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Abstract
The possibility of distinguishing Dirac and Majorana fermions by cosmic torsion in

the spatial-flat FRW spacetime is discussed. The scattering amplitudes of two types

of fermions deviate from each other by the vector part of torsion in non-minimal

coupling case. The scattering of massive fermions by cosmic torsion leads to a shift

of final state energy distribution. The difference between shift values of two types of

fermions can be used to distinguish fermion types of neutrinos.

1 Introduction

The neutrino oscillation experiment reveals that neutrino has a tiny mass about 0.1eV[1]. However,
the origin of the neutrino mass remains to be unclear. In the Standard Model, fermions get Dirac type
masses via the Yukawa coupling by the Higgs mechanism. If neutrino has only the Dirac type of mass,
the Yukawa coupling constants of neutrino would be smaller than ones of charged leptons at the order
of 10−5, as the same order of their mass magnitudes difference, which is regarded as unnatural[2]. The
see-saw mechanism can naturally explain the tiny mass of the left-hand neutrino in stead of assuming the
huge difference between neutrino Yukawa coupling and charged lepton ones with the large Majorana mass
for the right-hand neutrino. However the see-saw mechanism gives the Majorana type of masses to the
left-hand neutrino which is the only observable part of neutrino at the Standard Model energy scale[3].
Whether neutrino mass is a Dirac one or a Majorana one concerns different neutrino mass generation
mechanism. The Majorana nature of neutrino mass provides a direct indication of the existence of new
physics beyond Standard Model. Neutrinoless double beta decay process is a direct way to distinguish the
Majorana type of neutrino from Dirac one. However, the experiment is not able to give a deterministic
result to the existence of neutrinoless double beta decay yet[4]. There are other proposals to determine the
fermion type of neutrino, e.g., the idea to distinguish Dirac fermion from Majorana one by the scattering
of fermion in the gravitational field[5–7]. Lai and Xue consider the possibility to determine the fermion
type of neutrino using its scattering behavior by torsion field[8].

Torsion can be decomposed into the vector part, the axial vector part and the pure tensor part
according to the irreducible representation under the global Lorentz group[9]. In the minimal coupling
scheme, only the axial vector torsion can couple with spinor field. The vector torsion can have non-
minimal coupling with spinor field while the pure tensor torsion is impossible to couple with spinor field
even in the non-minimal coupling scheme[10, 11]. The non-minimal couple between torsion and spinor
field is universal due to the renormalization effect of spinor field[12].

The idea of distinguishing fermion types by torsion field is first proposed by Lai and Xue[8] that the
scattering by vector torsion field can distinguish the Dirac from Majorana neutrino in the non-minimal
coupling case in the asymptotic Minkowski spacetime background. Although General Relativity is a
torsion-free gravitation theory and has been verified by observations from solar system to galactic scale
phenomenon[13–15], the H0 tension problem that the Hubble constant measured by cosmological model-
independent standard candles calibration in the late-time universe and that calculated from CMB data
based on ΛCDM model has a discrepancy more than 3σ in the recent result[16] indicates that General rel-
ativity, the gravitation theory ΛCDM based on, may need modifications from quantum gravity at cosmic
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scale[17, 18]. Some proposals of modified cosmological models predict non-zero torsion distribution[19–
26] which will take effect on processes happened at cosmic scale, e.g., the cosmic neutrino propagation
process. The effect of expanding universe must be taken into account during cosmic scale process so that
the scattering of neutrino should be treated in a FRW background rather than a asymptotic Minkowski
spacetime.

2 Scattering amplitudes of fermions by torsion fields in spatial-

flat FRW spacetime background

2.1 Interaction Hamiltonian density

The scattering amplitude or S-matrix can be expressed as

S = T{e−i
∫

d4xHI(x)} (1)

in QFT framework[27] where HI is the interaction Hamiltonian. In the case of fermion coupling with
background gravity, the interaction Hamiltonian can be read from the the Dirac action in the curved
spacetime,

SD =

∫

d4x
√−gψ̄

[

i

2
γµ
←→Dµψ −mψ

]

, (2)

where Dµ = ∂µ − iAµ is the Fock-Ivanenko covariant derivative in minimally coupling scheme, Aµ =
i

2
Aab

µSab is a Lorentz algebra valued 1-form known as the Lorentz connection or the spin connection and

Sab are the Lorentz generators in a given representation[9]. By convention, spacetime indices is denoted
by the lowercase Greek letters, e.g. µ, ν, ρ, · · · etc. while the tangent space indices by lowercase Latin
letters, e.g. a, b, c, · · · etc. but Latin letters i, j, k, · · · are left for space indices of spacetime. Due to
the equivalence principle, the tangent space can be equipped with local Lorentzian frame represented by
tetrad fields ha = ha

µ∂µ and the corresponding coframe ha = haµdx
µ satisfying gµν = ηabh

a
µh

b
ν and

ηab = gµνh
µ
a h

ν
b where ηab = diag (1,−1,−1,−1) is the Minkowskian metric. For spinor field ψ, Sab

are given by Sab =
i

4
[γa, γb] with γa the Dirac matrices. The Lorentz connection can be decomposed

into Aab
µ = Ãab

µ +Kab
µ where the contortion tensor Kab

µ is defined by Kabc =
1

2
(Tbac + Tcab − Tabc)

and Ãab
µ is the torsionless Levi-Civita spin connection which is determined completely by the choice of

local tetrad fields expressed as Ãabc =
1

2
(fbac + fcab − fabc) and determines the curvature of spacetime

completely in General Relativity, where the torsion fields T ρ
νµ are defined by T ρ

νµ = Γρ
µν − Γρ

νµ and
f c

ab = ha
µhb

ν (∂νh
c
µ − ∂µhcν) are the structure coefficients of tetrad basis satisfying [ha, hb] = f c

abhc.
The Fock-Ivanenko covariant derivative contains both torsion field part and pure gravity part. To

explore the effect of gravity and torsion separately, it would be better to decompose the Fock-Ivanenko

covariant derivative into Dµ = D̃µ − iKµ where D̃µ = ∂µ −
i

2
Ãab

µSab is the covariant derivative for the

torsionless Levi-Civita connection and the effects of torsion are fully contained in the contortion part

Kµ =
1

2
Kab

µSab. In the minimally coupling case, the Dirac action (2) can be reduced to

SD =

∫

d4x
√−gψ̄

[

i

(

γµD̃µψ −
3

4
iγaAaγ5ψ

)

−mψ
]

(3)

where γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 and Aa =
1

6
εabcdTbcd is the axial vector part of torsion tensor[10]. The vector

part Va = T b
ba does not couple with the spinor fields in the minimally coupling case. However, the

non-minimal coupling is universal because the renormalization counter terms of the coupling between
matter field and torsion can generate the non-minimal coupling even the original coupling is the minimal
one at tree level[10–12]. Under the constraints of covariance, locality, dimension and parity preserving,
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the action of fermion in the curved spacetime background with torsion is

SD =

∫

d4x
√−gψ̄

[

i

(

γµD̃µψ + iη1γ
aVaψ −

3

4
iη2γ

aAaγ5ψ

)

−mψ
]

, (4)

where the possible allowed non-minimal terms reduce to the minimal coupling case when η1 = 0 and
η2 = 1[11].

The equation of motion(EoM) of spinor field correspond to the action (4) can be easily read as

i

(

γµD̃µψ + iη1γ
aVaψ −

3

4
iη2γ

aAaγ5ψ

)

−mψ = 0. (5)

The equation (5) is hard to solve for general torsion evolution. Fortunately, the solutions of spinor field
for some special spacetime without torsion have been found.[28] Moreover, since general relativity has
passed almost all the observational examination[13–15], the effects of torsion field should be relatively
small compared to that of spacetime metric. Thus, we may take the torsion terms as perturbation to a
torsion free theory. The torsion free Dirac action is

S0 =

∫

d4x
√−gψ̄

[

iγµD̃µψ −mψ
]

(6)

with the corresponding equation of motion is

iγµD̃µψ −mψ = 0. (7)

The perturbation terms in the action can thus be read as

SI =

∫

d4x
√−gψ̄

[

−η1γaVaψ +
3

4
η2γ

aAaγ5ψ

]

=

∫

d4xLI (8)

Since there is no time derivative terms of spinor field in the interacting Lagrangian given by (8), the
interact Hamiltonian density has the property

∫

d4xHI (x) = −
∫

d4xLI (x) = −SI . (9)

The S-matrix can then be calculated by
S = T{eiSI} . (10)

2.2 Spinor fields in spatial-flat FRW spacetime

Since we take torsion as perturbation to the torsion free theory in a fixed spacetime background, the
spatial-flat FRW spacetime in our cases, we need to start from the solution of eq (7) in spatial-flat FRW
background. The spatial-flat FRW metric is

ds2 = dt2 − a2 (t)
(

dx2 + dy2 + dz2
)

(11)

Substituting the metric (11) into equation (7), we can get the equation of motion for spinor field in FRW
spacetime,

i

(

γ0∂tψ + a−1~γ · ~∇ψ +
3

2

ȧ

a
γ0ψ

)

−mψ = 0 , (12)

where ~γ · ~∇ is just γi∂i. The general solution of Eq.(12) has the form[29]

ψD =
1

(2π)3

∑

s

∫

d3~pC
1

√

2E~pCaa3

[

As(~pC , t)Us(~pC , t)e
−iΩ(~pC) +B†

s(~pC , t)Vs(~pC , t)e
iΩ(~pC)

]

(13)

where phase factor of the exponential is Ω (~pC) =

∫ t

−∞

dt′E~pCa (t
′) − ~pC · ~x and ~pC is the comoving

coordinate 3-momentum rather than a physical one. The relation between the comoving 3-momentum
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and the physical one is ~pP =
~pC
a (t)

so that the energy E~pCa is given by E~pCa =

(

|~pC |2

a(t)
2 +m2

)1/2

. The

time-dependent four-component spinors Us(~pC , t) and Vs(~pC , t) are Us(~pC , t) = us (~pC/a) and Vs(~pC , t) =
vs (~pC/a) which satisfy (γapa −m)u (~p) = 0 and (γapa +m) v (~p) = 0 with normalization ūr (p)us (p) =
2mδrs and v̄r (p) vs (p) = −2mδrs, while the time-dependent annihilation operators As(~p, t) and Bs(~p, t)
for particles and anti-particles with spin s and momentum ~p are the time-dependent (as well as |~p|
dependent) complex linear combination of As(~p) and B−s

†(−~p) and Bs(~p) and A−s
†(−~p), i.e.

As(~p, t) = D1,1 (|~p| , t)As(~p) +D1,−1 (|~p| , t)B−s
†(−~p) (14)

and
Bs(~p, t) = D−1,−1

∗ (|~p| , t)Bs(~p) +D−1,1
∗ (|~p| , t)A−s

†(−~p) , (15)

with the non-vanishing anti-commutators of the operators A,B,

{

Ar (~p) , A
†
s (~q)

}

=
{

Br (~p) , B
†
s (~q)

}

= (2π)3δ3 (~p− ~q) δrs . (16)

The time evolution of complex linear combination factorDa,b (a, b = 1,−1) is related to a factor S (|~pC | , t) =
ȧa−2

[

2E~pCa
2
]−1

m |~pC |. The evolution of Da,b leads to the evolution of average number of particles
〈N~p (t)〉. The expanding rate of the universe ȧ as well as the masses of neutrinos are small so that
the factor S (|~pC | , t) can be neglected. In this case, Da,b (|~p| , t) will remain to be a constant, i.e.
Da,b (|~p| , t) = δab[29]. Hence, the Dirac spinor field in spatial-flat FRW spacetime can be written as

ψD =
1

(2π)
3

∑

s

∫

d3~pC
1

√

2E~pCaa3

[

As(~pC)us (~pC/a) e
−iΩ(~pC) +B†

s(~pC)vs (~pC/a) e
iΩ(~pC)

]

. (17)

To have well defined one-particle states, we may assume the scale factor a (t) varies sufficiently smooth
and approaches constant values ai and af sufficiently fast as t → −∞ and t → +∞ respectively[30].

The one-particle states with momentum ~pP =
~pC
a (t)

are created via creation operator with the comov-

ing momentum As
†(~pC)[30]. Moreover, a convenient Lorentz-invariant normalization in a finite box

〈p1 | p2〉(R)
= 2Ep1

V δp1,p2
[31] can be employed. In infinite-volume limit, we take V → (2π)

3
δ3(0),

hence at any fixed time t, the normalization should be given via

〈p1 | p2〉 = 2Ep1
(2π)3 δ3 (p1 − p2) = 2Ep1

a (t)3 (2π)3 δ3 (p1C − p2C) (18)

Thus, the one-particle state at the fixed time t should be given by |~pP , s〉 =
∣

∣

∣

∣

~pC
a
, s

〉

=
√

2E~paa3As
† (~pC) |0〉.

If we set the initial state as one particle with momentum ~kP and spin s and the final state is a particle
with momentum ~k′P and spin r, the initial and final state can be written as

|i〉 =
∣

∣

∣

~kP , s
〉

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

~kC
ai
, s

〉

=
√

2E~kai
ai3As

†
(

~kC

)

|0〉 (19)

and

|f〉 =
∣

∣

∣

~k′P , r
〉

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

~k′C
af
, r

〉

=
√

2E~k′af
af 3Ar

†
(

~k′C

)

|0〉 . (20)

2.3 Scattering amplitude calculation

Now we are ready to calculate the scattering amplitude. Since the torsion field in (8) is relatively
small, it is convenient to expand the S-matrix (10) to the 1st order i.e.

S ≃ 1 + iT {SI} (21)
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and the S-matrix element can thus be calculate via

[S]fi = 〈f |1| i〉+ i 〈f |T [SI ]| i〉 (22)

Substituting the initial and final state (19) and (20) and the interact action ((8)) as well as the Dirac
spinor field (17) into (37), the first term of (37) is

〈f |1| i〉 = αδ3
(

~kC − ~k′C
)

δrs (23)

where α = 2(2π)
3
√

E~kai
ai3E~kaf

af 3 is a factor related to normalization factor and the second term of

(37) is

i 〈f |T [SID ]| i〉 =
α

2(2π)
3

∫

d4x
1

√

E~k′

C
aE~kCa

[

e
i
(

∫

t

−∞
dt′

(

E~k′

C
a
−E~kCa

)

(t′)−(~k′

C−~kC)·~x
)

ūr

(

~k′C/a
)

Xus

(

~kC/a
)

]

(24)

where X = −iη1γaVa +
3

4
iη2γ

aAaγ5 is the interaction vertex. The cosmic torsion fields satisfying cos-

mological principle can have only two independent non-zero components[32],

Tijk = −F (t)ǫijk (25)

and
T i

j0 = K(t)δij . (26)

The vector and axial vector parts of torsion thus have the form

V0 = 3K (t) = V0 (t) ,Vi = 0 (27)

and
A0 = −F (t) ,Ai = 0. (28)

Because the 0th components of vector and axial vector parts of torsion which are the only non-zero
one are time dependent and space independent, the S-matrix element (37) of Dirac spinor field can be
simplified as

[SD]fi = αδ3
(

~kC − ~k′C
)

[

δrs − iη1
∫

dtV0 (t) δrs +
∫

dtūr

(

~kC/a
)

[

iη2
3A0γ

0γ5
8E~kCa

]

us

(

~kC/a
)

]

. (29)

The scattering amplitude is proportional to δ3
(

~kC − ~k′C
)

, which means that the particle will keep its

comoving momentum after scattering so that the scattering is just a redshift to a particle. The ~kC
denpendence in the last term of the scattering amplitude implies the interaction rate is different for
different initial momentum which may cause the change of temperature spectrum after scattering via
torsion which will be discussed in the next section.

Now we pay attention on the Majorana case. The ψM and ψ̄M are not independent for Majorana
spinor field, i.e. ψ̄M = ψM

TC. The action of Majorana spinor is[33]

SM =
1

2

∫

d4x
√−gψ̄M

[

i

(

γµD̃µψM + iη1γ
aVaψM −

3

4
iη2γ

aAaγ5ψM

)

−mψM

]

(30)

which is one-half of the Dirac one formally where ψM is expanded by

ψM =
1

(2π)
3

∑

s

∫

d3~pC
1

√

2E~pCaa3

[

As(~pC)us (~pC/a) e
−iΩ(~pC) +A†

s(~pC)vs (~pC/a) e
iΩ(~pC)

]

(31)

rather than ψD given in (17). Using the action SM and the Majorana spinor ψM , we can calculate the
scattering amplitude as what we have done for the Dirac one. The 1st order term is

i 〈f |T [SIM ]| i〉 = 1

4
αδ3

(

~kC − ~k′C
)

∫

dt

[

1

E~kCa

(

ūr

(

~k′C/a
)

Xus

(

~kC/a
)

− v̄s
(

~kC/a
)

Xvr

(

~k′C/a
))

]

(32)
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Here we use the fact that vertex is only dependent on time X = X (t). Using the relationship that

v = CūT and C† = −iγ2†γ0 = iγ2γ0 = −C we have

v̄s(k)γ
avr(k

′) = us(k)
TCγaCūTr (k

′) = us(k)
T γaT ūTr (k

′) = ūr(k
′)γaus(k) (33)

and
v̄s(k)γ

aγ5vr(k
′) = us(k)

TCγaγ5Cū
T
r (k

′) = −us(k)TCγaCCγ5CūTr (k′)
= us(k)

TγaTγ5
T ūTr (k

′) = −us(k)T γ5TγaT ūTr (k′) = −ūr(k′)γaγ5us(k) .
(34)

Then we have

i 〈f |T [SIM ]| i〉 = 1

2
αδ3

(

~kC − ~k′C
)

∫

dt

[

1

2E~kCa

(

ūr

(

~k′C/a
)

X ′us

(

~kC/a
))

]

(35)

where X ′ =
3

4
iη2γ

aAaγ5. In Majorana case, the axial vector part of torsion contributes the same to

the scattering amplitude as in the Dirac case while the vector torsion has no effects on the scattering
amplitude which is different from the Dirac case. In fact, for interaction Hamiltonian density ψ̄Γψ,
the vertex for Dirac field scattering is Γ while effective vertex for Majorana field scattering is Γ′ =
1

2

(

Γ + CΓTC−1
)

since effective vertex for Majorana field scattering should keep invariant under charge-

conjugation transformation Γ′ = CΓ′C−1[34]. The factor γaγ5 keeps invariant under charge-conjugation

transformation, i.e. C (γaγ5)
T
C−1 = γaγ5, while the factor γa is not, i.e. C (γa)

T
C−1 = −γa, so that

the field coupled with γa has no contribution to scattering amplitude which is the vector part of torsion
in our case. The total Majorana scattering amplitude is

[SM ]fi = αδ3
(

~kC − ~k′C
)

[

δrs +
3iη2
8

∫

dtūr

(

~kC/a
)

[

A0γ
0γ5

E~kCa

]

us

(

~kC/a
)

]

(36)

which differs (29) by the vector part of torsion.

3 Shift of energy distribution

As we mentioned before, the scattering amplitude is ~kC dependent which will cause the shift of the
energy distribution after scattering. Notice that the scattering amplitude (29) and (36) can be generally
written as

[S]fi = αδ3
(

~kC − ~k′C
)

Mfi (37)

The factor α is related to normalization. In torsion free spacetime, the scattering amplitude is [S]fi =

αδ3
(

~kC − ~k′C
)

. The effect of torsion to the rate of redshift is included in the factor Mfi. The scattering

rate from initial state |i〉 to the final state |i〉 Wfi is proportional to
∣

∣

∣[S]fi

∣

∣

∣

2

Wfi ∝ α2
(

δ3
(

~k′C − ~kC
))2

|Mfi|2 (38)

Experimentally, it is more common that the initial spin is unknown to us and the detector receives all final
spin configurations. Thus, to compare with experiment, we should sum all the final spin configurations
and average the initial ones for Wfi. We define

W fi =
1

2

∑

initial spins

∑

final spins

Wfi ∝ α2
(

δ3
(

~k′C − ~kC
))2

|Mfi|2 (39)

where

|Mfi|2 =
1

2

∑

initial spins

∑

final spins

|Mfi|2 (40)

6



If the initial energy distribution is Ii (Ei, T ), the final energy distribution will be If (E, T ) = W̄fiIi (Ef (E) , T )
where the Ef (Ei) is the final energy dependency on the initial energy. Thus, if the final energy distri-
bution in the torsion free background is I0 (E, T ), the final energy distribution in the spacetime with

cosmic torsion will become IT (E, T ) = |Mfi|2I0 (E, T ). For Dirac field the scattering amplitude(29) can
be calculated as

∣

∣MDfi

∣

∣

2
= 1+ V terms +A terms (41)

where

V terms = η1
2

(∫

dtV0
)2

(42)

and the A terms is

− 9

32
η2

2

∫

dt′
∫

dt

(

1

E~kCa′
[t′]
A0 [t

′]
1

E~kCa [t]
A0 [t] kP ;a′

c [t
′] kP ;a

c [t] +
1

E~kCa′
[t′]
A0 [t

′]
1

E~kCa [t]
A0 [t]m2

)

+
9

16
η2

2

∫

dt′
∫

dt (A0 [t
′]A0 [t]) .

(43)

For Majorana case, |Mfi|2 differs from the Dirac one by the term related to the vector part of torsion,
i.e.

∣

∣MMfi

∣

∣

2
= 1 +A terms (44)

Although neutrino is massless in Standard Model, the discovery of neutrino oscillations proved that
neutrino is not exactly massless even though the mass of neutrino is very small. The upper limit on the
absolute mass scale of neutrinos is 1.1 eV (90% confidence level) according to recent experiment[2]. It is
common that the energy of neutrino is much larger than its mass, i.e. E ≫ m. In this case, E~kCa can be
expanded as

E~kCa =







∣

∣

∣

~kC

∣

∣

∣

2

a(t)
2 +m2







1/2

≃

∣

∣

∣

~kC

∣

∣

∣

a (t)
+
m2a (t)

2
∣

∣

∣

~kC

∣

∣

∣

(45)

and therefore the A terms can be simplified as

A terms ≃ 9

32
η2

2

(

2A0 [t
′]A0 [t]−

m2

2Ef
2af2

(a (t) + a (t′))
2A0 [t

′]A0 [t]

)

. (46)

The dependence of |Mfi|2 on Ef is also dependent on the mass m and the axial vector part of torsion
A, which means if the particle mass is zero or there is no axial vector part of torsion, the interaction rates
for particles with different energy are same which will cause that the final energy distribution scattering
by torsion is the same as that given by torsion free case. In non-minimum coupling case that η1 6= 0, the

existence of the vector part of torsion will result in the same
∣

∣

∣

~kC

∣

∣

∣

2

dependence term in |Mfi|2 in both

Dirac and Majorana case on the energy distribution. That is, even if the
∣

∣

∣

~kC

∣

∣

∣

2

dependence term that

can takes effect on the final energy distribution is the same for both types of spinor field, the final energy
distribution for the two case are different for the same final energy distribution in torsion free case.

If the final energy distribution in torsion free case is one given by Planck formula for black body
radiation,

I0 (E, T ) =

(

2E3

(2π)
3

)

1

e
E

kBT − 1
. (47)

The distribution reaches its peak at E0Max given by

dI0 (E, T )

dE
|E=E0Max

= 0 (48)
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which can be written as
(3− x) ex = 3, (49)

where x is defined as x =
E

kBT
. The equation (49) has a positive solution x0. Therefore, the E0Max can

be given as
E0Max = x0kBT (50)

which is known as the Wien’s displacement law.
Then we turn on the torsion field. In the Majorana case the distribution will shift to IM (E, T ) =

∣

∣MMfi

∣

∣

2
I0 (E, T ) whose peak is arrived at EMMax given by

dI

dE
= 0 which can be derived as

(3− x) ex = 3 + ζ (x, T ) (ex − 1− xex) (51)

where the shift factor

ζ (x, T ) =
ξ

(1 + χ) (kBT )
2
x2

(52)

and the factor

χ =
9

16
η2

2

∫

dt′
∫

dt (A0 [t
′]A0 [t]) (53)

and

ξ =
9m2

64af2
η2

2

∫

dt′
∫

dt
(

(a (t) + a (t′))
2A0 [t

′]A0 [t]
)

. (54)

The equation (51) is hard to solve analytically, and the solution xM is dependent on the temperature
rather than a constant like x0. However, it can be noticed that the left-hand side of equation (51) as
well as the first term 3 in the right-hand side of (51) is just the equation (49) whose solution is known
as the constant x0. In the theory that the cosmic torsion plays the role of part of the dark energy, the
cosmic torsion is in the order of Hubble parameter H [24, 25]. If the scale factor a ∝ tn, the integral
∫ tf

ti

H (t) dt ∝ ln

(

tf
ti

)

H0t0 where H0 is Hubble constant if the final time is today t0. Since H0t0 is in

the order of 1, the the integral

∫ tf

ti

H (t) dt is in the order of 1. Hence, the factor χ is in the order about

1 and the factor ξ is in the order m2 so that shift factor ζ (x, T ) is in the order of
m2

E2
which is much less

than 1 in the most cases for neutrinos. Therefore, the second term of the left-hand side of equation (51)
is small. Thus, the difference between the solution of eq.(51) xM and the solution of (49) x0 is expect
to be small. We may define the difference as ∆M = xM − x0 and rewrite the equation (51) with x0 and
∆M in the first-order of ∆M as

∆Me
x0 + ζ (x0, T ) (e

x0 − 1− x0ex0) = 0 (55)

and the ∆M can be easily solved as

∆M =
2

3
ζ (x0, T ) =

2ξ

3 (1 + χ) (kBT )
2x0

. (56)

Thus the final Majorana energy distribution reaches it peak at

EMMax = xMkBT ≃ x0kBT +
2ξ

3 (1 + χ) (kBT )x0
(57)

and similarly the result of the Dirac one is

EDMax ≃ x0kBT +
2ξ

3 (1 + χ+ V ) (kBT )x0
(58)
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where

V = η1
2

(∫

dtV0
)2

. (59)

It can be seen that the shift of Dirac energy distribution and the Majorana energy distribution is different

in the non-minimal coupling with η1 and V0 is not zero.The energy shift is proportional to the order
m2

E2
.

The energy distribution will not shift when m = 0 because in such a case the interaction rate for all the
energy is the same so that it will cause the same distribution after normalization. If we stick to Wien’s
displacement law to give the temperature, the effective temperature we detect will be

TDeff = T

(

1 +
2ξ

3 (1 + χ+ V ) (kBT )
2
x02

)

(60)

for Dirac scattering and

TM eff = T

(

1 +
2ξ

3 (1 + χ) (kBT )
2
x02

)

(61)

for Majorana scattering. The temperature shift is also proportional to the order
m2

E2
.

4 Conclusion and Discussion

We find that the scattering amplitudes of the Dirac and Majorana fermions by torsion in spatial-flat
FRW spacetime background are differed by the vector part of torsion field in non-minimal coupling case.
The axial vector part of cosmic torsion coupled with mass in the interaction rate will cause a small shift
of the energy distribution and the effective temperature derived from Wien’s displacement law shift in

the order
m2

E2
if m≪ E but m 6= 0. The shift of energy distributions and effective temperature for Dirac

and Majorana spinors are different due to the difference of the scattering amplitude by the vector part
of torsion.

The temperature of cosmic neutrino background (CNB) is given via Tν =

(

4

11

)1/3

Tγ ≈ 1.95K

with the corresponding energy kBT ∼ 10−4eV [35]. However, the upper limit of neutrino mass is about
1.1eV[2], which means the effect of static mass can not be neglect. The condition m ≪ E is no longer
hold. Thus, the energy distribution shift is not the value given in (57) and (58) but that calculated from
the A terms given by (43) combined with specific cosmological models with cosmic torsion. However,
the basic qualitative conclusions that the term involving both axial vector part of cosmic torsion and
the mass of neutrino will cause the energy distribution shift and the shift will be different for Dirac and
Majorana scattering in the non-minimal coupling case that the vector part of cosmic torsion couples with
the spinor field are still hold.

The cosmic torsion of spatial-flat FRW spacetime takes simply effect on the rate of redshift in energy
rather than the angle distribution of final state or leading to a change of the final state energy rather than
redshift. This is due to the fact that the cosmic torsion in spatial-flat FRW spacetime is homogeneous
isotropic and the scattering theory assume that the interaction is turned off in the initial and final state.
The case of open and closed universe need to be discussed whether the interaction is spatially correlated
so that it will caused the angle distribution of final state.
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