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A model of (3+1)-dimensional leptogenesis, proposed previously by the authors, requires a CPT
Violating (CPTV) background of the Kalb-Ramond (KR) axion field. The KR axion is a pseu-
doscalar, which is dual to the field strength of the spin-one field present in the massless gravitational
multiplet in the theory of closed bosonic strings (compactified to four dimensions). Microscopic
models for the emergence of such backgrounds are provided both by low-energy string-inspired
gravitational theories with torsion (including (primordial) gravitational and axial gauge anomalies)
and by Einstein-Cartan gravity, a closely related simpler model. In this work we examine the pseu-
doscalar quanta of the KR axion in this background using the methods of effective field theory. In
our model for leptogenesis there is a single sterile right-handed neutrino (RHN) with mass mN . At
energies lower than mN , an axion potential is derived by integrating out at one loop the sterile
neutrino in the spirit of effective field theory. The stability of this axion potential is important for
the viability of our model. The vacuum of this potential is generally metastable. The stability of
the vacuum is determined by the ratio of the torsion-induced-axion coupling (which depends on the
string mass scale) to mN , which should be larger or equal to one, for the validity of our effective field
theory. The vacuum is metastable only for axion couplings much larger than the sterile neutrino
mass (large string mass scales, e.g. comparable to the four-dimensional Planck mass), with a lifetime
much larger than the age of the observable Universe. By contrast, if axion couplings are comparable
to the RHN mass the false vacuum is highly unstable, with a lifetime much smaller than the age of
the observable Universe; in this case the CPTV leptogenesis scenario is not viable.

I. INTRODUCTION: UNCONVENTIONAL CPT-VIOLATING LEPTOGENESIS

The observed baryon asymmetry (i.e. the fact that there is hardly any primordial antimatter) in the current
cosmological era of the Universe [1] implies that, at an earlier era (for times t < 10−6s),

∆nB (T ∼ 1 GeV) =
nB − nB
nB + nB

∼ (8.4− 8.9)× 10−11 (1)

where nB is the baryon number density and nB is the anti-baryon number density at at this earlier epoch of the
universe. An asymmetry ∆nL between leptons and anti-leptons1 is also expected to be of the same order of magnitude
as ∆nB (i.e. there are hardly any antineutrinos compared to neutrinos). The chiral anomaly in the Standard Model
(SM) is absent for ∆nB −∆nL = 0, which correlates leptogenesis and baryogengesis.

In SM it is not possible to find the required amount of baryon asymmetry in (1). For CPT [2–4] invariant theories,
Sakharov [5] states the following criteria for baryogenesis :

1. The existence of baryon-number violating processes in the SM (which happen to be non-perturbative)

2. C and CP violation [6] should be present so that the amplitudes for the processes X → Y + b and X̄ → Ȳ + b̄
are unequal ( where X,Y and b denote particles and the barred quantities their antiparticles).

3. Existence of processes out of chemical equilibrium

The observed CP violation in the neutral kaon experiments is insufficient to obtain the result of (1). There is no
consensus on the way to increase the amount of CP violation [7], since they involve fine tuning especially in the

1 Lepton asymmetry is hard to measure directly.
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parameters entering the one-loop diagrams associated with leptogenesis/baryogenesis; so the framework of Sakharov
remains qualitative.

Baryogenesis and leptogenesis require explanations which lie beyond SM (BSM). The existence of neutrino masses
also requires BSM.There is an approach to leptogenesis which builds on the see-saw model for neutrino masses [8–
15] and so connects two pieces of BSM physics. Gravity is also BSM physics and is addressed by String Theory, a
framework for BSM physics. We propose a solution to baryogengesis through a solution to leptogenesis incorporating
gravitational physics derived from String theory. Sphaleron processes [16] then convert lepton number asymmetry into
baryogenesis [17]. In such a scenario lepton asymmetry is generated first by means of decays of right handed sterile
Majorana neutrinos to SM particles which freeze out at a certain temperature because of the expanding universe.
In the conventional leptogenesis scenarios, within the framework of flat spacetime and CPT invariance, the effective
field theories require fine tuning of the parameters affecting the loop diagrams of the heavy neutrino decays (in the
Yukawa sector).

In an attempt to avoid this fine tuning problem, we discuss in [18–25] scenarios where a matter-antimatter asymme-
try in late eras is due to an appropriate non-Minkowski geometry in the early Universe. This geometry is characterised
by spontaneous Lorentz (LV) and (associated) CPT Violation (CPTV), due to the existence of appropriate background
fields of axion fields. In string theory these backgrounds cannot be arbitrary because of the requirements of conformal
invariance. The axion fields are dual to torsion in the effective four-dimensional gravitational theories obtained from
strings [26–30].2 Such scenarios appear viable from a phenomenological point of view and can be mapped to the
Standard Model Extension (SME) [31, 32] (see also [33]) which provides a framework for studies of the breaking of
Lorentz and CPT symmetries.

In this work we wish to extend the reach of our CPTV Leptogenesis model to encompass axionic dark matter, and
quantum torsion degrees of freedom which could be linked to axion-like particles. On integrating out heavy right-
handed sterile neutrinos (RHN), one obtains a shift-symmetry-breaking effective potential of the initially massless
gravitational axions (existing in the string spectrum). Applying effective field theory methods, we establish conditions
under which the (one-loop) effective axion potential leads to a non-trivial mass term, thereby making the gravitational
axion a potential dark matter candidate. However, in order to establish that such axions are viable as dark matter
candidates, we need to check the stability of the axion vacuum, which is determined through the corresponding
one-loop effective potential. We find that for high string mass scales, compared to the RHN mass, the vacuum is
metastable, with a life time much larger than the age of the Universe. This establishes that the gravitational axion
of the CPTV Leptogenesis model gives a viable candidate for dark matter. Given the geometric interpretation of the
gravitational axion as torsion in string inspired effective gravitational field theories, we thus establish a geometrical
origin of dark matter.

The structure of this article is the following: in section II we review for completion the main features of the
CPTV leptogenesis model. In section III, we review the relationship between geometry and axion-like particles in
both, string effective theories and Einstein-Cartan framework, which generically contains torsional spacetime. We
also perform a brief, comparative phenomenological study of these two frameworks. In section IV we construct the
effective gravitational-axion potential, obtained from integrating out heavy RHN degrees of freedom, and show that
for high string mass scales the resulting vacuum is metastable, with a life time much larger than the age of the
Universe. Finally, conclusions and outlook are given in section V. Some technical aspects regarding estimates of the
vacuum life time are given in an Appendix.

II. THE LEPTOGENESIS MODEL

In [19, 21] we consider leptogenesis originating from the tree-level decay of a heavy sterile (right-handed, Majorana)
neutrino (RHN) into SM leptons, in the presence of generic CPTV time-like axial backgrounds, assumed constant in
the cosmological (Robertson-Walker) frame of the early universe3. The resulting Lagrangian is given by:

L = LSM + iN /∂N − mN

2
(N cN +NN c)−N /Bγ5N −

∑
k

ykLkφ̃N + h.c. (2)

2 We are not able to justify the restriction of degrees of freedom to the gravitational multiplet found in closed bosonic string theory
because string theory is a framework which entails many degrees of freedom. Hence our approach is a phenomenological model inspired
by string theory.

3 For sigma models in bosonic string theories such backgrounds are known to be solutions consistent with conformnal invariance required
in the formulation of string theory [34].
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where LSM denotes the SM Lagrangian, Bµ is a CPTV background c-number BSM field, associated with physics
beyond the SM, N is the RHN field with (Majorana) mass mN , φ̃ is the adjoint (φ̃i = εijφj) of the Higgs field φ,
and Lk is a lepton (doublet) field of the SM sector, with k a generation index. yk is a Yukawa coupling, which is
non-zero and provides a non-trivial (“Higgs portal”) interaction between the RHN and the SM sectors. In [19, 21] a
single sterile neutrino species is shown to generate phenomenologically relevant lepton asymmetry. From now on we
restrict ourselves to k = 1, and set

y1 = y . (3)

In the scenario of [21, 35], the CPTV background Bµ is assumed to have only a non-zero temporal component [34],
which is taken to be constant in the Robertson-Walker frame of the early universe,

B0 = const ̸= 0 , Bi = 0 , i = 1, 2, 3 . (4)

In this case, the Lagrangian (2) assumes the form of a SME Lagrangian in a LV and CPTV background [31–33].
A lepton asymmetry is then generated due to the CP and CPTV tree-level decays of N into SM leptons, in the

presence of the background (4), induced by the Higgs portal Yukawa interactions of (2) [21, 31]:

Channel I : N → l−h+ , ν h0 , (5)

Channel II : N → l+h− , ν h0 .

where ℓ± are charged leptons, ν (ν) are light, “active”, neutrinos (antineutrinos) in the SM sector, h0 is the neutral
Higgs field, and h± are the charged Higgs fields4. As a result of the non-trivial B0 ̸= 0 background (4), the decay
rates of the Majorana RHN between the channels I and II are different, resulting in a Lepton asymmetry, ∆LTOT ,
which then freezes out a temperature TD. In [21, 22], a detailed study of the associated Boltzmann equations for the
processes in (5), and their reciprocals, has led to the result:

∆LTOT

s
≃ (0.016, 0.019)

B0

mN
, (6)

at the freezeout temperature T = TD : mN/TD ≃ (1.44, 1.77),where s is the entropy density of the universe (and
the numbers inside the brackets distinguish different Padé approximations, see discussion below). This implies the
phenomenologically acceptable values of the lepton asymmetry of O(8 × 10−11), which can then be communicated
to the baryon sector via Baryon-minus-Lepton-number (B − L) conserving sphaleron processes [24] in the SM, thus
producing the observed amount of baryogenesis in the Universe, for values of

B0

mN
∼ 10−9, at freezeout temperature T = TD : mN/TD ≃ (1.77, 1.44), (7)

The different values (a, b) of the numerical coefficients in the right-hand-side of (6), are due to two different analytical
methods (series expansion (a) and integrating factor (b) method [21, 22], respectively) used in the Padé approximant
solution of the Boltzmann equations associated with (5). With the value y ∼ 10−5 of the Yukawa coupling (3) , and
for mN = O(100) TeV [19, 21] we obtain a B0 ∼ 0.1 MeV, for phenomenologically relevant leptogenesis to occur at
TD ≃ (56 − 69) TeV, in our scenario. In [19, 21] the microscopic origin of the background B0 was not discussed in
detail.

III. ANOMALIES, TORSION AND MICROSCOPIC SCENARIOS FOR CPTV LEPTOGENESIS

The Lagrangian (2) is a phenomenological one, in which the microscopic origin of the Bµ axial background is not
specified. There is a microscopic origin of Bµ. It can arise in two ways:

• as string-inspired effective gravitational theories (SEG) [19, 36–41], characterised by chiral gravitational anoma-
lies and torsion in the early Universe [26, 28–30],

4 At high temperatures, above the spontaneous electroweak symmetry breaking, the charged Higgs fields h± do not decouple from the
physical spectrum, and play an important rôle in leptogenesis.
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• as generic Einstein-Cartan theories [42–44] with condensates of (the totally antisymmetric part of the) torsion,
which we describe briefly in this section.

The non-conservation of the axial current for the RHN due to the chiral anomaly [45, 46] is crucial for CPTV
leptogenesis. We commence our discussion with the more fundamental string-inspired case in the next subsection.
Subsequently we show that the Einstein-Cartan model has closely related features but has much simplified formulation.
We briefly compare and contrast the phenomenology of the two models.

A. String-inspired Chern-Simons Gravitational models

Effective gravitational theories arise from strings in the limit of low-energies compared to the string energy scale;
torsion consists of a totally antisymmetric component only, which is provided by the field strength Hµνρ [26, 47–49]
of the Kalb-Ramond (KR) antisymmetric tensor field [50] 5. The field strength is modified by the Green-Schwarz
terms [51], required for cancellation of the extra-dimensional gauge and gravitational anomalies in the underlying
string theory. This modification requires the addition of Chern-Simons (CS) (gravitational (“Lorentz”, L) and gauge
(Y)) anomalous terms to the curl of the KB field :

H = dB ⇒ H = dB+
α′

8κ

(
Ω3L −Ω3Y

)
,

Ω3L = ωac ∧ dΩc
a +

2

3
ωac ∧ ωcd ∧Ωd

a, Ω3Y = A ∧ dA+A ∧A ∧A, (8)

where we use the language of differential forms [52] for notational brevity.
In (8) H is a three-form, the symbol ∧ denotes the exterior product of differential (k, ℓ) forms (f (k) ∧ g(ℓ) =

(−1)k ℓ g(ℓ) ∧ f (k)), A ≡ Aµ dx
µ denotes the one form for the Yang-Mills gauge field, and ωab ≡ ωaµ b dx

µ is the one

form for the spin connection, where the Latin indices a, b, c, d are (SO(1, 3)) indices of the tangent space. The quantity
α′ is the Regge slope α′ = M−2

s , where Ms is the string mass scale. Ms differs from the reduced four dimensional
Planck scale MPl(= 2.43 × 1018 GeV in natural units ℏ = c = 1) . The four-dimensional gravitational constant

κ =
√
8πG =M−1

Pl .
The modification (8) implies the Bianchi identity

ε µ
αβσ Hαβσ

;µ =
α′

32κ

√
−g
(
Rµνρσ R̃

µνρσ − Fµν F̃
µν
)
, (9)

where the semicolon “;”denotes the gravitational covariant derivative with respect to the standard (torsion-free)
Christoffel connection, Fµν is the non-Abelian gauge field strength, Rµνρσ is the four-dimensional Riemann tensor,

and R̃µνρσ = 1
2ε
µναβ R ρσ

αβ , F̃µν = 1
2ε
µναβ Fαβ are the corresponding dual tensors, with

εµνρσ =
√
−g ϵµνρσ , εµνρσ =

sgn(g)√
−g

ϵµνρσ , (10)

with g the metric determinant, and ϵµνρσ (ϵ0123 = +1, etc.) is the Minkowski-space-time (totally antisymmetric)
Levi-Civita symbol.6 The right-hand side of (9) corresponds to the four-dimensional mixed CS (gravitational and
gauge) anomaly [53], and is a total derivative of the topological anomalous current density Kµ:

√
−g
(
Rµνρσ R̃

µνρσ − Fµν F̃
µν
)
=

√
−gKµ(ω);µ = ∂µ

(√
−gKµ(ω)

)
= 2 ∂µ

[
ϵµναβ ωabν

(
∂α ωβab +

2

3
ω c
αa ωβcb

)
− 2ϵµναβ

(
Aiν ∂αA

i
β +

2

3
f ijk Aiν A

j
αA

k
β

)]
, (11)

with Latin letters i, j, k being gauge group indices.
The torsion interpretation of the field strength H [26, 47–49], implies a linear coupling of H with the axial fermion

current
∑
i ψiγ

µ γ5 ψ, where the sum is over all fermion species of the theory: the kinetic terms of the fermions

5 Together with the dilaton and graviton, this field, of spin one, constitutes the massless bosonic string gravitational multiplet.
6 In this work we follow the convention for the signature of the metric (+,−,−,−), and the definitions of the Riemann Curvature tensor
Rλ

µνσ = ∂ν Γλ
µσ + Γρ

µσ Γλ
ρν − (ν ↔ σ), the Ricci tensor Rµν = Rλ

µλν , and the Ricci scalar R = Rµνgµν .
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contain the contorted gravitational covariant derivative which is linear in the contorsion [42, 54, 55]. The Bianchi
identity, (9) is implemented [28, 56], in the effective action (12), by means of a (canonically normalised) pseudoscalar
Lagrange multiplier field b(x); the path-integration over the torsion H-field yields [18, 19, 28, 36, 56]:

Seff =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
− 1

2κ2
R+

1

2
∂µb ∂

µb−
√

2

3

α′

96κ
∂µb(x)Kµ

]
+ SFreeDirac or Majorana +

∫
d4x

√
−g
[(

Fµ +
α′

2κ

√
3

2
∂µb
)
J5µ − 3α′ 2

16κ2
J5
µJ

5µ
]
+ . . . , (12)

where we use (11); J5µ ≡
∑
i ψγ

5 γµ ψ denotes the axial fermion current; Fd = εabcd ebλ ∂a e
λ
c with eµc the

vielbeins 7; SFreeDirac or Majorana denotes the free-fermion kinetic terms; the . . . in (12) indicate gauge field kinetic terms,

as well as terms of higher order in derivatives. The action (12) is valid for both Dirac or Majorana fermions. The
model described by (12) is a CS gravity model [53] with massless axions b(x) and fermions.
We note the presence in (12) of the CP-violating interactions of the derivative of the field b with the axial fermion

current J5µ. The coupling in this interaction defines the axion coupling, which in this case turns out to be:8

f strb = 96

√
3

2

κ

α′ ≃ 2× 102
κ

α′ . (13)

Moreover, integration over the quadratic H-torsion terms, yields the repulsive four-fermion axial-current-current
interaction term,

S4f−int = −
∫
d4x

√
−g 3α′ 2

16κ2
J5
µJ

5µ , (14)

which is also characteristic of theories with spin-1/2 Einstein-Cartan torsion [40, 42, 55]. In fact the Lagrangian
(12), except for the primordial anomaly term involving Kµ, coincides with the generic Einstein-Cartan Lagrangian for
fermions upon restricting ourselves to the case of totally antisymmetric torsion [28], which we shall review briefly in
III B, for completeness.

1. The stringy running vacuum model

The term proportional to Kµ in (12) is absent in the Einstein-Cartan model and will not play a direct role in our
analysis. It is indirectly useful however, in the stringy running vacuum model (RVM)[36–39], in determining the time
evolution of b in early eras. During inflation in RVM , the fermion chiral matter fields are assumed not to have been
generated; condensation of primordial chiral (i.e. left-right asymmetric) gravitational waves (GW) can lead to a
condensate of the gravitational CS anomaly term [61–64]:

⟨Rµνρσ R̃µνρσ⟩condensateN =
N (t)√
−g

1.1

π2

( H

MPl

)3
µ4 ḃ(t)

M2
s

≡ n⋆
1.1

π2

( H

MPl

)3
µ4 ḃ(t)

M2
s

, (15)

where H is the Hubble volume and remains approximately constant during inflation; in a weak gravity setting graviton
modes are integrated over up to an ultraviolet (UV) cut-off µ to produce the above condensate. In a string-inspired
effective field theory framework it is natural to identify µ with the string scale Ms. The dot above the field b denotes

a cosmic-time derivative in the Robertson-Walker frame, and n⋆ ≡ N (t)√
−g denotes the time-dependent number density

(over the proper de Sitter volume) of the sources of GW. We will take N (t) to be (approximately) time-independent
during inflation.

The condensate (15) will produce a linear axion-b potential in the effective action during inflation. According to the
model of [36, 38] only bosonic fields from the massless string gravitational fields in the action (12) are present. Such

7 Latin indices pertain to the tangent space of the space-time manifold at a given point.
8 In string theory, there are also other axion fields arising from compactification, which depend on the specific string model considered [56].
Such multiaxion situations can lead to a very interesting and rich string phenomenology [57–60].
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a linear term is reminiscent of models with axion monodromy in conventional string theory [65, 66]. The analysis of
[36] has shown that, as a result of the equations of motion of the b(x) in the bosonic part of (12) we have

∂µb =

√
2

3

α′

96κ
Kµ, (16)

which, for non-zero condensate value of the temporal component of the topological current K0 ≃ constant ̸= 0 during
inflation, where isotropy and homogeneity holds, implies the solution

ḃ ≡ ḃ =
α′

96κ
K0 ≃ constant ̸= 0 . (17)

We stress that such an axion configuration is linear in (cosmic) time and satisfies the conformal invariance conditions
in non-critical strings to be a consistent string background (see [34]).

As shown in [36], during inflation one can guarantee a consistent solution with K0 ≃ constant, provided:

1 ≃ 3× 10−4 n⋆

( H

MPl

)2 ( µ

Ms

)4
⇒ n

1/4
⋆

µ

Ms
∼ 7.6×

(MPl

H

)1/2
. (18)

The background (17) violates Lorentz and CPT symmetry. As a consequence, in case the fermions are massive
Majorana RHN, their interaction with the LV and CPTV background will acquire the form (2), where the background
axial vector Bµ of (4) is given by:

Bµ =M−1
Pl ḃ δµ 0 , µ = 0, . . . 3 , ḃ = constant , (19)

having only a temporal component.
If the background Bµ, which remains undiluted until the end of inflation, survives in the epoch of leptogenesis, it

would serve as the required axial background. However, in the model of [36–39], the (chiral) matter fermions appear at
the end of the inflationary period as a result of the decay of the unstable inflationary vacuum [67, 68]. This resembles
the (RVM) [69]. In RVM, the primordial CS gravitational anomalies in (12), may arise during a pre-inflationary
phase [38, 39] as a result of a primordial gravitational wave (GW) background.The source of the GW background
could be collapsing domain walls in theories with dynamically broken supergravities as a consequence of the formation
of gravitino condensates. At the end of the inflationary period the condensates may be cancelled by the gravitational
CS anomalies generated by the chiral fermionic matter at the end of the RVM-like inflationary period. In this case
only chiral anomalies containing the gauge fields remain.

That is, one has from (12):

b(x)
(√2

3

α′

96κ
Kµ;µ − α′

2κ

√
3

2
J5µ

;µ

)
= b(x)

α′

2κ

√
3

2

( e2

8π2
Fµν(A)F

µν(A) +
g2s

32π2
Gaµν Gaµν

)
, (20)

with e the positron charge, gs the strong interaction coupling, Fµν(A) the Maxwell tensor of the photon (U(1)) field
Aµ(x), and Gaµν , a = 1, . . . 8, the gluon tensor of QCD.
In this scenario, chiral gauge anomalies remain in general, as in (20). Nonetheless, in [36–39] it is assumed that

chiral anomalies (20) are yet to appear. ( In the scenario of [37] chiral anomalies appear at the QCD epoch, see
discussion below.) In that case, the equation of motion of the b-field (16) has a vanishing right-hand side, since the
gravitational anomalies Kµ have been exactly cancelled by the contribution of fermions at the end of inflation. The
resulting solution for the KR axion field in that case implies [36]

ḃ ∝ T 3 , (21)

where T is the temperature during the radiation era that succeeds RVM inflation, with the scale factor of the Universe
scaling as a(T ) ∼ 1/T . Because of the relatively short duration of inflation a temperature dependent background of

the form (21) is considered to be mildly evolving. In such backgrounds, leptogenesis follows the case of the constant ḃ
background of [35], a case analysed in detail in [21, 22], where it was shown that the basic conclusions of [35] remain
largely valid. Moreover, a full thermal evolution of B0 discussed in those works has demonstrated that the current
value of this LV and CPTV torsion-induced-axion background is well within the pertinent bounds [32, 33]

If gravitational and chiral anomalies are absent, for the chiral matter fermions (which are massless above the
electroweak phase transition temperature) the axial-fermion-current interaction term J5µ ∂µb in (12) vanishes as a total
derivative . An exception is the axial current of the massive RHN, which acquires its mass through various scenarios
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before the leptogenesis era [9, 32]. A massive RHN is necessary for our unconventional leptogenesis framework [19–24].9

So, even in the absence of anomalies, the RHN equations of motion yield:

∂µJ
5µ

;µ = 2 imN N̄ γ5N , mN ̸= 0 , (22)

which is used in the leptogenesis scenario of [21, 22] to produce an asymmetric decay of RHN into standard model
lepton and antileptons, in the presence of the background (21). 10

B. Generic Einstein-Cartan theory with quantum torsion

We have seen that the totally antisymmetric KR field leads to a totally antisymmetric torsion. In (3+1)-dimensional
spacetime this case can be generalised to generic torsion in the Einstein-Cartan theory [42–44]. In order to avoid a
proliferation of indices it is again convenient to use the language of differential forms. There are two independent
1-forms :

ea ≡ eaµ (x) dx
µ, ωab ≡ ωabµ (x) dx

µ. (23)

Latin indices denote tangent space indices at a point xµ, µ = 0, . . . 3 of a four-dimensional manifold. There are two
associated 2-forms. The 2-forms Ta for torsion and Ra

b for curvature are given by:

Ta ≡ dea + ωab ∧ eb, Ra
b = dωab + ωac ∧ ωcb. (24)

The contorsion 1-form Kab is by definition

Kab ≡ ωab − ω̃ab (25)

where ω̃ab is the spin connection in the absence of torsion
Since dea + ω̃ab ∧ eb = 0,

Ta = Ka
b ∧ eb.

In ECM [42] the gravitational part of the action on a spacetime manifold M is written as

SEC =
1

4κ2

∫
εabcdRab ∧ ec ∧ ed (26)

The torsion tensor can be decomposed into irreducible representations as follows:

Tµνρ =
1

3
(Tνgµρ − Tρgµν)−

1

3!
ϵµνρσS

σ + qµνρ (27)

with ϵµνρσq
νρσ = qνµν = 011. It is Sσ which couples to the axial fermion current through the following term in the

action [28]:

−3

4

∫
S ∧ ∗J5 ∈ Sψ , (28)

9 One may also generate (Majorana) RHN masses dynamically by assuming, as in [70], the existence of shift-symmetry-breaking couplings
of the axions with the RHN, assumed to be generated by non-perturbative effects, say stringy instantons, and as such are suppressed.

10 For completeness we note that, during inflation in multiaxion models with axions from compatification [71], periodic potentials may
be generated for the compactfication axions, as a consequence of world-sheet non-perturbative (instanton) effects at an energy scale
Λ1. Such structures co-exist with the linear-KR-axion potential due to the chiral-GW-induced CS condensates (15). In principle such
periodic effective potentials may result in observable modification of the profiles of GW during the radiation era, due to an enhanced
production of primordial black holes during the RVM inflationary era [71]. It should be also stressed that in some class of these RVM
models, depending on the parameters, one may have prolonged reheating periods during the decay of the inflationary vacua, which may
contribute further to the above effects.

11 We are free to switch between Greek and Latin indices as we choose.
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as follows directly from the fermion kinetic term

LDirac = ψ̄iγµDµ(ω)ψ , Dµ(ω) = 1 ∂µ +
i

8
ωaµ b [γa, γ

b] , (29)

upon using properties of products of three γa matrices. In the string framework this same coupling to the axial current
was present cf. (12).

The contorsion tensor has the following decomposition:

Kabc =
1

2
ϵabcdS

d + K̂abc. (30)

K̂ includes the trace vector Tµ and the tensor qµνρ parts of the torsion tensor. SEC is written in terms of the Einstein
Ricci scalar and contorsion as follows

SG =
1

2κ2

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
R+ ∆̂

)
+

3

4κ2

∫
S ∧ S∗ (31)

where ∆̂ = K̂λ
µνK̂

νµ
λ − K̂µν

νK̂
λ

µλ .
In string theory the KR excitation is expected to have quantum fluctuations, the gravitational axion, since the

excitation appears in the spectrum of the quantum string. In our effective field theory for the axion we quantise the
torsion (but keep the gravitational field classical) by using path integrals. From the classical equations of motion we
find

Kµab = −1

4
ecµϵabcd ψ̄γ5γ

dψ (32)

which implies

d∗S = 0 , (33)

and that Q =
∫
∗S is conserved.12 In parallel to the implementation of the Bianchi identity in the string case, we

require that this geometric conservation is maintained at the quantum level by introducing a factor δ (d∗S) in the
path integral (using a canonically normalised pseudoscalar Lagrange multiplier field b(x)).13 The torsion part of the
quantum gravity path integral is

Z =

∫
DSDb exp

[
i

∫
3

4κ2
S ∧ ∗S − 3

4
S ∧ ∗J5 +

(
3

2κ2

)1/2

b d ∗ S

]

=

∫
Db exp

[
−i
∫

1

2
db ∧ ∗db+ 1

fEC
b

db ∧ ∗J5 +
1

2(fEC
b )2

J5 ∧ ∗J5

]
(34)

where we have performed the Gaussian integration over S in the second line. Consequently the Lagrangian multiplier
field becomes the dynamical axion field. By contrast, in the string case, the target-space effective action, which
involves the torsion field Hµνρ, is an infinite series in powers of the Regge slope α′ [26, 47, 48]. Only on truncating
this series up to and including O(α′) terms, the resulting effective action is quadratic in the torsion field Hµνρ, which
results in (12). The higher order in α′ terms involve higher powers and higher derivatives of the H field, and so cannot
be integrated analytically. This aspect makes the Einstein-Cartan framework valuable and simpler for the study of
KR axions in leptogenesis.

The torsion-induced axion coupling in the ECM is

fEC
b =

√
8

3

1

κ
≈ 4× 1018 GeV . (35)

We remark that the fermionic part of (34) coincides with that of (12), for α′ = κ2. The totally antisymmetric part of
the torsion εµνρσ S

σ corresponds to the Hµνρ-torsion in the string theory model. However, the string-inspired theory

12 The reader should notice that (33) is the analogue of the Bianchi identity (9) of the string-inspired case, discussed in the previous
subsection IIIA.

13 Maintaining this constraint in the quantum theory will require appropriate counterterms [28].
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(12) of [36, 38] is also characterised by the presence of primordial gravitational anomaly terms which may be cancelled
by chiral matter generated after inflation[36, 38].

In the generic Einstein-Cartan theory the gravitational and gauge anomaly terms arise only at the one-loop level,
due to the axial current (see (36), below). Indeed, we may partially integrate the second term in the exponential in
(34) and note that the axial current has anomalies, both gravitational or gauge [23, 28, 45, 46]:

d∗J5 = −αQEDQ
2

π
F ∧ F− αsNq

2π
Tr (G ∧G)− Nf

8π2
Rab ∧Rab (36)

where αQED and αs are the fine structure constants for (electromagnetic) Abelian and (quantum chromodynamic)
non-Abelian gauge fields, respectively; Nf (Nq) is the number of fermion (quark only) flavours and Q2 =

∑
f Q

2
f where

Qf is the electric charge of the fermion with flavour f ; F, G and R are the field strength 2-forms of QED, QCD and
gravity (with torsion).14

C. Comparative phenomenology of the string inspired and Einstein-Cartan models

In the string-inspired models (RVM) of [36, 38, 39], in the very early Universe, an era of primordial gravitational-
wave dominance is speculated and may lead to the gravitational anomaly term to condense:

⟨Nf
8π2

Rab ∧Rab⟩ ≃ constant , (37)

via the mechanism of [61–63].
During inflation, the Hubble parameter is approximately constant H ≃ HI = constant, and, therefore, in the

presence of this condensate, the equation of motion of the axion b field stemming from the Einstein-Cartan action
(34) implies:

□ b ≃ 1

fEC
b

⟨Nf
8π2

Rab ∧Rab⟩ ≃ constant . (38)

If we assume homogeneous and isotropic fields, with dependence only on cosmic time t, b = b(t) during inflation; we
may approximate the above equation as (the overdot denotes derivative with respect to t)

b̈(t) + 3HI ḃ ≃ constant , (39)

which gives the solution (for large times)

ḃ ≃ 1

3HI fEC
b

⟨Nf
8π2

Rab ∧Rab⟩ ≃ constant . (40)

This background (40) remains undiluted until the end of inflation and into the early radiation era.
After leptogenesis in the Einstein-Cartan model, there is most likely no primordial gravitational wave dominance

and no condensate (37). On account of (39), there is an ordinary cosmic evolution for the (massless) field b in the
radiation era.

We next remark that the case (34), besides leptogenesis, has other possible uses: providing (i) axionic dark mat-
ter [58, 59, 74–77] and (ii) a solution of the strong CP problem [78]. The resulting effective action is:

Seff = S0 −
1

2(fEC
b )2

∫
J5 ∧ ∗J5 − αQED

πfEC
b

∫
bF ∧ F (41)

−
∫

1

2
db ∧ ∗db− 1

8π2

∫ (
Θ+

Nf
fEC
b

b

)
Rac ∧Rac

−αs
2π

∫ (
θ +

Nq
fEC
b

b

)
Tr [G ∧G]

14 In the string-inspired case of (12), it can be shown that the anomaly does not contain torsion parts, as the latter can be removed by
appropriate counterterms [72, 73] (see also [24]).
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The constants Θ and θ are associated with topological terms and have been kept in for completeness (and classically
do not affect the equations of motion). S0 represents the Einstein gravitational interactions, non-gravitational gauge
interactions and Yukawa interactions of matter. This model embodies the links with axion cosmology, and the b field
is at the heart of the connections. Using the action in (44) and (2) we have explored leptogenesis. Recently the
formulation used in (41) has also been investigated in connection with axionic dark matter. Although the model has
features similar to that of the QCD axion, the gravitational axion couples to the Pontryagin densities [79] of all the
gauge interactions in the model. The model could, for example, be a generalisation of the SM above the electroweak
transition; then all the gauge fields would have couplings to the axion through their Pontryagin density. Another
feature is the repulsive current -current interaction. This would be a contribution to the de Sitter nature of the
Universe which is however suppressed by the factor of (fEC

b )2 ((35)). There have been attempts to link condensates
of such repulsive axial current-current terms to the cosmological constant [80].

1. The axion model

Having linked, under certain conditions, the Einstein-Cartan model to the CPTV and LV leptogenesis scenario of
[21, 22, 35], with axion backgrounds b̄ satisfying ˙̄b ≃ const., we can return to the full path integral and quantum
fluctuations of the axion field. We write

Z =

∫
DgDψDψ̄Db exp [iSeff ] . (42)

In realistic situations with many fermion species i, we have:

J5
µ =

f∑
i=1

ψ̄iγµγ
5ψi. (43)

We will split the b field into a quantum b̃ and classical part b̄; the effective action (in conventional notation) can be
written as

Seff =
1

2κ2

∫
d4x

√
−g

(
R+

8

3
∂σ b̄ ∂

σ b̄− Ω

)
+ Sfree −

∫
d4x

√
−g ∂µb̄ J5µ

−3κ2

16

∫
d4x

√
−g J5

µ J
5µ +

8

3κ2

∫
d4x

√
−g ∂σ b̄ ∂

σ

b̃

+
1

2κ2

∫
d4x

√
−g 8

3
∂σ b̃ ∂

σ b̃+
1

κ

∫
d4x

√
−g b̃ ∂µJ5µ (44)

where Sfree is the action of a free fermion in a gravitational background, where we added a potential cosmological

constant, Ω, for the sake of generality. This background decouples from b̃ since the b̄b̃ term vanishes (provided∫
d4x ∂0b̄ vanishes).15 The term

∫
d4x

√
−g ∂µb̄ J5µ gives the model of leptogenesis represented by (2) with a constant

axial-vector background (4).

IV. EFFECTIVE AXION POTENTIAL AND METASTABILITY IN THE CPTV LEPTOGENESIS
MODEL

In our UV complete theory (see (44)) the axion has a kinetic term and a Yukawa-like interaction only . The sterile
neutrino has a heavy massmN and so at energies much lower thanmN , we can determine the effective potential for the
KR axion[81–84]. In order for our model to have implications for dark matter [85] and the strong CP problem [86],
it is necessary to determine the stability of the axion vacuum from the effective potential (using nonperturbative
semiclassical analysis on this potential) for our unconventional leptogenesis models [19, 21, 22].

Although the effective field theory can be obtained through analysis of Feynman diagrams [87], it is more convenient
to consider a path integral formulation where the heavy particle fields can be integrated out in the post inflationary

15 The constant background could have a small effect in the effective theory at temperatures lower than the mass of the sterile neutrino
since it affects the propagator of the sterile neutrino.
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action (12). This results in a local effective potential. When the heavy particle is a fermion, this procedure has been
studied for a large class of theories relevant for BSM physics and leads to the fermionic universal effective action
and is tabulated [88, 89]. This procedure for heavy fermion particles leads from a UV complete Lagrangian L to an
effective Lagrangian Leff , which is schematically given by∫

DNDN̄ exp

(
i

∫
dDx L

(
b̃, N, N̄

))
= exp

(
i

∫
dDx Leff

(
b̃
))

. (45)

In both Einstein-Cartan and RVM theories, the coupling of the torsion-induced axion to the divergence of the axial
current, has the form

Sb−J5

int = − 1

fb

∫
dx

√
−g b̃(x) J5µ

;µ , (46)

where fb is the axion coupling, given by (13)((35)) for RVM (Einstein-Cartan) theories.
In (44) (and also (41)) the heavy fermion is the sterile RHN fermion; we explicitly consider the contribution to (46)

from the sterile neutrino. The presence of the RHN mass implies a shift-symmetry breaking; hence we expect that
an integration over the RHN field will induce an effective potential for the gravitational axion, which could imply a
metastability of the axion vacuum in the Einstein-Cartan (and RVM) frameworks in the post-inflationary era16.

In the notation of [93] the interaction of RHN has the strucuture

N̄
(
/p−mN −X[b̃]

)
N, (47)

where X is parametrised in [88] as

X
[
b̃
]
=W0

[
b̃
]
+ iW1

[
b̃
]
γ5 + Vµ

[
b̃
]
γµ +Aµ

[
b̃
]
γµγ5. (48)

In our case the relevant part of X
[
b̃
]
is

W1

[
b̃
]
=

2mN

fb
b̃. (49)

The resultant effective axion potential (up to dimension 6 operators 17) is:

Veff [b] = a2

(
W1

[
b̃
])2

+ a4

(
W1

[
b̃
])4

+ a6

(
W1

[
b̃
])6

(50)

where

a2 = 4m2
N

(
1− 1

2
ln
m2
N

µ2

)
, (51)

a4 =
5

6
− ln

m2
N

µ2
, (52)

and

a6 = − 1

3m2
N

. (53)

In the above formulae, µ is a transmutation mass scale in the effective theory defined by the heavy RHN mass scale
mN ∼ 105 GeV in the model of [19, 21, 22]. We note that in our framework one has to have fb ≳ mN , for our effective
field theory to be valid.

16 There are independnet mechanisms for the mass of the gravitational axion, which have been investigated using Schwinger-Dyson
analyses [90] and modifications of arguments for the mass of the QCD axion in a different era of the Universe [91, 92].

17 Using [81] we note that the subdominant dimension 8 operator gives a positive contribution to the effective potential.
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In our case the large mass mN plays the rôle of an ultraviolet cutoff for the effective theory. One may do a
matching [94] at18

mN ≃ µ , (55)

and run the scale µ in the regime

µ ≲ mN , (56)

to lower values until one hits an experimentally measurable physical mass scale. In our system, such a mass scale
would be the axion b mass mb. The latter is generated by the integration of the heavy RHN, which induces an effective
KR axion mass given by:

m2
b = 32

m4
N

f2b

(
1− 1

2
ln[
m2
N

µ2
]
)
. (57)

• For the string model (12), with the maximum allowed value of fb ∼ 2× 102 κ−1( for the case α′ ∼ κ2 (cf. (13)),
and µ ∼ mN ≪ fb of order 10

5 GeV (as in the model of [21, 22, 35]), we obtain from (57) axion masses of order
mb ∼ 0.14 eV. This mass is too large for the KR axion in this model to play the role of the QCD axion (of
O(10) µeV), in contrast to the expectations of [37, 92].

• However, this mass is within the range of an axion-like-particle (ALP) dark matter component [58, 59]. Indeed,
an acceptable ALP mass range, consistent with astrophysical and cosmological constraints [60], is: 10−20 eV ≲
mALP ≲ eV. Hence, due to (13), the upper bound on the ALP mass is quite restrictive for the string scale in
such models, allowing only models with large string mass scales close to (i.e. at most a couple of orders away
from) the Planck mass. This is also consistent with the Einstein-Cartan model (35).

• We observe from (57), that, as the scale µ runs towards smaller values within the regime (56), m2
b is non-negative

provided

ln
(mN

µ

)
≤ 1 ⇒ µ ≳ e−1mN , (58)

where the saturation of the inequality implies zero axion mass generation by this mechanism. Therefore we
cannot run µ to values lower than e−1mN , if we do not want to have tachyonic behaviour [96] in the axion
sector.19 As follows from (51), this result is independent of the magnitude of the field b. Taking into account
(56), we thus obtain the allowed regime of running of µ:

e−1mN ≲ µ ≲ mN . (59)

• In the region (58) (and hence also for (55)), the effective potential (50) appears stable up to order b4 in the
axion self-interaction. From (53), however, we observe that the potential is unstable at sixth order in powers of
the field b(x), for sufficiently large fields b2 > f2b . Following methods applied to the study of the (meta)stability
of a (false) vacuum [97, 98], such as the Higgs boson under the assumption of new physics [99–101], we may
calculate the tunnelling time of an unstable vacuum by first looking for the bounce solution (tree level in the
effective theory) [97] to the Euclidean equation of motion, and then computing the quantum fluctuations on top
of the classical solution [98].

18 We note, for completeness, that the µ-dependent logarithms should be considered as in [89] to include poles in the dimensional regular-
isation with spacetime dimensions d = 4− ϵ, ϵ → 0+ , i.e. the poles can be recovered by the replacement

−ln
(m2

N

µ2

)
→

1

ϵ
− ln

(m2
N

µ2

)
, (54)

Hence in the MS regularisation scheme, where only the residues of the poles 1
ϵ
are kept in the analysis, one can implement the matching

(55) safely. A more detailed dependence of the effective potential on µ may be studied with the renormalisation group [95], when we
embed our toy theory in a more phenomenological realistic effective low-energy theory obtained from the underlying string theory model.
This will not be the topic of discussion in this work.

19 Of course here we are assuming that there are no large additional contributions to the mass of the axion from other mechanisms
which could off-set any negative contribution. In particular, we note that because of the coupling of the axion to the gauge Chern-
Simons anomalous interactions as mentioned above, there are contributions to the axion effective potential from instantons in Quantum
Chromodynamics,. These contributions, however, lead to a very small positive axion mass, thus not affecting our conclusions.
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V(b)/mN
4

b/fb
0

0

FIG. 1: The quartic and sixth-order interactions in the effective axion potential (60) in units of mN vs. b/fb at µ = mN

(V [b]/(2mN )4 = (b/fb)
4 (5/6− (4/3) (b/fb)

2). The second derivative of the potential vanishes at the local minimum < b >= 0,
which leads to the flatenning of the potential around that minimum. The corresponding Euclidean potential, obtained upon
applying (62), corresponds to a Higg-like potential, where the local maxima bmax = ±η in the figure correspond to non-trivial
minima, at which the bounce solutions are calculated.

From the Higgs-potential analogue in [101],20 we may rewrite the effective potential (50) for relatively large values of
the field b, relevant for the metastability argument, as:

Veff [b] ≃
λeff(b, µ)

4
b4 , λeff(b, µ) ≡

26m4
N

f4b

[5
6
− ln(

m2
N

µ2
)− 4

3 f2b
b2
]
. (60)

Under assumption (56), for values of b such that

b2

f2b
>

5

8
− 3

2
ln
(mN

µ

)
, (61)

the effective self-interaction coupling λeff defined in (60) changes sign from positive to negative, thus triggering a
potential instability (see fig. 1). In the MS scheme, in which (55) is valid, the instability arises for values of b ≳ 0.79 fb.
To estimate the false vacuum lifetime, we remark that we write the effective potential in the form (60), and reverse

the sign of the coupling [97, 98]

λeff → λ
(E)
eff = −λeff (62)

for a ϕ4 Euclidean scalar theory; there are known bounce solutions, used in the estimation of the tunnelling time of
the false vacuum [97, 98]. Because of (62) and (55) (in the MS scheme), , the potential (60) of fig. 1 is reversed in
sign, thus acquiring a Higgs-like form, where the local unstable maxima at b = ±η (cf. Fig. 1) correspond (in the
Euclidean case) to non-trivial minima:

η

fb
≃ 0.65 . (63)

Then, following [97, 98], the (inverse of the) tunnelling time τ (lifetime) of the false vacuum is computed as:

τ−1 = T−3
U

1

4π2
S2[bb]

∣∣∣ det′(−□+ V ′′(bb)

det(−□+ V ′′(< b >))

∣∣∣−1/2

e−S(bb) , (64)

20 The potential (50) has even powers of the field, hence the pseudoscalar nature of the field is not relevant for our considerations here.
The effective potential here resembles the effective potential appearing in the analysis of the (meta)stability of the Higgs vacuum; we
follow that analysis in determining the stability of the axion potential.
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where < b > denotes the vacuum expectation value that minimises the quartic axion potential, in terms of which the
bounce is found: in this case < b >= 0; bb = b(r2) (where r2 = xµEx

µ
E) is the Euclidean (E) solution for the bounce;

S[bb] is the action for the bounce; the notation det′ means that the zero-modes are excluded in the computation of
the determinant; a a prime over the potential V denotes derivative with respect to the axion field b; the quantity
TU denotes the the age of the Universe and is estimated by the cosmological data [1] to be 13.8 billion years, or in
reduced Planck-mass units

TU ≃ 1.6× 1060MPl (65)

The boundary between the metastability and instability regions of the axion potential is τ = TU , with τ > (<)TU
indicating a metastable (unstable) vacuum.

The action of the bounce S[bb] for the model involving the b6 unstable terms in the potential (60), can be calculated
numerically only [101, 102], extending standard methods [97, 99], to obtain:

S[b
(1)
b ] ≃

(
1− (γ + 1)4

) 8π2

3|λeff(bb, µ)|
, (66)

where

γ ≡ −
λ
(E)
eff

λ(E)

1

1 +
λ
(E)
6

λ(E)

η2

f2
b

, (67)

and λ(E) < 0 denotes the coupling of the inverted standard b4 scalar potential, V (b) = 1
4λ

(E) b4, without the b6

corrections, and the coefficient λ6 defines the b6 corrections in the (Euclideanised) potential (60), which (on assuming
the MS-scheme condition (55)) we write in the form :

V (E) =
5

6
λ0 b

4 − 1

3
λ0

b6

f2b
, λ0 ≡ −24

m4
N

f4b
. (68)

As becomes clear from its form (cf. the inverted analogue of fig. 1), the Euclidean potential (68) can be well
approximated with just the inverted ϕ4 potential for b ≲ η. Following the general method of [99], which was used
in [101] to estimate the lifetime of the Higgs (false) vacuum from new physics corrections, it suffices to evaluate the
lifetime τ of the false vacuum associated with the potential (68), and λeff at the point where the bounce bb ∼ η, with
η given by (63).

From (68), (67), we therefore have that at such values of bb

γ = −
λ
(E)
eff

λ(E)

1

1 +
λ
(E)
6

λ(E)

η2

f2
b

≃
−1 + 8

5 (
η
fb
)2

1− 2
5 (

η
fb
)2

(63)
≃ −0.324

0.831
≃ −0.39 . (69)

According to the (numerical) analysis for the existence of bounce solutions performed in [101, 102], such solutions
do exist, provided 0 > γ > −1, which is satisfied by (69) for our axion system. Indeed, the (approximate) bounce
solutions of the Euclidean equations of motion for the b6-corrected potential are given by [101, 102]:

b
(1)
b (r) =

{ 2η − η2
√

|λeff |
8

r2+R
2

R
0 < r < r√

8
|λeff |

R

r2+R
2 r > r ,

(70)

where r2 = 8 γ

λ
(E)
eff η

2
(1 + γ) > 0, and R

2
= 8

|λeff |
γ2

η2 , which confirms explicitly our earlier assertion that the bounce

solution exists only for 0 > γ > −1 [101, 102].
The analysis of [101] also shows that there are other approximate bounce solutions for the range of b ≪ fb, which

are those of the original b4 scalar potential V (b) = λ
4 b

4, of the form:

b
(2)
b (r) =

√
2

|λeff |
2R

r2 +R2
, (71)
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where the size R of these bounces can take any value in the range η−1
√

8
|λeff | < R < ∞. The Euclidean action of

such bounces is independent of R and of the form of the standard scalar λ
4 b

4 potential [97]:21

S[b
(2)
b ] ≃ 8π2

3|λ|
. (72)

The explicit computation of the determinant factors in (64) for the bounce solution yields the formula for the total
width Γ of the false vacuum corresponding to (68) (in the concrete case of, say, two (approximate) bounce solutions

bb, b
(2)
b , assumed to have been selected by quantum corrections to the action):

Γ =
1

τ
∼
∑
i=1,2

1

TU

T 4
U

R
(i)4
b

e−S[b
(i)
b ] e−∆Si (73)

where i = 1, 2 labels the bounce solutions (70) and (71), respectively, with sizes R
(i)
b , bounce actions S[b

(i)
b ] in (66),

(72), and ∆Si the loop corrections to the bounce actions. When the axion potential (68) (or, equivalently (60)) is
generated at one loop, we set

∆Si = 0 , i = 1.2 , (74)

to avoid overcounting of the quantum corrections.
On taking into account (69), the actions (72) and (66) of the two bounce solutions are of the same order:

S[b
(1)
b ]

S[b
(2)
b ]

=
(
1− (γ + 1)4

) |λ|
|λeff |

=
1− (γ + 1)4

1− 2
5 (

η
fb
)2

(63)
≃ 0.86

0.83
≃ 1.04 . (75)

This differs from the standard Higgs-potential case [101–103], where the “new-physics” bounce solutions (from powers
of the Higgs scalar higher than four), lead to actions that are smaller by several orders of magnitude [101] from the
action of the standard ϕ4 bounce. Thus, in our case, such solutions will not affect the order of magnitude of the
estimate of the lifetime of the false vacuum based only on the bounce solution bb (70). Hence we restrict ourselves
only to the bounce i = 1, corresponding to (68), in (73), and set the renormalisation group (RG) scale equal to the
size of the bounce,

µ = 1/R(1) . (76)

We select µ to maximise the tunnelling probability [103]. Although we have taken the bounce to be the classical
Euclidean solution (to the equations of motion corresponding to the effective potential (68) assuming(55)), when
calculating the lifetime we take into account one-loop corrections, by using running couplings. Explicitly the couplings
in the respective formulae are replaced by the running ones evaluated at the point b ∼ η, with η given by (63), while
we set the RG scale equal to the bounce size (76) that minimizes the lifetime.

On account of (74), we consider only the bounce i = 1 in (73), and set ∆S1 = 0. Hence, we evaluate the (minimal)
lifetime τ at a bounce size which maximises the probability of tunnelling of the false vacuum, using the formula:

τ = TU min
µ

T (µ) , T (µ) ∼ T−4
U µ−4 exp

( 8π2

3|λeff(η, µ)|

)
. (77)

Here µ is the running RG scale at the value that minimises the quantity T (µ) [101, 102], which is indicated by the
“min

µ
” symbol in (77).

The running of the λeff with the RG scale requires further analysis if one wishes to include higher-loop corrections to
the masses and wave-function renormalization of the KR axion field b(x); our analysis suffices since we are interested
only in the leading estimate of the tunnelling time, compared with TU .
We observe that, in the case that the effective coupling λeff in (60) is positive (λeff > 0), it increases with the RG

scale µ, since:

dλeff
dlnµ

= 27
m4
N

f4b
> 0 , (78)

21 The degeneracy with respect to the size of the bounce is lifted by considering one-loop corrections, which are calculated on top of the
classical solutions, and which select one particular value for the size.
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on assuming bare quantities for mN and b, i.e. ignoring mass and wave-function renormalization effects to leading
order 22.

Let us suppose, for concreteness, fb ≫ mN (e.g. either generic Einstein-Cartan torsion models (35), or string-
inspired models in which α′ ∼ κ2). In such cases, at an initial UV cut-off scale µ0 of the effective theory, which can
be set to be the heavy RHN mass µ0 = mN ∼ 105 GeV of the CPTV leptogenesis model of [35], the effective coupling
λeff (in the Minkowski-spacetime effective potential) takes on the value:

λeff(b ≃ η, µ = mN ) ≃ 17.3×
(mN

fb

)4
≪ 1 , (79)

with the scale η being given by (63). Thus, due to (78), λeff(µ) becomes smaller as we decrease µ, until µ reaches a
value for which λeff vanishes, and then becomes negative.

From (77) we then observe formally that when λeff > 0 there is no minimum of τ , unless µ→ ∞, in which case, as
we observe from (60) and (77), τ → 0 (we assume that the fields b < fb, are such that λeff does not vanish). Indeed,
for λeff > 0, we have

d

dµ

( 1

λeff

)
= − 1

λ2eff

1

µ

27m4
N

f4b
< 0 . (80)

Thus, passing onto the Euclidean spacetime to compute quantities associated with the lifetime τ , we have (with the
index (E) denoting Euclidean quantities):

δτ

δµ
= −4T−4

U µ−5 e
8π2

3|λ(E)
eff

| + T−4
U µ−4 8π2

3

d

dµ

( 1

|λ(E)
eff |

)
e

8π2

3|λ(E)
eff

| < 0 , on account of (80) . (81)

On the other hand,

δ2τ

δµ2
= 20T−4

U µ−6 e
8π2

3|λ(E)
eff

| − 4T−4
U µ−5 8π2

3

d

dµ

( 1

|λ(E)
eff |

)
e

8π2

3|λ(E)
eff

| + T−4
U µ−5

[8π2

3

d

dµ

( 1

|λ(E)
eff |

)]2
e

8π2

3|λ(E)
eff

|

− 4T−4
U µ−5 e

8π2

3|λ(E)
eff

| 8π
2

3

d

dµ

( 1

|λ(E)
eff |

)
> 0 , on account of (80) . (82)

Thus, there is a monotonic decrease of τ(µ) in this case, with the (trivial) minimum occurring for µ→ ∞, for which
τ = 0.

Minimisation of τ , on the other hand, occurs for negative λeff < 0. Indeed it can be readily seen that the mimimum
of T (µ) occurs for µ = µmin such that:

1 =
28 π2

3λ2eff(b, µmin)

m4
N

f4b
⇒ λ

(−)
eff (b, µmin) = −24 π√

3

m2
N

f2b
⇒ ln

( m2
N

µ2
min

)
=

5

6
+

π

4
√
3

f2b
m2
N

− 4

3

b2b
f2b

. (83)

To estimate the µmin in (83) we need to know an estimate of the bounce solution of the effective potential (60).
Following [99, 102] we set bb ∼ η ((63)) in the estimation of λeff that enters the formula (77) for the computation of
the false-vacuum life time. In the full theory, to which the axion system under consideration is embedded, one needs
to compute loop corrections to the running λeff(η, µ), and use such complete expressions in the estimate of the life
time τ using (77).

From (83) we observe that for the CPTV leptogenesis model of [35], for which fb ∼ O(MPl) ≫ mN ∼ 105 GeV the
minimum µmin ≪ mN , approaching zero for all practical purposes (infrared fixed point). Such minima correspond
to very-large-size R ∼ µ−1

min instantons. In such a regime of µ, the lifetime of the vacuum (77) can be very large

(practically infinite), as follows from the very small value (cf. (83)) of |λ(−)
eff (b, µmin)| ≪ 1, for mN ≪ fb which

characterises the model of leptogenesis of [35]:

τ(µ = µmin)

TU
∼ 6.5× 10−240

(MPl

mN

)4
e

5π
4
√

3

f2
b

m2
N . (84)

22 The latter depend on the underlying detailed microscopic model for the KR axion which we ignore in this work.
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In this region of µ the KR axion acquires a negative mass square, which, in combination with the fact that the entire
axion potential (50) is negative in this case, leads to a stable situation in which the KR axion appears as a tachyon
matter field with negative unstable potential energy. Such a phase is unphysical, and thus we discard it. Nonetheless,
it is worth noting that in our simplified system the tachyon appears as a metastable phase of the leptogenesis model
of [35], with a lifetime much longer than the age of the Universe, τ(µ = µmin) ≫ TU , provided fb ≫ mN , which is the
case of either Einstein-Cartan torsion theories (35), or large-scale string theories with α′ ∼ κ2 (13). However, for low

string mass scales
√
α′ = M−1

s ≫ κ = M−1
Pl , for instance, such that fb ≃ mN (13), we see that the vacuum is highly

unstable, with τ ≪ TU .
On the other hand, for µ = mN , which is the regime of interest to us, if we want to generate dynamically an axion

mass in a regime relevant to DM interpretations of the KR axion, the lifetime of the corresponding false vacuum can
be computed from (77) to yield:

τ

TU
∼ (mNTU )

−4 exp(
8π2

3|λ(E)
eff (η, µ = mN )|

)
(79)
≃ 6.5× 10−240

(MPl

mN

)4
exp

[ 8π2

51.9

( fb
mN

)4]
≃ 1.6× 10−185 exp

[
1.5
( fb
mN

)4]
, (85)

where we took into account the age of the Universe (65).23 For the cases of generic Einstein-Cartan torsion theories
(35), or large-scale string theories (α′ ∼ κ2 (13)), this yields clearly a metastable vacuum, with τ ≫ TU . From (85), for√
α′ ≫ κ, for instance, such that fb ≃ mN (13), we see that the vacuum is highly unstable, with τ ≪ TU .
It would be interesting to consider the effect of dimension-eight (∝ b8), or even higher-order, operators in our

analysis, and establish whether there is a second local minimum in the corresponding effective potential. (In the
example of new physics for the Higgs potential examined in [101, 102], and discussed above, this was the case.) We
could then find a minimum µmin ∼ mN . Whether such a situation is realised, remains to be seen although we expect
this to be the case in view of the analysis in [81, 82] at one loop for the effective potential. Indeed, that work implies
that the subdominant dimension 8 operator gives a positive contribution due to logarithmic corrections to the quartic
scalar self-interaction (see footnote 17).

From the above discussion, we conclude that for the regime of parameters of the models we study, one faces a
metastable vacuum for the KR axion b, with < b >= 0, in string-inspired models with fb ≫ mN . In view of its
acquired mass (57), of O(0.14 eV) for concrete string models (12) with α′ ∼ κ2, or generic Einstein-Cartan theories
(35), the KR axion could play the rôle of an axion-like-particle (ALP) DM component [58, 74–76], in a range consistent
with astrophysical and cosmological constraints [60]. We remark, though, that, due to (13), the upper bound on the
ALP mass is quite restrictive for the string scale in such models, allowing only models with large string mass scales
close to (i.e. at most a couple of orders away from) the Planck mass. This is also consistent with the generic
Einstein-Cartan torsion models, (35)).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have established formally a connection between contorted geometry and particle dark matter by
exploiting the role of torsion as axion-like particles in a model for CPTV leptogenesis with heavy RHN. Specifically,
we have considered two frameworks in which torsion induced axions develop an effective potential as a result of
integrating out these heavy sterile fermions.

1. The first framework is the Einstein-Cartan theory in which the axion couples to massless and massive fermions.
The chiral anomalies associated with chiral (massless) fermions imply in such theories a coupling of the geometric
axion with gauge and gravitational Chern-Simons terms with a dimensionful coupling constant of the order of
the Planck scale.

23 On the other hand, for very large (transplanckian) field values b ≳ fb ≫ mN such that

5

6
+

π

4
√
3

f2
b

m2
N

−
4

3

b2b
f2
b

< 0, (86)

in the right-hand-side of the last equality of (83), we observe that the minimum of T (µ) occurs within the desired regime (56), in which
the one-loop-induced effective mass term of the axion b field is a proper mass, and the vacuum is again metastable, given that τ ≫ TU

(we remark that we are agnostic though as to whether such transplanckian field values make sense in an UV complete theory of quantum
gravity, such as string theory [104–109].)
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2. The second framework is a string-inspired gravitational theory, in which the role of torsion is played by the field
strength of an antisymmetric tensor spin one field of the massless gravitational multiplet of the string. This
behaves as a totally antisymmetric component of the torsion, which in 3 + 1 dimensions is dual to an axion
like particle, which shares similar couplings to Chern-Simons anomalies to the Einstein-Cartan framework. This
framework contains many degrees of freedom that contribute to the phenomenology in addition to the torsion
induced axion compared to the first framework.

Using the methods of effective field theory, we find a one-loop quantum potential for our axion at energies low
compared to the RHN mass mN . The potential is negative for large enough values of the field and so the issue of
vacuum stability of the axion field arises. We have found that the stability of the axion vacuum depends on the ratio
of the axion coupling fb to MN , fb/mN as seen in (85). It should be stressed that our effective field theory is valid
for fb/mN ≳ 1. We found that for high values of fb/mN ≫ 1, the vacuum is metastable with a life time much longer
than the age of the Universe. In such cases, the axions acquire an effective mass which makes them credible DM
candidates. On the other hand, a ratio fb/mN ∼ 1 is not viable for our model, as it leads to very short vacuum life
times.

In our approach we have considered for simplicity truncation of the one-loop effective axion potential to dimension
six operators. It would be desirable to explore the effective potential to all powers of the axion field, using the methods
of Coleman and Weinberg [81]. We shall also investigate gradient effects in the calculation of the tunnelling rate to
the true vacuum [110], due to the spatial inhomogeneities of the bounce solution.
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Appendix A: Lifetime estimate using the full potential

We supplement the numerical calculations in Sec.IV with related analysis in which we include the mass terms when
finding the maximum of the potential terms (cf. (63)). The method is semi-analytic but this additional refinement

does not change any conclusion. We work in terms of the variable ϵ where
m2

N

µ2 = 1 + ϵ and ϵ < 0. In terms of b̂ ≡ b
fb

and
m2

N

µ2 = 1 + ϵ (where |ϵ| < 1) the rescaled effective potential Eq(60) is

Ṽeff

(
b̂, ϵ
)
≡
Veff

(
b̂
)

m4
N

=

(
1− 1

2
log (1 + ϵ)

)
b̂2 +

(
5

6
− log (1 + ϵ)

)
b̂4 − 4

3
b̂6 (A1)

and the effective quartic coupling in the Euclidean formulation is

λeff

(
b̂, ϵ
)
≡ −26m4

N

f4b

[(5

6
− log (1 + ϵ)

)
− 4

3
b̂2
]
. (A2)

The characteristic size of the potential is estimated from the condition

dṼeff

db̂
= 0 (A3)

which will also be relevant in the estimation of the lifetime of the KR axion vacuum. In terms of u = b̂2 the solution
of (A3) is u = u±(ϵ) where

u±(ϵ) =
1

24

(
5− 6 log (1 + ϵ)±

√
g (ϵ)

)
(A4)

and

g (ϵ) = 169− 132 log (1 + ϵ) + 36 (log (1 + ϵ))
2
. (A5)
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The maximum of Veff occurs for b̂(ϵ) = η(ϵ) =
√
u+ (ϵ) (cf. (63)). Moreover, Padé approximants represent λeff (η, ϵ)

well

λeff (η, ϵ) ≈ −26m4
N

f4b
h(ϵ) (A6)

where

h(ϵ) =
0.0003ϵ6 + 0.0027ϵ5 − 0.1076ϵ4 − 0.6219ϵ3 − 1.1399ϵ2 − 0.7990ϵ− 0.1667

0.0003ϵ6 − 0.0071ϵ5 + 0.0418ϵ4 + 0.6836ϵ3 + 2.1239ϵ2 + 2.4866ϵ+ 1
.

for small ϵ 24 .The lifetime τ(ϵ) of the axion vacuum is approximated by

τ (ϵ)

TU
≈ A−1 (1 + ϵ)

2
exp

(
π2

24

(
fb
mN

)4

|h (ϵ) |−1

)
(A7)

where A = (TUmN )
4
. On minimising τ (ϵ) we find ϵ ≈ −.8 which requires µ ≈ 2.24 mN . We recall that the mass scale

µ is used in dimensional regularisation to make the couplings dimensionless. Let us reexamine the scaling properties
of the tunnelling (bounce) configuration (for which we do not have an analytic form). The bounce is localised in a
spacetime volume of size L4 where L ≃ 2π

k and will be denoted by bk. L is small for a bounce and hence there is a
contribution from large k. The field configuration bk consists of a wave packet with large k. The action SE for this
configuration is

SE ≈ (2π)
4

[
b̂2k
2

+
m2
b

2
b̂2k +

λ

4!
b̂4k +

∞∑
n=1

(
cn

(
k2

m2
N

)n
b̂4+2n
k + . . .

)]
. (A8)

By choosing µ2 ∼ k2 ∼ O
(
m2
N

)
we would probe strongly the b6 term (n = 1) which is responsible for tunnelling and

this is consistent with the minimising criterion for the lifetime.
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