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Resonant Forbidden CP Asymmetry from Soft Leptons
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To explain the baryon asymmetry in the early universe via leptogenesis, quantum corrections to new particles
are commonly invoked to generate the necessary CP asymmetry. We demonstrate, however, that a large CP
asymmetry can already arise from Standard Model leptons. The mechanism relies on resummation of soft
leptons at finite temperatures. The CP asymmetry, which is kinetically forbidden in vacuum, can be resonantly
enhanced from thermally resummed leptons by seven orders of magnitude. Contrary to the resonance from
exotic particles, we show that the resonant enhancement from soft leptons is protected by controlled widths
under finite-temperature perturbation theory. We quantify such CP asymmetries in leptogenesis with secluded
flavor effects and comment on the significance and application. The mechanism exploits the maximal role of
leptons themselves, featuring low-scale leptogenesis, minimal model buildings and dark matter cogenesis.

Introduction.— The baryon asymmetry in the universe
(BAU) remains a fundamental question in the Standard Model
(SM) of particle physics and cosmology [1]. Baryogenesis via
leptogenesis is a simple mechanism to create a baryon asym-
metry in the early universe [2–4]. A common ingredient of
CP asymmetries necessary for the BAU problem is the on-
shell cuts arising from quantum loop diagrams of mixed par-
ticles. This underlies current leptogenesis, where onshell cuts
are present in loop diagrams of flavored neutrinos [5–8] or
mixed scalars [9–12].

While the SM leptons are the basic container for lepton-
baryon processing via sphaleron at high temperatures [13], the
requisite amount of CP asymmetries for sphaleron processing
insofar is not induced by lepton mixing itself but is instead
generated by new particle mixing. Given that new physics
(NP) interactions in leptogenesis unavoidably induce certain
mixing for lepton flavors, onshell cuts from lepton loop dia-
grams may also generate CP asymmetries. In vacuum, how-
ever, there is no kinetic cut making particles onshell from lep-
ton loop diagrams, since the loop particles are massive while
the SM lepton doublets are massless.

Nevertheless, particles in a thermal plasma are of statisti-
cal nature. Loop particles being onshell can correspond not
only to emission processes but also to absorption from the
plasma, with the probability proportional to distribution func-
tions [14]. Such plasma-induced effects have been consid-
ered in loop diagrams of neutrinos and scalars by using the
Schwinger–Keldysh Closed-Time-Path (CTP) formalism [15–
17], such as unflavored leptogenesis [18–21], flavored lepto-
genesis [22, 23], resonant leptogenesis [24–26] and scalar de-
cay [27–29]. Noticeably, some of these plasma-induced CP
asymmetries can work as the only CP-violating source at fi-
nite temperatures, which is otherwise forbidden in vacuum.

While plasma-induced CP asymmetries may already arise
from leptons at finite temperatures, there is a dearth of investi-
gations into how such CP asymmetries arise from leptons, and
particularly to what extent the CP asymmetry can be gener-
ated. One difficulty comes from applying the Kadanoff-Baym
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(KB) mixing equations [30, 31] to SM lepton flavors [32]. It
is known that the unmixed KB equation is much more dif-
ficult to manage than the conventional Boltzmann equation
used in most leptogenesis. The intrinsic complexity of lep-
ton KB mixing equations further makes the generation and
evolution of CP asymmetries more challenging to compute.
Moreover, the KB mixing equations introduce nontrivial time-
dependent matrix structures, making the plasma-induced CP
asymmetry from lepton mixing difficult to trace.

In this Letter, we introduce the concept of forbidden CP
asymmetries from soft-lepton mixing and provide a simple
approach to calculate the forbidden CP asymmetries. This
approach circumvents the lepton KB mixing equations and
focuses on the accompanying asymmetries in the NP sector.
While indirect, the approach offers a simple picture of how
the CP asymmetry is generated after resumming leptons at fi-
nite temperatures and how resonant enhancement appear. It
also allows easy implementation and generalization in lepto-
genesis. The resonant forbidden CP asymmetries can either
work as a new mechanism for leptogenesis where no vacuum
cuts exist, or contribute as an irreducible source to leptogene-
sis where cuts already exist in vacuum.

The S-matrix picture.— Let us first present a simple pic-
ture of how CP asymmetries arise from thermally corrected
leptons, and get a glimpse of the resonantly enhanced forbid-
den CP asymmetry. In the S-matrix formalism, an onshell
cut from SM lepton self-energy can be described by the left
diagram in Fig. 1. Consider the prototype of Yukawa interac-
tions in leptogenesis: y′iαℓ̄iXYα +h.c., with a single fermion
(scalar) X , multi-flavor scalars (fermions) Yα, and the SM
leptons ℓ. The Yukawa couplings y′iα introduce one of the
necessary CP-violating phases (Yukawa phase) from the NP
sector. For massive X and Y , it is straightforward to check
that no kinetic phase (onshell X and Yβ) can arise from the
loop diagram in vacuum. At finite temperatures, however, the
emission and absorption of X and Yβ carry statistic distribu-
tions. Particles X,Yβ in the lepton loop diagram have certain
probability to be onshell, depending on the distributions of X
and Yβ . Following the standard calculation of the S-matrix
amplitude between X → Yα + ℓj and its CP-conjugated pro-
cess up to the order shown in the left diagram of Fig. 1, a Yα

asymmetry will be generated.
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FIG. 1. Left: an S-matrix glimpse of the resonant forbidden CP asymmetry from the cuts of lepton self-energy diagram. Middle: a two-loop
diagram for CP violation in the CTP formalism, where the red cutting line has a qualitative correspondence to the left diagram. Right: a
t-channel scattering process mediated by massless leptons, which can be induced by the blue cutting line of the two-loop diagram.

When computing the decay and t-scattering channels me-
diated by the massless propagator ℓi via the vacuum S-matrix
formalism, we will encounter infrared (IR) divergence in the
limit pℓ → 0. Such IR divergence arises from massless lep-
tons at high temperatures, which usually indicates the break-
down of perturbation expansion. One known technique to cure
this IR divergence is the Hard-Thermal-Loop (HTL) resum-
mation [33–35], where thermal emission, propagation and ab-
sorption with soft momentum p ∼ gT or p20 − |p⃗|2 ∼ g2T 2

should be resummed over one-particle-irreducible (1PI) self-
energy diagrams. Here g denotes the weak coupling in the
theory and T the background temperature. The HTL resum-
mation induces a temperature-dependent mass, which works
as an effective regulator to remove the IR divergence. This
serves as the first motivation for soft-lepton resummation.

If we simply treat the resummation of leptons by inserting
the thermal masses with the modified dispersion relation p2 ∼
m̃2 into the propagator ℓi and the external state ℓj , we will
obtain an asymmetry of the Yα number density scaling like

nYα
− nȲα

∝ O(y′4)× m2
X

m̃2
j − m̃2

i

. (1)

Such scaling is generically expected from self-energy cuts in
conventional leptogenesis [5–8]. Here the asymmetry is gen-
erated at quartic order of Yukawa couplings, the vacuum mass
mX is introduced by dimensional arguments, and [36]

m̃2
i =

(
3

32
g22 +

1

32
g21 +

1

16
y2i

)
T 2 , (2)

denotes the squared thermal mass of lepton flavor i with gauge
couplings g2, g1 and the charged-lepton Yukawa coupling yi.
The difference in the denominator of Eq. (1) cancels the de-
pendence on gauge couplings, giving rise to a maximal en-
hancement 1/(y2µ − y2e) ≳ 4.4 × 107 at T ≲ mX . The en-
hancement mimics the mass degeneracy between two neutri-
nos or scalars in resonant leptogenesis [37, 38]. We will show
in this Letter that the enhancement is protected by a controlled
cancellation even after the thermal widths of leptons are in-
cluded in finite-temperature perturbation theory.

The evolution of the CP asymmetry generated from the left
diagram of Fig. 1 may be quantified by Boltzmann equations

with S-matrix amplitudes. However, since the CP asymme-
try is a thermal quantum-statistical effect, using the the semi-
classical Boltzmann equations can lead to inconsistent conclu-
sions. This can be inferred from the two-loop diagram in the
middle of Fig. 1, where decay on the left of Fig. 1 originates
from the red cutting line and t-channel scattering on the right
is induced by the blue cutting line. The scattering channel
inherited from the middle diagram contains both onshell and
offshell lepton propagation. The CP asymmetry from the on-
shell mode is essential to guarantee CPT invariance and uni-
tarity [5, 27]. This cancellation avoids the double-counting
issue which, in contrast, occurs in Boltzmann equations if
one only considers decay and inverse decay from the left dia-
gram [39].

For practical calculations, the optical theorem may be for-
mulated in finite-temperature field theory so that one can in-
sert proper Green’s functions in the left diagram to estimate
the forbidden CP asymmetry [21, 27, 29, 40–42]. Neverthe-
less, the optical theorem in finite-temperature field theory, also
known as thermal cutting/circling rules [43, 44], does not al-
ways provide simpler ways to calculate the CP asymmetry,
and these calculations could still miss the contribution from
onshell scattering that has a canceling effect on the decay-
induced CP asymmetry. An important feature in this respect
is that the out-of-equilibrium condition provided by the decay
product Yα is not sufficient to generate a nonzero forbidden
CP asymmetry, as will be shown below by using the 2-loop
diagram in the CTP formalism.

CP asymmetry in the CTP formalism— The resummation
of soft leptons discussed above is not only motivated by IR
divergence and the associated perturbation issue, but also the
built-in procedure in the CTP formalism. The collision rates
in the KB equation come from the functional derivative of the
two-particle-irreducible (2PI) effective action [16, 17], which
is formed by closed loops with full propagators. As shown in
Fig. 2, the resummation of leptons includes the 1PI diagrams
from flavor-conserving SM contributions and flavor-changing
NP corrections.

To proceed, let us consider for definiteness a simple
Yukawa interaction y′ij ℓ̄iϕ̃PRχj+h.c. added to the SM, where
ϕ̃ ≡ iσ2ϕ

∗ is a gauge SU(2)L scalar doublet and two fermion
flavors PRχj ≡ (1+γ5)χj/2 are attached. In the basis where
the charged-lepton Yukawa and χ-mass matrices are diago-
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FIG. 2. The 2PI effective action Γ2 at two-loop order in the CTP
formalism. The propagators in the closed loop are in their full forms.
In particular, the resummed lepton propagator includes 1PI diagrams
from the SM flavor-conserving gauge and Yukawa interactions, and
the NP flavor-violating Yukawa interactions. The self-energy ampli-
tudes of χ are obtained by opening the χ line, corresponding to the
functional derivative of Γ2: i/Σ

ab
χ = ab δΓ2/δ/S

ba
χ with thermal in-

dices a, b = ±.

nal, the Yukawa interactions above induce lepton flavor mix-
ing. To quantify the impacts of the forbidden CP asymme-
try in leptogenesis, we consider an example where the total
lepton number Ltot = LSM + Lχ is conserved or approxi-
mately conserved during the main epoch of leptogenesis. In
this example, leptogenesis is triggered via the B + LSM vi-
olating but B − LSM conserving sphaleron process, once an
asymmetry is generated and secluded in the χ sector that sat-
isfies B − LSM ≈ Lχ. This realization mimics the idea of
hiding lepton (or baryon) numbers in the dark sector, where
dark/secluded flavor effects can retain a net asymmetry from
lepton- (baryon-) number conserving processes [11, 45–48].

Consider the situation where χ1 is out of equilibrium while
χ2 keeps in thermal equilibrium with the SM plasma. The
equilibrium condition of χ2 indicates that no CP asymmetry
in χ2 will be generated, and the final baryon asymmetry is
determined by the unmixed KB equation of χ1 through the
relation [49]

YB ≡ nB − nB̄

s
≈ 0.35Yχ1 , (3)

where Yχ1 ≡ (nχ1 − nχ̄1)/s with s ≈ 46.83T 3 the SM en-
tropy density, and YB ≈ 8.75× 10−11 is the observed baryon
asymmetry in the universe [1].

In a spatially homogeneous background, the KB equation
of χ1 can be formally written as [50]

d(sYχ1
)

dt
= W + SCP , (4)

where W denotes the washout rate and SCP the CP-violating
source

SCP =
1

2

∫
d4p

(2π)4
Tr
[
i/Σ

>
χ1
i/S

<
χ1

− i/Σ
<
χ1
i/S

>
χ1

]
, (5)

with −i/Σ
>,<
χ1

the self-energy amplitudes of χ1, i/S
<,>
χ1

the
Wightman functions and Tr the Dirac trace. In full thermal
equilibrium, the Kubo–Martin–Schwinger (KMS) relations

hold: /Σ
>
χ1
(p) = −ep0/T /Σ

<
χ1
(p), /S

>
χ1
(p) = −ep0/T /S

<
χ1
(p),

such that the source term vanishes and no χ1 asymmetry will
be generated. The leading contribution to the washout rate W
is determined by the one-loop self-energy diagram of χ1 with-
out resummation, while the forbidden CP asymmetry of χ1

comes from the middle diagram of Fig. 1, with the resummed
lepton propagators and the inner loop shown in Fig. 2. The
calculation of SCP constitutes one of the main difficulties in
the KB equation, but we find that it can be greatly simpli-
fied after exploiting the integral symmetries and reasonable
approximations. The final result succinctly reads [50]

SCP =
Im(y′4)m4

ϕ

256π4(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )
I , (6)

where Im(y′4) ≡ Im[y′i1y
′∗
j1y
′∗
i2y
′
j2] and i ̸= j are summed

over three lepton flavors. I represents the statistic nature of
the forbidden CP asymmetry:

I =

∫ ∞
0

dpℓ
pℓ

∫ ∞
pℓ+m2

ϕ/(4pℓ)

dEϕ

∫ ∞
pℓ+m2

ϕ/(4pℓ)

dE′ϕ

× f eq
ϕ (Eϕ)δfϕ(E

′
ϕ)
[
f eq
χ2
(E′ϕ − pℓ) + f eq

ℓ (pℓ)− 1
]
, (7)

where δfϕ ≡ fϕ − f eq
ϕ , E(′)

ϕ is the scalar energy in the outer
(inner) loop, and we used the thermal distribution functions
for χ2, ℓ.

From Eq. (7), we can infer the underlying nature of the for-
bidden CP asymmetry from the dependence of δfϕ(E′ϕ): the
generation rate of forbidden CP asymmetries must be scaled
with the distribution functions of the inner loop particles. This
is understood if we omit the statistics of ϕ in the inner loop:
f
(eq)
ϕ (E′ϕ) = 0, which gives rise to SCP = 0. Thus, we quan-

titatively confirm the expectation outlined at the beginning of
this Letter that the probability of the forbidden CP asymmetry
is proportional to distribution functions of the inner onshell
particles. Note that SCP exhibits a scaling similar to Eq. (1),
and the complex Yukawa couplings at quartic order provide
the necessary CP-violating phase.

Using Eq. (2), we can estimate the CP-violating source
at T ≃ mϕ as SCP ∝ Im(y′4)/(y2j − y2i ), where the
flavor-universal gauge couplings are canceled and the sur-
vived charged-lepton Yukawa couplings cause an enhance-
ment. Note that thermal widths of leptons are not included
in Eq. (6). Actually, the quasiparticle nature of a thermal
lepton flavor i not only has a flavor-dependent pole: p20 −
|p⃗|2 ≈ 2m̃2

i [36, 51, 52], but also predicts a thermal width
at O(g4) [50]. Since g4 ≫ y2i for all lepton flavors, inserting
the width to the denominator of Eq. (6) seems to reduce the
strong resonance.

However, the insertion is not a consistent treatment under
finite-temperature perturbation theory. The underlying rea-
son is that the leading thermal widths are at the same order
in gauge couplings for all lepton flavors, which dictates that
the thermal widths at a given order should be kept or ne-
glected universally for all leptons. A demonstration is pre-
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sented in [50] with the Cauchy’s residue theorem. Here we
consider a simpler way to see this. The scaling 1/(y2j − y2i )

comes from the product SR
i × S<

j in SCP, with SR
i , S<

j the
resummed retarded propagator and the Wightman function

SR
i ∝ 1

Re∆i + iIm∆i
, S<

j ∝ Im∆j

(Re∆j)2 + (Im∆j)2
. (8)

The real part Re∆ determines the modified dispersion relation
while the imaginary part Im∆ represents a finite width. At the
pole p2 ≈ 2m̃2

j , the leading-order dependence of both Im∆i

and Im∆j on the flavor-universal gauge couplings is at O(g4),
so that SR

i (p)×S<
j (p) ∝ (m̃2

j − m̃2
i )
−1× δ(p2−2m̃2

j ) holds
up to O(g2). This is different from vacuum mass degeneracy
invoked in resonant leptogenesis, where two neutrino/scalar
flavors having vacuum mass degeneracy do not have guaran-
teed decay widths at the same order of couplings. Going to
O(g4), we may write S<

j (p) ∝ δ[p2 − 2m̃2
j − g4q1 − ig4q2],

with q1,2 the functions of momentum and temperature [50]. It
is straightforward to check SR

i (p)×S<
j (p) ∝ (m̃2

j−m̃2
i )
−1×

δ(p2 − 2m̃2
j − g4q1 − ig4q2), where the O(g4) terms from

SR
i and S<

j cancel in the denominator. We can further go to
higher orders of gauge couplings and repeat the above pertur-
bation analysis. Generically, all the flavor-universal terms will
be canceled in the product SR

i × S<
j , leaving g2y2i and g2y2j

as the next-to-leading-order flavor-dependent terms in the de-
nominator of Eq. (6).

To proceed with the numerical computation of Eq. (4), we
will work in the weak washout regime, where χ1 is not ini-
tially present in the SM plasma and W can be neglected. The
weak washout regime can be characterized by the ratio of the
decay width to Hubble expansion rate Rw ≡ Γϕ→ℓ+χ1

/H
evaluated at T = mϕ. Numerically, we apply [6]

Rw =
y′21 m∗Pl

16πmϕ
≲ 1 , (9)

where y′2j ≡ ∑
i |y′ij |2, and m∗Pl ≈ 7.11 × 1017 GeV is a

reduced Planck mass. In this regime, Eq. (4) reduces to

∂Yχ1

∂T
= − SCP

sHT
, (10)

after the replacement d/dt → ∂/∂t + 3HsYχ1
. The source

term depends on the scalar distribution function fϕ that should
be solved first. To this aim, we use a Yukawa coupling
y′2 = 0.05 to simplify the scalar evolution via ϕ ⇋ ℓ + χ2,
which indicates that the decay/inverse decay will dominate the
gauge-scalar scattering at the leptogenesis epoch. The leading
scalar KB equation gives [50]

dfϕ
dt

= −δfϕ
|y′2|2m2

ϕT

8πEϕpϕ
ln

(
cosh p1
cosh p2

)
, (11)

where d/dt = ∂/∂t − Hpϕ∂/∂pϕ, p1,2 = (Eϕ ± pϕ)/(4T )
and pϕ ≡ |p⃗ϕ|. Substituting the solution fϕ into SCP with
an initial condition fϕ = f eq

ϕ set at z0 ≡ mϕ/T0 = 10−5,
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FIG. 3. The secluded χ1 asymmetry with the maximally resonant en-
hancement: SCP(j = 2, i = 1) and Im[y′

11y
′∗
21y

′∗
12y

′
22] ≈ −y′2

1 y′2
2 .

The horizontal line corresponds to the observed baryon asymmetry
that would be created via the secluded flavor effect.

we show in Fig. 3 the evolution of Yχ1
, with the maximal

enhancement from the muon flavor, i.e., SCP(j = 2, i = 1)
and a maximal CP-violating Yukawa combination: Im(y′4) =
−y′21 y′22 .

We see from Fig. 3 that the scalar as low as 3.5 TeV is feasi-
ble to generate the baryon asymmetry via the secluded flavor
effect (3). Fixing Rw = 1, a heavier scalar ϕ will enhance the
prefactor of Eq. (6) and hence the secluded asymmetry Yχ1

.
Fixing mϕ, Yχ1

will increase as Rw goes to higher values. For
Rw ≫ 1, however, leptogenesis will enter the strong washout
regime, where fχ1 , fχ̄1 and W cannot be neglected. In this
regime, we expect that the resonant forbidden CP asymmetry
still works with a larger Yukawa coupling y′1, depending on
the competition between W and SCP.

Working regimes.— The resonant enhancement relies on
the lepton thermal mass given by Eq. (2), which assumes
all charged-lepton Yukawa interactions are in thermal equi-
librium. Particularly, the maximal enhancement requires the
muon Yukawa interaction should be stronger than the Hubble
expansion rate, which occurs at T < 109 GeV. Therefore, the
resonant forbidden CP asymmetry favors low-scale leptogen-
esis.

In deriving Eq. (6), we did not include the NP contribution
to m̃2. This is reasonable since Eq. (2) is derived with thermal
and massless SM particles, while including the ϕ-χ2 coupling
in Eq. (2) depends on the nonthermal scalar distribution fϕ
and introduce an exponential scaling e−mϕ/T . As leptogene-
sis culminates at T < mϕ, the NP contribution to m̃2 would
be exponentially suppressed. Note that if the NP contribution
happens to be comparable to the yi term, we can infer from
Eq. (6) that Yχ1 ∝ O(y′2) instead of the more conventional
situation Yχ1

∝ O(y′4). This is an interesting possibility but
it requires solving the time evolution of m̃2 due to the fϕ de-
pendence.

The exemplary scalar has gauge interaction, e.g., via con-
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tact scattering with SU(2)L gauge bosons W i
µ: ϕ + ϕ† ⇋

W i
µ+Wµi. The scalar via such gauge interaction must freeze

out before sphaleron decoupling at Tsph ≈ 132 GeV [53].
Otherwise the scalar would still be in thermal equilibrium and
Eq. (6) would vanish. Given that the weak interaction typi-
cally implies a freeze-out temperature Tfo ≈ mϕ/25 [54], we
obtain a lower mass bound on the nonthermal scalar through
Tfo > Tsph, leading to

mϕ ≳ 3.3 TeV . (12)

Note that, however, the scalar doublet being in thermal equi-
librium can still work to generate a nonzero forbidden CP
asymmetry if the nonthermal condition comes from χ2 [50].
Besides, the exemplary scalar decay shown in this Letter can
also be switched to χ1 decay if mχ1

> mϕ. For both cases,
Eq. (12) does not apply. Therefore, low-scale leptogenesis
from the forbidden CP asymmetry allows a decaying ϕ at the
electroweak scale and much lighter fermion products χ, mak-
ing production attainable from low-energy experiments such
as LHC and future Higgs factories. The present example also
demonstrates that mixing from scalars is not necessary to in-
duce CP asymmetry in scalar decay. Therefore, it allows min-
imal model buildings, e.g., in Dirac leptogenesis [11, 12] and
seesaw type-II leptogenesis [10].

The main results in this Letter exploit the maximal role of
resummed leptons in generating CP asymmetries, but we do
not intend to specify ϕ, χ. Actually, the mechanism works
for a wide class of particles ϕ, χ. For example, the particle
set (ϕ, χ) may be identified as (scalar triplet, SM charged lep-
tons) or (scalar doublet, sterile neutrinos). (ϕ, χ) could also be
specified as dark matter candidates, thereby featuring a novel
cogenesis mechanism for dark matter and the BAU.

When (ϕ, χ) is identified as the SM Higgs and Majorana
neutrinos, it reduces to the prototype of the canonical type-I

seesaw leptogenesis [2–4]. The contribution from the resonant
forbidden CP asymmetry may be noticeable in low-scale type-
I leptogenesis, but the χ1 asymmetry computed here cannot be
directly applied if the lepton number is violently broken in the
leptogenesis epoch. In this case, one should build upon the
mixed KB kinetic equations, which goes beyond the unmixed
KB equation used in this Letter but deserves full considera-
tions.

Nevertheless, the resonantly enhanced χ1 asymmetry is
valid if the lepton-number breaking effect is negligible at the
leptogenesis epoch, which is the case for pseudo-Dirac neutri-
nos [55] in low-scale seesaw frameworks [56–60], or for rel-
ativistic Majorana neutrinos having approximately conserved
helicity numbers at leptogenesis temperatures [45, 61]. In par-
ticular, the BAU can be generated by SM Higgs decay to GeV-
scale Majorana neutrinos. It was pointed out that a minimal
neutrino mass degeneracy at level of 10−5 is needed to en-
hance the CP asymmetry in SM Higgs decay [29]. However,
the thermal mass degeneracy from resummed leptons implies
that an enhancement larger than 105 is feasible without neu-
trino mass degeneracy.

In conclusion, SM leptons at high temperatures can give
rise to a large plasma-induced (forbidden in vacuum) CP
asymmetry, which will work as an irreducible contribution
to low-scale leptogenesis. The resonant forbidden CP asym-
metry also provides a new mechanism for leptogenesis where
vacuum cuts or vacuum mass degeneracy are absent in the NP
sector, allowing minimal and testable model exploitation.
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Resonant Forbidden CP Asymmetry from Soft Leptons

Shinya Kanemura and Shao-Ping Li

Appendix A: CTP formalism and HTL resummation

In the Closed-Timed-Path (CTP) formalism, free propagators in a spatially homogeneous and close-to-equilibrium plasma can
be formulated by

i/S
+−

(p) ≡ i/S
<
(p) = −2πδ(p2 −m2)(/p+m)

[
θ(p0)f(p0)− θ(−p0)(1− f̄(−p0))

]
, (A1)

i/S
−+

(p) ≡ i/S
>
(p) = −2πδ(p2 −m2)(/p+m)

[
−θ(p0)(1− f(p0) + θ(−p0)f̄(−p0)

]
, (A2)

i/S
++

(p) ≡ i/S
T
(p) =

i(/p+m)

p2 −m2 + iϵ
− 2πδ(p2 −m2)(/p+m)

[
θ(p0)f(p0) + θ(−p0)f̄(−p0)

]
, (A3)

i/S
−−

(p) ≡ i/S
T̄
(p) = − i(/p+m)

p2 −m2 − iϵ
− 2πδ(p2 −m2)(/p+m)

[
θ(p0)f(p0) + θ(−p0)f̄(−p0)

]
, (A4)

for massive Dirac fermions, and

iG+−(p) ≡ iG<(p) = 2πδ(p2 −m2)
[
θ(p0)f(p0) + θ(−p0)(1 + f̄(−p0))

]
, (A5)

iG−+(p) ≡ iG>(p) = 2πδ(p2 −m2)
[
θ(p0)(1 + f(p0)) + θ(−p0)f̄(−p0)

]
, (A6)

iG++(p) ≡ iGT (p) =
i

p2 −m2 + iϵ
+ 2πδ(p2 −m2)

[
θ(p0)f(p0) + θ(−p0)f̄(−p0)

]
, (A7)

iG−−(p) ≡ iGT̄ (p) = − i

p2 −m2 − iϵ
+ 2πδ(p2 −m2)

[
θ(p0)f(p0) + θ(−p0)f̄(−p0)

]
, (A8)

for massive scalars. Here, ± denote the thermal indices, ≶ represent the Wightman functions and T (T̄ ) the (anti) time-ordered
propagators. f, f̄ are the distribution functions of particles and antiparticles with f̄(p0) = 1 − f(−p0) for fermions and
f̄(p0) = −1 − f(−p0) for scalars [30, 31]. Note that for SM lepton doublets being left-handed and massless, we should insert
the chirality projection operators PL,R ≡ (1∓ γ5)/2 into /S

ab via (/p+m) → PL/pPR. In thermal equilibrium, we have

f(p0) = f̄(p0) =
1

ep0/T ± 1
(A9)

for fermions (+) and bosons (−). Besides, the Kubo–Martin–Schwinger (KMS) relations hold /S
>
(p) = −ep0/T /S

<
, G>(p) =

ep0/TG<(p).
The resummed scalar propagator concerned in this Letter can be described by adding the thermal mass effect to the vacuum

mass, which is nevertheless subdominant. For SM singlets χ1,2, the thermal mass effects arise from the small Yukawa couplings
y′ and we also treat them as subdominant thermal corrections to vacuum masses. To derive the resummed lepton propagators, we
use the approximation that leptons are in thermal equilibrium during the leptogenesis epoch. The resummed Wightman functions
are written as1

/S
<
(p) = −f(p0)

(
/S
R − /S

A
)
, (A10)

/S
>
(p) = [1− f(p0)]

(
/S
R − /S

A
)
, (A11)

1 We will use the same symbol for free and resummed propagators.
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FIG. 4. Contributions to thermal widths of leptons from gauge interactions, where Aµ = Wµ, Bµ denote gauge SU(2)L and U(1)Y bosons
and ± the thermal indices.

where /S
R and /S

A are the resummed retarded and advanced propagators satisfying

/S
T − /S

T̄
= /S

R
+ /S

A
, /S

> − /S
<
= /S

R − /S
A
. (A12)

The resummed retarded propagator is generally written as [36, 52]

/S
R
(p) = PL

(1 + a)/p+ b/u

[(1 + a)p0 + b]
2 − [(1 + a)|p⃗|]2

PR (A13)

≡
∑
±

1

Re∆± + iIm∆±
P± , (A14)

where uµ is the four-velocity of the plasma normalized by uµu
µ = 1 with uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) in the rest frame. Note that we

have omitted the isign(p0)ϵ prescription for resummed propagators. The modified dispersion relation and thermal width are
determined by the real and imaginary parts, respectively:

Re∆±(p) ≡ (1 + Rea)(p0 ± |p⃗|) + Reb , (A15)

Im∆±(p) ≡ Ima(p0 ± |p⃗|) + Imb , (A16)

and P± denotes the decomposition of helicity eigenstates [62]

P± ≡ PL
γ0 ± e⃗p · γ⃗

2
PR , (A17)

with e⃗p ≡ p⃗/|p⃗|. The resummed advanced propagator can be obtained via a, b → a∗, b∗, giving rise to

/S
R − /S

A
=
∑
±

−2iIm∆±
(Re∆±)2 + (Im∆±)2

P± . (A18)

The real coefficients Rea,Reb are well known in the HTL approximation [36, 52]

Reai =
m̃2

i

|p⃗|2
[
1 +

p0
2|p⃗| ln

(
p0 − |p⃗|
p0 + |p⃗|

)]
, (A19)

Rebi = −m̃2
i

|p⃗|

[
p0
|p⃗| −

1

2

(
1− p20

|p⃗|2
)
ln

(
p0 − |p⃗|
p0 + |p⃗|

)]
, (A20)

with the properties Reai(p0) = Reai(−p0),Rebi(p0) = −Rebi(−p0), and the thermal masses of leptons:

m̃2
i =

(
3

32
g22 +

1

32
g21 +

1

16
y2i

)
T 2 . (A21)

In the zero-width approximation, Im∆± → 0, the pole of both /S
R and /S

R − /S
A (hence /S

<,>) is determined by Re∆± = 0,
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which gives

p0 = ∓
[
|p⃗|+ m̃2

|p⃗| − m̃4

2|p⃗|3 log

(
2|p⃗|2
m̃2

)
+O(m̃6)

]
. (A22)

At O(m̃2), the dispersion relations can be well approximated by two modes: p20 − |p⃗|2 ≈ 0 and p20 − |p⃗|2 ≈ 2m̃2 [51, 52, 63].
The first mode is flavor blind and will not give rise to the forbidden CP asymmetry that is lepton-flavor dependent. Neglecting
O(g4) contributions to the pole, we would arrive at the onshell propagation from the second mode:

i/S
R
i (p)

∣∣∣
onshell

≈ πsign(p0)δ(p2 − 2m̃2
i )PL/pPR , (A23)

i/S
<
i (p)

∣∣∣
onshell

≈ −2πsign(p0)f(p0)δ(p2 − 2m̃2
i )PL/pPR , (A24)

i/S
>
i (p)

∣∣∣
onshell

≈ 2πsign(p0) [1− f(p0)] δ(p
2 − 2m̃2

i )PL/pPR , (A25)

where the resummed Wightman functions have the same form as in the free case.
To see the consequence of including Im∆± at higher orders of gauge couplings, which is important to check the stability of the

resonant forbidden CP asymmetry, we next go beyond the zero-width approximation by including the finite width from Im∆±
perturbatively. To this aim, we first calculate the imaginary coefficients Ima, Imb. Consider the leading-order contribution from
the gauge 1PI diagrams shown in Fig. 4. The imaginary part of the retarded amplitude for the SM leptons can be calculated via

ImΣR = − i

2

(
Σ> − Σ<

)
, (A26)

and the imaginary coefficients Ima, Imb read

Ima =
1

2|p⃗|2
(
Tr[/pImΣR(p)]− p0Tr[/uImΣR(p)]

)
, (A27)

Imb = − 1

2|p⃗|2
(
p0Tr[/pImΣR(p)]− p2Tr[/uImΣR(p)]

)
. (A28)

A straightforward calculation of Fig. 4 at Re∆± = 0 gives

Im∆± = κg2
m̃2

|p⃗| , (A29)

where g2 ≡ 3g22 + g21 includes the contributions from SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge bosons, and for simplicity we have taken
T = |p⃗| to turn the loop integration into a numerical coefficient κ ≈ 4× 10−3. We see that the leading dependence of Im∆± on
gauge couplings is at O(g4), which is indeed a higher-order effect for Eqs. (A23)-(A25).

As will be shown in Appendix C, the product SR
i ×S<

j contributes to the resonance. Besides, the kinetics shown in Appendix C
selects one of the poles from Eq. (A22), so only the P+ ×P+ or P−×P− component in the product SR

i ×S<
j will contribute to

the resonance. Here, the unslashed propagators denote the c-numbers from the slashed propagators, e.g., the P+ component of
SR is defined as: [SR]+ ≡ 1/(Re∆+ + iIm∆+). Let us consider the P+ ×P+ component at O(g2), though the analysis for the
P− × P− component is essentially the same. Using Eq. (A24) and (A14), and factoring out the distribution functions, we arrive
at [

SR
i (p)× S<

j (p)
]
++

= 2πi
δ(Re∆+j)

Re∆+i
= 2πi

|p⃗|
m̃2

i − m̃2
j

δ(p0 + ωj) , (A30)

where ωj = (|p⃗|2 + 2m̃2
j )

1/2 corresponds to the pole given in Eq. (A22) up to O(g2). Equation (A30) demonstrates the origin
of the resonant enhancement at O(g2).

When including Im∆± at O(g4), we can analyze the resonance by using the Cauchy’s residue theorem. The P+ × P+
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component of the SR
i × S<

j product now has a pole from [S<
j ]+:

p0 = −
[
|p⃗|+

m̃2
j

p
−

m̃4
j

2|p⃗|3 log

(
2|p⃗|2
m̃2

j

)
+ iκg2

m̃2
j

|p⃗|

]
. (A31)

Choosing the lower half-plane contour that encloses the above pole would give rise to

[
SR
i (p)× S<

j (p)
]
++

∮
c−→ 2πi

|p⃗|
m̃2

i − m̃2
j + iκg2(m̃2

i − m̃2
j )

. (A32)

Here
∮
c−→ indicates that the right-hand side is the result that would be obtained after performing the contour integration, with a

factor of −2πi from the residue theorem. We see that the next-to-leading-order contribution beyond m̃2
i − m̃2

j is κg2(m̃2
i − m̃2

j ),
which is at O(g2y2). Given κg2(m̃2

i − m̃2
j ) ≪ m̃2

i − m̃2
j , the result shown in Eq. (A32) will approximately reduce to that in

Eq. (A30) after the full momentum integration. Therefore, including the O(g4) contribution both in the dispersion relation and
thermal width will not destroy the resonance, since the dependence on the flavor-universal gauge couplings is canceled. In fact,
going to O(gn>4), one can repeat the above perturbative analysis, and the gauge-coupling dependence will be canceled in the
denominator order by order, leaving terms involving the mixed couplings gayb with a+ b = n.

Note that there is another pole in the P+ ×P+ component of SR
i × S<

j , which comes from [SR
i ]+. However, the contribution

from this pole does not exhibit a resonance enhanced by O(y−2). One can check this by applying the residue theorem with the
pole of [SR

i ]+, which is given by Eq. (A31) with the replacement m̃j → m̃i.
The above derivation shows that we should take the thermal widths of lepton flavors in a way consistent with the HTL

perturbative expansion. Using the zero-width approximation for the Wightman functions but inserting the thermal width in the
retarded propagator is not a consistent treatment, since the former is not valid when keeping the O(g4) terms. The identical
dependence on gauge couplings of different lepton flavors ensures that the resonance from 1/(m̃2

i − m̃2
j ) is stable under higher-

order gauge corrections to lepton dispersion relations and thermal widths.

Appendix B: Kadanoff-Baym equations

The KB equation (4) is derived from the full kinetic equation, which in Wigner space is given by [30]

(/p+
i

2
/∂x −mχ1

e−i
←−
∂x·∂p/2)/S

<,>
χ1

− e−i⋄/2{/Σh}{/S
<,>
χ1

} − e−i⋄/2{/Σ<,>
χ1

}{/Sh} = Cχ1
, (B1)

where ∂x ≡ ∂/∂x, ∂p ≡ ∂/∂p are the spacetime and 4-momentum derivatives, and the symbol ⋄ denotes the so-called diamond
operator with ⋄{A}{B} = (∂xA)(∂pB)− (∂pA)(∂xB). The propagator /Sh and the self-energy amplitude /Σh can be written in
terms of time and anti-time ordered quantities:

/Sh ≡ 1

2
(/S

T
χ1

− /S
T̄
χ1
) , /Σh ≡ 1

2
(/Σ

T
χ1

− /Σ
T̄
χ1
) . (B2)

Cχ1
is the collision term accounting for gain and loss rates of χ1:

Cχ1 =
1

2
e−i⋄/2

(
{/Σ>

χ1
}{/S<

χ1
} − {/Σ<

χ1
}{S>

χ1
}
)
. (B3)

At zeroth order of gradient expansion: e−i⋄/2 ≈ 1, the kinetic equation with a constant mass reduces to

(/p+
i

2
/∂x − m̃χ1)/S

<,>
χ1

− /Σ
<,>
χ1

× /Sh =
1

2

(
/Σ
>
χ1

× /S
<
χ1

− /Σ
<
χ1

× /S
>
χ1

)
, (B4)

where m̃χ1
≡ mχ1

+ /Σh includes vacuum and finite-temperature self-energy corrections to the dispersion relation of χ1. In the
KB ansatz followed by the onshell quasiparticle approximation, we have (/p− m̃χ1)/S

<,>
χ1

= /Σ
<,>
χ1

× /Sh ≈ 0. Therefore, the KB
kinetic equation reduces to

γ0 d

dt
(i/S

<,>
χ1

) = (−i/Σ
>
χ1
)(i/S

<
χ1
)− (−i/Σ

<
χ1
)(i/S

>
χ1
) , (B5)
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where −i attached to /Σ
<,> highlights the convention for self-energy amplitudes. Using Eqs. (A1)-(A2) for /S

<,>
χ1

, taking the
Dirac trace on both sides of the above equation, and integrating over d4pχ1

/(2π)4, we will arrive at Eq. (4).
Note that the KB ansatz with the quasiparticle approximation is consistent with the pole equation [17, 30]

(/p+
i

2
/∂x −mχ1

e−i
←−
∂x·∂p/2)/S

r,a
χ1

− e−i⋄/2{/Σr,a
χ1

}{/Sr,a
χ1

} = 1 , (B6)

where

/S
r,a
χ1

=
1

2

[
/S
T
χ1

− /S
T̄
χ1

±
(
/S
>
χ1

− /S
<
χ1

)]
= /Sh ± 1

2

(
/S
>
χ1

− /S
<
χ1

)
, (B7)

/Σ
r,a
χ1

=
1

2

[
/Σ
T
χ1

− /Σ
T̄
χ1

±
(
/Σ
>
χ1

− /Σ
<
)]

= /Σh ± 1

2

(
/Σ
>
χ1

− /Σ
<
χ1

)
. (B8)

To check this, we take the difference /S
r − /S

a via Eq. (B6) in the onshell limit: /Sh = 0, which at zeroth order of gradient
expansion gives rise to

(/p+
i

2
/∂x − m̃χ1

)(/S
>
χ1

− /S
<
χ1
) = 0 . (B9)

Further using the onshell limit (/p− m̃χ1
)/S

<,>
χ1

= 0, we see that /∂x/S
>
χ1

= /∂x/S
<
χ1

, which is consistent with Eq. (B5).
The full KB equation for scalar ϕ reads [30]

e−i⋄/2{p2 − m̃2
ϕ}{G<,>

ϕ } − e−i⋄/2{Π<,>
ϕ }{Gh} =

1

2
e−i⋄/2

(
{Π>

ϕ }{G<
ϕ } − {Π<

ϕ }{G>
ϕ }
)
, (B10)

where m̃2
ϕ ≡ m2

ϕ +Πh with

Πh ≡ 1

2
(ΠT

ϕ −ΠT̄
ϕ ) , Gh =

1

2
(GT

ϕ −GT̄
ϕ ) . (B11)

Similar to the fermion case, we have (p2− m̃2
ϕ)G

<,>
ϕ = Π<,>

ϕ ×Gh ≈ 0 in the onshell limit. Then expanding the gradient up to
first order and neglecting the spacetime/4-momentum derivatives of loop amplitudes, we arrive at the Boltzmann equation given
by Eq. (11), with the decay and inverse decay rates equivalent to what would be derived from the S-matrix formalism.

Note that the onshell approximation (p2− m̃2
ϕ)G

<,>
ϕ ≈ 0 is equivalent to Π<,>

ϕ ×Gh ≈ 0 at zeroth order. To see this, we can
derive the Hermitian part of Eq. (B10),

ei⋄/2{p2 − m̃2
ϕ}{G<,>

ϕ } − ei⋄/2{Π<,>
ϕ }{Gh} = −1

2
ei⋄/2

(
{Π>

ϕ }{G<
ϕ } − {Π<

ϕ }{G>
ϕ }
)
, (B12)

where we have used the Hermitian conditions (iG<,>
ϕ )† = iG<,>

ϕ , (iΠ<,>
ϕ )† = iΠ<,>

ϕ and G†h = Gh. Then taking the sum of
Eq. (B10) and Eq. (B12) and expanding to the first-order gradient, we arrive at the so-called constraint equation:

(p2 − m̃2
ϕ)G

<,>
ϕ +

i

4
⋄
(
{Π>

ϕ }{G<
ϕ } − {Π<

ϕ }{G>
ϕ }
)
= Π<,>

ϕ ×Gh . (B13)

Therefore, the onshell limit (p2 − m̃2
ϕ)G

<,>
ϕ = 0 indicates Π<,>

ϕ × Gh = 0 at zeroth order. Alternatively, the dissipative term
Π<,>

ϕ ×Gh is of the same order as the spacetime/4-momentum derivatives of loop amplitudes in the onshell limit, such that the
kinetic equation for the scalar distribution function will reduce to the Boltzmann equation.

Appendix C: CP-violating source

The discussion in Appendix A demonstrated that the thermal widths of resummed leptons are smaller than the thermal mass
effects near the quasiparticle pole, and the resonance due to the thermal mass difference is insensitive to higher-order gauge
coupling corrections. Given this, we will calculate the CP-violating source by neglecting contributions from O(g4).

The self-energy diagram of χ1 that contributes to the forbidden CP asymmetry is shown in Fig. 5, with the following ampli-
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φ

φℓi ℓj

χ2

χ1 χ1± ∓

a b

FIG. 5. The two-loop self-energy diagram of χ1 contributing to the forbidden CP asymmetry. The outer vertices are fixed (from left to right)
by +− and −+ while the inner vertices a, b are summed over thermal indices ±. The arrows for the scalar propagators denote the momentum
flow, and the fermion arrows align with the momentum flow. Qualitatively, the red cutting line induces scattering processes mediated by
leptons, and the blue cutting line corresponds to scalar decay and inverse decay if mϕ > mχ1 ,mχ2 .

tudes

i/Σ
<
χ1
(p) = 2y′i1y

′∗
j1

∫
d4pℓ
(2π)4

d4pϕ
(2π)4

(2π)4δ4(p − pℓ + pϕ)PLi/S
<
ℓijPRiG

>
ϕ , (C1)

i/Σ
>
χ1
(p) = 2y′i1y

′∗
j1

∫
d4pℓ
(2π)4

d4pϕ
(2π)4

(2π)4δ4(p − pℓ + pϕ)PLi/S
>
ℓijPRiG

<
ϕ , (C2)

where p denotes the χ1 momentum. We have used the convention −iΣ for the loop amplitudes, and the factor of 2 comes from
the gauge SU(2)L degeneracy. It is worth mentioning that since the KB equation is derived by the 2PI effective action, where

i/Σ
ab

= ab
δΓ2

δ/S
ba

, (C3)

the minus sign from the Feynman rule of the negative thermal vertex is compensated by the factor ab from the above functional
derivative. Therefore, when we use Feynman rules to write down the amplitudes i/Σ

<,> on the right-hand side of the KB
equation, there is no minus sign from the negative thermal vertex, but amplitudes from the inner loop do carry such minus signs.
Under this convention, the Schwinger-Dyson equation indicates

/S
T
+ /S

T̄
= /S

<
+ /S

>
, /Σ

T
+ /Σ

T̄
= /Σ

<
+ /Σ

>
, (C4)

which will be used to simplify the collision rates in the KB equation.
In Eqs. (C1)-(C2), i/S<

ℓij denotes the resummed lepton propagators. Summing over the thermal indices ± for a, b in Fig. 5, we
can write

i/S
<
ℓij = (i/S

R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

T
ℓij )(i/S

<
ℓj ) + (i/S

R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

<
ℓij )(i/S

R
ℓj ) + (i/S

<
ℓi)(−i/Σ

<
ℓij )(i/S

R
ℓj )

− (i/S
R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

<
ℓij )(i/S

>
ℓj )− (i/S

<
ℓi)(−i/Σ

T̄
ℓij )(i/S

R
ℓj ) , (C5)

i/S
>
ℓij = (i/S

>
ℓi)(−i/Σ

T
ℓij )(i/S

R
ℓj ) + (i/S

R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

>
ℓij )(i/S

R
ℓj ) + (i/S

R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

>
ℓij )(i/S

<
ℓj )

− (i/S
>
ℓi)(−i/Σ

>
ℓij )(i/S

R
ℓj )− (i/S

R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

T̄
ℓij )(i/S

>
ℓj ) , (C6)

where Eqs. (A12) and (C4) have been used and the minus sign from thermal index a or b being of the negative type has been
included. In addition, we have applied Eqs. (A24)-(A25) such that iS<

ℓi
(p)× iS>

ℓj
(p) ∝ δ(p2 − 2m̃2

i )δ(p
2 − 2m̃2

j ) = 0. Given
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/S
>
ℓij ∝ y′∗i2y

′
j2, we play the trick of interchanging dummy indices i, j, so that Eq. (C2) becomes

i/Σ
>
χ1
(p) = 2(y′i1y

′∗
j1y
′∗
i2y
′
j2)
∗
∫

d4pℓ
(2π)4

d4pϕ
(2π)4

(2π)4δ4(p − pℓ + pϕ)PLi/̃S
>

ℓjiPRiG
<
ϕ , (C7)

where the Yukawa couplings are factored out from −i/Σℓij ≡ y′∗i2y
′
j2 × (−i/Σℓ), with

i/S
>
ℓji = (i/S

R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

T
ℓ )(i/S

>
ℓj ) + (i/S

R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

>
ℓ )(i/S

R
ℓj ) + (i/S

<
ℓi)(−i/Σ

>
ℓ )(i/S

R
ℓj )

− (i/S
R
ℓi)(−i/Σ

>
ℓ )(i/S

>
ℓj )− (i/S

>
ℓi)(−i/Σ

T̄
ℓ )(i/S

R
ℓj ) . (C8)

Note that we have used the following relations:

(i/S
R
ℓi)(−i/Σℓ)(i/S

<,>
ℓj ) = (i/S

<,>
ℓj )(−i/Σℓ)(i/S

R
ℓi) , (C9)

(i/S
R
ℓi)(−i/Σℓ)(i/S

R
ℓj ) = (i/S

R
ℓj )(−i/Σℓ)(i/S

R
ℓi) , (C10)

since the resummed retarded propagator and Wightman functions depend on the same helicity operator P±.
In the weak washout regime where the distribution functions of χ1, χ̄1 can be neglected, we can write down the CP-violating

source SCP from Eq. (B5) as

SCP(p) =
1

2

∫
d4p

(2π)4
(2π)δ(p2 −m2

χ1
)Tr[ /K/p] , (C11)

where /K is defined as /K(p) ≡ θ(−p0)i/Σ
>
χ1

− θ(p0)i/Σ
<
χ1

and is given by

/K(p) = −2

∫
d4pℓ
(2π)4

d4pϕ
(2π)4

(2π)4δ4(p − pℓ + pϕ)

5∑
i=1

Ii , (C12)

with the five Ii functions from the difference of Eq. (C8) and (C5):

I1 = i/S
R
ℓi

[
Y ∗4 θ(−p0)e

pℓ0/T iG<
ϕ (−i/Σ

T
ℓ ) + Y4θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−i/Σ

T
ℓ )
]
i/S

<
ℓj , (C13)

I2 = −i/S
R
ℓi

[
Y ∗4 θ(−p0)iG

<
ϕ (−i/Σ

>
ℓ )− Y4θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−i/Σ

<
ℓ )
]
i/S

R
ℓj , (C14)

I3 = −i/S
<
ℓi

[
Y ∗4 θ(−p0)iG

<
ϕ (−i/Σ

>
ℓ )− Y4θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−i/Σ

<
ℓ )
]
i/S

R
ℓj , (C15)

I4 = −i/S
R
ℓi

[
Y ∗4 θ(−p0)e

pℓ0/T iG<
ϕ (−i/Σ

>
ℓ )− Y4θ(p0)e

pℓ0/T iG>
ϕ (−i/Σ

<
ℓ )
]
i/S

<
ℓj , (C16)

I5 = −i/S
<
ℓi

[
Y ∗4 θ(−p0)e

pℓ0/T iG<
ϕ (−i/Σ

T̄
ℓ ) + Y4θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−i/Σ

T̄
ℓ )
]
i/S

R
ℓj . (C17)

Note that in Eq. (C11), mχ2
will not contribute in the Dirac trace since there is no chirality flip in the inner loop of Fig. 5.

Besides, Tr[ /Kmχ1 ] = 0 since /K contains an odd number of Dirac γ-matrices. The factor of epℓ0/T in I1, I4, I5 arises from the
KMS relation /S

>
ℓ (p) = −ep0/T /S

<
ℓ (p), and we have defined

Y4 ≡ y′i1y
′∗
j1y
′∗
i2y
′
j2 . (C18)

I3 and I5 can be rewritten as a product of iSR
ℓi
× iS<

ℓj
similar to I1 and I4. To this end, we interchange the dummy indices i, j

and use Y4(i ⇋ j) = Y ∗4 as well as Eq. (C9), resulting in

I3 = −i/S
R
ℓi

[
Y4θ(−p0)iG

<
ϕ (−i/Σ

>
ℓ )− Y ∗4 θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−i/Σ

<
ℓ )
]
i/S

<
ℓj , (C19)

I5 = −i/S
R
ℓi

[
Y4θ(−p0)e

pℓ0/T iG<
ϕ (−i/Σ

T̄
ℓ ) + Y ∗4 θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−i/Σ

T̄
ℓ )
]
i/S

<
ℓj . (C20)
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After this performance, Eq. (C12) will only contain products of iSR
ℓi
× iS<

ℓj
and iSR

ℓi
× iSR

ℓj
.

The term iSR
ℓi
×iS<

ℓj
corresponds to making the lepton propagator of flavor j onshell, i.e., the decay and inverse decay channels

induced from the blue cutting line in Fig. 5, while the term iSR
ℓi
× iSR

ℓj
represents the scattering processes mediated by onshell

and offshell lepton propagators induced from the red cutting line. The onshell scattering contribution is crucial to ensure that
no CP asymmetry can arise from full thermal equilibrium, and hence to guarantee CPT theorem and unitarity. This contribution
also corresponds to the effect that should be carefully subtracted in the Boltzmann equation, known as the real-intermediate-
state subtraction [5, 39]. In the following calculation, we will take into account the onshell scattering effect but neglect the
offshell contribution. It should be mentioned, however, in the strong washout regime, the offshell scattering contribution could
be important to erase the CP asymmetry generated at earlier epochs.

To proceed, let us rewrite the CP-violating source in a compact form:

SCP(p) = −
∫

d4p

(2π)4

∫
d4pℓ
(2π)4

∫
d4pϕ
(2π)4

(2π)5δ4(p − pℓ + pϕ)δ(p
2 −m2

χ1
)

5∑
i=1

SCPi , (C21)

where SCPi ≡ Tr[Ii/p]. For the moment, we take the thermal distribution for leptons, but allow nonthermal distributions for scalar
ϕ and fermion χ2. As will be shown below, the distributions of ϕ and χ2 in the inner loop of Fig. 5 determine if the forbidden
CP asymmetry can arise. In particular, for ϕ and χ2 in full thermal equilibrium, there is no forbidden CP asymmetry of χ1. To
parameterize the departure from thermal equilibrium, we define fi = f eq

i +δfi for i = ϕ, χ2, with the approximation δfi = δf̄i.
This treatment assumes that there are no large initial asymmetries of ϕ, χ2. For example, both ϕ and χ2 are initially in thermal
equilibrium (T > mϕ) prior to the onset of the leptogenesis epoch (T ≲ mϕ). Accordingly, we can write the propagators and
self-energy amplitudes as

iGab
ϕ (p) = iGab,eq

ϕ (p) + iδGϕ(p) , (C22)

i/S
ab
χ2
(p) = i/S

ab,eq
χ2

(p) + iδ/Sχ2
(p) , (C23)

i/Σ
ab
ℓ (p) = i/Σ

ab,eq
ℓ (p) + iδ /Σ

ab
ℓ (p) , (C24)

where a, b = ±, and

iδGϕ(p) = 2πδ(p2 −m2
ϕ)δfϕ(|p0|) , (C25)

iδ/Sχ2
(p) = −2πδ(p2 −m2

χ2
)(/p+mχ2)δfχ2(|p0|) , (C26)

i/Σ
ab,eq
ℓ (pℓ) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4
d4qϕ
(2π)4

(2π)4δ4(q − qϕ − pℓ)PRi/S
ab,eq
χ2

PLiG
ba,eq
ϕ , (C27)

iδ /Σ
ab
ℓ (pℓ) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4
d4qϕ
(2π)4

(2π)4δ4(q − qϕ − pℓ)
(
PRi/S

ab,eq
χ2

PLiδGϕ + PRiδ/Sχ2
PLiG

ba,eq
ϕ

)
, (C28)

with q, qϕ the inner loop momenta of χ2 and ϕ. Note that we have only kept the linear deviation of thermal distributions in
iδ /Σ

ab
ℓ .

There are two terms in each SCPi, corresponding to positive and negative frequencies of χ1. Note that the presence of iG<,>
ϕ

from the outer loop dictates the kinetic threshold via δ(p2ϕ −m2
ϕ). For m2

χ1
+ 2m̃2

i < m2
ϕ we obtain two kinetic regions:

θ(−p0)θ(pℓ0) , θ(p0)θ(−pℓ0) . (C29)

Using these regions and the symmetries of the full momentum integration, we can simplify the θ(−p0) and θ(p0) terms in each
SCPi. Starting with SCP1, we see that for the θ(−p0) term, only the positive lepton frequency from i/S

<
ℓj is selected, and the

resonance would appear in the P− component of /S
R
ℓi . Analogously, the negative lepton frequency from i/S

<
ℓj is selected in the

θ(p0) term and the resonance would appear in the P+ component of /SR
ℓi . Consequently, we obtain the θ(−p0) and θ(p0) terms
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of SCP1:

SCP1[θ(−p0)] =
−iπY ∗4

2(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )
θ(−p0)e

pℓ0/T iG<
ϕ (−iΣT

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)fℓ(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 − ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
, (C30)

SCP1[θ(p0)] =
−iπY4

2(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )
θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−iΣT

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)fℓ(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
, (C31)

where we have factored out the Dirac matrices from −i/Σ
T
ℓ via −i/Σ

T
ℓ = −iΣT

ℓ × (PR/qPL). By applying pi → −pi for all
momenta to Eq. (C30) and using

G<
ϕ (−p) = G>

ϕ (p) , ΣT
ℓ (−p) = ΣT

ℓ (p) , e−pℓ0/T fℓ(−pℓ0) = fℓ(pℓ0) , (C32)

we obtain a simplified SCP1:

SCP1 =
πIm(Y4)

m̃2
j − m̃2

i

θ(p0)iG
>
ϕ (−iΣT

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)fℓ(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
. (C33)

The above analysis can be directly applied to SCP5 with I5 given by Eq. (C20). We obtain the same expression for SCP5 except
for the Σℓ dependence:

SCP5 =
πIm(Y4)

m̃2
j − m̃2

i

θ(p0)iG
>
ϕ (−iΣT̄

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)fℓ(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
. (C34)

Next, let us turn to SCP3 with I3 given by Eq. (C19). We can analogously write the θ(−p0) and θ(p0) terms as

SCP3[θ(−p0)] =
iπY4

2(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )
θ(−p0)iG

<
ϕ (−iΣ>

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)fℓ(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 − ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
, (C35)

SCP3[θ(p0)] =
−iπY ∗4

2(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )
θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−iΣ<

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)fℓ(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
. (C36)

By applying pi → −pi to Eq. (C35) and using Eq. (C32) as well as

iΣ>
ℓ (−p) = iΣ<

ℓ (p) , fℓ(−pℓ0) + fℓ(pℓ0) = 1 , (C37)

we arrive at

SCP3 =
−iπY4

2(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )
θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−iΣ<

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
− πIm(Y4)

m̃2
j − m̃2

i

θ(p0)iG
>
ϕ (−iΣ<

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)fℓ(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
. (C38)

Using the same trick, we find that

SCP4 = SCP3 . (C39)

The simplified SCP1,SCP3,SCP4,SCP5 all have the same correspondence to the decay and inverse decay processes, which
are induced by the blue cutting line shown in Fig. 5. The remaining SCP2 has a different structure, which is characterized
by the product of two retarded propagators. This term has two scattering channels mediated by resummed leptons of flavor i
and j, which corresponds to onshell /SR

ℓi and onshell /SR
ℓj respectively. Using Eq. (A23) for flavor i and j separately and then

interchanging the dummy indices i, j for onshell flavor i, we arrive at

SCP2 =
iπ(Y ∗4 + Y4)

2(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )
θ(p0)iG

>
ϕ (−iΣ<

ℓ )sign(pℓ0)
δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
. (C40)

We see that the Y4 dependence of SCP2 is to be combined with that of SCP3,SCP4, leading to a CP-violating source that depends
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only on the imaginary part of Yukawa couplings: Im(Y4).
Assembling the five SCPi, we arrive at

SCP(p) =
πIm(Y4)

m̃2
j − m̃2

i

∫
d4p

(2π)4

∫
d4pℓ
(2π)4

∫
d4pϕ
(2π)4

(2π)5δ4(p − pℓ + pϕ)δ(p
2 −m2

χ1
)θ(p0)sign(pℓ0)

× iG>
ϕ

{(
iΣ>

ℓ − iΣ<
ℓ

)
fℓ(pℓ0) + iΣ<

ℓ

} δ(pℓ0 + ωj)

ωj
Tr
[
PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p

]
. (C41)

We see that for thermal ϕ and χ2, the KMS relation holds Σ>
ℓ (p) = −ep0/TΣ<

ℓ (p). Consequently, the terms in the curly bracket
sum to zero: [

iΣ>,eq
ℓ (pℓ)− iΣ<,eq

ℓ (pℓ)
]
fℓ(pℓ0) + iΣ<,eq

ℓ (pℓ) = 0 . (C42)

Therefore, a nonthermal χ1 is not sufficient to generate a nonzero forbidden CP asymmetry and at least ϕ or χ2 should addition-
ally be out of equilibrium during the leptogenesis epoch.

For mϕ ≫ mχ2
, the scalar starts to significantly depart from thermal equilibrium at T < mϕ. In this epoch, χ2 is still

relativistic, such that scattering between χ2 and the SM plasma is strong enough to keep χ2 in thermal equilibrium, provided
the Yukawa coupling is not too small. Therefore, we will take the thermal distribution for χ2 to evaluate Eq. (C41). Substituting
Eqs. (C22) and (C24) into Eq. (C41) and using Eq. (C42), we obtain the iG>

ϕ × {...} term of Eq. (C41) at linear order of
nonthermal distribution functions:

iG>,eq
ϕ

{
(iδΣ>

ℓ − iδΣ<
ℓ )fℓ(pℓ0) + iδΣ<

ℓ

}
, (C43)

where the curly bracket term reads

{...} =

∫
d4qϕ
(2π)4

d4qδ4(q − qϕ − pℓ)δ(q
2 −m2

χ2
)δ(q2ϕ −m2

ϕ)δfϕ(|qϕ0|) [sign(q0)fℓ(pℓ0)− fχ2
(|q0|) + θ(−q0)] . (C44)

The Dirac δ-functions dictate the kinetic regions. From δ(q2 −m2
χ2
) and δ(q2ϕ −m2

ϕ), together with the second kinetic region
given in Eq. (C29), we obtain

qϕ0 > 0, q0 > 0 , (C45)

and Eq. (C44) reduces to

{...} =
1

4(2π)3pℓ

∫ ∞
m2

ϕ
4pℓ

+pℓ

dE′ϕδϕ(E
′
ϕ)
[
1− fχ2

(E′ϕ − pℓ)− fℓ(pℓ)
]
, (C46)

where E′ϕ = |qϕ0|, the lower integration limit comes from the angular integration with δ(m2
ϕ − 2E′ϕpℓ + 2pℓqϕ cos θ), and we

have used fℓ(pℓ0) = 1− fℓ(−pℓ0) for pℓ0 = −ωj with the approximation ωj ≈ |p⃗ℓ| ≡ pℓ.
Integrating over d4p via δ4(p − pℓ + pϕ) in Eq. (C41), dpℓ0 via δ(pℓ0 + ωj), and dpϕ0 via δ(pϕ0 + Eϕ) (from iG>,eq

ϕ ), we
finally arrive at the result presented in the main text:

SCP = −
Im(Y4)m

4
ϕ

256π4(m̃2
j − m̃2

i )

∫ ∞
0

dpℓ
pℓ

∫ ∞
m2

ϕ
4pℓ

+pℓ

dEϕ

∫ ∞
m2

ϕ
4pℓ

+pℓ

dE′ϕfϕ(Eϕ)δfϕ(E
′
ϕ)
[
1− fχ2(E

′
ϕ − pℓ)− fℓ(pℓ)

]
, (C47)

where Eϕ = |pϕ0|, Tr[PL/pℓPR/qPL/pℓPR/p] = 4(p ·pℓ)(q ·pℓ)−2p2ℓ(p ·q) ≈ m4
ϕ was used in the limit m2

ϕ ≫ m̃2
j ,m

2
χ1
,m2

χ2
, and

the lower integration limit of Eϕ comes from the angular integration with δ(m2
ϕ − 2Eϕpℓ +2pℓpϕ cos θ). It is worth mentioning

that the scaling 1/pℓ in the pℓ integration will not lead to IR divergence. This can be seen by taking pℓ → 0 in the lower Eϕ, E
′
ϕ

integration limits, which makes the integration turn to zero.
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