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Displaced vertex signals of low temperature baryogenesis

Pedro Bittar ®1'* and Gustavo Burdman ®1-1

! Department of Mathematical Physics, Institute of Physics, University of Sdo Paulo,
R. do Matao 1371, Sao Paulo, SP 05508-090, Brazil
(Dated: October 3, 2024)

We explore the connection of baryogenesis at temperatures below the electroweak scale and signals
for long-lived particles at the LHC. The model features new SM singlets, with a long-lived fermion
decaying to quarks to generate the baryon asymmetry. The model avoids strong flavor physics
bounds while predicting a rich diquark phenomenology, monojet signals, and displaced vertices. We
show how the displaced vertex signals can be probed at the HL-LHC. The large transverse produc-
tion makes a strong physics case for constructing far detector experiments such as MATHUSLA,
ANUBIS, and CODEX-b, complementary to the central and forward long-lived particle program.

Introduction — The observed matter anti-matter
asymmetry remains one of the biggest motivations for
physics beyond the standard model (BSM). Some of the
traditional BSM baryogenesis mechanisms such as elec-
troweak baryogenesis |1, 2|, leptogenesis [3], and Affleck-
Dine models [4] generate the baryon asymmetry at high
temperatures, above the electroweak (EW) scale, and
sometimes much above, e.g. ~ 10'® GeV. While these
are well-motivated models, they can be elusive for test-
ing given the high new physics scales involved. Alterna-
tively, low-temperature baryogenesis models propose to
generate the baryon asymmetry after the EW transition
[5-11]. To avoid washout effects, baryogenesis occurs via
a new particle decaying after sphaleron decoupling and
before big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) times. These de-
cays violate baryon number and generate a CP asymme-
try, meeting all three Sahkarov conditions [12].

If a particle N decays to generate the asymmetry, its
decay length has to satisfy the out-of-equilibrium condi-
tion, 7y > H~! at temperatures T ~ my. For masses
around the EW scale, this relation implies

ety > 20 mm (my /100 GeV) ™2, (1)

resulting in a decay length of macroscopic size. Fur-
thermore, N'’s lifetime should be larger than a picosec-
ond in order for it to decay after the Sphaleron tran-
sition, and smaller than a second for this to occur be-
fore BBN. This connection between long-lived particles
(LLP) and low-temperature baryogenesis represents an
excellent opportunity for displaced vertex searches pre-
cisely because they select the decay length window of
0.1mm < ery < 10%m. Such signals can be most effec-
tively searched for at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
and dedicated far detector experiments such as MATH-
USLA [13, 14], CODEX-b [15, 16], ANUBIS [17] and
the Forward Physics Facilities [18] with FASER/FASER2
and others. The relationship between LLP and baryoge-
nesis models is surprisingly under-explored in the litera-
ture, with only a few proposed models. As reviewed in
[14], some of these models are WIMP baryogenesis [19—
22] and baryogenesis via exotic baryon oscillations [23-
25]. In these, charged BSM states enter on-shell in the
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FIG. 1. Diagrams for CP violation in the interference between
tree-level and loop decays of No with and without mixing with
the heavier state N3. The lightest singlet fermion N; and
scalar ® are on-shell in the loop to generate a CP asymmetry.

decay loop amplitude so as to generate CP violation. Be-
cause extra SM-charged particles should be heavy, such
models prefer masses above the EW scale. Instead, we
focus on a lower mass range, 10 GeV 2 my 2 200 GeV,
resulting in generally longer lifetimes. To reach these
masses, we propose a model with only SM singlets below
the TeV scale, one of which can successfully decay to cre-
ate a baryon asymmetry. We combine several features
of different models proposed in the literature [26-33].
The resulting simplified framework naturally avoids pro-
ton decay, neutron oscillations, and strong flavor physics
bounds while providing a diverse phenomenology for col-
liders and cosmology. In a companion paper [34], we ex-
pand the model to include spontaneous symmetry break-
ing of baryon number. Here we focus on the model’s
aspects that are important for displaced vertices signals.

Model — We consider three flavors of singlet Majorana
fermions, N, = Ni 2.3, one neutral scalar, ®, along with
new dynamics at a high UV scale. Baryon number viola-
tion fixes the dynamics at the UV scale, which generates
an effective coupling between N and a neutral combina-
tion of quarks. The simplest operator that couples N
to SM baryon number happens at dimension six. Since
N is neutral, the only quark flavor structure allowed for
pairing is udd’. A minimal possibility that meets these
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requirements is
Kk — e gk ~e,

Log = M—)z((NguR) (d%,"d}) + €ap NS®Ng + hoe. (2)
Here, Mx is the UV scale, 4, j, k are quark generation in-
dices and «, B are the neutral fermion flavors. We assume
a mass hierarchy of my, < me < my, < mpy,. Then,
CP violation occurs by the interference between decays
with and without mixing of one of the neutral fermions
and another heavier state as shown in FIG. 1. A non-
zero CP phase requires the mixing term to have on-shell
intermediate states in the loop. Therefore, the interme-
diate states must be lighter than the decaying particle.
These requirements show that CP violation occurs exclu-
sively in the decay of N, as it mixes at loop-level with
the heavier N3 and has an on-shell loop contribution from
the lighter N;.

The baryon asymmetry parameter is the product of
the yield of Np, Yo = “22, the CP asymmetry ecp and
the branching ratio of Ny to quarks, Br(udd’).

YAB = i/gecp Br(udd’) (3)

Using the diagrams of FIG. 1, the CP asymmetry is com-
puted to be
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where ¢ is the phase resulting from the coupling prod-
uct k*ex,613k" . We also summed over all quark final
states u,c,d, s,b assuming that there are no large flavor
hierarchies, which allows us to write k%% ~ k, in (4).
To compute Ny’s yield, we consider the thermal his-
tory of the neutral sector. The relevant processes are the
annihilation of Ny to quarks, Nou <+ dd’, and the decay
of Ny — wudd'. For mpy, ~ 100GeV with small non-
renormalizable interactions, the freeze-out of the annihi-
lation processes can occur when Ny is still relativistic,
with freeze-out temperature my, < Tro < Mx. We can
estimate the relativistic freeze-out temperature by set-
ting n{(0annv) ~ H(Tro) during radiation domination to

get,
4/3 —6\ 2/3
Mx 10
Tro ~280GeV | ——— 5
Fo ¢ (2TeV) < K2 ) 5)

The relativistic freeze-out of Ny is welcome since it maxi-
mizes the baryon asymmetry by not having a Boltzmann
suppressed population of No. With a sufficiently large
lifetime, N5 can decay after freeze-out and also after the
sphaleron decoupling, avoiding washout from the conver-
sion of baryon to lepton number!. Finally, we can obtain

1 Notice that we are not making any assumption about the lepton
asymmetry. Therefore, it is possible to have a strong sphaleron
B — L washout if the total B — L < B.
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FIG. 2. Masses of the particles in the model that reproduce
the observed baryon asymmetry. We plot the curves respect-
ing relation (10) in the my, X mn, plane. Each curve rep-
resents a choice of mass my, for the scale Mx = 2TeV. We
choose the values k313 sin @ = 0.03. We assume that N2 de-
cays to u,d, s, c,b quarks, with a branching ratio of 0.5. BP
indicates the benchmark point chosen throughout the paper.

the N> yield before decay using the relativistic equilib-
rium expression

_ 45((3) 9N,

Y, — __9INs
2 21t g.(Tro) ’ (6)

where gn, is the number of Ny degrees of freedom, and
9«(Tro) is the total number of degrees of freedom in
the bath at the freeze out temperature. Lastly, to com-
pute the branching ratio, we must consider the rela-
tive contributions of the tree-body and two-body decays,
Ny — udd’ and Ny — N1®. For my, ~ mg the partial
decay widths are given by

6 2 m3 2
“%2| Na FN2—>N1<I> ~ mN2§12 ] (7)

Dot = 150 5 301 -

Then, the branching ratio of Ny — udd’ is
Br(udd') ~ [327° (&12/k2)* (M/mn,) +1]77 (8)

The decay rate of Ny — udd’ should be comparable to
Ny — N7® in order to generate the baryon asymmetry
efficiently. In turn, this requirement translates into a
relationship between the couplings o and &2,

@ ~ 1 <mN2 ) 2 (9)
Ko  42r \ Mx )’
where the equality corresponds to a 50% branching ra-

tio to the udd’ final state. Putting together (4) and (6)
and requiring (9) to get a O(1) branching ratio to the




baryon number violating channel, the baryon asymme-
try for Mx = 2TeV is given by

Yap ( MmN, )2 Ksbissindmy, [, mi, +mg
Yo T \40GeV/) 4 x 1072 my, Ny
(10)
where we used the central value Y5 = 8.7 x 107! mea-
sured by Planck [35]. In FIG. 2, we impose the measured
baryon asymmetry to fix the masses of the Vj 2 3.
It is useful to define a simple tree-level UV completion
for (2) by integrating in a (3,1)y/3 SM charged scalar
diquark, X. The allowed gauge invariant terms are

Lx = As XTNGuly + N X5 d + hoe. (1)

Such diquark has some interesting low-energy proper-
ties. Firstly, if my, > 1GeV and N does not mix
with neutrinos, the proton does not decay [28]. Sec-
ondly, QCD gauge invariance implies color antisymme-
try, which means the flavor antisymmetry of the T%]d%
quark couplings in (11). Therefore, there are only three
independent )\’ couplings, )\;-k = ¢k \}. Because of this,
there is no tree-level neutron oscillation. The lightest
baryon that oscillates is Ay, which imposes weak con-
straints on the diquark mass [34]. Additionally, there are
no tree-level K — K and B — B mixing. At one loop, neu-
tral Kaon mixing must involve the b quark. In the case
of B-meson mixing, the loop must contain an s quark.
Then, if one of the couplings is small, e.g. A < X, N,
then the bounds from meson oscillations can be negligi-
ble while still allowing for order one diquark couplings.
Assuming ;. = X/, Refs. [36-40] imposed the following
constraints from Kaon and B meson oscillations

Nl < 3.0x1071 \/Mx/2TeV, (K -K), (12)
INp Aoy <7.2x107%(Mx/2TeV), (B—B). (13)

We can identify the couplings of (11) with (2) as k% =
)\M-)\; - The small value of 2, or conversely Ay;, controls
the already suppressed three-body decay of Ns. Since
Nj is lighter, its decay length is also macroscopic for a
large part of the available parameter space. Therefore,
we naturally expect Nj 2 to be LLPs in the model. In
FIG. 3, we show the decay length of N; 2 to quarks for
various values of the coupling Ay; and Ao;.

LLPs at the LHC — Having defined the UV model,
we now discuss the LHC sensitivity for the predicted
LLPs. We start by considering the direct production
bounds on the diquark that govern the necessary UV
dynamics of the model. CMS [41, 42] and ATLAS [43]
conducted searches for non-resonant pair production of
dijet resonances. Their benchmark model is the R-parity-
violating supersymmetric top squark that decays to ds
quarks and can be directly associated with the diquark X
above. The leading limits from [41] excludes the Y = 2/3
scalar diquark at 95% confidence level between 0.50 TeV
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FIG. 3. Rest frame decay length of N o for different values
of the couplings Ai,2. Avoiding late decays after BBN and
early decays before sphaleron decoupling selects the 100 um to
10® m window for c¢r. The CMS monojet search [47] excludes
the blue region in the plot.
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FIG. 4. Exclusion bounds for the scalar diquark couplings
(A3i, Ajs). CMS [47] constrains the purple monojet region,
ATLAS+CMS the blue dijet region, and the flavor bounds
come from the meson oscillations in (12) and (13), [36, 39].

and 0.77 TeV, with a 3.6(2.5) local(global) excess occur-
ring at 0.95TeV. There are also resonant searches for X
to a pair of jets conducted by CMS [44, 45] and ATLAS
[46] through their diquark couplings. Ref. [39] imposed
diquark bounds from resonant production for different
values of the coupling pair (X ,\,,). For a diquark of
mass Mx = 2TeV, the values (A, \,;) = (0.3,0.2) are
allowed by both direct searches and the flavor constraints
of (12) and (13).

The production of N, leads to monojet signals when
there is a single X or multi-jet plus missing pr for diquark
pair production. However, pair production is subdomi-
nant for My = 2TeV and couplings of \y; < 0.3, and
we consider only the monojet channels in our analysis.
Moreover, for the monojet channels, N, can be singly
produced in the ds — Nu; channel or doubly produced
by the gluon initiated gu — X®N — NN'u; and di-
quark t-channel uu(g) — NN'(g) processes. In the case
of the double production ¢-channel, the monojet comes
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FIG. 5. Differential distribution for the number of LLP decays as a function of the distance from the interaction point L. The
red curve is the number of Ny with proper decay length c¢me ~ 1cm and the blue is for N1 with ¢ >~ 10m. The solid lines are
for LHC run 2 (R2) with £ = 139fb™', and the dashed are for the high-luminosity phase (HL-LHC) with £ = 3000fb~".

from the initial state emission of a gluon, but these are
limited by the high pr cut made in monojet searches. For
the other two channels, the resulting pp distribution of
the jets is a Jacobian peak at Mx /2. Because of this fea-
ture, the cross-section can be sizable as it does not suffer
from the high pr cuts imposed in the monojet analysis.
CMS [47] and ATLAS [48] have searched for monojets
and monotops in the context of fermion portal dark mat-
ter [49] and light non-thermal dark matter models [50].
In FIG. 4, we show the current bounds for the two di-
quark couplings extracted from [33, 39, 44-47]. In our
model, these bounds are most relevant for N3, which is
produced and decays promptly to the LLPs. The mono-
jet N3 channel is the largest since k3 has to be maximized
in (3) to get a sizable Yap. Because of this, the monojet
N3 channel is the one driving our LLP phenomenology,
as we discuss next.

Our analysis adopts a single benchmark point shown
in the plots with a star labeled BP. We hold the di-
quark couplings fixed to (A, AL,) = (0.3,0.2). We also
choose A\, = Aoy, = 5 x 107%, rendering the lifetimes
of Ny and Ns shown as stars in FIG. 3. The produc-
tion channel considered is pp — jN3, with N3 decaying
to either three Nis or one Ny and two Nis. This hap-
pens through the N3 — Nj® and & — N;N; cascade
decay, where we assume the ® Yukawa couplings to be
(€13,&23) = (1,0.3). For the signal simulation, we use
MADGRAPH _AMCQNLO version 2.9.19 with the par-
ton distribution function NNPDF2.3QED and generate
the UFO model using FEYNRULES [51].

We extract the angular and velocity distribution of
N; and Ny from the simulated data. The majority
of events are transverse to the interaction plane, form-
ing an approximately uniform angular distribution for
In| < 5. From the velocity distribution, we can extract

the boosted lifetimes Sycr, and construct the differential
probability distribution for N; 2 to decay at position L,

__L
e Byer;

dPaec(L)
dL  Brer;

(14)

Then, the differential number of events observed as a
function of the distance L is given by

=dNgec/dL

dNobs

deec LLP LLP
dL ®e

dL geom ® 6’[‘6601’17

= (noL) ® Br(udd") ®

(15)
where n is the multiplicity of Nj o of the process, £ is
the luminosity, £-LP is the geometric acceptance of the

geom
experiment and eZZF is the efficiency of reconstruction

recon
of the displaced vertices. In FIG. 5, we obtain the differ-
ential number of LLP decays defined in the overbrace of
(15) as a function of the distance L. Notice that the value
obtained is for the whole solid angle without specifying
the geometric acceptance and detector efficiencies. The
number of displaced vertices is sizable in several regions
of the future LHC experiments, as well as for proposed
far detectors with sensitivity to transverse events. To get
an estimate of the number of LLPs in each experiment,
we can integrate the length L in (14) to obtain the decay
probability inside a detector that starts at L;, and ends
at Lﬁn7

_ _Lin _ _Lfin
Phec = € Bremi — e Bremi (16)

In TABLE I, we estimate the number of events for the
benchmark point used throughout the paper for various
LHC experiments during run 2 and the HL-LHC. For
decays inside the inner detector of the ATLAS experi-
ment, we assume the large-radius tracking reconstruction
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Transverse Far Detectors Forward Far Detectors

ID| ECAL HCAL uSPEC

CODEX-b[ANUBIS|MATHUSLA

FASER/FASERZ, ...

Nobs (Run2)[< 1] <1 |11 X erocon | 40 X €racon
Nobs (HL) | 13 |23 X €piéon |244 X €rocon |860 X €recon

- - - <1
27 118 2780 <1

TABLE I. Number of observable displaced vertices from the decay of N1 2 — udd’ inside the inner detector (ID), electromag-
netic and hadronic calorimeters (ECAL and HCAL), and muon spectrometers(uSPEC). We assume the large-tracking radius
algorithm of [52] to estimate the efficiency of LLP reconstruction for decays inside the ID and optimistically choose P =1
for far detectors. The number of events inside the ECAL/HCAL and uSPEC is left as a function of reconstruction efficiency.

algorithm used in a similar search for RPV SUSY long-
lived neutralinos [52]. There are also displaced decays
inside the calorimeters and muon spectrometers of the
ATLAS/CMS experiments. However, we are not aware
of a reconstruction strategy for the three-jet signals of the
LLPs of our model beyond the ID. Because of that, we
show the resulting number of events without specifying
the reconstruction efficiencies of each part of the detec-
tor. For the far detectors, we consider the transverse and
forward experiments CODEX-b, ANUBIS, MATHUSLA,
and FASER/FASER2. To obtain the geometric accep-
tances, we integrate the number of events distribution
over the solid angle covered by each experiment, approx-
imating the total volume by using the midpoint of the de-
tector to define the angular cone and integrating from L;,
to Lg, for each detector. We choose the optimistic sce-
nario by assuming that the reconstruction efficiencies of
the far detectors are e22P = 1. While the forward far de-
tectors have negligible event rates due to the limited solid
angle coverage, the transverse detectors present a signifi-
cant sensitivity to LLP decays. This enhanced sensitivity
is primarily due to their optimal positioning relative to
the interaction point, which allows for a larger geometric
acceptance and increased event visibility. As shown in
FIG. 5, the experiments considered are complementary
in their range for probing c¢r. The ATLAS/CMS inner
detectors are more efficient for searching for Ny, which is
generally less long-lived than N;. CODEX-b, ANUBIS
and MATHUSLA are strategically positioned at succes-
sive distances from the interaction point, allowing for a
continuous probing of the region ranging from 26 to 170
meters. We leave for future work a more in-depth anal-
ysis of the HL-LHC predictions of each experiment and
a scan over the parameters of the model. However, from
our current estimates, the HL-LHC presents an interest-
ing scenario for probing the model, presenting a strong
physics case for the construction of the transverse far de-
tectors mentioned above.

Conclusions — In this paper, we explore the connec-
tion of baryogenesis through out-of-equilibrium decays
at low temperatures and the detection of long-lived
particles at the LHC. The proposed model can be
probed through the detection of LLPs and associated
phenomenology using current and future LHC exper-
iments. The model minimally requires the presence
of three flavors of majorana fermions V; 2 3, a neutral

scalar @, and some TeV scale dynamics which we assume
to be related to a scalar diquark with 2/3 hypercharge.
The model avoids proton decay because N does not mix
with neutrinos, has no tree-level neutron oscillations,
and has small loop-suppressed AF = 2 neutral meson
oscillations. At the same time, there are plenty of
interesting collider signals ranging from the detection
of the diquarks to monojet signals with missing energy
and displaced vertices, which are the main focus of the
paper. The HL-LHC provides a promising scenario for
probing the model as a significant number of LLPs can
be produced, as illustrated in FIG. 5 and TABLE 1.
Transverse far detectors like CODEX-b, ANUBIS, and
MATHUSLA have a significantly higher sensitivity to
LLP decays compared to forward detectors due to their
optimal positioning and larger geometric acceptance.
The increased sensitivity of transverse far detectors
highlights the importance of their construction and
complementary ability to probe new physics at the
HL-LHC.
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