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Abstract

We study the Leptogenesis and Dark Matter in the presence of an extra singlet complex scalar field

in an extended discrete Z3 symmetry. The vacuum expectation value of the new scalar spontaneously

breaks the Z3 symmetry. A remnant CP-like Z2 symmetry stabilizes the imaginary part of the complex

scalar field which can act as a pseudo-Goldstone DM. The real part of the complex scalar couples to

RHN opens up new decay channels which can lead to a larger CP-violation in generating the lepton

asymmetry. Thus the singlet complex scalar plays a crucial role in understanding the Leptogenesis

and Dark Matter parameter space. This singlet complex scalar is also responsible for the First-Order

Phase Transition (FOPT) which may provide observable stochastic Gravitational wave signatures. We

discuss the possible correlations among these three phenomena.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmological observations indicate that the observable Universe is made of baryonic matter

but almost no antimatter. This asymmetry between matter and antimatter of the Universe can

be expressed in terms of the baryon-to-photon ratio ηB = nB−n̄B

nγ
= (6.09±0.06)×10−10 [1]. To

generate such an asymmetry of the Universe, Sakharov identified three essential conditions in

1967 [2]. They are Baryon number violations, C and CP violations, and departure from thermal

equilibrium. The Standard Model (SM) intrinsically permits baryon number violation through

non-perturbative effects. Additionally, the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix incor-

porates a complex phase, providing a source of CP violation. However, the magnitude of these

SM-induced effects is insufficient to generate the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe.

Moreover, in the SM with Higgs mass mH = 125 GeV, the electroweak phase transition is char-

acterized as cross-over in nature, unable to generate the required out-of-equilibrium conditions

needed to satisfy the Sakharov criteria for baryogenesis. Therefore, it is natural, to look for

the physics beyond the standard model (BSM) to explain the observed baryon asymmetry in

our Universe [3, 4].

Leptogenesis is an attractive mechanism to generate such cosmological Baryon asymmetry

of the Universe [5]. Once the lepton asymmetry is generated a portion of it converts to Baryon

Asymmetry of the Universe (BAU) via Electroweak sphaleron processes [6]. Leptogenesis got

special attention ever since the evidence of non-zero neutrino masses[7–10]. In this mechanism,

the heavy right-handed neutrinos that couple to SM particles through the Dirac Yukawa in-

teraction are also responsible for the origin of non-zero neutrino masses via the Type-I Seesaw

mechanism [11–13].

Another long-standing puzzle that appears in cosmological evolution is the Dark Matter

(DM). The existence of DM is supported by several astrophysical and cosmological observa-

tions based on its Gravitational interaction, including the anisotropy of the cosmic microwave

background (CMB), Gravitational lensing, and rotational curves of galaxies in the galaxy clus-

ter [14, 15], etc. Analysis of anisotropies in CMB data reveals that approximately one-fourth

of the Universe consists of DM, which is non-baryonic and non-luminous [16]. Based on CMB

observation, the PLANCK collaboration reported the observed relic density of Dark Matter to

be ΩDMh
2 = 0.120 ± 0.001[1]. However, the nature of DM, its non-Gravitational interactions,

and its production mechanism remain unknown. Over the years, different types of production

mechanisms of DM in the early Universe have been proposed based on its interaction strength

with the visible sector. The WIMP (Weakly Interacting Massive Particle) like DM scenarios are

widely studied in the literature [17]. WIMPs are assumed to be in thermal equilibrium with the
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visible sector particles in the early Universe at a temperature above its mass scale. The WIMP

freezes out from the thermal bath as the Universe expands and the temperature falls below

its mass scale. The sizeable interaction with the visible sector enables WIMPs to be detected

through Direct (XENON1T[18], PANDAX 4T[19], LZ 2022 [20], etc.), Indirect (FERMI LAT,

MAGIC [21, 22]), and collider (LHC, ILC, etc. [23]) search experiments. The non-observation

of DM in these experiments imposes constraints on WIMP-like scenarios.

In the seesaw mechanism, the explanation behind the light neutrino masses requires a high

energy scale for the right-handed neutrinos that are presently beyond the reach of current

or near-future collider experiments. Several attempts have been made in the literature to

bring down this scale which are Akhmedov-Rubakov-Smirnov (ARS) mechanism[24], Resonant

Leptogenesis [25], Leptogenesis in the scotogenic model of radiative neutrino masses [26, 27], etc.

In recent work, [28], authors considered a simple real scalar extension claiming the right-handed

neutrino mass below the TeV scale so that they can be searched at present and future colliders.

For the first time, the general mechanism has been defined in [29]. A real singlet scalar can

couple to a pair of right-handed neutrinos. The corresponding new coupling allows new decay

channels leading to a larger CP violation. Thus, the lowest right-handed neutrino mass can

be brought to a TeV scale. The Leptogenesis parameter space can be expressed in low energy

parameters using the Casas-Ibarra parametrization [30]. The advantage of this mechanism is

that it can evade the lower bound (Davidson-Ibarra bound [31]) on the lowest right-handed

neutrino mass. Here we consider a complex singlet scalar instead of a real scalar, once it gets

a vacuum expectation value (vev), the real part of the scalar can play a role in achieving the

Leptogenesis as discussed above. The imaginary part of the scalar can act as a Pseudo-scalar

Dark Matter candidate under a certain symmetry we impose that can stabilize the Dark Matter.

This allows us to explore the study of Leptogenesis and Dark Matter simultaneously within a

unified framework, while also facilitating the realization of Leptogenesis at the TeV scale.

In the present work, we consider a simple scenario that extends the SM symmetry with

a discrete Z3 symmetry and the minimal particle content with two right-handed neutrinos

N1,2 and a singlet complex scalar. With this minimal setup, we study the N2-Leptogenesis

[28, 29, 32] in the presence of a viable Pseudo-scalar Dark Matter. We do not consider the

flavor effects for simplicity. The singlet scalar we introduce plays a key role in understanding

both the phenomenological concepts: Baryon asymmetry of the Universe and Relic density

of Dark Matter. The singlet scalar that couples with the right-handed neutrinos allows the

additional contribution to the total CP-asymmetry after it gets a vev. The CP-odd state of

the singlet scalar acts as a pseudo-scalar Dark Matter candidate of the model due to a discrete

Z2 like symmetry of the potential. The CP even state mixes with Standard Model Higgs and
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allows the annihilation of Dark Matter to Standard Model particles in addressing the observed

relic density of Dark Matter. The quartic coupling of the singlet scalar and SM Higgs, and

the vev of the singlet scalar play a crucial role together in both Leptogenesis and Dark Matter

sectors. Thus, this model establishes a common parameter space that can be explored through

Higgs searches and Dark Matter Direct Detection (DD) experiments and upcoming collider

experiments.

The groundbreaking discovery of Gravitational Waves (GW) by the (LIGO)[33] has ushered

in a new era of cosmological exploration. Stochastic Gravitational waves, generated during the

early Universe, can arise from the strong first-order phase transitions (SFOPT). In our current

theoretical framework, the introduction of an additional scalar field coupled to the Standard

Model Higgs boson enhances the possibility of such a phase transition. We investigate the

parameter space of this extended model that is consistent with both leptogenesis and dark

matter phenomena while allowing for a strong first-order phase transition. The inclusion of the

µ3 term in the scalar potential introduces a barrier in the tree-level potential, facilitating the

occurrence of the phase transition. These transitions could produce Gravitational waves that

may be detectable by future Gravitational wave observatories like LISA[34], LIGO[33], BBO[35],

DECIGO[36], etc. Studies related to the FOPT of the Z3 model have already been discussed

in the literature [37]. The FOPT and GW spectrum studies have been conducted with Z3

symmetry in a pNGB dark matter model [38]. Motivated by the above studies, our primary goal

in this analysis is to identify a unified parameter space that can simultaneously support low-scale

Leptogenesis and a strong first-order phase transition, while meeting all current dark matter

constraints. To illustrate the SFOPT phenomenon and its potential observable signatures of

stochastic Gravitational waves, we select a few representative benchmark points that comply

with theoretical and existing experimental constraints. Our analysis demonstrates that the

SFOPT primarily driven by the Standard Model Higgs boson is highly improbable in this

parameter space, even in scenarios with under-abundant dark matter relic densities, discussed

in Sec.VI, for benchmark points BP 1 and BP 2. We observe that for BP 1 and BP 2, even

though DM relic density, direct and indirect searches satisfy the current experimental reaches,

the value of ηB is large to satisfy the BAU. However, we will show that SFOPT driven by BSM

Higgs bosons remains viable, as evidenced by benchmark points BP 3 and BP 4.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we introduce the model and discuss the scalar

sector of the model. In Sec.III we discuss the N2-Leptogenesis and its parameter space in the

presence of a singlet scalar. The Dark Matter relic density and its detection at Direct Detection

experiments are discussed in Sec.IV. In Sec.V we examine the strong first-order phase transition

(FOPT), which results in the generation of gravitational waves, as discussed in detail in Sec.
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VA. In Sec.VI we discuss and analyse our results. Finally, we summarize and conclude in

Sec.VII.

II. THE MODEL

We consider the Standard Model with an extra complex singlet scalar Φ and two right-

handed neutrinos (RHN) N
′
i , (i = 1, 2) under an extended discrete symmetry Z3 [38, 39]. Note

the Z3 transformation leaves the SM fields unchanged. The complex scalar couples with right-

handed neutrinos via a dimension-five operator, given in Eq.1. The assigned charges of the new

particle content under the Z3 symmetry are described in Table I.

Fields SU(2)L U(1)Y Z3

N
′

1 0 N
′ → N

′

Φ 1 0 Φ → ei2π/3Φ

TABLE I: Charge assignment of the content of the additional fields under the gauge group GSM ⊗Z3.

The relevant interaction Lagrangian under the extended gauge group can be written as

L ⊃ −
[
λ′αi LαH̃N

′
i +

1

2
(M ′

ij +
y′ij
Λ
Φ†Φ)N

′c
i N

′
j + h.c.

]
− V (H,Φ), (1)

where λ′αi denote the RHN-lepton-Higgs Yukawa matrix with {α = e, µ, τ} and {i = 1, 2}.

Lα =

να
αL

 denotes the three SM left handed charged lepton doublets and H̃ = iτH∗ where

H is the standard model Higgs doublet. M ′
ij and y

′
ij denote the mass matrix and the coefficient

of the dim-5 operator of the neutrinos in the unphysical basis. The scale Λ is the cut-off scale

of the model. The scalar potential V (H,Φ) reads as

V (H,Φ) = −µ2
H(H

†H) + λH(H
†H)2 − µ2

Φ(Φ
†Φ) + λΦ(Φ

†Φ)2

+λHΦ(Φ
†Φ)(H†H) +

µ3

2
(Φ3 + Φ†3). (2)

Note the potential has a U(1)G global symmetry and it has a soft breaking term of U(1)G, the

µ3 term, in the absence of which the CP odd state of Φ, denoted by χ, would be massless after

the explicit breaking of U(1)G. As Φ gets a vev, Z3 has broken spontaneously. Even though the

Z3 has broken the Lagrangian still holds a Φ → Φ† symmetry (which is equivalent to χ→ −χ)

due to which the χ is stable [38]. Therefore, Z2 is the remnant discrete symmetry under which

χ transforms non-trivially, while the other fields remain unchanged. The real component of the

complex scalar field Φ acquires nonzero vev vϕ (at high temperature TΦ ≫ TEW ) along the CP
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even field direction and the Φ field can be expanded around the vev as

Φ =
1√
2
(ϕ+ vϕ + iχ).

Both the CP-even and CP-odd states of Φ acquire non-degenerate masses, given by

M2
ϕ = 2λΦv

2
ϕ +

3µ3vϕ

2
√
2

and M2
χ = −9µ3vϕ

2
√
2
. (3)

The right-handed neutrino mass matrix M ′
ij receives additional contribution from the vev (vϕ)

of Φ, i.e., (M ′
ij + v2ϕy

′
ij/(2Λ)). After diagonalizing , the relevant Lagrangian can be written as:

−L ⊃
[
λαi LαH̃Ni +

1

2
(DN)ijN c

iNj + αij ϕN c
iNj + h.c.

]
+ V (H,ϕ), (4)

where DN ≡ diag(MN1 ,MN2) is the mass matrix of the right-handed neutrinos in their physical

basis. Here, the dimensionless variable αij represents the strength of the trilinear interaction

term: ϕN c
iNj. The αij is a complex symmetric matrix because of the Majorana nature of the

right-handed neutrinos. The (DN)ij and αij do not diagonalize simultaneously which allows

flavor-changing neutral current interactions among the right-handed neutrinos. Both these two

terms violate global lepton number.

After Electroweak Symmetry Breaking (EWSB) (the scale is substantially lower than the

Z3 breaking scale), the SM Higgs doublet gets non-zero vev along the CP even direction. The

Higgs around the EW vev (v ≃ 246 GeV) can be parameterized as,

H =

 0

1√
2
(h+ v)

 .

After EWSB, the low-energy Lagrangian obtains the following form [28]:

−L ⊃
[
λαi ναNi

(
v + h√

2

)
+

1

2
(DN)ijN c

iNj + αijϕN c
iNj + h.c.

]
+ V (h, ϕ), (5)

This Lagrangian leads us to the Type-I Seesaw mechanism.

Minimizing the scalar potential V (H,Φ) at the vacuums (v and vϕ), one can obtain the

following relations,

µ2
H

= λ
H
v2 +

λHΦv
2
ϕ

2
,

µ2
Φ

= λ
Φ
v2ϕ +

λHΦv
2

2
+

3µ3vϕ

2
√
2
. (6)

The two CP even (CPE) states h and ϕ are mixed up after the EWSB and the mass matrix

reads as,

M2
CPE =

 2λ
H
v2 λ

HΦ
v vϕ

λ
HΦ
v vϕ 2λΦv

2
ϕ +

3
√
2

4
vϕ µ3

 =

A C

C B

 . (7)
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The eigenvalues of the aforementioned mass matrix associated with the two physical states h1

and h2 are as follows:

Mh1,h2 =
1

2

(
(A+B)∓

√
(A−B)2 + 4C2

)
. (8)

The mass eigenstates h1 and h2 are related to the flavor states h and ϕ through the following

orthogonal transformation, parameterized by the mixing angle θ :h1
h2

 =

cos θ − sin θ

sin θ cos θ

 h
ϕ

 with tan 2θ =
2C

A−B
. (9)

Here h1 is identified as the SM-like Higgs with mass Mh1 ≃ 125 GeV and h2 is the beyond the

SM (BSM) scalar with a mass denoted as Mh2 . In the complete alignment limit, (sin θ ≈ 0) the

physical states h1 and h2 can be identified as the pure SM Higgs boson (hSM) and one singlet

state ϕ, with masses MhSM and Mϕ respectively.

Following the above relations, we can express the quartic and cubic couplings in terms of

various measurable physical quantities : heavy scalar masses (Mh1 ,Mh2 ,Mχ), vev’s (v, vϕ) and

the scalar mixing angle (sin θ). The relations are as follows:

λH =
1

2v2
(
M2

h1
cos2 θ +M2

h2
sin2 θ

)
,

λΦ =
1

2v2ϕ

(
M2

h2
cos2 θ +M2

h1
sin2 θ +

1

3
M2

χ

)
,

λHΦ =
1

v vϕ

(
M2

h2
−M2

h1

)
cos θ sin θ,

µ3 = −2
√
2

9

M2
χ

vϕ
. (10)

The phenomena of Leptogenesis, the Electroweak phase transition, and Dark Matter pro-

duction via the freeze-out mechanism depend on the thermal history of the Universe, which we

will explore in our discussion. The phenomenon of Leptogenesis occurs at high temperatures

(TΦ > T > TEW)1. Contrarily, the Dark Matter maintains thermal equilibrium even after the

EWSB phase, i.e., at a temperature around TFO ∼ Mχ

3
< TEW. The phenomenology of the

model depends on the following independent parameters:

{Mϕ, vϕ, MN1,2 , αij} for Leptogenesis

and {Mh2 , Mχ, vϕ, sin θ} for Dark Matter. (11)

1 The generated lepton asymmetry transfers to the baryon asymmetry through EW sphaleron processes. The

baryon asymmetry is conserved after the EW sphaleron processes decouple from the thermal bath at a

temperature (Tsph ∼ 102) GeV.
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In our discussion of DM, we consider that the right-handed neutrino masses (MN1,2) are much

heavier than the DM massMχ. Therefore, MN1,2 will not appear in the DM analysis. The mass

parameter Mϕ, which represents the mass of the ϕ state prior to the electroweak symmetry

breaking (EWSB), is related to the mass parameter Mh2 , corresponding to the mass of the

physical state h2 in the following manner:

M2
ϕ =M2

h2
cos2 θ +M2

h1
sin2 θ

sin θ→0−−−−→ ≃M2
h2
. (12)

A. Theoretical and Experimental constraints

• Stability of potential:

The quartic terms of the scalar potential V (H,Φ) play an important role in ensuring the

stability of the potential, followed by the following co-positivity conditions [40]:

λH ≥ 0, λΦ ≥ 0 and λHΦ + 2
√
λHλΦ ≥ 0. (13)

•Perturbative Unitarity:

The quartic couplings of the scalar potential also be constrained from tree-level unitarity of the

theory, considering all possible 2 → 2 scattering amplitudes that contribute to the S matrix

[41]. The eigenvalues of the S matrix are bounded from above as:

|λH | < 4π, |λΦ| < 4π, |λHΦ| < 8π

|(3λH + 2λΦ)±
√

2λ2HΦ + (3λH − 2λΦ)2| < 8π . (14)

• Collider constraints:

The presence of the BSM scalar can modify the tree-level interactions of the SM Higgs with

other SM particles through the mixing (sin θ). Combining measurements of different final states

(γγ, γZ,WW,ZZ, bb, µµ, ττ) by ATLAS [42] and CMS [43], the Higgs signal strengths set an

upper limit on the mixing angle at 95% CL: | sin θ| ≲ 0.29 [44]. TheW mass correction at NLO

imposes the most stringent constraint on the mass range of Mh2 ∼ {250− 1000} GeV, with the

mixing angle sin θ ∼ {0.2− 0.3} [45]. On the other hand, the electroweak precision observables

impose weaker constraints on sin θ compared to that obtained from W -boson mass corrections

[45].

If the dark matter (DM) mass is below Mh1/2, the SM-like Higgs can decay to DM pairs

(h1 → χχ), contributing to the Higgs invisible decay width. The ATLAS collaboration has

placed a strong constraint on the Higgs invisible branching ratio, Br(hSM → inv), setting it

below 13% [46]. The Higgs invisible branching ratio can be expressed as (considering Mh2 >

8



Mh1):

Br(h1 → inv) =
sin2 θ Γ(ϕ→ χχ)

sin2 θ Γ(ϕ→ χχ) + cos2 θ Γ(h→ SM SM)
(15)

with Γ(h→ SM SM) ≃ 4.1 MeV.

III. LEPTOGENESIS IN PRESENCE OF A SINGLET SCALAR

The additional singlet scalar Φ opens up a large CP-violation compared to standard Thermal

Leptogenesis in the Type-I seesaw model. Once the Φ acquires a vacuum expectation value,

the relevant couplings that appear in the Leptogenesis sector can be expressed as:

y′ij
Λ
Φ†ΦN

′c
i N

′
j + λHΦΦ

†ΦH†H → αij ϕN c
iNj + ξ ϕ (H†H) , (16)

where we define ξ = λHΦ vϕ.

The interference of tree and loop level diagrams gives a non-zero contribution to the CP-

asymmetry. In Fig. 1, we show the tree and loop-level (vertex and self-energy) Feynman dia-

grams for the case of standard Thermal Leptogenesis and the N2-Leptogenesis. The additional

loop diagrams that appear from the additional interaction terms, given in the third row of

Fig. 1, play a crucial role in enhancing the CP violation in the N2 Leptogenesis scenario2 [29].

N1

Lα

H

Lα Lα

HH

N2

N1

Lβ

H

Lβ

N1

H

N2

N2

Lα

H

Lα Lα

HH

N1

N2

Lβ

H

Lβ

N2

H

N1

Lα Lα

HH

H
N2

φ

N1

N1

N2

φ

N2

FIG. 1: Contribution of the tree and loop level (vertex and self-energy) diagrams to the total CP

asymmetry.

As we mentioned in Sec.II, the Lagrangian given in Eq.5 sets a stage for the Type-I seesaw

mechanism. After integrating out the heavy degrees of freedom, we get the light neutrino mass

matrix mν as the following:

mν = −mDD
−1
N mT

D, (17)

wheremD = λ v/
√
2 is the Dirac mass matrix. The light neutrino matrix can be diagonalized by

a unitary transformation U which coincides with PMNS (Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata)

2 N1 → N2 + ϕ kinematically forbidden since we consider MN2
> MN1

+Mϕ.
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lepton mixing matrix,

Dν = UTmνU = diag(m1,m2,m3). (18)

We work in the flavor basis where the charged-lepton Dirac mass matrix is diagonal, and use

the Casas-Ibarra parametrization[30] to re-express the neutrino Yukawa coupling matrix λ in

terms of low energy parameters as given below:

λ =
i

v
U∗D1/2

ν RD
1/2
N , (19)

where R is a complex 3× 2 orthogonal matrix (RTR = 1) which can be parametrized in terms

of one complex angle, z′. The U matrix contains three mixing angles (θ12, θ23 and θ13), Dirac

phase (δ) and Majorana phase (γ1). The Dν depends on two mass-squared differences ∆m2
sol

and ∆m2
atm in light neutrino mass spectrum[47, 48].

In the standard thermal Leptogenesis, the CP-asymmetry, i.e. in the absence of the addi-

tional loop diagrams, can be expressed as

ϵ0i=1,2 =
1

8π(λ†λ)ii

∑
j ̸=i

Im
[
(λ†λ)2ji

]
F
(
MNj

MNi

)
, (20)

where

F(x) = x

[
1 + (1 + x2)ln

(
x2

x2 + 1

)
− 1

x2 − 1

]
. (21)

The CP-asymmetry is the sum of the vertex and self-energy diagrams contribution. For the

present case, the total CP-asymmetry is the sum of the contributions that come from the

CP-asymmetry in the absence of additional diagrams and the presence of additional diagrams.

ϵ1 = ϵ01, ϵ2 = ϵ02 + ϵv2 + ϵs2 (22)

where

ϵv2 =
1

8π(λ†λ)22MN2

{Im
[
(λ†λ)12 ξ α21

]
Fv

21,R + Im
[
(λ†λ)12 ξ α

∗
21

]
Fv

21,L},

ϵs2 =
1

8π(λ†λ)22
{Im

[
(λ†λ)12α21α11

]
F s

211,RR + Im
[
(λ†λ)12α

∗
21α11

]
F s

211,RL

+Im
[
(λ†λ)12α21α

∗
11

]
F s

211,LR + Im
[
(λ†λ)12α

∗
21α

∗
11

]
F s

211,LL}. (23)

The explicit expressions for the loop function F can be found in Appendix VIII B. We refer

[28, 29] for greater details.

To study the evolution of the number densities of the right-handed neutrinos Ni (i = 1, 2)

and the amount of B−L asymmetry NB−L, we consider a set of coupled Boltzmann equations

while taking care of their decay and inverse decay rates and scattering processes. In the present

scenario, the decay of N2 to N1 and ϕ, (i.e. N2 → N1ϕ) and the washout processes i.e., ∆L = 2
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scatterings NiNj → HH play a key role in addressing the low scale Leptogenesis. The relevant

Boltzmann equations for the number densities NN1,2 and NB−L can be expressed as [28]

dNN2

dz
= − (D2 +D21)

(
NN2(z)

N eq
N2
(z)

− 1

)
+D21

(
NN1(z)

N eq
N1
(z)

− 1

)
−SN1N2→HH

(
NN1NN2

N eq
N1
N eq
N2

− 1

)
− SN2N2→HH

(
NN2NN2

N eq
N2
N eq
N2

− 1

)
dNN1

dz
= −(D1 +D21)

(
NN1(z)

N eq
N1
(z)

− 1

)
+D21

(
NN2(z)

N eq
N2
(z)

− 1

)
−SN1N2→HH

(
NN1NN2

N eq
N1
N eq
N2

− 1

)
− SN1N1→HH

(
NN1NN1

N eq
N1
N eq
N1

− 1

)
dNB−L

dz
= ϵ1D1

(
NN1(z)

N eq
N1
(z)

− 1

)
+ ϵ2D2

(
NN2(z)

N eq
N2
(z)

− 1

)
− (W1 +W2)NB−L. (24)

where the z1 ≡ MN1/T (with z ≡ z1) and z2 ≡ MN2/T = (MN2/MN1)z are the dimensionless

parameters. The N eq
Ni

are the equilibrium number densities,

N eq
Ni
(z) =

z2i
2
K2(zi) . (25)

The D1,2, D21 and W are (function of z) the decay rate of right-handed neutrinos N1,2 → LH,

N2 → N1ϕ and washout from the inverse decays LH → N1,2, respectively,

Di(z) = Kiz
K1(zi)

K2(zi)
N eq
Ni
(z), (26)

D21(z) = K21z
K1(z2)

K2(z2)
N eq
N2
(z), (27)

W (z) =
∑
i

1

4
Kiz

3
iK1(zi), (28)

where K1,2(z) are the modified Bessel functions of the second kind. The decay parameters can

be expressed as,

Ki ≡
Γ(Ni → LH)

H(T =MNi
)

, K21 ≡
Γ(N2 → N1ϕ)

H(T =MN2)
, (29)

where H =
√
8π3g∗/90 T

2/Mpl is the Hubble rate. The decay widths can expressed as,

Γi = Γ(Ni → LH) + Γ(Ni → L̄H̄) =
(λ†λ)ii
8π

MNi
, (30)

Γ(N2 → N1ϕ) =
|α12|2MN2

16π

[(
1 +

MN1

MN2

)2

−
M2

ϕ

M2
N2

]√(
1−

M2
N1

M2
N2

−
M2

ϕ

M2
N2

)2

− 4
M2

N1

M2
N2

M2
ϕ

M2
N2

.

(31)

The scattering cross-section function for NiNj → HH can be expressed as

SNiNj→HH ≡ MNi

64π2H(T =MNi
)

∫ ∞

wmin

√
wK1(

√
w)σ̂NiNj→HH

(
wM2

Ni

z2i

)
, (32)
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where wmin = (MNi
+MNj

)2, and

σ̂ =
1

s
δ(s,MNi

,MNj
)σNiNj→HH , (33)

where σ is cross-section for the scatterings NiNj → HH,

σ(NiNj → HH) =
|αij|2ξ2

32π

s−
(
MNi

+MNj

)2√
δ(s,MNi

,MNj
)(s−M2

S)
2
, (34)

with δ(s,MNi
,MNj

) = (s−M2
Ni

−M2
Nj
)2 − 4M2

Ni
M2

Nj
.

In our scenario, the contribution to the total B − L asymmetry comes from the decays of

both heavy right-handed neutrinos N2 and N1. As the Universe expands and cools down to a

temperature T ∼MN2 , i.e., z2 ∼ 1, the N2 decays in its out-of-equilibrium to leptons and Higgs

particles and generates the primary lepton asymmetry. In the presence of the new channels,

N2 can also decay to N1 and ϕ through the coupling α12. It can increase the abundance of N1.

Subsequently, N1 also decays in its out-of-equilibrium around the temperature T ∼ MN1 , i.e.,

z1 ∼ 1, analogous to the N2 decay. Due to the small CP asymmetry, this contribution is very

small to the total lepton asymmetry. When N1 is in equilibrium its inverse decays can wash

out the asymmetry that was produced previously from the N2 decays.

We numerically solve the Boltzmann equations given in Eq.24. We depict the estimated

abundances of N1, N2 and NB−L(ηB) in Fig.2. In Fig.2 (a), the Blue (dashed) and Orange

(dot-dashed) lines show the abundances of N2 and N1 respectively.

The generated NB−L asymmetry obtained from Eq.24, converts into the baryon asymmetry

via the induced Sphaleron processes. The predicted NB−L is related to the ηB measured at

recombination given as

ηB =

(
asph
f

)
NB−L , (35)

where asph = 28/79 is the fraction of B − L asymmetry converted into the baryon asymmetry

by sphaleron processes, and f = N rec
γ /N*

γ = 2387/86 is the dilution factor calculated assuming

standard photon production from the onset of Leptogenesis till recombination [49].

The Green dotted line in Fig.2 shows the abundance of the baryon asymmetry, ηB. We fix

the parameters: MN2 = 7.5× 103 GeV, MN1 = 5× 103 GeV, Mϕ = 500 GeV, αij = 10−3, and

ξ = 6×103 GeV. In our model, αij and ξ plays a crucial role. We illustrate our results in terms

of ξ(= λHΦvϕ) only, where the λHΦ play a key role in DM and FOPT. Whereas αij apart from

its magnitude, it won’t play much phenomenology. As αij is a complex matrix, it can be an

additional source of CP violation. But for simplicity we avoid it. The CP-violation appears

due to λij, see Eq. 23. The λij we can parametrize through Casas-Ibarra parametrization

given in Eq. 19. Since the αij is proportional to CP-asymmetry (ϵ2), it can maximize the CP-

asymmetry but it can also impact the washouts from the scattering processes, given in Eq. 34.
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For large values of αij the CP-asymmetry(ϵ) can be large but the washout is also high. It

suppresses the RHN abundance and hence the lepton asymmetry. For small values of αij the

washout may be smaller but the CP-asymmetry is suppressed, hence lepton asymmetry. So

we fixed it with appreciable value for αij = 10−3 to get asymmetry in a reasonable range.

Throughout our analysis, we fix the complex angle z′ = 0.01 + i 0.8. The horizontal Gray line

represents the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe. In Fig.2 (b) the Blue(dot-dashed)

and Orange(dashed) line shows the deviations (∆Ni = NNi
−N eq

Ni
, {i = 1, 2}) of the abundance

of N1 and N2 from their equilibrium abundances. Both plots show a drop in the baryon

asymmetry(Green dotted line) caused by the washout processes before becoming constant.

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: (a) Variation of the abundances of N2, N1 and ηB as a function of variable z = MN1/T .

(b) Variation of the deviation of N2, N1 abundances from their equilibrium abundances as a function

of the same variable z. The Black horizontal line represents the observed baryon asymmetry of the

Universe. We fix the parameters as follows: MN2 = 7.5 × 103 GeV, MN1 = 5 × 103 GeV, Mϕ = 500

GeV, αij = 10−3, and ξ = 6× 103 GeV.

In Fig.3 (a), we display the variation of ηB with Mϕ and ξ. In Fig.3 (b), we fix the ξ =

700 (Pink− dotted), 800 (Cyan− dotdashed), and 900 (Orange− dashed) GeV and vary Mϕ.

The baryon asymmetry remains relatively constant as the mass of the scalar field, Mϕ increases

until it approaches the mass difference between the heavy neutrinos, MN2 −MN1 ∼Mϕ. AsMϕ

nears this difference, the decay width Γ21 decreases, see Eq.31, leading to a corresponding re-

duction in baryon asymmetry. This behavior is depicted in Fig.3 (a). In Fig. 3 (b), we illustrate

the variation of ηB with ξ. Here we fix Mϕ = 200 (Red− dotted), 300 (Green− dotdashed),

and 400 (Blue− dashed) GeV. Initially, as ξ increases, ηB rises until it reaches a threshold value

ξThres, beyond which it starts to gradually decrease. Beyond this threshold, scatterings of the

form NiNj → HH as described in Eq.32 begin to dominate over the decay rates D1, D2 and

D21. This dominance leads to an increase in the washout process, suppressing the abundance
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of N1,2 causing ηB to decrease. To minimize the washout effects, we confine our analysis to

the region where ξ < ξThres. This ensures that our numerical estimations align well with the

analytical predictions, as discussed in [28].

(a) (b)

FIG. 3: Figure shows the variation of the baryon asymmetry, ηB with respect to Mϕ and ξ. We fix the

parameters as follows: MN2 = 7.5× 103 GeV, MN1 = 5× 103 GeV and αij = 10−3.

In Fig.4, we show the allowed parameter space for the observed baryon asymmetry of the

Universe in the plane of Mϕ and ξ. The Blue line successfully explains the observed baryon

asymmetry of the Universe. The Pink and Blue regions show the under and over-abundant

baryon asymmetry, respectively. We considerMN2 = 6.5×102,3,4 GeV andMN1 = 5×102,3,4 GeV

respectively in Figs. 4 (a), (b), and (c) respectively by keeping δM = (MN2 −MN1)/MN1 = 0.3.

Here we show the variation of the baryon asymmetry parameter space in the plane ofMϕ and ξ

at different mass scales of the right-handed neutrinos. UntilMϕ value approaches the kinematic

limit, the baryon asymmetry remains nearly constant with ξ to satisfy the observed BAU. Once

the Mϕ reaches near the kinetic limit the baryon asymmetry starts to decrease, hence, the ξ

must increase to get the observed BAU. It continues until ξ reaches around the threshold

ξThres, the horizontal line. Around the threshold, the washout processes due to scatterings

start dominating and reducing the baryon asymmetry. To compensate and achieve the observed

BAU, the Mϕ has to be reduced by keeping ξ constant. That results in two allowed values for

the ξ with a single value of Mϕ, see Fig.4 (a). We also notice that as we increase the mass

scale of the right-handed neutrinos the allowed ξ shifts towards larger values, see Fig.4 (b) and

(c). In Fig.4 (d), we consider δM = 0.3, 0.2, 0.1 corresponding to MN2 = (6.5, 6, 5.5)× 104 GeV

and MN1 = 5 × 104 GeV respectively. We see that for a particular mass scale of right-handed

neutrinos if we reduce the δM the BAU allowed ξ decreases.

In the following section, we explore the phenomenology of the Dark Matter. The parameters

αij, ξ, and Mϕ(Mh2) will play a crucial role in determining various characteristic features of the
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4: The behavior of the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe at different scales, MN2 =

6.5 × 102,3,4 GeV with δM = 0.3. We fix αij = 10−3 to be small to avoid large suppression from

scattering processes. The horizontal line corresponds to the threshold limit, where the washout from

the scattering rate dominates over the decay rate.

Leptogenesis and the Dark matter and their correlations.

IV. PSEUDO SCALAR DARK MATTER PHENOMENOLOGY

This section focuses on the phenomenology of DM χ, which is the CP-odd state of the

complex singlet scalar Φ. The residual Φ → Φ† symmetry (χ → −χ) ensures the stability of

DM χ. The DM communicates with the visible sector (SM) through the portal interaction

λHΦ(H
†H)(Φ†Φ). In the early Universe, χ maintained thermal equilibrium with the bath par-

ticles through the Higgs portal interaction. This equilibrium condition was determined by the

inequality between the interaction rate ΓDM−SM ≡ neq.
χ ⟨σv⟩χχ→XY (X, Y represent the thermal

bath particles) and the Hubble expansion rate H as ΓDM−SM > H. As the Universe expanded,

the rate of interaction diminished with decreasing temperature. When the temperature reached

a point where ΓDM−SM went below H, DM froze out of the thermal bath, resulting in today’s
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observed DM density. This phenomenon is referred to as the WIMP (Weakly Interacting Mas-

sive Particle) miracle [17]. Note that χ maintains thermal equilibrium even after the EWSB

at temperatures around TFO ∼ Mχ/20 < TEW. Before DM freezeout (T > TFO), the number

density of DM follows the equilibrium density, denoted as neq
χ . After EWSB, it turns out that

the SM Higgs (h) and the CP even component of the BSM singlet (ϕ) mix to form two physical

states h1 (SM-like) and h2. Therefore both h1 and h2 mediated scattering processes between

the DM (χ) and the bath particles (X, Y = {SM, h2}) are responsible for the number density

of χ. The Feynman diagrams of the number-changing processes of DM are shown in Fig.5 and

Fig.6.

χ

χ

h1

h1

χ

χ

χ

h1

h1
χ

χ

h1,2

A

B

FIG. 5: Feynmann diagrams for DM annihilation to SM: χ χ → A B with {A,B} = {W,Z, h1(Mh1 =

125GeV), f(SM fermions)} .

χ

χ

h2

h1,2

χ

χ

χ

h2

h1,2
χ

χ

h1,2

h2

h1,2

FIG. 6: Feynmann diagrams for DM annihilation to h1,2: χ χ → h2 h1,2 .

The evolution of DM number density can be described by solving the Boltzmann equation

which is given by [17, 50]:

dnχ
dt

+ 3Hnχ = −
∑
SM

⟨σv⟩χχ→SM SM(n
2
χ − neqχ

2)Θ(Mχ −MSM)

−⟨σv⟩χχ→h1 h2(n
2
χ − neqχ

2)Θ(2Mχ −Mh1 −Mh2)

−⟨σv⟩χχ→h2 h2(n
2
χ − neqχ

2)Θ(Mχ −Mh2)

= −⟨σv⟩eff(n
2
χ − neqχ

2). (36)

Here neqχ = gχ
2π2M

2
χTK2[

Mχ

T
] [17] is the equilibrium density where gχ = 1 and K2 is the modified

Bessel function of the second kind. The ⟨σv⟩χχ→ab is the thermal average cross-section for the
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number changing process χχ → a b defined in Ref.[17]. These thermal average annihilation

cross-sections of DM depend on the model parameters {Mχ, Mh2 , vϕ, sin θ}. In this thermal

freeze-out scenario, the relic density of DM and the total effective thermal-averaged cross-section

are related as [17, 50]:

Ωχh
2 ∝ 1

⟨σv⟩eff
, (37)

where

⟨σv⟩eff =
∑
SM

⟨σv⟩χχ→SM SMΘ(Mχ −MSM) + ⟨σv⟩χχ→h1 h2Θ(2Mχ −Mh1 −Mh2)

+ ⟨σv⟩χχ→h2 h2Θ(Mχ −Mh2). (38)

Here Θ is the Heaviside theta function, representing the kinematics of the number-changing

process. Depending on DM mass different number-changing processes open up and contribute

to the relic density. The approximate relation in Eq.37, will help us to understand the behavior

of DM density as a function of model parameters. Note we use the publicly available package

MicrOmegas [51] for relic density computation, after generating the model files using FeynRule

[52].

In Fig.7, we show the variation of DM relic density (Ωχh
2) as a function of Mχ for three dif-

ferent values of vϕ in GeV: 102 (cyan line), 103 (blue line) and 104 (red line). For demonstration,

we kept fixed sin θ = 0.1 in the left panel and sin θ = 0.01 in the right panel, and Mh2 = 400

GeV for both figures. The black dotted horizontal line in each figure indicates the observed

DM relic density measure by PLANCK Ωχh
2 = 0.12 [1]. As stated earlier the DM connected

to the thermal bath particles via the the portal coupling λHΦ. Therefore λHΦ plays a crucial

role in deciding the abundance of DM (Ωχh
2). For a fixed Mχ and Mh2 , the portal coupling

λHΦ varies as: λHΦ ∝ sin θ
vϕ

followed by Eq.10. For a fixed value of sin θ, with an increase in

vϕ, λHΦ decreases, and as a result, ⟨σv⟩eff decreases. Therefore relic density increases with the

increase of vϕ, as depicted in Fig.7. On the contrary, for a fixed value of vϕ, as sin θ decreases,

⟨σv⟩eff decreases, increasing relic density. The dependence on sin θ can be understood from the

left (sin θ = 0.1) and right (sin θ = 0.01) panels of Fig.7 for a fixed value of vϕ.

Now we will demonstrate the variation of relic density as a function of DM massMχ, keeping

vϕ, sin θ andMh2 constant, thereby fixing the value of λHΦ. There are two drops in relic density

nearMχ ∼Mh1/2 (∼ 62.5 GeV) andMh2/2 (∼ 200 GeV) due to resonance enhancement in the

cross-sections around the poles h1 and h2 respectively. Depending on Mχ, different final states

are open up, adding their contribution to ⟨σv⟩eff . Therefore, the total effective thermal-averaged

cross-section increases with the increase of Mχ as followed in Eq.38. Hence relic density drops

with the increase ofMχ. The active DM annihilation processes vary across differentMχ regions,
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FIG. 7: Variation of relic density as a function of DM mass Mχ for three values of vϕ = 102, 103 and

104 GeV corresponding to cyan, blue, and red lines respectively. Mh2 = 400 GeV is fixed for both the

panels, while the left (right) panel corresponds to sin θ = 0.1(0.01) respectively.

as follows.

• Mχ < Mh1 : χ χ → SM SM with Mχ > MSM are the dominant number-changing processes

which are mediated by both the CP-even physical states h1,2. As discussed before, the relic

density varies with both the sin θ and vϕ.

• Mh1 < Mχ < Mh2 : New annihilation channels contribute to relic density depending on

Mχ as χχ → h1h1 with Mχ > Mh1 , χχ → t t with Mχ > Mt and χχ → h1h2 with Mχ >

(Mh1 +Mh2)/2 (∼ 262.5).

• Mχ > Mh2 : In addition to the aforementioned annihilation processes, the new process

χχ → h2h2 also contributes to ⟨σv⟩eff . Consequently, there is a drop in relic density near

Mχ ∼Mh2 .

FIG. 8: Variation of relic density as a function of DM mass with different ranges of Mh2. sin θ = 0.1 is

fixed for both the panels, while the left (right) panel corresponds to vϕ = 1000 (4000) GeV respectively.

Next, we show the variation of the DM relic density with Mχ for four representative regions

of Mh2 shown in both panels of Fig.8. The relic density is almost independent of Mh2 when

DM mass is below MW , as the coupling strengths between SM Higgs and light fermions are
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suppressed. In contrast, when Mχ > MW , Mh2 turns crucial and significantly affects the relic

density as the DM annihilation into the gauge and scalar final states becomes available. In the

presence of the new annihilation processes (χ χ→ h1h2, h2h2) and the resonance-induced drop

in relic density (discussed above), the Mh2 substantially influence the relic density of DM. This

is due to the dependence of the quartic couplings (λ) on Mh2 (see Eq.10). In Fig.8, we see

that for fixed values of vϕ and sin θ, the relic density decreases with the increase of Mh2 (for

Mχ > MW ). This can be attributed to the fact that the portal coupling λHΦ increases with the

increase of Mh2 as illustrated in Eq.10. As discussed before, with the increase of vϕ, the relic

density of DM increases, shown in the right panel of Fig.8. Note that the relic density drops

near Mχ ∼ Mh2 due to the opening of new annihilation process χ χ → h2 h2 and it becomes

prominent for the lower value of vϕ as λHΦ ∝ 1/vϕ. That is the reason we have not observed

any noticeable relic density drops near Mχ ∼ Mh2 for vϕ = 4000 GeV in the right panel of

Fig.8.

FIG. 9: The allowed parameter space for the relic density of DM (Ωχh
2 = 0.120 ± 0.001 [1]) in the

plane of Mχ vs Mh2 for fixed sin θ = 0.1 and vϕ = {1000 (Red), 4000 (Blue)} GeV. The dashed black

lines correspond to Mχ = Mh2 and Mχ = Mh2/2 as mentioned on the representative lines of the

figures.

In Fig.9, we show the relic allowed parameter space in Mχ vs Mh2 plane for the same values

of vϕ and sin θ, considered in Fig.8. The vertical region around Mχ ∼ Mh1/2 satisfies the

observed DM abundance, which is independent of Mh2 as mentioned earlier. For Mχ > MW ,

the observed relic density parameter space looks like a V shape in the plane of Mχ −Mh2 for

a fixed value of vϕ (1000 GeV (red region) and 4000 GeV (blue region)). The region within

each V shape corresponding to a fixed vϕ represents the under-abundance (Ωχh
2 < ΩDMh

2),

while the region outside it represents over-abundance (Ωχh
2 > ΩDMh

2). These regions can be
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understood from both the figures in Fig.8. The diagonal dotted lines represent Mχ =Mh2 and

Mχ =Mh2/2, as depicted in the figure.

vϕ = 1000 GeV (red region): First, we focus on the lower mass region of h2, where Mh1 <

Mh2 ≲ 500 GeV. The observed DM density is satisfied around Mχ ∼ Mh2/2 due to resonance.

DM mass beyond the h2 pole, due to the opening of new annihilation processes χχ→ h2h2, DM

relic density falls in the correct ballpark near DM mass Mχ ∼Mh2 . At the same time with an

increase in Mχ, the coupling strengths λhiχχ and λhihjχχ also increase, resulting in a parameter

space that satisfies the relic density for Mχ ≈ 500 − 1100 GeV with Mh1 ≲ Mh2 ≲ 500 GeV.

In the heavier mass region of h2 with Mh2 ≳ 500 GeV, the portal coupling λHΦ gets enhanced,

leading to under-abundance. However, there is a vertical region Mχ ∼ Mh1 that satisfies the

observed dark matter density independently of Mh2 . In this mass region, the dark matter

density decreases because of new number-changing processes and the enhanced cross-section

near the h2 pole. These phenomena can be understood from the left panel of Fig.8, around the

mass region Mχ ∼Mh1 .

vϕ = 4000 GeV (blue region): Similar feature can also be observed in this case. With an

increase in vϕ, the portal coupling is suppressed as λHΦ ∝ 1/vϕ, resulting in a higher DM density.

To satisfy relic density in this case, we rely on resonance enhancement in the ⟨σv⟩eff near the

h2 pole. Therefore, it satisfies the observed DM abundance on both sides of Mχ = Mh2/2 line

with Mχ > Mh1/2 and Mh1 < Mh2 ≲ 2000 GeV. Beyond Mh2 ≳ 2000 GeV, the portal coupling

λΦH is further enhanced with Mh2 as followed by Eq.10. This leads to an under-abundance for

Mχ ≳ 500 GeV which can be understood from the right panel of Fig.8. Therefore there is a

vertical region around Mχ ∼ 500 GeV with Mh2 ≳ 2000 GeV, regardless of Mh2 , which meets

the observed relic density. In this region, the relic density falls due to resonance enhancement

in the annihilation cross-section.

A. Direct detection

We shall now move to the DM-nucleon scattering process relevant to direct detection (DD).

In direct detection experiments, the flux of DM may scatter with the nuclei in the target crystals

and the recoil rate of the target nucleus can be searched for as a signal of the DM. In this case,

the spin-independent (SI) χ − n scattering cross-section occurs via two CP even scalars (h1

and h2) exchange t-channel diagrams as shown in Fig.10. The corresponding spin-independent
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FIG. 10: Feynman diagrams for spin-independent DM-nucleon scattering process for DM (χ).

χ− n scattering cross-section with the fractional DM density fχ (≡ Ωχ/ΩDM) is given by [53]

σSI
DD = fχ

1

4π

(
fnµn
Mχ

)2(
mn

v

)2 [
λh1χχ cos θ

t−m2
h1

+
λh2χχ sin θ

t−m2
h2

]2
t→0
= fχ

1

4π

(
fnµn
Mχ

)2(
mn

v

)2 [
λh1χχ cos θ

m2
h1

+
λh2χχ sin θ

m2
h2

]2
, (39)

where

λh1χχ = −λHΦ v cos θ + 2λΦvϕ sin θ −
3µ3 sin θ√

2

and λh2χχ = −λHΦ v sin θ − 2λΦvϕ cos θ +
3µ3 cos θ√

2
.

Here µn = mn Mχ

mn+Mχ
is the reduced mass of DM-nucleon system with mn = 0.946 GeV (neutron

mass) and fn = 0.28 is the nucleon form factor [54]. For small sin θ limit the cross-section turns

out to be σSI
DD ∝ λ2HΦ

Mχ
2 where the expression of λHΦ is given in Eq.10. Non-observation of DM

at direct search experiments such as XENON-1T [18], PANDAX-4T [19] and most recent LZ

2022 [20] put stringent constraints on the Mχ − σSI
DD plane which can be translated in terms of

the model parameters.

We plot the relic density allowed parameter space (fχ = 1 i.e. 100% of the observed relic

density) in Mχ vs σSI
DD plane in Fig.11 (a) to compare with the current upper bounds from

XENON-1T[18], PANDAX 4T[19], and LZ 2022 [20]. The red region corresponds to vϕ = 1000

GeV, and the blue region corresponds to vϕ = 4000 GeV, both with sin θ = 0.1. The increase

in vϕ leads to a decrease in the DM-nucleon scattering cross-section due to the suppression of

the portal coupling λHΦ with higher vϕ which is depicted in Fig.11 (a). Therefore, for vϕ =

4000 GeV the SI DD cross-section becomes smaller compared to vϕ = 1000 GeV and remains

unconstrained by DD experiments. The current LZ 2022 [20] data excludes our parameter space

in the intermediate-mass region Mχ ∼ {300 − 1000} GeV with Mh2 ≲ 500 GeV for vϕ = 1000
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(a) (b)

FIG. 11: (a) Relic density allowed parameter space is plotted in the plane of DM mass versus SI DM-

nucleon cross-section for vϕ = 1000 GeV (red region) and vϕ = 4000 GeV (blue region) while keeping

sin θ = 0.1. We compare the parameter space with the experimental upper bounds from XENON-1T[18],

PANDAX 4T[19], LZ 2022 [20] in the same plane. The orange shaded region represents the neutrino

floor. (b) The thermally averaged cross-section of the χχ → W+W− process for the parameter space

allowed by observed DM density (PLANCK) is plotted as a function of Mχ. The combined exclusion

bound from indirect search experiments by Fermi-LAT [21] and MAGIC [22] is shown in the gray region

for the same DM annihilation channel. Note that for both the plots, χ represents 100% (fχ = 1) of

the observed DM density.

GeV. There is a drop in σSI
DD near Mχ ∼ 1000 GeV with vϕ = 1000 GeV. This phenomenon

occurs because the observed DM relic density in this region demands a lower Mh2 , as discussed

earlier. As a result, the cross-section decreases since λHΦ diminishes with Mh2 .

B. Indirect detection

DM can also be detected at various indirect search experiments, including space-based ob-

servatories like the Fermi-LAT [21] and ground-based counterparts like MAGIC [22] telescopes.

These telescopes detect gamma rays produced via DM annihilation or decay in the local Uni-

verse. In our discussion, the gamma-ray flux can be produced when DM χ annihilates into

SM-charged particle pairs (ψ+ψ−), followed by their subsequent decay. The total gamma-ray

flux for a given mode χχ→ ψ+ψ− (ψ = {µ, τ, b,W})in a specific energy range is given by [22]

Φγ
ψ+ψ− =

1

4π

⟨σv⟩χχ→ψ+ψ−

2M2
χ

∫ Emax

Emin

dNγ

dEγ
dEγ

∫
dx ρ2χ

(
r(b, l, x)

)
(40)

The notation follows standard conventions as ref. [22]. The indirect search experiments like

Fermi-LAT and MAGIC [21, 22] collectively put an upper bound ⟨σv⟩χχ→ψ+ψ− from the non-
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observation of gamma-ray flux produced from DM. It is evident from the above Eqn.40, to com-

pare the experimental bounds with the theoretical ⟨σv⟩χχ→ψ+ψ− , one must scale the cross-section

by the fractional DM abundance as: ⟨σv⟩IDχχ→ψ+ψ− = f 2
χ⟨σv⟩χχ→ψ+ψ− with fχ = Ωχ/ΩDM (≤ 1).

The most stringent constraint is found to come from the DM annihilation mode χχ →

W+W− compared to other modes, due to the gauge coupling. In Fig.11 (b), we show ⟨σvW+W−⟩

as a function ofMχ for all relic satisfied points with fχ = 1 (χ contributes 100% of the observed

relic density), and compare it with the combined Fermi-LAT and MAGIC exclusion bound

[21, 22], shown in the gray region. Similar to the DD cross-section, the ⟨σvW+W−⟩ decreases

with an increase in vϕ (shown in red for 1000 GeV and in blue for 4000 GeV) and a decrease in

Mh2 , which is influenced by the coupling λHΦ (see Eq.10). From the plot, it turns out that apart

from lower Mχ, most of the parameter space lies below the combined Fermi-LAT and MAGIC

exclusion bound. Note that the other DM annihilation modes ψ+ψ− : {bb, τ+τ−, µ+µ−}

are well below the upper bound set by indirect searches, due to the relatively suppressed SM

Yukawa coupling with the fermions.

FIG. 12: Relic (PLANCK) +DD (LZ 2022)+ ID (Fermi LAT+ MAGIC ) allowed parameter space is

shown in the plane of Mχ and Mh2 for the same parameters. Here DM (χ) contributes 100% of the

observed relic density (fχ = 1).

Finally in Fig.12, we show the parameter space inMχ−Mh2 plane which collectively satisfies

Relic (PLANCK [1]) + DD (LZ 2022 [20])+ ID (Fermi LAT+ MAGIC [21, 22]) constraints.

The red and blue regions correspond to the vϕ = 1000 GeV and vϕ = 4000 GeV respectively

with sin θ = 0.1 . Note that the intermediate DM mass region Mχ ∼ {300 − 1000} GeV for

vϕ = 1000 GeV is excluded from the upper bound on DM-nucleon cross-section by LZ 2022

[20].
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V. PHASE TRANSITION

We now discuss the possibility of a strong first-order phase transition in the parameter space

relevant to both Leptogenesis and Dark Matter phenomenology. Our main objective for study-

ing FOPT is that they can give rise to stochastic GWs which can be detected by experiments in

the future. The physics comprising of low-scale Leptogenesis and Dark Matter phenomenology

leave their imprints on the GW spectrum which can be detected in GW detectors. For the

study of phase transition in this model, we consider the effective potential of the model at

finite temperatures.

The Coleman Weinberg effective potential (or the quantum corrections to the tree level

potential) at one loop level in the MS renormalisation scheme at zero temperature is given by

[55]

Vcw(hi) =
∑

j=W±,Z,h1,h2,χ,t

(−1)Sj
njm

4
j(hi)

64π2

[
log

m2
j(hi)

4πµ2
− Cj

]
(41)

where in the above equation hi are the scalar fields in physical basis with {i = 1, 2}, mj are

the masses of the jth particle and nj are the degrees of freedom of the jth particle. Sj has the

value 0 for bosons and 1 for fermions. µ is the renormalisation energy scale which is taken to

be mt. Cj are the constants which have the value 3
2
for scalars and fermions and 5

6
for gauge

bosons. Considering thermal effects, the temperature-dependent part of the effective potential

at one loop level can be expressed as [56]

VT (hi, T ) =
T 4

2π2

[∑
B

nBJB(m
2
B(hi)/T

2) +
∑
F

nFJF (m
2
F (hi)/T

2)

]
. (42)

The nB/F are the degrees of freedom of bosons/fermions respectively and the JB/F are Bosonic

and Fermionic functions which are represented as

JB/F (x
2) =

∫ ∞

0

y2 log[1∓ e−
√
x2+y2 ]dy. (43)

At the high-temperature limit, one can expand the Bosonic and Fermionic integrals in powers

of x ≡ m/T as [57]:

JB(x
2) |x<<1 ≃ −π

4

45
+
π2

12
x2 − π

6
x3 +O(x4),

JF(x
2) |x<<1 ≃ 7π4

360
− π2

24
x2 +O(x4). (44)

Therefore, at the high-temperature limit, thermal corrected one-loop effective potential can be

written using Eq.44 as:

VT (hi, T ) =
T 2

24

∑
j

njm
2
j(hi). (45)
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At high temperatures, the perturbative expansion of the effective potential may not remain

valid. The divergent terms (infrared divergence) that arise from the Matsubara modes while

considering finite temperature effects require resummation by replacing the field-dependent

masses with their respective thermal masses at one loop propagator. So, in addition to the

one-loop thermal corrections, we can have contributions from ring diagrams and thus we have

to consider Daisy resummation to the effective potential. To expand the effective potential, we

use the Parwani method [58]. The potential due to such ring diagrams can be written as [59],

Vring(hi, T ) = −
∑
j

njT

12π

([
m2
j(hi) + Πj(T )]

3
2 −m3

j(hi)
)

(46)

The quantities m2
j(hi) + Πj(T ) are called the thermal masses. The quantities Πj are called

the Daisy Coefficients which are obtained from the coefficients of T 2 in the expression of finite

temperature correction to the effective potential in the high temperature limit.

The double derivative of Eq.45 with respect to the CP-even scalar fields will give the Daisy

coefficient matrix Π for the CP-even scalar fields and is given byλH4 + λHΦ

24
+ 3g2

16
+ g′2

16
+ y2

4
0

0 λΦ
4
+ λHΦ

24

T 2. (47)

While taking into account the Coleman Weinberg at zero temperature corrections, generally

the tree level vevs and the masses get changed. To avoid that, we have to add zero temperature

counter term δVct(hi) to the effective potential which is given by,

δVct(hi) = −δµ2
H(H

†H) + δλH(H
†H)2 − δµ2

Φ(Φ
†Φ) + δλΦ(Φ

†Φ)2

+δλHΦ(Φ
†Φ)(H†H) +

δµ3

2
(Φ3 + Φ†3). (48)

To find out the expressions of the counter terms corresponding to each parameter, we use the

following conditions,

∂ha(δVct +∆V ) = 0,

∂ha∂hb(δVct +∆V ) = 0, (49)

where the partial derivatives are taken with respect to h and ϕ fields expressed as ha(b). The

derivatives are evaluated at h = v and ϕ = vϕ. The ∆V is the effective potential at zero

temperature excluding the tree-level part of the potential. The expressions of the counter term

containing δVct corresponding to each parameter in the tree level potential are given in VIIIC.

The final expression of the total effective potential is given by

V (hi, T ) = V0(hi) + Vcw(hi) + VT (hi, T ) + Vring(hi, T ) + δVct(hi) (50)
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where V0(hi) is the tree level potential given by Eq.2 expressed in the physical basis.3

In general, phase transition involves an important quantity that characterizes the transition

between two phases and is called the critical temperature. In the context of a FOPT, the critical

temperature Tc is determined by equating the potential values at the two vev’s, corresponding

to the high vev and the low vev, respectively, which is given by [60]

V (hHigh
i , Tc) = V (hLowi , Tc). (51)

Strong FOPT (SFOPT) will generate Gravitational waves with high amplitudes that can have

a significant overlap with the sensitivity regions of upcoming GW detectors. The condition of

strong first-order phase transition is given by ζc ≥ 1 where the quantity ζc is called the order

parameter and is expressed as

ζc =
∆hi
Tc

, (52)

with ∆hi is the difference between high and low vevs of the SM/BSM scalar field.

It is important to note that the total effective potential given in Eq.50 depends on the gauge

explicitly. Thus the important ingredients that are required for the study of phase transition,

namely the order parameter ζc, and also the extremas of the effective potential are gauge

dependent[56, 60–63]. In our case, all the finite temperature calculations are done in Landau

gauge (ξ = 0).4

We generate the results of the phase structures of the scalar fields using the publicly available

CosmoTransition package [66]. We present four Benchmark Points representing SFOPT in Table

III contained in Sec.VI. In our analysis, we obtain two main phase transition patterns which

we characterize as Type A and Type B phase transitions.

• Type A: single-step, first-order phase transition.

• Type B: two-step, the first step is first-order while the second step is second-order.

BP 1 and BP 2 fall in the Type A category while BP 3 and BP 4 fall in the Type B category.

We represented the phase structure of the fields as a function of the temperature of BP 1 and

BP 3 as an example of Type A and Type B phase transition respectively in Fig.16 of Sec.VI.

Further detailed discussions regarding the phase structure of the BPs are provided in Sec.VI.

3 In our numerical analysis, we employ the full integrals JB/F as defined in Eq.43, rather than the approximate

expressions JB/F given in Eq.44 that are valid at high temperatures.
4 As the effective potential calculations depend on the gauge choice explicitly, a gauge-independent detailed

analysis is beyond the scope of this paper. Further details can be found in [64, 65].
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A. Gravitational Wave Spectrum

Cosmological phase transitions in the early Universe can give rise to stochastic Gravita-

tional waves. The generation of such waves necessitates a strong first-order phase transition.

These GWs originate from the release of energy of the colliding bubbles of the true vacuum

as they propagate throughout the entire plasma. Such bubble formation can only take place

in first-order phase transitions. A FOPT can be analyzed by two main temperatures which

are the critical temperature Tc and the nucleation temperature Tn. The FOPT proceeds via

bubble nucleation at Tn which is in general, slightly below Tc. During nucleation, the tunneling

probability per unit volume at a finite temperature T from the false vacuum to the true vacuum

is given by [67]

Γ(T ) = T 4

(
S3

2πT

) 3
2

e−
S3
T , (53)

where S3 represents the 3 dimensional Euclidean Action and is given by [68]

S3 = 4π

∫
r2dr

[
1

2

(
dhi
dr

)2

+ Veff (hi, T )

]
(54)

The differential equation satisfied by the scalar fields hi where i = 1, 2 is given by [68–70]

d2hi
dr2

+
2

r

dhi
dr

=
dVeff (hi, T )

dhi
(55)

with the boundary conditions hi = 0 as r → ∞ and dhi
dr

= 0 at r = 0.

There are three main sources of the generation of the stochastic Gravitational waves which

are:

• The Bubbles of the true vacuum collide with each other and the energy of collision is

propagated in the form of Gravitational Waves.

• Sound waves are generated in the plasma when the bubbles are propagating through it.

• Magnetohydrodynamic turbulence forming in the plasma after the collision of the bubbles.

In general, these three sources co-exist and the total Gravitational Wave energy spectrum

can be expressed as [71, 72]

ΩGWh
2 ≃ Ωcolh

2 + Ωswh
2 + Ωturbh

2. (56)

The GW spectrum depends upon four important parameters. They are:

(i) α: A quantity that is proportional to the latent heat corresponding to the phase transition

and indicates the strength of the phase transition.

(ii) β
Hn

: A quantity that is inversely proportional to the time taken for the phase transition to
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complete.

(iii) Tn: The Nucleation temperature.

(iv) vw: Velocity of the Bubble Wall.

Among these parameters, α signifies the strength of the phase transition and is expressed

as [73]

α =
ϵ(Tn)

ρR(Tn)
, (57)

where ϵ is expressed as [74]

ϵ(Tn) = ∆Veff − T
d∆Veff
dT

∣∣∣∣
T=Tn

. (58)

The ∆Veff is the difference between the effective potentials at false and true vacuum and ρR(Tn)

is the energy density of radiation given by,

ρR(Tn) =
π2g∗T

4
n

30
, (59)

with g∗ representing the relativistic degrees of freedom at Tn. The parameter β
Hn

denotes the

ratio of the inverse time duration of the phase transition to the Hubble parameter value at Tn

and can be expressed as [75]
β

Hn

= Tn
d(S3/T )

dT

∣∣∣∣
T=Tn

. (60)

The part of the GW spectrum resulting from bubble collisions, red-shifted to today, can be

expressed as [76]

Ωcolh
2 = 1.67× 10−5

(
β

Hn

)−2(
κcolα

1 + α

)2(
100

g∗

) 1
3
(

0.11v3

0.42 + v2

) 3.8
(

f
fcol

)2.8
1 + 2.8

(
f
fcol

)3.8
 , (61)

where we have the peak frequency fcol red-shifted to today as[76]

fcol = 1.65× 10−5

(
0.62

1.8− 0.1vw + v2w

)(
β

Hn

)(
Tn
100

)( g∗
100

)1/6
. (62)

The efficiency factor for bubble collision is expressed as [77],

κcol =
0.715α + 4

27

√
3α
2

0.715α + 1
. (63)

As the bubble of true vacuum propagates through the plasma, they produce sound waves.

The part of the GW spectrum resulting from these sound waves, red-shifted to today, can be

expressed as [78–81]

Ωswh
2 = 2.65× 10−6Γsw

(
β

Hn

)−1

vw

(
κswα

1 + α

)2 ( g∗
100

) 1
3

(
f

fsw

)3
(
4

7
+

3

7

(
f

fsw

)2
)− 7

2

, (64)
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where Γsw is the suppression factor arising from the finite lifetime of the sound waves generated

with τsw being the lifetime of the sound waves and U is the root mean square velocity of the

sound waves. These three quantities are expressed by, [80]

Γsw =

(
1− 1√

1 + 2τswHn

)
, τsw =

(8π)
1
3

β U
, U =

√
3

4
ακsw. (65)

The peak frequency of the sound waves redshifted to today is expressed as, [80]

fsw = 1.9× 10−5

(
1

vw

)(
β

Hn

)(
Tn
100

)( g∗
100

)1/6
. (66)

The efficiency factor corresponding to the contribution of the sound waves is given by [77],

κsw =
α

α + 0.083
√
α + 0.73

. (67)

The part of the GW spectrum resulting from magnetohydrodynamic turbulence generated

within the ionized plasma, red-shifted to today, can be expressed as [82]

Ωturbh
2 = 3.35× 10−4

(
β

Hn

)−1

vw

(
κturbα

1 + α

) 3
2
(
100

g∗

) 1
3


(

f
fturb

)3
(
1 +

(
f

fturb

) 11
3

)(
1 + 8πf

h∗

)
 (68)

where h∗ is the inverse Hubble time during the production of Gravitational Waves,

h∗ = 16.5×
(
Tn
100

)( g∗
100

)1/6
. (69)

The peak frequency due to turbulence generated in the ionized plasma due to the magnetic

fields in the plasma, redshifted to today can be expressed as,[82]

fturb = 2.7× 10−5

(
1

vw

)(
β

Hn

)(
Tn
100

)( g∗
100

)1/6
. (70)

The κturb represents the efficiency factor corresponding to the contribution of MHD turbu-

lence and is generally given in terms of a small fraction of κsw. We consider κturb = 0.1κsw as

suggested by simulations [77].

The above expressions of the efficiency factors κcol and κsw are valid for relativistic bubble

wall velocity (in the limit vw → 1) which we consider in our work.

To determine the detectability of any signal from the background, the most commonly used

quantity is the Signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) which is defined below [72]

SNR ≡

√
T̃

∫ fmax

fmin

[
h2ΩGW(f)

h2ΩSens(f)

]2
df. (71)

We have considered T̃ to be of 5 years duration for all the relevant detectors. The h2ΩSens(f)

corresponds to the experimental sensitivity of a given experimental configuration to cosmolog-

ical sources obtained from the power spectral density (PSD) Sh(f) [83].
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VI. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we first identify a common parameter space that can explain both observed

BAU and the abundance of Dark Matter. Next, we examine the parameter space for Gravita-

tional waves generated during the first-order phase transition. We concentrate on the scenario

where the scalar mass Mϕ is heavier than the SM Higgs boson mass. Finally, we present our

findings in terms of the mass eigenstate Mh2 as defined in Eq.12 instead of using Mϕ directly.

Note that, as sin θ → 0, Mϕ ≃ Mh2 . As discussed earlier, at the Leptogenesis scale the ξ

is a function of λHϕ and vϕ. Following scalar mixing, the coupling λHΦ can be rewritten in

terms of low energy parameters vϕ, sin θ and Mh2 as shown in Eq.10. We fix our choice for

the sin θ = {0.3, 0.1, 0.01} and for the vϕ = {1000, 4000} GeV. Fig.14 shows the common and

compatible parameter space for the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe (left column)

and the allowed abundance of the DM (right column) in the plane of Mh2 - λHΦ.

FIG. 13: The allowed parameter space of the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe in the

plane of Mϕ and ξ. The Blue and Pink color region represents the over- and under-abundant baryon

asymmetry. Here MN2 = 5.5 × 104 GeV and MN1 = 5 × 104 GeV corresponding to δM = 0.1 and

αij = 8× 10−3.

In Fig.14, we consider the mass of right-handed neutrinos MN2 = 5.5× 104 GeV and MN1 =

5 × 104 GeV corresponding to δM = 0.1 and αij = 8 × 10−3. For an illustration, we consider

the same parameter choice and present the BAU allowed parameter space in Fig.13 at the

Leptogenesis scale (before EWSB) in the plane of Mϕ and ξ. The blue line corresponds to

the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe. The light-blue and pink regions correspond

to over and under-abundant baryon asymmetry respectively. After EWSB, the Mϕ and ξ can
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 14: Figure shows the allowed parameter space for both the baryon asymmetry of the Universe (left

column) and Dark Matter abundance (right column) in the plane of Mh2 - λHΦ. MN2 = 5.5×104 GeV,

MN1 = 5× 104 GeV. The top, middle, and bottom row panels correspond to sin θ = 0.3, 0.1, and 0.01,

respectively. Each plot’s top and bottom lines correspond to vϕ=1000, 4000 GeV respectively. The

Grey dashed line represents the Eq.10 for λHΦ.

be re-expressed in the plane of Mh2 and λHΦ, Fig.14, for a fixed set of values of sin θ and vϕ.

The top, middle, and bottom panels correspond to sin θ = 0.3, 0.1, 0.01 respectively. In each

plot top and bottom lines correspond to vϕ=1000 and 4000 GeV respectively. Unlike the Mϕ,

the baryon asymmetry increases gradually with the Mh2 increase, since Mh2 is proportional to
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λHΦ. Hence with the increase in λHΦ the baryon asymmetry increases. In Fig.14, the decline

in baryon asymmetry(blue points), arises due to the competitive interplay between Mh2 and

the corresponding Higgs portal coupling λHΦ. As the Mh2 increases, the baryon asymmetry

slowly diminishes, similar to the pattern shown in Fig.3. However, a rise in λHΦ leads to

a greater increase in the baryon asymmetry beyond a certain point relative to the effect of

increasing Mh2 . Before this λHΦ contribution to the baryon asymmetry dominates once again,

a drop occurs due to the increase in Mh2 . We show the drop in baryon asymmetry of Fig.14

correspond to the sin θ = 0.1 and for vϕ = 1000 GeV, as an example, in Fig.15. The yellow

region is the maximum baryon asymmetry achievable for our parameter choice. The horizontal

Grey dashed line represents the observed BAU. The observed baryon asymmetry can be seen in

Table.II: i) for Mh2 ∼ 600 GeV and λHΦ ∼ 0.4(1000 GeV), 0.1(4000 GeV) for fixed sin θ = 0.3.

ii) for Mh2 ∼ 1130 GeV and λHΦ ∼ 0.5(1000GeV), 0.13(4000GeV) for fixed sin θ = 0.1. For

sin θ = 0.01 the baryon asymmetry is seen under-abundant.

The Blue and Purple color points that appear in the right column of Fig.14 correspond to the

Relic+DD+ID allowed parameter space of Dark Matter correspond to vϕ = 1000 and 4000 GeV

respectively. We observe that the parameter space corresponding to Dark Matter phenomenol-

ogy is consistent with the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe for sin θ = 0.3, vϕ = 4000

GeV (top panel), and for sin θ = 0.1, vϕ = 1000 and 4000 GeV (middle panel). Whereas, the

baryon asymmetry is under-abundant for sin θ = 0.01 (bottom panel). We see that the ob-

served BAU can be satisfied for the large value of sin θ = 0.3 with two choices of vϕ, but the

DM Relic+DD+ID is allowed only with the large value of vϕ = 4000 GeV. The Relic+DD+ID

may be permitted for small sin θ = 0.01 with two vϕ choices but the baryon asymmetry is

seen under-abundant. We observe that, for the parameter choice around sin θ = 0.1 and

vϕ = 1000, 4000 GeV are the most permissible choices to see the common parameter space for

both the observed BAU and the Relic+DD+ID of Dark Matter. The observed Relic+DD+ID

can be seen in Table.II.

As we mentioned earlier now we examine whether this model can provide a strong FOPT

while sharing a common parameter space with both Leptogenesis and Dark Matter phenomenol-

ogy. We have given 4 BPs in Table.III and the corresponding parameter space we get for the

relic density of DM is under-abundant.

Among the 4 BPs provided in Table.III, the first two points do not satisfy the observed BAU

and hence in the neighborhood of the parameter space of BP 1 and 2, BAU is over-abundant.

The BPs 3 and 4 where the phase transition is along the BSM Higgs field direction are such

that they satisfy the BAU and it can be studied in that parameter space and its neighborhood.

From the results of our scan, we observed that the majority of the points show second-order
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Parameters sin θ Mh2 vϕ λHΦ ηB Mχ Ωχh
2 σSI

DD ⟨σv⟩

(GeV) (GeV) (GeV) (cm2) (cm3/s)

1. 0.3 594.58 1000 0.3931 6.1× 10−10 - - - -

2. 0.3 594.18 4000 0.0981 6.1× 10−10 154 0.11 1.63× 10−47 2.03× 10−26

3. 0.1 1128.31 1000 0.5086 6.1× 10−10 137 0.11 2.65× 10−47 2.04× 10−26

4. 0.1 1129.41 4000 0.1274 6.1× 10−10 873 0.11 6.82× 10−47 2.45× 10−26

5. 0.01 801.98 1000 0.0255 3.1× 10−10 455 0.12 2.91× 10−48 2.51× 10−26

6. 0.01 802.02 4000 0.0064 3.1× 10−10 355 0.09 1.1× 10−49 1.76× 10−27

TABLE II: BAU allowed values compatible with the Relic + DD + ID parameter space.

(a) (b)

FIG. 15: Figure shows the drop in the baryon asymmetry in the plane of Mh2, λHΦ with the ηB. The

horizontal Grey line represents the observed BAU.

phase transition and those remaining points that show SFOPT along SM Higgs direction (or

strong electroweak phase transition), the majority of them are ruled out by the latest LUX-

ZEPLIN bound [84]. Corresponding to BP 1 and BP 2, the order parameter is greater than 1

along SM Higgs direction and less than 1 along BSM Higgs direction while corresponding to

BP 3 and BP 4, the order parameter is greater than 1 along BSM Higgs direction and zero

as there is no FOPT along SM Higgs direction. In Fig.16, different colors represent different

phase transition phases. Color change with (without) an arrow indicates the possibility of a

first (second) order phase transition. The black arrow corresponds to critical temperature and

the brown arrow corresponds to nucleation temperature.

In Fig.16 (a) and (b), the phase structure of SM and BSM Higgs fields corresponding to

BP 1 is shown as an example of Type A phase transition. From Fig.16, we see that there is a

single step first order phase transition at the critical temperature Tc=107.71 GeV along both
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Parameters BP 1 BP 2 BP 3 BP 4

Mh2 (GeV) 1712.11 1542.39 398.11 400.16

sin θ -0.34 -0.28 0.087 0.082

vϕ (GeV) 859.89 493.67 551.55 547.36

Mχ (GeV) 144.28 670.33 879.77 880.87

λH 2.915 1.735 0.138 0.137

λHΦ -4.408 -5.347 -0.092 0.088

λΦ 1.758 4.789 0.682 0.697

µ3 (GeV) -7.608 -286.054 -441.01 -445.51

Ωχh
2 1.02× 10−2 2.26× 10−5 1.13× 10−2 1.09× 10−2

σSI
DD (cm2) 3.48× 10−47 3.59× 10−48 2.125× 10−46 1.86× 10−46

⟨σv⟩ID (cm3/s) 6.4× 10−26 5× 10−30 2.35× 10−27 2.27× 10−27

ηB 5.66× 10−9 3.95× 10−9 2.29× 10−10 2.36× 10−10

TABLE III: Benchmark Points corresponding to SFOPT.

the field directions. The transition is strong along SM Higgs direction with the value of order

parameter ζc,1 = 1.105, and the transition is weak along BSM Higgs direction with the value

of order parameter ζc,2 = 0.103. We represent a two step phase transition as an example of

Type B phase transition in Fig.16 (c) and (d). The phase structure of both the SM and BSM

Higgs fields are shown. In the first step, there is a phase transition along BSM Higgs field

direction at the critical temperature Tc = 491.16 GeV. In the second step, there is a second

order phase transition in both the field directions. It would be extremely useful if we got to

know the dependence of the different model parameters on the strength of the phase transition.

For this purpose, we have shown the role of different model parameters on the strength of the

phase transition along SM Higgs direction in Fig.17. The left panel of Fig.17 shows that with

an increase of Mh2 , the phase transition strength increases, while we see the reverse effect for

vϕ in the right panel. The increase of Mh2 leads to the increase of the parameter λHΦ from

Eq.10. From Fig.14 (a), we see that such value of large λHΦ is violating the BAU for a higher

value of Mh2 . Thus we could not find any parameter space that satisfies SFOPT along SM

Higgs direction (or SFOEWPT) along with the baryon asymmetry of the Universe. We still

found a parameter space where both Leptogenesis and Dark Matter phenomenology along with

SFOPT can be studied which is shown in Fig.14 (c) and (d). BP 3 and BP 4 of Table.III and

their neighborhood fall in the common parameter space. The phase transition in that region is
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Parameters BP 1 BP 2 BP 3 BP 4

Tc 107.71 103 491.16 489.51

(< h1 >,< h2 >)|High Tc (0, 813.74) (0,454) (0, 0) (0, 0)

(< h1 >,< h2 >)|Low Tc (119, 824.84) (105,460) (0, 502.9) (0, 498.35)

ζc (1.105, 0.103) (1.019, 0.058) (0, 1.024) (0, 1.018)

Tn 107.18 102.77 435.88 435.99

(< h1 >,< h2 >)|High Tn (0, 813.74) (0,454) (0, 0) (0, 0)

(< h1 >,< h2 >)|Low Tn (129.32, 826.82) (106,461) (0, 522.68) (0, 517.56)

α 0.0129 0.0096 0.0045 0.0045

β
H 71453.3 146814 2677.4 2777.01

TABLE IV: Phase transition output parameters for SM and BSM Higgs directions corresponding to

BPs. The values of high and low vevs (< h1 >,< h2 >) of each of the scalar fields are given at all

steps for all the benchmark points for both Tc and Tn. Temperature and vevs are in the GeV unit.

thus first order strong along the BSM Higgs field direction.

BP DECIGO-corr U-DECIGO U-DECIGO-corr

1 - - 9.82× 106

2 - - 529167

3 10940.8 132912 1.32× 108

4 10287.2 126854 1.26× 108

TABLE V: SNR values corresponding to the Benchmark Points. The dashed lines indicate that the

Gravitational wave spectrum associated with the benchmark point will not be detectable by the corre-

sponding detector.

SFOPT leads to a background for the formation of stochastic Gravitational waves. The GW

spectrum corresponding to the Benchmark Points are given in Fig.18 where the proposed sen-

sitivities of the upcoming detectors U-DECIGO [36], U-DECIGO-corr [85] are depicted.

An important measure to detect the GW signal from its background is the SNR. We esti-

mated the SNR values corresponding to all the BPs in Table.V using Eq.71. For the detection

of GW in each relevant detector, the SNR value must exceed a threshold value for a particular

setup. BP 1 and BP 2 SNRs in Table.V are less than the threshold value of DECIGO and

U-DECIGO detectors. GW Spectrum corresponding to BP 3 and BP 4 can be detected in the

DECIGO and U-DECIGO detectors. SNR values of BP 3 are higher than that of BP 4 as from
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FIG. 16: (a), (b) represents the Phase Structure of the fields corresponding to BP 1, and (c), (d)

represents the Phase Structure of the fields corresponding to BP 3.

Table.IV we can see that the order parameter ζc of BP 3 is always higher than that of BP 4

resulting in greater signal strength.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Even though the Standard Model is a successful theory of fundamental particles and their

interactions, it fails to explain the observed baryon symmetry of the Universe. Leptogenesis is

an attractive mechanism to explain the observed baryon symmetry of the Universe. In standard

thermal Leptogenesis, the Type-I seesaw model demands the mass of the right-handed neutrino

to be very heavy which is hard to probe at low energy experimental setups. We considered

an interesting scenario extending the Standard Model particle content with a singlet scalar to

probe the Leptogenesis at a low scale. The singlet scalar couples with the right-handed neutrino

pair which enables enhancing the additional CP-violation while attaining the observed BAU at

low scale. Here we attempted to examine the allowed parameter space of the relic density of DM

without adding an extra particle content but with the simple extension of the SM symmetry.
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FIG. 17: The role of a few model parameters in determining the Phase Transition strength along SM

Higgs field direction. We have utilised the BP 1 for the purpose. Dots represent the exact value of

order parameter obtained at the respective input variable.
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FIG. 18: Gravitational Wave Spectrum corresponding to all the BPs 1-4.

To fulfill these requirements, we consider the singlet complex scalar Φ with an extended discrete

symmetry Z3. The Z3 allows a pair of Φ to couple with right-handed neutrinos via a dimension-

5 operator. After Φ obtains a vacuum expectation value the CP-even part of the scalar, i.e. ϕ,

couples with the right-handed neutrinos Ni, (i = 1, 2) through a Yukawa term. When the heavy

right-handed neutrino N2 goes out of equilibrium and decays it generates the B−L asymmetry.

In the presence of additional couplings, where N2 decays to N1 and ϕ, i.e., N2 → N1+ϕ, which

enhances the CP-violation and the corresponding lepton asymmetry compared to the standard

leptogenesis scenario. However, the N1 generated lepton asymmetry is suppressed at a low

energy ≲ O(106) GeV. The final B − L asymmetry transfers to the baryon asymmetry via the
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EW sphaleron processes. On the other hand, the CP-odd part of the scalar χ acts as a Pseudo

scalar Dark Matter candidate due to a remnant Z2-like symmetry. The annihilation cross-

section of the Pseudo scalar Dark Matter to the Standard Model particles through scalar-Higgs

mixing can provide the observed relic density of the Dark Matter. Apart from probing BAU at

a low scale satisfying all constraints of DM phenomenology, we also examined the possibility

of SFOPT. SFOPT in our model is facilitated even at the tree level due to the presence of

cubic terms in the potential. As the parameter space is already severely constrained from dark

matter direct searches, we didn’t get any point showing SFOPT along SM Higgs field which

have correct relic density. Considering under-abundant relic density, we see that SFOPT along

SM Higgs field direction violates BAU. SFOPT in the common parameter space still has under-

abundant DM relic density and is along BSM Higgs field direction. Furthermore, SFOPTs

generate a stochastic Gravitational Wave background which we examined corresponding to

some benchmark points.

We have shown a common parameter space that can account for the universe’s matter-

antimatter asymmetry and is consistent with low-energy neutrino data through the Casas-

Ibarra parametrization. Furthermore, this parameter space can explain the observed relic

density of dark matter while satisfying constraints from direct and indirect dark matter searches,

including those by XENON-1T, LZ 2022, Fermi-LAT, and MAGIC etc. Our final observations

are displayed in the plane of λHΦ −Mh2 for a fixed set of values. For the parameter choice

we consider indicating that the sin θ = 0.1 and vϕ = 1000, 4000 GeV are more appropriate

parameter regions to look for the observed BAU and Dark Matter simultaneously. We have

shown four benchmark points where a strong FOPT is possible. Among the four benchmark

points, two benchmark points fall in the order of the observed BAU i.e., O(10−10) and with

the corresponding relic density under-abundant, O(10−2). We have shown the future detection

perspective of Gravitational Wave signals corresponding to four benchmark points that fall in

the detection sensitivity of the DECIGO-corr, U-DECIGO, and U-DECIGO-corr. To enhance

the compatibility of strong first-order phase transitions (SFOPT) with both baryon asymmetry

of the universe (BAU) and dark matter (DM) constraints, a more comprehensive exploration

of the model parameter space is needed.
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VIII. APPENDICES

A. Vertex factors

Following are the vertex factors for vertices relevant to the calculation of the Relic density

of Dark Matter given in Figs.5, 6,

h1χχ : −3µ3 sin θ√
2

− λHΦv cos θ + 2λΦvϕ sin θ ≈
sin θ

(
M2

h1
+ 4

3
M2

χ

)
vϕ

,

h2χχ :
3µ3 cos θ√

2
− λHΦv sin θ − 2λΦvϕ cos θ ≈ −

cos θ
(
M2

h2
+ 4

3
M2

χ

)
vϕ

,

h1h1χχ : −2λΦ sin2 θ − λHΦ cos2 θ ≈ −
(M2

h2
−M2

h1
) sin θ

v vϕ
,

h1h2χχ : 2λΦ sin θ cos θ − λHΦ sin θ cos θ

≈
sin θ

(
3vϕ sin θ

(
M2

h1
−M2

h2

)
+ v

(
3M2

h2
+M2

χ

))
3v v2ϕ

,

h2h2χχ :
1

2

(
−2λΦ cos2 θ − λHΦ sin2 θ

)
≈ −

3M2
h2

+M2
χ

3v2ϕ
. (72)

B. Loop functions

Following are the loop function parameters discussed in Sec.III for the CP-asymmetry dia-

grams5,

F
(v)
ij,R =

√
rji ln

[
(1− rji)−

(
σi +

√
δji
)

(1− rji)−
(
σi −

√
δji
)] , (73)

F
(v)
ij,L = −

√
δji + rji ln

[
(1− rji)−

(
σi +

√
δji
)

(1− rji)−
(
σi −

√
δji
)] , (74)

F
(s)
ijk,RR =

√
rji

√
rki
√
δji

1− rji
, F

(s)
ijk,RL =

1

2

√
rki
√
δji (1 + rji − σi)

1− rji
, (75)

F
(s)
ijk,LL =

√
rji
√
δji

1− rji
, F

(s)
ijk,LR =

1

2

√
δji (1 + rji − σi)

1− rji
. (76)

Where rij ≡M2
i /M

2
j , σi ≡M2

Φ/M
2
i and δij ≡ (1− rij − σj)

2 − 4rijσj.

5 Note that before EWSB, the zero temperature SM Higgs mass is considered massless.
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C. Zero Temperature Counter Terms

Following are the expressions of all the counter terms corresponding to each parameter that

appears in the tree-level potential:

δλH =
1

2v3
(∂h∆V − v∂2h∆V ), δλΦ =

1

2v3ϕ
(∂ϕ∆V − vϕ∂

2
ϕ∆V ),

δλHΦ = −∂h∂ϕ∆V
vvϕ

, δµ3 = 0,

δµ2
H =

1

2v
(3∂h∆V − vϕ∂h∂ϕ∆V − v∂2h∆V ),

δµ2
Φ =

1

2vϕ
(3∂ϕ∆V − v∂ϕ∂h∆V − vϕ∂

2
ϕ∆V ) , (77)

where all the derivatives are evaluated at h = v and ϕ = vϕ.
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