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Abstract

We argue that composite singlets accommodate thermal leptogenesis along with one right-handed neutrino.

This framework suggests that the reheating temperature is as low as O(105) GeV, and the quasi-degenerate

neutrino masses are present at O(0.01) eV.

The baryon asymmetry of the universe is an in-
teresting topic in particle physics. According to
the CMS report [1], the baryon abundance (denote
ηB) to that of photons (denoted ηγ) is estimated
as

ηB
ηγ

≃ 6× 10−10. (1)

Regarding the explanation for its origin, ther-
mal leptogenesis provides an elegant mechanism in
which the lepton number from the right-handed
neutrino decay is fractionally converted into the
baryon number via a sphaleron process [2–5]. The
hypothesis, however, entails a high reheating tem-
perature of TRH & 109 GeV caused by the heavy
right-handed neutrino(s), which encounters the
gravitino overproduction under the circumstance
of m3/2 . 1 GeV.

In this letter, we demonstrate that the composite
singlets, along with one right-handed neutrino,
could make the leptogenesis most viable in the
context of supersymmetry (SUSY), wherein we
show that TRH is rendered O(105) GeV, and the
quasi-degenerate neutrino masses are embodied at
O(0.01) eV, without invoking the grand unifica-
tion theory (GUT) [6].

Explicit model based on SU(2) gauge group

Let us illustrate an explicit model within the
SUSY framework. As displayed in Tables 1, we
assume a SU(2) gauge group of NF = 4 and one
gauge singlet that corresponds to the right-handed
neutrino superfield. Additionally, we suppose that
U(1)R symmetry preserves up to the renormaliz-
able interactions, which is broken down to the R-
parity due to the Planck-suppressed couplings:

Table 1. Matter content/Charge assignment

Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 N

SU(2) 2 1

U(1)R 2, 0, 1, −1 −1

Z2R +, +, −, − −

The most general superpotential consistent with
the SU(2) and R symmetry is written as

WRE = κ13(Q
1Q3)N +

3
∑

i=1

yiHuLiN

⇒ W low
RE = κ13ΛS

13N +

3
∑

i=1

yiHuLiN, (2)

WNRE =
2
∑

k,l=1

4
∑

m,n=3

λklmn
(QkQm)(QlQn)

Mpl

+

3
∑

i=1

2
∑

k=1

4
∑

m=3

hkmi
(QkQm)HuLi

Mpl

⇒W low
NRE =

2
∑

k,l=1

4
∑

m,n=3

λklmn
Λ2

Mpl
SkmSln

+

3
∑

i=1

2
∑

k=1

4
∑

m=3

hkmi
Λ

Mpl
SkmHuLi, (3)

where WRE , WNRE denote the renormalizable
and non-renormalizable interactions, respectively.
Also, W low

RE , W
low
NRE are the superpotential cou-

plings formed below the SU(2) dynamical scale
(denoted Λ). Hu, Li(i = 1 − 3) are the up-type
Higgs and the SU(2)L lepton superfields in the
minimal supersymmetry standard model (MSSM).
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Mpl stands for the reduced Planck scale of 2.4 ×
1018 GeV. κ13, λklmn, hkmi and yi are the dimen-
sionless coupling constants.
Diagonalizing the Skm mass matrix, we rewrite

the relevant couplings in terms of the eigenstates
(denoted SA(A = 1− 4)) as follows:

WNRE ⊃
4
∑

A=1

Λ2

2!Mpl
λAS

ASA. (4)

Consequently, the S13 − N mixing term takes the
form of

WRE ⊃ κ13Λ

(

4
∑

A=1

rAS
A

)

N (5)

with the coefficients satisfying the equality:

4
∑

A=1

|rA|2 = 1. (6)

Meanwhile, the interactions with the MSSM sector
are expressed as

W ⊃
3
∑

i=1

4
∑

A=1

h′Ai

Λ

Mpl
SAHuLi +

3
∑

i=1

yiHuLiN,

(7)

where h′Ai denotes the coupling constant corre-
sponding to hkmi.
In what follows, we take rA (A = 1 − 4) = 1/2

in Eq.(6) for simplicity and use the notation of

mA ≡ Λ2

Mpl
, M ≡ κ13Λ. (8)

Relevant Lagrangian density

After diagonalizing the fermion mass matrix
obtained from Eqs.(4) and (5), the relevant La-
grangian density is approximately written in terms
of the mass eigenstate:

L ≃
4
∑

a=2

mχa

2!
χ̄aχa +

M√
2

(

ψ̄1ψ1 + ψ̄2ψ2

)

+

3
∑

i=1

4
∑

a=2

ξai
Λ

Mpl
Huχa l̄i +

3
∑

i=1

yi√
2
Hu (ψ1 + ψ2) l̄i

+

3
∑

i=1

4
∑

a=2

ξai
Λ

Mpl
h̃uχaL̃i +

3
∑

i=1

yi√
2
h̃u (ψ1 + ψ2) L̃i

+ h.c.. (9)

Each eigenstate is related to N,SA through the
Unitary matrix U :

(

N
SA

)

= U





ψ1

ψ2

χa



 (10)

and it follows that

N ≃ 1√
2
ψ1 +

1√
2
ψ2, (11)

due to M ≫ mA in our model. Accordingly,
ξai (a = 2− 4) is expressed by

ξ2i ≡
5
∑

k=1

ζkiUk3, ξ3i ≡
5
∑

k=1

ζkiUk4, ξ4i ≡
5
∑

k=1

ζkiUk5,

(12)
and ζki is defined as

ζki =













yi
h′
1i

h′
2i

h′
3i

h′
4i













. (13)

Here, li, Hu denote the lepton and the up-type
Higgs boson, while L̃i, h̃u are the slepton and the
higgsino, respectively. Meanwhile, the scalar po-
tential is written as

V = M2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4
∑

A=1

1

2
S̃A

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+M2

∣

∣

∣Ñ
∣

∣

∣

2

+

4
∑

A=1

[

m2

A

∣

∣

∣S̃A
∣

∣

∣

2

+

(

1

2
mAMS̃AÑ∗ + h.c.

)]

+

3
∑

i=1

yiMHuL̃i

(

4
∑

A=1

1

2
S̃A

)

. (14)

Here, S̃A, Ñ denote the scalar component of SA

and N , respectively. Using the mass eigenstates,
we approximately express the above interactions:

V ≃M2 |Φ1|2 +M2 |Φ2|2 +m2

φa
|φa|2 , (15)

where Φ1,2 denote the eigenstate. Each has the
eigen mass of ∼ M , which is roughly written as
the linear combination:

Φ1 ≃ Ñ√
2
+

∑4

A=1
S̃A

2
√
2

, (16)

Φ2 ≃ Ñ√
2
−
∑

4

A=1
S̃A

2
√
2

. (17)
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On the other hand, we refer to the other eigenstates
with lighter masses of mφa

as φa; altogether, each
eigenstate is expressed using the Unitary matrix
V :

(

Ñ

S̃A

)

= V





Φ1

Φ2

φa



 . (18)

The interactions with the MSSM sector are then
reduced to the form of

L ⊃
3
∑

i=1

4
∑

a=2

(

ηai
Λ

Mpl
h̃u l̄iφa + yi

Φ1 +Φ2√
2

h̃uli

)

+ h.c. (19)

V ⊃
4
∑

A=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂W

∂SA

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂W

∂N

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

⊃
3
∑

i=1

4
∑

a=2

Dai
Λ

Mpl
HuL̃iφ

∗
a + h.c. (20)

with

η2i ≡
5
∑

k=1

ζkiVk3, η3i ≡
5
∑

k=1

ζkiVk4, η4i ≡
5
∑

k=1

ζkiVk5,

(21)

D2i ≡
5
∑

k=1

σkiVk3,D3i ≡
5
∑

k=1

σkiVk4,D4i ≡
5
∑

k=1

σkiVk5.

(22)

Here σki is defined as

σki =













yiM
h′
1im1

h′
2im2

h′
3im3

h′
4im4













. (23)

Generation of lepton number

• From composite fermions

First, we evaluate the lepton asymmetry brought
from the composite fermion decay. Each decay rate
of χa is given by

ΓHu,li
χa

≃ Γh̃u,L̃i

χa
≃
∑3

i=1
|ξai|2

8π

(

Λ

Mpl

)2

mχa
.

(24)

Noting that ψ1, ψ2 or Φ1,Φ2 serve as the internal
line, we find that χa decays, via the vertex correc-
tion and the wave function renormalization, yield

the lepton number:

ǫχa

li
≃ ǫχa

L̃i

≃ −3 · 2
16π

· 5
6
Im (Ia) ·

mχa

M
, (25)

with

Ia =

(

∑

3

i=1
ξaiy

∗
i

)2

∑3

i=1
|ξai|2

. (26)

Here, we followed [3, 4] but with the factor 5/6
entailed by our model [7].
• From composite bosons

Additionally, the composite boson decay compa-
rably contributes to the generation of the lepton
number. Let us derive the decay rate of φa, and
we thus obtain the lepton asymmetry [3, 4]:

ΓHu,L̃
φa

≃
∑3

i=1
|Dai|2

8πmφa

(

Λ

Mpl

)2

(27)

Γh̃u,l
φa

≃
∑

3

i=1
|ηai|2

8π

(

Λ

Mpl

)2

mφa
(28)

ǫφa

li
≃ −3 · 2

16π
· 1
3
Im
(

J li
a

)

· mφa

M
, (29)

ǫφa

Li
≃ −3 · 2

16π
· 1
3
Im
(

J Li

a

)

· mφa

M
, (30)

where

J li
a =

(

∑

3

i=1
ηaiy

∗
i

)(

∑

3

i=1
Daiy

∗
i

)

mφa

∑3

i=1
|ηai|2

, (31)

J Li

a =
mφa

(

∑

3

i=1
ηaiy

∗
i

)(

∑

3

i=1
Daiy

∗
i

)

∑3

i=1
|Dai|2

. (32)

Similar to the previous case, our model leads to
the appearance of the factor 1/3 in Eqs.(29) and
(30) [7].
Baryon asymmetry and Neutrino mass

Let us evaluate the baryon asymmetry that
emerges from the sphaleron process, taking ac-
count of the neutrino mass generated by the See-
Saw mechanism [8]. Under the circumstance of
Ki < 1, i.e. the weak washout regime, the final
efficient factor is reduced to the following form, de-
pending on TRH < mχa

, mφa
or TRH > mχa

, mφa
:

κf (Ki)

≃























4

15
Ki ×

(

TRH

mχa,φa

)5

, for TRH < mχa
, mφa

,

9π2

64
K2

i , for TRH > mχa
, mφa

.

(33)
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Here, Ki (the subscript i denotes the composite
fermion/boson) is conventionally defined as

KHu,li
χa

≡
ΓHu,li
χa

H (mχa
)
, K h̃u,L̃i

χa
≡

Γh̃u,L̃i

χa

H (mχa
)
, (34)

KHuL̃i

φa
≡

ΓHu,L̃i

φa

H (mφa
)
, K h̃uli

φa
≡

Γh̃u,li
φa

H (mφa
)
, (35)

and the Hubble parameter is given by

H (T ) ≃























62.8×
( g∗
228.75

)1/2

· T 4

T 2

RHMpl
,

5.01×
( g∗
228.75

)1/2 T 2

Mpl
,

(36)

where the former expression corresponds to the
reheating stage, while the latter is for the usual
radiation-dominated epoch [9]. g∗(T ) is the de-
gree of freedom of radiative particles, and we used
g∗ (mχa

) ≃ g∗ (mφa
) ≃ g∗ (TRH) = 228.75. Choos-

ing m1 = 3.2 × 105 GeV, m2 = 3.1 × 105 GeV,
m3 = 3.0 × 105 GeV, m4 = 2.9 × 105 GeV,
M = 1010 GeV and Λ = 2 × 1012 GeV and set-
ting h′

1i = −eiα, h′
2i = h′

3i = h′
4i = eiα (α : pure

phase), one derives the eigen mass [10]:

mχ2
≃ mφ2

≃ 3.16× 105 GeV, (37)

mχ3
≃ mφ3

≃ 3.05× 105 GeV, (38)

mχ4
≃ mφ4

≃ 2.94× 105 GeV. (39)

Given y1 = eiβ , y2 = |y2| eiβ , y3 =
|y3| eiβ (β : pure phase) and mχ4

,mφ4
< TRH <

mχa
,mφa

(a = 2, 3) for instance, we thus obtain

the total baryon asymmetry [11]:

nB

s
≃ 90ζ (3)

4π4g∗

24 + 4nH

66 + 13nH

×
(

−3

4

4
∑

a=2

ǫχa · κf (Ka)−
4
∑

a=2

ǫφa · κf (Ka)

)

≃ 5.61× 10−12Y 2

1

× sin 2 (α− β)

(

TRH

3.0× 105 GeV

)7

+ 5.36× 10−12Y1Y2

× sin (α− β)

(

TRH

3.0× 105 GeV

)7

+
(

7.62× 10−14Y 2

1
+ 6.14× 10−13Y 2

1
Y2
)

× sin 2 (α− β)

+
(

4.09× 10−13Y1Y2 + 1.24× 10−12Y1Y
2

2

)

× sin (α− β)

+ 1.39× 10−13Y 3

1
sin 2 (α− β) cos (α− β) , (40)

where nH is the number of the Higgs doublets that
equals 2 in the MSSM, and we define Y1, Y2 as fol-
lows:

Y1 ≡ 1 + |y2|+ |y3| , Y2 ≡ 1 + |y2|2 + |y3|2 . (41)

Besides, taking into consideration that the com-
posite fermions have the eigen mass of mχa

for
χa (a = 2 − 4) and ∼ M for ψ1,2, we estimate
the neutrino mass:

mνi ≃

√

Det
(

M†
FMF

)

M2 ·Π4
a=2

mχa

≃ |yi|2 v2u · Π4

A=1
mA

M2 · Π4
a=2

mχa

,

(42)

where MF is the 6 × 6 fermion mass matrix in-
cluding li which follows from Eq.(9). Meanwhile,
vu denotes the VEV (vacuum expectation value) of
the Hu boson. We then obtain the baryon asym-
metry for |y2| = 0.910, |y3| = 0.906:

nB

s
≃ 4.45× 10−11 sin 2 (α− β)

(

TRH

3.0× 105 GeV

)7

+ 4.00× 10−11 sin (α− β)

(

TRH

3.0× 105 GeV

)7

+ 1.26× 10−11 sin 2 (α− β)

+ 2.75× 10−11 sin (α− β)

+ 3.1× 10−12 sin 2 (α− β) cos (α− β) . (43)

This implies that the observed value of nB/s ≃
8.7 × 10−11 [12] is generated for TRH ≃ 3.0 × 105

4



GeV and sin (α− β) ≃ 0.51. Accordingly, we eval-
uate the neutrino mass:

mν1 ≃ 8.80× 10−2

( vu
170 GeV

)2

eV, (44)

mν2 ≃ 7.28× 10−2

( vu
170 GeV

)2

eV, (45)

mν3 ≃ 7.23× 10−2

( vu
170 GeV

)2

eV. (46)

We note that this spectrum reproduces the exper-
imental result [13]:

∆m2

21 ≃ 2.44× 10−3 eV2,

∆m2

32 ≃ 7.53× 10−5 eV2. (47)

Discussion and Conclusion

We showed that the composite singlets play a
crucial role in implementing thermal leptogene-
sis at low reheating temperature. On theoretical
grounds, our proposal is motivated by the observa-
tion that the composite SM quark or lepton would
lead to the Planck-suppressed Yukawa coupling of
the first (and the second) generation, so that u, d
quark/e− lepton can be made much lighter than
t, b quark/τ− lepton [14]. Provided that the neu-
trino sector should possess the same structure, we
constructed an explicit model that accommodates
TRH ≃ 3 × 105 GeV and the quasi-degenerate
neutrino mass without any relation to the GUT
breaking scale. Depending on the set of parame-
ters, successful leptogenesis could be achieved even
with a lower reheating temperature. For future re-
search, supposing that the composite singlets orig-
inate from the dual theory such as the Intriligator-
Seiberg-Shih model [15], our finding may be de-
scribed within the direct-mediated SUSY breaking
at metastable vacuum [16,17].
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