i = 0
sector has g⋆ = 106.75 at T ≳ 100 GeV. As the tem-
perature decreases, the various particle species become
nonrelativistic and they need to be removed from the
total g⋆ value. The top quark is the first particle to de-
couple at T ∼ 1

6mt, reducing the number of relativistic
d.o.f to g⋆ = 96.25 and, similarly, the rest of the par-
ticles above QCD scale follows. There is a significant
drop in g⋆ when the QCD phase transition occurs, at
T ∼ 200 MeV, with quarks and gluons confined into
hadrons, and the only particles being left are three pi-
ons, electrons, muons, neutrinos, and photons, resulting
in total g⋆ = 17.25. These particles, with the exception
of photons, will also eventually become nonrelativistic
and decouple as the temperature drops. The story of the
relativistic d.o.f is analogous in the i > 0 sectors with
different particle species removed from the total g⋆(T )
counting at different times due to the distinct mass spec-
trum and temperature of those sectors. In the SM sector,
photons decouple and form the cosmic microwave back-
ground at T0 ∼ 0.32 eV, so that the total relativistic d.o.f

can be computed as g0∗,Dec = 2+ 7
8 (2×3)×

(
4
11

)4/3 ≃ 3.36
where the last factor is due to photons being reheated
relatively to neutrinos. The standard sectors are colder
than i = 0, so like the SM the only relativistic particles
are only the photons and neutrinos giving gk∗,Dec ≃ 3.36.

The number of relativistic degrees of freedom in the
exotic sectors is of course different because of the al-
tered spectrum. First, Electroweak Symmetry Break-
ing (EWSB) is triggered by the QCD scale at T ≃ 89
MeV, above which g⋆ = 102.75, with only the complex
Higgs doublet integrated out. After the QCD phase tran-
sition, we need to remove the contribution due to all the
quarks and gluons being trapped inside hadrons. More-
over, we need to take into account the presence of the 35
pseudo-Goldstone bosons from the spontaneous breaking
of SU(6) × SU(6) → SU(6) symmetry, thus reducing
the total d.o.f to g⋆ = 58.75. Next, at a temperature
approximately T ∼ 1

6mW,i, gauge bosons W±, Z annihi-
lates so g⋆ = 58.75 − 9 = 49.75. The rest of the par-
ticle species annihilates analogously to the SM as the
temperature drops over time. The temperature of the
exotic sector at the time of the photon decoupling can

be computed using the relation Tj/T0 ≃
(

βj

1−β−γ

)1/4
.

Using T 0
Dec ∼ 0.32 eV and the most optimistic value of

β ∼ 10−2 leads to T j
Dec ∼ 0.1 eV, which is larger than

1
6mτ,−1 ≃ 0.03 eV. Therefore, the total number of rela-
tivistic d.o.f, at the time of the CMB, in the first exotic
sector is g−1

∗,Dec = 17.75.



24

Appendix B: DARK NEUTRINO FREEZE-IN

Given the coupling between the leptons and the re-
heaton, electroweak symmetry breaking induces mixing
between the SM neutrinos and hidden sector neutrinos
in standard sectors. This in turn can mediate the pro-
duction of hidden sector neutrinos from the SM neutrino
bath. In this Appendix, we show that this process gives
a negligible contribution to the neutrino energy density.

We can begin with the model where the reheaton cou-
ples directly to the leptons via the coupling

−Ll ⊃ λSc
∑
k

lkHk , (B1)

where lk is one of the SM-like lepton doublets in the kth
sector.15 The neutrino freeze-in process is then16

νν → νkν, (B2)

where ν corresponds to the SM neutrinos and νk to the
neutrinos in the kth sector. A representative Feynman
diagram for this process is shown in Fig. 12.

FIG. 12: The Feynman diagram contributing to the SM
neutrino freeze-in production in the kth sector.

This process proceeds through a heavy mediator; how-
ever, the dominant freeze-in occurs at low energy. The
cross section of this process in the low energy limit
(E ≪ MZ ,mS), is given by

σ ≃

(
λ2 m2

0 v0 vk
(m2

k −m2
0)m2

S

)2(
g

2 cos(θW )

)4
E2

64πM4
Z

, (B3)

where E is SM neutrino’s energy in the Centre of Mass
(CM) frame, g is the SU(2) gauge coupling, and θW the
Weinberg angle, MZ is the Z boson mass, mk ≡ mνk

is
the kth sector neutrinos mass, m0 is the mass of the SM

neutrinos, v0 is the SM Higgs VEV and vk = v0

[
2k+r

r

]1/2
is the Higgs VEV in the kth sector. The above ap-
proximation is relatively accurate for our purpose since

15 SM flavor indices are ignored for simplicity.
16 Since the population of the ν and ν̄ is roughly symmetric, there

is also a contribution from the νν̄ initiated process for the freeze-
in our model. These additional contributions are approximately
of the same size as νν initiated process.

we are interested in the allowed reheaton widths, given
in Eq. (69), corresponding to TRH,SM ≲ 100 GeV.

The term in the first parentheses in Eq. (B3) is the
mixing angle between the SM and kth sector neutrinos,
and it is very small for all sectors. Therefore, this process
is never in equilibrium so the abundance can be computed
as a freeze-in process. We estimate the late time yield of
this process to be

Y∞ ≃ π g4 λ4 m4
0 v

2
0 v

2
k

276480 cos4 θW M4
Z m4

S

g⋆,s T
3
RH,SM

m2
k H(mk)

Y 2
0,EQ ,

(B4)

where H(mk) is Hubble when the SM bath has a temper-
ature of mk, and Y0,EQ ≃ 0.2 is the equilibrium yield of
neutrinos. We have also taken mk ≫ m0. We can then
compare the energy density in neutrinos from this freeze-
in process to that of neutrinos coming from the reheaton
decay for a given sector k:

ρk,FI
ρk,Decay

≃
[
5.8 × 10−30

] ( g⋆,k
75.75

) (
106.75

g⋆

)1/2

(
10−5

γ1

)1/4 (
200 GeV

mS

)6(
ΓS

10−15 GeV

)2

(
m0

0.0585 eV

) (
TRH,SM

100 GeV

)3 [
r

2k + r

]1/4
,

(B5)

where we have used γk = γ1
(2+r)
(2k+r) , mk = m0

(
2k+r

r

)1/2
,

vk = v0

(
2k+r

r

)1/2
, and ΓS ≃ λ2 mS

64π . Therefore we see

that we can ignore this contribution in the ℓ model. In
the model presented here, the cross section, of this pro-
cess is further suppressed by a factor of (µ/ML)4, so it
can be safely ignored.

Appendix C: EFFECTS OF THERMAL
CORRECTIONS

In this section, we study the thermal effects on the var-
ious quantities relevant to baryogenesis and dark matter
in the N-naturalness framework, in particular, whether
the thermal corrections to the Higgs and W -boson masses
of the different sectors are relevant in the partial decay
widths in Eq. (21). The temperature-dependent masses
are [57, 94]

m2
W,i (Ti) =


m2

H,i(Ti) =
y2t
4

(
T 2
i − T 2

c,i

)
, for Ti > Tc,i ,

m2
W,i(0)

1 −

(
Ti

Tc,i

)2
 , for Ti < Tc,i ,

,

m2
H,j

(
Tj

)
= m2

H,j(0) +
y2t
4
T 2
j , ∀ Tj ,

(C1)
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(d) Baryon asymmetry ratio

FIG. 13: The evolution of the energy densities (a), ratios of the energy densities (b), and the partial widths (c) for
sectors i = −1, 0, 1 as the Universe cools down over time. The ratio of the baryon asymmetry, with the case with

thermal corrections over the case without, is computed at very late time for the i = 0 sector (d) as a function of the
reheaton’s width for some fixed zero temperature branching ratios. The vertical dashed lines set the crossover

temperature of the electroweak phase transitions for the different sectors (i = −1, 0, 1). The benchmark branching
ratios are β−1 = γ+1 = 10−2 at T = 0, mS = 300 GeV and ΓS(T = 0) ≃ 10−15 GeV. In these curves, the initial

conditions are: ρi (tI) = 0 and ρS (tI) = 3M2
P Γ2

N with tI = 10−20 GeV−1 and ΓN = 10−2 GeV. The enhancement,
for i = +1, in the ratio of the energy densities in (b) can be justified by the rise in the partial decay width (c) near

the EW phase transition where the W -boson thermal mass approaches zero.

where yt is the top Yukawa coupling and Tc,i is the
phase transition temperature of the ith sector, mH,j(0)
and mW,i(0) are the zero temperature Higgs and W bo-
son masses, respectively. If thermal masses are suffi-
ciently large that the two-body decays (S → Hjej and
S → Wkek) are kinematically forbidden, then the re-
heaton’s decay is three-body. The decay S → tb̄e, in the
limit of mH ≫ mS is given as

ΓS→tb̄e ≃

(
Ncy

2
bλ

2

3072π3

)
µ2
Lm

5
S

M2
Lm

4
H

, (C2)

where Nc = 3 is the number of colors and yb is the bot-
tom quark Yukawa coupling. Taking into account the
temperature dependence of the various particle masses,
the evolution of the energy densities in the different sec-
tors can be determined by solving Eq. (25) with the ap-
propriate temperature-dependent widths and branching

ratios.
The behavior of the energy densities and the par-

tial decay widths with thermal corrections taken into
account are shown in Fig. 13 as a function of time.
We can compare this to the results in the left panel
of Fig. 4, which shows the dynamics ignoring thermal
effects. In Fig. 13(a) we can observe that, as before, the
energy density of the Universe is dominated by the re-
heaton for times t ≲ Γ−1

S .17 The initial condition is that
the N sectors are not populated, so early decays of the re-
heaton quickly heat these sectors up. Once these sectors
reach the electroweak temperature, they undergo a phase
transition from the broken to the unbroken phase. This
in turn reduces the reheaton width which slows down the

17 The evolution here begins after the N1 has fully decayed.
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decays of the reheaton. This can be seen as the plateau
in the top left panel of Fig. 13. It can also be seen as the
decrease of partial widths in the bottom left panel. The
expansion of the Universe then cools the sectors and they
undergo another phase transition back to the electroweak
broken phase, and the width increases again. This inter-
esting double phase transition behavior could potentially
have interesting observable consequences which we leave
to future work.

In the top right panel of Fig. 13, we show the ratio of
the energy density of the hidden sector to the SM sector
as a function of time. Without thermal effects, this ratio
will be equal to the ratio of branching ratios, and that
is the result before the first phase transition. After the
first phase transition, the W mass in the i = 1 reduces
and the branching ratio increases, so the energy density
in that sector increases relative to the others. After the
second phase transition, the ratio of energy densities is
restored to the naive branching ratio prediction. This
shows that thermal effects are unimportant, and this is
ultimately because most of the decays of the S happen at
late times, so the complicated dynamics at earlier times
do not make a large impact.

This conclusion can be confirmed in the bottom right
panel of Fig. 13, which shows the ratio of late time baryon
asymmetry with and without thermal effects. We see
that this ratio is very close to one as long as β or ΓS are
not too large, which is the case in the allowed region of
6.2 × 10−16 GeV ≲ ΓS ≲ 1.4 × 10−14 GeV and 0.01 ≲
β ≲ 0.08.

Appendix D: DARK QUARK NUGGETS

In this section, we will lay out some requisite details on
the possible formation of quark nuggets in the exotic sec-
tor (i = −1) of our model. The formation of dark quark
nuggets can be another interesting possibility in the scope
of macroscopic dark matter. These objects are primarily
composed of quarks and their formation requires first-
order QCD phase transition. This hypothesis was first
proposed by Witten in Ref. [80], and has gained some
attention lately [89, 90].

Lattice studies have shown that the SM QCD transi-
tion is a continuous crossover, meaning that SM physics
alone cannot form quark nuggets in the early Universe
[72]. However, it was also shown that the phase tran-
sition in QCD-like gauge theories (that are not the SM
one) is first order if the number of light quarks below
the confinement scale is Nf ≥ 3 [22, 67]. In [89, 90],
the authors study the formation of six quark flavor mat-
ter (6FQM) quark nuggets, arguing that, in addition to
a first-order phase transition, it is also necessary for a
nonzero baryon number in the dark sector. This is ex-
actly the setup of the exotic sectors, with the i = −1
sector having the largest baryon asymmetry.

Here we study a possible evaporation process that was
not discussed in [89, 90], which is the emission of a pion

and a lepton, or in terms of SU(2)×U(1) states, qLuRℓL
and dRuReR. This emission conserves all gauge quantum
numbers, but it does change the lepton number and the
B − L charge of the quark nugget.

The total number of leptons, in the 6FQM, contained
in the nugget is [89]

NInitial L ≡ nL VQN

= − 55

2π2

(
8π2

415
B

)3/4
4

3
π R3

QN ,
(D1)

where B is the MIT bag constant, VQN is the quark
nugget volume and RQN is its radius. The MIT bag con-
stant is not well known; nevertheless, our results for the
nugget’s lifetime will be relatively insensitive to any vari-
ation in B. Then, the rate of the nugget’s evaporation
can be estimated following the technique in [95], as

dNν

dt
= nν · vν A

=

(
gν

6π2
T 3

) [(
µν

T

)3

+ π2µν

T

]
4π R2

QN , (D2)

assuming that it is proportional to the flux of neutrinos
from the nugget, nν vν , times the nugget’s surface area,
A. In Eq. (D2), µν is the chemical potential of neutrinos,
and we assumed that the neutrinos are relativistic, i.e.,

vν ∼ c. Using µν = −3
(

8π2

415 B
)1/4

, which is obtained

by assuming an equilibrium is maintained between the
QN and the surrounding ∆PParticles = ∆PVacuum, the
expression above becomes

dNν

dt
=2gνT

2

(
π

36

)2/3
(

8π2

415

)−1/4

B−1/4

[
π +

9

T 2

(
8

415

)1/2

B1/2

]
N+2/3

ν .

(D3)

By writing dNν

dT in terms of time using T 2 ≃(
90

π2 g⋆

)1/2
MP

2 t , and integrating Eq. (D3) over time, we

get:

∆N (t)
1/3

=
2gν
3

(
π

36

)2/3
(

8π2

415

)−1/4

B−1/4

[(
45

2 g⋆

)1/2

MP ln

(
t

tC

)
+

9

(
8

415

)1/2

B1/2 (t− tC)

]
,

(D4)

where ∆N1/3 (t) ≡ N (t)
1/3 − N (tC)

1/3
and tC is the

time of the phase transition where the nugget forms (T ≃
ΛQCD,i ≃ 89 MeV). A plot of the nugget’s lifetime as a
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FIG. 14: The lifetime of the nugget as a function of the
lepton number, N (t), for B1/4 = 150 MeV, g⋆ = 49.75,
and gν = 6. As an example, for a nugget with a lifetime

of approximately 1 ns corresponds to N ∼ 1043. This
does not take into account (re)absorption. The vertical
dashed black line corresponds to N = 1049 which is the
maximum number of leptons in a nugget determined by

the simple Hubble patch argument.

function of N (t) is shown in Fig. 14. We can see that
for a nugget with a lifetime of about 1 second requires
N ∼ 1063. To understand the order magnitude of the
lepton number computed in Eq. (D4), one might inquire,
what is the typical number of baryons contained in one
Hubble patch?

NB(T ) =
4

3
π R3 s(t) ηObs =

8

135
(90)

3/2 ηObs

g
1/2
⋆

(
MP

T

)3

,

NB(T ) ≃ 9 × 1048
(

100 MeV

T

)3

,

(D5)

where we used R = 1
H , ηObs = 8.59 × 10−11, and

g⋆ = 49.75. Consequently, assuming the lepton number
to be the same order magnitude as the baryon number,
the maximum lepton number in a single patch can be
approximately ∼ 1049 which corresponds to the nugget’s
lifetime of about 100 nanoseconds and it is represented
by the vertical dashed black line in Fig. 14.

Another approach to model the nugget dynamics is to
treat it as a blackbody. We compute the total energy loss
of the quark nugget and compare it to the total energy
contained in the nugget. Inside the nuggets, electroweak
symmetry is unbroken and, therefore, leptons and quarks
are massless. Considering that the quark nugget behaves
like a blackbody is reasonable since the mean free path
of the neutrino is small compared to the typical RQN.
This way, in principle, all the neutrinos falling on it will
be absorbed and the quark nugget will also emit neutri-
nos with a thermal spectrum. The typical power for a
given surface area can thus be written using the Stefan-

EBb

MQN
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FIG. 15: Energy loss due to neutrino emission and the
total mass of the quark nugget as a function of its

radius in the blackbody treatment of neutrino
evaporation. In the above curves, we set

B1/4 = 150 MeV, Ti = 100 MeV, and Tf = 1 MeV .

Boltzmann law:

P = 4πσ ϵ R2 T 4 , (D6)

where ϵ is the emissivity (ϵ = 1 for idealized blackbody)
and the Stefan-Boltzmann constant is σ = 5.6705 ×
10−8 W/m2K4 = π2

60 (in terms of fundamental con-
stants). Then, the total amount of energy expended over
a period ∆t = tf − ti is

∆EBb =

∫ tf

ti

P dt = (360)
1/2

MP σ ϵ R2
QN

 T 2
i

g
1/2
∗,i

−
T 2
f

g
1/2
∗,f

 .

(D7)
On the other hand, using the MIT bag model, the energy
density of the quark nugget can be expressed in terms of
the Bag constant B as (in the massless particle regime):

ρQN =
∑
i

ρi + B = 3
∑
i

Pi + B = 4B. (D8)

Hence, the total energy contained inside the QN can be
expressed as

MQN =
16

3
π R3

QN B. (D9)

In the SM, the typical value for the Bag parameter is
B1/4 ≃ 150 MeV. In Fig. 15, we compare the total
energy of the nugget with the energy loss due to neu-
trino emissions, approximating the nugget as a black-
body, and we see that the nugget is completely depleted
by evaporation. In our analysis, we have neglected any
(re)absorption of leptons from the environment.

To conclude, we may estimate the consequences of the
shut off of the sphaleron process once the size of the
nugget becomes smaller than the size of the sphaleron.
For the classical Yang-Mills theory, the sphaleron size
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is [96]:

RSp ∼ 5

g2 T
≃

{
0.12 GeV−1 , For T = 100 GeV

120 GeV−1 , For T = 100 MeV
,

(D10)
whereas its energy is

ESp ∼ 4 mW

αW
≃

{
9.6 TeV , For mW = 80.4 GeV

3.6 GeV , For mW = 30.3 MeV
.

(D11)
We may then conclude that the sphaleron interactions in
the nugget never shut off since RQN ≫ RSp (for a typical

value RQN = 1 mm = 5.06 × 1011 GeV−1).
From these estimates, we see that if the dark quark

nugget does form in this scenario, its lifetime will be much
too small to affect the dark matter phenomenology.
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