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We discuss the interplay between dark matter, leptogenesis and a new gauge boson Z′ in the
B − L model. A fermion dark matter χ carrying U(1)B−L charge is introduced to the model but
not coupling with other particles. We consider the freeze-out and freeze-in mechanisms, and obtain
the correct relic density respectively. We have scanned the feasible parameter space and found
that the dark matter direct detection experiments imposed the most stringent constraints on the
parameter space. The constraint on the parameter space places a limit on the mass of dark matter
with mχ ≈ 1/2MZ′ within a narrow region in the case of freeze-out scenario, and we can obtain the
right baryon asymmetry result in the case of mχ ⊂ [654 GeV, 664 GeV]. For the freeze-in scenario,
we have a much broader parameter space for mχ and MZ′ but gBL is restricted at 10−5 level for
Q = 0.1. In both scenarios, gBL −MZ′ is limited within a narrow region by the dark matter relic
density, direct detection and baryon asymmetry constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observed baryon asymmetry of the universe (BAU) and dark matter (DM) have been long-standing problems
of the particle physics. The BAU can be explained by a very attractive mechanism, the leptogenesis. This mechanism
can arise naturally from the existence of the tiny neutrino masses. The heavy right-handed (RH) neutrinos are
added in the seesaw mechanisms to explain the light neutrino masses, while in the meantime satisfying the Sakharov
conditions [1] to generate the lepton asymmetry, and transfer into the BAU via the sphaleron processes [2]. If the
masses of the right-handed neutrinos (RHNs) are introduced via a new U(1) gauge, such as the U(1)B−L, the seesaw
can be explained naturally [3]. The U(1) gauge also introduces an additional Z ′ boson. Once considered, it can lead
to the scattering processes of RH neutrinos into SM fermions, therefore diluting the final BAU [4]. If there exists U(1)
charged DM fermions χ, the Z ′ boson can also contribute to the processes of DM-RHNs, so that make difference in
the DM relic density and baryon asymmetry results. In another word, the baryon asymmetry can interplay the DM
relic via the new U(1) gauge.

In such models, the DM production can be produced via the Z ′ mediated co-annihilation of the fermions and the
RH neutrinos, ff̄ , NN → Z ′ → χχ̄, while the similar couplings introduce the scattering process of NN → Z ′ → ff̄ ,
χχ̄ during leptogenesis. As the DM relic density is more likely to be explained with stronger coupled Z ′ boson,
while the observed BAU favors for weakly coupled ones, the scenarios where both the BAU and the DM relic density
can be explained simultaneously becomes non-trivial, and such conditions limits the choices for the parameter space.
Therefore, it is interesting to look for such scenarios.

Dark matter from leptogenesis has been discussed in Ref. [5], and followed by many other studies [6–20]. Beside,
the DM models with a U(1) gauge is also studied at Ref. [21–40]. Among them, Ref. [15–18] have considered DM
production via the co-annihilation of the RH neutrinos, while the connection to the observed BAU is not yet discussed.

In this work, we discuss the interplay between dark matter, Z ′ and leptogenesis in the B − L model. The paper is
arranged as follows. In section II, we describe the framework of the model including dark matter and leptogenesis.
In section III, we consider the Boltzmann equation involving dark matter, and give the evolution of the baryon
asymmetry. In section IV, we discuss the dark matter relic density in our model. In order to obtain the correct
dark matter relic density, we consider the Freeze-out [41] and Freeze-in [42] cases, respectively, which depend on the
interaction strength as well as dark matter initial density at the early universe. What’s more, dark matter direct
detection experiments also give stringent constraints on the parameter space in the case of the Freeze-out scenario.
We concretely discuss the interplay between dark matter, Z ′ and leptogenesis in section V, and we summary in the
last part.
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II. FRAMEWORK

In this work, we consider a simple extension of the SM within the B − L framework, where a Z ′ boson couples
to three right-handed neutrinos Ni with i ∈ e, µ, τ . One singlet scalar Φ with B − L charge +2 is added to provide
Majorana masses to Ni. We also assume a fermion χ carrying B −L charge Q with Q not equal to ±1 so that χ can
be the dark matter candidate in the model, the relevant lagrangian can be given by,

L ⊃ −QgBLZ
′
µχ̄γ

µχ−
∑
f

gBLq
′
fZ

′
µf̄γ

µf

−gBLZ
′
µNiγ

µNi −mχχ̄χ− LN (1)

where gBL is the U(1)B−L gauge coupling constant, q′f represents SM fermions B−L charge with q′f = −1 for leptons

and q′f = 1/3 for quarks, mχ is the χ mass and LN is the term related with neutrino mass [43],

LN = −(yL̄HNi + λN N̄ c
i NiΦ+ h.c.) (2)

suppressing flavor indices, where H is the SM Higgs and L represents the SM leptons. λN can be assumed as
diagonal with positive entries without losing generality. We have Φ = (vb + S)/

√
2 in unitary gauge, and vb is the

vacuum expectation value inducing the Z ′ mass MZ′ = 2gBLvb and the Majarona mass matrix MN =
√
2λNvb. We

can generate light neutrino masses via the Type-I seesaw mechanism in a standard way after electroweak symmetry
breaking.

In this work, we discuss the interplay between Z ′ boson, dark matter and leptogenesis. We consider the three right-
handed neutrino masses are highly degenerate so that the observed baryon asymmetry can be generated by resonant
leptogenesis [44, 45]. We use N to represent three right-handed neutrinos for simplicity. The related parameters in
our model are given as followed,

MZ′ , gBL,mχ, Q,mN , m̃, ϵCP (3)

wheremN represents right-handed mass, m̃ is the effective neutrino mass and we choose m̃ = 10−4eV as the benchmark
value, and ϵCP is the CP asymmetry parameter. Since the BAU is produced via the resonant leptogenesis, right-
handed neutrino mass may not necessarily be much heavy and ϵCP can be regarded as a free parameter in our
model.The BAU obtains contributions from three right-handed neutrinos when we assume the right-handed neutrinos
are degenerate. If the decay widths of the three right-handed neutrinos are comparable, then the generated BAU
should be three times that mere one right-handed neutrino decay. On the other hand, if the decay widths have a
hierarchy, the CP asymmetries will also do so and the generated BAU can be dominated by one of the right-handed
neutrinos, so that a one-flavor discussion will be sufficient, and we consider such a scenario in this work. According
to [46], the allowed range for leptogenesis in the MZ′ −mN is constrained strictly in the case of mN < MZ′/2. We
consider the decoupled-scalar limit MS → ∞ and MZ′ > 2mN so that new extra processes contributing to leptogenesis
are the s-channel interactions including NN → χχ̄ and NN → ff̄ [43]. On the other hand, dark matter production
is generated by Z ′-mediated processes of ff̄ → χχ̄ and NN → χχ̄. To obtain the observed relic density, we consider
the Freeze-in case and Freeze-out case separately in this work. This depends on the strength of the interaction and
whether the initial density of dark matter in the early universe is negligible or not.

III. BOLTZMANN EQUATIONS AND LEPTOGENESIS

In this section, we give the Boltzmann equations of N as well as dark matter. The dark matter production is
determined by ff̄ → χχ̄ and NN → χχ̄, where the later process can also connect with leptogenesis. The total cross
section of dark matter σχ(s) = σfχ(s) + σNχ(s) can be given by,

σfχ(s) =
8(Qg2BL)

2

12π

√
1− 4m2

χ/s(s+ 2m2
χ)

(s−M2
Z′)2 +M2

Z′Γ2
Z′

(4)

σNχ(s) =
(Qg2BL)

2

6π

√
s(s− 4m2

N )

(s−M2
Z′)2 +M2

Z′Γ2
Z′

(5)
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where σfχ(s) is the cross section of ff̄ → χχ̄, σNχ(s) represents the cross section of NN → χχ̄ and s is the squared
center of mass energy. The Z ′ decay width ΓZ′ is given by,

ΓZ′ =
g2BLMZ′

24π
(13 + 3(1− 4mN

2

MZ′
2 )

3
2 )

+
Q2g2BLMZ′

8π
(1−

4m2
χ

M2
Z′

)
3
2 (6)

Correspondingly, the reaction rate γfχ(z1) and γNχ(z) are,

γfχ(z1) =
mN

64π4z1
×∫ ∞

4m2
χ

2(s− 4m2
χ)σfχ(s)

√
sK1(

√
s
z1
mN

)ds (7)

γNχ(z) =
m4

N

64π4z

∫ ∞

4

ˆσNχ(y)
√
yK1(z

√
y)dy (8)

where K1(z) is the modified Bessel function, y is defined by y = s/m2
N , z1 = mχ/T and z = mN/T with T being the

temperature. In addition, the reduced cross section ˆσNχ(y) is given by,

ˆσNχ(y) =
(Qg2BL)

2

6π

m4
N

√
(y − 4)3y

(M2
Z′ −m2

Ny)2 +M2
Z′Γ2

Z′
(9)

The Boltzmann equations to describe N abundance YN , dark matter abundance YX and (B − L) asymmetry YB−L

are given as followed,

sNHN

z4
Y ′
N = −(

YN

YNeq
− 1)(γD + 2γhs + 4γht)

− (
Y 2
N

Y 2
Neq

− Y 2
X

Y 2
Xeq

)2γNχ − (
Y 2
N

Y 2
Neq

− 1)2γNN (10)

sNHN

z4
Y ′
B−L = −(

YB−L

2YLeq
+ ϵCP (

YN

YNeq
− 1))γD

− YB−L

YLeq
(2(γN + γNt + γht) +

YN

YNeq
γhs) (11)

sNHN

z4
Y ′
X = −(

Y 2
X

Y 2
Xeq

− Y 2
N

Y 2
Neq

)2γNχ − (
Y 2
X

Y 2
Xeq

− 1)γfχ (12)

About the quantities in the Boltzmann equations, we have,

sN =
2π2

45
g∗m

3
N , (13)

HN =
m2

N

2ξmϕ
(14)

where mpl is the Planck mass with mpl = 1, 22 × 1019 GeV, g∗ = 106.75 is the effective degrees of freedom and ξ is
defined by,

ξ =
1

4π

√
45

πg∗
(15)

YNeq and YXeq describe the abundance of N and dark matter at thermal equilibrium [47],

YNeq(z) =
45z2

2π4g∗
K2(z), (16)

YXeq(z) =
45z2mχ2

m2
N2π4g∗

K2(z
mχ

mN
) (17)
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YLeq is the lepton abundance at thermal equilibrium with

YLeq =
6

sN

m3
Nζ(3)

4π2
(18)

where ζ(x) is the Riemann zeta function. γNN is the reaction rate of NN → Z ′ → ff̄ and can be given by,

γNN (z) =
m4

N

64π4z

∫ ∞

4

ˆσNN (y)
√
yK1(z

√
y) (19)

where the reduced cross section ˆσNN is defined by,

ˆσNN (y) =
13g4BL

6π

m4
N

√
(y − 4)3y

(M2
Z′ −m2

Ny)2 +M2
Z′Γ2

Z′
(20)

As for other terms in the Boltzmann equations, we give the explicit expression in the appendix A. The generated
(B − L) asymmetry can be converted into a baryon asymmetry by the sphelaron processes [48], which is given by
YB = 28

79YB−L.
We give the results in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, where the grey lines in the two pictures are the observed baryon asymmetry

value YB ≈ 8.7× 10−11 [49] and the blue lines correspond to the case without dark matter. In both pictures, we set
Q = 100, |ϵCP | = 0.1, mχ = 300 GeV and mN = 1 TeV. In Fig. 1, we fix gBL = 0.01 and take MZ′ = 4 TeV, 4
TeV and 3 TeV corresponding to the blue, green and red lines respectively. In Fig. 2, we fix MZ′ = 4 TeV and vary
gBL = 0.01, 0.01 and 0.001 corresponding to the blue, green and red lines respectively. According to Fig. 1, the new
process NN → χχ̄ will further dilute the baryon asymmetry besides other Z ′-mediated processes related with N , and
a lighter MZ′ can correspond to a large cross section so that the dilution effect will be more efficient. Similarly, the
coupling gBL can also determine these processes, and a larger gBL can also promote the dilution effect and give a
smaller baryon asymmetry as we can see from Fig. 2. Therefore, dark matter, Z ′ and leptogenesis can be interplayed
by the observed dark matter relic density and BAU in the model. We note for a much small gBL corresponding to
the FIMP case, the contribution of dark matter to baryon asymmetry can be negligible. However, dark matter cross
section also depends on gBL and MZ′ so that dark matter and leptogenesis can be connected by Z ′.

YB0
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FIG. 1: Results of baryon asymmetry in the model, where
we fix Q = 100, gBL = 0.01, |ϵCP | = 0.1, mχ = 300 GeV
and mN = 1 TeV. We take MZ′ = 4 TeV, 4 TeV and 3 TeV
corresponding to the blue, green and red lines respectively.
Especially, the blue line is the result without dark matter.
The grey line represents the observed baryon symmetry value
YB ≈ 8.7× 10−11.
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FIG. 2: Results of baryon asymmetry in the model, where
we fix Q = 100, MZ′ = 4 TeV, |ϵCP | = 0.1, mχ = 300
GeV and mN = 1 TeV. We take gBL = 0.01, 0.01 and 0.001
corresponding to the blue, green and red lines respectively.
Especially, the blue line is the result without dark matter.
The grey line represents the observed baryon symmetry value
YB ≈ 8.7× 10−11.

IV. DARK MATTER RELIC DENSITY

The evolution of Boltzmann equations can describe dark matter abundance and current experiment analysis gives
dark matter relic density with [49],

Ωh2 = 0.120± 0.001 (21)
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The dark matter density can be estimated by [50],

Ωχh
2 =

mχYX,∞s0
ρc,0

(22)

where YX,∞ is dark matter abundance at z → ∞, s0 ≈ 2889.2cm−3 is the present-day entropy density, and ρc,0/h
2 =

1.05 × 10−5GeV2cm−3 is the critical density. The relic density can be obtained via the Freeze-in mechanism and
Freeze-out mechanism, depending on the interaction strength as well as the initial density of dark matter at the early
universe. Therefore, we divide two parts to discuss dark matter.

A. Freeze-in dark matter

In this part, we discuss the Freeze-in case in the model, this requires a small interaction coupling QgBL and the
initial dark matter density negligible. The results of dark matter abundance are given as followed. In Fig. 3, we set
mχ = 300 GeV, gBL = 10−8, Q = 100, |ϵCP | = 1, mN = 1 TeV. The blue line corresponds to the case of MZ′ = 4 TeV
while the red line is MZ′ = 3 TeV. The dark matter abundance will be larger with the interaction strength increases
in the case of the Freeze-in scenario, and for a lighter MZ′ , we will have a larger cross section so that more dark
matter. In Fig. 4, we fix MZ′ = 4 TeV, Q = 100, |ϵCP | = 1, mN = 1 TeV and gBL = 10−8. The blue line corresponds
to the case of mχ = 300 GeV and the red line is mχ = 500 GeV. We will have different relic density according to
Eq. 22 though the two lines almost coincide with each other.

Ydm1
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-20
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-17
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-14

10
-11

z

Y

FIG. 3: Evolution of dark matter abundance where we fix
mχ = 300 GeV,gBL = 10−8, Q = 100, |ϵCP | = 1, mN = 1
TeV. The blue line corresponds to the case of MZ′ = 4 TeV
while the red line is MZ′ = 3 TeV.
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FIG. 4: Evolution of dark matter abundance where we fix
MZ′ = 4 TeV, Q = 100, |ϵCP | = 1, mN = 1 TeV and gBL =
10−8. The blue line corresponds to the case of mχ = 300
GeV while the red line is mχ = 500 GeV.

B. Freeze-out dark matter

In this part, we discuss the Freeze-out scenario, where dark matter reached thermal equilibrium at the early universe
and freeze out later. In Fig. 5, we set mχ = 300 GeV, gBL = 0.01, Q = 100, |ϵCP | = 1, mN = 1 TeV. The blue line is
the evolution of dark matter abundance at thermal equilibrium, while the red and green lines correspond to MZ′ = 4
TeV and 3 TeV respectively. The freeze out occurs at about z ≈ 25 and we obtain the relic density later. Contrary
to the Freeze-in case, dark matter abundance will decrease when the interaction strength increase. In our model, a
lighter MZ′ always indicates a larger cross section of dark matter so that we have less abundance as we can see from
Fig. 5. In Fig. 6, we set Q = 100, gBL = 0.01, MZ′ = 4 TeV, mN = 1 TeV and |ϵCP | = 1. The blue line corresponds
to the case of mχ = 300 GeV and the red is mχ = 500 GeV. Similarly, we have less dark matter abundance in the
case of a heavier dark matter mass, which induces a larger cross section. As for the Freeze-out case, the allowed
parameter space is also constrained by direct detection for dark matter[51]. Concretely speaking, for dark matter
mass mχ ≳ 2 GeV, the direct detection experiments give the most stringent constraint on the spin-independent DM
matter scattering with nucleon. Dark side-50 [52], PandaX-II [53] and LUX [54] experiments give the most stringent
bounds in the case of 2 GeV ≲ mχ ≲ 6 GeV, while XENON1T [55] gives a stringent bound for mχ > 6 GeV. On the
other hand, since there is no evidence for the existence of WIMP DM taking current searches into consideration, it is
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FIG. 5: Evolution of dark matter abundance where we set
mχ = 300 GeV, Q = 100, gBL = 0.01, mN = 1 TeV and
|ϵCP | = 1. The blue line is the evolution of dark matter
abundance at thermally equilibrium, while the red and green
lines correspond to MZ′ = 4 TeV and 3 TeV respectively.
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FIG. 6: Evolution of dark matter abundance where we set
Q = 100, gBL = 0.01 ,MZ′ = 4 TeV, mN = 1 TeV and
|ϵCP | = 1. The blue line corresponds to the case of mχ = 300
GeV and the red is mχ = 100 GeV.

possible that the WIMP-nucleus scattering cross section bound is at 10−13 pb level in the case of dark matter mass
larger than 100 GeV with the neutrino-floor limit according to [56, 57], which can put the most stringent constraint
on the dark matter parameter space. In this work, the scattering is arising from the exchange of Z ′ between dark
matter and nucleon and the DM-nucleon cross section σSI can be estimated by [51],

σSI ≈ 1

π
Q2g4BL

µ2

M4
Z′

(23)

where µ = mχmNu/(mχ +mNu) is the reduced mass for the DM-nucleon with mNu = 0.983 GeV the nucleon mass.

V. INTERPLAY BETWEEN DARK MATTER, LEPTOGENESIS AND Z′

In this section, we discuss the interplay between dark matter, leptogenesis and Z ′, we divide three parts as follows.
a. Interplay between Z ′ and DM

MZ′ and gBL can affect dark matter relic density according to the expression of dark matter cross section, and the
results are given in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8. We fix Q = 100, mN = 1/4MZ′ and |ϵCP | = 1 in Fig 7, while in Fig. 8 we set
Q = 0.01. According to Fig. 7, the dashed blue line corresponds to the observed relic density Ωh2 = 0.12. For other
colored lined, we set MZ′ ranging from 2 TeV to 4.5 TeV. The Green region is excluded by unitary constraint with
QgBL <

√
4π [58]. For a fixed MZ′ , dark matter relic density increases with gBL increases in the case of gBL < 10−7.

This region corresponds to the Freeze-in dark matter that larger gBL induces a larger cross section and more dark
matter. For gBL > 10−4, dark matter relic density is generated by Freeze-out, and will decrease with increasing of
gBL. On the other hand, for the fixed gBL, a lighter MZ′ can induce a larger cross section for dark matter, and we
have less(more) relic density for Freeze-out(Freeze-in) scenario. A similar conclusion can be found in Fig. 8, but we
have a wider parameter space for gBL since Q = 0.01.

b. Interplay between Z ′ and leptogenesis
The existence of Z ′ introduces new processes related with N as well as dark matter in the model, which can dilute
the result of baryon asymmetry. In Fig. 9, we set Q = 0.01, MZ′ = 4 TeV, mN = 1/3MZ′ and mχ = 500 GeV.
The colored lines correspond to |ϵCP | equal to 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 and 0.0001 respectively. For the small gBL such as
gBL < 10−6. Z ′-mediated processes can be negligible and make little difference on the baryon symmetry. However,
with the increase of gBL, when gBL > 0.0001, contribution of Z ′-mediated processes are so larger that the dilution
effect is efficient and YB decreases sharply. In addition, the contribution of gBL and ϵCP are opposite, and a proper
baryon symmetry can be obtained either a pair of large (ϵCP , gBL) or small in the case of gBL > 0.0001. In Fig. 10,
we fix gBL = 0.01, mχ = 100 GeV, Q = 0.01 and mN = 0.4MZ′ . The colored lines correspond to |ϵCP | equal to
1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 and 0.0001 respectively. For a heavier MZ′ , the cross section related with N is smaller so that we
have a larger YB as we can see from Fig. 10.
c. Interplay between DM and leptogenesis

DM in our model is related to the s-channel processes ff̄ → χχ̄ and NN → χχ̄, and the later process can affect the
results of baryon asymmetry. We note that the contribution of dark matter to baryon asymmetry can be negligible
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FIG. 7: Results of dark matter relic density, where the blue
dashed line is the current observed relic density with Ωh2 =
0.12, the green region is excluded by unitary constraint. We
fix Q = 100, mN = 1/4MZ′ and |ϵCP | = 1, the colored lines
correspond to MZ′ ranging from 2 TeV to 4.5 TeV.
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FIG. 8: Results of dark matter relic density, where the blue
dashed line is the current observed relic density with Ωh2 =
0.12. We fix Q = 0.01, mN = 1/4MZ′ and |ϵCP | = 1, the
colored lines correspond to MZ′ ranging from 2 TeV to 4.5
TeV.
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FIG. 9: Results of baryon asymmetry related with gBL,
where we set Q = 0.01, MZ′ = 4 TeV, mN = 1/3MZ′ and
mχ = 500 GeV. The colored lines correspond to |ϵCP | equal
to 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 and 0.0001 respectively.
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FIG. 10: Results of baryon asymmetry related with MZ′ ,
where we set gBL = 0.01, mχ = 100 GeV, Q = 0.01 and
mN = 0.4MZ′ . The colored lines correspond to |ϵCP | equal
to 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 and 0.0001 respectively.

in the Freeze-in scenario due to the weak interaction strength and we focus on the case of Freeze-out. In Fig. 11, we
consider the evolution of baryon asymmetry related to dark matter mass mχ. We set Q = 100, gBL = 0.01, MZ′ = 3
TeV and mN = 1/3MZ′ . The colored lines correspond to |ϵCP | equal to 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 and 0.0001 respectively, and
the same color but dashed lines represent the case without dark matter. According to Fig. 11, baryon asymmetry
is diluted efficiently due to dark matter production. Therefore, one needs a larger ϵCP to obtain the correct baryon
asymmetry compared with the case without dark matter. In Fig. 12, we consider a lighter MZ′ but other parameters
are the same as in Fig. 12. As we mentioned above, a lighter MZ′ always induces a large interaction cross section
related with N , and we have a lower YB compared with Fig. 11. However, the contribution of dark matter to baryon
asymmetry is less efficient, and the same color lines almost coincide with each other. An interesting point happens
when mχ ≈ mN and we found a peak in YB . Such a peak arises from the fact that leptogenesis and dark matter
Freeze-out occurs at nearly the same time when mχ ≈ mN . More N has been generated by the inverse process of
NN → χχ̄ so that we have a much larger YB . If mχ ≫ mN , freeze-out of dark matter will be earlier than leptogenesis
that N can still be thermally equilibrium during dark matter freeze-out, and dark matter makes little difference on
leptogenesis. For mχ < mN , dark matter can still be thermally equilibrium during leptogenesis, the process related
with dark matter will just keep N close to equilibrium and dilute the baryon asymmetry like the SM fermions which
depend on the interaction strength. Therefore, dark matter mass can make little difference on leptogenesis in the
model except for mχ ≈ mN .

d. IV). Combined results We give the combined results in this part, and we divide our discussion into two cases
with Freeze-out dark matter and Freeze-in dark matter. For simplicity, we fix Q with Q = 0.1 in both cases, and we
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FIG. 11: Evolution of baryon asymmetry related with mχ,
where we set Q = 100, gBL = 0.01, MZ′ = 3 TeV and
mN = 1/3MZ′ . The colored lines correspond to |ϵCP | equal
to 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 and 0.0001 respectively, and the same
color but dashed lines represent the case without dark mat-
ter.

200 400 600 800 1000

10
-15

10
-13

10
-11

10
-9

mχ /GeV

Y
B

FIG. 12: Evolution of baryon asymmetry related with mχ,
where we set Q = 100, gBL = 0.01, MZ′ = 2 TeV and
mN = 1/3MZ′ . The colored lines correspond to |ϵCP | equal
to 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 and 0.0001 respectively, and the same
color but dashed lines represent the case without dark mat-
ter.

scan the parameter space with

MZ′ ⊂ [1 TeV, 5 TeV],mN ⊂ [0.5 TeV, 1.5 TeV],

gBL ⊂ [10−8, 1],mχ ⊂ [1 GeV, 1000 GeV] (24)

where in the Freeze-out case, gBL takes a value ranging from (10−5, 1] and for the Freeze-in case, we consider
10−8 ≤ gBL ≤ 10−5.
In Fig. 13, Fig. 14 and Fig. 15, we give the results of the Freeze-out case. We use Micromegas [59] to calculate the

relic density numerically, and take the direct detection constraint into consideration with σSI < 10−13 pb in the case of
mχ > 100 GeV. According to Fig. 13 and Fig. 14, the viable parameter space satisfying relic density constraint as well
as direct detection constraint is mχ ⊂ [650 GeV, 666 GeV], mN ⊂ [500 GeV, 620 GeV], MZ′ ⊂ [1300 GeV, 1330 GeV]
and gBL ⊂ [2× 10−4, 3.4× 10−4]. Dark matter direct detection puts the most stringent constraint on the parameter
space that the viable dark matter mass is mχ ≈ MZ′/2, which corresponds to the resonance-enhanced process of
NN → Z ′ → χχ̄. In addition, MZ′ is constrained within a narrow range at a TeV scale, for a lighter Z ′, one can
have a larger scattering cross section for DM-nucleon so that beyond the direct detection constraint. On the other
hand, a heavier Z ′ can correspond to a lower DM-nucleon cross section but lead to dark matter over-abundance. The
combined constraints on the MZ′ − gBL gives MZ′ at 1.3 TeV and gBL at 2×10−4 level, which also meets experiment
data from ATLAS [60] and LEP-II [61, 62].

In Fig. 15, we fix ϵCP = 10−6 and give the contour plot of mχ − mN with LogYB
, which satisfies dark matter

relic density as well as direct detection constraint. According to the astronaut experiments, the observed baryon
asymmetry YB is YB ≈ 8 × 10−11 [49], and LogYB

value corresponds to about -23 in Fig. 15. For mχ < 653 GeV
and mN > 570 GeV, the baryon asymmetry YB is smaller than the observed value. However, for mχ > 660 GeV, the
baryon asymmetry is strengthened due to the process of χχ̄ → NN , and one can obtain the correct baryon asymmetry
as long as mN ⊂ [500 GeV,620 GeV].

As for the Freeze-in dark matter, we will have a simplified discussion compared with Freeze-out case. Since dark
matter can make little difference on the result of baryon asymmetry due to the small interaction strength, we focus
on the dark matter relic density and the result is given in Fig. 16. In addition, dark matter production is suppressed
by the small coupling gBLQ and heavy gauge boson mass MZ′ . The viable gBL to generate the correct relic density
is at 10−5 level, while for smaller gBL, dark matter relic density is much smaller than the observed value with the
Freeze-in mechanism. According to Fig. 16, we give the contour plot of mχ − mN with MZ′ where we have fixed
gBL = 10−5. Unlike the freeze-out case, we have a wider parameter space for mχ, mN as well as MZ′ with mχ ⊂ [1
GeV,1000 GeV], mN ⊂ [0.8 TeV,1.4 TeV] and MZ′ ⊂ [1.2 TeV, 2.8 TeV]. What’s more, with the increase of mχ, the
viable parameter space for mN − MZ′ with correct relic density is more flexible. On the other hand, dark matter
production arises from the processes ff̄ ,NN → Z ′ → χχ̄, and for the given mN value, a heavier mχ always demands
a lighter Z ′ mass to obtain the right relic density.
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FIG. 16: Contour plot of mχ − mN with dark matter relic
density in the case of Freeze-in, where gBL is fixed with gBL =
10−5.

VI. SUMMARY

Dark matter, neutrino masses and baryon asymmetry are the long-standing SM unexplained problems, while the
latter two can be explained by the so-called leptogenesis mechanism. By introducing right-handed neutrinos, tiny
neutrino masses can be generated by a type-I seesaw mechanism, while CP-violation decays of out-of-equilibrium
right-handed neutrinos can produce lepton asymmetry, and the lepton asymmetry can then be converted to baryon
asymmetry during the sphelaron process.

In this work, we consider a B−L model to discuss leptogenesis, dark matter and new gauge boson Z ′. The baryon
asymmetry is generated by resonant leptogenesis, where the right-handed neutrino masses are highly degenerate and
a successful leptogenesis can be obtained at the TeV level. The fermion dark matter χ carries U(1)B−L charge but
does not couple with other particles in the model, so dark matter production is mainly generated by the processes of
ff̄ → Z ′ → χχ̄ and NN → Z ′ → χχ̄. To obtain the observed dark matter relic density, we consider the Freeze-out
and Freeze-in mechanisms which correspond to two different cases. In the case of Freeze-out, dark matter abundance
will decrease with the increasing of interaction strength, while for the Freeze-in dark matter, abundance will increase
when the interaction cross section increases. In addition, dark matter is also limited stringently by the direct detection
experiment in the case of Freeze-out, and such constraints can be negligible for the Freeze-in dark matter due to the
weak interaction strength.

We consider the interplay between leptogenesis, dark matter and new gauge boson Z ′ in the case of Freeze-out and
Freeze-in, and we divide our discussion into three parts. Firstly, for the new gauge boson Z ′ and dark matter, relic
density is determined by MZ′ and gBL. For Q = 100, we come to Freeze-in dark matter in the case of gBL < 10−7

and Freeze-out dark matter for gBL > 10−4. What’s more, for a fixed gBL, a lighter MZ′ can induce a larger cross
section for the dark matter so that we have less(more) relic density for Freeze-out (Freeze-in) scenario. Then, the
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existence of Z ′ introduces new processes related with N as well as dark matter in the model, which can dilute the
result of baryon asymmetry. For the too small gBL and much heavy MZ′ , the cross section of Z ′-mediated processes
such as NN → Z ′ → χχ̄ is too small so that the dilution is obvious. However, with increasing of gBL, such effect
will be efficient and YB decrease sharply in the case of gBL > 0.0001 for MZ′ = 4 TeV. As for dark matter and
leptogenesis, dark matter production in our model is related with the s-channel processes of NN → χχ̄ and ff̄ → χχ̄,
and the contribution of dark matter to baryon asymmetry can be negligible in the Freeze-in scenario due to the weak
interaction strength. We found dark matter makes little difference on leptogenesis in the model except mχ ≈ mN

when the baryon asymmetry is strengthened by the inverse process of NN → χχ̄. We give the combined results
by scanning over a viable parameter space, which satisfies the relic density constraint. For the freeze-out scenario,
dark matter direct detection experiments give the most stringent limit on the parameter space, where dark matter is
constrained with mχ ≈ MZ′/2, MZ′ ⊂ [1300 GeV,1330 GeV], and gBL ⊂ [2 × 10−4, 3.4 × 10−4], and we can obtain
the right baryon asymmetry in the case of mχ ⊂ [654 GeV,664 GeV]. For the Freeze-in case, we focus on the dark
matter constraint and we have a wider parameter space for dark matter mass and MZ′ with mχ ⊂ [1 GeV,1000 GeV]
and MZ′ ⊂ [1.2 TeV, 2.8 TeV], but the viable gBL parameter space is constrained within 10−5 level with Q = 0.1,
and for smaller gBL, the relic density is much smaller than the observed value. Above all, in both Freeze-in and
Freeze-out scenarios, one can find a viable parameter space satisfying dark matter relic density, direct detection and
baryon asymmetry constraints. However, the parameter space is well limited and the coupling gBL and new gauge
boson mass MZ′ are constrained within a narrow region. Such regions are under current collider experiment constrain
and can be tested in the future experiment on the search for heavy Z ′ at LHC.

Appendix A: Formulas

In this part, we give other relevant expressions of the reaction rate in the Boltzmann equations [63]. Firstly, the
reaction rate for N decay γD is given by,

γD =
m3

N

π2z
K1(z)ΓN (A1)

with ΓN =
2m̃m2

N

8πv2 being the N decay width, where v = 246 GeV as the SM vacuum expectation value. For other
scattering processes related with leptogenesis, the reduced cross section are given by,

σ̂N (x) =
αEW 2π

xs2wM
4
W

(
λDv√

2
)4

× (x+
2x(x− 1)

(x− 1)2 + (ΓN/mN )2

+
x2(x− 1)2

2((x− 1)2 + (ΓN/mN )2)2

− (1 + 2
(x+ 1)(x− 1)

(x− 1)2 + (ΓN/mN )2
) log(x+ 1)) (A2)

ˆσNt(x) =
αEW 2π

xs2wM
4
W

(
λDv√

2
)4(

x

2(x+ 1)
+

Log(x+ 1)

x+ 2
) (A3)

σ̂hs(x) =
3πα2

EWM2
t

M2
W s2w

(
λDv√

2
)4(

x− 1

x
)2 (A4)

σ̂ht(x) =
3πα2

EWM2
t

M2
W s2w

(
λDv√

2
)4

× (
x− 1

x
+

1

x
Log(

x− 1 +m2
h/m

2
N

m2
h/m

2
N

)) (A5)

where αEW is the fine structure constant, λD is defined by λD =
√
2m̃mN/v2, s2w is the square of sine Weinberge

angle, MW is the W boson mass, Mt is the top quark mass, and mh is the Higgs mass. Correspondingly, the reaction
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rate are given by,

γN (z) =
m4

N

64π4z

∫ ∞

0

σ̂N (x)
√
xK1(z

√
x)dx (A6)

γNt(z) =
m4

N

64π4z

∫ ∞

0

ˆσNt(x)
√
xK1(z

√
x)dx (A7)

γhs(z) =
m4

N

64π4z

∫ ∞

1

σ̂hs(x)
√
xK1(z

√
x)dx (A8)

γht(z) =
m4

N

64π4z

∫ ∞

1

σ̂ht(x)
√
xK1(z

√
x)dx (A9)
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