arXiv:hep-ph/0409343 v2 2 Sep 2005

 CI-UAN/04-16FT
LPT-Orsay/04-31
    CUPub/04-10

A model for leptogenesis at the TeV scale

Asmaa Abada,^{1,∗} Habib Aissaoui^{1,2,†} Marta Losada,^{3, ‡}

1Laboratoire de Physique Théorique, Université de Paris XI, Bâtiment 210, 91405 Orsay Cedex, France 2Laboratoire de Physique Mathématique et Physique Subatomique Mentouri University, Constantine 25000 Algeria 3Centro de Investigaciones, Universidad Antonio Nariño, Cll. 58A No. 37-94, Santa Fe de Bogotá, Colombia

Abstract We consider the mechanism of thermal leptogenesis at the TeV scale in the context of an extension of the Standard Model with 4 generations and the inclusion of four right-handed Majorana neutrinos. We obtain a value for the baryon asymmetry of the Universe in accordance with observations by solving the full set of coupled Boltzmann equations for this model.

PACS number(s): 12.60.Jv, 14.60.Pq, 11.30.Fs

Leptogenesis, Neutrino Physics, Baryon Asymmetry of the Universe.

∗E-mail address: abada@th.u-psud.fr †E-mail address: aissaoui@th.u-psud.fr ‡E-mail address: malosada@uan.edu.co

1 Introduction

The attractive mechanism of thermal leptogenesis has been thoroughly investigated in recent years. Most of the focus has been on the extended model of the Standard Model (SM) with 3 right-handed (RH) neutrinos [1]. This simple model which can explain the baryon asymmetry of the Universe (BAU) and provide appropriate values for neutrino masses and mixing angles is based on the out-of-equilibrium decay of a RH neutrino, in a CP violating way, such that an asymmetry in the leptonic decay products is produced. The leptonic asymmetry is then converted into a baryonic asymmetry due to (B + L)-violating sphaleron interactions which are in equilibrium above the electroweak breaking scale.

From the experimental point of view the recent best fit values of the ratio of the baryon to photon density η =^{nB}_{nγ} ,

η = 6.5^{+0.4}_{−0.3} × 10^{−10}. (1)

is given by WMAP [2].

The typical scale at which the standard scenario described above occurs corresponds to 10^{10} − 10^{15} GeV, and the induced neutrino masses arise via the see-saw mechanism [3, 4, 5] with a common interaction being at the origin of the asymmetry and mass generation.

Recently, detailed calculations have been performed solving the corresponding Boltzmann equations of the system taking into account the different interactions which contribute both to the production and potential washout of the leptonic asymmetry. The implications of these analyses have provided strong constraints on the values of the light left-handed neutrino masses ∑ i m_i ∼ 0.2 eV [6, 7, 8] and a lower bound on the mass of the lightest RH neutrino M >∼ 10^8GeV [6, 9, 10]. The more recent work of ref. [11] has included the effect of scattering with gauge bosons which had been neglected before and in ref. [12] a comprehensive calculation including effects from renormalization group (RG) running, finite temperature background effects, other possible decays producing a leptonic asymmetry (decay of a scalar particle), a correction to the appropriate subtraction that must be performed for scattering via N-exchange was presented. A thorough recalculation of this last issue was done in ref. [13], coinciding with ref. [12] that the washout contribution from this type of diagram had been overestimated.

The less standard scenario of leptogenesis occurring at the TeV scale has been investigated for example in references [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. In particular, in ref. [14] a TeV scale model which is a simple extension of the Fukugita-Yanagida (FY) model including one more generation to the SM and four gauge singlets was discussed and estimates of the produced CP-asymmetry and final baryon asymmetry were obtained. Both supersymmetric and nonsupersymmetric versions of the model were analyzed.

In this paper we focus on this model of ref. [14] and solve the corresponding Boltzmann equations (BE) in order to reliably obtain the final values of the asymmetry and determine the region of parameter space which is available for the model.

We dedicate section 2 to a careful discussion of the way we set up our calculations of the Boltzmann equations making emphasis on a few subtle points. In section 3, we recall the main features of the model and establish our notation. Section 4 presents the Boltzmann equations valid for this model. Section 5 is devoted to our results and conclusions.

2 Preliminary Considerations

In reference [22] it was pointed out that the relevant object that should be studied in thermal leptogenesis is the density matrix ρ [23]. In the FY model ρ is a (3 × 3) matrix with all entries different from zero for temperatures greater than 10^{12}GeV. However, as the temperature decreases and each of the different interactions defined by a specific charged Yukawa coupling enters equilibrium the corresponding off-diagonal elements of the density matrix go to zero. In our model at the TeV scale all of the charged Yukawa couplings are in equilibrium and thus ρ will be a diagonal matrix. The matrix ρ is normalized such that, T rρ = ∑ α Y_{Lα} ≡ ∑ α ( Y_{ℓα} − Y¯_{ℓα} ) . (2)

where the sum over α indicates a sum over flavour.

Another important issue is the relationship between the produced lepton asymmetry and the induced B − L asymmetry which is conserved by sphaleron interactions. Again a careful consideration of the temperatures and which interactions are in equilibrium changes the equation relating these asymmetries, see reference [22]. In general the procedure that is employed is through the establishment of equations for the chemical potentials reflecting which interactions are in equilibrium. Thus the chemical equilibrium equations allow us to write the asymmetries in number densities in terms of some specific asymmetry, say Y_{Lα} . For the Fukugita-Yanagida model then generically there would be a (3 × 3) matrix A_{αβ} of the form [22] Y_{B/3−Lα} = A_{αβ}Y_{Lβ} , (3) and the numerical values for the elements of A are determined from the equations for the chemical potentials. If all interactions related to charged Yukawa couplings are in equilibrium, as well as sphaleron interactions, the equation for the case of N generations simplifies to, Y_B N − Y_{Lα} = ( − 4 3N + 8 3 1 4N + 2 ) ∑ β Y_{Lβ} − 3Y_{Lα} , (4)

or adding over all generations Y_{B−L} = − ( 22N + 13 6N + 3 ) ∑ α Y_{Lα} . (5)

Some comments are in order. In the standard scenario of the FY model with three RH neutrinos, where the production of the asymmetry occurs at some high scale for which not all charged Yukawa couplings are in equilibrium, one should use eq. (3) to relate the asymmetries. The point is that usually what is solved in the system of coupled Boltzmann equations, under certain assumptions, is an equation for Y_L = ∑ α Y_{Lα} , see below for a discussion on this point, and then the asymmetry in B − L is calculated using eq. (5). From our previous discussion we see that it is not quite correct to do this unless some approximations are done concerning the different Y_{Lα} .

For our model at the TeV scale^1, all charged Yukawa couplings are in equilibrium and it would be correct to use eqns. (4) and (5). Another feature of our model is that the Yukawa coupling of the heavy LH neutrino is of the order of 1 to ensure that the masses of the fourth generation leptons are heavy enough, and also to give an enhancement to the value of the CPasymmetry produced in the model. However, then the scattering interaction which is associated to the Yukawa coupling of the heavy LH neutrino will also be in equilibrium in our model. This changes the chemical equilibrium equations such that the relationship between B − L (B) and L is modified to be: Y_{B−L} = − ( 13 3 + 8 3 (13 − 3N) (12N − 2) ) ∑ α=e,μ,τ Y_{Lα} = − ( 22N + 13 6N − 1 ) ∑ α=e,μ,τ Y_{Lα} . (6)

Thus, as was estimated in reference [14] there is no net asymmetry produced in the heavy left-handed lepton. Consequently, we can put Y_{Lσ} to zero and make the usual assumptions about the other Y_{Lα} when constructing the Boltzmann equation for Y_L provided we use eq. (6) to relate the produced leptonic asymmetry to the final net B − L asymmetry. Below, and from now on, Y_L denotes the sum over the asymmetries of only the three light leptonic flavours.

In reference [12] the effect of renormalization group (RG) running for masses and couplings was included. In particular, one of the important effects is that the diagrams with ΔL = 1 proportional to gauge couplings can become sizeable compared to those proportional to the top Yukawa coupling when considering values for these couplings at the high scale at which the lepton asymmetry is being produced. In our model at the TeV scale, we have checked that this is a very small effect and we will not include RG effects in our analysis. We also have not included the ΔL = 1 proportional to gauge couplings as we are not in the resonant leptogenesis case of ref. [11].

Also in ref. [12] thermal background effects have been included into the calculation, it was pointed out that numerically these effects are particularly relevant when correcting the propagator of the Higgs scalar field. We include only this thermal correction into our calculation.

Another important point that should be mentioned, which is crucial for our model, is the fact that the actual decay temperature at which the lepton asymmetry is produced is just above the electroweak scale; thus one must be careful and check that for our choice of parameters the sphaleron interactions are still in equilibrium. Although, in the SM there is no first order phase transition, just a crossover, and this is not modified for our model with four generations, sphaleron interactions are switched off for temperatures below ∼ 100 GeV [24]. A careful calculation of the chemical equilibrium equations in the region close to the electroweak phase transition was performed in [25].

3 The Model

The relevant part of the Lagrangian of the model we consider is given by, L = L_{SM} + ψ̄_{Ri} i∂/ ψ_{Ri} − M_{Ni} 2 (ψ̄^c_{Ri} ψ_{Ri} + h.c.) − (λ^ν_{iα}L̄_αψ_{Ri} ϕ + h.c.) , (7) 1In this model, we denote by σ the flavour of the fourth leptonic generation.

where ψ_{Ri} are two-component spinors describing the right-handed neutrinos and we define a Majorana 4-component spinor, N_i = ψ_{Ri} +ψ^c_{Ri} . Our index i runs from 1 to 4, and α = e, μ, τ, σ. The σ component of L_α corresponds to a left-handed lepton doublet which must satisfy the LEP constraints from the Z- width on a fourth left-handed neutrino [26]. The λ^ν_{iα} are Yukawa couplings and the field ϕ is the SM Higgs boson doublet whose vacuum expectation value is denoted by v.

We work in the basis in which the mass matrix for the right-handed neutrinos M is diagonal and real,

M = diag(M_1, M_2, M_3, M_4) (8)

and define m_D = λ^ν v.

To leading order^2, the induced see-saw neutrino mass matrix for the left-handed neutrinos is given by,

m_ν = λ^{ν†}M^{−1}λ^ν v^2 . (9)

which is diagonalized by the well known PMNS matrix.

We consider the out-of-equilibrium decay of the lightest of the gauge singlets N_j , which we take to be N_1. The decay rate at tree-level is given by

Γ_{Nj} = ( λ^†λ ) jj 8π M_j = 4∑ α=1

( λ^∗_{αj} λ_{αj} ) 8π M_j = m̃^{(4G)}_j M_1M_j 8πv^2 , (10)

where λ ≡ λ^ν and we have defined^3

m̃^{(4G)}_j = 4∑ α=1

( λ^∗_{αj} λ_{αj} ) M_1 v^2. (11)

To ensure an out-of-equilibrium decay of N_1 it is necessary that^{ΓN1}_{H(T =M1)} ≪ 1, where H is the Hubble expansion rate at T = M_1. This condition will impose an upper bound on the usual effective mass parameter m̃_1 which is defined in for example [27].

The CP asymmetry calculated from the interference of the tree diagrams with the one-loop diagrams (self-energy and vertex corrections) is [28]

ϵ_i = 1 (8π) 1 [λ^†_νλ_ν ]_{ii} ∑ j Im[λ^{ν†}λ_ν ]^2_{ij} [ f ( M^2_j M^2_i ) + g ( M^2_j M^2_i )] , (12)

2Given the fact that in our model, at least one of the RH neutrino masses take values ∼ TeV, one has to go to next order in the general see-saw formula. However, these corrections are small and not relevant for our purpose.

3To simplify our notation, we write the sums over α = 1 to 4 denoting the sums over all flavours e, μ, τ, σ, and sums over α = 1 to 3 to denote sums over the three lightest flavours. For instance, m̃^{(3G)}_j =

∑_3 α=1 (λ^∗_{αj} λαj ) M1 v^2 is the usual effective mass parameter m̃1 defined in the literature for j = 1.

where f(x) = √ x[1 − (1 + x) ln

1 + x x ], g(x) = √ x 1 − x . (13)

In reference [14] it was shown that the upper bound of the CP-asymmetry produced in the decay of the lightest right-handed neutrino N_1 is |ϵ_1| <∼ 3 8π M_1m_4 v^2

, (14)

where m_4 denotes the largest eigenvalue of the left-handed neutrino mass matrix m_ν . Due to experimental constraints we require that m_4 > 45 GeV, which implies that the bound on ϵ_1 is irrelevant. In general there will be regions of parameter space in which the produced CP asymmetry can be very large, thus the final allowed region of parameter space could include areas in which the washout processes can be very large as well. In reference [14] possible textures for the λ^ν matrix were given to illustrate how to obtain masses consistent with low energy data and the appropriate amount of CP asymmetry from the decay of N_1.

4 Boltzmann Equations

We will now write the Boltzmann equations for the RH neutrino abundance and the lepton densities. With all the above arguments in consideration, the main processes we consider in the thermal bath of the early universe are decays, inverse decays of the RH neutrinos, and the lepton number violation ΔL = 1 and ΔL = 2, Higgs and RH neutrinos exchange scattering processes, respectively.

In our analysis we stick to the case where the asymmetry is due only to the decay of the lightest RH neutrino N_1^4. The first BE, which corresponds to the evolution of the abundance of the lightest RH neutrino Y_{N1} involving the decays, inverse decays and ΔL = 1 processes is given by dY_{N1} dz = − z sH(M_1) ( Y_{N1} Y^{eq}_N − 1)(γ_{D1} + γ_{S1} ), (15)

where z =^{M1}_T , s is the entropy density and γ_{Dj} , γ_{Sj} are the interaction rates for the decay and ΔL = 1 scattering contributions, respectively. The BE for the lepton asymmetry is given by dY_L dz = − z sH(M_1)

[ϵ_1γ_{D1} ( Y_{N1} Y^{eq}_N − 1) + γ_W Y_L Y^{eq}_L ], (16)

where ϵ_1 is the CP violation parameter given by eq. (12) and γ_W , is a function of γ_{Dj} and γ_{Sj} and ΔL = 2 interaction rate processes, called the washout factor which is responsible for the

4We have checked that the asymmetry produced by the decay of the second lightest RH neutrino is very tiny in our model compared to the one produced by the decay of N1.

damping of the produced asymmetry. In eqs. (15) and (16), Y^{eq}_i is the equilibrium number density of a particle i, which has a mass m_i, given by

Y^{eq}_i (z) = 45 4π^4 g_i g_∗ ( m_i M_1

)_2 z^2K_2 ( m_iz M_1 ) , (17)

where g_i is the internal degree of freedom of the particle (g_{Ni} = 2, g_ℓ = 4) and g_∗ ≃ 108. Explicit expressions of the interaction rates γ_{Dj} , γ_{Sj} and γ_W are given below. The reaction density γ_{Dj} is related to the tree level total decay rate of the RH neutrino N_j of eq. (10) by γ_{Dj} = n^{eq}_{Nj} K_1(z) K_2(z)

Γ_{Nj} , (18)

where K_n(z) are the K type Bessel functions.

We define the reaction density of any process a + b → c + d by

γ^{(i)} =

M^4_1 64π^4 1 z ∫_∞ (Ma+Mb)2 M 21 dx σ̂^{(i)}(x) √ x K_1 (√ xz ) , (19)

where σ̂^{(j)}(x) are the reduced cross sections for the different processes which contribute to the Boltzmann equations. For the ΔL = 1 Higgs boson exchange processes, we have

σ̂^{(1)}_{tj} = 3α_u 4∑ α=1 ( λ^∗_{αj} λ_{αj} ) ( x − a_j x )_2

= 3α_u m̃^{(4G)}_j M_1 v^2 ( x − a_j x )_2

, (20)

σ̂^{(2)}_{tj} = 3α_u 4∑ α=1 ( λ^∗_{αj} λ_{αj} ) ( x − a_j x ) [ x − 2a_j + 2a_h x − a_j + a_h + a_j − 2a_h x − a_j ln ( x − a_j + a_h a_h )]

= 3α_u m̃^{(4G)}_j M_1 v^2 ( x − a_j x ) [ x − 2a_j + 2a_h x − a_j + a_h + a_j − 2a_h x − a_j ln ( x − a_j + a_h a_h )] , (21)

where

α_u = T r(λ^†_uλ_u) 4π ≃ m^2_t 4πv^2 , a_j = ( M_j M_1

)_2 , a_h = ( μ M_1

)_2 , (22)

the infrared cutoff μ is chosen to be equal to 800 GeV due to phenomenological considerations. So we have γ_{Sj} = 2γ^{(1)}_{tj} + 4γ^{(2)}_{tj} . (23)

The expressions of reduced cross sections of ΔL = 2 RH neutrino exchange processes, which washout a part of the asymmetry are given by

σ̂^{(1)}_N = 4∑ α=1 3∑ β=1 4∑ j=1 ( λ^∗_{αj}λ_{αj} ) ( λ^∗_{βj}λ_{βj} ) A^{(1 )}_{jj} + 4∑ α=1 3∑ β=1 4∑ n<j j =1

Re (λ^∗_{αn} λ_{αj} ) ( λ^∗_{βn} λ_{βj} ) B^{(1 )}_{nj} (24)

σ̂^{(2)}_N = 4∑ α=1 3∑ β=1 4∑ j=1 ( λ^∗_{αj}λ_{αj} ) ( λ^∗_{βj}λ_{βj} ) A^{(2 )}_{jj} + 4∑ α=1 3∑ β=1 4∑ n<j j =1

Re (λ^∗_{αn} λ_{αj} ) ( λ^∗_{βn} λ_{βj} ) B^{(2 )}_{nj} (25) where

A^{(1 )}_{jj} = 1 2π [ 1 + a_j D_j + a_j x 2D^2_j − a_j x ( 1 + x + a_j D_j ) ln ( x + a_j a_j )] , (26)

A^{(2 )}_{jj} = 1 2π [ x x + a_j + a_j x + 2a_j ln ( x + a_j a_j )] , (27)

B^{(1 )}_{nj} = √a_na_j 2π [ 1 D_j + 1 D_n + x D_j D_n + ( 1 + a_j x ) ( 2 a_n − a_j − 1 D_n ) ln ( x + a_j a_j )

+ ( 1 + a_n x ) ( 2 a_j − a_n − 1 D_j ) ln ( x + a_n a_n )] , (28)

B^{(2 )}_{nj} = √a_na_j 2π { 1 x + a_n + a_j ln [ (x + a_j )(x + a_n) a_j a_n ] + 2 a_n − a_j ln ( a_n(x + a_j ) a_j (x + a_n) )} , (29) and D_j =

(x − a_j )^2 + a_j c_j x − a_j , c_j = a_j 4∑ α=1 , 3∑ β=1

( λ^∗_{αj}λ_{αj}λ^∗_{βj} λ_{βj} ) 64π^2

, (30)

then we have

γ_W = 4∑ j=1 ( 1 2 γ_{Dj} + Y_{Nj} Y^{eq}_{Nj} γ^{(1)}_{tj} + 2γ^{(2)}_{tj} − γ_{Dj} 8 ) + 2γ^{(1)}_N + 2γ^{(2)}_N . (31)

There are several important comments to make at this point. First of all, notice that in eqs. (10), (20) and (21), we have summed over all states ℓ_α. However in eqs. (24) and (25) terms which correspond to β = 4, (that is the σ flavour, see figure 1), do not contribute to equation (16) because they are multiplied by Y_{Lσ} = 0. Indeed, as was mentioned before, the processes involving at the same time only this flavour in the initial and final state are in thermal equilibrium, and so there is no asymmetry in this flavour. Second, as in the case of FY model, one can parametrize γ_{Dj} and γ_{Sj} by M_1 and m̃^{(4G)}_1 (see eqs. (10), (20), (21)). Third, the ΔL = 2 processes can be divided and treated in two separate regimes. The contribution in the temperature range from z = 1 to z ≃ 10 is proportional to √ m̃^{(4G)}_1 m̃^{(3G)}_1 instead of m̃_1. For the range of temperature (z >> 1), the dominant contribution at leading order would have been proportional to m̄^2 ≡ tr(m^†_ν m_ν ), had the summation on the index β gone from 1 to 4. In addition, we emphasize that the so-called RIS (real intermediate states) in the ΔL = 2 interactions have to be carefully subtracted, to avoid double counting in the Boltzmann equations. In our calculation, we have followed ref. [13] where the authors have shown how the appropriate (−^1_8 γ_{Dj} in eq. (31)) subtraction must be done.

5 Results and Conclusions

5.1 Constraints on the fourth generation Our model is based on the addition of a fourth doublet of leptons and quarks (in order to be anomaly-free) to the particle content of the Standard Model, and of four RH neutrino

�^{Nj}ϕ^{ℓα} ϕ^{ℓ̄β} �^{Nj}ϕ^{ℓα(ℓ̄α)} ℓ̄β(ℓβ)^ϕ Figure 1: s and t channel ΔL = 2 Majorana exchange diagrams.

singlets. The masses and couplings of the singlets are constrained by the left handed neutrino masses (from solar, atmospheric and WMAP data) and the right amount of CP asymmetry ϵ_1. Concerning the fourth generation of leptons and quarks, the direct constraint is that they must be heavier than^{MZ}_2 . There are stronger constraints from electroweak precision tests: for example, the lower bound on the charged lepton σ from LEP II is approximately 80 GeV [29]. As is well known, the SM central value of the Higgs mass is lower than the direct lower bound set by LEP II [30] and the existence of a fourth generation is one possible way to increase the Higgs mass [31, 32, 33]. The Z-lineshape versus fourth generation masses have been extensively studied in for example ref. [34] where we can see that the fourth left-handed neutrino is excluded at 95% CL if its mass is lower than 46.7 ± 0.2 GeV. In our analysis the left handed neutrino masses are always constrained in order to fit the data (solar + atmospheric + WMAP) as well as this latter bound for the 4th LH neutrino. There are other constraints on the fourth generation, the generalized CKM matrix elements, etc. which can be found in [26] and in ref. [35], where present and future experimental searches at Tevatron and LHC are widely discussed.

5.2 Numerical solutions of BE

In our numerical analysis we use one of the possible textures for the Yukawa matrix(λ_ν) in the four generation case which can produce the needed amount of CP-asymmetry and fit the neutrino data, [14]:

λ_ν = C ϵ ϵ ϵ α ϵ 1 1 0 ϵ 1 1 0 ϵ 0 0 1/C , (32)

where C, ϵ and α are parameters (ϵ and α are complex numbers). This texture will induce to first order the following mass matrix for the three lightest LH neutrinos m_ν ∝ ϵ^2 ϵ ϵ ϵ 1 1 ϵ 1 1 . (33)

This is a typical texture for a hierarchical spectrum that has to fit the oscillation data (atmospheric, solar, CHOOZ) and the constraints on the absolute mass.

To show the feasibility of our scenario we chose different values of the parameters C, ϵ, α and values of the RH neutrino masses, M_i, i = 1, 4 and we constrain the inputs given the data for the LH neutrino masses and the out-of- equilibrium condition. It is precisely a hierarchy in the Yukawa couplings which allows for an out-of-equlibrium decay without a suppression of the induced CP-asymmetry.

In figure 2, we illustrate for a given set of input parameters the different thermally averaged reaction rates contributing to BE as a function of z =^{M1}_T :

Γ_X = γ_X n^{eq}_{N1} , X = D, S, ΔL = 2 . (34)

It is clear from this plot that for this set of parameters, and this is true for a wide range of parameter space, all rates at z = 1 fulfill the out-of-equilibrium condition (i.e. Γ_X < H(z = 1)), and so the expected washout effect due to the ΔL = 2 processes will be small. The parameters chosen for this illustration are: M_1 = 450 GeV, M_2 = 2 × 10^6 GeV, M_3 = 10^6 GeV, M_4 = 605 GeV, ϵ_1 ≃ 4.2 × 10^{−6}, m̃^{(3G)}_1 = 2.7 × 10^{−5} eV and m̃^{(4G)}_1 = 3.6 × 10^{−5} eV.

Although a complete scan of the allowed parameter space varying both the values of the RH neutrino masses and the Yukawa couplings has not been done we mention that it is not completely trivial to satisfy all constraints when we vary the parameters. For example, for fixed values of the Yukawa couplings, if we let the second lightest RH neutrino be heavier then the heavier LH neutrino becomes lighter than M_Z /2. On the other hand, again for fixed values of the Yukawa couplings, when the masses of the two heaviest RH neutrinos increase or decrease, it becomes difficult to have acceptable light LH neutrino masses. Nevertheless, a more detailed anaylsis can provide other spectra for the RH neutrinos which are also acceptable.

Figure 3 represents the solution of the BE, abundance and B − L asymmetry, as a function of z. The generated value of the baryon asymmetry is η_B ≃ 6 × 10^{−10}. Applying the see-saw mechanism to our model for the chosen values of the parameters, we obtain a heavy left-handed neutrino with a mass above 48 GeV, which is consistent with the fourth generation constraints (see section 5.1) and the three light neutrino masses are of the order of 10^{−1} eV to a few 10^{−7} eV.

We have presented the solutions to the coupled system of Boltzmann equations for our TeV scale model of thermal leptogenesis. We have carefully considered the effect of the interactions involving the heavy fourth generation leptonic fields and consistently written the BE which contribute to the final baryon asymmetry together with the appropriate conversion factor from the lepton asymmetry to the baryonic one. Our results show that in this simple extension of the Standard Model it is possible to produce the right amount of the BAU in a generic way.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank S. Davidson for extremely useful discussions. M. L. thanks the Michigan Center for Theoretical Physics and the Laboratoire de Physique Théorique, Université de Paris

Figure 2: Various thermally averaged reaction rates Γ_X contributing to BE normalized to the expansion rate of the Universe H(z = 1).

XI-Orsay for hospitality during the completion of this work. H. A. would like to thank M. Plumacher for useful communications.

References

[1] M. Fukugita and T. Yanagida., ”Baryogenesis without grand unification.” Phys. Lett., B174:45, 1986.

[2] D. N. Spergel et al., ”First year wilkinson microwave anisotropy probe (WMAP) observations: Determination of cosmological parameters.” astro-ph/0302209, 2003.

[3] M. Gell-Mann, P. Ramon, and R. Slansky., ”Supergravity.” North-Holland Amsterdam, 1979.

[4] T. Yanagida., Proc. ”Workshop on Unified theory and baryon number in the universe.”

KEK, 1979.

[5] R.N. Mohapatra, G. Senjanovic., ” Neutrino mass and spontanuous parity violation.”

Phys. Rev. Lett., 44:912, 1980.

[6] W. Buchmuller, P. Di Bari, and M. Plumacher., ”Cosmic microwave background, matterantimatter asymmetry and neutrino masses.” Nucl. Phys., B643:367–390, 2002.

Figure 3: Abundance Y_{N1} and the baryon asymmetry Y_{B−L} for the four generation model.

[7] W. Buchmuller, P. Di Bari, and M. Plumacher., ”A bound on neutrino masses from baryogenesis.” Phys. Lett., B547:128–132, 2002.

[8] W. Buchmuller, P. Di Bari, and M. Plumacher., ”The neutrino mass window for baryogenesis.” hep-ph/0302092, 2003.

[9] S. Davidson and A. Ibarra., ”A lower bound on the right-handed neutrino mass from leptogenesis.” Phys. Lett., B535:25–32, 2002.

[10] G.C. Branco, et al., ”Minimal scenario for leptogenesis and CP violation” Phys. Rev. D67:

073025, 2003, hep-ph/0211001.

[11] A. Pilaftsis, T.E. J. Underwood., ”Resonant Leptogenesis” Nucl.Phys. B692:303-345,2004, hep-ph/0309342.

[12] G.F. Giudice, A. Notari, M. Raidal, A. Riotto, A. Strumia., ”Towards a complete theory of thermal leptogenesis in the SM and MSSM.” Nucl.Phys. B685 (2004) 89-149, hep-ph/0310123.

[13] W. Buchmuller, P. Di Bari, M. Plumacher., ”Leptogenesis for Pedestrians.” Annals Phys 315 (2005) 305-351, hep-ph/0401240.

[14] A. Abada and M. Losada., ”Leptogenesis with four gauge singlets.” Nucl.Phys. B673:319- 330,2003, hep-ph/0306180.

[15] A. Abada H. Aissaoui, M. Losada., ”Leptogenesis at the TeV scale” Invited talk at 39th Rencontres de Moriond on Electroweak Interactions and Unified Theories, La Thuile, Aosta Valley, Italy, 21-28 Mar 2004; hep-ph/0406304.

[16] M. Senami and K. Yamamoto., ”Leptogenesis with supersymmetric higgs triplets in TeV region.” hep-ph/0305202, 2003.

[17] M. Senami and K. Yamamoto., ”Lepton flavor violation with supersymmetric higgs triplets in TeV region for neutrino masses and leptogenesis.” Phys. Rev. D69: 035004, 2004, hep-ph/0305203.

[18] L. Boubekeur., ”Leptogenesis at low scale.” hep-ph/0208003, 2002.

[19] L. Boubekeur, T. Hambye, G. Senjanovic., ”Low-scale leptogenesis and soft supersymmetry breaking.” Phys.Rev. Lett., 93:111601, 2004, hep-ph/0404038.

[20] T. Hambye, J. March-Russell, S.M. West., ”TeV scale resonant leptogenesis from supersymmetry breaking.” JHEP 0407 : 070, 2004, hep-ph/0403183.

[21] A. Pilaftsis., ”CP violation and baryogenesis due to heavy Majorana neutrinos,” Phys.Rev.

D56: 5431, 1997, hep-ph/9707235.

[22] R. Barbieri, P. Creminelli, A. Strumia, N. Tetradis., ”Baryogenesis through leptogenesis.”

Nucl.Phys.B575 (2000)61-77, hep-ph/9911315.

[23] G. Sigl, G. Raffelt., ”General kinetic description of relativistic mixed neutrinos.”

Nucl.Phys. B406 (1993) 423-451.

[24] G.D. Moore., ”Sphaleron rate in the symmetric electroweak phase” Phys.Rev. D62:

085011, 2000, hep-ph/0001216.

[25] M. Laine and M. Shaposhnikov., ”A remark on sphaleron erasure of baryon asymmetry.”

Phys.Rev. D61: 117302, 2000, hep-ph/9911473.

[26] Particle Data Group., ”Review of particle physics.” Euro. Phys. J., C15:1, 2002.

[27] See for example, Michael Plumacher., ”Baryogenesis and lepton number violation.” Z.

Phys., C74:549–559, 1997., M. Plumacher, ”Baryon asymmetry, neutrino mixing and supersymmetric SO(10) unification.” Nucl.Phys. B530 (1998), 207 .

[28] L. Covi, E. Roulet, and F. Vissani., ”CP violating decays in leptogenesis scenarios.” Phys.

Lett., B384:169–174, 1996.

[29] M. Maltoni, V.A. Novikov, L.B. Okun, A.N. Rozanov, M.I. Vysotsky., ”Extra quark-lepton generations and precision measurements.” Phys. Lett.B476 (2000) 107-115.

[30] The LEP Collaborations, ”A Combination of Preliminary Electroweak Measurements and Constraints on the Standard Model.” hep-ex/0112021.

[31] H. J. He, N. Polonsky, S. Su., ”Extra Families, Higgs Spectrum and Oblique Corrections.”

Phys.Rev. D64: 053004, 2001.

[32] V.A. Novikov, L.B. Okun, A.N. Rozanov, M.I. Vysotsky., ”Mass of the Higgs versus fourth generation masses.” JETP Lett. 76 (2002) 127-130.

[33] S. Sultansoy., ”Why the four SM families.” Contributed to 30th International Conference on High-Energy Physics (ICHEP 2000), Osaka, Japan, 27 Jul - 2 Aug 2000. , hep-ph/0004271.

[34] S.S. Bulanov, V. A. Novikov, L. B. Okun, A. N. Rozanov, M.I. Vysotsky., ”Z-lineshape versus 4^{th} generation masses.” Phys.Atom.Nucl. 66 (2003) 2169, hep-ph/03012268.

[35] P.H. Frampton, P.Q. Hung, M. Sher., ”Quarks and leptons beyond the third generation.”

Phys.Rept. 330 (2000) 263.