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A bstract

W hen lepton 
avoure�ects in therm alleptogenesis are active,they introduce im portantdif-

ferences with respect to the case in which they are neglected,the so-called one-
avour ap-

proxim ation. W e investigate analytically and num erically the transition from the one-
avour

to thetwo-
avourcase when the�-lepton 
avourbecom esdistinguishablefrom theothertwo


avours. W e study the im pact ofthe oscillations ofthe asym m etries in lepton 
avourspace

on the �nallepton asym m etries,for the hierarchicalright-handed neutrino m ass spectrum .

Flavouroscillationsprojectthe lepton state on the
avourbasisvery e�ciently.W e conclude

that 
avour e�ects are relevant typically for M 1 . 1012 G eV,where M 1 is the m ass ofthe

lightestright-handed neutrino.
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1 Introduction

Baryogenesisthrough Leptogenesis[1]isa sim ple m echanism to explain the observed baryon

asym m etry oftheUniverse.A lepton asym m etry isdynam ically generated and then converted

into abaryon asym m etry dueto (B + L)-violating sphaleron interactions[2]which existwithin

the Standard M odel(SM ).A sim ple schem e in which this m echanism can be im plem ented

is the ‘see-saw’(type I) m odelof neutrino m ass generation [3]. In its m inim alversion it

includes the SM plus two or three right-handed (RH) heavy M ajorana neutrinos. Therm al

leptogenesis [4,5,6] can take place, for instance, in the case of hierarchical spectrum of

the heavy RH M ajorana neutrinos. The lightest ofthe RH M ajorana neutrinos is produced

by therm alscattering after in
ation. It subsequently decays out-of-equilibrium in a lepton

num berand Charge and Parity (CP)violating way,thussatisfying Sakharov’sconditions[7].

O n theotherhand,thesee-saw m echanism ofneutrino m assgeneration [3]providesa natural

explanation of the sm allness of neutrino m asses: integrating out the heavy RH M ajorana

neutrinosgeneratesa m assterm ofM ajorana typefortheleft-handed 
avourneutrinos,which

isinversely proportionalto the large m assoftheRH ones.

The im portance of the lepton 
avour e�ects in therm alleptogenesis has been recently

realized in [8,9,10,11].Thedynam icsofleptogenesiswasusually addressed within the‘one-


avour’approxim ation.In thelatter,theBoltzm ann equationsarewritten fortheabundance

ofthe lightest RH M ajorana neutrino,N 1,responsible for the out ofequilibrium and CP-

asym m etric decays,and for the totallepton charge asym m etry. However,this ‘one-
avour’

approxim ation is rigorously correct only when the interactions m ediated by charged lepton

Yukawa couplings are out ofequilibrium . Assum ing for the m om ent that leptogenesis takes

place attem peraturesT � M 1,whereM 1 isthem assofN 1,and thattheRH spectrum ishi-

erarchical,the‘one-
avour’approxim ation holdsonly forT � M 1
>
� 1012 G eV.ForM 1

>
� 1012

G eV,alllepton 
avoursarenotdistinguishable.Thelepton asym m etry generated in N 1 decays

ise�ectively ‘stored’in onelepton 
avour.However,forT � M 1
<
� 1012 G eV,theinteractions

m ediated by the �-lepton Yukawa couplings com e into equilibrium ,followed by those m edi-

ated by the m uon Yukawa couplingsatT � M 1
<
� 109 G eV,and the notion oflepton 
avour

becom esphysical. Flavoure�ectsare im portantbecause leptogenesisisa dynam icalprocess,

involving theproduction and destruction oftheheavy RH M ajorana neutrinos,and ofa lepton

asym m etry thatisdistributed am ong distinguishable 
avours.Contrary to whatisgenerically

assum ed in the one-
avour approxim ation,the �L = 1 inverse decay processes which wash

outthenetlepton num berare
avourdependent.Theasym m etriesin each lepton 
avour,are

therefore washed out di�erently,and willappear with di�erent weights in the �nalform ula

forthe baryon asym m etry.Thisisphysically inequivalentto the treatm entofwashoutin the
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one-
avourapproxim ation,wherethe
avoursare taken indistinguishable.

The im pact of
avour in therm alleptogenesis has been recently investigated in detailin

[9,10,11,12,13],includingthequantum oscillations/correlationsoftheasym m etriesin lepton


avour space [9]. The interactions related to the charged Yukawa couplings enter in the

dynam ics by inducing nonvanishing quantum oscillations am ong the lepton asym m etries in


avour space [9]. Therefore the lepton asym m etries m ust be represented as a m atrix Y in


avourspace,thediagonalelem entsarethe
avourasym m etries,and theo�-diagonalsencode

the quantum correlations. The o�-diagonals should decay away when the charged Yukawa

couplingsm ediate very fastprocesses.TheBoltzm ann equationsthereforecontain new term s

encoding allthe inform ation about the action ofthe decoherent plasm a onto the coherence

ofthe 
avouroscillations: ifthe dam ping rate islarge,the quantum correlations am ong the


avoursasym m etriesare quickly dam ped away. Ifleptogenesistakesplace when the charged

Yukawa couplingsdo notm ediate processesin therm alequilibrium ,the quantum correlators

play a crucialroleto recovertheone-
avourapproxim ation.O n theotherhand,ifleptogenesis

takesplacewhen thecharged Yukawa couplingsm ediateprocesseswellin therm alequilibrium

quantum correlationsplay no role in thedynam icsofleptogenesis.

Thegoalofthispaperistostudythetransition from theone-
avourtothetwo-
avourcase.

In thecase ofhierarchicalRH m assspectrum ,the baryon asym m etry isdirectly proportional

to the m ass M 1 ofthe lightest RH neutrino. A large enough baryon asym m etry is obtained

only fora su�ciently large valueofM 1.Therefore,we willrestrictourselvesto thetransition

from the one-
avour state,to be identi�ed with the totallepton num ber,to the two-
avour

states,to be identi�ed with the � lepton doublet ‘� and a linear com bination ofthe � and

e doublets. The m ost interesting region is for values ofm asses ofthe lightest RH neutrino

centered around M 1 � 1012 G eV whereweexpectthequantum correlatorsto play asigni�cant

rolein projecting thelepton stateon the
avourbasisand,eventually,in thegeneration ofthe

baryon asym m etry. Studying the details ofthe transition isrelevant to understand ifitis a

good approxim ation to com putethebaryon asym m etry justsolving theBoltzm ann equations

with only the diagonalentries ofthe m atrix Y for the lepton asym m etries (as usually done

in the recent literature for the 
avoured leptogenesis [11,12,13]) and neglecting altogether

the o�-diagonalentries. W e would like to see under which conditions on the leptogenesis

param etersthefulltwo-
avourregim e isattained.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Section 2 we sum m arize the generalfram ework and

the Boltzm ann equations. In Section 3 we describe in detailthe one-
avour lim it,while the

two-
avourlim itisdescribed in Section 4.Section 5 containsthem ain body ofourresults;we

presentboth analyticaland num ericalresultsforthevariousregim es.Finally ourconclusions
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are contained in Section 6 togetherwith som e com m ents.

2 T w o-
avour B oltzm ann equations

The lagrangian we consider consists ofthe SM one plusthree RH neutrinosN i (i= 1;2;3),

with M ajorana m assesM i.Such RH neutrinosareassum ed to beheavy (i.e.with m asseswell

abovetheweak scale)and hierarchical(M 1 � M 2;3),so thatwecan safely focusourattention

on thedynam icsofN 1 only.Theinteractionsam ong RH neutrinos,HiggsdoubletsH ,lepton

doublets‘� and singletse� (�= e;�;�)are described by thelagrangian

Lint = �i�N i‘�H + h��e�‘�H
c+

1

2
M iN iN i+ h:c:; (1)

with sum m ation over repeated indeces. The lagrangian is written in the m ass eigenstate

basisofRH neutrinosand charged leptons.The interactionsm ediated by the charged lepton

Yukawa couplingsare outofequilibrium forT � M 1
>
� 1012 G eV.In thisregim e,
avoursare

indistinguishableand onecan perform a rotation in 
avourspaceto storealltheasym m etry in

asingle
avour.Atsm allertem peratures,though,thisoperation isnotpossible.The� 
avour

becom esdistinguishableforT � M 1
<
� 1012 G eV.Aswealready discussed in theIntroduction,

we willrestrict ourselves to the study of the transition occuring around T � M 1 � 1012

G eV.Thischoice is m otived by the following considerations. In the case ofhierarchicalRH

m assspectrum ,thebaryon asym m etry isdirectly proportionalto them assM 1 ofthelightest

RH neutrino.Therefore,a large enough baryon asym m etry isobtained only fora su�ciently

large value ofM 1. Since the transition which m akes the � 
avour distinguishable occurs at

T � M 1 � 109 G eV,thecorrespondingvalueofM 1 isgenerically toosm alltoprovideabaryon

asym m etry in theobserved range.Therefore,wewillstudy thetransition from theone-
avour

state,to beidenti�ed with the totallepton num berstored in thelepton doublets,to thetwo-


avour states,to be identi�ed with the � lepton doublet ‘� and a linear com bination ofthe

� and e doublets (which at tem peratures between 109 and 1012 G eV are indistinguishable),

‘̂2 = (�1e‘e + �1�‘�)=

�

j�1ej
2
+ j�1�j

2
�1=2

.

Having thereforein m ind thetransition between aone-
avourand atwo-
avoursystem ,we

study atoy m odelwith twolepton doublets�= 1;2and generically representthelepton asym -

m etry m atrix by a2� 2density m atrix Y given by thedi�erenceofthedensity m atricesforthe

lepton and anti-lepton num berdensities(norm alized to the entropy density s).The diagonal

elem ents are the lepton asym m etries stored in each 
avour while the o�-diagonalelem ents

describe the quantum correlationsbetween di�erent
avours. The totallepton asym m etry is

given by the trace ofthism atrix.
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In order to follow the evolution ofthe lepton asym m etry,one needs to write down the

equationsofm otion forthe m atrix Y . The properevolution equations forthe m atrix Y has

been found and discussed in [9],neglecting the transform ations to bring the asym m etries in

thelepton doubletsto thetheSM conserved charges� � = (B =3� L�),whereL� isthetotal

lepton num berin a single
avour.Including thesetransform ationsonly changethe�nalresult

by a factoroforderunity and thereforewewillalso neglectthem forthesakeofpresentation.

The interactions m ediated by the Yukawa couplingsh� are also taken into account. W e will

assum e a large hierarchy between the Yukawa couplings (which holds for the realistic case,

since h� � h�;e).

Thesystem ofBoltzm ann equationsforthegenericcom ponentsY�� ofthedensity m atrix,

asa function ofthevariable z = M 1=T,read
3

dY��

dz
=

1

szH (z)

"

(
D + 
�L= 1 )

 
YN 1

Y
eq

N 1

� 1

!

��� �
1

2Y
eq

‘

n


D + 
�L= 1 ;Y

o

��

#

�

h

�2Re(�)+ � 1jIm (�)j

i

Y�� ; Y�� = Y
�
�� ; (2)

whilethe Boltzm ann equation fortheN 1 abundance(YN 1
)is

dYN 1

dz
= �

1

szH (z)
(
D + 
�L= 1 )

 
YN 1

Y
eq

N 1

� 1

!

; (3)

wheretheequilibrium N 1 abundanceisgiven by Y
eq

N 1
(z)= 1

4g�
z2K 2(z),and g� isthenum berof

e�ectivedegreesoffreedom in thetherm albath.Noticethatwehaveincluded thecontribution

to the CP asym m etry from the�L = 1 scatterings[11].

W e rem ark thatto obtain Eq.(2)we have assum ed thatthe lepton asym m etriesoscillate

with an approxim ately m om entum -independentfrequency.Theoscillation frequency in 
avour

spacedependson theenergy (m om entum )oftheleptonsand,within oneoscillation tim escale,

leptonsareinvolved in m any m om em tum -changinginteractionscaused by thefast,but
avour-

blind,gaugeinteractions.O urassum ption am ountstoadoptingthetherm ally averaged energy

hE ito estim ate the oscillation frequency.In otherwords,we have approxim ated the integral
R
iE dtwith ihE i

R
dtalong thepath from onelepton num berviolating interaction to thenext.

Thisapproxim ation iswelljusti�ed in [14],whereithasbeen shown thatfastgaugeinteractions

do nota�ectthecoherence ofthe 
avouroscillations.

BeforediscussingtheEqs.(2)and (3),weexplain thevariousquantitiesappearingin them .

Them atrix (
D )�� representsthe therm ally averaged N 1-decay ratesantitisgiven by

(
D )�� = 
D
�1��

�
1�

[��y]11
= 
D

�1��
�
1�

P


 j�1
j
2
; (4)

3Asusual,f;g standsforanti-com m utatorwhile the �’sarePaulim atrices.
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norm alized in such a way thatthetotaldecay rate
D isthetraceofthem atrix.The�L = 1

scatteringswerealso included in theequations(see[11]fora discussion aboutthispoint).The

therm ally averaged interaction ratem atrix (
�L= 1 )�� hasthesam eform as(
D )�� in (4)with


D replaced by thetotalscattering rate
�L= 1 .Theexplicitexpressionsforthetotalrates
D

and 
�L= 1 can befound in theliterature (see e.g.[4]).

Itispossibleto generalize theusualdecay param eterto thetwo-
avourcase.Thenatural

de�nition isa 2� 2 m atrix

K �� =
���

H

�
�
�
�
z= 1

; (5)

where

��� =
(
D )��

sY
eq

N 1

K 1(z)

K 2(z)

; (6)

and K i(z)are m odi�ed Besselfunction ofthe second kind.Thetrace ofK �� willbe denoted

by K =
P

� K �� .

TheCP-asym m etry m atrix isgiven by [9]:

��� =
1

16�

1

[��y]11

X

j6= 1

Im

n

�1�[��
y]1j�

�
j� � �

�
1�[�

�
�
T]1j�j�

o

f

 
M 2

j

M 2
1

!

; (7)

wheretheloop function f is[15]

f(x)=
p
x

�

1� (1+ x)log

�

1+
1

x

�

+
1

1� x

�
x� 1
� ! �

3

2
p
x
: (8)

Notice that

��� = ��� (9)

and the norm alization is such that the trace of the CP asym m etries reproduces the total

CP asym m etry produced by the decays ofthe lightest RH neutrino N 1,in the single-
avour

approxim ation

�1 �
X

�

��� =
1

8�

1

[��y]11

X

j6= 1

Im

�

[��y]21j

�

f

 
M 2

j

M 2
1

!

: (10)

Ifm denotesthe heaviestlightneutrino m ass(= m atm forthe non-degenerate case)then the

entriesoftheCP-asym m etry m atrix are subjectto the bounds[9]

��� �
3M 1m

8�v2

r
K ��

K
; �12;�21 �

3M 1m

16�v2

 r
K 11

K
+

r
K 22

K

!

; (11)

wherev isthevacuum expectation value ofthe Higgsdoublet.
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The � param eter accounts for interactions m ediated by the dom inant Yukawa coupling,

which from now on we denote by h1.Itisgiven by

� =
!1 � i�1

H (M 1)

�
�
�
�
T= M 1

; (12)

having de�ned thetherm alm ass!1 ’ h21T=16 and theinteraction rate�1 ’ 8� 10� 3h21T [16].

Thedependenceon M 1 iseasily m ade explicit:

Re(�)’ 4� 10� 3
h
2
1

M P

M 1

; Im (�)’ � 5� 10� 4
h
2
1

M P

M 1

; Re(�)’ 10jIm (�)j; (13)

where M P = 1:2� 1019 G eV isthe Planck m ass. In the realistic case,one should identify h1

with h�.The
avour1 willtherefore becom e distinguishablewhen M 1
<
� 1012(h1=h�)

2 G eV.

The param eter � willplay a crucialrole in what follows. It contains allthe inform a-

tionsabouttheaction ofthedecoherentplasm a onto thecoherenceofthe
avouroscillations.

Changing the param eter �,that is changing the value ofthe m ass M 1,and assum ing that

leptogenesis takes place ata tem perature T � M 1,one can analyze the various regim es: for

j�j� 1,the Yukawa coupling h 1 doesnotm ediate processesin therm alequilibrium and one

expectsthereforethattheone-
avourapproxim ation holds.In thisregim etheo�-diagonalen-

triesY�� areexpected to benonvanishing.Forj�j� 1 thetransition between theone-
avour

and the two-
avour states takes place. For j�j� 1 the transition is occured,there are two


avoursin thesystem and oneexpectstheo�-diagonalentriesin them atrix Y to bedecaying

very fastsincethequantum correlationsam ong the
avoursise�ciently dam ped away by the

decoherentinteractionswith the plasm a.

Itissim plerto work with the Boltzm ann equationsobtained from (2)-(3)by elim inating

the therm ally averaged ratesin favorofthe decay param eterm atrix K �� and two functions,

f1(z)and f2(z),which accountforthe�L = 1 scatteringsin theN 1 therm alization and in the

wash-outofthe asym m etry,respectively (see [11,4]).Theirasym ptotic behavioursare

f1(z)’

(
1 forz � 1

N 2

c
m 2

t

4�2v2z2
forz . 1;

(14)

and

f2(z)’

(
1 forz � 1

aK N 2

c
m 2

t

8�2v2z2
forz . 1;

(15)

where
N 2

c
m 2

t

8�2v2
� 0:1 param etrizesthe strength ofthe �L = 1 scatteringsand aK = 4=3(2)for

the weak (strong)wash outcase. A good approxim ation to the totalwash-outterm (inverse

decaysand �L = 1 scatterings)atsm allz isgiven by � 10� 1aK K .
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Aftera shortm anipulation the Boltzm ann equationsread

Y
0
�� = � Y

0
N 1
��� �

1

2
h(z)fK ;Y g�� �

h

�2Re(�)+ � 1jIm (�)j

i

Y�� ; (16)

Y
0
N 1

= � zK
K 1(z)

K 2(z)
f1(z)(YN 1

� Y
eq

N 1
); (17)

whereprim esdenotederivativeswith respectto z and h(z)� 1

2
z3K 1(z)f2(z).Theseequations

arethestartingpointofouranalysis.Although theyarejustclassicalequations,theyreproduce

the correct expected lim its (as shown in the next two Sections) and also have the virtue of

providing inform ation on the transition between theone-
avourand the two-
avourregim es.

3 T he one-
avour lim it

In thissection we dealwith the one-
avour lim it,corresponding to j�j� 1. M ore precisely,

inspecting Eq.(16),onelearnsthatthequantum correlatorsneed to beaccounted forif4

j�j�
1

2
h(z)K : (18)

which im plies �
M 1

1012G eV

�

�
2

K h(z)
: (19)

This condition has to be satis�ed at the tim e when the asym m etry is generated. In the

weak wash-out regim e,K <
� 1,and supposing that the initialabundance ofRH neutrinos is

vanishing,the production ofthe baryon asym m etry takes place at som e �z >� 1. Since the

wash-outterm forK <
� 1 isalwayssm allerthan unity,weconcludethatin theweak wash-out

regim e the one-
avourlim itisreached forM 1
>
� 1012 G eV.

In the strong wash-outregim e,K � 1,the baryon asym m etry is generated at som e �z �

ln K + (5=2)ln �z >� 1 when K h(�z)=2 ’ 1.Sincethewash-outfunction K h(z)=2 islargerthan

unity for z <� �z,we conclude that in the strong-wash out regim e the condition (18) im plies

j�j� (1=2)K h(�z)� 1,thatisM 1 � 1012 G eV.

Undertheconditionsthatthe �-term sm ay bedropped in Eq.(16),the latterreads

Y
0
�� = � Y

0
N 1
��� �

1

2
h(z)[K �� Y�� + K �� Y�� ]� h(z)K�� Y�� ; (20)

Y
0
�� = � Y

0
N 1
��� �

1

2
h(z)Tr(Y )K �� �

1

2
h(z)K Y�� ; (21)

4 W ethank P.DiBariforsharingwith uspriortopublication hispaperin collaboration with Blanchetand Ra�elt

[17]wheresim ilarconsiderationshavebeen presented.
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with �6= � and no sum m ation overrepeated indices.Noticethattheseequationsareim plicit,

sincethetraceofY appearsin therighthand side.Now,weperform an ad hocrotation in the


avourspace.Thequantitiesreferred to the new basiswillbedenoted by a ‘hat’.In general,

we arefree to rotate the lepton doubletsby a unitary m atrix A:

‘̂� = A �� ‘� (22)

(AA y = 1)and thisisequivalentto a basischange in the 
avourspace.A usefulchoice forA

is

A =
1

p
[��y]11

 
�11 �12

� (�12)
� (�11)

�

!

; (23)

where [��y]11 = j�11j
2 + j�11j

2 = [̂��̂y]11 by the unitarity ofA,which leads to the rotated

Yukawa couplings:

�̂=
1

p
[��y]11

 
j�11j

2 + j�12j
2 0

(�11)
��21 + (�12)

��22 det[�]

!

; (24)

with det[�]= �11�22 � �12�22. The zero entry m akes m anifest that N 1 is coupled only to

‘̂1 =
P

�= 1;2 �1�‘�=
p
[��y]11.

Them atricesK �� and ��� in thenew basisareobtained by replacing �! �̂;in particular,

one�nds

K̂ 11 = K ; K̂ 12 = K̂ 21 = K̂ 22 = 0 (25)

�̂11 = �1; �̂22 = 0: (26)

Thanks to these relations,the equations for the diagonalcom ponents (20) give Ŷ22 = 0,so

the lepton asym m etry is concentrated on the lepton ‘̂1 only and it evolves according to the

equation

Ŷ
0

‘̂1
= � Y

0
N 1
�1 � h(z)K Ŷ

‘̂1
; (27)

which exactly reproducestheBoltzm ann equation fortheonesingle
avour.Thelattercan be

identi�ed with the totallepton asym m etry,thatiswith the trace ofthe lepton asym m etries.

The totallepton asym m etry in the lepton doublets is indeed the only quantity which treats

indistinguishably allthe
avours.

4 T he tw o-
avour lim it

Letusnow turn to the opposite regim e where the � term sare im portant,i.e. we are in the

fulltwo-
avour regim e. Again,we split (16) in equations for the diagonaland o�-diagonal
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com ponentsofY :

Y
0
�� = � Y

0
N 1
��� �

1

2
h(z)[K �� Y�� + K �� Y�� ]� h(z)K�� Y�� ; (28)

Y
0
�� = � Y

0
N 1
��� �

1

2
h(z)Tr(Y )K �� �

�
1

2
h(z)K +

�

jIm (�)j+ (� 2)�� Re(�)

��

Y�� ;(29)

with � 6= � and no sum m ation over repeated indices. The � term s appear in the wash-out

ofthe o�-diagonalelem ents. Therefore,the solutionsof(29)willcontain exponentialfactors

ofthe form ei�z.The realpartof� leadsto oscillating behaviours,while the im aginary part

controlsthedam ping.Thelatterisoriginated bythedecoherencee�ectofthehigh tem perature

plasm a on the 
avour oscillations: ifYukawa coupling h1 m ediates processes which are fast

enough, the correlations between di�erent 
avours are rapidly lost. Such correlations are

encoded in the o�-diagonalcom ponentsofthe lepton asym m etry density m atrix Y . Aslong

as the o�-diagonalentries becom e negligibly sm all,Eq.(28) reduces to that studied in [11],

wherethe
avoursareconsidered ascom pletely decoupled and thesystem ofequationsreduces

to two equationsforthediagonalentriesoftheY m atrix.M orein detail,wecan say thatthe

two-
avourstateisreached when theoscillationsaree�ciently dam ped,i.ewhen thefollowing

condition holds

jIm (�)j>�
1

2
h(z)K (30)

or �
M 1

1012G eV

�

<
�

2

K h(z)
; (31)

around the pointwhen the baryon asym m etry in a given 
avour� isgenerated. In the weak

wash-out regim e for all
avours,K �� ;K
<
� 1,the 
avour asym m etry is generated at �z� >� 1

and the function (1=2)K h(z)isalwayssm allerthan unity.Therefore,we obtain thatthe two


avourregim e isdynam ically relevantforM 1
<
� 1012 G eV.

In the strong wash-out regim e for all
avours,K �� ;K � 1,the condition (31) on the

m assoftheRH neutrino isM 1
<
� (K �� =K )1012 G eV for �z� � ln K�� + (5=2)ln �z� >� 1.The

m ost stringent bound is obtained for the sm allest K �� ,which corresponds to the sm allest

wash-out. O f course the bound should be applied only if the sam e 
avour gives also the

largest asym m etry. This dependsupon the CP asym m etry ��� . In particular,ifK �� takes

the sm allestvalue com patible with the strong wash-out,K �� � 3 and ifthe CP asym m etry

��� isthe largest,then oneobtainsthe m oststringentbound,M 1
<
� (3=K )1012 G eV.

In the case ofstrong wash-outforsom e 
avour�,K ��
>
� 1,butweak wash-outforsom e

other
avour�,K ��
<
� 1,theasym m etry in the
avour�isgenerated atz = O (5)[11]and the

9



condition on them assofthelightestRH neutrinoisgiven by M 1
<
� (10=K )1012 G eV,provided

thatthe �nalbaryon asym m etry ism ainly generated by the
avour�.Ifthisisnotthe case,

oneshould apply thecondition M 1
<
� (K �� =K )1012 G eV � 1012 G eV.

Letusclose thissection with a com m ent. W e expectthe boundsobtained in thissection

com paring rates to be in fact too restrictive. They have been derived just com paring the

rate ofthe �L = 1 inverse decays and scatterings with the rate ofdam ping ofthe 
avour

oscillations.However,therealdynam icsism oreinvolved.Forinstance,the
avouroscillations

arecharacterized by a rapidly oscillating behaviour.Theoscillation rateisdictated by jRe(�)j

which isa factoraboutten largerthan the dam ping rate ofthe 
avouroscillations,Re(�)�

10jIm (�)j.Thisisrelevantbecausecom puting the
avourasym m etriesinvolvesintegralsover

tim e.Sincethe
avouroscillationsdecay and also havean oscillatory behaviour,thisrestricts

therangeoftim eintegration,thusleadingtoasuppression ofthecontribution from the
avour

oscillations.W ethereforeexpectthein
uenceofthethe
avouroscillationsto disappeareven

in thevicinity ofM 1 � 1012 G eV.O urnum ericalresultssupportthisexpectation.

5 T hetransition betw een theone-and thetw o-
avour

case

Having elaborated aboutthe two extrem e regim es,we now investigate what happensin the

interm ediateregion wheretheone
avour{two
avourstransition takesplace.Toachievethis,

weperform an analyticalstudy ofthesolutionsof(28)and (29),in two representativeregim es

ofK ’s,showing also som e num ericalsim ulations to enforce our �ndings. In the �gures we

willpresenttwo di�erentquantitieswhich m ay serve asindicatorsofthe transition.The�rst

quantity isY�� =(Y�� )dec which istheratio between the
avourasym m etry Y�� in the 
avour

� com puted solving the fullsystem of Boltzm ann equations (28) and (29) over the sam e

asym m etry (Y�� )dec com puted neglecting the o�-diagonalterm sin the sam e equations. This

ratio should tend to unity in the fulltwo-
avour regim e because the o� diagonalcorrelators

have been e�ciently dam ped out. The second indicator is the ratio ofthe the trace ofthe

2 � 2 m atrix Y ,Tr[Y ]com puted solving Eqs.(28) and (29) and the asym m etry com puted

in the one-
avourapproxim ation,Y1� 
avour,assum ing a single 
avourwith CP asym m etry �1

and wash-outparam eterK = K 11 + K 22. Thisratio should tend to unity in the one-
avour

regim e,when theo�-diagonalterm sare notdam ped.

10



5.1 Strong wash-out regim e for all
avours

In thiscase K 11;K 22 � 1.Thisim pliesthatthe N 1 abundanceclosely follow the equilibrium

abundance,Y 0
N 1

’ (Y
eq

N 1
)0 = � 1

2g�
h(z)=z. The integrals giving the lepton asym m etries are

evaluated by using the steepest descent m ethod twice. O ne �nds the following analytical

estim ates

Y�� ’
1

K ��

�
���

2g��z�
�
1

2

�

K �� Y�� (�z�)+ K �� Y�� (�z�)

��

(32)

Y12(z > z�) ’
2

K

�
�12

2g�z�
�
1

2
K 12Tr[Y (z�)]

�

�

e
i(z� z� )R e(�)e

� (z� z� )jIm (�)j; (33)

Y21(z > z�) ’
2

K

�
�21

2g�z�
�
1

2
K 21Tr[Y (z�)]

�

�

e
� i(z� z� )R e(�)e

� (z� z� )jIm (�)j; (34)

where z� � 1=Im (�) and the �z�’s are im plicitly de�ned by K �� h(�z�)’ 1. W e rem ark that

therelation Y�� = (Y�� )
� holds,thisassuresthatthediagonalasym m etriesarereal.To a �rst

approxim ation we can take �z1 � �z2 � �z,which is true up to logarithm ic corrections. From

Eqs.(32)-(34)itispossible to �nd an expression forthe trace ofY ,which allowsusto write

thediagonalasym m etriesexplicitly:

Y11 ’
1

2g��z

(
�11

K 11

+
e� (�z� z� )jIm (�)j

K 11K
�
K 11K 22 � K12K 21cos[(�z� z�)Re(�)]e

� (�z� z� )jIm (�)j
� �

�

(�11K 22 + �22K 11)K 12K 21cos[(�z� z�)Re(�)]�
�z

z�
K 11K 22

�

K 21�12e
i(�z� z� )R e(�) + c:c:

��
)

;

(35)

Y22 ’
1

2g��z

(
�22

K 22

+
e� (�z� z� )jIm (�)j

K 22K
�
K 11K 22 � K12K 21cos[(�z� z�)Re(�)]e

� (�z� z� )jIm (�)j
� �

�

(�11K 22 + �22K 11)K 12K 21cos[(�z� z�)Re(�)]�
�z

z�
K 11K 22

�

K 21�12e
i(�z� z� )R e(�) + c:c:

��
)

:

(36)

Theterm sproportionalto��� =K �� arethefam iliarasym m etriesin thestrongwash-outregim e,

while the rem aining term s are the corrections due to the correlation between 
avours. Such

correctionsarequickly dam ped bytheim aginary partof�,and thisbehaviourisalsocon�rm ed

by num ericalsim ulations. In the lim it� ! 1 we recoverthe totallepton asym m etry oftwo
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decoupled 
avours:

Tr[Y ]= Y11 + Y22
�! 1
� !

1

2g��z

�
�11

K 11

+
�22

K 22

�

; (37)

asexpected.O n the otherhand,thelim it�! 0 leadsto

Tr[Y ]
�! 0
� !

1

2g��z

K 11�22 + K 22�11 � (K21�12 + K 12�21)

K 11K 22 � K12K 21

: (38)

Itiseasy to see thatthe quantity on the righthand sideisleftinvariantby a transform ation

ofthe m atricesK ,�ofthe form

K ! M K N ; �! M �N ; (39)

where M ;N are two generic 2� 2 non-singularm atrices. In fact,the denom inatorin (38)is

justthedeterm inantofK which sim ply transform sas:det(K )! det(M )det(N )det(K ).O n

theotherhand,thenum eratorm ay bewritten as"ij"m nK im �jn,where" istheantisym m etric

Levi-Civita sym bolin two dim ensionsand sum m ation over repeated indices is assum ed. So,

thenum eratorin (38)transform sas:

"ij"m nK im �jn ! "ij"m n(M K N )im (M �N )jn =

= "ij"m n(M iaK abN bm )(M jp�pqN qn)=

= ("ijM iaM jp)("m nN bm N qn)K ab�pq =

= det(M )det(N )"ap"bqK ab�pq

= det(M )det(N )"ij"m nK im �jn (40)

under(39).Therefore the num eratorpicksup an extra factor,nam ely det(M )det(N ),which

exactly cancelsthatin thedenom inatorand theinvarianceof(38)isproved.Thisfactm eans

thata transform ation ofK and � m atricesdoesnota�ectthe trace in (38).In particular,we

can evaluate itin therotated 
avourbasisde�ned in Section 3,and obtain

Tr[Y ]�
�̂11K̂ 22 + �̂22K̂ 11

K̂ 11K̂ 22

=
�1

K
; (41)

which isthe single-
avourresult,asexpected. In the one-
avourlim it,M 1 � 1012 G eV,the

e�ciency factor�(K )forthe �nalbaryon asym m etry dependsonly upon K .In the opposite

lim it,M 1 � 1012 G eV,the �nalbaryon asym m etry depends upon two di�erent e�ciency

factors, one for each K �� . As discussed in [18],K �� =K . 2 for large m ixing angles and

therefore the e�ciency isenhanced by O (2)when going from M 1 � 1012 G eV to M 1 � 1012

G eV.

12



0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2
HM1 �1012 GeVL

0.99

0.995

1

1.005

1.01

1.015

ÈY
Α
Α
�H

Y
Α
Α
L

de
c
È

50 100 150 200
HM1 �1012 GeVL

0.8

0.9

1

1.1

1.2

1.3

T
r@

Y
D
�
HY
L 1
-

fl
av

or

Figure1:Theratio between thelepton asym m etriesY11 (green)and Y22 (red)com puted including

the o�-diagonalterm sofEqs.(28)and (29)and theonesneglecting them (see text)asa function

ofM 1 (left).Thetraceofthelepton asym m etry divided by thesam etracecom puted in thesingle-


avourapproxim ation (seetext)asafunction ofM 1 (right).Theparam etersareK = 50,K 11 = 40,

K 22 = 10,K 12 = K 21 = 20,�11 = 0:4,�22 = 0:1,�12 = �21 = 0:2. Here and in the following,the

relativem agnitudesofthe�entriesarechosen consistentwith thebounds(11).

Figure1 on theleftshowsY�� =(Y�� )dec,thediagonallepton asym m etriesY�� ,asfunctions

of M 1. In this �gure, as wellas in allothers, we have chosen com patible values for the

param eters K �� by �xing the Yukawa couplings �i�. The analyticalresults reproduce the

num ericalones within 10% . O n the rightwe show Tr[Y ]=Y1� 
avourasa function ofM 1. W e

see that the ratio tends to unity for M 1
>
� 2 � 1012 G eV in agreem ent with our previous

�ndings. In our num erical exam ple, the two 
avours give rise to the sam e asym m etries,

and for the bound discussed in Section 4 to be in the fulltwo-
avour state would require

M 1
<
� (K 22=K )1012 G eV � 2� 1011 G eV.However,weseefrom ournum ericalresultsthatthe

two-
avour state isreached forlarger valuesofM 1. To ourunderstanding thisisdue to the

rapidly oscillating behaviourofthe o�-diagonalterm s. Aswe already m entioned,com puting

the 
avour asym m etries involves an integralover tim e (or, better, over the param eter z).

Sincethequantum correlatorsnotonly decay,butalso havea rapid oscillatory behaviour,this

restrictsthe range oftim e integration,thusleading to a suppression ofthe contribution from

the 
avouroscillations. Thise�ectism agni�ed by the factthatthe oscillations have a tim e

scaleswhich isabouta factoroften sm allerthan thedam ping tim escale.W ededucefrom our

resultsthateven forvaluesofM 1 � 1012 G eV the fulltwo-
avourregim e isattained.
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Figure 2: The tim e evolution ofthe asym m etries for M 1 = 2 � 1011 GeV,K = 50,K 11 = 40,

K 22 = 10,K 12 = K 21 = 20,�11 = 0:4,�22 = 0:1,�12 = �21 = 0:2.
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Figure3:Thetim eevolution oftheasym m etriesforM 1 = 1012 GeV,,K = 50,K 11 = 40,K 22 = 10,

K 12 = K 21 = 20,�11 = 0:4,�22 = 0:1,�12 = �21 = 0:2.
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Figure 4: The tim e evolution ofthe asym m etries for M 1 = 5� 1012 GeV,,K = 50,K 11 = 40,

K 22 = 10,K 12 = K 21 = 20,�11 = 0:4,�22 = 0:1,�12 = �21 = 0:2.
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In Figs. 2,3 and 4 we presentthe evolution ofthe asym m etriesfora given choice ofthe

param eters. As expected,for sm aller values ofM 1 the o�-diagonalterm s die out for larger

valuesofz.However,by thetim etheasym m etriesstored in thediagonalterm sarefrozen out,

the
avouroscillationshave already been wiped out.

5.2 Strong wash-outforone 
avourand weak wash-outforthe

other one

Thisregim e is characterized by K 22 � 1 � K 11. The m ain contribution to the totaldecay

param etercom esfrom the strongly interacting 
avourK ’ K 11 � 1,which m eansthatN 1’s

arealm ostin equilibrium ,asin thepreviouscase.Sincethedam ping oftheo�-diagonalterm s

issensitive to K ,itisstillpossible to perform the integrals forY11 and Y22 by m eansofthe

steepestdescentm ethod,getting the sam eestim atesasin the previousregim e.W e �nd

Y11 ’
1

K 11

�
�11

2g��z1
�
1

2

�

K 12Y21(�z1)+ K 21Y12(�z1)

��

; (42)

Y22 ’
0:4

g�
�22K 22 �

1

K

�

K 12

�21

2g�z�
I(�)+ K 21

�12

2g�z�
I(�)� � K12K 21Tr[Y (z�)]

�

(43)

where

I(�)=

Z 1

z�

dzz3K 1(z)e
� i(z� z� )R e(�)e

� (z� z� )jIm (�)j (44)

satis�estheproperty I(� ! 1 )= 0.Asin thepreviouscase,one�rst�ndsan expression for

thetrace ofY and then usesitto writethe diagonalentriesin an explicitform

Y11 ’
1

2g��z1

�11

K 11

+

+
e� (�z1� z� )jIm (�)j

g�K
2
11

h

1� K 12K 21

K 11

Re(I(�))

i[0:4�22K 22K 12K 21cos[(�z1 � z�)Re(�)]

�
1

2z�

�

K 21�12e
i(�z1� z� )R e(�) + c.c.

��

; (45)

Y22 ’
0:4

g�

�22K 22
h

1� K 12K 21

K 11

Re(I(�))

i +

+
1

g�

h

1� K 12K 21

K 11

Re(I(�))

i

�
1

�z1

K 12K 21

K 2
11

�11Re(I(�))

�
1

2z�K 11

(K 21�12I(�)+ c.c.)

�

: (46)
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Figure5:Theratio between thelepton asym m etriesY11 (green)and Y22 (red)com puted including

the o�-diagonalterm sofEqs.(28)and (29)and theonesneglecting them (see text)asa function

of M 1 (left). The trace ofthe lepton asym m etry divided by the sam e trace com puted in the

single-
avourapproxim ation (see text)asa function ofM 1 (right).The param etersareK 11 = 30,

K 22 = 10� 2,K 12 = K 21 = 0:6,�11 = 0:3,�22 = 5� 10� 3,�12 = �21 = 0:006.

If�! 1 thepreviousexpressionsreduceto thoseusually found in theliterature[11],where

theo�-diagonalcorrelationsareneglected and the two 
avoursare com pletely decoupled

Y11 ’
1

2g��z1

�11

K 11

; Y22 ’
0:4

g�
�22K 22: (47)

Figure 5 on the right shows Tr[Y ]=Y1� 
avour as a function ofM 1. W e see that the ratio

tendstounity forlargevaluesofM 1,asexpected and itdoesitvery fast,in agreem entwith our

previous�ndingsthat,assoon M 1
>
� 1012 G eV,then thetwo-
avourregim eisreached.Figure

5 on the left shows Y�� =(Y�� )dec as functions ofM 1. The analyticalresults reproduce the

num ericaloneswithin 10% .From this�gurewededucethatneglecting theo�-diagonalterm s

in evaluating the diagonalterm s ofthe m atrix Y is a good approxim ation for the strongly

washed-out
avourforvaluesofM 1 � 1012 G eV.Fortheweakly coupled 
avourthetransition

occurs at M 1
>
� (10=K )1012 G eV � 3 � 1011 G eV,as derived in Section 4. This tim e the

transition does not occur for values ofM 1 � 1012 G eV because,for the set ofparam eters

chosen,theasym m etry stored in theweakly coupled 
avouriscom parablewith theonestored

in theo�-diagonalterm s.Thisillustratesthe factthatthe contribution from the o�-diagonal

term s m ay in
uence the �nalasym m etry in the weakly coupled 
avour ifthe choice ofthe

param eters is such that the o�-diagonalCP asym m etries and wash out factors are not too
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Figure6:Theratio between thelepton asym m etriesY11 (green)and Y22 (red)com puted including

the o�-diagonalterm sand the onesneglecting them (see text)asa function ofM 1 forK 11 = 2:4,

K 22 = 0:6,K 12 = K 21 = 1:2,�11 = 0:25,�22 = 0:06,�12 = �21 = 0:12.

sm all. Thism ightbe relevantifthe weakly coupled 
avourgives the largest contribution to

the�nalbaryon asym m etry.O n theotherhand,onewould expectthat,when theasym m etry

stored in the weakly coupled 
avour is large enough,then the values ofY22 com puted with

and withouttaking into accounttheo�-diagonalterm sshould bevery close.Thisexpectation

isshown to becorrectin Figure 6.Itillustratesalso ourpreviousestim atesthat,ifK �� � 3,

then the fulltwo 
avour regim e should be recovered for M 1
<
� (3=K )1012 G eV � 1012 G eV.

In Figs. 7,8 and 9 we present the evolution ofthe asym m etries for a given choice ofthe

param eters.Again,forlargevaluesofM 1 theo�-diagonalterm sdieoutforlargervaluesofz.

However,by thetim etheasym m etriesstored in thediagonalterm sarefrozen out,the
avour

oscillationshave already been wiped out.
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Figure 7: The tim e evolution ofthe asym m etries for M 1 = 2 � 1011 GeV,K ’ 30,K 11 = 30,

K 22 = 10� 2,K 12 = K 21 = 0:6,�11 = 0:3,�22 = 5� 10� 3,�12 = �21 = 0:006.
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Figure 8: The tim e evolution ofthe asym m etriesforM 1 = 1012 GeV,,K ’ 30,K 11 = 30,K 22 =

10� 2,K 12 = K 21 = 0:6,�11 = 0:3,�22 = 5� 10� 3,�12 = �21 = 0:006.
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Figure 9: The tim e evolution ofthe asym m etries forM 1 = 5 � 1012 GeV,K ’ 30,K 11 = 30,

K 22 = 10� 2,K 12 = K 21 = 0:6,�11 = 0:3,�22 = 5� 10� 3,�12 = �21 = 0:006.
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6 C om m ents and C onclusions

In thispaperwe have studied theim pactoftheoscillationsam ong thelepton asym m etriesin

leptogenesisand investigated thetransition from theone-
avourto thetwo-
avourstates.W e

also accounted forthe �L = 1 scatterings both in the CP asym m etriesand in the wash-out

term s.Thetransition m im icstherealisticonewhen the� 
avourbecom esdistinguishablefrom

the othertwo 
avours. W e have �rstform ally shown thatforM 1
>
� 1012 G eV,the quantum

correlatorsare relevantto reduce the system ofBoltzm ann equationsto a single equation for

thetotallepton asym m etry.In thisregim etheone-
avourapproxim ation holds.Subsequently,

wehaveshown thatin theregim eM 1 � 1012 G eV,thefulltwo-
avourstateisrecovered thanks

tothedam pingofthequantum correlators.W ehavesubsequentlysolved both analytically and

num erically the Boltzm ann equationsforthe lepton asym m etriesin 
avourspace.Particular

attention hasbeen devoted to thecase M 1 � 1012 G eV whereweexpected the role played by

thequantum correlatorsto bem axim al.

Letussum m arizeourresults.Ifall
avoursarein theweakwash-outregim e,thetwo
avour

state isreached and the 
avouroscillations m ay be safely neglected ifM 1
<
� 1012 G eV.Ifall


avoursarein thestrongwash-outregim e,wehaveestim ated analytically thatthetwo 
avour

stateisreached and the
avouroscillationsm ay besafelyneglected ifM 1
<
� (K �� =K )1012 G eV.

W epointouthoweverthatournum ericalstudiesshow thattherealbound isweaker.Thetwo


avourstate isreached even forvaluesofM 1 close to 10
12 G eV.The
avouroscillationsseem

to e�ciently project the lepton state on the 
avour basis. To ourunderstanding this is due

to the shorttim escale ofthe
avouroscillationscom pared to the dam ping tim escale.Flavour

oscillations decay and have a rapid oscillatory behaviour,thus restricting the range oftim e

integration.Thissuppressesthecontribution from the
avouroscillationsto allthedynam ics,

rendering the transition easier.

W e conclude that for the strong wash out case it is a good approxim ation to solve the

Boltzm ann equationsjustforthe asym m etriesstored in the lepton doublets. Thisprocedure

is usually followed in the recent literature regarding the 
avoured leptogenesis. O ur results

justify it.

The sam e conclusion isobtained ifallthe 
avoursare in the so-called m ild regim e. This

occurswhen the lepton asym m etry isgenerated only by the low energy CP violating phases

in thePM NS m atrix [13].

In the extrem e case in which one ofthe 
avour is very weakly coupled and the other is

strongly coupled,theapproxim ation ofneglecting the
avouroscillationsisa good oneforthe

strongly coupled 
avoureven forM 1 � 1012 G eV.Forthe weakly coupled 
avourneglecting

the o�-diagonalterm sm ay be too drastic forM 1 � 1012 G eV,especially ifthe param etersof
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theo�-diagonalterm saresuch thatthey inducelargeasym m etries.However,assoon asM 1 is

sm allerthan the analytically estim ated value � (10=K )1012 G eV,neglecting the o�-diagonal

term sissafe.

O ur�ndingstherefore indicate thatthe 
avoure�ects in leptogenesis becom e generically

relevant at M 1 � 1012 G eV.Let us conclude with som e com m ents. In this paper we have

dealt with classicalBoltzm ann equations. However,a fulltreatm ent based on the quantum

Boltzm ann equations would be welcom e to study in detailthe transition from one- to the

two-
avour state. A fullquantum treatm ent usually introduces m em ory e�ects [19]leading

to relaxation tim eswhich are longerthan the one dictated by the therm alization ratesofthe

particles in the plasm a. In the quantum approach,particle num ber densities are replaced

by G reen functions. The latter are subjectboth to exponentialdecays and to an oscillatory

behaviourwhich restricttherangeoftim eintegration forthescattering term s,thusleading to

largerrelaxation tim esand to a decrease ofthe wash-outrates. Thism ightfurtherhelp the


avouroscillationsto e�ciently projectthe lepton state on the
avourbasis.

IftheRH spectrum isquasi-degenerate,leptogenesistakesplacethrough aresonancee�ect.

In such a casethe�nalbaryon asym m etry doesnotdepend any longeron them assoftheRH

neutrinos. Therefore,M 1 m ay be chosen to wellreproduce the full
avour regim e without

causing any suppression in the �nalbaryon asym m etry.

Finally,letuscom m entabouttheupperbound on theneutrino m assfrom leptogenesis.In

theone-
avourapproxim ation thereisaboundon thelargestlightneutrinom assm becausethe

totalCP asym m etry isbounded from above.Theupperlim itscaleslikeM 1=m [20].Therefore,

larger values of m needs larger values of M 1 to explain the observed baryon asym m etry.

However,M 1 m ay notbeincreased inde�nitely,becauseatM 1 � (eV=m )21010 G eV,�L = 2

scatteringsenterin therm alequilibrium and wipeouttheasym m etry.Thisleadsto theupper

bound m <
� 0.15 eV.In 
avour leptogenesis the bound on the individualCP asym m etries

(11)scaleslikem and thereforeitwasconcluded thatno bound stringentexistson thelargest

light neutrino m ass [9]. From these considerations it is clear that the bound on m depends

very m uch on which regim eleptogenesisisoccuring,i.eeithertheone-
avororthetwo-
avour

regim e. For large values ofm ,the strong wash-out regim e applies and,as we have seen in

Sec.4,the full
avourregim e roughly (becauseournum ericalresultsindicate thatthebound

isweaker)holdsonly forM 1
<
� (K �� =K )1012 G eV.Therefore,onewould expectthat,again,m

cannotbelargeatwillsinceK scalesasm .Indeed,atm � 2 eV thefull
avourregim ewould

seem notto apply [17].To getthisestim ate itisassum ed thatboth 
avoursarein thestrong

wash-outregim e,haveroughly thesam eCP asym m etries,butthatoneofthetwo hasa wash-

outcoe�cientm uch sm allerthan theother,1 � K �� � K �� .Underthesecircum stancesthe
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�nalbaryon asym m etry YB isdom inated by the 
avour�

YB
<
�

0:1

g�K
1:16
��

3M 1m

8�v2

r
K ��

K
; M 1

<
� 1012

K ��

K
G eV (48)

where we have applied the upperbound (11)and rem ind the readeraboutthe bound on M 1

forthefull
avourregim eto hold.Sincetheupperbound isinversely proportionalto K �� ,the

m ostfavourable value forthe wash-outfactorofthe 
avour� in the strong wash-outregim e

isK �� � 3:3.Therefore,them axim albaryon asym m etry would be

YB ’ 0:1
(3:3)0:34

g�

3m

8�v2
K

� 3=21012G eV : (49)

Setting K ’ (m =0:5� 10� 3eV),wereproducethestatem entthatform >
� 2 eV oneisentering

the one-
avour regim e [17]. This conclusion would seem to indicate that a bound on the

lightneutrino m assm from leptogenesism ightbe present(even though notuseful,given the

conservative upper bound m <
� 2 eV from cosm ology [21]). W e notice,however,that upper

lim iton M 1 to bein thetwo-
avourregim ebecom esweakerifall
avourshavethesam ewash-

outterm .Assum ethatthetotalCP asym m etry �1 isvery closeto zero (forexactly degenerate

lightneutrino m asses�1 = 0 and ��� = � ���).Asbefore,all
avoursare in the strong wash-

outregim e,butthistim ewesupposethatK �� ’ K �� [9].Underthesecircum stancesthe�nal

baryon asym m etry reads

YB ’
0:1

g�

222

417

���

K 1:16
��

; M 1
<
� 1012

K ��

K
G eV ; (50)

where the 
avour � can be identi�ed with the �-
avour and we have applied the form ulae

in Ref. [11]which accountforthe connection am ong the asym m etriesin the lepton doublets

and the onesin the � � charges. Taking K �� =K ’ 1=2,K �� ’ (m =0:5� 10� 3eV),and,for

instance,M 1 � 5� 1010 G eV (which ism uch largerthan 1012(3=K )G eV � 109 G eV),weare

wellin the full
avour regim e. Using the condition (11),the following m axim alvalue ofthe

baryon asym m etry isachieved

YB ’ 6

�
eV

m

� 0:16

� 10� 11
; (51)

Itshowsthat,even forlightneutrino m assesin the few eV range,a large baryon asym m etry

is generated. W e therefore conclude that the bound on the largest oflight neutrino m ass is

evaded in 
avourleptogenesis.
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