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Abstract

Recently there is a renewed interest in exploring the Dark sector of the universe in a more
constrained way. Particularly in [I], the FIMP ( Feebly Interacting Massive Particle) scenario was
shown to be realized with a minimal extension of the SM with three sterile neutrinos in the spirit
of ¥YMSM. In this paper, we show that without invoking any additional symmetries of the model,
we can realize the idea of ADM (Asymmetric Dark Matter) signaling a common origin of the
matter-anti-matter asymmetries in visible as well as Dark sectors. The model allows for a range of
dark matter masses, ~ 1 —100keV, with correct active neutrino masses through the Type-I seesaw
mechanism. Thus, the model explains the neutrino masses, Dark Matter abundance and replicates
matter-anti-matter asymmetry of the visible sector in the Dark sector, all in a version of the vMSM.
The asymmetry in the dark sector is manifested in the predominance of one parity of the heavy

neutrinos in the comoving frame, which should be determinable in the ongoing experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the context of current theoretical high-energy physics development, the problems of
tiny neutrino masses[2H4], dark matter[5], [6] and matter-antimatter asymmetry[7] could be
considered as few of the most important hints for beyond the Standard Model Physics.
Thus, a plausible extension of the Standard Model(SM) connecting the three would be
highly desirable. With this motivation, in this work, we introduce three generations of
right-handed neutrinos(N;,7 = 1,2, 3), to account for the neutrino masses. Further, on the
one hand, the lightest and stable right-handed neutrino(/N7) can be a Dark Matter candidate,
in the spirit of the ¥MSM [8][9][I0][11]. On the other hand, the out-of-equilibrium decay of
the same species in the early universe can naturally explain the baryon asymmetry [12][13]

via Leptogenesis[14][15] using sphaleron process[16].

The goal of this paper is to extend the possibility of such scenarios to accommodate the
asymmetric dark matter (ADM) scenarios. The energy densities of visible matter(VM) and
dark matter(DM) in the Universe are of the same order[17, 18], with Qpn/Qvm ~ 5. This
serves as a motivation to look for common origins of both sectors in cosmological evolution.
Observationally the VM asymmetry is [6] [7] of the order of 107!, Thus, a common origin is
expected to leave an imprint of this asymmetry also in the dark sector. This is the basis for
the framework of Asymmetric Dark Matter [19], 20]. Considerable subsequent developments

for the ADM scenario can be found in [2TH36].

This work is along the lines of references [1,[37], but differs from them in terms of the
dark matter candidate properties. In reference [I], the authors present a minimal framework
where the origins of neutrino mass, Dark matter and matter-antimatter asymmetry are
explained in a unified way. The significance of their work lies in the fact that they have
connected the small coupling required for FIMP realization with the smallness of the lightest
active neutrino mass m; . Such a connection provides a stable FIMP dark matter in the
keV mass range. Motivated by their idea, here we check whether such a FIMP scenario
can also accommodate ADM possibility. We find that with the addition of a singlet scalar
(¢) to their model, the Asymmetric FIMP scenario can be easily realised. Importantly, we
refrain from invoking any new ad-hoc symmetry to stabilize the DM candidate. The DM
stability comes out naturally within the construct of our framework. Such an asymmetric

DM has been discussed thoroughly in [30], and we make use of their ideas for the evolution
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FIG. 1. Schematic of our model framework. Here, N7 is taken as a DM candidate, and L, H refer

to the usual Leptons and Higgs doublet of SM, respectively and ¢ is the extra scalar singlet.

of asymmetries in our model as well. We also discuss the possibility of detecting such origin

of asymmetry in the Dark sector in ongoing experiments.

The outline of this work is as follows. In section [T, we briefly present the Type-I seesaw
mechanism responsible for neutrino mass generation. Section [[II] describes the specifics
of our model, including the flavor mixing through Yukawa couplings for both sectors. In
section [[V] an analytical expression for the asymmetric decay of Ny into the visible and
dark sectors is derived, considering the complex value of couplings. In the next section [V]
we obtain quantitative results for the cosmological evolution of Ny and asymmetries in both
sectors by numerically solving the Boltzmann equations. All the Detection constraints have
been discussed in section [VII} Finally, in [VITI] we discuss the outcomes and future scope of

our work. All the other relevant details and calculations can be found in the appendix [A]

II. NEUTRINOS IN TYPE-I SEESAW

The type-I seesaw mechanism for light neutrino masses, popularly known as canonical
seesaw, was originally proposed by [38-41]. Tt is the simplest mechanism that explains the
lightness of SM neutrino masses with the introduction of heavy right-handed neutrinos. Here
we recapitulate the essentials for reference. The right-handed neutrinos being singlet under
SM, are used to write down a Dirac mass term between SM neutrinos v;, and right-handed

neutrinos Ngi along with a bare Majorana mass term for right-handed neutrinos Nr. The



relevant mass terms for the type-I seesaw scheme are given by

Lrype—1 = Lty + Ly,
Ly, = — ZE[MD]akNRk+ h.c.

a,B
1 __
Lary = =3 > Ny, [Mg]jxNrit hee. (1)
4.k

The first term is the Dirac neutrino mass connecting both left- and right-handed chiral
fermions, while the second term is the Majorana mass term involving only a singlet right-

handed chiral fields.
1/, 0 M ¢
¥ o= () 5) 1 (2)
2 ML Mg | \ Ng

with, Dirac mass matrix (Mp)ra = yrav/V/2 where Y7, is given in Eq. 1’ The structure
of complex Yukawa matrix can be found by using Csasa-Ibara Parameterization. The weak

or flavor eigenstates defined for the left-handed (LH) and right-handed(RH) neutrinos are

as follows,
Ve, Np1
VaL = | Vur | » Npri = Npgo | - (3>
VrL Ng3

Similarly, the mass eigenstates for LH and RH neutrinos are given by-

141 N1
Vv, = 120} 5 Nk; - N2 (4>
V3 N3

The flavor eigenstates and mass eigenstates are related to each other as follows,

Vo = Uaiyi + Sa]N]c
Nﬁ = Tgkl/g + VB*ZNZ (5)
After a change of basis, the resulting mass matrix for neutrinos is given by,

0 |Mp
ME| My



is diagonalized by the unitary matrix

Uus
TV

The unitarity conditions VIV = Ig,¢ = VYT further yield

UT'+ SVi=0=5U+VIT
UUt+8ST=1=TT" +VVT. (8)
Within the diagonal basis of charged leptons and heavy Majorana RH-neutrinos, the light

neutrino mixing matrix V,, = Upyns and Vg = 1. As a result, the resulting mixing matrices

U, S, T and V can be expanded as

1
U= |:]13><3 — §MDM§1(MDM§1)T] Upmns (9)
1
V= {ngg — 5(MDMR1)*]\41)1\41%1} : (10)
S= M Mgz, (11)
= —(MDMﬁl)TUPMN& (12)

The simplified mass relations [42] for active light neutrinos and sterile neutrinos is given

by

_ M}
Mp = —UD mR"D 1= = y,v/ V2. (13)

Here, m; (M;) are the light (heavy) neutrino mass eigenvalues, ¥, is complex Yukawa matrix,
R is a complex orthogonal matrix, and D s, = diag(y/mi,/ma, /ms) while D - =
dlag( Vv Mla \% M27 V MS)

III. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

For implementing neutrino mass, leptogenesis, and dark matter asymmetry in a unified
framework, let us consider the most straightforward extension of the SM with one copy of

right-handed neutrino (NV;, i = 1,2, 3) per generation and one extra scalar singlet ¢. The

5



overall perspective of the framework is schematically given in Fig. [ The Lagrangian for

the model is taken to be

L :ESM+£NR+£¢>
Ly, =i Npp @ Npy, — ZyakzaL H Ny,

a,k
1

_5]\7_}%‘7]\4]16]\71{]C — )\]kQSN_jcszRk'}_ h.c.
A
Lo =m3e® + 10| + Ao ¢® (H'H)
+rg(H H)$ + h.c. (14)

In the Lgys part, not fully displayed, we use £, = (VL,EL)T and H = (¢0,¢)T as the
SM lepton doublet and Higgs doublet, the conjugate Higgs field is defined as H = it H".
And our primary interest will be the term haﬁzLaH (rs being the SM Yukawa coupling
terms for the leptons. We select a basis in which the A-matrix is flavor diagonal, i.e.,
haﬁzLaH lrg = haolraHlgo. The Npgy is a basis of right-handed Weyl spinors, which after
due mixing of neutrino, states give the physical Majorana fields N = N¢ The Ng; are
chosen in a way that the matrix Mj;, is diagonal. Thus the matrix y,; remains the source
of flavor mixing. The eigenvalues of M are assumed to be large to accord with the Type-I

seesaw mechanism.

We have assumed a hierarchical RH-neutrino spectrum such that the lightest RH-neutrino
becomes a dark matter candidate while the CP-violating and out-of-equilibrium decays of
the other two heavy Majorana RH-neutrinos explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry of
the universe via thermal leptogenesis [14]. The important feature of the model is that
after rewriting the Lagrangian in the mass eigenstates and extracting the interactions of
RH-neutrinos with W, Z boson, Higgs H and leptons ¢, it is possible to have decays of
Ny 3 — (H in visible sector and new decay channels Ny3 — Ny + H, Ny + Z, N; + ¢ in the
dark-sector leading to asymmetries in both sectors simultaneously. Thus, light neutrino mass
generation, lepton asymmetry, and dark matter asymmetries are simultaneously explained

in this next-to-minimal framework of the canonical seesaw scheme.



FIG. 2. Feynman Diagram corresponding to the tree level and loop level interaction of RHNs
and Higgs. These interactions are responsible for the Lepton asymmetry generation through CP-

violating complex phases.

IV. ASYMMETRY GENERATION

Dynamical generation of excess matter over anti-matter (also called Baryogenesis, or
abbreviated BAU), in the early universe is an appealing challenge to BSM particle physics.
The salient ingredients required for this to unfold were identified by Sakharov [43]. The three
”Sakharov conditions” relevant to us are (1) Lepton number violation (2) CP violation (3)
Out-of-equilibrium dynamics. Several approaches have been discussed in the literature to
explain Baryogenesis [14, (15, 44] . A fruitful approach toward this realization in the context
of neutrinos is the possibility of lepton number violation caused by the decay of Majorana
neutrinos. Decay of these heavy RH neutrinos whose mixing matrix carries complex phases
leads to Leptogenesis [14] [45] in the early universe. This excess lepton number thus generated
transforms partially into baryon number excess via sphaleron processes [16]. In our work,
we’ve used the thermal leptogenesis [46] to explain the BAU in the visible sector and the
handedness asymmetry in the dark sector.

The interaction lagrangian for RH neutrinos and SM particles can be written in fla-

vor basis as well as in a mass basis. The detailed calculation for which are given in the
appendix [A]

e The charged current interaction involving RH-neutrino N; and W boson is given as,

3
Loc = —% Z loSajy" PLuaW, +h.c.  [flavor basis]

Sy PLN;W 4+ h.c.  [mass basis|



Here, three generations of charged lepton are represented by ¢; and P;, = %(1 — 75) is

the projection operator.

e In the same way, the neutral current interactions involving RH-neutrino N; and Z

boson are given as,

g
Lne € = 9WZ { ;1 NW“PL(STS)

+{gﬂupL(UT5)ijj + h.c.H (15)

with cos 0y, as the cosine of the known Weinberg mixing angle.

e The most important interactions of RH-neutrinos /V; with the SM Higgs and the scalar

singlet is given as,

ENC—H (U9, M;N; + N;(S19),; M; N;
;[ )i (S18)i5M; ;] "

~+h.c.,

ﬁiv D) Ajk¢NRjNRk (17)

The first term */TEH v, (UTS )Z.j M;N; (or, equivalent interaction in flavor basis, Yajﬁafl Ng;)
in Eq. is the relevant term for thermal leptogenesis creating CP-asymmetry in the
lepton sector, which is further converted into baryon asymmetry. The out of equilib-
rium decay of Ny3 — v + h can generate required lepton asymmetry. The second term
i=h Y00 NG (S19);M;N; in Eq.(16) mediating decay of Nay — Ny + H and its CP-
violation comes from complex Yukawa couplings. Here, S is defined in Eq( . This term
generates CP-asymmetry in the dark sector, but the generated asymmetry is not sufficient
for the asymmetries in both sectors to co-evolve. Thus with the help of a singlet scalar ¢,
mediating interactions (Na3 — Ny + ¢) as in Eq., a significant asymmetry in the dark

sector is restored.



A. CP violations in Visible Sector

The out-of-equilibrium decays of the heavy Majorana neutrinos involve CP-asymmetric
amplitudes if the neutrino Yukawa couplings yi.(k = 2, 3) are complex. This CP asymmetry
afflicts the conservation of the Lepton charges L,(a = e, u, 7), the asymmetry (eg,) being
defined as _ o

D(Ny = I H) —T'(Ny — [,H)

(61a) = — (18)

Here, I'py is the total decay rate for N in the visible sector and is given as

I'pr = Z[F(Nk — laH) —|—F(Nk — Zaﬁ)]

« (19)
_ [yy' i My,
81

We work with the assumption of hierarchy M; << My << Mj, so that it is the decays
of the N, that essentially determines the sought-after asymmetries. The expression for C'P
asymmetry can be obtained by putting £ = 2 in Eq..

The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the decay of N, into [ at the tree and loop
level that contribute to the CP asymmetry in the visible sector (¢) is given in Fig. .
The analytical expressions for Is corresponding to various decay modes can be found in

appendix [Bl The expression for flavor asymmetry is given by

3 . §(x)/z;)
o= ~16n (R > {Im[hfha;(hih)y] 2=
= * (RTR) ..
+ 3($]/xz . 1)Im[hozih04] (h h)]l]}

Here, z; = M ]2 /M? | h is a general coupling variable, and the loop function £(z) as derived
in referencef47]is given by

£(z) = 2$[(1+x)ln(1+x) 2_5”} (21)

3 T T 1-z

for x; > x;. Summing the value for total CP asymmetry associated to the decays of N, over

all the lepton flavors is given as [4§]:

€ = E €la

3a M, 1 (22)

= — Im{ (y7y)2
167 M3 [ny]22 {(y y)23}
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FIG. 3. Figure shows a scatter plot for the allowed values of real and imaginary parts x and y of the
complex rotation angle in the R matrix, Eq. for various value ranges of asymmetry parameter
in visible sector(¢;) and values of active neutrino masses mgy and mg.The mass of Nj is taken to be

10'" GeV . The values of z and y are varied between 0 to 1.6.

Here, (y,);; denotes the Yukawa coupling matrix for the visible sector, whose expression
defined in Eq( and using this value in Eq., we get

Mo Im( m3R3;) — My Im(3 m3R3,)
j j

(23)

@ _167TU2 Zml|R21|2

With the assumed hierarchy M; << M, << M3, the above expression can be approximated

as:
J
K 16mv2 > my|Ryl? (24)
The structure of the complex orthogonal matrix R is taken to be
1 0 0
R= 1|0 cosw sinw (25)

0 —sinw cosw
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FIG. 4. Feynman Diagrams corresponding to the tree level and loop level decays of heavy RHNs
into N; and singlet scalar ¢. These interactions are responsible for generation of relic dark matter

N; with an asymmetry in handedness due to the C'P violation.

with w = x + 1y being a complex rotation angle.

Eq. can also be written simply in terms of mixing matrices @ , [11] as:

3 g\ Im[(S9)3,]
GZ—EMQM?’(QMJ 55T, (26)

using U matrix as [.
Inserting the values of masses(msq, m3 and Ms) and higgs vacuum expectation value(v)

in Eq., a scatterplot of ¢ as a function of angle variables x and y can be plotted as in
Fig. 3]

B. CP violations in Dark Sector

In the previous sub-section [V A] we see from Fig. [3] that asymmetry parameter in visible
sector ¢ is of the order of 107° — 1078, Therefore, the asymmetry required in the dark sector
must also be comparable in magnitude, given the fact that asymptotic abundance in the
dark sector only depends on its initial number density and the asymmetry Eq.. Keeping
the framework minimal and not adding a singlet scalar to our model leaves the decay modes
of Ny into N; via H,WW, and Z only, which are insufficient to produce the desired asymmetry
in the dark sector. Using Eq. to derive the asymmetry in the dark sector without adding

a singlet scalar gives the expression for asymmetry ep as:
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1 1
€D(H-channel) = —gmlm[(xb\,)gs]-f(%) (27)

Here, X' is the coupling for Ny decay into N via the Higgs channel. Using Eq. , ,
the final structure of Eq. turns out to be:

D(H-channel) — S 16M3} 9 M3
28
MEMEI((S'SSISV) oo (28)
My92 151951 S] s

Mz

Comparing the above equation with Eq.7 we see that given the expressions for S
and U matrices from Eq. , E[), the value of ¢ will always be many orders greater in
magnitude than the value of ¢p. Hence, the Higgs channel is incapable of producing the
needed asymmetry.

Thus, our model here considers an extra singlet scalar ¢ and sets lightest right-handed
neutrino N; as the dark-matter candidate. The out-of-equilibrium decays of the other two
heavy right-handed neutrinos N,, N3 can produce a non-zero CP asymmetry in the dark
sector, if the neutrino dark-yukawa couplings Ax.(k = 2,3) are complex. For simplicity,
considering the case of only N, decay, this CP asymmetry(ep) for dark-matter particles
through the decay of the heavy right-handed neutrino N, via ¢— channel, determines the

evolution of Dark Matter asymmetry and is defined as:
F(NQ — Nl.T) — FNQ — Nll’)

I'po

€Ep =

(29)
with © = H, Z,¢. Here, ['ps is the total decay rate for N, in the dark sector and is given
by:

[py =T(Ny = N1¢) + T(Ny — Nyx)

[)\/\T]22M2
8
The analytical expressions for I'’s corresponding to various decay modes can be found in

(30)

appendix [B]and the Feynman diagrams corresponding to the decay of Ny into Nj at the tree

and loop level via higgs(H), that contribute to the CP asymmetry in the dark sector(ep) is
given in Fig Using Eq., we have

3 M, 1
~ 167 M M\
where, A is defined in Eq( [B3))

€D

Im[(ATV)Z] =~ O(1078) (31)
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Evolution of visible & dark sector asymmetries
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FIG. 5. The plots here show the co-evolution of the visible and dark sector asymmetries from
the decay of heavy right-handed neutrinos after solving the Boltzmann Eq.. On the left, the
evolution of Ny abundance( red line) is shown with respect to the equilibrium number density of
Ny(black). On the right side, a plot is shown for the asymmetry abundance normalized to the
asymptotic lepton abundance of Al(blue dashed) and for Axy with mpy; = 1 keV (red line) and

mp1 = 100 keV (green dotted). The value of My, is taken to be 10! GeV.
V. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION OF THE ASYMMETRY

The generation of the Visible and Dark sector asymmetry occurs in the following steps,

A population of the heavy right-handed Majorana neutrinos, N, 3, are generated in

the early universe.

o At temperatures below My, ,, these neutrinos decay out of equilibrium to both sec-
tors (visible and dark sectors). The CP-violating decays lead to a lepton number

asymmetry in both the SM and dark matter sector.

e As the universe cools well below My, ,, the washout of lepton asymmetry via inverse
decay processes and its transfer between the 2 sectors, becomes inefficient, and the
asymmetries are frozen-in. The asymptotic asymmetry can, in general, be different in

the two sectors due to different branching fractions and/or washout effects.

e The SM lepton asymmetry is transferred into baryon asymmetry via the well aston-
ished electroweak sphalerons. The symmetric baryon component is almost entirely

wiped out by hadronic annihilations, and only the asymmetric component survives.

13



e In the Dark sector, the relic abundance is set by the major asymmetric DM component,

and the DM receives a Majorana mass given as M;N{ Nj.

The asymptotic asymmetries at late times, as calculated through observational data, are

expressed in terms of created asymmetry and washout parameters using [49]as:

YRS = emaYab(0) ~ 2.6 x 10717

GeV
YRS = epnpYah(0) ~ 2.6 x 107 (mi> (32)
X

Here,Y,%(0) is the initial equilibrium number density [50] of Ny and is given as Y4 (0) =
135¢(3)/4m*g* with gx ~ 106 being the total relativistic degrees of freedom at T ~ My,.
As shown in the next section, the washout efficiency parameters(n) in both sectors turn out

to be O(1) and imported in Eq.(32).

A. Boltzmann Equations

1. The cosmological evolution of the heavy right-handed neutrinos and the asymmetries

in both sectors are described by the Boltzmann Equations.

2. We introduce the abundance yield Yy, = ny,/s where ny, is the number density of
the particle Ny and s is the entropy density. Also, the evolution of equilibrium number

density Yy! is important for the analysis, which is expressed as:

45
2 g*

eq __
Ny —

(0.922K,(2)) (33)

Here, K, (z) is the modified Bessel’s function of the second kind.

3. We are interested in the evolution of the asymmetries Ya; v, = Yi v, —Yizrasa function
of time (or temperature T'), assuming these asymmetries vanish at early times, given

that N; is the Dark Matter candidate in the framework.

4. Thus, we solve the Boltzmann equations that include the N, 3 decays, inverse decays,

and 2-to-2 scattering of matter in both sectors. These Boltzmann equations can be

14



written in a schematic form as:

sH YN
2Y]</273 ’7d2,3 (YvT(Qzl3 - 1) + (2 A 2) ) (34>
Na 3
sHy [ (Yn, Ya
e L
+ (2 <» 2 washout + transfer) , (35)
sH, [ (Y, Yau
Nl Al = Vda3 | €1 <Y]$<21: - 1) - Flqurl
+ (2 +» 2 washout + transfer) . (36)

Here z = My, /T, H, is defined by s is the entropy density, YJS,Z‘,SJ’D are the
equilibrium number densities, Brp, denote the branching fractions of Ny 3 into the

two sectors and, 74, , is the thermally averaged N3 decay density and is expressed as:

My, K (2)

Vdo s = F1\72,3 (37>

w2z
. For simplicity, we focus only on the decay of Ny to both sectors. The first term
in Eq.(35 , is proportional to CP asymmetry (€,ep), and the second term is
proportional to Branching ratio Br(,—;/p) describing the effect of 2 — 1 inverse decay
processes leading to the washout of the asymmetries in each sector. The strength of
the washout effects, as discussed in [30] is defined on the basis of Br, and I'y, values.
Condition Br,I'y,/Hs < 1 marks the weak washout regime and Br,I'y,/Hs > 1
marks the strong washout regime. Here Hs is the Hubble parameter at T' = My,

8m3gx M3
=) DT 2N o104 (38)

H, = . ~
2 90 " Mpl

with Mpl being the Planck mass in GeV. Detailed calculations of the relevant decay
rates have been summarised in the appendix in a tabular form [ From there, the
branching ratio(Br, = decazovtvaiffi};g;o‘;ﬂt;emr) for visible sector, Br; ~ O(10°) with

Decay width 'y, ~ O(10%). Further, for Dark sector, Brp ~ O(107%) with Decay

width T'y, ~ O(10?%). Based on the conditions for the washout regimes, data indicates
that the dark sector lies in a weak washout regime, whereas the visible sector lies in a
moderately-strong regime. For our case, we neglect the dynamics in the evolution of
asymmetries due to 2-2 effects. Based on these conditions, Boltzmann equations [345306),

can be re-expressed as:
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FIG. 6. Plot shows the allowed values of Dark Matter candidate mass and the corresponding
asymmetry in the dark sector required to obtain the correct relic density. The plot assumes the
contribution to dark sector asymmetry only through the scalar mediator ¢ channel as contribution

through other channels is comparatively very low.

H Y,
° 2Y1/v2:—’7d( AL —1>

z Yo
SH2 YN
b =nfo (75 1)
2
sH, YN Yai
2y = —=—1)—-=%B 39
e Al Yd |:€l (Yﬁrg ) 2Yleq rl:| ( )

By putting all the numerical values into the Boltzmann Equations and solving it numerically
using MATHEMATICA(13.1) [51], the evolution of asymmetries in visible and dark sectors
are obtained and can be referred from the plot {4l Also, using Eq., we plot a scatterplot @
depicting the allowed values of Dark Matter mass(My,) and Dark sector asymmetry(ep)

required to produce correct relic density of DM.

VI. STABILITY OF DARK-MATTER

In this work, the lightest among three heavy RHN /N; is the possible dark matter can-
didate which satisfies the exact relic abundance. In the original vMSM model, N; has
mass ~ O(keV) to O(MeV'). This DM can further decay to the light particles as follows:

16



m=1.1x10""2 eV

X-ray constraints

Nv—
D ik 4
— Qh?=0.119

s s 1
107 10 0.001 0.100

My1(GeV)

Phase-space dengity constraints

FIG. 7. The figure shows constraints on N; mass and active-sterile mixing. The yellow region
(upper right corner) is excluded by X-ray observations and the green region (rectangular block on
the left), M; < 1keV by phase space analysis, which is the Tremaine-Gunn bound [53H55]. The

points on the (blue) line, not excluded by other regions, give the correct Qpjys in the present model.

i)- via off-shell W/Z: Ny — I l5vp, N1 — I q1Gy, Ny — 71Ty, Ny — Vlzll', N1 — vqq,
Ny — v)v;, N; — v and ii)- via off-shell Higgs: Ny — vll. The decay rates for these
processes are given in table [l For N; to be a stable DM candidate, its lifetime should be
more than the age of the universe. Out of all decays of N; the stronger constraint comes

from Ny — v [52].

9aG% . _ M,y b _
LNy = 102—47:;81112(261) M?P ~5.5x 1072 ¢? [@] s (40)

where, « is fine structure constant, G is Fermi’s constant and 67 = 3,_; 5 36% is the active-
sterile mixing angle. The allowed region of parameter space from X-ray observations in
02 — M, plane can be referred from the plot in Fig: It can also be inferred from the
Eq: that the entire allowed parameter space can accommodate a stable dark matter
candidate. Thus, the range of DM masses allowed from plot [6] satisfies both X-ray and
phase space density constraints. Therefore, the DM candidate in our framework is stable

without invoking any ad-hoc symmetry.
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VII. DETECTION CONSTRAINTS

After putting in all the numerical values into the Boltzmann Equations and solving them,
we show an asymmetric DM candidate N; being populated by the Cogenesis of asymmetry in
both visible and dark sectors. The model allows for a DM mass range within the KeV scale.
This mass range allows experimental and observational data from astrophysics, cosmology,
and colliders to constrain the framework’s parameter space. The constraints imposed on
heavier mass DM (>TeV) are already well-known and can be referred from [56]. Also, it is
established that if sterile neutrinos are produced via mixing with active neutrinos, then their
mass is constrained within 0.4-50 KeV, irrespective of their production being resonant or non-
resonant [52], 57]. Here, the lower bound seems to be fairly universal, but the upper bound
depends more on the particular model framework setting to yield correct DM relic abundance
and to also be consistent with the mixing angle constraints in relation to DM decays. In [58],
the various indirect detection techniques are discussed where the DM candidates are assumed
to be majorly sterile neutrinos. It is argued that a dedicated cosmic mission- an X-ray
spectrometer is needed to fully explore the signals of sterile neutrino-based DM. If such right-
handed sterile neutrinos exist, they will affect the observed flux of neutrinos from a distant
source, such as Sun or a supernova. Several experiments such as [59H63] are aimed to search
for these fluxes. Some models predict that right-handed sterile neutrinos could mediate a
process well-known in literature called neutrinoless double beta decay(r085-decay). This
process has not been observed yet, but several experiments, such as GERDA [64], EXO [64],
and others [65] are searching for it, as their observation would directly indicate the presence
of sterile neutrinos.[60], 67] and similar other works have studied the inter-relationship of

KeV-scale sterile neutrinos and the v053-decay.

The mass of scalar singlet ¢ needs to be greater than the mass of Ny, so as to not provide
a second DM candidate. Thus this puts a lower mass limit of ~ MeV for ¢. The relic
abundance of DM would contain the contribution from N; DM component as well, but as the
asymmetry in Dark Sector is of the order of 1071%, such a contribution is negligibly small and
can be safely ignored. In here, as also provided in reference [30], there can exist interesting
cosmological consequences depending on the mass range of ¢ singlet. Using [68], 69], we see
that the only constraint required from BBN in a model with extra singlet scalar is the fast

decay of ¢ into SM states to avoid late dissociation processes, but as there is no interaction
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of ¢ with SM particles in our framework, so such a constraint is evaded here. The presence
of a singlet scalar means that any real or virtual Higgs production would frequently be
associated with ¢ production, potentially leading to strong missing energy signals [70]. Any
scalar portal mixing for a singlet scalar ¢ from a term like k4(H"H)¢ in the lagrangian
is suppressed by considering k4 to be negligibly small. As this is a scalar singlet extended
SM framework, the constraints from astrophysics are generally less severe compared to a
framework with SM extended with a U(1) gauge group since a hidden photon couples to
electric charge and, therefore equally to electrons and protons, but this can be avoided in an
extended scalar framework. The nucleon-scalar(¢) elastic scattering cross section can also
be obtained for a parameter space region and compared with the current limits for WIMP

searches [71].

A totally sterile DM candidate can also be detected through its gravitational interactions
with other matter. Several experiments, such as XENON and PandaX, are searching for this
type of dark matter. For our model to be experimentally verifiable, data from experiments
like [72H74], could be analyzed to look for an excess flux of right-handed parity particles over
their parity-inverted partners of BSM neutrinos(Ng) in a specific comoving reference frame.
Such a signal would hint towards a possible parity-asymmetry in RHNs. An analysis of the
detection techniques for a FIMP DM can be found at [75]. Also, the model incorporates the
heavier RHNs at 101713 GeV range, which via flavor leptogenesis scenario can explain the
baryon asymmetry of the universe through sphaleron-like processes [16]. Right-handed sterile
neutrinos could also interact very weakly with ordinary matter through weak interactions
and neutrino mixings. Several laboratory experiments, such as MINOS [76] and LSND [77],
target for evidence of such RHNs through these interactions. Articles [78H81] sheds some
light on the result of these experiments in the context of KeV scale sterile neutrinos. The
model allows the CP violating decay of heavier RHNs into N; via scalar and vector bosons,
which in turn are related to the entries of complex Yukawa matrix y, given in Eq.. This
gives a stringent upper limit on the allowed mass of the lightest active neutrino mass(m;)
due to active-sterile mixing as given in reference [I]. In summary, there are several proposed
techniques for detecting right-handed sterile neutrinos, including oscillations, neutrinoless
double beta decay, direct detection, and laboratory experiments. However, the existence
of these particles has not been confirmed yet, though there have been hints towards excess

signals at different mass scales.
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VIII. CONCLUSION

We have obtained the possibility of Asymmetric Dark Matter by an extension of the
recently proposed model that accommodates FIMP within the vMSM paradigm. This has
necessitated the introduction of a scalar ¢, but without invoking any new symmetries to
stabilize the DM. The out-of-equilibrium decays of the heavier right-handed neutrinos are
shown to generate both the matter anti-matter asymmetry of the visible sector through
leptogenesis, as well as dark matter bearing a concomitant stamp of asymmetry. This is
shown to be possible for a wide range of DM masses, ranging from around 1 keV to a few
hundred keVs consistent with the known light neutrino masses. This provides an exciting
range of DM masses that can be probed for in conjunction with the signature of parity
asymmetry in the Dark sector. This should be accessible to the direct and indirect search
experiments that explore the ADM scenarios with the lightest right-handed neutrino N; as
the Dark Matter. Other scenarios of leptogenesis, like resonant or Dirac leptogenesis, could
also be tried within this setup to look for their relationship with the asymmetry in the two
sectors. This, in turn, can have implications for the mass of the N; so as to be consistent

with the visible sector asymmetry bounds.
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Appendix A: Interaction Lagrangian in mass basis

The flavor eigenstates and mass eigenstates are related to each other as follows,

Vo = Uaiyi + SajN;
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1. Interactions of Np with Higgs

The relevant interaction of N with SM Higgs:

3
9 5 (U
— Ly C mhuzl vi(U S)iijNj
p 3
/ot .
+mh”:1 N;(S'U)ijm;v;

3
g ¢/ ot

ij=1

2. Interactions of Ny with W, Z

Npg interaction with SM W is understood in a flavor basis and is read as

ngczi

\/§ (EW—FZLQ + EW_VLO!)

(A2)
which can be reexpressed in a mass basis as follows,
3 [—
Li = —% Z (3 Sijy" PLN;W, +h.c.  [mass basis] (A3)
a,j=1

Similarly, the interaction of Np with neutral current interaction via SM Z is given in
flavor basis

Z
Lyc

1 _
= — # — —(? —s2)l )
cos Oy (21/La’Y VLo 2(% Sw) Lo lLa

+SiE7ulRa) Z,u

becomes, in mass basis, as

3

g - )

—Lg C 5Cr Z, ”z:l B(U'S)79" PN

g 3
- C

+209w Zn Z N (S'8)iv" PLNG + hc. + -+,

2,j=1

(A4)
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Decays (r=1,9y=0.1)(z = 0.8,y = 0.08)|(x = 0.6,y = 0.001)
L Nosstaw 0.016957 0.013579 0.00982425
Decay in Visible Sector I'nosyu,z 0.0171987 0.0137726 0.00996427
LN H 0.016957 0.013579 0.00982425
I'noonN, H 1.09018 x 10726| 2.00607 x 10726 | 2.02565 x 10726
Tnosn, 7 8.42553 x 10727| 1.5504 x 10726 | 1.56553 x 1026
TN2s Ny 0.000994718 0.000994718 0.000994718
Decay in Dark Sector Dy Ny et 4.9719 x 10725 | 4.9719 x 10~% 4.9719 x 10725
Ly NN, 7.53857 x 10719| 7.53857 x 10719 | 7.53857 x 104
I 6.95828 x 1075%| 6.95828 x 1075 | 6.95828 x 10~
TNtz (@ 7 B)|1.71035 x 107%5] 1.71035 x 107 | 1.71035 x 10~%
Cyiizity, 163207 x 107 1.63207 x 107°° | 1.63207 x 107°°
3body decay of Ny D Niswalpl,  [3-14933 x 107°°| 3.14933 x 107°¢ | 3.14933 x 107°°
CN1ovavsms | 62842 107°0 | 6.2842 % 107°0 | 6.2842 x 10~
DNlosgugove  |2:45034 x 107°5] 2.45034 x 107°% | 2.45034 x 1075

TABLE I. Table shows the calculated numeric values for the decay rates of No in visible as well as

in the Dark sector and also the production and decay of Ny in all the relevant scenarios for three

different settings of angle variables x,y within the range given in plot Readers can clearly see

from the tabular data that the three body decays are negligible, making N; a stable dark matter

candidate. Also, ¢-channel has a maximum contribution in the production of Ny and hence creates

the asymmetry channel in the Dark sector.

Appendix B: Decay Rates of RH-neutrinos Nj.

If mass of the heavy RH-neutrino Vs greater than W, Z and H, then using the interaction

terms in mass basis, N, can decay into Hv, Zv and W/, respectively, if kinematically allowed.

The two body decays are on-shell, although three body decays could be via off-shell SM

bosons. The chosen values of important parameters are listed below:
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Input parameters:
my=1.1x10"2%  Amgm = 2.35 %1072 « 107%: Amy, = 7.5 % 10723,
mo = \/ Amge +m3;mz = \/ Amgg, + m3;
M, =107 M, =10"; M;=10"; vsm = 246;
010 = 33.48°;, 093 = 42.2°;, 013 =8.52°% =090 (B1)
where all masses are in GeV. The expression for partial decay widths are shown below and

their results are given in table[ll Also, the structure of coupling matrices are as follows:

3.5168083 x 10716 0.00159492 0.00598712
Y, = | 1.7778870 x 10716 0.0062654 0.00395143 (B2)
1.6273253 x 10716 0.00437137 0.0168468

and
1073 1076 108

ANy, = | 1073 1076 1078 (B3)
1072 1076 1078

Two body decay rates of No:

1. Decay of Ny to visible sector-

0| Sar|® (MZ — M3,)* (M2 +2 M3,)

I'(N, — ¢, W) = B4
(N )= i M M, (B4)
2 2
T(Ny = vaZ) = 9|San (M = Mp) (M +2M7) (B5)
“ 647 cos? Oy M3MZ,
2 2 2 22
g |Sak‘ (Mk - MH)
I'(N, — v, H) = B6
(Ne = voll) = == M2, (B6)
2. Decay of N, to Dark sector-
2 4 2 22
9% S| (ME— M})
T'(N, NH) = B
(Nee = Noll) = = "3, (B7)
2 4 2 2\2 2 2
g*[Su|” (ME — M3)" (M} +2M3)
I'(N, — N, Z) = B8
(N 17) 64r M3? M2 (B8)
)\%NINl 2 2
I(Ny = ¢Ny) =T'1 = W((MNk +mp,)* —mg) x
k
1
(Mﬁ,k + m‘}vl + mé — 2]\/[]2vkmi,1 — 2m?\71m§5 — 2M]2\,km§)) 2 (B9)
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3. Other processes that can produce dark matter N; are,

3/2
_ 2 4m?
(¢ — N\Ny) = T2 =~ <1 - m—§> (B10)

The last two decay rates [82, 83] in correspond to the two vertices in figure
going from left to right, respectively. The total decay rate will be,

['(Ny — NiN\N;) =T'1+T12 (B11)
_ M o[ A\

I(Z — N,N,) = —=2 "= 1710 [ B12
( 1 1) 247TU§M < MQ) ) ( )
I(H — N\N,) =280 7 (- L B13

( 1) 167 ( Mg) (B13)

(20, — (M2 — MR — (M2 + MDMR)
302

2 2
Me+M Me—M
L )y ()

|/\WN16| X )

LW+ — Net) =

Three body decay rates of No:

Interestingly, when RH-neutrinos are lighter than the SM bosons (W, Z, H), they even-
tually have three body decay modes with partial widths of Ny, in our present case is given

by:

1. For Ny, — { {5vs and o # 3 :

D(Ny — 0,0 vg) =T(Ny — 010,75 ]Sak| 192 ———= My (B14)

2. For N, — ( Ty, :

G

D(Ny = 0505 vs) = T(Ny = 05057,) = | Sar|” 109,

Mp((1+C})+Ch)  (B15)

3. For Ny — valsls

T(Ny = valgls) = T(Ny = Talsls) = | Sas|” M (C} + C}) (B16)

192 19273
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4. For, Ny — 1,073 :

2
F(N1 — Vauﬁﬁﬁ) = F(N1 — ﬁaﬂgyﬁ) |Sak‘ 196; 3 M;C? for a# B (B17)
‘Saﬂ MP4AC? for a = 3 (B18)

192 19273
5. For N — v4Qaqa :

F(Nk — Vaqocqa) = F(Nk — ﬁaﬁgﬂa ‘Sock‘| MkNC[(Cq) (01?2)2] (B19>

192 19273

6. For, Ny, — 02 qaGp :

G?
D(Ni = (o0u) = T(Ni = £00ut) = No|Soi| |Véien | o5 ME: - (B20)
where, No = 3 denotes the number of color degrees of freedom of quarks. C,, = % and
1 .9 .. 9
Cp = —3 + sin“ Oy, Cgr = sin“ Oy,
1 2 2
CZL = 5 — 581112 GW, CI% = —§ Sin2 GW,
1 1 1
C’g = —5 + § sin2 ew, Cd = 5 sinQ Qw, (B21)
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