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Abstract: We show how the temperature-dependent chiral vortical effect can
generate hypermagnetic fields and matter-antimatter asymmetries, in the symmet-
ric phase of the early Universe, in the temperature range 100GeV < T' < 10TeV,
even in the presence of the weak sphaleron processes. We take into account all
perturbative chirality-flip processes, as well as the nonperturbative Abelian and
non-Abelian anomalous effects. By considering the resulting constraints and con-
servation laws in the plasma, we reduce the number of required evolution equa-
tions. We also simplify the anomalous transport coefficients, accordingly. We then
show that, due to the overlapping small transient fluctuations in the temperature of
some matter degrees of freedom and vorticity of the plasma, the emergent chiral
vortical current leads to the generation of strong hypermagnetic fields and matter-
antimatter asymmetries, all starting from zero initial values. We obtain the baryon
asymmetry ng ~ 5 x 1071 and a positive helicity hypermagnetic field with the
amplitude By (z) ~ 10'°G, at the onset of the electroweak phase transition. Al-
though the sphaleron processes tend to washout the generated (B + L) asymmetry,
the hypermagnetic field impedes the washout process, and the baryogenesis and
leptogenesis occur without (B — L) violation.

1 Introduction

One of the open problems in modern cosmology and particle physics is the baryon
asymmetry of the Universe. In the current cosmological models it is assumed
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that matter and antimatter are created equally at the time of Big Bang. However,
observations indicate that our observable Universe, out to the Hubble size, is made
almost entirely of matter. The measured amplitude of the baryon asymmetry is of
the order of g ~ 107!° [1-3]. Although many studies have been conducted in
this regard, the origin of this asymmetry is still under debate [4—19]. In all CPT
invariant models, the following three necessary Sakharov conditions should be
satisfied for producing the baryon asymmetry [20]: baryon number violation, C
and CP violation', and departure from thermal equilibrium.?

The first condition is satisfied in the symmetric phase through the anoma-
lies [21-23]. In fact, conservation of the fermionic matter currents is no longer
valid, in the presence of the SUp(2) and Uy(1) gauge fields [9].> The corre-
sponding anomalies violate the baryon and lepton numbers separately, but pre-
serve B — L, where B (L) denotes the total baryon (lepton) number [26,27]. The
nonperturbative high temperature effects associated with the SU} (2) are known as
the weak sphaleron processes with the reaction rate I, ~ 2502 T [28,29], where
o, 18 the SUL(2) fine structure constant. The weak sphaleron processes violate the
baryon and lepton numbers through converting nine quarks (antiquarks) to three
antileptons (leptons) or vice versa.

The Abelian Uy (1) anomaly violates the baryon and lepton numbers sepa-
rately, due to the chiral coupling of the Uy(1) gauge field to the fermions [8,
9,11,12,15,30,31]. The Abelian anomaly does not have sphaleron-like pro-
cesses, and fermion number violation occurs only due to the time variation of
the hypermagnetic field helicity, which has been widely investigated in the lit-
erature [9, 11-19]. Moreover, the Abelian Uy (1) gauge field, in contrast to the
non-Abelian ones, remains massless and can produce long-range hypermagnetic
fields [32,33], which are transformed to the ordinary Maxwellian magnetic fields
during the electroweak phase transition (EWPT) [15].

Existence of the long-range magnetic fields, ubiquitous in all observable Uni-
verse from stars to galaxies and intergalactic medium, is another open problem
in particle physics and cosmology [34-36]. The reported strength of the coher-
ent magnetic fields in the Milky Way and in the intergalactic medium is of the
order of 107°G and 107G, respectively [37—41]. Various models and mecha-
nisms have been proposed to explain the origin of these magnetic fields, the most
widely-studied of which are the astrophysical and the cosmological ones [42—45].

'Under the C and CP symmetries, the creation rates of matter and antimatter will be the same.

%In thermal equilibrium, the number of particles for each species is equal to number of antipar-
ticles.

3The nonperturbative high temperature effects associated with the SU(3) anomaly are known
as the strong sphaleron processes, and change the chiralities of the quarks, but respect the quark
number conservation [24]. The reaction rate is I'y ~ 100a§’T [25], where « is the SU(3) fine
structure constant.



The astrophysical mechanisms are local models applicable during and after the
structure formation [36], while the cosmological mechanisms are global models
applicable even before the EWPT [42]. There is still no consensus on the origin
of the magnetic fields in these mechanisms. Our preferred choice is a vorticity-
based model [46—48]. It has been shown that in the chiral vortical plasma at high
temperatures (7' > 100GeV), the hypermagnetic fields can be generated without
any initial seed [46—48].

One of the most important effects that plays a significant role in magnetogene-
sis and baryogenesis is the chiral vortical effect (CVE) [46—48]. It was discovered
by Vilenkin, when he showed that a rotating black hole can produce a chiral neu-
trino matter current parallel to the vorticity [49]. Afterwards, it was shown that
in a chiral vortical plasma, a similar chiral current, j’cv RL =T [8% ,u%’ L] W exists
for any chiral fermion, where +(—) is for the right-handed (left-handed) fermion,
ftr, 1, 1s its chiral chemical potential, and ¢J is the vorticity of the plasma [50-55]. A
more complete form of this current is jo, 5., = + (== 1 + 5 17?] & [49,56,57],
and therefore the CVE can be activated either through the chemical potential or
through the temperature-dependent term in the bracket. The former can produce
an initial seed for the hypermagnetic field [46,47], while the latter can generate
and amplify the hypermagnetic field from zero initial value, and therefore matter-
antimatter asymmetries, all starting from zero initial values [48, 58].

In a magnetized chiral plasma, another non-dissipative matter current appears
parallel to the magnetic field. This effect is known as the chiral magnetic effect
(CME) [59-62]. The matter chiral magnetic current for a chiral fermion in the
broken phase is obtained as jcm RL = j:% IR, Lé, where QQr 1, is the electric
charge of the chiral fermion [57, 59, 63, 64]. The CME and the Uy(1) Abelian
anomaly interconnect the hypermagnetic helicity and fermion number densities in
the symmetric phase [17-19,47].

Many studies have investigated the anomalous transport effects, i.e., the CVE
and the CME, on the evolution of the hypermagnetic fields and the matter-antimatter
asymmetries [17-19,47,48,65]. An initial small vorticity and a large matter asym-
metry stored in the form of right-handed electron at 10 TeV, have been considered
in Ref. [47], leading to the production of the hypermagnetic field and the baryon
asymmetry in the temperature range, 100 GeV < T' < 10 TeV. Furthermore, the
effects of overlapping transient fluctuations in the temperature of some matter de-
grees and vorticity of the plasma have been studied in Ref. [48], resulting in the
generation of the hypermagnetic field and the matter-antimatter asymmetries, all
starting from zero initial values. In both of these studies, only the effects of the
baryons and the first-generation leptons have been considered in the anomalous
transport coefficients, and the contributions of the second- and third-generation
leptons, and the Higgs boson have been ignored. Moreover, fast interactions such



as the Yukawa processes of the second- and third-generation leptons, and also the
weak sphaleron processes, which can wash out the asymmetries of the baryons
and leptons, have been neglected [14, 15,66, 67].

As is well known, the weak sphaleron processes couple to the left-handed
fermions and affect their evolution directly. However, the weak sphalerons can-
not affect the right-handed fermions unless they have fast Yukawa interactions
with the left-handed ones. Therefore, when the weak sphaleron processes are in
thermal equilibrium, the Yukawa interactions play an important role in the produc-
tion of baryon and lepton asymmetries. More generally, our Universe in its early
stages was a hot plasma, consisting of all fermions and bosons, having many per-
turbative and nonperturbative interactions with one another [19]. Below we shall
show that for every fast process there is an associated equilibrium condition with
a corresponding conserved physical quantity, which can be used as a constraint
to reduce the number of variables in the evolution equations. In the temperature
range of our interest, many of these processes were extremely fast, each leading to
a potential constraint. Therefore, in order to have a more realistic model, we will
consider these constraints along with the absolute conservation laws such as the
hypercharge neutrality condition, the Abelian and non-Abelian anomalous effects,
the fermionic Yukawa interactions, and also the contribution of the fermionic and
bosonic chemical potentials to the anomalous transport coefficients.

The main purpose of this work is to show the possibility of generating hyper-
magnetic fields and matter-antimatter asymmetries, all starting from zero initial
values, through the occurrence of overlapping transient fluctuations in the temper-
ature of some matter degrees and the vorticity [48], while considering the afore-
mentioned interactions, constraints and conservation laws.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2 we briefly review the Uy(1) and
SUL(2) anomalous effects, and also present the conservation laws in the sym-
metric phase. In Sec. 3 we consider the perturbative chirality-flip processes, the
fast sphaleron processes, and the relevant constraints to obtain the relations be-
tween the chemical potentials of the particles in the symmetric phase of the early
Universe. In Sec. 4 we present the Anomalous Magnetohydrodynamic (AMHD)
equations by taking the CVE and the CME into account. Moreover, we derive
the required evolution equations for the fermionic asymmetries and their contri-
butions to the chiral vortical and chiral magnetic coefficients. In Sec. 5 we nu-
merically solve the set of coupled differential equations obtained in Sec. 4 for the
hypermagnetic field and the fermionic asymmetries all starting from zero initial
values. In Sec. 6 we discuss our results. In the following we use the natural units,
in which 4 = ¢ = 1, and also the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric
ds* = dt* — R*(t)d;;dz"'dz?, where t is the physical time, and s are the comov-
ing coordinates.



2 Anomalous versus conserved currents before the
EWPT

In the expanding Universe and before the EWPT, chiral fermionic currents have
the following anomalies * [21-23,30]:

Vil __i(YQ)é Iy, v, @1

V5" 1NY29YY“” 12WCLWM 22

wy, = 1 NeYi) 765 21622 ’ 2.2)

V.t = —L(N YQ)g—/QY gL 05 _GA G, 2.3)

I dp S (e 2 1672 '

vt = tovyn Ly e L9 g gaw 2.4

whug, = 4( ¢ Q>167r2 H 21672 M ’ 24)
" 1 9° v 1 g9’ a yiram 1 93 A AApv
Vidy, = Z(J\fcz\waQ)16 Y, Y +2(N)16 we, W 2(Nw)16W2GWG ,

(2.5)

where V, is the covarlant derlvatlve w1th respect to the FRW metric, “” is the

generation index, ] s (312 = j + j ) is the right-handed singlet (left-handed
doublet) lepton Current g i (j ) is the right-handed down (up) singlet quark
current, and 5/, j P = = Jui +Jai is the left handed doublet quark current. Furthermore,

N, = 3 and N = 2 are the correspondmg ranks of the non-Abelian SU(3) and

SUy,(2) gauge groups, and G i Wi, and Y, are the field strength tensors of the

SU(3), SUL(2), and Uy(1) gauge groups with the fine structure constants 2=, j’z,
and %, respectively. Moreover, the relevant hypercharges are

1 4 2

Y =—-1, Yg=-2 YQ:§, YUR:§, YdR:_g- (2.6)
The aforementioned anomaly equations show the following: The Abelian anomaly
violates the conservation of all chiral lepton and quark currents, due to the chiral
coupling of the Uy (1) gauge fields to the fermions. The non-Abelian SUy,(2)
gauge fields only couple to the left-handed fermions, so they violate the con-
servation of the left-handed lepton and quark currents. The non-Abelian SU(3)
gauge fields only couple to the quarks and its sphaleron only changes their chi-
ralities but respects the baryon current conservation [24,30]. The divergences of

4As usual, the perturbative tree level chirality-flip processes are dropped.



the total baryon and lepton currents, obtained from the anomaly equations, are as
follows [30]:

. 1 o
Vidb =V |3 20 (U + 7, + k)

e B E B
— e (-Lowe e — Iy g
e (167r2 o 1672 # ) ’

g2 B g/2 N
_ a apy Y, VYMV
na <167r2 Wi 1672 " ) ’

Vit =V | 3 (7 +95)

)

2.7)
where n¢ is the number of generations. Although, both of the baryonic and lep-
tonic currents are separately anomalous, Equation (2.7) shows that their difference
is anomaly free, V,(ji5_,) = 0, i.e., B — L = constant. In contrast to jf_,, the
sum of the baryonic and leptonic currents j%, , = ji + j} is anomalous,

1672 1672 "
Eq. (2.8) shows the non-conservation of B + L via the non-Abelian SUy (2), and
the Abelian Uy (1) gauge fields.
The total hypercharge current, including the contributions of Higgs and all
chiral fermions, can be obtained as [30]

g2 ~ g'? ~
Vb = 2ng <—W§VWW -2y, Y“”) . (2.8)

nag
He= " [Vail + Yaudly + Yauily +Yijh + Yails +Yajh], @9
i=1
where ji = jb. + jho and Yy = 1 are the doublet current and the hypercharge
of the Higgs boson, respectively. After inserting the relevant hypercharges, the
total hypercharge current becomes divergence free, V,,Ji; = 0, as expected. In
the next section we will use the anomaly free currents j/;_, and Ji to obtain the
corresponding conservation laws.

3 Conservation Laws and Equilibrium Conditions

In this section, we use conservation laws, and constraints derived from fast pro-
cesses in the electroweak plasma to obtain simple relations among the chemical
potentials in the temperature range, 100GeV < T' < 10TeV. To do this, let
us denote the chemical potential of the Higgs boson by pg+ = pgo = po, the
left-handed quarks with different colors by Hui = Mg, = piqi, the right-handed
up (down) quarks with different colors by P, (udiR ) and the right-handed (left-

handed) leptons by frei (tei = f1,1).

>Note that gauge interactions maintain thermal equilibrium across all temperatures of interest,
enforcing equality in the asymmetries carried by different components within a given multiplet.
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As is well known, the non-Abelian SU(3) and SUy,(2) gauge theories have de-
generate vacua, each vacuum labeled with a different integer Chern-Simons num-
ber. The rate of the strong sphaleron interactions at high temperatures above the
electroweak scale is estimated by the numerical simulations to be T’y ~ 100a°T,
where a, = ¢2/4m is the SU(3) fine structure constant [25]. These processes are
in thermal equilibrium (I'y > H) below the temperature T, ~ 10'°GeV, where

H = 47;359 - MT—; is the Hubble parameter, g* = 106.75 is the effective number of

relativistic degrees of freedom, and Mp; = 1.22 x 10'GeV is the Planck mass.
The strong sphaleron processes only change the chirality of the quarks by con-
verting simultaneously all left-handed quarks, one from each species and color, to
right-handed quarks, and vice versa, i.e., >, (u’ + d%) <> >, (ul + d7). There-
fore, in thermal equilibrium, they provide a further constraint on the chemical
potentials of the quarks of all generations as [30]

o= [2pgi — g, — ] = 0. 3.1)

Furthermore, due to the flavor mixing in the quark sector, all up or down quarks
belonging to different generations with distinct handedness have the same chem-
ical potential, i.e., i, = Pugs fai, = Hdgs and i = pg. Therefore, Eq. (3.1),
which refers to the chemical equilibrium of the strong sphaleron process reduces
to the simple form [19, 30]

Another sphaleron process is the weak sphaleron process, which in thermal
equilibrium might wash out the baryon and lepton asymmetries by converting
quarks to antileptons, and vice versa, i.e., Y., (u} +d} +di +v}) < 0 and
> (uh +ul 4+ di +eh) < 0. The rate of these sphaleron processes above the
electroweak scale is estimated by the numerical simulations to be ', ~ 2502 T,
where o, = g?/4m is the SUL (2) fine structure constant [28,29]. These processes
are in thermal equilibrium (I',, > H) below the temperature T}, ~ 10'2GeV, pro-
viding a further constraint on the chemical potentials of left-handed quarks and
leptons of all generations as [19,30]

Cw = Z Nw[qu' + MeiL] = 2(9MQ + Her, + Fopr, + MTL) = 0. (33)

In contrast to the vacuum structure of the SU(3) and SUy,(2) gauge theories,
the vacuum structure of the Uy (1) gauge theory is trivial. However, as we shall
see, there can be a time-varying nontrivial hypermagnetic field with a net helicity



in the symmetric phase. The time evolution of the hypermagnetic helicity violates
the fermion numbers, in accordance with the anomaly equations.®

There are also the perturbative chirality-flip processes operating on the quarks
(up and down type) and the leptons (electron-type) with the rates T'; ~ 1072h2T /8,
where the Yukawa couplings h; are given as [68—70]

he~28x107%  h,~58x10"*  h, ~107?
hy ~ 1.1 x 1072, he ~7.1x 1073, hy ~ 0.94
hg =~ 2.7 x 1075, hs ~ 5.5 x 1074, hy ~ 2.4 x 1072, (3.4)

The Yukawa interactions of the electron, muon and tau are in thermal equilib-
rium below the temperatures 7, vy ~ 10*GeV, T} xyuk =~ 108GeV, and T vk
101°GeV, respectively [30]. Therefore, in the temperature range Tpy < T <
10TeV, the weak and strong sphaleron processes, and the Yukawa interactions of
all quarks and leptons are in chemical equilibrium. However, it has been shown
that in the presence of the strong hypermagnetic fields, these processes can fall
out of chemical equilibrium. The amount of falling out of equilibrium depends
on the rate of the process, i.e., the slower the process, the more intensely it falls
out of chemical equilibrium [19, 71]. The rate of the weak sphaleron processes is
greater than those of all lepton chirality-flip processes. Therefore, in this work,
where the strong hypermagnetic fields are also present, we will let the chirality-
flip processes of all leptons to be out of chemical equilibrium but assume that the
sphaleron processes and the chirality-flip processes of all quarks are still nearly in
chemical equilibrium.” Therefore, the following constraints are obtained for the
chemical potentials of the quarks: [19,30]

P, = HQi = flup — @ = po 1 =1,2,3
Pai, = HQi = Hdy — @ = —Ho ¢ =1,2,3.

(3.5)
Using Egs. (3.5), the total baryonic chemical potential can be obtained as
ng
uB=§:@%+u%+Nww = 12u0. (3.6)
i=1

®Note that the effect of this helicity is different in the broken phase, where it changes only the
chirality of the fermions.

7 Although some of the quark Yukawa couplings are small compared to leptons, all quark-
Yukawa interactions remain in thermal equilibrium due to the combined effects of strong sphaleron
processes and the quark mixing, below the temperature which is relevant for the top quark, i.e.,
Tt,Yuk ~ 1012GCV.



Using Eqgs. (2.9), and (3.5), the hypercharge neutrality condition can also be ob-
tained as

QY = 61“@ - lueL - lueR - MMR - MML - ILLTR - ,LLTL + 11#’0 = 0 (37)

Moreover, Eqgs. (2.7) lead to the following three conservation laws for three fermion
generations: [19]

1 -

= M_B_MGR_QMGL} = C1,
TL3 '

1 -

T M_B_MuR_2MHL] = C2,
T1L3

1 -

o M_B_MTR_ZMTL] = Cs-
TL3 '

(3.8)

Since in our scenario all initial asymmetries are zero, the above constant values c;,
© = 1,2, 3 are zero, as well. The use of the constraints given by equations (3.3),
(3.5), (3.7), and (3.8), along with Eq. (3.6) leads to the minimum number of re-
quired dynamical equations for obtaining the evolution of all chemical potentials.
We choose to solve the evolution equations for i, ,,, and fi,,, and then obtain
the evolution of all other chemical potentials via the relations

Lo = Pep + Hup + Hrg 1o = Pep + Hup + g
@ 30 ’ 0 22 ’
- —13ptey + 2005 + 2007, - 2ten — 13ppp + 2piry
:ueL - 30 ) ,u,uL - 30 )
20t 2 — 13u,
T (3.9)

In the next section, these relations will be used for obtaining the hypercharge
chiral magnetic and chiral vortical coefficients.

4 Anomalous magnetohydrodynamic equations

Taking the CME and the CVE into account, the magnetohydrodynamic (MHD)
equations are generalized to the anomalous magnetohydrodynamic (AMHD) equa-

tions. These equations for a hypercharge neutral plasma in the expanding Universe
are given as [36,47,48,65,72,73]

V.By =0, 4.1)



%ﬁ x By + <aa% + 2H§y> =0, 4.2)
%ﬁ x By — (5’% 1 2HEY> =J

= Jotm + Jev + Jom, (4.3)

Jonm = & (Ey + X By) (4.4)

Jow = €@, (4.5)

jcm = CBéy, (4.6)

where R is the scale factor, H = R /R is the Hubble parameter, o is the electrical
hyperconductivity of the plasma, v is the bulk velocity, and & = %6 X U is the
vorticity of the plasma. Furthermore, the hypercharge chiral magnetic coefficient
cg and the chiral vortical coefficient c¢,, in the symmetric phase, are given as
[17-19,47,48]

9/2 S 1N 2 —1\ 2 1Ny o
CB(t) == {72 [_ (§>YRM6§ - (7)YL:U/61L - (§>YdR:ud§%Nc
i=1
1 2 _1 2
_ <§)YURMuiRNC . (T)YQMQiNCNw], 4.7)
ng g,
ey(t) = [—8<—YRT§R VLTS Ny = Ya T3 Ne = Yur T2 Ne+ YoTGN.V, )
=1
/
+ 1é’ﬂ2(—YRM§iR Y2 Ny = Y No— Yo, No+ Yould NoN )]

(4.8)

which, after substituting the relevant hypercharges, become [17-19,47, 48]

—¢? & 2 8 1
eB(t) = o3 D | ~2Mep, + Hey — Shay, — g Tk | (49)
=1
q 2 2 2 2
—4 ( ~T2 4+ T —2T% + T@)
+ (M — i -2, +u2->]- (4.10)
2 eR dy, u'ly Q* .
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Using the relations expressed in Eq. (3.9), cg simplifies to

12 12
= ) (Cevuk + Cpyuk + Cryuk) = 4—7T20T7 (4.11)

where c.yuk = flep — Hey, + H0> CuYuk = Mup — Mpp, T Mo, and Cryuk = fhry —
tr, + po are measures for departure from chemical equilibrium for the Yukawa
interactions of the electron, muon, and tau, respectively [19]. Moreover, using
Eq. (3.9) and assuming that the temperature fluctuation occurs only for the right-
handed electron, ¢, simplifies to [48]

CB (t)

g g 3 3
eo(t) = 57 (AT*) + 5 (ueui + pdty, e = St = i |5 (4412)

where fie, i, pr (2, p1, 42) are vector (axial-vector) chemical potential of
2

the electron, muon, and tau, respectively.® Furthermore, AT? = TSR -T2 =
T?B[x(T)] is the temperature fluctuation, 3[x(T")] is an arbitrary profile function
of temperature which will be specified later, 2(T) = t(T)/tew = (Tew/T)” is
given by the Friedmann law, tpw = My /218w, My = Mp/1.66,/g* is the re-
duced Planck mass, and 7., = T is the equilibrium temperature of the thermal
bath [48].

Since the vorticity depends on the curl of velocity as & = éﬁ X U, in anal-
ogy to the hypermagnetic field By = %6 x Ay, it is also divergence free, i.e.,

V.& = 0, assuming FRW metric. Moreover, incompressibility assumption of the
plasma leads to the condition V.7 =0 [46-48,65,74,75].° In the following, we
choose the fully helical Chern-Simons configurations for the vector potentials of
the hypermagnetic and vorticity fields as [17-19,47,75-79]

—

Ay = A(t) (sinkz,cos kz,0), (4.13)
and
U =o(t) (sinkz,coskz0), (4.14)

where A(t) and v(t) are the amplitudes of Ay and ¥, respectively. In the following
we also assume the presence of vorticity fluctuations in the plasma [48]. After
neglecting the displacement current in the lab frame and using the aforementioned
configurations, the hyperelectric field becomes [17-19,47,48,65,75]

S Cy

By =By - Sko—- 85, (4.15)
o o o

8The vector chemical potential is # = (g + p11,)/2 and the axial-vector chemical potential is

1 = (ur — pr)/2.
9Here, for brevity, we do not present the energy and momentum conservation equations and
only use the result obtained in Ref. [48].
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and the evolution equation for the hypermagnetic field is obtained as

dBy(t) o 1 k’z CB/{Z/ Cy .2
e + . By (t) + ;k v(t), (4.16)

where & = k'U, 0 = 1007, and k' = k/R = kT. With the choice of vector
potentials given in Eqs. (4.13,4.14), (T(t).By (t)) = v(t) [47,48].

Using Eq. (2.1) and taking the relevant chirality-flip processes into account,
we obtain the evolution equations of the right-handed electron, muon, and tau
as'? [19]

dne Lo
Tep _ 9 <EY'BY>+F6(T]€L_?7€R_@)7

dt 4m2s 2

dn 9° = 3 o

e 5y T (),

Ay 97 = 5 o

oo S (By By + e (e, = 1 — ) (4.17)

where we have used the relation 1 = (6s/c¢T?)n, with ¢ = 1 for the fermions
and ¢ = 2 for the bosons. Here s = 27w2¢*T?/45 is the entropy density, and
[; ~ 1072h2T/87 = T'Y/(\/xtpw) are the rates of lepton Yukawa interactions,
with T? = 11.38, Fg = 4.88 x 10°, and TY = 1.45 x 108 [15, 19]. Eq. (4.17)
shows that the difference in the asymmetry evolution equations of right-handed
leptons is only due to their different chirality-flip rates. Using Eqgs. (4.15), and
(4.11, 4.12), and the aforementioned helical configurations for the hypermagnetic
and vorticity fields, we obtain

- BZ(t) [K 6sg”
Ey.By) =22 = —
(Ey-Br) =54 {T (4W2T3) ”T}

g 36529’ KT, =
a [ﬂﬁm * <27T2T6) An } oo \V(®)-By (1)), (4.18)

where

3
AR = nen? + nun, + 0ol — —n0 (15 +10)

16
T2
nr = E(Ce,Yuk + Cu,Yuk + CT,Yuk) = Ne,Yuk + M, Yuk + —_—
1
etk = e, = ey, 510 for i =e T (4.19)

"High temperature of the early Universe plasma and low-velocity limit, imply that 5 ~ (n, —
Tiy ), to a very good approximation [46,47,65,75, 80]
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Using the relation 1Gauss ~ 2 x 1072°GeV?, and recalling v = (t/tpw) =
(Tiw/T)?, we obtain the complete set of evolution equations for 1, Nugs Mo
and the amplitude of the hypermagnetic field as

Nea®) _ 16, — (o) (208

dx 100G
— [C3B(x) + CsAn* ()] v(x) <i)y27§)2) vV — %ne,Yuk(x)v
(4.20)
() _ By(2)\* 4
— g =G = Canr(z)] (W) z/
y (% r
 [Cate) + CateP()] v(o) (Tl ) VE = ~Ls(o),
4.21)
dnep (2) By (z) ’ 3/2
T = [Cl — Cg?]T(Jf)] <1020G) €T /
- [035@) + C4A772(95)} v(x) <i§;g2) Vi — %nr,\mk(!ﬂ),
(4.22)
dBdYafx) = % [~Cs + Conr(x)] By (x) - iBY@;) + [C1B(x) + Csri?(w)] Zgﬁ?

(4.23)
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where ay = ¢’?/47 ~ 0.01 and the coefficients C;,7 = 1, ..., 8 are given by

k
Cl =9.6 X 1074 <10_7) Qy,
Cy = 865688073,

k 3/2
Oy = 0.71488 (10_7) o,

k 3/2
O, = 68610.9 (10_7) o,

L 2
C5 = 0.356 (107> ,

k
=31 108
Cs = 3.18373 x 00"”(107)’

k‘ 2
Cr = 2.629 x 10%2/ay <10_7) ,
2

Cs = 2.52 x 10%"/ay (1:7) : (4.24)

We choose the profile of temperature fluctuation, 3(x), to be Gaussian [48]

Bo { 2]
x) = exp | ————=—| , 4.25
where [ is the amplitude multiplying the normalized Gaussian distribution. We
also choose the the profile of vorticity fluctuation to be the same as that of tem-
perature fluctuation in order to produce maximal effect, that is [48]

w(z) = 2 exp l—w} (4.26)

where wy = k'vy, and vy is the amplitude of the initial velocity.

5 Numerical Solution

In this section, we solve the set of coupled differential equations numerically,
in the temperature range 100GeV < 7' < 10TeV. We investigate the effects
of overlapping transient fluctuations in the temperature of some matter degrees
of freedom and vorticity of the plasma, on the generation and evolution of the
hypermagnetic field and the matter-antimatter asymmetries [48]. We show that
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the vorticity and temperature fluctuations have the maximum effectiveness when
they occur concurrently. Since our main purpose is to produce the hypermagnetic

field and matter-antimatter asymmetries from zero initial values, we set Bi(/o ) =0,

and ) = ) = % = 0.

For our first case, we consider simultaneous fluctuations in the temperature
of the right-handed electrons, and vorticity of the plasma [48], and solve the set
of evolution equations with the initial conditions, vy = 1074, b = 1 x 1074,
1o = 4.5 x 1074, and By = 5 x 1074, and present the results in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1(a) shows that small overlapping temperature and vorticity fluctuations
activate the CVE, leading to the generation of a strong helical hypermagnetic field,
which grows to its maximum value of about 10*?G and then begins decreasing due
to the expansion of the Universe. After the generation of the helical hypermag-
netic field, the hypermagnetic helicity decays and produces the matter-antimatter
asymmetries, all starting from zero initial values (see Figs. 1(b), 1(c), and 1(d)).
Figs. 1(b) and 1(c) show that the asymmetry of any lepton other than the left-
handed electron has a peak with a negative value, and a positive final value. This
is due to the fact that the hypermagnetic field makes the electron Yukawa process,
which has the lowest rate, fall out of chemical equilibrium much more strongly
than other processes. Therefore, the chiral electron asymmetries cannot be con-
verted to each other effectively, and as a result, a large chiral asymmetry remains.

Fig. 1(d) shows that the generated baryon asymmetry at the onset of the EWPT
is acceptable, even though the weak sphaleron processes are in equilibrium. In
fact, the hypermagnetic field which is responsible for the production of the matter-
antimatter asymmetries, dominates the sphaleron washing out process. Therefore,
the conversion of hypermagnetic helicity to fermion number densities continues
until the EWPT, and the weak sphaleron processes cannot washout the generated
B + L completely.

Figure 1(e) shows 7 y.\» M yue» @0d 77y, » Which are measures for departure
from equilibrium of Yukawa processes for electron, muon, and tau, respectively.
The results show that the three lepton Yukawa interactions are initially in chemical
equilibrium, however the generated strong hypermagnetic field forces them out
of chemical equilibrium. Furthermore, the amount of falling out of equilibrium
depends on the rate of the relevant Yukawa process such that the faster the process
the less its departure from equilibrium. Since the electron Yukawa interaction has
the smallest rate among all Yukawa processes, its departure from equilibrium is
the largest.

As is well known, the ability of sphalerons to washout B+L is enhanced when
all Yukawa processes are in equilibrium [81]. Since, in the presence of the strong
hypermagnetic field, the electron Yukawa process falls out of equilibrium more
than other interactions, it plays an important role in the generation of matter-
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Figure 1: Time plots of (a) the hypermagnetic field amplitude By (z), (b) the asymmetries of
right-handed electron 7)., (x) (large-dashed-red), right-handed muon 7),,, (x) (dashed-green), and
right-handed tau 7, (z) (dotted-blue), (c) the asymmetries of left-handed electron 7., (large-
dashed-red), left-handed muon 7),,, (x) (dashed-green), and left-handed tau 7, () (dotted-blue),
(d) the baryon and lepton asymmetry np(z) = nr(z) (large-dashed-red), and the Higgs asym-
metry 7o(z) (dashed-green), (¢) the amounts of falling out of chemical equilibrium 7 yux(x)
(large-dashed-red), 77, yuk(z) (dashed-green), and 7, vuk(z) (dotted-blue), for the initial condi-

andb=1x 10"4

(

0)
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antimatter asymmetries. To elucidate this statement, we investigate the effect of
changing the rate of electron Yukawa interaction by considering A\I'Y instead of T"
in Eq. (4.20), where A € {0.1,1,10}. We solve the evolution equations with the
same initial conditions as before and present the results in Fig. 2. As can be seen,
by decreasing the rate of electron Yukawa process AI'?, the generated baryon and
lepton asymmetries at the onset of the EWPT increase.
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Figure 2: Time plots of (a) the right-handed electron asymmetry 7., (x), and (b) the baryon and

lepton asymmetry 1z (z) = 1z (z) for different values of X. The initial condition are: k = 107,
BY = 0,9 = nl) =08 = 0,0 = 1074 fy = 5x 107, 2o = 4.5 x 1074, and
b = 1 x 10~*. The dotted line (blue) is for A = 10, the dashed line (green) for A\ = 1, and the

large-dashed line (red) for A = 0.1.

For our second case, we investigate the effects of changing the amplitude of
the temperature fluctuation and solve the coupled differential equations with the
initial conditions, B = 0, 5% = 5{2 = {9 =0, vy = 1074, b = 1 x 1074,
xo = 4.5 x 1074, and three different values of 3y = 3 x 107*,5 x 107, and 7 x
10~%, and present the results in Fig. 3. The results show that by increasing the
amplitude of the temperature fluctuation, the maximum and the final values of the
hypermagnetic field amplitude, and as a result, the matter-antimatter asymmetries
increase, approximately as 5. We have also investigated the effects of changing
the amplitude of the vorticity fluctuation, and have found the similar results [48].

For our third case, we investigate the effects of changing the occurrence time
of the fluctuations and solve the coupled differential equations with the initial
conditions, B,(/O) — 0,7 = nfﬁ?) =% = 0,00 =1x1074 b =1x 1074,
By = 5x 1074, and three different values of 7o = 2.5x107%,4.5x107%,6.5x 1074,
and present the results in Fig. 4. It can be seen that when the fluctuations occur
at higher temperatures, the maximum and final values of the hypermagnetic field
amplitude, and as a result, the matter-antimatter asymmetries increase.

We have also investigated the case with different values for the width of the

17



10784 e rEAITAIRTALtirenaL., fe=t
10-10 _//’————:_ 0.0 o s A ZAAYEAAAS AN s Ly
b i\ T
| H P
X 10712 : = o W
E 1014/ F = 1,
01 : <o 1,5
Il —10-14] | Il v
— i 15 EA
X -1012, ; = I
@-10-10— j o -20 H
I~ HEA
~10-8 3 = 25 :
T - i
-10¢L, : : : -
104 1073 102 1071 10° 10-4 10-3 102 10-! 100
X X
(a)
le22
1022 7 \\\ﬂ 401
." \i’\ 3.5
10 T
1020 S&ee,
= 10" S&
S| J
Q on
1016
0
104 103 10-2 101 10°
X

(b)

Figure 3: Time plots of (a) the baryon and lepton asymmetry 7 (z) = 7z (z), and (b) the hy-
permagnetic field amplitude By (), for various values of the amplitude of temperature fluctuation
of er. We have also displayed linear plots for further elucidation (right plots). The initial con-
ditions are: k = 10~7, B = 0, 5% = 5{%) = {9 =0, vy = 1074, 2y = 4.5 x 1074, and
b=1x10"% The large-dashed line (red) is for 5y = 3 x 10—, the dashed line (green) is for
Bo =5 x 1074, and the dotted line (blue) is for By = 7 x 10~

the Gaussian distribution §[x(7")] and have found that by decreasing the width of
the Gaussian distribution, the maximum and the final values of the hypermagnetic
field amplitude, and as a result, the matter-antimatter asymmetries increase.

For our fourth case, we investigate the effect of changing the wave number &

and solve the coupled differential equations with the initial conditions, B§,O ) = 0,

B = 0 = O 0 gy = 1x 1074 b = 1 x 1074, By = 5 x 1074,
1o = 4.5x 1074, for three different values of k = 1078,10~7, 107, and present the
results in Fig. 5. The results show that by increasing k, as long as k < ko = 1077,
the CVE term originating from the fluctuations, which appears in coefficient C';
of Eq. (4.23) and is responsible for the generation of the hypermagnetic field,

strengthens and as a result the final values of the generated hypermagnetic field
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Figure 4: Time plots of (a) the baryon and lepton asymmetry 1z (x) = nr(x), and (b) the
hypermagnetic field amplitude By, for various occurrence times of the fluctuations. We have also
displayed linear plots for further elucidation (right plots). The initial conditions are: £ = 1077,

BY =0, 0% =52 = 9 = 0,00 =104,y = 5x 104 and b = 1 x 1074, The
large-dashed line (red) is for zg = 2.5 x 104, the dashed line (green) is for zg = 4.5 x 1074,

and the dotted line (blue) is for zo = 6.5 x 10~%.

amplitude and the baryon symmetry increase at the onset of the EWPT. In con-
trast, by increasing k in the case k£ > ko, the final values of the hypermagnetic
field amplitude and the baryon symmetry decrease at the onset of the EWPT. This
is due to the hypermagnetic diffusion term which appears in coefficient C5 of Eq.
(4.23). In fact, by increasing £ in the latter case, initially the amplitude of the
generated hypermagnetic field increases but after reaching to it’s maximum value,
the diffusion term dominates the expansion term and leads to drastic weakening of
the hypermagnetic field and reduction of final baryon asymmetry. Finally, we have
checked the numerical accuracy of our program by plotting some of the quanti-
ties that we have set as constraints, i.e., the hypercharge neutrality condition, the
B/3 — L; conditions, and the equilibrium condition for the weak sphaleron, and

19



24 ]
107 : LI 10
109 (T T 1005
= 10" . 1022 | H / ~
5 10-13 ! — e e 1 1021 | g = k&‘
- ] C * R Dl
< 105 | — 1020, / /\\\\ ~, S
” _10—12 ?‘--\ I l ’>2 1] :. ~< .“‘ ~ -
—_ 13 \\ ] / ~ 10 H / \*\
X -1 A ~ Q@ 10 i/ L~
—_10-M 5 : 4~ : B ~
[ W\ i} — 17 / =~
& o L P — ) 10" _1/
s\ - 1014 |
107 V- - 'VI :
~10-5 Yoaet 0 “tesssnnannnnans
10-4 103 102 10 10° 10-4 102 102 10! 10°
X X

(a) b)

Figure 5: Time plots of (a) the baryon and lepton asymmetry 1z (x) = nr(x), and (b) the
hypermagnetic field amplitude By (z), for various values of the wave number k. The initial con-
ditions are: B{” = 0, n{% = 7% = @ = 0, vy = 1074, Bo = 5 x 10~ zp = 4.5x 4,
and b = 1 x 10~*. The large-dashed line (red) is for k = 108, the dashed line (green) is for
k =107, and the dotted line (blue) is for k = 10~5.

found that the absolute and relative uncertainties are of the order of 1022 and
10712, respectively.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we have presented a scenario for the generation of the hypermagnetic
field and the matter-antimatter asymmetries all starting from zero initial values,
in the presence of the weak sphaleron processes, and in the temperature range
100GeV < T < 10TeV. We have considered all perturbative Yukawa interactions
and nonperturbative Abelian and non-Abelian anomalous effects, as well as the
contribution of all fermion and boson asymmetries in the anomalous transport
effects, i.e., the CVE and the CME.

We have shown that overlapping of small transient fluctuations in the temper-
ature of some matter degrees of freedom and vorticity of the plasma activates the
CVE producing a vortical current which can be the source for the hypermagnetic
field, and as a result, matter-antimatter asymmetries [48]. Indeed, the helicity
of the generated hypermagnetic field decays and produces the baryon and lepton
asymmetries, without B — L generation in our model. We have shown that strong
hypermagnetic field dominates the weak sphaleron processes, and hence the gen-
erated B 4 L asymmetries are not completely washed out by the weak sphalerons.
Therefore, with our choice of initial conditions, acceptable baryon asymmetry can
be generated at the onset of the EWPT.

Concurrently with the generation of the strong hypermagnetic field, the lep-
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ton Yukawa processes, which were initially in equilibrium, begin to fall out of
equilibrium. The amount of falling out of chemical equilibrium depends on the
rate of the interaction. That is, the smaller the rate, the larger the departure from
equilibrium. Therefore, the Yukawa interaction of the electron falls out of chem-
ical equilibrium more severely than other processes and hence it is an important
process for generation of the B + L asymmetry. This is due to the fact that, in
the absence of B — L. asymmetry, the weak sphaleron processes can wash out the
asymmetries effectively when all Yukawa interactions are in equilibrium.

We have also found that increasing the amplitude or decreasing the width of
the Gaussian profile of the fluctuations, either in the temperature of the right-
handed electron or in the vorticity of the plasma, leads to an increase in the
maximum and final values of the hypermagnetic field amplitude and the matter-
antimatter asymmetries. Furthermore, increasing the wave number k, as long as
k < ko = 1077 results in the growth of final values of hypermagnetic field am-
plitude and matter-antimatter asymmetries. While, this behavior is reversed for
k > kg due to the strength of the hypermagnetic diffusion effect in this case.
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