hep-ph/9809209v2 26 Sep 1998

arxXiv

E lectrow eak B aryon N um ber V iolation and
C onstraints on Left-handed M a prana
N eutrino M asses

UtpalsS arkary:_l:

yP hysicalR esearch Laboratory, A hm edabad —380 009, IND TA

A bstract.

D uring a large period oftim e, the anom alousbaryon num ber vi-
olating interactions are in equilbrium , when the B + L) asym —
m etry iswashed out. Ifthere isany lepton num berviolation dur-
Ing this period, that willalso erasethe B L) asymmetry. A s
a resul, survival of the baryon asym m etry of the universe pose
strong constraints on lepton num ber violating interactions. W e
review here the constraints on the left-handed M aprana neu—
trinom assesarising from this survival requirem ent ofthe baryon
asymm etry of the universe. W e then brie v review m odels of
leptogenesis, where lgpton num ber violation is used to generate
a baryon asym m etry of the universe and hence the constraints
on the M aprana neutrino m ass is relaxed.

1. Introduction

The generation of the baryon asymm etry of the universe starting from

a symm etric universe is one of the very challenging question in coan ology
ﬁ_}]. Sakharov i_i] pointed out that forthispurpose we need three conditions
(A ) Baryon num ker violation, B) C and CP violation, and (C) D eparture
from therm alequilibrium . It was then realised that grand uni ed theories
GUTs) satis es all these criterion ij, Zl:]. Because of the quark-lepton
uni cation baryon number is violated in GUT s. Since ferm ions belong to
chiral representation, C ism axim ally violated n GUTs. V iolation ofCP
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was the only crucialpoint, which had to be Incorporated in these theories.
However, f wasnotdi cul to consider som e ofthe couplingsto be com plex

so that there exist tree level and one loop diagram s which could interfere
to give us enough baryon asym m etry in the decays of the heavy gauge and
higgs bosons. Ik was noticed that the m asses of these heavy bosons are
constrained by the out-ofequilbrium condition to be very high. H owever,
from the gauge coupling uni cation also the m asses of these particles were
found to be around the sam e value. In fact, the proton decay constrains
also require the m asses of these particles to be around the sam e scale E’fﬂ].

T hiswas considered to be one ofthem a prsuccessesofG U T sthat it can
explain the baryon asymm etry of the universe. A fter several years it was
realised that the chiralnature ofthe weak Interaction also breaksthe global
baryon and lepton num bers In the standard m odel E]. Since these classical
globalbaryon and lepton num ber sym m etries are broken by quantum e ects
due to the presence of the anom aly, these processes w ere found to be very
weak at the zero tem perature. But at nite tem perature these baryon and
Jepton num ber violating interactions were found to be very strong in the
presence of som e static topological eld con guration — sphalerons ['§:] In
fact, these Interactions are so strong that In no tim e the particles and anti-
particles attain their equilbrium distrbutions. As a result, sihce CP T is
conserved and hence them asses ofthe particles and antiparticles are sam g,
the num ber density of baryons becom es sam e as that of the antibaryons
and that wash out any prin ordialbaryon asym m etry ofthe universe. which
are generated during the GUT phase transition. This started renewed
Interest in the sub fct of the baryon asym m etry of the universe.

Now thisproblem takestw o directions. F irst, how to generate a baryon
asym m etry ofthe universe, and second, w hich are the Interactions that can
wash out the baryon asym m etry of the universe and what constrains they
give us on the various param eters of the particle physics m odels. Since
the electrow eak anom alous processes breaks both the baryon and the lep—
ton num bers, still conserving the B L) quantum number, the baryon
asymm etry of the universe is no longer independent of the lgpton num ber
violation of the universe '5, -'ju, E, :_55]. If there is very fast lepton num ber
violation before the electrow eak phase transition, then that can erase the
B L) asymm etry of the universe and hence the baryon asymm etry of
the universe. O n the other hand, if any lepton asym m etry is generated at
som e high tem perature, that can get converted to a baryon asym m etry of
the universe before and during the electrow eak phase transition.

The st thing then comes to m ind to m ake use of the baryon num —
ber violation of the standard m odel to generate a baryon asymm etry of
the universe. T here were several attem pts tow ards this direction [_fd, :_1-1;]
However, iIn these m odels one needs to protect the generated baryon asym —
m etry after the phase transition, which requires the m ass of the standard
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m odel doublt higgs boson to be substantially light t_l-z_i] T he present ex—
perin ental lim it of 95 G&V on the m ass of the higgs boson aln ost rule
out all these possibilities. Then the m ost Interesting scenario rem ains for
the understanding of the baryon num ber of the universe is through lepton
num ber violation fj, :_l-,:’:, -'_l-ﬂ:, :_i§'], which is also referred to as leptogenesis.
In this scenario one generates a lgpton asym m etry of the universe, which
isthesameasthe B L) asymm etry oftheuniverse. This 8 L) asym —
m etry of the universe then get converted to the baryon asym m etry of the
universe during the period when the sphaleron eldsm aintain the baryon
num ber violating interactions in equilborium . O n the otherhand, ifthere is
vary fast Jpton number violation In the universe during this period, that
can also wash out the baryon asymm etry of the universe §,16, 17, 18].

In thisarticle T shalldiscuss the constraintson the left-handed M a prana
neutrino m ass, which com es from the survivalofthe baryon asym m etry of
the universe. Since, in m odels of lptogenesis these constraints are weak-—
ened, we shall also discuss m odels of leptogenesis brie y. The lim itations
of these constraints w illbe m entioned.

2. Sphaleron processes in them al equilibrium and relation be-
tween baryon and lepton num bers

Anom aly breaks any classical sym m etry of the lJagrangian at the quantum
kevel. So, all Iocal gauge theordes should be free of anom alies. H owever,
there m ay be anom alies corresponding to any global current, ie., n the
triangle loop while tw o gauge bosons would couple to tw o vertices, a global
current will be associated to the third vertex. That will sinply m ean
that such global sym m etries of the classical lagrangian are broken through
quantum e ects.

In the standard m odel the chiralnature of the weak Interaction m akes
the baryon and lpton number anom alous. If we associate the SU (2)1,
or the U (1)y gauge bosons at the two vertices of a triangl diagram and
associate a global current corregoonding to baryon or lepton numbers at
the third vertex, then sum over all the ferm ions in the standard m odelw i1l
give us non vanishing axial current i_E'a]

35, ., = 6[8—2W L Wa 8—1Y T ]
which w illbreak the B + L) symm etry. H owever, the anom aly correspond—
ng to the baryon and lepton number are sam e and as a result there is no
anom aly corresponding to the B L) charge.

Because of the anom aly i_E:], baryon and Jepton numbers are broken
during the electrow eak phase transétjon,

B+ L)= 2N g8—2 d*xW, W, =2Ng ;
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but their rate is very am all at zero tem perature, since they are suppressed
by quantum tunnelling probabiliy, exp | 2—2 ]; where is the Chem-—
Sinm ons num ber.

At nite tem perature, however, it hasbeen shown that there existsnon-
trivial static topological soliton con guration, called the sphalerons, which
enhances the baryon num ber violating transition rate t_é]. Asa resul, at

nite tem perature these baryon and lepton num ber violating processes are
no longer suppressed by quantum tunneling factor, rather the suppression
factor is now replaced by the Bolzm ann factor
Vo

exp[?]

w here the potential or the free energy Vi is related to the m ass of the
sohaleron eld, which is about TeV . A s a resul, at tem peratures between

10*%Gev > T > 10°GeV @)

the sphaleron m ediated baryon and lepton num ber violating processes are
In equilbrium . For the sim plest scenario of = 1, the sphaleron induced
processesare B = L = 3, given by,

jac> ! purdre, +aas, [ fatb I @)

T hese baryon and lepton num ber violating fast processes can, In general,
wash out any pre-existing baryon or lepton num ber asym m etry of the uni-
verse. H owever, ifthereareany B L) asymm etry oftheuniverse, that w 11
not bewashed out. In fact, any B L) asymm etry before the electrow eak
phase transition w illget converted to a baryon and lepton asym m etry ofthe
universe during this phase transition, which can be seen from an analysis
of the chem icalpotential {d].

W e consider all the particles to be ultrarelativistic, which is the case
above the electroweak scale. At lower energies, a carefiil analysis has to
Inclide the m ass corrections, but since they are anyway sn all we ignore
them forourpresent discussion. T he particle asym m etry, ie. thedi erence
betw een the num ber ofparticles (n; ) and the num ber of antiparticles n )
can be given In tem s of the chem ical potential of the particle species
(for antiparticles the chem icalpotential is ) as

gT’

ng, n =ng— — ; 3
+ AT T @3)

where ng = 2 forbosons and ngq = 1 for ferm jons.
In the standard model the quarks and Ileptons transform under
SU B) SUR) U@y as
o Gi2;1=6); uwm  (;1;2=3); dm  Gil; 1=3); @)
i
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: 1;2; 1=2); ex  (1;1; 1): ©)
e L
where, i= 1;2;3 corresoonds to three generations. In addition, the scalar
sector consists of the usualH iggs doublet,

+

0 1;2;1=2) ®)

which breaks the electroweak gauge symmetry SU 2); U (1)y down to
U ()em - W hen these leptons interact w ith other particles in equilbriim ,
the chem ical potentials get related by sin ple additive relations, and that
w il allow us to relate the Jgpton asymm etry n; to the baryon asym m etry
during the electrow eak phase transition.

D uring the period 10°GeV < T < 102G eV , the sphakron fa] induced
electroweak B + L violating interaction arising due to the nonperturba-—
tive axialvector anom aly E] will be in equilbrium along with the other
Interactions. In Tabl 1, we present all other interactions and the corre—
soonding relations between the chem ical potentials. In the third colum n
w e give the chem icalpotentialwhich we elin inate using the given relation.
W e start with chem ical potentials of all the quarks ( yrL; 4n7 ur/’ dr )7
leptons ( a7 an; arsWherea= e; ; );gaugebosons (y forW ,and
0 for allothers); and the Higgs scalars ( ; ).

Tabl 1. Relations am ong the chem ical potentials

Interactions relations elin nated

D D w = +

E a W dL. = ur t w 4L

'3 Lw LT i + w ir,
qur Y uR = 07t uL uR
.k drR = ot A dr
L e RO ot i iR

T he chem icalpotentials of the neutrinos always enter as a sum and for
that reason we can consider i as one param eter. W e can then express
all the chem icalpotentials In tem s of the ollow Ing independent chem ical
potentials only,

0= o7/ Wi u= uLi = i= iL ¢ (7)

W e can further elin nate one of these four potentials by m aking use of
the relation given by the sphaleron processes @). Since the sphaleron
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Interactions are In equilbbriuim , we can write down the following B + L
violating relation am ong the chem ical potentials for three generations,

34+t2 4y + =0: (8)

W e then expressthe baryon num ber, lepton num bers and the electric charge
and the hypercharge num ber densities in term s ofthese independent chem —
icalpotentials,

= 12 4+ 6y )
Li = 3 +2y 0 10)
Q = 24 4+ (12+2m) ¢ @+ 2m) y 11)
Qs = 10+ m) w 12)

wherem is the num ber of H iggs doublets

At tem peratures above the electrow eak phase transition, T > T, both
Q and Q 3 must vanish. T hese conditions and the sphaleron induced B L
conserving, B + L violating condition can be expressed as

12

<Q>=0 =) 0= u 13)

6+ m
< Q3>=0 =) w =0 (14)
Sphaleron transition =) 2= 54 (15)

U sing these relations we can now write down the baryon number, lpton
num ber, and their com binations in tem softhe B L number density as,

24+ 4m

B = —— L 16

66+ 13m ® ) e

L - 42 9m e L) a7
66+ 13m

B+L = 18 Sm 1=} L) 18)
66+ 13m

Below the critical tem perature, Q should vanish since the universe is
neutral w ith respect to all conserved charges. However, since SU (2);, is
now broken we can consider ;= 0 and Q3§ 0. Thisgivesus,

<Q>=0 =) E— 19)
- B " 2%m
hié 0 =) 0=0 (20)
9
Sphalron transition =) a= 3y > v (21)

w hich then let us w rite the baryon and lepton num bers as som e com bina—
tionsofB L as

_ 32+ 4m ® L) 22)
98+ 13m
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66 9m

L = — L 23
%+ 13m © ) @)

B+l = = Mg g, ©4)
98 + 13m

T hus the baryon and lepton num ber asym m etry of the universe after the
electrow eak phase transition w illdepend on the primordial 8 L) asym —
m etry ofthe universe. Ifthere are very fast lepton num ber violation during
the period Q'J:), that would erase the B L) asymm etry of the universe,
and hence we will be kft with a baryon symm etric universe at the end
E, :ﬁ]. O n the other hand, if there is enough lpton asym m etry of the uni-
verse at som e high tem perature, then that w ill get converted to a baryon
asymm etry of the universe ij., :_S%].

Before prooceeding fiirther, we shall brie y discuss what do we m ean
when we say that som e Interaction is fast and that w illerase som easym m e~
try 'g:, :2:,:_2-9']. In equilbrium the num ber density of particles w ith non-zero
charge Q would be sam e asthe antiparticle num ber density since the expec—
tation value ofthe conserved charge vanishes. A m athem atical form ulation
of this statem ent reads that the expectation value of any conserved charge
Q isgiven by,

Tr Qe *

Tre # ]
and sihce any conserved charge Q is odd whilke H is even under CP T
transform ation this expectation valie vanishes. So for the generation of
the baryon asym m etry of the universe we have to circum vent this theorem
either by including nonzero chem ical potential, or go away from equilb-
rim orviolate CP T . In m ost ofthe popularm odels CP T conservation is
assum ed and one starts w ith vanishing chem icalpotential for allthe elds
w hich ensures that the entropy ism axin um in chem icalequilbbrium . T hen
to generate the baryon asymm etry of the universe one needs to satisfy the
out-ofequilbrium condition {I,2, 20].

T he requirem ent forthe out-ofequilbriuim condition m ay also be stated
In a dierent way [-i:]. If we assum e that the chem ical potential as-
sociated with B is zero and CP T is conserved, then in them al equi-
Ibrium tBe phase space density of baryons and antibaryons, given by
0L+ exp( p?+ m?2=kT)] 1 are identical and hence there cannot be any
baryon asymm etry.

W hether a system is is equilbrium or not can be understood by soling
the Bolzm ann equations. But a crude way to put the out-ofequilbbriim
condition is to say that the universe expands faster than som e interaction
rate. Forexam ple, if som e B -violating interaction is slow er than the expan—
sion rate of the universe, this Interaction m ay not bring the distribution
ofbaryons and antbaryons of the universe in equilbrium . In other words,

<Q>=



before the chem icalpotentials of the two states gets equal, they m ove apart
from each other. Thuswem ay state the out-ofequilbrium condition as

< P 1:7 ! 5)
g M
where, isthe Interaction rate under discussion, g isthe e ective num ber
ofdegreesoffreedom available at that tem peratureT ,andM p istheP lanck
scale.

3. Bounds on Left-handed neutrino m ass

In this section we shall discuss the constraints on the left-handed neutrino
m ass arising from the constraints ofbaryogenesis. Ifthere isM a prana type
Interactions, which explains the m asses of the neutrinos, then that gives a
m easure of lepton num ber violation. If this lepton num ber violation is too
large before the electrow eak phase transition is over, then that can erase
alll asymm etry and hence B asym m etry of the universe.

The rst attem pt to constraint the neutrino m asswasm ade in a fairly
general fram ew ork i_g]. In the standard m odelthere isno lepton num ber vi-
olation. H ow ever, one can consider a higher dim ensionale ective operator
which violates B8 L), given by

2
L= M—LJL + hxc: (26)

T here is no origin of such interactions w ithin the standard m odel. So one
expects that som e new Interaction at som e high energy w ill give us this
e ective Interaction at low energy. The scale of the new interaction M ,
w hich gives us this Interaction, is also the scale of lepton num ber violation
In this scenario.

TIfthis interaction is strong enough, it can bring the neutrinos in them al
equilbrim w ih the physicalhiggs scalars, which can wash out any lepton
asymm etry of the universe. T he survival of the baryon asymm etry of the
universe w ill then require this interaction to be slow er than the expansion
rate of the universe,

0122 T3 . p_T?

P

atT 100Gev 27)

which gives a bound on the m ass of the heavy scale to be, M > 10°GeV .
W hen the higgsdoublts acquiresa vev, the higher din ensionaloperator
w il Induce a M aprana m ass of the left-handed neutrinos. T his bound on
the heavy scaleM willthen Inply,

m < 50keV:
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In speci c models one m ay give stronger bounds on the m ass of the
neutrinos f_l-g‘] In m odelsw ith right handed neutrinos Ny ;;i= e; ; ), the
neutrino m asses com es from the see-saw m echanism 1_2-1:] T he Jagrangian
for the lepton sector containing the m ass tem s ofthe singlet right handed
neutrinosN ; and the Yukaw a couplings ofthese eldsw ith the light leptons
is given by,

X -
Line = M;i[Ngi)Ngi+ NgiNgi)]
x* X
+ h ;Ng; ¥y + hi' Ngri (28)
Xzi s X
+ h; (v )¢ Y WNgrs)H+ h i Ngi)© (v )
where T = ( ; ) (1;2; 1=2) is the usual higgs doublt of the

standard mode; I are the light lptons, h ; are the com plex Yukawa
couplings and  is the generation index. W ithout loss of generality we
work In a basis in which the M ajprana m ass m atrix of the right handed
neutrinos is realand diagonalw ith eigenvaluiesM ;.

Once the higgsdoublet acquiresa vev, the m asses of the neutrinos in
the basis [ 1, N ;] is given by,

My = 0m 29)
m M

where, m h;< > andM M j; are3 3 matrices. In the lin it when
all eigenvalues of M  are much heavier than those ofm , and the m atrix
M is not singular, this m atrix m ay be block diagonalised. It then gives
three heavy right handed M a prana neutrinos wih masses M and the
M aprana m assm atrix of the left-handed neutrinos w ill be given by,

1 T
m =m-—m": (30)
M

In this scenario the seesaw m asses of the left-handed neutrinos explain
naturally why they are so light. In addition, the decay of the heavy right
handed M a prana neutrinos can generate enough lepton asym m etry of the
universe, which can then get converted to a baryon asym m etry of the uni-
verse, which we shall discuss In the next section.

The decay of Ny ; Into a lepton and an antilepton,
Ngpi ! Yot
! Y+ s (31)
breaks lepton number. Since the lightest of the right handed neutrinos

(say N ;) willdecay at the end, this interaction (N; decay) should be slow
9



enough so as not to erase the baryon asymm etry of the universe, which
now In plies

I o T 2
naty, < 17°3

16 M P
w hich can then give a very strong bound l_l-g'] on the m ass of the lightgest
of the keft-handed neutrinos to be

at T=M, (32)

m <4 103%ev:

Inm odels f_Z-Z_i, 23, 2-6], w here the left-handed neutrinom ass isnot related
to any heavy neutrinos through see-saw m echanisn , the abovem entioned
bounds m ay not be valid. In addition, there are several speci c cases
even w ithin the fram ew ork of see-saw m odels, w here these bounds are not
applicable. T hese bounds are also not valid if som e globalU (1) symm etry
is exactly conserved up to an electroweak anom aly Lljl] Furthem ore, in
som e very speci ¢ m odels where a baryon asymm etry of the universe is
generated after the electroweak phase transition f_Z-@'], or there are som e
extra baryon num ber carrying singlets which decays after the electrow eak
phase transition [_2-3], it is possible to avoid all the bounds from constraints
of survival of the baryon asymm etry of the universe. This issue will be
discussed in another tak in thism eeting [_2-3] in details.

+
=+

W — > e~
\Y
L
+ +
W — > e~
Figure 1. Lepton number violating processes W  + W ' e + e

m ediated by the left handed M a prana neutrinos.

Since som e ofthe bounds derived indirectly from an bound on the scale
of Jepton num ber violation m ay be circum vented in som e m odels, we now
10



try to discuss the question if one can constrain the M a prana m ass of the
left-handed neutrinos directly. T his ispossble since during the electrow eak
phase transition, after the higgs doublets acquires a vacuum expectation
valie (vev) and the SU (2);, group is broken, there is no symm etry which
can prevent the m ass of the lkeft-handed neutrinos. So if lpton number
is broken before the electroweak symm etry, then as soon as acgquires a
vev the left-handed neutrinoswillgetamass m ). This can, in principle,
Induce very fast Ipton number violating processes, which can wash out
any prim ordial B L) asymm etry and hence the baryon asymm etry of
the universe.

T here are several lepton num ber violating processes, which are active
at the tim e of electrow eak phase transition. T he process,

Wh+wWh e +e] and Wo+W g toe 33)
m ediated by a virtual keft-handed neutrino exchangeas shown in gure 1 is
a lepton num ber violating interaction active during the electrow eak phase
transition. H ere iand j are the generation indices. D epending on the phys-
jcalm ass (and also on the elem ents of the m assm atrix) ofthe left-handed
M aprana neutrinos these processes can wash out any baryon asym m etry
between the tin e when the higgs acquires a vev and the W freeze out,
ie., between the energy scales 250 G&V and 80 G &V . T he condition that

these processes w ill be slow er than the expansion rate of the universe,
a mgT?
m

p_T?
< 17 gM— at T=My (34)

W w ! eiej)= 7
W P

gives a bound on the M a prana m ass of the left-handed neutrinos to be,

) < 20keV: (35)

This bound is on each and every elem ent of the m ass m atrix and not on
the physical states and independent on the existence of any right handed
neutrinos.

In general, a M a prana particle can be described by a four com ponent
real eld,

o +d) P 4y o +d)e®x)) (36)

m‘B‘

and hence the charged current containing a M aprana eld,
j= 1 ( 5) M

w ill have a lepton number violating part. However, this lepton number
violating contrbution w ill always be suppressed by a factor m =E ) and
11



hence the rate of such processes w ill be suppressed by a factor m =E )2.
Thuseven thedecay oftheW toeand willhave lpton num berviolation
at a rate, o s
W e)- T Ma :
4 T2(@T2+ M2 )12

The survival of baryon asymm etry of the universe after the electroweak
phase transition again requires this process to be slow enough,

W ! e )< H:

T his translates to a bound on the M a prana m ass of the left handed neu-
trino,
m < 30 kev: 37)

Sin ilarly, the decay of the higgs doublt to an electron and an anti-
neutrino will also have lepton num ber violating contribution, but they
will be suppressed by the Yukawa coupling constants and cannot give
stronger bounds. Sim ilarly scattering processes involving the higgs, lke

+ ! 1+ 1 (mediated by a virtual left-handed neutrino) w ill contribute
to the evolution of the lepton num ber asymm try of the universe, but it
w illbe m uch suppressed com pared to the charged current interactions and
hence cannot give stronger bound to the M a prana m ass ofthe left-handed
neutrinos.

4. Bounds on neutrino m ass in m odels of Leptogenesis

In this section we shalldiscusstw o scenarios of keptogenesis. In the rst, one
starts w ith the standard m odeland add to i three right handed neutrinos
[,\13, 14, 18]. Tn totalthis will add 12 degrees of freedom . In the other
scenario f_Z@l] one adds two complex SU (2); triplet higgs scalars ( ;

@;3; 1l);a = 1;2), which also adds In total 12 degrees of freedom . At
present these two scenarios are ndistinguishable, except that the particle
contentsaredi erent. In the leftright sym m etricm odels [2-7_:, gé] both these
scenarios are present, which we shall not discuss here. The CP violation
required to generate a lpton asymm etry of the universe are di erent for

the two scenarios.

In the standard m odel neutrinos are m assless. In m odels w ith right
handed neutrinos the lft-handed neutrinos acquire a M aprana m ass
through see-saw m echanisn as we m entioned earlier. In the triplet higgs
scenario I_Z-Q', :_2-9'] the vevs of the triplet higgses can give sm allM a prana
m asses to the neutrinos through the interaction

p_
£50% 5 5+ P (aL+ L 5= 2+ TP LLI+ hoo (38)
12



If the triplet higgs acquires a vev and break lepton num ber spontaneously
t_g(_)'], then there willbe M a prons In the problem . Then from the precision
m easurem ents of the 2 width that m odel is ruled out l_§1:] However, in
a variant of thism odel @-é] Jepton num ber is broken explicitly through an
Interaction of the triplet w ith the higgs doublet

jo
(000472 0y * ")+ he (39)

V =
Let h °1= v and h %°i = u, then the conditions for the m ininum of the
potential relates the vev of the two scalarsby

v2

’ .
u MZ,

(40)
where M is the m ass of the triplet higgs scalar. T his is analogous to the
usual seesaw m echanisn for obtaining sm all M a prana neutrino m asses,
except that here we do not have any right-handed neutrinos.

Another way of handling the heavy H iggs triplt is to Integrate it out.
From the couplings of the triplet scalar, we obtain the e ective nonrenor-
m alizable term

fi
L0 Ty T PG g+ T T LBl ha (1)

T he reduced H iggs potential nvolving only the doublet higgs scalar is

— y 1 22
V=m +§ 1 F

(Y% 42)
where m is the m ass of the higgs doublt. The last term com es from the
exchangeof . As 0 acquires a nonzero vacuum expectation valie v, we
obtain Eq. {40) aswe should, and the neutrino m assm atrix becom es

2fj_j V2=M 2= 2fiju

In m odels w ith right handed neutrinos lepton num ber is violated when
the right handed M a prana neutrinos decay as we discussed earlier fequa-—
tion I_3-1:)]. T he outofequilbrium condiion is satis ed if the m asses of
the Iightest of the right handed neutrinos satisfy M ; > 10’ GeV, which is
obtained by solving the B oltzm ann equations. T here are two sources ofCP
violation In this scenario :

(1) vertex type diagram s which interferes w ith the tree level diagram
given by gure 2.
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(ii) self energy diagram s could interfere w ith the tree level diagram s to
produce CP violation analogous to CP violation in the K K oscil
lation as shown in gure 3. This type of CP violation has several
Interesting features, which will be discussed In another tak at this
m eeting [_§Z_i]

In the case of selfenergy type C P violation the am ount of lepton asym —
m etry becom es large for a sm allm ass di erence between the two right-
handed heavy neutrinos M ; and M ,), and is given by [5]:

1 M M,
= _cﬁ “@3)
8 My M7
w here
3
X X 1 1
P

c= m4 G,;h;) @6 ;hy> B 44)

thf+L h ¥

T his contrbution becom es signi cant when the two m ass eigenvalues are
close to each other. Tt indicates a resonance like behaviour of the asym —
m etry if the two m ass eigenvalues are nearly degenerate. For very large
values of the m ass di erence this contrbution becom es sim ilar to the ver—
tex correction. T hese two contrbutions add up to produce the nallpton
asym m etry of the universe.

In the triplet higgs scenario lepton number violation com es from the
decays of the triplt higgs , . C onsider the decaysof 7',

N = 2
ey B ((i: o 0 v @s)
VL // c VR\
VR / VL

;U< J
S L),'
%5

Figure 2. Tree and one loop vertex correction diagram s contributing to the
generation of kpton asym m etry n m odels w ith right handed neutrinos
14
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I < I \_AI c || <
VR \@ L \@

Figure 3. Tree and one loop self energy diagram s contributing to the gen—
eration of lepton asym m etry In m odels w ith right handed neutrinos

T he coexistence of the above two types of nal states indicates the non-
conservation of lepton num ber. O n the other hand, any lpton asymm etry
generated by ' would be neutralized by the decays of , , unlkssCP

conservation is also violated and the decays are out of thermm alequilbrium

In the early universe. In this case there are no vertex correctionswhich can
Introduce CP violation. The only source of CP violation is the self energy
diagram sof gure 4.

Ifthere isonly one , then the relative phasebetween any fi; and can

be chosen real. Hence a lepton asym m etry cannot be generated. W ih two

's, even ifthere is only one lpton fam ily, one relative phase m ust rem ain.
A s for the possible relative phases am ong the fi3’s, they cannot generate a
Jepton asymm etry because they all refer to nal states of the sam e lepton
num ber.

In the presence ofthe one loop diagram , them assm atrix M 2% andM a 2
becom es di erent. This in plies that the rateof ,, ! 4 no longer rem ains
tobesameas , ! ,.ShcebyCPT theorem . ! a ! ps,what
it m eans is that now

This is a di erent kind of CP violation com pared to the CP violation in
m odels w ith right handed neutrinos. If we consider that the , is heavier
than 1, then after , decayed out the decay of ; will generate an lpton

15



@ (b)

Figure 4. Thedecay of ;| © ! I' 1" at tree kevel (@) and in one-loop order
). A Jepton asymm etry is generated by their interference In the triplet
higgs m odel for neutrino m asses.

asym m etry given by,
h p i
Im 1, afafyn o 1

82M2 M2 1

(46)

In any of the above two scenarios w ith right handed neutrinos or w ith
triplet higgs, the lepton number evolves w ith tin e follow ing the Bolz—
m ann equation in sin ilar way. The lepton asymm etry n; thus generated
through the CP viclation (@where isthe amount ofCP violation in the
m odel under consideration), would evolve w ith tin e ©llow Ing the Bolz—
m ann equation,

n
— 0, 2n nh yi @7)

%th 3Hni;= nhn ng']
where  isthe them ally averaged decay rate of the heavy particle whose
num ber density isny). The second term on the lft side com es from the
expansion ofthe universe, whereH = 1:66g - (T 2=M p 1) isthe Hubble con—
stant. n isthe photon density and the term h i describes the them ally
averaged lepton num ber violating scattering cross section. T he density of
the heavy particle satis es the Boltzm ann equation,

~—— +3Hny = o 48
o ny n@n ng) (48)
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Tt is now convenient to use the din ensionless variable x = M ,=T as
well as the particle density per entropy density Y; = n;=s, and the relation
t= x?=2H (x= 1).W ealsode ne the param eterK hxk=1)=H &= 1)
as a m easure of the deviation from equilbrim . ForK << latT My,
the system is far from equilbriim ; hence the last two tem s responsble for
the depletion ofn; would be negligble. W ih these sin pli cations and the
above rede nitions, the Boltzm ann equations e ectively read:

%= n Yheq) K x; e Yn Yheq)K X: 49)
In thislim K << 1, i isnotdi cul to obtain an asym ptotic solution for
ni. A though the decay rate of 3 is not fast enough to bring the num ber
density ny, to isequilbrium density, it is a good approxin ation to assum e
that the universe never goes far away from equilbrium . In otherwords, we
can assumed (Y, Y, ?)=dx = 0 to get an asym ptotic value for Yy, given by
Y;= n;=s= =g .However, ifK > 1, the tem swhich deplete n; dom Inate
for som e tin e and the lepton num ber density reaches its new asym ptotic
value, which is lower than the valie it reaches In the out-ofequilbrium
case. In this case although it is di cul to get an analytic solution of
the Boltzm ann equations, i is possible to get an approxin ate suppression
factor, which is proportionalto K .

In ourearlier discussionsw e have considered the out-ofequilbrium con-—
dition to be

K < 1;

w hich gave us all the bounds on the M a prana m asses of the lkeft-handed
neutrinos. But aswe can see from the above discussions, In m odels of lepto—
genesis, w here a lepton num ber violation is associated w ith a CP violation,
the Jepton num ber is not washed out too fast. W hilke in otherm odels fast
Jepton num ber wash out any preexisting asym m etry exponentially, n this
case the depletion is only lnearly. As a result, In m odels of leptogene-
sis fast lepton num ber violation m ay not wash out the prin ordial kepton
asymm etry of the universe com pltely and the baryon asymm etry of the
universe m ay stillbe present after the lepton num ber violating interaction
goes out of equilbbrium .

5. Sum m ary

Any fast lpton number violation in the universe can, in principle, wash
out baryon asym m etry of the universe. T he survival of the baryon asym —
m etry of the universe thus gives constraints on the left-handed M a prana
neutrino m asses. T here are constraints which are dependent on m odels of
the neutrino m asses, but it is also possbl to give constraints from the

17



Jepton num ber violating interactions of W due to the M aprana m asses
of the keft-handed neutrinos directly. A lthough these constraints are inde—
pendent of any m odels, these constraints also gets weakened in m odels of
Jeptogenesis.
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