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ABSTRACT: We present a comprehensive study of the finite temperature CP-asymmetry
factor needed in the semi-classical treatment of leptogenesis originating from Majorana
fermion decays into a lepton and a scalar particle. The imaginary part of the relevant one-
loop integrals are evaluated using both the real time and the imaginary time formalisms of
thermal quantum field theory. In the former we consider the retarded-advanced approach
as well as the original thermal cutting method developed by Kobes and Semenoff. Specific
care is directed towards showing the consistency between the various approaches. We show
that the final physical result of the calculation is linear in the statistical factors and is
consistent with what is obtained in the Kadanoff-Baym approach. We also present analytic
expressions for the full CP-asymmetry factor in the form of well-behaved triple-integrals,
and provide numerical benchmark predictions in a specific particle physics model.
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1 Introduction

Heavy Majorana neutrino decay has an important role in the CP-violating asymmetry
factor that determines the lepton number asymmetry in the early Universe [1]. The original
vacuum calculation was done at energy scales where the Higgs scalar and the leptons are
massless [2]. That result was later extended to include the effect of the one-loop neutrino
self-energy that can be the dominant source of the asymmetry in case of nearly mass-
degenerate neutrinos [3]. The contribution of both the self-energy and the vertex diagram
to the CP-asymmetry was computed at finite temperature in ref. [4], ignoring the thermal
mass of the scalar and the leptons. These latter were included in the influential article
ref. [5] that attempted a complete treatment of thermal leptogenesis in the standard model
(SM) and its minimal supersymmetric extension based on Boltzmann equations for the
particle numbers involved.

The purpose of the present paper is to further improve the computation of ref. [5] in
two aspects. On the one hand the computation in ref. [5] neglected two out of the three cuts
that appear in the vertex diagram. In that paper, the omission of these cuts was justified
by pointing out that they have exponentially suppressed contributions in my /T > 1, my
being the mass of the decaying heavy neutrino. However, the additional contribution of
these cuts may be relevant for low-scale leptogenesis (i.e., when my ~ T'). On the other
hand, the expressions for the physically relevant thermal self-energy and vertex function
in refs. [4, 5] are quadratic in statistical factors, instead of being linear as one would
expect at one-loop level, hence they have to be corrected. The problem with the number
of statistical factors is known in the literature from comparing non-equilibrium results
obtained using Kadanoff-Baym equations to equilibrium ones [6-8], although seemingly
there is some confusion related to its origin. We shall show that this discrepancy originates
in the identification of the imaginary part of the vertex function component I';17 as the
physical quantity. In fact the causal vertex function related to the physical decay process is a
non-trivial combination of independent components of T (with vertex types a,b,c =1, 2)
obtained in the real time formalism (RTF) of thermal field theory [9, 10].

Our present purpose is motivated by our interest in low-scale leptogenesis occurring
in the superweak extension of the SM (SWSM) [11], where the effects of the issues men-
tioned are unclear a priori. We shall find that these effects are not negligible. Thus, we
shall present the calculation using both the RTF (following ref. [5]) and the imaginary
time formalism (ITF), and find agreement between the compared predictions of the two
approaches. The ITF was formerly not employed in this context. Due to the intricacies
of the RTF and because analytic continuation of results obtained in the ITF might be
disconcerting for some practitioners in the field, we devote a few appendices to review the
relevant literature on the formalisms and to present the details of the calculation.

The article is structured as follows. We begin in section 2 with an overview of the
definition of the CP-asymmetry factor both at zero and at finite temperature. At zero
temperature the analytic structure of the result is presented for non-zero masses. At finite
temperature cutting rules are introduced to evaluate the imaginary part of the one-loop
amplitudes and the thermal rate of CP violation is finally given in an integral form. In



section 3 we focus purely on the finite temperature part of the CP-asymmetry factor. After
a short introduction to the self-energy diagram at finite temperature, we detail the calcu-
lation of the vertex diagram involving all three cuts, and derive the form of the physically
relevant vertex function. We finish this section by evaluating the vertex diagram in the
ITF and compare results with those obtained from the RTF. In section 4 the formulae for
the thermal CP-asymmetry factor are given and numerical results are shown in a particular
particle physics model. Finally, a summary is given in section 5. Identification and eval-
uation of the causal vertex function that is the physically relevant quantity contributing
to the CP-asymmetry factor constitute the main results of this article. Additionally, there
are 8 appendices detailing specific calculations or methods used in the main text.

Throughout the paper we use natural units (¢ = h = kg = 1) appropriate in finite
temperature field theory. Additionally, in all applicable cases we use the Peskin-Schroeder
convention for the Minkowski metric and the Feynman rules [12].

2 CP violating asymmetry

The interaction of the right-handed neutrinos (N) with the scalar (¢) and the left-handed
lepton doublets (L) is given by the Lagrangian

Ly =—LYON — NYTGIL = —ey, L2Y0ip*"*N* — €L, NP p* (Y )i L, , (2.1)

where gz~5 = io9¢*, Y is the complex Yukawa matrix, a,b = 1,2 denotes components of the
doublet, €, = —€p, is a totally antisymmetric matrix with €10 = 1, while « is the family
index of the SM, and ¢ goes over the number of neutrinos involved. The masses of the
particles involved are denoted my;, for the right-handed neutrinos, my for the scalars, and
myp, for the leptons. We do not differentiate between the masses of the degrees of freedom
within the scalar and lepton doublets as we are only interested in leptogenesis scenarios
occurring before the electroweak symmetry breaking, where they are equal.

2.1 Zero temperature case

The CP-violating asymmetry arising from the decay of neutrino through the direct process
N; — L% + ¢" and its CP conjugate, N; — L% 4 ¢, is defined as

> [F(Ni — Lo +¢") —T(N; — Lo + &b)}

a,b,a

> P = La 4+ ")+ T(N; - Lg +6")|

a,b,a

€ =

The tree-level decay rate, which we denote with a superscript (0), is given by
(0) a by _ 1 4 ab (0))2
POW; = Lg +¢%) = 5—— [ dlledlly, (2m)'6(Py = Py = PL(M; V), (23)
N;

where dIl, = d®p,/((27)32E,) is the Lorentz-invariant phase space measure and (.) de-
notes summation over spin indices. We suppressed the dimension of the § distribution that



Figure 1. Self-energy and vertex contributions to the one-loop decay amplitude. The internal line
with two arrows represent the intermediate Majorana neutrino.

will be kept implicit throughout the paper. An elementary calculation shows that the decay
rates of the direct and CP-conjugates processes are equal at lowest order in perturbation
theory. Therefore, €; vanishes at tree-level, and to obtain prediction for ¢;, the decay rates
have to be computed at one-loop level, where the interference between tree- and one-loop
decay amplitudes gives a non-vanishing result. Neglecting terms of O(Y%), we have

1 0))2
T / dlTydILy, (27)*6(Py — Py — Pp) eaq,| M%)
(T =0) = T e e e T (2.4)
> IPO(N; = L8+ ¢P) + TON; — L& + ¢
a,b,a

where the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry factor €4, is defined using the tree- and one-loop
amplitudes of the decay process as

g |?

i,—

AP = D MGy £ (M) @)

a,b,a

EM; = ;
M
In our notation the superscript [1] means that the squared matrix element is computed at
one-loop in perturbation theory, i.e., M = M© + M) Introducing K = Y'Y with the
property KT = I, one has ’Mi(ng = 8K, Pr, - Py (no summation over 7).

The one-loop level Feynman diagrams contributing to the decay amplitude are shown
in figure 1. A straightforward calculation, following ref. [13] and using the formulae in
appendix A, gives at lowest order in the coupling:

M= 165" {mNimijm[(lCij)ﬂ [ijLVMj (Pn, Pp)

JFi
m? —m?2 B(Pn:;myp,m
+PN.PL(1+LP2 ¢>3m<P(2 M ‘f’)>]}, (2.6)
N 1\/_7”1\/]-+16

where ‘ M i[,ll !2

was introduced in eq. (2.5) and the integrals appearing above are defined as

IKz)N]-(PNaPL) = —/KK‘ PL D(K— PN —i—PL,mNj)D(K - PN,m¢)D(K, mL), (27)



B(P;my,mg) = —i/ D(K,m1)D(P — K, mg) . (2.8)
K

Here D(K,m) =i/(K? —m?+ie) is the scalar Feynman propagator and [, = f(d;Tl)i with
K = (kg, k) being the four-momentum in the Minkowski metric. In eq. (2.7) we suppressed
the masses in the argument of the vertex integral in favor of ordered indices to shorten the
notation (cf. eq. (B.1)). In writing eq. (2.6), we dropped a term oc P%JIm(K;;K;;) from the
contribution of the self-energy, since it vanishes due to the property K;; = lC;kz Also, we
could leave out the term j = ¢ from the sum, as Kj; is real.

Eq. (2.6) represents the generalization to finite scalar and lepton masses of the vacuum
vertex and self-energy contributions summarized in chapter 11.3 of ref. [13]. Using Py =
Py — P, and the identity

1
K- Py = L[5~ P - iy — (K~ Px)? —m2) + md, + Py — P,

the integral IX¢Nj defined in eq. (2.7) can be written in terms of basic one-loop scalar
integrals encountered in the usual Passarino-Veltman reduction (see e.g. ref. [14])

1
IquNj(PNaPL) =3

1
+5 [B(PN;mL,mqg) — B(Py;mp, mn;)|, (2.9)

where the scalar triangle integral CL¢N].(PN,PL) has the same form as the integral in
eq. (2.7), but without the factor K - Pr, in the integrand (see eq. (B.1) for its definition).
We mention that for on-shell external momenta and depending on the relation between

(m?vj — T)’Lé + P]%[ — P(ZE)CLd’Nj (Pn, Pp)

the masses, the bubble integral eq. (2.8) can also contribute to the imaginary part of the
triangle graph besides the contribution from the scalar triangle integral. Namely, when
mi > (mp +my;)? then Jm B(my; mr,my,) contributes to JmIX(z)NJ_ obtained by cutting
its two fermionic lines, while Jm B(my,; mr, my) contributes to JmIKz)Nj obtained by
cutting the scalar and lepton lines whenever m?\,z > (mg +mp)? is satisfied.

At finite temperature Lorentz invariance is broken, thus eq. (2.9) does not hold, that
is, simply using the finite temperature bubble and scalar triangle integrals in the formula is
not sufficient. For this reason in section 3 we compute the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry
factor differently.

2.2 Finite temperature case

At finite temperature the CP-asymmetry factor is defined by replacing the vacuum decay
rates in eq. (2.2) with the thermal interaction rates

VNiosLabb = / Ay dIgdILL (27)*8( Py — Po—PL) (| ME|*) fr (Bn) 1+ fo(Ey)][1- fr (EL).
(2.10)

Here Mgf; is computed using finite temperature Feynman rules, which only matters from

one-loop level, and fg/p(£) denotes the Bose-Einstein or Fermi-Dirac statistical factors at

vanishing chemical potential,
1

= gEer (2.11)

fe/r(E)



where 8 = T~ is the inverse temperature. The finite temperature counterpart of eq. (2.4)
is given at leading order in the coupling by

/ ATy dTTydILy, (2m)*6(Py — Py — Pr) ea, | ML fo (En)[L + fa(Ey))[1 — fr(EL)]

€= S O N0
’YNZ—>LZ+¢b ’YNZ—>E‘&+J)I7

a,b,a

(2.12)

At finite temperature, especially in cosmological applications, the calculation is usually
performed in the rest frame of the plasma, called the cosmic rest frame (CR). Moreover, it
is also conventional to add thermal corrections to the vacuum masses and use the so-called
thermal masses, from here on denoted with 7. In the CR frame the decaying IV; has energy
En > my, and we choose the direction of the momentum as py || #. When one calculates

the thermal decay rate one has to perform an appropriate boost from the center-of-mass
(CM) to the CR frame,

ES® = yEPM 4 0qpS™ = EFR(Ey, 9),

xT

BGR = 4B M = ECR (B, ), 219
_9 =2 2 |
gov _ Miyje ~ Mep TN,
L/¢

2
o, , pSM = (ESM) — m% cos @,
where v = py/EN is the velocity of the decaying particle, v = En/my; is the Lorentz
factor, and 6 is the decay angle in the CM frame.
Since ES/}; depends only on the energy of the decaying particle and the decay angle 6,

in eq. (2.12) one can use the identity

fe(EN)1+ fa(E)l[1 - fr(EL)] = fr(En)fs(Ey) fr(EL)e™N (2.14)

with the definition of the tree-level vacuum decay rate in eq. (2.3) to perform the final
state integrals (with the exception of the integral over the scattering angle #) and write

(0) _.0 _ TN 1(0) . b
IN;—Lg+¢> ~ IN,»La+d — g2 TO(N; = Ly +¢")

] 1
x / dE\/E? —m3 fr(E)e’” / 1olcose fe(ES™) fr(EER) .
mn; —

(2.15)

The phase space measure for the neutrino was replaced as dlIy = /E? — m?\,idE /(2m)2.

Note that the angular integral can be evaluated analytically, see eq. (H.6).

What remains to be done in order to have €;(7T") is to perform the initial and final
state integrals in eq. (2.12). When computing the final state integrals we use the relation
‘Mi(gz‘Q =2 Z (\MZE; (0)]2> to find the vacuum decay rate and then the numerator of ¢; is

a,b,a

1) 1) _ mn; 0) (N a | 4b
Z [’VNﬁngb - 'YNﬁngb} ) Z TO(N; = LE + ")

a,b,a a,b,a

o) 1
X / dE \/E? —m%, fr(E)e™” / ldcoseeMi(E, cos0) fs(EG®) fr (ELY).
mNi —

(2.16)



We see that the vacuum decay rate cancels in the expression of €;(T") in eq. (2.12), which
becomes the thermal average of e, over the particle distributions. The expression of €4,
can be read off from egs. (2.5) and (2.6). An alternative way to obtain ey, used in ref. [5]
is presented in the next subsection.

2.3 Calculating the interference using cutting rules

Let the relevant amplitude corresponding to the CP-violating decay process (obtained
through standard Feynman rules) be given by iM. The CP-conjugate amplitude M has
the same structure as M but with all couplings complex conjugated. Neglecting indices, a
schematic representation of the amplitude is

M= g1" 5 M=) gI1¥. (2.17)
J4 J4

Here g = O(g**1) is the overall coupling that appears at ¢-loop and 7O is the (-loop
amplitude stripped of all couplings. In this notation the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry
factor introduced in eq. (2.5) at leading order in perturbation theory reads as

Jm(ggg1) Z Jm (I(O)*I(l))

€M = —2

spins

The imaginary part of amplitudes can be decomposed using the finite temperature
cutting rules [15-17], see appendix C for our notations and specific rules. The cutting rules
presented apply to the n-point Green’s function G,. However, from field theory we know
that the relation between the two is simply G,, = iM. Using the one-loop imaginary part
formula in eq. (C.5), one finds for the imaginary part of the one-loop amplitude:

—20miG{) = 20mMW = Y G, (2.19)

circlings

where the right-hand side is obtained through cutting rules, and the sum refers to all
possible circlings of vertices where at least one circled and one uncircled vertex exists.

For the sterile neutrino decay into a scalar field and a lepton the tree-level amplitude
is purely given as the spinor product Z(9) = —urPrun,. We can also write the one-loop
amplitude as

WP} = /K SY({RY, K) MY ({P}, K), (2.20)

with the spinor chain contained in S and the remaining part involving the propagator
denominators in M®). We call M the stripped amplitude as it is M with couplings,
spinors, and the loop momentum integration stripped off'. Here we used a notation for
the arguments that differentiates the independent external momenta given in parentheses
as {P1,P»,...} from the loop momentum K. The spinor chains of Z(®* and M) are

!The factors of —i coming from the Feynman rules for the vertex are taken into account in M.



contracted using the spin summation and we find [18]

T(K) = Z (—urPrun,)” [urPr(Q + My, )Pr[(K +mL)|PLuy, |
spins (221)
= —QWNZ.WN]. (K . PL) ,

where ) is momentum of the intermediate neutrino that differs between the self-energy
(Q = Pn) and the vertex diagram (Q = K — Py). Using PRQPr = 0 we find that the
momentum of the neutrino does not affect the final result and the spinor traces are equal
for either case. Since 7 (K) is a real number, it can be taken out of the imaginary part of
the interference in eq. (2.18). Using eq. (2.19) finally one has

Jm(ZI(O)*I(1)> :/I(T(K)jm/\?(”:;/KT(K) > MmO, (2.22)

spins circlings

The calculation of the CP-asymmetry factor is thus reduced to the calculation of finite tem-
perature cuts involving the one-loop self-energy and vertex diagrams. Putting everything
together, with (|Z(0|2) = 2Py - Py, the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry factor is

MmN, MmN;

— 9N
M Py - P

/ (K - PL)dmMD) | (2.23)
K
where the overall coupling is (g9 = Yo and g1 = Y,;K;5):

Jm(gig)  Im[(K;;)?
G = ImWogy) _ m{(Ky)"] (2.24)
|90| Kii

We present the calculation of the cuts in the next section.

3 Calculation of the CP-asymmetry factor at finite temperature

At one loop there are two non-vanishing Feynman diagram contributions to the CP asym-
metry produced by the decay of a Majorana neutrino N decaying into a scalar field ¢
and a lepton L: (i) the neutrino self-energy diagram and (ii) the vertex diagram, shown
in figure 1. Both diagrams had been considered in a thermal setting in ref. [5]. In the
following two subsections we focus separately on the self-energy diagram and then the full
vertex contribution. The former is discussed for completeness, while the latter involves the
calculation of all cut diagrams and their physical contributions that have been absent in
the literature that uses equilibrium formulation.

3.1 CP violation in the self-energy diagram

In the one-loop neutrino decay, shown as graph (a) in figure 1, the imaginary part of the
amplitude originates from the sterile neutrino self-energy. The one-loop self-energy is given



by the following bubble diagram:

where a,b = 1,2 are the closed-time-path (CTP) indices of the RTF in the Kobes-Semenoff
(KS) formalism [15, 16] and we suppressed the dependence on the masses of the particles
in the loop.

The thermal self-energy is a well-known function [9, 15, 19] and here we only present
a short derivation using the RTF and cutting rules (see also in chapter 3.4 of ref. [20]).
Application of the Feynman rules set up in appendix C leads to a total of 8 distinct circled
diagrams (or 4 cut diagrams). These diagrams are not all independent. We define the only
topologically possible cut, i.e., where both propagators in the loop are on-shell, as shown
in eq. (3.2). Note that the self-energy, as defined in eq. (3.1), is equal to an imaginary unit
times the two-point function: Yo, = iG%’, i.e., it is the function that appears in eq. (2.19).
It follows that the imaginary part of the self-energy is (see also section 5. in ref. [15]):

- < - ~ - ~

—20mY(Py) = an + an awb- (3.2)

In eq. (2.22) we found that the spinor structure in the amplitude can be taken into account
by a multiplicative factor of T (K) and for the CP-asymmetry factor in eq. (2.22) we only
need the stripped amplitude as defined in eq. (2.20). It is then convenient to define the
stripped fermion propagator gab(P, m) through

Sab(Pam) = (P + m)gab(P7 m) . (33)

Using momenta as shown in eq. (3.1) and the Feynman rules given in appendix C, one
finds that the imaginary parts of the components of the stripped thermal self-energy
Yaw({Pn}, K) are related as:

Jmfln ({PN},K) = jmigg({PN},K)
= —é [5—(K, mL)G—(Py — K,my) + Sy (K, m)G1(Py — K,Ty) (3.4)
jm§12<{PN},K) = —jmigl({PN},K) = glg(K,md,)GlQ(PN — K, m¢) .

Using the relations between the off-diagonal components and the positive or negative fre-
quency propagators given in egs. (C.2a)—(C.2b), we find that JmX;; and JmX;5 are not
independent,

0
ImEs; (Py) = sinh (@V) ImE12(Py) . (3.5)



As indicated in this equation, the relation holds also for the full self-energy components, not
only for the stripped ones. The entire self-energy matrix has one independent component
which is conventionally taken to be Xi;.

The self-energy function that appears in the Feynman propagator is a specific linear
combination of the self-energy components ¥, as explained in appendix D. In the retarded-
advanced (RA) formalism, one uses the retarded and advanced propagators instead of G .
These two sets of propagators are related to each other via “rotation” matrices denoted
as UB/F) and v(B/F) (for definitions, see appendix D). The formula for the causal self-
energy is defined as ¥(P) = YXg,g(P; P) [15], where the notation on the right-hand side
means an incoming and an outgoing retarded propagator (i.e. flowing in the same temporal
direction), both with momentum P. By definition, one then finds [9, 10, 15]:

2
S(Py) = Srr(Pyi Py) = Y VR (Py)Sap(Py) UL (Py)
a,b=1 (36)

- _ BN ~
JmZ(PN)—coth 5 szll(PN)'

As we will see later, the hyperbolic function plays the crucial role of removing terms in
JmX;; that are quadratic in the statistical factors. Note that eq. (3.6) is a general formula
for the thermal self-energy of fermions, for bosons one simply has to change the hyperbolic
function coth — tanh, as usual in thermal field theory. We also mention that eq. (3.5)
follows in the RA formalism from the vanishing of the self-energy component for purely
incoming or outgoing lines of the same type, for example for two incoming particles of the
retarded type Yrgr(Py, —Py) = 0.

By direct substitution of the thermal propagators one finds for the imaginary part of
the stripped self-energy:

ImE({Py}, K) = —2n’sgn(k”)sgn(pd — k°)d(K? — m3 )6 ((Py — K)* — mi3)
x (1+ foly — k%) = fr(k?)).

The resulting formula includes two Dirac-delta distributions corresponding to the two on-

(3.7)

shell propagators in the loop, it is also at most linear in the statistical factors, and does
not vanish in the limit 7" — 0.
The self-energy contribution to the thermal CP-asymmetry factor defined in eq. (2.23)

is given as?
my,mn; K - Py,
) = —4G JmX({Pyv}K)————. 3.8
e R LT =

There is an extra factor of 2 because the loop in eq. (3.1) can contain either pair of the
SU(2)L, doublets of L® and ¢#°. We used the notation introduced in eq. (2.20) and below
for the arguments of the stripped self-energy function. Note that the propagator of the N;

2Note that the fermion self-energy is defined with a minus sign compared to the amplitude, which causes
the sign difference between eq. (2.23) and eq. (3.8).

~10 -



Majorana neutrino is resonant when P2 = m%\fi ~ m?vj leading to an amplification of the

CP-asymmetry factor [3].

To compare with the vacuum result of eq. (2.6) we take the limit 7" — 0 of ex, (Py).
The statistical factors vanish for T — 0, and since in this limit coth(8p%/2) — 1, we also
find Jm¥11 (T = 0) = ImX(T = 0). For p%; > 0 one simply has from eq. (3.7)

. S __(277)2 0 0 1.0 2 2 N2 2

lim JmY({Pn}, K) = —~——-—0(k")0(p} — k°)6(K? —m1)d((Py — K)* —m3), (3.9)
T—0 2
which is exactly what would be obtained from the application of the 7" = 0 cutting rules
(see, e.g. chapter 24.1.2 in ref. [21]). Additionally,

lim [ JmE({Py},K) = JmB(Py;mr, mg), (3.10)
T—0 K
where the bubble integral was given in eq. (2.8). It is then simple to check that eq. (3.8)
can be cast into a form that appears in eq. (2.6).

3.2 CP violation in the vertex correction

In this subsection we focus on the vertex contribution to the CP-asymmetry factor in the
sterile neutrino decay. Our goal here is to show that the imaginary part of the physical
vertex diagram that contributes to ey in eq. (2.23) is given as a non-trivial combination
of the thermal vertex components Jml',. in the KS formalism. Namely, with momenta
assigned as shown in graph (b) of figure 1,

Bp(])v (cutl) ﬁpgs (cut?2) Bp% (cut3)
—jmfc = COth <2> jmfnl —+ tanh 7 ijHl -+ COth <2> 3m1—‘111 .

(3.11)

Here [ is the causal vertex function introduced in ref. [9] in the context of the ¢ scalar
theory. Furthermore, Fgclulti) corresponds to the three cuts of the vertex diagram with only
type 1 CTP indices, as explained below. This symmetric structure of the causal vertex
function is our new reformulation of known results that used distinct components of the
vertex function instead of the aforementioned cuts of one specific component. We shall see
that using Jmfgclljlt ) as the independent degrees of freedom of the vertex function leads to a
result that is formally simpler than previously used relations. Note that the right-hand side
of eq. (3.11) is the finite temperature generalization of the imaginary part of the vacuum
scalar triangle integral originally introduced in ref. [22] that is summarized in appendix B.
First we compute the thermal vertex function in the KS formalism, in particular re-
lations between the vertex components will be derived and the formulae for the above
mentioned three cuts are introduced. Next, the thermal vertex function will be discussed
in the RA formalism and I'c will be defined as the I'agrr component of the vertex function.
Finally, the two formalisms are compared and the causal vertex function is expressed in

the KS formalism as shown above.
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3.2.1 Vertex function in the KS formalism

The diagram for the one-loop vertex correction for the CP violating neutrino decay into a
scalar and a lepton is given as graph (b) in figure 1. Based on this diagram, we define the

one-loop thermal vertex function as

_iFabc(PNa P¢) = a

|K—Ps (3.12)

SN
where a,b,c = 1,2 are CTP indices. We use this assignment of the CTP indices and
momenta in the rest of this chapter, unless we explicitly specify differently.

First we discuss the off-diagonal components of the vertex function, i.e., I where
a # b and [abb] denotes any permutation of the indices. Using the cutting rules given in
appendix C it is simple to show that for any propagators and permutation of the indices

b b
a<l +a<l =0 (3.13)
b b

Specifically, we used that the propagator G, (or Sg) is independent of the circling for
a # b and that circling reverses the sign of the vertex. It follows from eq. (3.13) that 4 out
of the 6 possible circled diagrams cancel in the expressions for JmlI'jy, therefore one cut
diagram may be assigned to the remaining two circled diagrams for each instance of I'[;,
as shown in figure 2.

The diagrams in figure 2 are evaluated using the finite temperature cutting rules of
appendix C. We focus on the stripped amplitudes T gpe({ Py, Py}, K) and use the propagator
relation S11 — S9g = 2iJmS7; with a similar one for bosons. Using the symmetry relations
between the off-diagonal components of the thermal propagators (see egs. (C.1) and (C.2)),
pairs of components corresponding to each line in figure 2 are equal in absolute value. For
example, for the vertex type abb in the first line of figure 2 we have:

jmflgg = gu(K, mL)Glg(PN — K, m¢)3m§11(K — P¢,mNj) = —jmfgu . (3.14)

Similar relations are found for the second and third lines of figure 2. In summary, the off-
diagonal components of the vertex function are not independent and we have the following
three relations for the full vertex function (not only for the stripped one):

Jml“ng = —jmrggl y Jml“lgl = jmrglg, ijgn = —Jml“m . (315)

As a quick rule of thumb, the imaginary parts shown above are equal if the CTP index that
appears once corresponds to a bosonic leg, and there is a minus sign if the corresponding

leg is fermionic.
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—2’JmFabb =

—QJmFbab =

—2’Jmbea =

Figure 2. Imaginary parts of the off-diagonal components of the vertex function in the KS formal-
ism with CTP indices a,b = 1,2 and a # b. Each component can be represented by a single cut
diagram as indicated.

Next, we continue with the diagonal components of the thermal vertex function, I'11;
and Tg99. Here we do not have a cancellation such as that shown in eq. (3.13) for the
off-diagonal components, and we need to calculate all 6 circled diagrams, corresponding
to 3 cut diagrams for each diagonal component. There exists a pairwise equality between
specific circled diagrams: if one simultaneously flips all CTP indices and circlings then the
resulting diagrams have the same amplitude. As an example, the following two diagrams
are equal irrespective of the specific propagators used,

b b

(3.16)

b b

Exploiting this relation, after a similar calculation as that for the off-diagonal components,
one finds that
JmFHl = ijQQQ . (3.17)

~13 -



—2mpisuy) =

(cut2)

—2JmI 7 =

~ t3
—2Jmr {1 =

Figure 3. Imaginary part of the 111 component of the vertex function. The six circled diagrams
are grouped into 3 pairs, each corresponding to a cut diagram as indicated. The full imaginary part
of I'111 is the sum of the three cut contributions.

The imaginary part of the diagonal components of the vertex function, in particular
that of I'111, is separated into three terms corresponding to three cuts,

3
JmI11(Py, Py) = ijrfl“f') (Px,Py). (3.18)

Each cut diagram is indexed with a superscript as Jmfgclljlti) and they are related to the

circled diagrams as indicated in figure 3. At zero temperature, if the neutrino in the loop
is heavier than the decaying one, then only Jmf‘gclult b (first line in figure 3) contributes and
the other two cuts vanish (see eq. (B.10)). However, at finite temperature the energy flow in
the cut propagators is not fixed, and therefore all diagrams give non-zero contribution [23].
In models with very heavy sterile neutrinos the contribution of the second and third cuts
are exponentially small for temperatures 1" < my; due to a Boltzmann-suppression factor
exp(—pfm Nj) < 1 that appears through the cut neutrino propagator [5]. However, we shall
see that in general these diagrams are also relevant for the measure of the CP-asymmetry
and their contribution should not be neglected.

An important detail about the JmI‘gll ) diagrams is that the separate cuts in general
are complex while the sum of the three cuts is of course real. The cancellation of the

imaginary parts is equivalent to the cancellation of terms that involve the product of three
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Dirac-delta distributions (i.e., terms where all three intermediate states are on-shell which
may be possible for specific masses). In order to be able to talk about the imaginary part
of the separate cuts of the 111 component of the vertex diagram, it is beneficial to make
the replacement

GH(P, m) — iJmGH(P, W) and Sll(P, m) — iijn(P, m) , (3.19)

which leaves the sum of the diagrams unchanged such that each cut diagram becomes
real as well. This argumentation is valid to the vertex function. In essence, each circled
diagram will involve the product of two Dirac-delta distributions (corresponding to two cut
propagators) and an explicitly off-shell third propagator. From here on, we assume that
eq. (3.19) has been utilized and ’Jmfgclulti) are real functions.

Each cut of JmI'11; (see figure 3) is non-trivially related to one cut diagram of JmI'g
with similar topology (see figure 2). To see this, recall that the propagators G+ and St
are related to Ga/01 and Sy9/9; via egs. (C.2a)—(C.2b). For example, for the first line in

figure 3:

~E(cutl 1. & _
ergclul ) = —§Jm5’11(K — P¢,mNj)

x [S-(,m1)G (P — K g) + 84 (K, mn)G (P — K, 715)] - (3.20)

. ~ 0
= ijll(K — P¢,mNj)512(K,mL)G12(PN - K, m¢) sinh <BZN> .
We see the same propagator product appearing in Jml99 in eq. (3.14). After similar
calculations for the other cuts, one finds the following relations between the imaginary
parts of the diagonal and the off-diagonal components of the thermal vertex function:

0

JmI {4 = —3Imlyy sinh <5’;N> : (3.21a)
Bpg

Jmfﬁulﬂ) = —Jml“lgl cosh <2¢ s (3.21b)
0

Jml“gclult3) = +JmI'y12 sinh <ﬂ2pL> . (3.21c)

As indicated, these relations hold for the full vertex function, not only for the stripped ones.
For later convenience we rewrite eq. (3.21) as an explicit constraint equation between the
components of the thermal vertex function. Using eq. (3.18) one finds

0 Bl 0
3mF111 + jerll sinh <B];N> + ijlgl cosh <2¢> — JmFHg sinh (BIQ)L) =0. (322)

Egs. (3.15)—(3.17) with eq. (3.22) show that the thermal vertex function only has three
independent components out of the 8 total, and it is convenient to choose these as the three
cuts 3mF§C1l’1t'). A similar relation to eq. (3.22) is found in ref. [9] for the vertex function in

the ¢3 scalar theory. We find the same relation in appendix D as a general consequence of
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the RA formalism (see, eq. (D.11)), as such it provides a good consistency check between
the two methods, as here we obtained this equation in a purely diagrammatic way with no
reference to the RA formalism.

In summary, we choose the three independent degrees of freedom of the thermal vertex
function in the KS formalism as the (real part of the) three cuts of the 111 component:

5 5 0
jmrgclult 1 _ JmS11 (K — P¢,WN].)512(K, mr)Gi2(Py — K, m¢) sinh <ﬁ];N> . (3.23a)

e . . Bp}
jﬁQLI,§<:11t2) — ijll(PN - K, m¢,)512(K, mL)Slg(K — P¢,mNj) cosh (2¢ , (323b)

B _ B 0
fjmrgclult3) — ijH(K, mL)Gn(PN - K, m¢)512(K — P¢,m]\[j) sinh <ﬁ§L> . (3.230)

With the matrix of the thermal vertex function now fully defined, we turn to find the
combination of the components that appears for physical processes and thus influence the
CP-asymmetry factor. This is most easily derived using the RA formalism.

3.2.2 Vertex function in the RA formalism

In ref. [9] it was argued in the context of scalar field theory that the physically relevant,
so-called causal vertex function (I'c) is given as a combination of various vertex function
components ['gpe. It was later found in ref. [10] that this combination is equivalent to a
specific component of the vertex function in the RA formalism. In the following we start
with briefly introducing the relevant details of the RA formalism and refer the reader to
appendix D or ref. [10] for more details. Our goal is to derive the one-loop physical vertex
function for the N — ¢L decay and to connect this with the causal vertex function defined
by Kobes in ref. [9].

The tree level vertex function in the RA formalism is given in a general form in
eq. (D.4). We are particularly interested in the N¢L vertex that has 2 fermionic and
1 bosonic external leg. After direct substitution, the components of the vertex function are
found explicitly:

ek (P Q) = FAa(P,Q) =0,

Thia (P, Q) = Yhar(P, Q) = Fhrr(P,Q) =1,

Thaa (P, Q) = fe(” +¢°) + fr(d°), (3.24)
TARA (P, Q) = — [L— fr(p") — fr(d”)] ,

TAAR (P, Q) = fs(® +¢°) + fr (") .

Notice that 755 (P, Q) = A58E(Q, P) due to cyclicity, irrespective of whether the ex-
changed fermionic external legs are of the same type. The vanishing of the RRR and AAA
type vertices is a consequence of causality and momentum conservation. In the rest of
this section we will use only this type of vertices between 2 fermions and 1 boson, so for
simplicity we will neglect to write the F and B superscripts.
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We move on to consider the one-loop N¢L vertex correction to the heavy neutrino
decay. We assign the momenta and RA indices as

(3.25)

We use the notation where a semicolon separates the incoming and the outgoing external
momenta. Due to momentum conservation Py = Py — P, and the momenta in the loop
are given as Ko = K1 — Py and K3 = K1 — Py + Pr.

When all external momenta are directed as in eq. (3.25), each vertex point has both
incoming and outgoing momenta, whereas the vertices in eq. (3.24) were defined for purely
incoming momenta. The inversion of a momentum direction also changes the corresponding
R/A index [10], for example

’N)/aﬁ;p(Pl, Ps; Pg) = '?aﬁﬁ(Ply P, —Pg) , Where P + P, = P;. (326)

Here p indicates the “conjugation” of the index p, meaning the exchange R<+>A. The absence
of the semicolon means by definition that all momenta are incoming.

In ref. [10] the authors defined the physical amplitude corresponding to a process
o i(P) — Z]- 1 (Pj) for any number and type of particles as Mgrr...rr...({Pi}; {P;})-
It follows that for the decay of the sterile neutrino as depicted in eq. (3.25) one requires
the component I'r.rr (Pn; Py, Pr). In order to write this amplitude, we use the vertices as
defined in eq. (3.24) and the tree-level R/A propagators

i

, 1
Dy/a(Kym) = 255G = iP5 sgn(kY) s (K2 —m?). (3.27)

Here the second equality is known as the Plemelj formula and P denotes the principal value.
The RA propagators are same for bosons and fermions in the sense that for fermions
we mean the stripped version. Contrary to the KS formalism, in the RA scheme all
temperature dependence is contained in the vertices and the propagators are simply the
vacuum ones. Using eq. (3.26) to take into account the specific momentum flows in the
vertices we find

/ Trgr({Py, P}, K1) == ) Do (K1, mp)Dp(K2,mg)Dy(Ks, My, )
K a,8,0=R,A K (328)
X YrBa (PN —K1)Vpaa(—Ks, K1)7,5a (K3, —PL) .

After evaluating the sum there are in total 8 terms out of which 4 vanish due to 4gRrr =
Aaaa = 0. We can further simplify the expression by using the relations for the products
of statistical factors given in eqs. (H.1)—(H.3). For example for « = § = p = R one has the
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vertex function product

YRRA (PN, —K1)YAAR(— K3, K1) YRAA (K3, —Pr)
= [fo(=k3 + k) + fo(=k3)] [fo (ks — pY) + fu(-p1)] (3.29)
= [} —p1) + fe(=pD)] [1 + fo(k3) — fre(})] -
We separated the vertex function into a product of two terms, one that only depends on
the external momenta and another that depends on the loop momentum as well. Upon
integration we use leDa(Kl,mL)Da(Kg,m¢)Da(K3,mNj) = 0 for « = R/A to cancel
some terms in eq. (3.28). After similar calculations for the other terms finally one has

fp(k )DA(KQ,m(b)DA(Kg,mNj) [DR(Kl,mL) — DA(Kl,mL)] (330)

+fr(k3) Dr(K1, ML) Da (K2, My) [Dr(Ks, mn,) — Da(Ks, my;,)] } :
The prefactor of the integral is the tree-level vertex function
AR:Rr(PN; Py — Pr, Pr) = raa(Pn, —Pr) = fs(0X —pL) + fe(—p}) . (3.31)

This is a general result, one can always factorize the corresponding tree-level vertex function
in the expressions of one-loop diagrams [10]. Due to this prefactor being independent of
the loop momentum and being equal to the tree-level vertex function, it cancels when
calculating the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry factor, see eq. (2.5). In the following, we
shall take this into account explicitly and consider the vertex correction as

~ f‘RRR({PNaPL}’Kl)
V : P 7P ’K = = : '
R,RR({ N L} 1) 'YR;RR(PN;PN_PL’PL)

(3.32)

The one-loop vertex correction is thus linear in the statistical factors, cf. eq. (3.30), as
generally required by thermal field theory.

The vertex correction VR;RR is the sum of three contributions that can be decomposed
into the sum of the three cuts that we have seen in section 3.2.1. Using the second equality
in eq. (3.27), the difference of the retarded and advanced propagators gives the on-shell
part of the propagator,

DRr(P,m) — Da(P,m) = sgn(p®)275(P* — m?). (3.33)

The difference is real, thus in order to find the imaginary part of the vertex function we
need to determine the imaginary part of the remaining product of two R/A propagators in
each line of eq. (3.30). With a; = R/A for i = 1,2 we have:

Im[Day (Pr,m1) Doy (Poyma)] = Y (=1) irsgn(pf)wd (P — mi)P—7——
i=1,2 @ i

(3.34)
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Finally, after direct substitution and some organization of terms such that each line collects
terms with the same propagator structure one finds

/KlJmVR;RR({PN,PL},Kl) =27 /(27‘()4
sen(R)sen ()P 6(K? — m3)5(KF — 3) [fi () + fn(K3)]
3 N;

, (3.35)
+Sgn(k?)sgn(kg)7jﬁ5(f(12 —m1)d(K5 —my,) [fe(kY) — fr(k3)]

2 — My

+sgn(k3)sgn(k3)P O(K5 —my)s(K3 —my,) [ fr(k3) + fo(k3)] }

Each line above corresponds to one specific cut of the one-loop vertex diagram as each
line involves two propagators put on-shell by the ¢ distributions, and an off-shell propaga-
tor corresponding to the uncut propagator. In the numbering convention introduced for
the cuts in figure 3 and with K; defined as below eq. (3.25), the first line of eq. (3.35)
corresponds to cut 1, the second line is cut 2, and the third line is cut 3.

In ref. [9] the author introduced the causal vertex function as the one-loop amplitude
at finite temperature corresponding to the 2 — 1 inverse decay process. For incoming
momenta P; o (and outgoing momentum P; + P») their definition could be expressed in
terms of the RA formalism as [9, 10]

FC(PI; Pg) = FRR;R(PI; PQ; P1 =+ PQ) . (336)

While this definition was introduced in the context of a ¢3 scalar field theory, we are free
to extend it to any theory involving other types of fields as well. As the corresponding
tree-level vertex is trivial yrr:r = 1 in any theory, we see that I'c immediately gives the
one-loop vertex correction VgRgr.r to the coupling. In fact, this is the reason why the I'rr.r
component was considered in the first place. Naturally, a similarly defined causal vertex
function in the context of the NV;¢L interaction is expected to be related to the one-loop
vertex correction that we derived in eq. (3.35).

In our assignment of the momenta shown in eq. (3.25) it is more convenient to rewrite
the causal vertex function using eq. (3.26) and reorganizing the indices as

Lc(Py, Pr) = Vaaa(Pn; Py — Pr, Pr) = Vigr(PN, Py — Pr, Pr) . (3.37)

The last equality is a general consequence of the RA formalism upon switching all indices
as R <> A [10]. More concretely, it follows from the retarded and advanced propagators
being complex conjugates of each other, see eq. (3.27). The imaginary part of the vertex
correction in eq. (3.35) is then related to the causal vertex function as

ImVe.Rrr(PN; Py — Pr, Pr) = =Oml'c(Py, Pr) . (3.38)

3.2.3 Connecting the KS and RA formalisms

In the previous subsection we introduced the imaginary part of the vertex correction
VR;RR({PN,PL},Kl) as the physically relevant quantity for the CP-asymmetry factor.
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In this subsection, we show how the same result is obtained from the KS formalism using
the connection to the RA formalism given by the rotation matrices UB/F) and V(B/F)
introduced in more detail in appendix D. For the decay N — ¢ + L,

I'r;rr(Pn; Pn— P, PL) = Z VRa (PN)Fabc(PN,PL)Uz()R)(PN PL)UER)(PL) (3.39)
a,b,c=1,2
We take the imaginary part of both sides and exploit the relations between the imaginary
part of the components of the KS vertex function, see egs. (3.15) and (3.17). After the
evaluation of the sums for the CTP indices, we factor out the tree-level vertex function
YR:RR s in eq. (3.32) and obtain the one-loop vertex correction

B cosh(8p? /2) sinh(3pg/2)
JmVR.grr=coth ( —= ) | JmT’ Jmlyg —————~ +Imljjo————F——
MYRRR=CO ( 2 ) mhi A Jm 121c0sh(ﬁp9\,/2) om 112cosh(5p?\,/2)

The same formula holds in scalar theory with cosh(z) <> sinh(z) interchange for the hy-

(3.40)

perbolic functions with fermionic momentum in the argument [9].

The convenient degrees of freedom to use in the vertex function are the separate cuts of
the 111 component, as mentioned in section 3.2.1. We use the relations we derived between
the off-diagonal components of the KS vertex function and the separate cuts of the 111
component, given in eq. (3.21), and the hyperbolic function relations of eq. (H.5) to find

B}
JmVi.rr = coth (BZN>3mF§C1”1t1) +tanh (TQS)JmF(le’lQ) +coth (5‘;)L)Jml“§°1ult 9 (3.41)

As explained in eq. (3.38) this result is equal to the causal vertex function up to a sign, and
with this information we arrive at the formula for I'c that we presented at the beginning of
this section. Comparing eq. (3.41) to eq. (3.40) we can appreciate the simplicity of the final
formula that we derived based on the cuts of the 111 component. As before, the vertex
involving 3 bosonic external legs is simply obtained by replacing coth — tanh in eq. (3.41).

In contrast with 'y, the imaginary part of the causal vertex function is linear in the
statistical factors at one loop, as expected. To see this, we substitute the definitions of
jmf‘gclulti) in egs. (3.23a)(3.23c) into JmVg.rgr given in eq. (3.41). First, note that since
S12(K) o fr(|k°]) and G12(K) o f5(|k°]), formally one has JmI (%) ~ fé/F. However, as
mentioned before, the hyperbolic functions in eq. (3.41) play the role of “removing” these
products of statistical factors, as we will see now explicitly. As an example, the first cut
diagram evaluates to

~  (cutl __ __
J AT = —(20) | P s )30 (P — 17 )

oD~ 10 esp (25 o (PP ) (BR) g

2

We can expand the absolute value in the arguments of the statistical factors and the
exponential functions using eq. (H.4). We eventually find that the term proportional to
the first cut Jmfgiult Y in JmVR.rr simplifies to

h 5p9v ~ cutl) Pyv. P K
cot 5 KJm 11 ({Pn, Py}, K) =
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. _
— on? /KP (= By, e (F)sn(k® = pR)O (K — )3 (K — Py)” — )

x (folk) + fu (K =) (3.43)

This is exactly the first line of the RA vertex function given in eq. (3.35). Furthermore,
the expression for the first cut of the vertex diagram is also very similar to the self-energy
contribution we derived in eq. (3.7).

Similarly, for the contributions of the other two cuts, see egs. (3.23b)—(3.23c), one
finds:

Bpg ~ Ta(cut?2)
tanh 5 Jm 111 ({PN,P¢} K) =

P / - sgn<k°>sgn<k —p})O(K? = mi)s((K — Py)? — ;)
x (fF( ") - fp(ko -13). (3.44)
and
coth (5]2”%) / Il ({Py, Py}, K) =
P / PK2 sgn(k0 — p)sgn(k’ — p)d((K — Py)? —mg)d (K — Py)* — )
x (fB< — ) + fi (K =) (3.45)

We see that these are all linear in the statistical factors, and they all display the cutting
structure as expected: two propagators are on shell, as indicated by the J-distributions,
while the third one is explicitly off-shell, as indicated by the principal value.

In summary, the vertex contribution to the CP-asymmetry factor given in eq. (2.23)
is properly defined with the imaginary part of the VR;RR component of the vertex func-
tion in the RA formalism. To close this section, we give the final formula for the vertex
contribution:

€Vz PN *—2GZ PN PL / K'PL)ijR;RR({PN7P¢}7K)- (3.46)

Here the integrand is a sum of three terms. The evaluation of the corresponding integrals
can be found in appendix G.

3.3 The scalar triangle function in the imaginary time formalism

Although it is customary to write the imaginary part of the triangle graph using cutting
rules, we show bellow how to obtain it in the ITF. To compare with the stripped vertex
function given in eq. (3.35), it is sufficient to focus on the scalar triangle function.

At finite temperature the scalar triangle function, represented diagrammatically in
figure 4, is given as

_ d3k _ _ _ _
Clon, (Py, Pr) = TZ/ (27T)3A(K + Py — Prymn,)A(K + Py, my)A(K,mp) . (3.47)
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Py, = Py,

Figure 4. Particle and momentum assignment in the scalar triangle function.

This expression is obtained from the vacuum expression of eq. (B.1) through the substitu-
tions

43k °° .
/ — 1T/ and D(K,mp)— —iA(K,mpr). (3.48)

m=—0oQ

In doing so we also replaced the Minkowskian four momenta with Euclidean ones (indicated

with a bar on the momenta),

K = (ivm,k), Py = (ivn,pn), Pr=(iw,pr), and Py= Py — Pp = (iwp,py),

where we introduced the Matsubara frequencies v; (i = [, m, n) for fermions and wy, for
the boson, which take discrete values v; = (2i + 1)7T and wy, = 2hnT with i, h € Z. They
satisfy the usual energy conservation relation wy = v, — 1. As we decoupled the spinor
structure, the tree level vacuum propagators for bosons and fermions have the same form,
yet they differ at finite temperature in their Matsubara frequencies.

The spectral representation of the Euclidean propagators is formally the same for
fermions and bosons with the specific Matsubara frequency determining the particle nature.
For example for the lepton we have

_ > dK° K
A(K,mL):/ %w, pr(K) = 2 sgn(k®)s(K? —m3). (3.49)

One can then write the thermal scalar triangle function in the form

A3k dk:O dk:0 dko
- 40

1
[pL(klvk)p¢(k2ak+pN)PN (K, k+py) T > H iw~] ,
meZ j= 1 J

(3.50)

where wi = vy, Wo = Uy, + U, and w3 = vy, + Uy — V] = Vs, + Wh-
The Matsubara sum can be computed using standard methods (see e.g. section 4.2.3
in ref. [20]). We use Gaudin’s method summarized in appendix E, which applied to the
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present case leads to the following identity:

53} | PILEN. fr ()
mez j=1 Ky — i (kS — () +ivn)) (kS — (KD +iwp)) (3.51)
. s (K9) ) e (K9) |
09— (09 o)) (6 — 08 — ) (R0 — (RS — ) (K9 — T + )

Plugging eq. (3.51) in eq. (3.50) one can use the spectral representation given in
eq. (3.49) to perform in each term two integrals over the energies (real frequencies) that
do not appear as argument of the statistical factor. The remaining energy integral can be
combined with the integral over k after utilizing the finite shifts® of the integration variable
k -k —py and k = k —py + pr = k — pg in the second and third terms of the sum
eq. (3.51). Thus we obtain

Clon, (Pn, Pr) = /

; [ — (k%) pr(K)A(K + Py,mg)A(K + Py — Pp,my;,)

+ fB(K°) po(K)A(K — Py, mp)A(K — Pr,my;) (3.52)
— fr(k°) p,; (K)A(K — Py + Ppymp) A(K + Promyg) | .

Now, one does the analytic continuation back to real frequencies, for which we use
iv, — p?v+2ie, iy — p% +ie and iwp — pg—l—ie, in accordance with the energy conservation
of the decay process, which is v, = 1; + wp, in Euclidean space. Using the retarded and
advanced propagators defined in eq. (3.27), one can write the scalar triangle integral at
finite temperature and for real momenta in the form

Cg(i)N]- (PN,PL) = /;( [fF(kO) pL(K)DR(K -+ PN,m¢)DR(K + Py — PL,mNj)
—f5(k°) pg(K)Da(K — Py, mp)Da(K — Pr,my;,) (3.53)
+fr (k) pn; (K)DA(K — Py + Pr,mp)Dr(K + Py, m¢)} -

To obtain our final form for the scalar triangle integral, we shift the momenta in the second
and third terms and use the abbreviations K1 = K, Ky = K+ Py, and K3 = K+ Py — Py,
(see figure 4):

CLon, (Pn, PrL) = /

| |1 p1.(K) D (5, ) D (K, )

— fB(K3) ps(K2) DA (K3, my,)Da (K1, mp) (3.54)
+fie (k) p, (Ks) Da (K1, me) D (Ko, my) |

As a last step, we use the Plemelj formula introduced in the second equality of
eq. (3.27). Thus, using thermal masses (mx — M) we obtain for the imaginary part
of C;tf(z) N, the expression given in eq. (3.35), that is

Smed,Nj(PN,PL) = — /K Im Varr ({Pn, P}, K) | (3.55)

3The integrals are finite, hence finite shifts are allowed.
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which completes the derivation of the imaginary part of the scalar triangle integral in the
imaginary time formalism, relating its expression to the one obtained in the real time
formalism.

4 Results and discussion

In this section we present our final results for the CP-asymmetry factor for the mass
hierarchy my; 2 My, > Mg + mp. First, we show the final formulae for contributions of
the self-energy and the three cuts of the vertex function to the thermally averaged CP-
asymmetry factor. We relegated most details of the calculation into appendices F and
G. Afterwards, we show numerical results for the thermal CP-asymmetry in the context
of a specific particle physics model with right-handed neutrinos, and compare them to
various approximations that may be found in the literature. We end this section with
a discussion on the relevance of using the full expression of the CP-asymmetry and its

possible consequences in leptogenesis.

4.1 Thermally averaged CP-asymmetry factors

The CP-asymmetry factor at finite temperature, given in eq. (2.12), is the sum of the
thermal averages of the amplitude-level CP-asymmetries that we computed in section 3.
In eq. (2.16) we see that apart from the loop-integrals present in epq,, we also have to
integrate over the initial state phase space, that could be reduced to an integral over the
initial state energy and the decay angle 6. The full calculation of the loop integral is
presented in detail in appendix G, here we go through the steps schematically and present
the final formulae that could be numerically integrated to find €;(7T") in a given model.

The key ingredient in evaluating these integrals is to choose a suitable reference frame
and integration variables. The reference frame is the CR frame, however we still have the
freedom to orient the spatial part of the coordinate system in any direction we want. The
natural system to use changes with the various diagrams: (i) for the self-energy and first
cut of the vertex function the natural choice is using E and py aligned with the x axis
(pn || ), (ii) for the second cut we use Ey and pg || 2, and (iii) for the third cut we use
E; and py || 2. Naturally, the integration over the initial phase space in eq. (2.16) always
involves integrating over the energy of the decaying neutrino (Ey) that is easily done in
case (i), however, we must change variables En — ET, , in cases (ii) and (iii). Such changes
to the integration variable is non-trivial due to the relationship between the initial- and
final-state energies not being in a one-to-one relationship, as explained in great detail in
appendix F.

First, we deal with the loop momentum integration in the amplitude-level CP-asymme-
try factors. Recall, that in both the self-energy and the vertex contributions the integrands
involve the product of two § distributions due to two cut (on-shell) propagators in each
corresponding diagram. These Dirac-deltas could be used to trivially evaluate 2 out of the

1 /oo /oo /27r ,/1 ,
= — dw dk dyp dcos@’.
/K 2m)t o o 0 —1

4 integrals in
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We choose to perform the k and the cos#’ integrations with the § distributions, putting
the spatial momentum on-shell as £ — vw? — m? and turning cos #’ into a function of the
external and loop energies, cos@ — fp(FE,w). The k-integral selects the positive energy
solution as k > 0. However for the cos &’-integral the requirement that fy (F,w) € [—1,1]
leads to a finite domain for the loop energy w € [w_,w4], where wy(FE) are functions of
only the external energy E. From the remaining two integrals, the one for the polar angle
can be evaluated analytically, with the result generally denoted as Z,/(E, 6, w) where 6 is
the scattering angle in the CM frame. The functions f¢/, w+, and Z, depend on which cut
diagram we specifically compute.

In summary, the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry factor is analytically reduced to a
single, finite domain integral over the loop energy w € [w_,wy]. The explicit expressions
are given in eq. (G.11) for the self-energy contribution, and in egs. (G.15), (G.23), and
(G.31) for the first, second, and third cuts of the vertex contribution.

The last step of the calculation is to evaluate the thermal averaging over the initial
particle phase space. The normalization of ¢; is an integral over a product of statistical
factors, cf. eq. (2.15), that we denote as

N—l(T)_/ dEN E% — mNfF(EN)eEN/T/11dcos9fF(E§R)fB(EgR). (4.1)

We mention again that the cos # integral is analytic and its general form is given in eq. (H.6).
Substituting ey, given in eq. (G.11) into eq. (2.16) we eventually find the following para-
metric representation for the self-energy contribution to the thermal CP-asymmetry:

()
e (T) 4WECMZ*2,me /mNdEN/() dw/ dcos0F1(En,0,w)(K - Pr)

/_ T

L)

(4.2)
where the integral over cosf is analytic, the scalar product is computed in the CR frame
with spatial orientation such that py || &, and

F1(En,0,w) = fr(En) fe(EF™) fa(E§™)eNT (1+ fa(Ex — w) — fr(w)) . (4.3)

The CR frame energies of the final state particles are functions of En and cosf and their
definitions may be found in eq. (2.13). The remaining integrals over E and w have to be
evaluated numerically.

The contribution of the first cut of the vertex function is the thermal average of the
amplitude-level CP-asymmetry given in eq. (G.15). We find the parametric representation

EECUtl)( =3 ECM ZmN / dEN/ dw/ dcos0 F1(En,0,w)T (CUtl)(EN,H w),
Q N

(4.4)

(cut1) given explicitly in eq. (G.14).

where the result of the ¢/-integral is the function Z »
The product of statistical factors J; is the same as for the self-energy. The final result is
reduced to a triple integral as the cosf integration is no longer analytic.
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To simplify the calculation, for the second and third cuts we use specific coordinate
systems where py 1, || #. Additionally, we integrate over Ef, 4 instead of En as explained at
the beginning of this section and in appendix F. The final formula for the contribution of the
second vertex cut to the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry factor was derived in eq. (G.23).
Substituting into eq. (2.16) one finds a parametric representation as a sum of three integrals
that emerge due to the variable change Eﬁ(Eqﬁ,COS ), and will be expressed using an
integral operator to account for the transformation of the integral domain,

1 00 8E+ 0 8E_
// dEgdcost = / dcos¥d dE¢—N(58+ +/ dcosf dE¢, 6
D, 0 Egrit OEs -1 OE,

Eq(;lﬂ
1 . (4.5)
+/OdCOSH EgMd BEN(S
Then the the contribution of the second cut can be expressed as
u (B3)? -,
e§c 2(7) 8ﬂ_ECM %;mN Z // dEgd cost \/ﬁ o

(2)

Y+ (cut2),s
X /(2) dwZ, *(Ep,0,w)F5(Ey, 0,w),

where 7, (cut2)+ i given in eq. (G.24), the inverted energy relations E]j\E, (E4, cos ) are defined
in eq. (F 5). The integration defined by the operator in eq. (4.5) is equivalent to what is
given in eq. (F.9), we only suppressed the arguments here for visual clarity. The product

of the statistical factors in eECUt 2) is
+
Fy (Eg,0,w) = fr(EN) fr(EN — Eg) fo(Eg)e™/T (fr(Ey —w) = fr(-w)).  (47)

The contribution due to the third cut of the vertex function to the CP-asymmetry
factor is evaluated similarly to the second cut. The amplitude-level CP-asymmetry was
derived in eq. (G.31), and we find

6Ecut 3) (T) N1 87TECM ZmN Z // dErdcosf
jF#i

(E3)? — myz

Ef —mj, (4.8)

></ " dw [(Py — K) - P TS (B, 0,w)F5(EL, 0,w).

t
where Ifoc,u 3)+

eq. (F.5). The integration variable change En — FEJ, is also reflected in the transformation

is given in eq. (G.30) and the inverted energy relations are defined in

of the integration domain, as detailed in eq. (F.10), and consequently the integral operator
that corresponds to eq. (4.5) in the case of the third cut is

0 00 8E+ 1 OE=
// dEdeosﬁz/ dcos 6 dELN55++/ dcosf dEL N(Ss,
-1 Ecrit 8EL ’ 0 ECM 8E
s L

L
0 Ecrit aE_ (49)
+/ dcos@/ dE], N5
1 EOM 0Fy,
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t3) .
(cu )IS

The product of the statistical factors in ;

55 (Er,0,w) = fr(E%) fr(Ep) fo(Ef — EL)eN/T (fa(~w) + fr(Br —w)) . (4.10)

In summary, we analytically reduced the expression of the full CP-asymmetry factor to
a sum of 4 contributions: one double integral for the self-energy and three triple integrals
for the vertex function. The complete derivation of the relevant computations is presented
in the appendices F and G. Finally, the full thermal CP-asymmetry is

3
&(T) = (1) + Y (), (4.11)
=1

for which we present numerical results in the following subsection.

4.2 CP-asymmetry in the superweak extension of the SM

The superweak extension of the Standard Model [11] is a phenomenological particle physics
model where 3 right-handed neutrinos, a SM-singlet scalar field, and a new U(1), force
carrier are added to the spectrum of the SM. The model was devised to be a simple
extension to the SM such that it is capable of simultaneously explaining various beyond
the SM phenomena, for example dark matter [24] and vacuum stability [25].

For our discussion the relevant detail of the particle physics model is the generation
of the Majorana mass term of the sterile neutrinos through a Higgs-mechanism facilitated
by the singlet scalar acquiring a non-zero vacuum expectation value and spontaneously
breaking the new U(1), symmetry. The corresponding phase transition is not expected
to be strongly first order and it had been studied within the context of the SWSM in
ref. [26]. Once the temperature-dependence of the vacuum expectation value of the sin-
glet scalar field is determined, one can write the full thermal mass of the sterile neutrinos
as the sum of the vacuum term and thermal corrections, both being non-zero below the
symmetry-breaking temperature. The vacuum term eventually outgrows the purely ther-
mal contribution and the sterile neutrino becomes heavier than the leptons and scalar
fields at relatively low temperatures, see figure 5, allowing the process N; — ¢ + L to take
place. We refer the reader to ref. [26] for additional details regarding the particle physics
model, in particular for the definitions of the thermal masses, and the computation of the
temperature-dependence of the vacuum expectation values.

As indicated in figure 5 the thermal mass-hierarchy changes with temperature and the
N; — ¢ + L sterile neutrino decay is only available below some temperature 77 where the
threshold mn, (Th) = ™ (T1) + my(T1) is satisfied. For the parameters used in figure 5
this temperature is 77 =~ 511 GeV. Exactly at T' = 17 the CM momentum vanishes, see
eq. (2.13), and consequently the loop-energy integration boundaries defined in eq. (G.6)

become equal:

(D) _ Bvmy /+ dw f(w) = 0. (4.12)
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Figure 5. Thermal masses in the SWSM. In the shaded region at intermediate temperatures
the thermal masses are such that decays involving sterile neutrinos, leptons, and scalar fields are
kinematically excluded. We indicate a low temperature cutoff at Typn ~ 132 GeV where the
sphaleron processes freeze-out [27]. Here we used that the two heavy neutrinos have similar vacuum
masses of my, ~ my, = 400 GeV and that the mass of the singlet scalar is m, = 650 GeV with the
singlet vacuum expectation value being wy = 10vg, where vy = 246.22 GeV is the SM Higgs vacuum
expectation value. With these parameters the phase transition occurs around T, ~ 3.6 TeV, as
indicated by the kink in the sterile neutrino mass at this temperature.

As a result, at T' = Ty both contributions of the self-energy and of the first cut of the
vertex function to the CP-asymmetry factor are zero. This is easily understood as in both
of these cases the CP-asymmetry is proportional to the decay rate (optical theorem) that
vanishes due to no available phase-space for the final states. Importantly, this is not the
case for the second and third cuts of the vertex function, see egs. (G.17) and (G.26), and
there is no reason to assume that these cuts have vanishing contributions at T' = T;. In
fact, we expect that these contribute in a non-trivial way, as these cuts correspond to
physical, necessarily thermal processes where particles are absorbed from the plasma [19].
This means that at and close to T, we expect that contributions from the second and third
vertex cuts dominate over those of the first cut and the self-energy.

In figure 6 we show the CP-asymmetry factor ¢; given in eq. (4.11) and its separate
contributions from the self-energy and vertex diagrams. Using a 10% mass gap between
the two heavy sterile neutrino states (with the mass of the neutrino in the loop being the
larger), the self-energy contribution mostly dominates over the vertex contributions due to
the resonant behavior explained in and around eq. (3.8). In the figure we plot a normalized
form of the CP-asymmetry factor where we factored out the constant coupling factor G,
see eq. (2.24). As explained in the previous paragraph, the self-energy and the first cut
of the vertex function vanish at T = T3, while the contribution due to the other two cuts
are finite (although it is difficult to see this in the figure for the contribution of the second
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0 === Self-energy
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Figure 6. The full CP-asymmetry factor as a function of the temperature normalized with the
common constant coupling factor G. We used two heavy neutrino mass states with a 10% mass
gap. The contributions from the self-energy diagram and from the cuts of the vertex function are
shown in dashed and dash-dotted lines respectively, whereas their sum is given by the solid black
line.

cut). In fact, the third cut dominates here, providing a large non-zero rate of CP-violation
even at temperatures where the usually dominant self-energy contribution is small. Since
the second and third cuts are purely thermal, they vanish when 7' — 0, this tendency is
also visible in the figure.

An interesting consequence of taking into account all cuts of the vertex function is that
at the edge of the kinematically excluded region (see figure 5) the CP-asymmetry is not
vanishing. One would expect that the asymmetry function to be continuous for all temper-
atures, however, here the excluded region seemingly contradicts this expectation. However,
in a thermal plasma the allowed processes must necessarily also include interactions with
particle absorption from the plasma, not only 1 — 2 decays. Indeed, the reasons for the
second and third cuts being purely thermal were directly related to similar arguments. It is
thus expected that when all forms of interaction are taken into account, the CP-asymmetry
factor is a continuous and non-zero function of the temperature for any 7.

5 Summary and outlook

In this article, we presented the evaluation of the one-loop CP-asymmetry factor at finite
temperature in various approaches to thermal quantum field theory. In particular, to
evaluate the imaginary parts of Feynman diagrams in the real time formalism, we used
(i) the finite temperature cutting rules originally introduced by Kobes and Semenoff and
(ii) the retarded-advanced formalism, and showed that the two approaches lead to the
same result. We have also shown how this result may be obtained in the imaginary time
formalism.

~ 99 —



We showed that by considering the physical thermal vertex function, the resulting
one-loop CP-asymmetry factor is linear in the statistical factor, as expected on general
grounds in thermal field theory and found in studies using the Kadanoff-Baym formalism.
We demonstrated that there is no difference between the thermal CP-asymmetry factors
obtained in the various approaches, the perceived discrepancy may only be due to an
incorrect identification of the physical quantity.

A new feature of our computations is that we have taken into account all contributions
from the three cut diagrams of the vertex diagram, in addition to that of the self-energy
diagram, with finite thermal masses for all particles involved. Furthermore, we have also
derived a new, symmetric formula for the causal vertex function in terms of the cuts of the
one-loop vertex diagram with only type-1 external CTP indices in the Kobes-Semenoff ap-
proach. Finally, we derived compact parametric double- and triple-integrals for the thermal
CP-asymmetry factors and presented numerical predictions indicating that the contribu-
tions due to all cut diagrams are to be considered when the temperature is comparable to
the masses of the heaviest particles involved.

We have presented results in the special case when the mass hierarchy was fixed such
that the neutrino in the loop was heavier than the decaying one. For a complete study
of the thermal CP-asymmetry factor, and consequently leptogenesis scenarios, different
mass hierarchies should also be considered, for example a light internal neutrino in the
vertex correction would also introduce contributions due to the previously not considered
cuts that are not vanishing even in the vacuum. Further investigation is also needed in
the temperature range where vacuum decay is kinematically forbidden, as here thermal
absorption phenomena can still contribute to the CP-asymmetry.
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A Vacuum decay amplitudes

Using the Feynman rules given in ref. [18], the tree and one-loop contribution to the decay
amplitude reads (ur(s) = u(Pr,s))
M — e ir, (s)PR [Yai + Vai(Px, Pr) + Yay S(Px,mu, ) (= 155,(Px))]un(s’), (A.la)

at
——ab

Mm-m = eapir(s)PL[Ya; + Vai(Pn, PL) + Y S(Pyn,my;) ( —15;,(Py)) Jun(s'), (A.1b)
where Pg 1, = (14 75)/2 are the chiral projection operators, S(K,m) =1i/(K —m + i) is

the fermion Feynman propagator, ¥;,(Py) denotes the one-loop self-energy matrix of the
Majorana fermions, while V;(Py, Pr) and V 4;(Py, Pr) are the one-loop vertex-functions
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for the direct and the CP conjugate decay. Using relations such as PL(P +m)Pr = PPr
and PR (P + m1)Pr(Py + m2)PL = miPrPs, one can write

Y, (Pn) = —2i (’CjiPR + KijPL) /KKD(K, mr)D(Pn — K, mg), (A.2a)

Vai(Pn, Pp) = mn,Yo;(K") ;T (P, Primg, my,my;,), (A.2b)

Vai(Pn, PL) = mn; YK (P, PLymg, mp, mny;, ), (A.2¢)

where in the self-energy we have taken into account the two possible fermion orientation
in the loop and introduced the integral

j(PN,PL;mL,m¢,mN7.) ——/KD(K—PN—FPL,mNj)D(K—PN,m(b)D(K,mL). (A?))
K

B Vacuum scalar triangle integral

The scalar triangle integral was computed at zero temperature in ref. [22]. Introducing
Q@ = P — P, one has

Clgg(P, Pl) = C(P, P’;ml,mg,mg) = —/ D(K + Q,mg)D(K + P, mg)D(K,ml)
K

1 1 T B
_/dm/ dy(am2+by2+cxy+dx+ey+f) !
167['2 0 0

AP PR QY Gt I (fe(y) —ie) —In (fi(w) —ie)
- 1672 Z/o dy Y — Yk .

(B.1)

k=1
The second line in eq. (B.1) is the representation of the integral in terms of Feynman
parameters, in which

a=P? b=P, c=Q*—P*—P? d=-P”+mj—mj,
e=P? - Q*+m?—m3, f=m3—ic. (B.2)

This particular form, used as a starting point in ref. [22], is obtained from the many
equivalent choices (see section 5.1.4 of ref. [28]) by assigning z; to the propagator with
mass m;, doing the shift K — K — P before the Wick rotation, using the Dirac-delta
0(x1 +x2+x3—1) to do the x integral, followed by changing the variables 23 = 1 —x and
1 =Y.

The third line in eq. (B.1) is the main result of ref. [22] concerning the scalar triangle
integral. It was obtained with ingenious splitting of the Feynman integral and changes of
variables in order to relate to the three possible cuts that determine the imaginary part.
The Kallén function appearing in this expression is defined by

Nz, y,2) = 22 + y* + 22 — 22y — 222 — 22, (B.3)

while fx(y) can be given in terms of the function f(y; K,m, M) = K?y? + (—K? +m? —

M?)y + M?, which is familiar from the bubble integral with two different masses*:

fl(y) :f(y;PvmlamQ)a f2(y):f(y;Q>m17m3)7 f3(y) :f(y;P/>m27m3)' (B4)
Tt is easy to see that for 0 < y < 1 one can have f(y; K,m, M) < 0 only for K2 > 0.
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The values y; are defined as
Yo Yo

y=yotog, y2= g ;Y3 =—, (B.5)
— Q4 a4
where yg = —j:;b‘z: with ay = (—¢+ V¢ — 4ab)/(2b) chosen to be the largest solution of

ba? 4 ca+ a = 0, case in which yo = —(d + eay )A~V2(P2, P2, Q?).

In our case of interest, i.e., the decay of a Majorana neutrino with mass m; into a scalar
and a lepton, we have the correspondence m; = mpr, ma = mg, mg = my; for the masses,
with my; being the mass of the intermediate Majorana neutrino, P = Py, P = P,
Q = PN — P, = P, for the four-momenta and the mass-shell conditions P]%, = m?vi,
P2 m? Y P? = m?. When calculating the decay of the neutrino in the CM frame one has

also Pp, - Py = (m3, +m} — mi) /2, and therefore
1

O = i (m%, + mi —m2 + Al/z(mi, mi,my;)), (B.6)
m3,
2 2 _ 2
3, + (m3 — m3)(1 - 2a)
o = R . (B.7)

)‘1/2( ¢7mL7mN )
In the CM frame the functions introduced in eq. (B.4) can be written for mé . #0as

fry) = awg(ysan,br),  g(yia,b)=y*+(a—b—1)y+b, (B.8)

with ¢ = m?\,i, co = mi, c3 = m%, aj = m%/cl,g, by = m%/cl, as = mi/@,, and
52,3 = m?\,j /0273.

Since JmIn(x —ie) = —(1 — sgn(x))7/2, one can have imaginary part if f(y) < 0°.
A bit of algebra shows that this is possible only when ygf ) € [0, 1] (yﬁic ) are the two
solutions of fi(y) = 0), condition which is satisfied when 1 > \/ax + v/bi, k = 1,2,3.

When y, € [y@,yﬂf)] the contributions of the two logarithms in the last expression of

eq. (B.1) cancel each other. On the other hand, when y; ¢ [y(,k),ygf)], or equivalently
(y/r€ — yf)) (yk - y(_k)) > 0, one has contribution only from the first logarithm, namely,

(k)

(k)
— y 1 _
Jm/ 18) = —7r/ " dy = —7r11r1M (B.9)

y Yk y B Y — Yk e —y*)

provided that 1 > \/ar + \/bg.
Putting everything together, using the kinematics of the decay of the neutrino in the

CM frame, the imaginary par of the scalar triangle integral is non-vanishing provided that
[m?vim?vj - (mi —m3)?] [m?\g + m?vj - 2(mi +m?)] > 0 and has the expression

1
In x , My, > mp + mg,
1 + m2 m2 _(Zm —m2 )2
1 N; VN s~ ML
= - Fo—/Aij
CM 16wy | In Fatr o mg > my; +mr,
Fgf\/)\)\

m muy . m
F3+ ooy L > My, + Mg,

ijLd)Nj(PN,PL)‘ (B.10)

®Note that for my = mz = 0, one has fo(y) = f3(y) = mN (1 —y) > 0 and therefore the second and
third cuts do not contribute to the imaginary part of the scalar triangle integral.
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where we used the shorthands \; j = )\(mi, mg, my, ;) and

F, = m?vlm?vj + (my, + m?vj — 3m§5 - m%)(mi —m?), (B.11)
F; = m?vlm?\,] + (m?vz + m?vj —3m? — mi)(m% - mé) (B.12)

In the case when my, > mp+mg, that is when the decay is non-vanishing at tree-level, one
can make the following observations: (i) cut 1 always contributes and for mg = mg = 0 it
is the only contribution to the imaginary part

2
1 My,

n=s 2
16mm my, +my,

lim ijcL¢Nj (PN, PL)

m¢’L—>

oM ’

(ii) when my, = my;, then one has contribution only from cut 1, (iii) when my, < my;,
one can have additional contribution from either cut 2 or cut 3, depending on the masses
(cut 2 and cut 3 do not contribute simultaneously).

C Finite temperature cutting rules

In this appendix we introduce the method for evaluating the imaginary parts of Feynman
amplitudes at finite temperature. We follow the so-called circling method devised by Kobes
and Semenoff [15, 16] (see also refs. [10, 17]) in the context of the RTF of the thermal
quantum field theory (see e.g. [20]). We begin with introducing the RTF propagators for
bosons and fermions, then we present the cutting rules at finite temperature, and finally
we give the formula for the imaginary part of an arbitrary n-point function.

In the RTF the usual time ordering operator along the real time axis is exchanged
with a so-called path ordering operator along the Schwinger-Keldysh contour (closed-time-
path, CTP) [29, 30] that spans from ¢t = —o0 to ¢ = oo and back with an additional
piece in the imaginary direction needed in equilibrium studies. Due to the doubling of the
contour along the real time axis the thermal propagator becomes a 2 x 2 matrix with each
component corresponding to a propagator connecting time coordinates lying on either the
“forward” temporal path (corresponds to real particles) or the “backward” temporal path
(corresponds to ghosts).

Subject to periodic (for bosons) and anti-periodic (for fermions) boundary conditions,
called the Kubo-Martin—Schwinger (KMS) conditions, the propagators in momentum space
are as follows. In the so-called symmetric assignment (see chapter 3.3 of ref. [20]) the
bosonic thermal propagators are

G11(P,m) = G4y(P,m) = iP (P21mQ> +76(P? —m?) (1 +2fs(]p"])) .

Gra(P,m) = Go1 (P,m) = 216 (P? — m?) e P12 £ (1p°))

(C.1)

while for fermions we express the propagators as S;(P,m) = (P + m)S;(P,m), where
) . . 1
S11(P,m) = S5 (P,m) = iP (PQmQ> + 7T5(P2 - m2) (1 - 2fF(‘p0’)) )

S12(P,m) = —S91(P,m) = —sgn(p°) 278 (P? — m?)e?P’172 (1)) .
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We denoted the principal value with P. In both cases the temperature-dependent part of
the propagator is explicitly on-shell and is linear in the statistical factor. In fact, all tem-
perature dependence appears through fg,/p (this is also generally true in finite temperature
field theory). The thermal parts of these propagators explicitly break Lorentz-invariance,
consequently the notation Gj;(P, m) is meant as a shorthand to indicate that the propa-
gator depends on the components of the 4-momentum.

We also introduce the positive and negative frequency propagators G4 (P, m) (see e.g.
chapter 4.6 in ref. [31]). These are trivially connected with the off-diagonal elements of the
propagator matrix,

Gi(P,m) = PP 2G5 (P,m) (C.2a)
Sy (P,m) = FePP"/281,(P,m) (C.2b)
or explicitly:
G4(P,m) = 218(P* —m?) [0(£p°) + fa(Ip°])] . (C.3a)
Si(P,m) = 2m6(P? — m?) [0(£p°) — fe(p°])] - (C.3b)

Note that the temperature-dependent part of the propagators is not vanishing for any sign
of the particle energy thus the direction of the energy flow is not constrained as it is in
vacuum.

Fach vertex in a Feynman diagram corresponds to a specific space-time point. However,
in thermal field theory these vertices can lie either on the “forward” or the “backward”
temporal path of the Schwinger-Keldysh contour. It follows that we can draw 2V distinct
diagrams, where V is the number of vertices. The vertices are labeled with a CTP index
1 or 2 that reflect their position on the Schwinger-Keldysh contour. In addition to the
CTP indices, for the evaluation of the imaginary part of the diagram we also introduce
circling of vertices. Circled vertices are simply the complex conjugates of the non-circled
ones. The formula for the imaginary part of an n-point function is then given by a double
sum over all possible circlings of vertices and all possible CTP index assignments (see,
e.g. [10]). The Feynman rules for evaluating these graphs are given at the end of section 3
in ref. [15]. Diagrammatically one has the following Feynman rules. There are 2 types of
vertices (a = 1,2) in the Lagrangian, combined with the circling rule one has:

S

For the propagators we have 16 different options. Disregarding the particle nature and
denoting the general propagator with A, the cutting rules for the propagator are depicted
as follows (arrows indicate momentum flow).
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le—>»— o1 =An 2e—» o9 =An

lo—» 1 =A- 20— o9 =404
1-—»—01:A+ 2-—»—02:A7
lo—»—01 =A% 20—»—092 =An
10— 2 20— > o1
:A12 :A21
le—>»—02 2e—» 01
10—»—02 20—»—01

Let G{ai}({Pi}) denote an n-point function (i = 1,2,...,n) with external momenta
P; and external vertex CTP indices a; = 1 or 2. The internal indices are labeled as v;, but
note that at one loop level all vertices are external vertices. Additionally, let {a;}s denote
a configuration of vertices where a set of vertices S C {a;} is circled and the rest is left
uncircled, with S # {a;}, @. The imaginary part of the n-point function is given as [17]:

Gy (PD] =5 X 3 Clagsinia(PD). (©4)

{vj=1,2} 8,2

The first sum adds all possible assignments of the CTP indices of internal vertices and the
second sum denotes all possible circling of vertices with the exception of when all or none
of the vertices are circled.

In the special case of one-loop diagrams all vertices are external vertices and the right-
hand side of eq. (C.4) reduces to a single sum over circlings of external vertices,

am[iGl (7)) = 5 SO (1R, (C.5)
S

Assuming 3-particle interaction vertices, for a one loop n-point function there are n total
vertices and 2" — 2 distinct circled diagrams contribute on the right-hand side of eq. (C.5).
For the self-energy diagram (n = 2) and the vertex correction (n = 3) we have 2 and
6 diagrams respectively. For these cases specifically it is possible to assign cuts to the
circled diagrams, in particular, two diagrams with complementary circlings constitute a
cut diagram, i.e., we have 1 cut for the self-energy and 3 cuts for the vertex correction.
Note that at higher loop order one generally cannot assign a cutting picture.

In summary, in this appendix we introduced the cutting rules and the definition of
the imaginary part of any n-point function. These n-point functions have specific external
CTP indices. Initially it was thought that external indices must be of type 1 (i.e., real
particles) for physical processes. However, this is not true and a combination of diagrams
with various CTP indices must be taken to find the physical amplitude, which is detailed
in section 3.2.2 of the main text.
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D Retarded-advanced formalism

In this appendix we introduce the retarded-advanced (RA) propagator formalism for ther-
mal field theory and discuss its connection to the Kobes-Semenoff (KS) formalism. In
particular, here we introduce the matrices connecting the two schemes and show how an
arbitrary n-point function may be expressed. As an example, we re-derive the constraint
equation of eq. (3.22) from a different approach than the diagrammatic method presented
in the main text.

Following ref. [10] we can derive useful relations related to the finite temperature vertex
function in the RA formalism. The rotation matrix between the usual CTP indices (latin
indices, a = 1,2) and those of the RA formalism (greek indices, « = A, B) in the symmetric
assignment is:

0
1 7 €exp i
VIN(K) = . . (-7 2k , (D.1)
—nfy (k") —nfy(k?) exp <T>
Here n = + corresponds to bosons and fermions respectively with
1
f+(K°) = for(k%) (D.2)

- exp(BkO) F1°
(B/F)

In calculations we will use the notation Vg4 ’(K) instead of having n = =+ in the su-
perscript. In the CTP index notation of the RTF one has two types of vertices on the
Lagrangian level (see, e.g. chapter 2.5 in [32]): g111 = ¢ and g220 = —g (all other com-
ponents are zero). Then the matrix given in eq. (D.1) gives the connection between the
tree-level vertex functions with all incoming kinematics as

—iy L (Py, Py, Py) = iV (POVAP (P) V) (Py) gabe (D.3)

As we see, in the RA formalism the thermal dependence appears in the vertex functions.
Using momentum conservation ), P, = 0 and denoting Py = P and P = @, the final
formula for the tree level vertex becomes

o™ (P, Q) = D)

N 5 5 Sun Oga O _ X0 :

[P ()] [~ o (0" = )] [~ (@) [ 5 — mumamse™#X°| |

where X% = (6or — dsr)p" + (6,r — 9pr)q° and fi(p°) = fB/F(pO), and the tilde denotes

the stripped vertex function, where the coupling and any possible spinor structure of the
vertex function is decoupled.

In physical calculations one generally has incoming as well as outgoing particles in a

vertex. In ref. [10] the authors defined a notation where incoming and outgoing particles
are separated with a semicolon, e.g.,

Vaﬁ;p(Pv Qv R) = fyaﬂﬁ(Pa Q7 _R) ) where P + Q =R. (D5)

Here p indicates the “conjugation” of the index, i.e., the exchange of R<>A. We can
generalize the matrix defined in eq. (D.1) to be applicable to outgoing particles instead of
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only incoming ones. For an n-point function with n;, incoming and ngut = n —ny, outgoing
momenta we write

Tin

Flayiony ({P1:{Q)}) = [H v (P)

N—Nin

F{az} i{ei} ({P} {QJ}) H chaj s

i=1

(D.6)
where the matrix acting on the outgoing states is given by
J (k%) exp(BK°) 1

UW(K) = 0 D.7

(%)= <f (k) exp (%5°) mexp (%°) (B-1)

As for the V-matrix, in calculations we will use the notation U(B/ ") (K) instead of having
n = =+ in the superscript. Physically, if all indices are of the retarded type (a; = R and
oj = R), then eq. (D.6) gives the amplitude of a process with incoming particles with
momentum P; and outgoing particles with momentum @; [10].

In this paper the central physical process is that involving the N¢L vertex and we
continue with presenting an example calculation with the RA formalism using this pro-
cess. We consider the vanishing of the RRR component of the thermal vertex function,
I'rr:a(P,Q; R) = I'Rrr(P,Q, —R) = 0 (see eq. (3.24) and below). By definition this is
related to the vertex functions of the CTP index notation via eq. (D.6),

TR (PQ:R) = > v PyvE (QriN (., RyUTN (R). (D.8)
a,b,c=1,2

Since we are only interested in the imaginary parts of the vertex function we make use of
the following relations (see egs. (3.15) and (3.17) in the main text):

~ LoN LoN ~ LoN ~ LoN
JmFlﬁ = mrgg , JmFlfg = —JmF22¢1 ) (D.9)
~ LoN ~ LoN LoN ~ LoN
JalEON — gmrleN - gmridN — _gmrigN (D.10)

Using P+@Q = R and the above imaginary part relations, eq. (D.8) simplifies to a constraint
equation between 4 components of the thermal vertex function:

ST LeN LoN 5(1 LoN . 51? LN . Broy
mly 7] +JIml5, " cosh 5 +JmI,]] " sinh —JmI'|]5 sinh - =0. (D.11)

This equation may be used to eliminate an additional degree of freedom leading to a thermal
vertex function with a total of three independent components. We found the same relation

in eq. (3.22) with the proper assignment of momenta (P = —Pr, Q = —P4, R = —Py)
L¢N _ pNoL
abc T T cba

and noting that ' latter being the convention used in the main text.

E Gaudin method applied to the thermal scalar vertex function

Gaudin’s method [33] is a systematic way to perform Matsubara sums algebraically. The
method is especially efficient in case of multiloop Feynman graphs, where for L loops there
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are L Matsubara sums. The method uses the spectral representation of the propagators,
hence it is applicable also when full propagators are used instead of the Feynman ones. For
details, subtleties, and applications of the method the reader is referred to refs. [34-36].

We write the L-loop Feynman graph containing all I internal propagators in the spec-
tral representation (see eq. (3.49)). Gaudin’s method then consists of two steps: (i) first the
product of I propagators results in a product of fractions whose denominators are linear
in the Matsubara frequencies, which is then decomposed into a sum of terms, each of them
containing the product of L original fractions and I — L fractions for which the Matsubara
frequencies have been expressed as functions of the external Matsubara frequencies and
the real energies of the L unchanged fractions; (ii) a regulator is assigned to each of the
remaining L original fractions and the corresponding Matsubara sum is performed.

The result of (i) is a decomposition formula of the form

1 1 1
e, -2 (1 =0, (W e ) L el B

leTy

In this formula I is the total number of internal lines and w,,, denotes a generic Matsubara
frequency corresponding to the ith propagator, with n; € Z. Additionally, G is the set of
Gaudin graphs, 74 denotes those lines of a particular graph g € G that form a Gaudin tree
(lines that connect all vertices without forming a closed loop), while ’729 is the complement
of 7, within the graph g¢. It follows that |7,| = L and |7,| + |7,| = I. For each g, the
frequencies associated to the lines of 7?, are considered independent Matsubara frequencies,
while those associated to the lines of 7, are denoted by €2; and expressed in terms of real
energies k) (I € 7,) and external Matsubara frequencies we,, with e; € Z.

In step (ii) of the method, a regulator of the form exp(iwy,, ;) is assigned to all internal
propagators (i = 1,2...I), where 7; = ;0 with x; € Z* and 6 > 0. The regulator is
removed upon taking the limit § — 0*. Then the following summation formula is applied
to the independent Matsubara frequencies wy,,, [ € 7_;:

lim T
+ k9 — iw
6—0 nlez 1 ny

elondT {sgn(Tz)fB (sen(T))kY) for  wy, = 2mnT, (E.2)

—sgn(T;) fr (sgn(T))EY) , for wy, = 2n + 1)7T.

This formula associates a statistical factor to each line of 7_;, resulting in each Gaudin graph
being proportional to the product of L statistical factors for an L-loop Feynman diagram.
To obtain T;, one first specifies the orientation of each line of the Feynman diagram (usually
chosen to be the momentum flow), and considers a closed loop €; formed by the line [ € Tg
and the lines of 7,. The orientation of €; is specified by the orientation of the line [. One
then sums over 7; along all lines in €; and defines J; = Z O;k;, where O; = =4 if the
ic€G

orientation of the line i coincides/is opposite to the orientation of €;.% The integers x; are
arbitrary as far as 7; is non-vanishing for any of the Gaudin graphs.

5This value of 7 is obtained also from eq. (E.1) if one expresses all wn; (j € Ty) in terms of wn, (I € Ty)
and the external frequencies we; by using energy conservation at the vertices when assigning the regulators.
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T1 T2 T3

Figure 7. Diagrammatic representation of the three Gaudin graphs associated to the scalar triangle
integral shown in figure 4. Thick red lines form the tree 7, where g = T1, T2, T3, while thin black
lines represent the lines of 7, the complement of a tree graph within a Gaudin graph g. In each
Gaudin graph iw,, are the external Matsubara frequencies, iw,, are the Matsubara frequencies of
the internal lines in 7:,, and iQ2; are frequencies of internal lines in 7.

In case of the scalar triangle diagram there are three Gaudin graphs, as shown in
figure 7. To illustrate the method we give explicitly the contribution of the first Gaudin
graph denoted by T1 in the figure. Energy conservation gives iQ2(k{;iwe,) = kY +iwe, and
1Q3(kY; iwe,) = kY + iwe,. We associate the regulators to the internal lines as e.g. k1 = 1,
ke = 2, and k3 = 4, then one has T; = k1 + k2 + k3 = 7, hence sgn(T1) = 1. Therefore,
from egs. (E.1) and (E.2) the contribution of the first Gaudin graph of figure 7 is

— fr(kD)

T —
(kg - k? - iwe1)(kg - k? - iw€3)’

(E.3)
as appears in the first term of eq. (3.51) with the identification we, = vy, and we, = wp,.

F Parametrization of the integrals in the expressions for the thermal
vertex cuts

In this appendix we detail the evaluation strategy of the integrals that appear in the
expressions for the second and third thermal vertex cuts as introduced in section 3.2, see
egs. (3.44)—(3.45). First, we indicate the differences as compared to the first cut. Second,
we discuss the specific coordinate system and integration variable that is most convenient
for the problem.

The amplitudes corresponding to the cuts in question are proportional to the integral
of products of § distributions,

~ cu d4K
FmT(Ct2,3) o / (%)45(1(2 - m%@)a((fc —Py)?— m%j)(...) : (F.1)

The four-momentum K is the momentum of the internal lepton in JmI(€t2)  and of the

cut 3)

internal scalar in JmI( Expanding the ¢ distributions of the cut neutrino propagators

we find scalar products of the loop momentum and the outgoing momenta (K - P;, and
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K - P4). These scalar products depend non-linearly on the cosine of the loop azimuth angle
0" and they also depend on the loop polar angle ¢’, whereas K - Py was linear in cos 6’
and was independent of ¢’ allowing for a simple evaluation of the cos #’-integral in the case
of cut 1. It is then convenient to choose a coordinate system such that pr 4 || 2 (instead
of py || & as done for cut 1), where the integrals are evaluated identically to those in the
first cut. In addition to the spatial rotation of the coordinate system we also find that the
natural choice for the independent energy variable is Ey, 4 instead of E.

As a starting point we first describe the change of variables En — E7, 4. We define an
example integral with a well-behaved function F over the physical domains of the incoming
neutrino energy En and center of mass scattering angle 6:

00 1
7= / dEN/ dcosf F(En,cosf). (F.2)
mn; —1
In the changing of the energy variable Ey there is a great deal of symmetry between E7, 4
and thus we present them together. To find the function En(Ey 4,cos ) we need to invert
the original relations introduced for the Lorentz-boosted decay kinematics, with z = cosf
and p = L, ¢ we have:

/2 2
E EN - My,
Ep(Ey,z) = — | BSM 4 (=1)%0 Y

muy. EN

k3

pMz] . (F.3)

With the exception of z, all involved quantities are positive and we find a relationship
between the various energies and the sign of x:

Eny  Ey(En,x) r<0 forp=0L,
pECM n B (F.4a)

mn; p x>0 forp=2¢,

Ey  E.(E >0 forp=1L,
N o< b le\\[/f 2) when ’ orp (F.4b)

MN; E3 r<0 forp=2¢.

These relations are considered as consistency conditions when taking the square of eq. (F.3)
and solving the resulting quadratic equation for Ey. For any sign of x the two solutions
(labeled with +) to the quadratic equation are given by:

E CM E 2 CcM \ 2
Pyl 2 P g2 (2
ECM ECM ECM ECM
+ p P
EN(EPVI) = mNi : CM 2
2 P
1—=x (ECM>

As it is seen from eq. (F.5), the relationship between Ey and E, is not always one-

to-one. When boosts have an anti-parallel component to the momentum vector of the
outgoing particle, we get the same outgoing particle energy for two distinct incoming
particle energies. In this case, the boosted energy is initially smaller than the CM energy
down to a critical energy where the boosted decay angle is exactly orthogonal to the boost
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vector itself. For larger boosts the energy increases indefinitely, providing a double cover
between the critical energy and the CM energy, as shown in figure 8. The critical energy
is defined as the smallest possible value of the boosted energy of one outgoing particle,

B (x) = \/ (BEM)? — (14 (~1)ersgn(a)) () a2 < BOM. (F-6)

As expected from the above discussion, depending on the sign of z, the minimum energy
is seen to be either equal to, or smaller than the CM energy.

To remove unphysical solutions from eq. (F.5) we must subject the results to the
consistency relations of egs. (F.4a)-(F.4b). First, the requirement of E}; remaining real
and the consistency relations provide constraints on the energy interval and on the sign of
cos 0 respectively. We find that E (E,, cos#) is physical if

Ep > ES(cosf) for cosf <0,

crit (F7)
Ey > Eg*(cosf) for cosf >0.

E{ (B, cos0) : {

The other solution is more complicated as there are two regions in £, that satisfy different
consistency relations. It turns out that E (Ep,cosf) is physical if

Ep > EEM for cosf >0,
ECM > B > ESit(cosf) <0,

B (B, cosb) : i 2 B2 Epfcost)  for cos (F.8)
Ey > ESM for cosf <0,

EgM > FEy > Egit(cos 0) for cosf >0.

Comparing egs. (F.7) and (F.8) we find that the energy intervals ESM > Ep, > E(cos0)
are doubly covered by having solutions with both Eﬁ All other regions in the energy
range are single valued.

In summary, the physical energy domain in Ex can be separated into three regions as
defined by egs. (F.7)-(F.8). We write the example integral in eq. (F.2) as a sum of these
three contributions, 7, = II()I) +Ir(>2) +I£3). The various integration regions are depicted in
figure 8 for Fy as an example. In the figure, the green shaded region corresponds to Iél),

the red hatched region is If), and the blue hatched region is Iég). The integrals themselves
can then be written as

' > OE} (Ey, cosf
I(g)l) :/ dcosf dE, [J\MCOS)] F|E{(Eg, cosb),cosb], (F.9a)
0 E;m (cos ) 8E¢
0 0 _
@ _ OEN(Eg,cos0)| e
Zy _/—1dCOSH/EgM dEy [ oE, F[Ey(Ey, cosb),cosb], (F.9b)

1 E¢rit(cos 6) OE<(E 0
3 ® (Eg,cos ) _
Ié) :/0 dCOSH/EgM dE, [N@Eqs] F|Ey(Eg,cosf),cos6] .  (F.9c)

Similarly, for the lepton energy one has:

0 > OEY(E 6
Ijgl) :/ dcosG/ ' dE; [ N(aEL’COS )] F[EL(EL,cos),cos0],  (F.10a)
-1 E§i(cos 0) L
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ENeTit(cost) //

Ey(cosf)

my;

cosf cosf
1

(a) (b)

Figure 8. Integration regions for the N; — ¢ + L decay: (a) with the original decaying particle
energy En and (b) with the final state scalar energy Eg. The similarly hatched or shaded regions are
identified with each other. The red and blue hatched regions are distinct in En but are overlapping
in Fy, showing the breakdown of the one-to-one relation between Ex and Ey. In the left panel we
introduced the shorthand notation E{®(cosf) = Ey (Egrit (cosB),cosb).

o0

OFE(EL,cos0)
OFEy

1
Ig) :/ dcosf
0

0 ES™t (cos 6) OE(E 9
If’) :/ dcosG/ " dEL N (B, cos6) F[EN(Er,cosf),cos6]. (F.10c)
1 ESM OEy,

dEy, [ ] F|EyN(EL, cosb),cosb] (F.10b)

CM
EL

The expressions for leptons and the scalar are similar, the difference lies in the boundaries
of the angular integral.

The last step in setting up the convenient coordinate system for the calculation is the
rotation of the spatial axis such that pr 4 || £. As the outgoing momenta in the original
frame were defined such that they lay in the z—y plane (see eq. (G.1)), the required rotation
will be constrained to this plane as well with a single angle A to be determined. By
definition, the rotation angle is obtained through solving the following matrix equation:

EZ —m2 cos A, —sinA, 0 ’)/(’UESM + (=1)%¢p°M cos §)
0 = [ sinAp, cosA, 0 (—1)%ep“Mgin g . (F.11)
0 0 0 1 0

The system of equations is easily solved for sin A, and cos Ap:

CM

sin Ap(Ep, cos ) = (—1)5PLP7\/ 1 —cos?6, (F.12a)
[E2 _ 2
p p

cos Ap(Ep, cosf) = S — (vESM + (=1)%¢p“M cos 9) . (F.12b)

2 _ 2
By —mg

For cosAp 4 the Lorentz vy-factor depends on the regions defined in egs. (F.10)—(F.9)
through the neutrino energy as v = Ejj\[](Ep,cos 8)/mpy,. This makes the expression for

— 492 —



cos A quite cumbersome, however, since sin? A + cos®? A = 1 should hold in each region,
the only new information in eq. (F.12b) can only be its overall sign. We find the absolute
value of the cosine to be given by

2
Eg — (ESM) + (pCM)2 cos2 6

| cos Ap|(Ep, cosf) = 722 (F.13)
p p
Comparing with eq. (F.12b) we have the simple relations:
cos AT (E,, cos ) = | cos Ay |(Ey, cosb),
5 (B cos0) = [cos 8| (B cos0) -_

cos A (Ep, costl) = (—1)%¢sgn(cos 8)| cos Ap|(Ep, cos b)) .

We use cos A;{(Ep, cos ) in region 1 and cos A (Ep,cos ) in regions 2 and 3, i.e., the £
indicates the regions where E3 applies (see in egs. (F.9)—(F.10)). With these definitions
the rotation of the spatial coordinate system to that where either pr || & or py || 2 is
completely determined.

In this appendix we have introduced a convenient reference frame for the calculation
of the integrals that appear in the thermal vertex cuts. First, we shifted the integration
variable from Ey to Ef 4 in eq. (F.5) and found that different expressions hold in various
energy- and decay angle domains, see eqgs. (F.7)—(F.8). In addition, to simplify the inte-
gration of the § distributions (see eq. (F.1)), we also introduced a spatial rotation such
that either pz, || @ or pg || . These rotation angles depend non-trivially on the energy and
decay angle and are given in eqs. (F.12)—(F.14).

G Evaluation of the integrals in the CP-asymmetry factor

In this appendix we calculate the loop-integrals appearing in the contributions to the CP-
asymmetry factor, in eqgs. (3.8) and (3.46). We assume that the thermal masses satisfy
my,; > Mg + my, while for the sterile neutrino in the loop we have my; > my,;. We work
in the CR frame where the 4-momenta of the decay products can be expressed using the
CM frame kinematics given in eq. (2.13) as

m]_\,l (EE%}EN + p“Mpy cos 0)

m;vl (Eg}\gp]v + pMEy cos 9)
+p°Mgin g

0

Prjy=Prl = (G.1)

The loop-momentum is a general 4-vector that can be parameterized by the energy w, the
length of the 3-momentum k > 0, and two polar angles, 8’ € [0, 7] and ¢’ € [0, 27] as

w
/
K- kcos 6 . (G.2)

ksin @’ cos ¢’
k sin 0’ sin o’
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With this parametrization the loop integration measure is rewritten as

B 1 00 00 ) 2 ,/1 ,
/1(_(27T)4/—oodw/0 dkk/o de _1d0039. (G.3)

In general, the entire loop integral cannot be evaluated analytically for the thermal self-
energy and vertex functions. However, we shall see in the following subsections that the
formulae for the CP-asymmetry factor can be reduced to numerically more easily manage-
able double- or triple-integrals.

G.1 Self-energy and the first cut of the vertex function

As the loop-integral in the self-energy contribution in eq. (3.7) is rather similar to the first
cut of the vertex function in eq. (3.43), we shall consider them together in this subsection.

As a first step, we carry out the k& and cos @’ integrals with the help of the two Dirac-
deltas corresponding to the two cut propagators of the lepton and scalar fields. For some
function F(K') one has

o f(w, w? —m%,COSQ/,gD/)
/ dk §(K? —m2)F(w, k,cos @, ¢') = ) (G.4)
0 2¢/w? —m2

where we used that k£ > 0 so only one physical root of the Dirac-delta survives integration.
Assuming that the k-integral had been carried out, the cos 6’ integral is rewritten as

1 1 o _ >
/ dCOSQI 5((PN_K)2_m§5) / dCOSQI (COb f ( Naw)) ,
R - 2\ B — o = 7 (G.5)
mN —m3 + 2ENw '

2\/E mNi\/aﬂ —m3

where we exploited our choice py || Z, implying Py - K = Eyw — pyy/w? — m% cos @ and

()EN,

there is no ¢’-dependence at all. Since cos@’ € [—1, 1] the integration constrains the value

1 @

of wtow € [w’,w} ], where using eq. (G.1) one has
Wil = Ev ESM 4 p—NpCM . (G.6)
+ mny; EN

This is simply the Lorentz transform of the CM frame lepton energy, which is necessarily
positive. In total, we could reduce the 4-momentum integration to the following double
integral:

/5 —mL ((PN K) —m¢).7-"(w,k,0059',cp’):

1 27
/ dw/ dgo}_ 4w —m%, N(Ey,w ,w’)-
647, [ B3 —m3, ot

(G.7)
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Having performed the k and cos #’ integrals, we turn now to the remaining angular integral.
We begin with the self-energy contribution where the function F in eq. (G.7) could be
defined through comparison with eq. (3.8) as

Fx(K) = sgn(w)sgn(Eny —w)(K - PL)(l + fB(EN —w) — fF(w)) . (G.8)

As wg) > 0 and kinematics require that Ey > w one has sgn(w) = sgn(Ey —w) = 1. The
scalar product depends on Ey, 0, w, and ¢’ and it can be expanded using eqs. (G.1)—(G.2)

[K - PL](En,0,w,¢') = % (ENEEM + M JE% —m3, cos 9)

7

/2 — 72
S é})(EN,w) (EEM1 [E% — m?vi + Exnp™ cos 9) (G.9)

as

_p(CM)M\/l _ [f(,l)(EN,w)f sinf cos ¢’ .

The integral of the last term over ¢’ vanishes so

27
/ d¢' [K - PL)(En, 0,w,¢) = 2x[K - Py] (EN, 0, w, g) . (G.10)
0

The remaining w-integral in eq. (G.7) has to be done numerically.

Using that Py - Pr, = mNiESM one concludes that the amplitude-level CP-asymmetry
factor at finite temperature due to the self-energy contribution defined in eq. (3.8) is given
as

G MmN, 1
Egi(EN,H) = - Z 2 ~

T — 2
4 iz Ny T M, ESML B2 — m?\,
(G.11)

X /u:: dw [K . PL} (EN,H,w, g) (1 + fB(ENn —w) — fp(w))

To find the thermally averaged CP-asymmetry we integrate ey, over the phase space of the
initial state with statistical weights as explained in section 2.2, in particular in eq. (2.16).
We note that the CM decay angle integral for cos@ € [—1, 1] is still analytic and the final
result is a double numerical integral over the neutrino and loop energies E and w. This
double—integral is easily handled by standard numerical integrators.

For the first cut of the thermal vertex function given in eq. (3.43) one defines the F
function of eq. (G.7) as being proportional to the contribution to the CP-asymmetry factor
in eq. (3.46): X

A = PP e, o

While the integrand is similar to that of the self-energy, here we also have non-trivial

angular- and energy-dependence in the denominator through the K - Py scalar product.
Using momentum conservation we find

[K - P](En,0,w,¢') = K - (Py — Pr)

= wEy — [y (Ex,w)\[ B}, — i \Jw? — 7 — [K - PL)(Ew, 0,0,¢)

(G.13)
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This scalar product is also linear in cos ¢’ thus in the integrand one has a fraction of two
linear functions in cos ¢’. We define the result of the ¢/-integral as the function

IO . SN (ER T
@ » 0 271‘%%4—@3)—%%]]—2[}{P¢](EN797W7(PI)

Note that I(CUt b (En,0,w) is analytic, see eq. (H.7), but it has a lengthy expression that
we do not glve here.

The amplitude-level CP-asymmetry factor at finite temperature due to the first cut of
the vertex function is given as

(cut1)(EN79) _ EZ MN;

ST A EEM\ B} - m,
(G.15)

(1)

x /(*) QT By, 0,0)(1+ fa(Ey — @) — fr(w))

w_

The integration over the initial state phase space required for the thermally averaged CP-
violation rate has to be done numerically, meaning that for the vertex function the final
formula is only analytically reducible to a triple integral. Nevertheless, this triple integral
can still be handled with standard numerical integrators.

G.2 Second cut of the vertex function

The formula for the imaginary part of the second cut of the vertex function was given in
eq. (3.44). As explained in appendix F, it is convenient for the calculation of the second cut
to use a coordinate system where we take Fy as the independent external energy (instead
of En), and take py || & (instead of py || ). In this subsection we use this reference frame.

The lepton and the sterile neutrino propagators are on-shell within the loop, conse-
quently the k-integral formally remains the same as in eq. (G.4) while the cos#’ integral
becomes:

/1 dcost §((K — Py)? m?v) — /1 dcosf , O(cos 0’ — fef (Eg,w ))

-1 1 2,/E2 \/ —mL

m% m¢ + 2B 4w
2\/E2 ¢\/w2—mL

This result is connected to the previous fé/l ) by changing ¢ — N; (cut propagator in

(G.16)

fe(?)(E@w) =

the loop) and N; — ¢ (external line opposite to the cut). As before, the constraint of

2) (2)]

cos € [—1,1] restricts the loop energy to w € [w ™, The limits are given by

M2 4+ M2 — M.
o L N (@)

W = Bo [E@)i% [E(Q)]2—m%:|, where E®) =

me E¢ 2m¢

If my; > my 1, then the loop energy is strictly negative as wf ) < 0. At zero temperature,
where the cut propagators have fixed direction of energy flow, i.e., they are proportional
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to O(w), the negativity of w makes this cut contribution vanish. The evaluation of the two
Dirac-delta integrals lead to

[ SR =TS~ Pay? =R, FE 2 e bconl ) =
K

0

2)
1 “+ 2 (cut2) . (2)
4 2 _ =2 /(2> de d(’pl}—V (w, \/m’fef (E¢’w)790/>7
G4 m Wl
(G.18)

where for the second cut of the vertex function one has

K. Py

(cut 2)
F; K)= w w—F
Vv (K) = sgn(w)sgn( ¢) (Py K)Q mi

(fp(w) — fr(w— E¢)) . (G.19)

Due to w < 0 and E4 > 0 we have sgn(w)sgn(w — Ey) = 1. With positive arguments
the statistical factors become fr(w) — fr(w — Ey) = fr(Ey —w) — fr(—w). Contrary to
the contributions due to the self-energy and the first cut of the vertex function, where
the statistical factor term in the limit 77 — 0 was 1 + fg(En — w) — fr(w) — 1, in
the case of the second cut the same limit of the appearing statistical factors vanishes,
fio(Ey — ) — fi(~w) = 0.

In appendix F we show the inversion of the energy relation Ey4(Ex,cosf) in order
to express En(Eg4,cosf). The inverse relations are not one-to-one in the full integration
domain, however, one can define overlapping regions where one-to-one relations may be
defined separately, see figure 8. The physical energy expressions for the incoming sterile
neutrino is denoted as E]j\E, (Ey,0), see eq. (F.5). Depending on which region we are in, the
inverse relations use either Eﬁ as defined in eqs. (F.7)—(F.8). Following these expressions,
we define the ¢’ angular integral as

2w / K - P:I: E« 0 !

o 2mmy, —mg —mg = 2[K - Py|(Es,0,w,¢)

The scalar products necessarily depend on the inverted energy relations, as indicated with
the 4+ superscripts. One then has

[K - Pl (Ey,0,w,¢) = K - (Px — Pp)

2 — —
- [K . PJﬂ(Ed),Q,w,go’) —wEy +f0(,)(E¢,w)\/w2 —m%\/Eg — mi

(G.21)

Since the spatial coordinate system is rotated with angle Ay such that py || Z, see eq. (F.11),
thus py is also transformed resulting in

[K-PE] (B, 0,w,¢') = wES(Ey,0)
- M 15 (Bg,w) cos A (B, 6)\/ [Ex(Eg.0)]” — 3, (G.22)
— et =1 (15D (B ))? sin A (B, 00y (B (B, ) — %, cosis
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Here the appearing rotation angles in the various domains mentioned above are indicated
with the £ sign and they are defined in egs. (F.12) and (F.14). The ¢'-integral in eq. (G.20)
is again analytic, see eq. (H.7).

In summary, for the second cut of the vertex function we define the amplitude-level
CP-asymmetry factors as

87T ECM E2
j#£1
’ Vo= (G.23)

(2)
+ Ccu
x /(2) dw IS D (By, 0,0) (fr(Ep — w) — fr(-w)) .

Thermal averaging over the initial state phase space has to be done according to eq. (F.9),
i.e., we have to pay attention to the energy and decay angle regions due to the loss of the
one-to-one relation between the energies En(Eg,cosf) <+ E4(En,cosf).

G.3 Third cut of the vertex function

The third, and final cut of the thermal vertex function originally given in eq. (3.45) is
evaluated similarly to the second cut presented in the previous subsection. In fact, the
correspondence between the two calculations can be made even more pronounced if one
performs a momentum shift as K — Py — K. This shift results in the scalar propagator in

the loop having momentum K (instead of the lepton as before) and in eq. (3.45) we find
sgn(w — En)sgn(w — Ey)d ((K — Py)? — md))é((K Py)% — m?vj) (G.24)
— sgn(—w)sgn(Er — w)d(K? — mi)é((PL —K)? - m?\, ). '

As before, the two § distributions are evaluated using the integrals for k and cos ¢’. The first
one is given as in eq. (G.4) but with changing WQL — mi. The second one is performed as
in eq. (G.16) but with interchanging m% < mi and the exchange Fy — E7. The function
appearing next to the cos@’ in the Dirac-delta is then

My, — My, — My + 2wk

2\/E2 me Jw? — mi

The limits for the loop energy w resulting from the cos @’ integral follows from eq. (G.17)

F(Ep,w) = (G.25)

via similar replacements of L <> ¢ as before and we find

—2 | —2 2
E m7 +m, — my.
WP = B [E(:a) T Lo o N (Ga26)

mr, L

[E(3)]2 —m2|, where E® = —

¢ 2my,
As for the second cut, here one also finds that if my; > My, then necessarily wf ) <0
and the loop-energy is always negative. In conclusion the phase space integral for the

loop-momentum over the two Dirac-deltas can be summarized as

/5(K2—m§))5((PL—K) —mN )]-'(c“tg’)(w,k,cosel,go')

27
d / (cut3 / . : E >
647-[-4 /E2 72 /(3) UJ/ ]: mLafH L,W 7 y

(G.27)
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where for the third cut of the vertex function the integrand is given by

(Py—K)- P,

(cut 3) 'L
F K) =sgn(—w)sgn(Er —w
90 = sen(-w)sen( By — ) pp

(fe(—w) + fr(BL —w)). (G.28)

Since w < 0, the sign functions evaluate to +1, and the statistical factors already have
positive arguments. Note that due to the shift we performed in the loop momentum, the
scalar product in the numerator originating from the Dirac-trace T (K) (see, eq. (2.21)) is
also modified.

In the reference frame convenient for the third cut of the vertex function we have

pr || & (see, appendix. F) so the scalar product in the numerator of .7-"‘(;’ ) is independent of
/

@

[(Py = K) - PL)(Ep,w) = mn, ESM — Epw + f3) (B, w) /B2 — w3\ Jw? —m2 . (G.29)

In contrast, the scalar product K - Pﬁ appearing in the denominator of eq. (G.28) is
non-trivial in ¢, and it can be found from eq. (G.22) with the replacements Ey — ET,
m% — mi, Ay — Ap, and f9(2) — fg(s). As the ¢’-dependence only appears in the

denominator of .7-"‘(/3 ) we define the ¢/-integral as

27rd(p/ 1
e — :/ e’ . G.30
el A N | T h R R

As before, the result of this integral is analytic and finite for physical kinematics, see
eq. (H.7).

In summary, the contribution of the third cut of the thermal vertex function to the
amplitude-level CP-asymmetry factor is:

S B -
(3) (G.31)

X /L; dw [(PN - K)- PL] (Eva)ZQ(;ut‘?)i(EL,G,w)(fB(fw) + fr(EL — w))‘

The integration over the initial state phase space is done as explained in appendix F and
in particular given in eq. (F.10).

H Useful formulae

1. Decomposition of products of statistical factors:

fe(@)fe(y) = fe(z+y) (1 + fa(z) + f(y)) ,
fe(@) fe(y) = fez+y) (1 — fr(z) — fr(y)), (H.1)
fe(@) fr(y) = fe(x +y)(1+ fo(z) — fr(y)) .
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2. Energy inversion in statistical factors:

fep(=2) = F1 - fg/p(—2), (H.2)
for(x) exp(Ba) = Ffp/p(—2) — fB(x];(z/rn)ij(y) = —fB(yf_F(m_)’iF)(_y) , (H.3)
0 sin 0
fr(lp°]) exp (5|§ ‘) = Sizﬁfgpé)z) :
0 0 (H.4)
Fo(l°) ex <Blp I) __sgn(p’)
BUP P ~ 2sinh (Bp°/2)

3. Hyperbolic functions:

o) (1
o 1+ e

4. Integrals
(a) with the assumptions ag/p > b > 0:
1
/ dz fp(ap — bx)fr(ap + b2x)

-t (H.6)

9 fulan + ap) 4 JEB Far),( fe(ap —b)fp(a — D)
= —2fr(ap + ar) + ; log(fF(aF+b)fB(aB+b)>

)

(b) with the assumptions a > b > 0:

T dy! 1 1
/ adl = : (H.7a)
o 2ma+bcosy VaZ — b2

27rd / Y 1
/ dy’ cosy’ 1 <1_a>, (HL7b)
o 2ma+bcos¢’ b aZ — b2
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