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At temperatures below the QCD phase transition, any substantial lepton number in the Universe
can only be present within the neutrino sector. In this work, we systematically explore the impact
of a non-vanishing lepton number on Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) and the Cosmic Microwave
Background (CMB). Relying on our recently developed framework based on momentum averaged
quantum kinetic equations for the neutrino density matrix, we solve the full BBN reaction network
to obtain the abundances of primordial elements. We find that the maximal primordial total lepton
number L allowed by BBN and the CMB is —0.12(—0.10) < L < 0.13(0.12) for NH (IH), while
specific flavor directions can be even more constrained. This bound is complementary to the limits
obtained from avoiding baryon overproduction through sphaleron processes at the electroweak phase
transition since, although numerically weaker, it applies at lower temperatures and is obtained

completely independently. We publicly release the C++ code COFLASY-C on GitHub O which

solves for the evolution of the neutrino quantum kinetic equations numerically.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The matter antimatter asymmetry observed in our
Universe and crucial to our existence is clear evidence
of CP violation playing a key role in the evolution of
the Universe. While the observed baryon asymmetry to-

day is very small, np = np/n, ~ 6 x 10710 [1], there
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are some hints for large C'P violation in our cosmic his-
tory, in the form of helical magnetic fields proposed to
explain the lack of secondary photons in blazar obser-
vations [2-4], possible birefringence in the Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background (CMB) [5], or a sizable asymmetry
in electron neutrinos which would address anomalously
low primordial helium abundance measurements [6-10].
Moreover, several baryogenesis models invoke large pri-
mordial asymmetries in order to explain the small relic
asymmetry observed today [10-24]. This motivates the
following question: What is the maximal lepton num-
ber generated in the early Universe that is compatible
with Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) and CMB obser-
vations? To our knowledge, this is the first study to
systemically address this question.

Not surprisingly, the bound we will find is numerically
much weaker than the bound on lepton number obtained
at the electroweak scale, when sphaleron processes con-
vert any difference of baryon and lepton number to a
baryon asymmetry. However, we stress that the limits
derived here are fully independent, and apply at a lower
temperature. They hence apply also in scenarios in which
an asymmetry is generated after the electroweak phase
transition [14, 19, 25] or in which the Universe has a very
low reheating temperature (but above 20 MeV).

At temperatures below the QCD phase transition, any
substantial lepton number in the Universe can only be
present within the neutrino sector. Neutrino oscillations
tend to equilibrate the lepton asymmetries stored in each
flavor. Neutrino oscillations start at 7' ~ 15MeV and
are efficient in equilibrating the three neutrino flavors
down to T' ~ 2MeV when neutrinos decouple. After
this point, any residual asymmetry in electron neutrinos
will strongly impact the neutron-to-proton ratio, which
then in turn alters the nuclear reaction network of BBN,
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which is the seed for the abundances of all primordial
elements [26-29]. Critically, due to the neutron-proton
weak interactions that are active until 7', ~ 0.7 MeV, an
excess of electron neutrinos over electron anti-neutrinos
will lead to a smaller number density of neutrons in the
Universe as compared with the Standard Model predic-
tion and hence to a smaller helium abundance in the Uni-
verse. Moreover, the flavor equilibration process leads to
entropy injection and therefore to a relative increase of
the neutrino temperature, which is partially transmitted
to the photon bath as long as the neutrinos are not yet
fully decoupled from the plasma. Relating the resulting
light element abundances as well as the total energy in
the neutrino sector (parametrized by the effective num-
ber of neutrinos Neg) to the asymmetries in the neutrino
sector at T' ~ 15MeV thus requires a detailed under-
standing of the evolution of the neutrino distributions in
this time window.

We tackle this by solving the quantum kinetic equa-
tions governing the evolution of the neutrino density
matrices [30] with a momentum-averaged ansatz [31].
As demonstrated in [31] and verified by cross-checking
against the momentum dependent code used in Refs. [32—
34], this method is both efficient and reliable, allowing for
a systematic coverage of the parameter space. Solving the
Boltzmann equations of the BBN reaction network, we
then map the asymptotic electron neutrino asymmetry,
the neutrino temperature and the photon temperature
to predict the light element abundances. Combining the
observed helium abundance with constraints on ANeg
breaks degeneracies in the flavor parameter space and
results in a limit —0.12(-0.10) < L < 0.13(0.12) for
normal (inverted) hierarchy of the neutrino masses, with
lepton number L defined in Eq. (2.6). As a byproduct of
our analysis, we show that neutrino lepton number fla-
vor asymmetries in the Universe today can be as large
as ~ 35/cm®, which may be relevant for some direct de-
tection techniques of the Cosmic Neutrino Background.
Last, but not least, we highlight that we release the C++
code COFLASY-C available on citrub €) which imple-
ments and efficiently solves the quantum kinetic equa-
tions numerically.

2. FRAMEWORK

In order to asses the cosmological impact of primordial
lepton asymmetries we need to address how the latter are
redistributed and damped by neutrino oscillations in the
temperature range from 7'~ 15MeV to T ~ 2MeV and
how the surviving residual lepton asymmetries impact
the number of relativisitic neutrino species Neg and the
neutron-to-proton ratio in the Universe. To this end, we
will use 1) the momentum-averaged approach developed
and validated in [31] to track the neutrino ensemble evo-
lution in the presence of large primordial asymmetries,
and 2) study their subsequent impact on BBN by track-
ing all relevant primordial element abundances. We elab-

orate on our methodology in this section.

A. Neutrino Quantum Kinetic Equations

The time evolution of a neutrino ensemble in a ther-
mal environment in the presence of neutrino oscillations
needs to account for quantum correlations between dif-
ferent flavor states on top of tracking their classical phase
space densities. This is most conveniently done via the
quantum kinetic equations (QKEs) for the momentum
(k = |k|) and time () dependent density matrices p (p)
of (anti-)neutrinos [30, 32, 33, 35-38]:

dp _

Y i+ 2l P =i 10 @)

which relate to the physical neutrino number and energy
densities respectively

(=) &3k () A3k ~
naszpw eyzf(%)gkmpm. (2.2)

The Hamiltonian H = Hg + V contains the vacuum evo-
lution operator

M2
Ho=U—1UT,

o (2.3)

where M is the diagonal light neutrino mass matrix
and U the PMNS matrix [39]." The matter potentials,
V = V. £ V,, with +(—) for (anti-)neutrinos, are fla-
vor a = {e,p, 7} dependent and account for neutrino
self-energy corrections arising from charged and neutral
leptons respectively [30, 33, 40]:

Ve = —2\/§Gpi2(6a + Pa) (2.4)
My
31./

Vi =V2Gp / g:;g(p -9, (2.5)

where V. contains the summed energy and pressure den-
sities of both charged leptons and anti-leptons [31]. The
collision terms Z (Z) and the Hamiltonian conserve total
lepton number which we define as:

N — Ng
L= Z T = const. , (2.6)
@ m

ie. > (na—Ta)z® = constant, where we introduced the

scale factor x as a measure of time or comoving temper-

1 In the PMNS matrix we fix all mixing angles to their best fit
values and assume no CP violation. The numerical values are
given in [31]. We remark that uncertainties in the mixing angles
have a very minor impact on the final asymmetries, with the
possible exception of 613, and they are also largely insensitive to
the CP-violating phase.
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ature T,

= Tret/Tem (2.7)
and T is an arbitrary reference temperature. The lep-
ton number L is related to the lepton-to-entropy density
ratio in the Universe

vp=y e tea

17 (2.8)

[e3%

where we note that since large lepton asymmetry equili-
bration leads to entropy injection this quantity can de-
crease by up to 5% thorough the course of neutrino os-
cillations in the parameter space of interest.

The collision terms Z (Z) incorporate ve < ve scat-
terings, v ¢+ eTe” annihilation and neutrino self-
interactions vv <> vv and v <+ vi. The collision terms
involve double integrals which depend on k and are non-
linear in p [30, 32, 33, 35-38]. This, together with the
simultaneous presence of vastly different timescales in
‘H, makes it challenging to numerically solve the sys-
tem [32, 34, 37, 38, 41, 42]. However, as we demonstrated
in [31], momentum-averaged QKE are a good approxi-
mation to the full system, while reducing the computa-
tional cost by at least a factor of O(10%). We therefore
parametrize

plz,y) = r(x) fray/z) (2.9)
with frq the Fermi-Dirac distribution without chemical
potential and the dimensionless variables

y:k/Tcma Zq :E/Tcm, (210>
with ¢ = {v,v}. For p we have the same but with r — 7.

The ansatz of Eq. (2.9) allows to explicitly integrate

over y, leading to the momentum averaged QKE

!

H:z:r’JrSerZ—" = —i[(H),r] +(I),

Ry

(2.11)

and similar for 7, with prime denoting derivatives with
respect to . The momentum average corresponds to

2
with ¢(3) ~ 1.20206. The Hubble parameter is
H? — Ey teetey (2.13)

3MZ

with the reduced Planck mass Mp = 2.435-10'8 GeV. In
addition, we need to track the energy transfer between
the neutrino sector and electron-photon plasma. We do
this via the continuity equation which relates the change

in energy is both sectors,

) d e
e A e ey 3H G 1),

ot dt
P (2.14)
— = Y 4 4He,, .
ot dt +atey

The energy transfer, de/dt, is determined by the diagonal
elements of the collision terms,

Jde A3k _

(2.15)
The explicit form of the momentum averaged collision
terms and the energy transfer is not particularly com-
pact nor illuminating and we refer to [31] for a detailed
derivation. The physical initial conditions are set at
T = 20MeV and correspond to an overdamped neu-
trino state which is tightly coupled to the electron-photon
plasma, such that

Tim =T =T, vty =70 =0 witha # 8 . (2.16)
On the other hand, the presence of a primordial lepton
asymmetry changes the (anti-)neutrino densities which is
captured by the diagonal elements of r. For our momen-
tum averaged ansatz this implies

ini 1
Ton = —

Liz (—e*) | (2.17)

with &, = po/Tem and for 7 we have £, — —&,. Lis
is a polylogarithm and for a more detailed discussion on
the initial conditions for momentum averaged QKE we
refer to [31]. This corresponds to a total lepton number
of L =3, (€a/6+€3/(67%)).

Solving Eq. (2.11) together with Eq. (2.14) allows us to
extract the relevant quantities which alter the neutron-
to-proton ratio, i.e. the (anti-)neutrino number and en-
ergy density

(=) 3¢(3) 5 ()
Ny = 2 T, Toaa (2.18)
4/3 4 ~
11 2\ Tr[r+ 7
Nug = | — vy AT 2.19
=(3) B) 7 e
as well as the Hubble parameter of Eq. (2.13). Here

Neg is defined as relevant for CMB observations, namely,
at T, < m, and the excess radiation is parametrized
by ANeg = Neg — NSM with NSM = 3.044 the SM
value [33, 37, 41, 43-46]. An exemplary evolution of the
neutrino number density asymmetry is shown in Fig. 1.
It is intended to depict a typical time evolution, but we
remark that the QKEs lead to much richer structure in
specific flavor directions, which have been discussed in de-
tail in [31]. See also App. A in which we uncover a previ-
ously overlooked phenomena of non-adiabatic oscillations
at late times. We further refer to Gitrub €) where we
make available our numerical code solving the QKEs.
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FIG. 1. Typical example of the time evolution for large ampli-
tude of initial flavor asymmetries (§c = —0.5,&, = 0.75,&; =
0.25) in NH (solid) and IH (dashed). The full solution de-
picted here essentially overlaps with the adiabatic approxi-
mation (Vs = 0) [31].

Ton [MeV]

FIG. 2. Impact of neutrino asymmetries on the evolution of
the neutron fraction in the plasma for the same initial condi-
tions as in Fig. 1.

Having set up the stage to solve for the neutrino evo-
lution, we continue in the following subsection to discuss
its impact on the neutron-to-proton ratio and ultimately
on the formation of the light element abundances.

B. Big Bang Nucleosynthesis Analysis

Light Element Abundances — Neutrinos and anti-
neutrinos directly participate in the weak processes that
interconvert protons and neutrons in the early Universe.
The relevant interactions are n+v, <> p+e~, n+et &
p+7. and n <> p+e~ +7, and as such an excess of v, over
7. would lead to a reduced number of neutrons with re-
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FIG. 3. Prediction of the primordial element abundances
within the SM (red dashed) compared to a scenario with non-
vanishing neutrino chemical potential (black solid). Specifi-
cally we choose NH and the same initial conditions are in
Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. The IH result is very similar. We use
np = 6.109 x 107'° and 7, = 878.4s for the BBN network.
Note that the helium mass fraction is 4x the number fraction
shown here.

spect to the standard BBN prediction. At temperatures
T Z 0.2MeV, the fractional number of neutrons in the
plasma (X, = n,/(n,+n,)) is governed by the following
equation [28]:

X,
dt

= Ap X + A (1 — X0) (2.20)
where A, and Ap, are the rates for neutron-to-proton
and proton-to-neutron interconversion, respectively. We
give their explicit form in App. B, noting in particular
that they depend on the distribution functions of v, and
V. neutrinos. As demonstrated in [31], the momentum
averaged QKEs track the physical quantities of the (anti-
)Jneutrino system, i.e. their number and energy densities,
to high accuracy. In order to describe the neutron-proton
interactions we assume neutrinos follow a Fermi-Dirac
distribution with an effective chemical potential £, and
a temperature T, , which we extract from the number
and energy densities obtained from our QKEs solver.
We find this procedure to be more accurate in model-
ing the neutron-proton weak interactions than using the
ansatz (2.9) in our BBN analysis.

Concretely, our approach is to solve the QKE for the
neutrinos using the ansatz (2.9) and map the results for
the number and energy densities of neutrinos and anti-
neutrinos into an effective chemical potential and temper-
ature for v.-v.. Together with Neg we then calculate the
primordial element abundances. We expect this to be a
very good description to the actual microphysical state of
electron neutrinos since the starting point of the QKE are
purely thermal distribution functions and neutrino oscil-
lations tend to equilibrate well before neutrinos decouple



at T~ 2MeV. Critically, it ensures that the number and
energy densities match the outcome of the QKEs, while
respecting detailed balance in the neutron-proton inter-
actions as relevant for BBN. Working at leading order in
the small chemical potentials one finds:

protpe \ M4
P tore )
L./ = 7= — (2.21a)
e e
PretPoe —3/4
— N5 a1
€ =6 x ””eTg Mwe o ( 27}:;2 ) . (2.21b)
cm g%

where (py, + p5,) /Ty (M, —n5,)/TS, and 2, are di-
rect outputs of our solver of the QKEs. We explicitly
checked that next-to-leading order &. contributions do
not alter any of our results. We note that the parame-
ters in Eq. (2.21) are effective parameters in that 1) at the
relevant temperatures for BBN, neutrinos are actually
propagating in the mass basis, and 2) we approximate
their momentum distribution by a Fermi-Dirac function.

Neutrinos are safely decoupled by T ~ 1.5 MeV, while
the proton-neutron interactions freeze-out much later at
T ~ 0.7MeV. Thus for T < 1.5MeV, T, and &
evolve only adiabatically and we have d€./dt = 0 and
dT,, /dt = —HT,,. This means that in practice we can
solve for the neutron fraction in the plasma X,, after we
have found the solution of the residual lepton asymme-
tries, i.e. Eq. (2.1) and Eq. (2.20) are treated as decou-
pled. In Fig. 2 we show the evolution of the neutron
number density using the same neutrino flavor evolution
asin Fig. 1. From these figures we can appreciate that the
(non-trivial) neutrino flavor evolution effectively stops at
T ~ (2 — 3) MeV. From there onward the neutrino evo-
lution is adiabatic and hence this provides a good de-
scription of the neutron number density in the plasma as

J

neutron-proton interactions freeze-out significantly later
at T'~ 0.7 MeV.

Radiative corrections and the effect of a finite nucleon
mass in p <> n reactions are needed in order to pre-
dict with high accuracy the primordial element abun-
dances [29, 47, 48]. These effects are non-trivial to in-
clude in the calculation but are not expected to depend
appreciatively on a possible non-standard neutrino distri-
bution function. In consequence and for simplicity, we in
practice solve X, using the Born rates without including
these small effects, but then we take them into account as
a universal correction factor for the rates as calculated in
PRIMAT [29, 49] assuming the Standard Model evolution,
see App. B. To calculate the subsequent evolution and the
eventual formation of D, T, 3He, *He, “Li we use our own
BBN code written in Mathematica and which is greatly
inspired by the PRIMAT [29, 49] and PRyMordial [50] BBN
codes. We account for the small nuclear reaction net-
work of 12 nuclear reactions and use the tabulated rates
as a function of 7', taken from PRIMAT. For the Standard
Model, our results agree very well to those of PRIMAT but
also to those of PArthENoPE [51-53] when using their nu-
clear reaction rates for D+D — 3He+n and D+D — T+p
as reported in the online repository of PRIMAT. In par-
ticular, when solving our BBN reaction network in the
Standard Model we agree with the results of the PRIMAT
code with an accuracy of 0.2% for Y, and 0.4% for deu-
terium which are negligible errors compared with either
observational uncertainties or those arising from nuclear
reaction rates. We show in Fig. 3 a numerical example
highlighting the mass fractions of the lightest elements
using the same initial conditions as in Figs. 1 and 2.

Following this approach, we are able to solve for the
primordial element abundances and obtain convenient fit-
ting functions depending on the cosmological parameters
we are interested in:

Yp Q12 0.039
VR = [ a9 h2|Ref] exp { —0.961 & — 0.185&2 +0.001 &2 + 0.053 ANeg — 0.682 57 + 0.72 67
P b (2.22a)
+0.011 &, ANg — 3.5E07 — 0.9E257 + 2.2€.62 4 0.016 ANCﬁ(sT} ,
D/H Qn2 1
5 /H Eef - {Q hbmef} exp { —0.528¢&, +0.2262 — 0.052€3 + 0.133 AN,g — 0.378 57 + 0.562 62
/Hlp b (2.22b)

—0.026 £, ANog — 1.5 €57 — 0.0096 ANefféT} .

In these expressions, & is the asymptotic effective v,
chemical potential as given by Eq. (2.21b), and ér is the
electron neutrino temperature ratio deviation with re-
spect to the Standard Model expectation at T' < m i.e.,
67 =T, /T, — (11/4)~/3. Note that the range we used

(

to obtain the fitting functions is || < 0.4, |0p| < 0.071
and 0 < AN.g < 0.6. To facilitate comparisons, we
fix YRt = 0.2470 and 10°D/H|E*' = 2.437, as ob-
tained from the PRIMAT code. Both Yp and D/H|p de-
pend upon Qph%, and we will use the value of Qph? =



0.02242 + 0.00014 from Planck CMB observations. We
note that the leading linear dependence on &, is the same
as that found in [34], and that the powers for ,h? are
in very good agreement with those output in [54]. The
fitting formulas (2.22) are a stand-alone result of this
work, applicable beyond our QKE solver as long as the
definitions of &, and 07, see Eq. (2.21), are respected.

Validation of the Framework — Our main assumption
in solving the primordial element abundances is that the
weak interactions that interconvert neutrons and protons
are governed by a neutrinos following a Fermi-Dirac dis-
tribution function whose parameters are determined by
the asymmetry in the neutrino number densities and the
energy of the neutrino bath at 7' < 1.5MeV. We have
tested this assumption by comparing the output of our
fitting functions in (2.22) with the full momentum de-
pendent solutions as calculated in [34] using the PRIMAT
BBN code. Our results are summarized in App. C and we
see a good agreement for the whole parameter space ex-
cept for some rather special regions in which the neutrino
flavor evolution is non-adiabatic near T' < 3 MeV. These
regions only appear for specific flavor directions and large
primordial lepton asymmetries. In consequence those re-
gions are typically disfavored from N.g CMB measure-
ments, which means that they do not pose a problem for
our analysis.

Cosmological Data Analysis — Having validated our
framework we use the following data as a baseline to con-
strain the primordial lepton asymmetries:

1. Measurements of the primordial helium abundance.
We use the recommended PDG determination of
the primordial helium mass fraction [39]:

4
Yp = ——He (9945 +0.003 .
nyg + 4nage

(2.23)
2. The measurement of N.g from CMB observations
by Planck which reads [1]:

Nog =2.99 +0.17. (2.24)

As discussed in detail in App. C for Yp and in Ref. [31]
for Neg, our theoretical prediction uncertainty is small
and in particular substantially smaller than the observa-
tional errors across the most relevant regions of parame-
ter space. Therefore, and for simplicity, we neglect it in
what follows.

We note that in principle we could also use the deu-
terium abundance to perform cosmological inferences but
we do not implement it for three reasons: 1) deuterium
contains only one neutron and therefore its abundance
is substantially less sensitive to the primordial electron
neutrino asymmetry than that of helium-4 (compare the
exponents in Eq. (2.22a) and (2.22b)), 2) the deuterium
abundance depends strongly upon the baryon density in
the Universe, and 3) its theoretical prediction currently

has a ~ 2 — 3% uncertainty arising from nuclear reac-
tion rate uncertainties [55-57]. Therefore, the role of the
deuterium abundance to constrain our parameter space
is very mild and for simplicity we opt for not including
it. Its small minor impact is explicitly confirmed in the
analysis of Ref. [34].

Combining Egs. (2.23) and (2.24) we build a simple
Gaussian x2. The minimum of x? is < 0.1 and we con-
sider the regions of parameter space to be excluded at
95% CL for Ax? > 5.99 (3.84) when considering two
(one) parameter projections.

3. GLOBAL ANALYSES: RESULTS

Fig. 4 summarizes the main results of our study. It
highlights in black for NH and TH the BBN and CMB 95%
CL allowed region as a function of the initial asymmetry
in the electron and muon sector. The asymmetry in the
tau sector is fixed by choosing a definite total lepton num-
ber for each panel, which we set to be L = {0,0.04,0.08}
from left to right.”? The spikes in vertical and horizon-
tal directions are due to non-adiabatic MSW transitions
discussed in App. A, see also [31].

In agreement with our earlier results [31], we find that
for L = 0, the largest lepton flavor asymmetries are al-
lowed for & ~ —¢,,, and at most a very small asymmetry
in the tau sector. The present work extends this analy-
sis by i) reducing the theoretical uncertainty due to the
identification and exclusion of regions with non-adiabatic
MSW transitions (see App. A) and by ii) extending the
analysis to non-vanishing total lepton number. As a con-
sequence of the first point, the remaining allowed regions
are slightly smaller than in Ref. [31], though we note
that the particularly interesting case of tauphobic lepto-
genesis [10, 24] remains allowed. The second point, the
inclusion of L # 0, leads to a shift and reduction of the
allowed region. The preference for the lower left (upper
right) half plane for NH (IH) can be understood from the
sign structure of the final value of &, for L = 0 (see [31]),
which implies that the addition of positive L shifts the
&. = 0 line in this direction. For L # 0 the allowed region
decreases with increasing total lepton number since total
lepton number conservation obstructs the total washout
of the lepton flavor asymmetries.

In Tab. I we report the current 95% CL bound on the
total lepton number in the Universe:

~0.12< L <0.13 (NH),
~0.10 < L < 0.12 (IH).

(3.1a)
(3.1b)

This is one of the most important results of our study and

2 Changing L — —L while simultaneously changing e — —&e,
& — =&, yields ﬁg’BN — —§EBN. The corresponding version
of Fig. 4 essentially is obtained by a reflection on the origin,
taking into account that the posterior for ¢3BN inferred from

the observed helium abundance is not perfectly symmetric.
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Constraints on primordial lepton flavor asymmetries for increasing total lepton number (from left to right) for

normal (upper) and inverted (lower) hierarchy. The black region is the currently allowed region at 95% CL, Ax? < 5.99. The
dashed red contours show the improvement expected for the upcoming sensitivity of ANe.g = 0.1 centered around the SM value
Neg = 3.044, with the corresponding total lepton number excluded when the black region no longer intersects with the dashed
red contour. In the case of L = 0 we further highlight with a yellow star the scenario of successful generation of the observed
baryon asymmetry via tauphobic leptoflavorgenesis, which currently cannot be excluded, see also our previous analysis [31].

| Bounds/sensitivities on total lepton number |

Analysis Normal Hierarchy |Inverted Hierarchy
2025Yp + Neg|—0.12< L <0.13| —0.10 < L <0.12
®lon., =0.05]-0.06 < L <0.07| —0.05 < L <0.06
é e =0.5% | —0.10 < L <0.10] —0.08 < L < 0.08
/| Combined |—0.06 < L <0.07] —0.05 < L <0.06

TABLE I. 95% CL bounds from our analysis on the total lep-
ton number in the Universe L as defined in Eq. (2.6). The
first line corresponds to the current constraint and the other
three to sensitivity estimates centered around the correspond-
ing SM values. Improvements on Neg will dominate the sen-
sitivity on L, while improved Yp measurements will be par-
ticularly useful to constrain the effective electron-neutrino de-
generacy parameter, see Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 for the bounds as a
function of the initial v. and v, asymmetries. The improved
determination on Neg is expected in ~ 5 years while the one
for Yp may happen already this year.

arises due to a combination of Yp and N.g inferences.
Tab. I also shows the impact of improved measure-
ments of both quantities are expected in the near fu-
ture. In particular, we consider a lo sensitivity on Neg
of 0.05 as expected from the Simons Observatory in ~ 5
years [58]. Assuming that the central measured value co-
incides with the SM value Neg = 3.044, this implies an
improvement of about a factor of ~ 2 in the sensitivity
for L. In addition, a new high precision measurement

of the helium abundance is ongoing using unprecedented
high quality spectra for an array of metal poor galax-
ies [59]. These measurements are expected to provide a
0.5% determination of the helium abundance. Assuming
the central value of the measurement will correspond to
the Standard Model prediction Yp = 0.2470, we find that
the limit on L will improve by ~ 20 — 30%. While this
improvement is mild, the sensitivity on the flavor asym-
metries will be quite important and we refer to Fig. 5 for
their implications. Finally, combining the two sensitiv-
ities one sees from Tab. I that the sensitivity on L will
be dominated by N.g measurements, since this closes the
remaining parameter space where the final lepton num-
ber is largely stored in v, and v; neutrinos. This trend
is clearly seen in Fig. 5.

We remark that the bound on L is rather sensitive
to the central value of Neg and/or Yp. In this con-
text, we note that the new results from ACT [60, 61]
and SPT-3G [62] combined with Planck report a value of
Neg = 2.8140.12 within ACDM. The fact that the mean
value is smaller than 3.044 could very well be just a sta-
tistical fluctuation and given recent anomalies in several
cosmological data sets it is premature to exclude also
some systematic effect biasing the central value, but it
is clear that a robust measurement of N.g smaller than
3.044 would strongly disfavor primordial lepton asymme-
tries as they lead to ANeg > 0.



FIG. 5.

Sensitivity to the primordial lepton flavor asymmetries for increasing total lepton number (from left to right) for

normal (upper) and inverted (lower) hierarchy. The light black region is the Ax? < 5.99 would be the allowed region assuming
a future sensitivity on Yp of 0.5% and on Neg of 0.05 as described in Sec. 3. The red lines are contours of ANeg with solid,
dashed and dash-dotted corresponding respectively to ANeg = 0.17,0.1,0.05, while the solid (dashed) cyan line represents
AYp/Yp = £1.2(4£0.5)% centered around the Standard Model value Yp = 0.247. See main text for details.

4. IMPLICATIONS FOR TODAY’S UNIVERSE

In this section we highlight the consequences of our re-
sults for the composition of the Cosmic Neutrino Back-
ground (CNB) today. This could have moderate implica-
tions for a potential detection of the CNB including the
most discussed detection technique of threshold-less neu-
trino absorption on beta decaying nuclei [63-66], while it
could impact more significantly other substantially more
challenging approaches which have signatures that are
directly proportional to the neutrino flavor asymmetries,
such as the Stodolsky effect [67-70].

In the Standard Model the neutrino number density
per flavor today is 56/cm® and the results of our analysis
above can be rephrased as 95% CL bounds on the asym-
metries in the number densities of the individual neutrino
flavors today,

— Ny,

Ny,
ny — Ny
—35 e < 35, (4.1b)
cm
Ny, —Np,
30 5 Mt < 30, (4.1¢)

where the v, — U, bound comes mainly from the he-
lium abundance measurement, and where the bounds on
the p and 7 neutrinos effectively arise from the limit in
Eq. (3.1) shared by these two neutrinos flavors and hence
the bound on the p and 7 asymmetries approximately
scale as L/2. In consequence, these constraints could im-
prove by a factor of ~ 2 due to more precise Nog CMB
observations, see Tab. I. We note that while the allowed
lepton flavor number density asymmetries in Eq. (4.1)
can be sizable compared to the Standard Model neutrino
number density per flavor, we explicitly checked that the
energy density of non-relativistic neutrinos today, Q,h?,
does not change by more than 5%. Hence, unfortunately,
this cannot be used as an additional cosmological con-
straint. We attribute this lack of sensitivity to the fact
that Q,h? oc T2 and Neg o< T2, but since Neg is tightly
constrained by observations, see Eq. (2.24), the impact
on Q,h? has to be small too.



5. SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS

Based on our framework developed in [31], we report
constraints on the total lepton number of our Universe as
set by BBN and CMB observations. To this end we solve
the momentum-averaged neutrino kinetic equations un-
til neutrino decoupling, and develop fitting formulas, see
Eq. (2.22), to match the solution to BBN and CMB ob-
servables. A comparison with solutions retaining the full
neutrino momentum dependence, demonstrates that our
approach is accurate for both the solution of the quan-
tum kinetic equations as well as the prediction of the
light element abundances.

Our main results are:

1. The total lepton number in the Universe is bounded
by BBN and CMB observations at 95% CL to

—-0.12< L <0.13
—0.10< L <0.12

(NH),
(IH),,

where L is defined in Eq. (2.6) and which approx-
imates to L ~ (n, — ny)/T° and is related to the
yield by Y, ~ L/4.7.

2. The primordial flavor lepton asymmetries currently
compatible with BBN and CMB observations are
depicted in Fig. 4. In particular, from the left pan-
els we note that the parameter points where baryo-
genesis can be explained by large and compensated
lepton asymmetries in the e and p flavors [10, 24]
are still allowed although close to being excluded.

3. We have explored the sensitivity of ongoing CMB
experiments and campaigns to measure Yp with
increased precision. We find that upcoming Neg
measurements have the potential to improve the
sensitivity on L by a factor of ~ 2 and that im-
proved Yp determinations can also contribute to
improvements on L but will be particularly use-
ful in constraining regions of the primordial lepton
asymmetries, see Fig. 5.

4. Our results bound the composition of the Cosmic
Neutrino Background today according to Eq. (4.1).

Our limits are complementary and independent to those
arising from baryon number generation at the elec-
troweak phase transition and apply also to lepton num-
ber generation mechanisms at 7' < 130 GeV. Our new
bounds have implications for the maximal production of
sterile neutrino dark matter [71-75], and the possibility
of a QCD 1st order phase transition [76-78].

We highlight that we publicly release the C++ code
COFLASY-C on GitHub O which solves the neutrino lep-
ton flavor asymmetry evolution on a (O(10)s timescale.
In this repository we also provide all the relevant results
from our study (including the data used to generate Fig. 4
and Fig. 5).

Future measurements of the primordial helium abun-
dance [59], refinements in the predictions of the deu-
terium abundance [79], and upcoming measurements of
Neg from CMB observations [58] will be able to bet-
ter constrain the parameter space for primordial lepton
asymmetries. We have demonstrated that our framework
will be accurate to interpret these future measurements.
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Appendix A: Non-Adiabatic MSW Transitions

At high temperatures, the vacuum Hamiltonian H is
negligible, and the evolution of the neutrino density ma-
trices is governed by the matter potentials V = V, + V;
and the collision terms Z, which are diagonal in fla-
vor space. Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW) tran-
sitions occur when the off-diagonal terms in the vacuum
Hamiltonian, controlled by the mass splittings, come to
dominate over the charged current contributions con-
tained in V.. They cause the onset of neutrino oscilla-
tions. MSW transitions can be classified by the flavor
of the element in V. and the mass splitting in Hg which
match at the transitions: we distinguish electron- and
muon driven MSW transitions, as well as first (Am3; -
driven) and second (AmZ;-driven) transitions.

As discussed in Refs. [31, 32], in most of the param-
eter space, the MSW transitions are adiabatic, i.e. the
change in the Hamiltonian H is slow compared to the fre-
quency of synchronous oscillations. The latter describe
the aligned precession of the asymmetry vectors of all
momentum modes around the Hamiltonian in SU(N)
space [32, 80-84], and are due to the domination of the
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Time evolution plots for the lepton asymmetry (first row) and the free neutron fraction (second row) for NH (left)

and IH (right) in the presence of a non-adiabatic second electron-driven MSW transition. Grey lines in the lepton asymmetry
evolution represent the adiabatic solution (Vs = 0). We observe a significant deviation in the time evolution, but asymptotically
it (almost) coincides with the full non-adiabatic solution. Even in the case of late time oscillations with significant amplitude,
we see that they are transferred only very mildly into the X, evolution, further justifying our approach to assume an adiabatic

&e evolution at T' < 1.5 MeV, see also Sec. 2 B.

Vs term in the QKEs throughout the evolution. In this
case, the density matrices become aligned with Vg (i.e.
the commutators [Vs, p] ~ [Vs, p] ~ 0 vanish) and thus
to good approximation one can set Vi = 0 in the QKEs.
This is what we refer to as adiabatic approximation, see
also Ref. [31]. However, in particular flavor directions,
the frequency of synchronous oscillations can become
anomalously small, resulting in non-adiabatic MSW tran-
sitions and consequently a non-adiabatic evolution of the
number densities n,. In Ref. [31] this was investigated
for the (first) muon-driven MSW transition and the first
electron-driven MSW transition, finding good agreement
between analytical estimations of the synchronous oscil-
lation frequency, the momentum-averaged numerical re-
sults, and the full momentum-dependent numerical re-
sults of [32, 34]. The presence of non-adiabatic MSW
transitions significantly impacts the final neutrino asym-
metries, leading to specific flavor directions in which the
asymmetry washout is particularly strong or weak. In

particular, the non-adiabatic muon-driven MSW occur-
ring for &, = —& (ie. & = &ot) decreases the final
asymmetry while the first non-adiabatic electron MSW
occurring for & = —&; (ie. §, = &wot) in NH and for
Ee = =€, (e & = —&) in IH leads to larger remaining
asymmetry [31].

In this appendix, we point out the role of a non-
adiabatic second electron-driven MSW transition, which
has not been investigated so far. The transition occurs
when the off-diagonal elements of the vacuum Hamilto-
nian proportional to Am3, come to dominate over (V,)11,
which occurs around 3MeV. At this point in time,
the asymmetries have already dropped significantly com-
pared to their initial values. We observe non-adiabatic
second electron-driven MSW transitions in NH for e.g.
&u ~ & when L < [&,], see left panels of Fig. 6. Con-
trary to the non-adiabatic MSW transitions discussed in
Refs. [31, 32], in this case we can not assign this phe-
nomenon to an anomalously slow frequency of the syn-



chronous oscillations, but instead we associate it with a
particularly rapid change in the Hamiltonian, due to the
rapid washout of asymmetries.

A comparison with the momentum-dependent code
NEVO [32, 33]° reveals that this phenomenon is qualita-
tively present and very similar both with and without the
momentum average. However, since the non-adiabatic
evolution entails a rather complex evolution pattern of
the asymmetries, the final asymmetries are particularly
sensitive to small errors introduced by the momentum av-
eraging. This explains the larger discrepancy between the
two approaches in specific flavor directions, noted in [31].
The results presented in this paper, focusing on sizable
total lepton number, are not subject to this uncertainty,
see also App. C.

Finally, we point to a second class of non-adiabatic sec-
ond electron-driven MSW transitions which we observe
for & = — > &, in the TH case. Here, the evolution be-
comes anomalously slow and changes in the matter po-
tential appear rapid in comparison, similar to the non-
adiabatic MSW transitions discussed in Refs. [31, 32].
We depict such an example in the right panels of Fig. 6.
In this case, a comparison with NEVO shows good agree-
ment.

Appendix B: Proton-Neutron Interaction Rates

Here, for completeness, we summarize the neutron-
proton conversion rates assuming heavy baryon chiral
perturbation theory. This effectively amounts to assum-
ing that neither neutron nor proton experience any re-
coil, which sometimes is referred to as the infinite nu-
cleon mass approximation. In this limit, these rates can
be written as, see e.g. [85]:

Mo sppe- = A /0 dk K2k Eof, (1~ f.)
with E, = E, + Am,
o0
)‘7L+e+—>p+lje = A/ dkek?/szé(l - fl?e)
0
with F, = E. + Am,,

(B.1a)

(B.1b)

Am?2—m?2

Ansspre=to, = A/O dke}(ﬁkg(l ~ o)1= 1) (B.1c)
with EV =Am — Ee7

where Am = 1.293 MeV is the proton neutron mass split-
ting and, since neutrinos can be treated as massless, we
take k, = F,. The constant A is obtained by matching
the last rate to the neutron decay rate in the vacuum
limit, i.e. fz,, fe — 0. One finds:

1 1
A= ——-——— B.2
Tn 0.0157527TAm5 ’ (B.2)

3 Special thanks to Julien Froustey for generously providing com-
parison plots obtained with NEVO.
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where 7, is the neutron lifetime. The PDG reports an
average of 7, = 878.4 £ 0.5s [39] and since the error
has a tiny impact on the primordial abundances we fix
T, = 878.4s in our calculations.

We also need the inverse reaction rates which read:

/\p+6*~>n+yE = A/
/Am2—m?2

with F, = E, — Am,

oo

dkekyke fe(1 = fo.)

(B.3a)
)‘p+z76—>n+e+ =A dkuk?/keEech(]- - fé)
Am+me
with E, = E, — Am,
(B.3b)

v Am2—m?
dkekDkZ fe f

€

)\P+€_+De—>n = A/O (B.3C)

with F, = Am — E,.

Radiative corrections and the effect of nucleon recoil
amount to a < 2% effect on top of these rates, which
as explained in the main text, we take as a universal
multiplicative factor as a function of T’, as calculated in
the Standard Model using PRIMAT [29)].

Appendix C: Validation of the BBN framework

In this appendix we show explicit comparison between
the results from our solutions for the primordial element
abundance of helium as compared with the full solutions
from Ref. [34] which solved the momentum-dependent
quantum kinetic equations and calculated the primordial
element abundances using PRIMAT for selected parts of
the parameter region.

Fig. 7 shows a direct comparison between the re-
sults of Ref. [34] and summarizes the validation of
our approach. The left panels show explicitly the re-
sults from Ref. [34] from their publicly available ta-
bles NEVO_PRIMAT grid_3D.csv (upper and middle) and
NEVO_PRIMAT grid xiav_xie.csv (lower) [86]. In the
middle panel we show the helium abundance that one
would obtain by using our derived fitting functions in
Eq. (2.22) using the results from Ref. [34, 86] for the
asymptotic neutrino densities at T =~ 1.5MeV, see
Eq. (2.21). The comparison between the left and middle
panels clearly show that our approach in Sec. 2B of us-
ing a Fermi-Dirac distribution for neutrinos is very accu-
rate in predicting the helium abundance. Finally, in the
right panels we show the predictions for the helium abun-
dance from our solutions for the neutrino QKEs which
then we feed into our BBN pipeline. For the two upper
panels we can clearly see that the agreement is excellent
across the parameter space. The one for the lower panel
is slightly worse. However, one can clearly see that the
region where we do not agree is significantly disfavored



by data and falls within the highly non-trivial region of
parameter space described in App. A. We note that this
is a very special region of parameter space, which can
be considered a stress test of our momentum-averaged
approach.

All in all given the comparison with [34] we believe
that our joint approach to solve the neutrino ensemble
using averaged neutrino distribution functions together
with considering an effective Fermi-Dirac distribution for
neutrinos to model weak neutron-proton conversion rates
is in overall excellent agreement with the full solution
using momentum dependent neutrino density matrices.

Finally, we note that while we do not use the primor-
dial deuterium abundance as a constraint in our analyses,
we also find an excellent agreement in the comparison be-
tween our results and those of Ref. [34].

12
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Left: Results from [34, 86]. Middle: Results using the fitting functions of Eq. (2.22) but using as an input the

asymptotic results for (pu, + po.)/Temms (N, — N, )/Tomm, 2, and Neg from [34, 86]. In the last row we adopt € = €a + &3 /7
and €uv = (€. + &, +&-)/3 as defined in Ref. [34]. Right: Our results obtained with our momentum-averaged approach and our
BBN pipeline. The dashed lines show the 95% CL contours from our joint BBN+CMB analysis (see Egs. (2.23)-(2.24)) and
one can see an excellent agreement between all three panels. The first and second row correspond to regions of parameter space
with 0.35 > & +&, +&- > 0.25 and 0.05 > & +&, +&- > —0.05 (i.e. approximately vanishing lepton number), respectively. The
bottom row corresponds to &, = &, for which, as identified in App. A, a non-adiabatic second electron-driven MSW transition
can occur at T' < 3MeV. In this special case we observe a mild disagreement between the left column and both the middle
and right column. We remark that this is a very special region of parameter space, which can be considered a stress test of our

momentum averaged approach.
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