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In this study, we present a comprehensive analysis of the electroweak sphaleron formalism and its
application to electroweak phase transition (EWPT) patterns in extensions of the Standard Model
scalar sector with electroweak multiplets. We offer an equivalence proof for different choices for the
form of sphaleron configurations; construct the previously unestablished high-dimensional SU(2)
sphaleron transformation matrix; and revisit the required boundary conditions needed for solving
the sphaleron field equations. We then investigate the leading order sphaleron dynamics in the
context of a multi-step EWPT. We showcase two distinct analytical approaches for extending the
SU(2) scalar multiplet to the standard model (SM) under differing EWPT scenarios, and perform
an explicit calculation of the sphaleron energy using a septuplet example. In the context of a
single-step EWPT leading to a mixed phase, we find that the additional multiplet’s contribution
to the sphaleron energy is negligible, primarily due to the prevailing constraint imposed by the p
parameter. Conversely, in a two-step EWPT scenario, the sphaleron energy can achieve significantly
high values during the initial phase, thereby markedly preserving baryon asymmetry if the universe
undergoes a first-order EWPT. In both cases, we delineate the relationship between the sphaleron
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energy and the parameters relevant to dark matter phenomenology.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of Baryon Asymmetry of the Universe
(BAU) remains an open question in the frontier of par-
ticle physics and cosmology. In order to explain the
BAU, Sakharov proposes three necessary conditions: (1)
baryon-number violation; (2) C and CP violation; (3) de-
parture from thermal equilibrium or CPT violation [1].
In principle, the Standard Model (SM) provides all the
necessary ingredients for generation of the baryon asym-
metry during the era of electroweak symmetry-breaking
(EWSB), a scenario known as electroweak baryogene-
sis (EWBG). Indeed, the first condition can be fulfilled
by the non-pertubative weak sphaleron process. How-
ever, the SM fails to satisfy the second and third con-
ditions. The CP-violation associated with the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix is too weak to generate the
observed BAU [2—4], and EWSB occurs through a smooth
crossover transition due to the large Higgs mass [5-9],
thereby missing the needed out of equilibrium require-
ment. Many beyond Standard Model (BSM) theories
have been proposed to remedy these shortcomings and
facilitate EWBG (please see [10, 11] for reviews). In this
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work, we focus on a key element of BSM EWBG: elec-
troweak sphaleron dynamics. We do so in the context of
a general class of BSM scenarios, namely, those involving
an extended Higgs sector containing higher dimensional
electroweak multiplets.

Electroweak baryogenesis requires a first order elec-
troweak phase transition (FOEWPT), during which bub-
bles of broken symmetry nucleate in the symmetric
phase. The BSM CP-violating interactions at the bubble
walls generate a left-handed fermion number density that
biases symmetric phase sphaleron transitions into gen-
eration of non-zero baryon plus lepton number (B + L)
[10, 12, 13]. The asymmetry diffuses into the bubble inte-
riors. A sufficiently “strong” FOEWPT leads to suppres-
sion of the broken phase sphaleron rate, thereby allowing
preservation of the asymmetry [14]. A central question,
therefore, pertains to the broken phase sphaleron rate: is
it sufficiently quenched so as to preserve the BAU?

While the most reliable approaches to answering this
question are obtained using lattice computations, as a
practical matter performing a broad survey of BSM sce-
narios and associated parameter choices relies on (semi-
)analytic methods and perturbation theory. The latter
provides a baseline for comparison and validation against
non-perturbative studies. The aim of the following study
is to refine this baseline and clarify some formal consid-
erations along the way. In doing so, we recall that the
analytic result for the broken phase sphaleron rate, I'yyg
can be written as the product of a dynamical prefactor
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A and a statistical factor [15-17]:
Dws = Ae Boon/T (1)

where Egpy, is the energy associated with the semiclassical
sphaleron solution. Our focus in the present study falls
on the latter.

To further set the context, we recall that the thermal
history of EWSB can entail either a single, direct tran-
sition to the present “Higgs phase” or a series of steps.
In the presence of additional scalar fields @, a different
vacuum associated with a non-zero vacuum expectation
value (vev) for one or more components of ® may pre-
cede the Higgs phase. Alternately, the Higgs phase may
also involve a non-zero ® vev. While ® may be either a
SM gauge singlet or carry SM quantum numbers, in this
study we consider the case where ® is an SU(3)¢ singlet
but charged under SU(2); xU(1)y. We further specify
that only the neutral component of ® obtains a non-zero
vev. Three representative patterns of EWSB are illus-
trated in Figure 1, where case (a), (b) and (c) represent
the SM one-step EWPT, one-step EWPT to the mixed
phase and two-step EWPT, respectively.

Each case may accommodate EWBG. For the single-
step transitions in (a) and (b), the presence of & will
modify I'yg through thermal loops and, for (b), through
additional contributions to the semiclassical sphaleron
solution. Note that for (b), constraints from the elec-
troweak p-parameter place strong constraints on (®),
when @ is neither a gauge singlet or second Higgs dou-
blet. One may evade these constraints through a suitable
choice of field content, as in the Georgi-Machacek model
[18]. For (c), the first step may accommodate EWBG if
(i) this step involves a FOEWPT; (ii) if BSM CPV in-
teractions generate a sufficiently large asymmetry; (iii)
I'ws in the EWSB @ vacuum is sufficiently suppressed;
and (iv) the second step to the Higgs phase does not al-
low for re-excitation of the EW sphalerons. The viability
of this possibility has been demonstrated in Refs. [19-
21]. To our knowledge, EW sphaleron dynamics for these
scenarios in the presence of ® have not been explored in a
unified and systematic way. In what follows we endeavor
to do so, focusing on cases (b) and (c) wherein ® can play
an active role in the semiclassical sphaleron solution. We
investigate both the corresponding topological structure
and sphaleron energy.

Thus, this study mainly consists of two parts. In the
first part, we review, update, and clarify various for-
mal aspects related to the semiclassical treatment of the
sphaleron in BSM theories, including: relationships be-
tween various treatments for the sphaleron configuration;
a general construction of the 1-form framework for a gen-
eral scalar multiplet; restrictions arising in the presence
of more than one scalar field multiplet; topology pertain-
ing to higher dimensional (beyond doublet) multiplets;
equation of motion and choice of boundary conditions.
We intent our discussion of these issues to provide a gen-
eral reader with some background as well as to set the
context for our specific choices in the second part of the

study.

In the latter part, we compute the sphaleron energy
for scenarios (b) and (c) for ® being an electoweak sep-
tuplet, whose presence in the Higgs vacuum of scenario
(c) can contribute to the dark matter (DM) relic density.
In this instance, we delineate the dependence of Eg,n
on the parameters relevant to DM phenomenology: the
DM mass, its self-interaction, and the coupling to SM
fields that enters the annihilation and direct detection
cross sections. In our current work, we primarily focus
on the analysis of the zero-temperature model. Our aim
is to provide a methodology for applying the sphaleron
formalism to different EWSB patterns, where the zero-
temperature model can provide a good approximation of
physical quantities. The thermally corrected model can
be analyzed in a parallel manner. We find that, depend-
ing on the values of these parameters, Egpy, for step C1
of case (c¢) can be significantly larger than in the SM for
single step transition in case (a), suggesting that the two-
step scenario can be particularly conducive to EWBG.

Our discussion of these issues is organized as fol-
lows. In section II, we present a detailed analysis of the
sphaleron formalism, either in SM or in BSM scenarios.
In section III, we discuss an electroweak multiplet ex-
tension to the SM and present three possible types of
EWPT after this extension. In section IV, we compute
the sphaleron energy of this model under different types
of EWPT.

II. SPHALERON FORMALISM

In this section, we address several issues pertaining to
sphaleron formalism:

e We first summarize the most widely considered
choices for the sphaleron configurations and con-
struct the relations between them, starting with the
Weinberg-Salam theory.

e As we will utilize the 1-form choice when treating
higher dimensional multiplets, we give a general
construction in terms of Wigner D-matrices that
applies to scalar fields of arbitrary isospin.

e We apply this construction to an extended scalar
sector and point out restrictions on the scalar po-
tential needed to accommodate a multi-scalar field
sphaleron solution.

e For ¢ differing from a scalar doublet, we demon-
strate the dependence of the spahleron solution on
additional multiplet to ensure the sphaleron solu-
tion yields the baryon plus lepton charge Qpyp =1
(equilvalent to Qp = 1/2 since B — L is conserved
by the sphaleron transitions)

e We review the derivation of the sphaleron field
equations for a general electroweak multiplet and
clarify requirements on the corresponding bound-
ary conditions.
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Figure 1: Three possible EWSB patterns. In each plot, the horizontal axis represents the SM Higgs vacuum, the vertical axis
stands for the BSM (electroweak multiplet in our study) particle’s vacuum. The O denotes the symmetric phase, while X, Y
and Z represent three saddle points of the total potential. (a) represents a one-step EWPT from symmetric phase to pure
Higgs phase; (b) denotes a one-step EWPT to the mixed phase where the Higgs particle and scalar multiplet particle both
obtain a vacuum expectation value (vev); (c) depicts a two-step EWPT scenario, where the first step moves from symmetric
phase to the pure multiplet phase, and the second step moves from the multiplet phase to the Higgs phase.

A. Sphaleron configurations in the Standard Model

The SM electroweak sphaleron formalism is first
constructed by Manton and Klinkhamer [22, 23].
Klinkhamer and Laterveer later propose another
sphaleron configuration with a different field configura-
tion from Manton and Klinkhamer’s one [24]. We will
demonstrate that these two configurations are equivalent
to each other under a sphaleron gauge transformation.
Other sphaleron configurations are also been discussed
in this work, like Refs. [25-27].

Manton first constructs the sphaleron topological non-
contractible loop (NCL) within the Weinberg-Salam the-
ory. Through the topological identity map, the Higgs
field at spatial infinity is parameterized as [22]

Hfo]

H>™(u,0,¢) = {Hgo [ sin i sin e’

e~ (cos p +isinpcosf) |’
2)
where the Higgs field at spatial infinity » — oo is denoted
as H*°. The parameter p € [0, 7] characterizes motion
along the NCL, where u = 0, 7 correspond to vacuum and
p = % corresponds the sphaleorn configuration. Other
two parameters 6 and ¢ are two spherical angles at spa-
tial infinity. The unitary transformation matrix U is
constructed as
3)

== [ 2 1]

—H{* H5®

Then the field configurations for arbirary r are given in
[23]

H(w €0,6) = —=h(€)U™ (?) 7

. (4)
Ai(p, €, 0, ¢)da' = f§f<5>aiU°°<U°°>*1-

where £ = ¢gQr is a dimensionless radial parameter with
) = 246.22 GeV; v is the Higgs vev; A; = A%0%/2, where
0® denotes the Pauli matrix; and g represents the weak

gauge coupling constant. Under the spherical symmetry
ansatz, h(€) and f(£) denote the Higgs field and gauge
field radial profile function. The radial profile functions
satisfy a set of coupled differential equations implied by
the field’s Euler-Lagrangian equation, whose boundary
conditions will be discussed in later subsection. Note
that ¢ € [r, 0, ¢] in spherical coordinate. Since the radial
gauge is applied, the radial component of the gauge field
A¢ vanishes.

Klinkhamer and Laterveer propose a different field con-
figuration [24] (denoted here as the KL configuration),
while their sphaleron matrix U is identical with Man-
ton and Klinkhamer’s original construction [23] (denoted
as the MK configuration). The KL configuration defines
the 1-form F, via

3 ya
- co—1 0o
iU~ 1dU> = ;Fa 5 (5)
where the F, are crucial for the sphaleron Yang-Mills and
kinetic parts energy calculation.

The NCL in KL configuration commences and termi-
nates at the topologically diifferent vacua, and is com-
posed of three phases [24]

o I, u€[—7m/2,0]: builds up the Higgs field configu-
ration;

e II, ;1 € [0, 7]: builds up and destorys the gauge field
configuration;

o 111, 1 € [m,37/2]: destorys the Higgs field configu-
ration.

where = —m/2, 3w/2 represent the vacuum configura-
tion and p = 7/2 denotes the sphaleron configuration.
In different phases, the sphaleron’s profile functions are
different. In phase I and III, the profile function is given
by

Ai = a; = 0,
v (sin2 w+ h(€) cos? ,u) (6)

V2

H(p,&,0,0) = (o)t ,



where a; denotes the U(1) gauge field. While in phase
II, the field configuration read

HGu .00 = 5@ (1)

i1 z -
ade =S0-fO) [RG RG]
1 ag
+ 5(1 - f3(8)) {F3?3} ’
aidz’ = (1 — fo(&))F3

where a; represents the U(1) gauge field, and ¢’ denotes
the U(1) gauge coupling constant.

We now show the equivalence of this KL field configu-
ration with the MK configuration under the fo = 0 and
f = fs restrictions. Apply an unitary transformation
(U*°)~! to the MK configuration, eq. (4). The Higgs
field becomes

v 0
H(n.6.0.0) - S0 (). 5)

The gauge field transforms in the usual way A, —

UA, U — 5(0,U)U 1 so the transformed gauge ﬁeld
becomes
Asda’ — (U=)7H (=2 f(QOU=(U)HU™
g
_ laZ(Uoo)fono
(9)
= (1 — fE)Ux)"toU

Q|+~ Q .

= -(1- () |A G + B + B

Under the symmetric ansatz (f = f3, fo = 1), the Higgs
field and non-abelian gauge field configurations in eq. (7)
are equal to the gauge transformed configurations eq. (8)
and eq. (9). Hence, the MK configuration is a special
(zero mixing angle) case of KL configuration with the
additional stipulation f = f3.

Different gauge field configurations should lead to
the same sphaleron energy, which is gauge indepen-
dent. Apart from the MK and KL configurations, there
are other sphaleron configurations. Akiba, Kikuchi and
Yanagida propose the field configuration from the gen-
eral spherical symmetric ansatz [25], denoted here as the
AKY configuration. Kleihaus, Kunz and Brihaye con-
struct the configuration based on a set of orthonormal
vector [27], which is quite similar with Rebbi and Rossi’
monopole solution [26], and we will name this as KKB
configuration. To serve as a comprehensive summary of
sphaleorn configurations, we discuss the AKY and KKB
configurations into the Appendix. AKY in [25] shows
that their field solutions are totally equivalent with MK
sphaleron configuration. Besides, the work [28] compares
the MK and AKY configurations from the perspective of
bloch wave function.

In the remainder of this work, we will generalize the
sphaleron configuration with scalar multiplet based on
the KL configuration.

B. A general 1-form for SU(2) multiplet

To that end, it is useful to provide a general con-
struction of the 1-form F, applicable to a general scalar
SU(2);, multiplet of arbitrary isospin J. In passing, we
note that Ahriche et al. [29] calculate the sphaleron en-
ergy for higher dimensional SU(2) scalar representations,
wherein they use but do not prove that the 1-form F,
is invariant property concerning different representation
dimensions. We will expand on their work by showing
this invariance.

An arbitrary SU(2) matrix can be parameterized in
terms of Wigner-D matrix, which in the fundamental rep-
resentation reads

Ula, B,7) = mm/( B, '7)
= e —iaZ} 2 677’57677“7”73
_ e~ i3 Cosg —eit sing (10)
etz sin ¢ €l o cos & ’
2 2

where «, 3,7 are three Euler angles. Comparing this ma-
trix with sphaleron matrix eq. (3), we can obtain the
following relationships

B Il
cos (2> cos ( 7> 1 4 sin? p(cos§ — 1),

2
sin é sm(g 1) sin ¢ sin 6 sin p,
2 2
7
2

(5o

cos (g) sin (% + g) = sin pcos pu(cos@ — 1) .

— cos ¢ sin 0 sin pu,

we obtain these relations by (i) expand eq. (10) and
eq. (3) into matrix addition with basis Isx2, 01,02 and
os; (ii) equal the basis coefficients of these two matrices.
While it is possible in principle to solve these equations
and establish relationships between («,8,v) and (u,0,0),
doing so in practice is cumbersome. Not only must we
be careful with the sign of the final solution of three Eu-
ler angles, but also they have non-linear dependence with
u, 6, ¢, complicating the calculation of the 1-form. There-
fore, although eq. (10) looks quite intuitive, we seek an
alternate method.

Instead, we can use the multiplication of multiple
Wigner-D matrices to represent the sphaleron matrix.
For a general representation J with matrix dimension
2J 4+ 1, we can write the sphaleron matrix as

o (11,0, ) = ZD

(w—,—0, ) mn(,u,@ w4 ),
(12)



with
we=—pE($-3) . (13)

if we set J = 1/2, we can restore the standard sphaleron
matrix eq. (3). This kind of parameterization method is
quite easy to calculate the 1-from, since the Euler pa-
rameters are liner with respect to u, 6 and ¢.

A general formation of F, in the representation J can
be calculated through the generalization of eq. (5)

3
W(UNdU>® =Y F,T, (14)
a=1

where T,, are the SU(2) generators in a general represen-
tation. The 1-form F, can then be calculated through

1

F3 = T2 Tr[i(U)~1dU.Ts], (15)

and
T + BTy =i(U™) 1dU>® — F3Ts. (16)

Using this calculation method, we verify that F, are in-
variant for J = [3/2,2,5/2, 3] under usual SU(2) genera-
tor’s representation [30].

C. Sphaleron under a SU(2) scalar multiplet
extension

In this subsection, we investigate the sphaleron con-
figuration with a general high-dimensional SU(2) scalar
extension to the SM. This configuration was previously
constructed by Ahriche et. al [29]. However, we present
a different perspective on the unitary transformation ma-
trix.

Consider N scalar multiplet fields, denoted as ®¢ with

i=1,...,N. In [29], the vacuum configurations of ®°
are parameterized as
ol = W& 4 o) (17)

V2

where v; and h; represent the scalar field’s vev and radial
profile function, respectively.

However, since there exists only a single SU(2)
sphaleron gauge transformation matrix, U, it is in gen-
eral not a priori clear that one choice can transform all
scalar fields in phase II to the form in eq. (7) that carries
no dependence on (p, 6, ¢). To address this question, one
should take into account the number of gauge transfor-
mation degrees of freedom. For concreteness, we consider
the two Higgs doublet model (2HDM). In the 2HDM, we
can perform an SU(2)1, x U(1)y transformation to a basis
where the vev of neutral component of ®! is real while
the corresponding neutral component of ®2 is complex

31]
oo(2) () o

where v; and vy are real and positive, and 0 < & <
2m. If we follow MK’s sphaleron configuration, the field
configurations for the 2HDM should be written as

¥ = ZhOueuno () (9)

U2 cof(, I ol 4t 0
where hq(€) and ha(§) denote the radial profile function
of two doublets, respectively. Generally, p # u',0 #
0',¢ # ¢'. In other words, the presence of a complex
phase in the vacuum configuration that cannot be re-
moved by a gauge transformation implies that there does
not exist a single U matrix that can rotate both scalar
fields to the form in eq. (7) for a common set of NCL
parameters. Only for certain choices of the scalar poten-
tial parameters, for which £ = 0, can one achieve such
a common set. This situation should hold for a general
dimensional electroweak multiplet extension of the SM,
whose field configuration should be written as

0
@:%M&)U%',ezd) 1. (0
0

we seek for situations where = ', 0 = 0',¢ = ¢'. This
requires additional constraints to the model parameters.
As in the 2HDM, additional constraints should be applied
to make & = 0. In section III, we will analyze these
constraints carefully.

Assuming these constraints are satisfied, the sphaleron
configuration proposed by Ahriche et al. can be directly
applied. We provide a summary of their results for the
sake of completeness. In the first and third phases, when
1€ [~%,0] and p € [m, 2], the electroweak multiplet’s
configuration is

v (sin? p + B(E) cos? )
V2

In the second phase when u € [0, 7], the field configura-
tion is

o = (07"'51a"'70)T7 (21)

o = V29

NG (07...)17...,0)7’. (22)

D. The validity check of baryon charge

In general, one should ask how the presence of these
additional multiplets affect the Cherns-Simons number
and, thus, B + L, associated with the sphaleron configu-
ration. In the case of n = 2 it has been shown that the
sphaleron baryonic charge Qg = 1/2, and the leptonic



charge of sphaleron is the same as the baryonic charge,
leading to Qpyr =1 [23].
We now review the computation of Qp, which can be
written as [23]
ap. l/)

to
5 ~
@ g (sphaleron) = / dt/d <32 A
(23)

where ¢ represents the sphaleron configuration while ¢ =
—oo represents the vacuum. The dual field tensor F'**" =
%E”VPUF;}U. Clearly, since eq. (12) leaves the 1-form F,
unchanged from the KL form, we will demonstrate that
the value of g will also be unchanged. To proceed with
the latter, note that since F;}VF“W can be written as a
total divergence 0, K*, with

vpo a a g aoc a C
K" =07 (Fy A = 2 f beAasAb Ay, (24)
so that
@ g (sphaleron)
2 to .. 25)
_ 9 3,70 (
=53 (/d K |t_t0+/oodt/SK-dS),
where K = 0 at vacuum when t = —oo, since the

gauge field A? = 0 at the vacuum configuration eq. (6).
If we work out the explicit gauge field component A¢
in eq. (7), we would see that A? ~ 1/r, which means
that the surface term in eq. (25) does not vanish. The
sphaleron baryon charge is gauge invariant from the defi-
nition eq. (23), so that we can make a gauge transforma-
tion Ucharge such that the gauge field A¢ falls off faster
than 1/r. Such transformation can take the following
form [32]

Q(r) = ptanh(Br), (26)

where p is the NCL parameter in the sphaleron configura-
tion, S is a large number. Under such gauge transforma-
tion, the surface term would vanish [33]. The sphaleron
baryon charge becomes

Ucharge = EXP(—%Q(TW . 5),

2u —sin(2u) 1
27 S 2
(27)
where the first term vanishes due to the gauge field goes
faster than 1/r at spatial infinity, and the NCL parameter
p = % at the sphaleron point. The result eq. (27) im-
plies that the sphaleron baryon charge is irrelevant to the
detailed shape of the radial profile function f(£) defined
in eq. (7). As we will see below, within the electroweak
multiplet extension of the SM, the multiplet field would
bias the gauge field radial profile function to some extent,
while keeping @ p(sphaleron) = 1/2.

Q p(sphaleron) = /dng0|t:tU +

E. Sphaleron Energy and equation of motion

In the following computations, we utilize the KL con-
figuration defined in eq. (6) and eq. (7). For the addi-
tional scalar multiplet, its configuration is established in
eq. (21) and eq. (22).

It is covenient to define the sphaleron energy relative
to that of the vacuum state in the configuration space,
viZ

Eun = B = 3) = E(u=—3), (28)

where E(u = 7)) represents the sphaleron energy at the
configuration space saddle point, while E(y = —%) de-
picts the vacuum state value. The general potential
V(H, ®) of Higgs field and multiplet ® includes the Higgs
potential, Higgs and ® portal interaction and ® self in-
teraction terms. However, one need to pay attention
that different choices can be made to give the potential
value V' at the origin, and different choices correspond
to different sphaleron vacuum energies. However, since
the relevant quantity is the energy difference eq. (28),
these different choices will have no physical consequence.

For example, we can write the Higgs field potential
into two forms, one is —p?H'H + M\(HTH)?2, another is
MHTH — 19?)2. In the former case, we should carefully
consider the sphaleron vacuum state value and the sit-
uation would be more complicated if more scalar fields
enter the potential.

In the following analysis, we construct the sphaleron
energy using one scalar multiplet’s extension to the SM.
Meanwhile, it is sufficient to use V(H,®) as a general
object to demonstrate the main ideas in this section. We
will present the explicit interaction terms in the next sec-
tion. With one multiplet’s extension to the SM, either
term in the right hand side of eq. (28) can be written as

47TQ ara 1
E= p dg{ F§FG + 11505+ (D;H)"(D;H)
+(D;®)1(D;®) + V(H, @)} ,
(29)
when p = —7, the Yang-Mills term, U(1) term, and ki-

netic term both equal to trivial zero, since the gauge
fields are empty and the scalar fields are in vacuum states;
while when p = 7, these three terms’ formal computa-
tion are carried out in Appendix B. Therefore, the only
undetermined terms in eq. (28) are V(H,®)(&§,p = )
and V(H,®)({,n = —%5). Thus, the sphaleron energy
can be expressed as



Eupn = B(u = 3) = B(u=-3)
=2 [ | n =5+ phafiln
FVH 9= 5) — V(H, D)€ p =

The field’s equation of motion (EOM) can be obtained
via the Euler-Lagrangian equation. In our analysis, there

J

(30)

are two scalar fields, H and ®. Similar to the case in
Ahriche et al.’s work [29], the EOMs reads

P4 S0 DUG =2+ 0+ )+ - 1)+ ad?) =
= BB I - D0+ 20+ (agh + 56%) (o~ i) =0
U+ 20 fo) = L o + 567 — i) =0, (31)
W'+ 5h’ - @h[ (1= +(fo— f3)°] - MW =0,
0"+ 30~ S l2al 1+ Al = 5]~ e =0

where f’ denotes df /d¢ and f” denotes d*f/d¢2. In the
zero temperature computation, we set v = ) = 246.22
GeV. However, at high temperature universe, v is a func-
tion of the temperature; € is just a dimensional constant;
and « and 3 are defined as

(T +1) — J3)02
o= ,

202

where J denotes the multiplet representation dimension,
and J3 is the third component value. Since we put the
multiplet’s vev in its neutral component, Js equals to
the opposite value of hypercharge Y. The only undefined
term in EOMs (31) is the potential term V[h, ¢], which
is related with BSM models and types of EWPT.

F. Boundary conditions of the sphaleron EOM

In this subsection, we will clarify some subtleties re-
garding the sphaleron EOM boundary consitions. The
boundary condition for scalar fields at spatial infinity
is clear: each field should approach its vacuum. On
the other hand, at the origin, some subtleties would
appear, depending on the choice of co-ordinate system.
At this location, the scalar field profile function bound-
ary condition shares common features with gauge field

ones. Therefore, we can mainly focus on gauge field pro-
file function boundary condition analysis. Working with
spherical-polar co-ordinates, the usual criteria for bound-
ary condition can be summarized as [22, 23]

e when £ — 0, the field is free of singularity,

e when £ — o0, the gauge field should vanish to
ensure the finiteness of sphaleron energy, where
Af 0 is equivalent to the pure gauge state
A%dxt ~ 9;(U*)~1U> up to a gauge transforma-
tion.

In this work, we have different opinions to above two
criteria and propose following additional condition

e when & — oo, if we set the boundary condition as
f(& = o) = C, the field profile function should
converge to the chosen constant value C. In such
case, either the scalar field or the gauge field can
converge to the vacuum state, where we do not ex-
pect the profile function to have any rapid changes
around vacuum configuration.

Let us elaborate on the singularity issue. According to
MK configuration eq. (4), U is a function of angular
parameters 6, . When r — 0, if the field does not vanish,
the field would have some preferred angular direction at
the origin, which can lead to a rotational singularity. In



the following, we will demonstrate that such singularity
is removable.

As we show in section IT A a unitary gauge transforma-
tion can connect following two field configurations under
the zero weak mixing angle scenario

ZFJ -y ZF Ja, (33)

which means such a gauge transformation can inter-
change the boundary condition at the origin and spatial
infinity. For example, following two sets of boundary con-
ditions can be converted to each other by such a gauge
transformation.

® (a) £ =0, f(§) = 0;§ =00, f(§) = 1
e (b)E—0, f(§) = 1;&— o0, f(§) = 0.

Thus, when £ — 0, the free of singularity condition is
not strict. Since we can always make such gauge transfor-
mation to remove the singularity. In fact, the two criteria
at the beginning of this subsection can be turned into

e sphaleron has finite energy

A finite sphaleron energy requires that (i) the field is
free of singularities everywhere, and (ii) the integrand of
eq. (30) vanishes when £ — oco. For (ii), when & — oo,
the gauge field and scalar field approaching the vacuum
condition can make the Yang-Mills, U(1), and kinetic
terms vanish, and equate the terms V(H,®)({,u = )
and V(H, <I>)(§ p = —%). As we have shown, both gauge
field boundary conditions (a) and (b) can lead to a fi-
nite sphaleron energy. Under such a situation, we should
consider the third convergence condition that has been
proposed in this work, which can be used to distinguish
between (a) and (b).

Now, for our specific sphaleron configuration eq. (7),
If we only consider the first two criteria, we can have two
sets of boundary condition, where we label them as Nor-
mal boundary condition and Inverse boundary condition.
For the Normal condition, we have

for € - Ov {f(f)a f3(§)’h(§)7¢(£)} - Oa fO(g) —1
for 5 — 00, {f(f)’f3(§)7h(§)7¢(€)’f0(§)} - 1;

While the Inverse Boundary condition reads

for § = 0, {f(£), f3(&)} = 1, {fo(&), h(&), ¢(&)} = L

35
The field profile functions and sphaleron energy of the SM
under these two boundary choices are shown in Figure 2.
These two scenarios’ sphaleron energy are very similar,
where the Inverse boundary choice is a little bit larger
than the Normal one. However, the third convergence
condition requires us to choose the Normal Boundary
condition, since the field profile functions vary rapidly
when £ — oo for the Inverse boundary scenario.

(34)

III. ELECTROWEAK SEPTUPLET EXTENSION
TO THE SM: MODEL ANALYSIS

In this section, we will analyze the scalar septuplet ex-
tension to the SM under different EWPT scenarios, us-
ing the formalism outlined in Section II. As a prelude, let
us review the motivation for focusing on the scalar sep-
tuplet. In general, for an electroweak multiplet having
isospin J, J cannot be arbitrarily large. When J > 5,
the Landau scale at which the gauge coupling Landau
pole occurs would decrease to around Ajangan < 10 TeV
[34]. Furthermore, the partial wave unitarity condition
for tree-level scattering amplitude constrains J < 7/2 for
a complex scalar multiplet and J < 4 for a real scalar
multiplet [35, 36]. Besides, we are more focused on the
neutral component of the multiplet, where the charge re-
lation J3 +Y = 0 needs to be satisfied. Furthermore, in
order to avoid stringent dark matter experimental direct
detection constraints we require that the neutral field
does not couple to Z current, which requires ¥ = 0.
Since only multiplet with integer J can have J3 = 0 com-
ponent, we will focus on this scenario. Such electroweak
multiplet with zero vev can be a dark matter candidate
[37, 38]. Thus, the highest dimension for an electroweak
multiplet satisfying the unitary condition and providing a
viable dark matter candidate is the septuplet with J = 3
[38]. Therefore, the sphaleron energy computation with
a septuplet extension to the SM is carried out in this
study.

As discussed in the introduction, we consider three pat-
terns of EWSB, as shown in Figure 1. Figure 1 (a) shows
the one-step EWPT to pure Higgs phase, where the ad-
ditional scalar can change the Higgs phases’ sphaleron
energy through thermal loops. In principle, the ther-
mal loop corrections should also be included when an-
alyzing patterns (b) or (c), since the EWSB occurs at
hot early universe. The three dimensional effective field
theory (3dEFT) is a powerful analytic method to orga-
nize the thermal corrections [39-41]. There are recent
applications of 3dEFT to the nucleation rate computa-
tion [42, 43], whose results show that the thermal correc-
tion would bias the zero temperature four dimensional
model parameters (including vev) to some extent. How-
ever, zero temperature analysis can still provide a useful
baseline for subsequent 7' > 0 analyses. In our present
work, we mainly aim to provide a methodology for ap-
plying the sphaleron formalism into different EWSB pat-
terns, so the zero temperature analysis is a good and clear
start point. When the temperature effect is included, the
analysis strategy can be applied to the thermal poten-
tial. For our current zero-temperature analysis, we are
more interested in case (b) and (c). We label the vevs
of the scalar potential stationary points in Figure 1 as,
X (v3,0), Y(0,vy) and Z(v.q,vsy). In general, v, # vy
and v,y # v,. Further more, when we parameterize the
scalar fields and perform a model analysis, we usually
regard the field vevs as input parameter. Thus, for pat-
terns (b) and (c¢), we cannot use one single model analysis



Normal Boundary, B=1.900506

=
g
5
=]
=
[s3
2
&=
g
Ay
— f
fs
— Jo
— h
T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
£

Profile Function

Inverse Boundary, B=1.942973

1.0 1

08

0.6

04

02 !

: f3 \
— f |

0.0 h
T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

£

Figure 2: T'wo sets of profile functions in the standard model. Left figure denotes the field solutions under Normal boundary
condition that has been used in previous works, see Refs. [22, 24, 29]. Right figure represents the solutions under the Inverse
boundary condition. The horizontal axis is a dimensionless radial parameter £ = ¢g{r, where Q2 = 246 GeV and g is the
SU(2) gauge coupling constant. In each figure’s caption, we label the sphaleron energy B value, where the formal expression
Eqpn = B - (47Q)/g is defined in eq. (61). We can observe that, apart from the Higgs field profile function, the solutions of
other gauge fields behave like the vertical mirror of the ones in the left figure.

strategy, since the required input vevs and model param-
eter relationships may differ in different EWSB patterns.
We will show two analysis strategies separately after the
introduction of the model.

A. The Model

The general potential of the SM Higgs H and another
SU(2) multiplet ® can be written as [37]

V =M% (01®) + {ME(®d)) + hec. }
—2HH + A (H'H) 4\ (HTH) (o0)
+ >\2 ((FH)1(6®)1)0 =+ P\S(FH)()((I)(I))O + h.c. ]

+ V'sclf((I);E)v
(36)
with
2]
Veeit(®, ®) = Z ki ((2P)i (@ i),
J=0
2J 37
Y (s (22)(2)), o
k=0

—l—lﬁ% ((6(1))]6(@@)100 + h.c. } .

where J is the multiplet isospin index, and J = 3 is the
septuplet case. The scalar multiplet self-interaction po-
tential Vieir(®, ®) may be important in solving the core-
cusp problem [44, 45]. The H and ® are the complex
conjugate representation of H and ®. As pointed out

in [37], the terms (®®);, (®P)3 and (PP)s vanish due
to the property of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. There-
fore, for the self interaction potential, only terms with
k € [0,2,4, 6] have non-zero contributions. Further more,
only terms with k = 0,2 are independent for our septu-
plet example [37, 46], which simplifies our model analysis.

B. One-step EWPT to the mixed phase

In this pattern, we parameterize the general complex
Higgs field (H), septuplet field (®) and their complex
conjugate representation (H, ®) as

H:( X wt ' >.I_{:<\}§(U+h—iﬂ')>
ﬁ(v +h+in) )2 —w ’
(38)
03,3 ¢35 _3
®3,2 —¢5 o
?3,1 B 3,1
o= | Fvp+o+ing) |[1@=| —T5(vs+¢—imy)
¢3,—1 §,1
¢3,—2 — 39
¢3,—3 3.3
(39)

where v and vg are vevs of the Higgs field and septu-
plet field, respectively. We put the septuplets vev into
its neutral component, where the neutral fields are un-
constrained by the Z current experiment. As discussed
in Section II C, additional constraints need to be applied



if we put the Higgs and septuplet’s vevs both into real
neutral components. This can be fulfilled by requiring
all the fluctuation fields (inside Higgs or septuplet) have
positive mass eigenvalues. Before that, one important
constraint is from the tadpole condition

ov

where z; € [h, T, w™, @, Ty, 3,5, 93 ;15 7 denotes the vari-
ous subscripts that appear in ®; and Vx; = 0 means set
all the field fluctuations equal to zero after the partial
derivative. Subsequently, we can obtain five parameter
constraints

Im(M3%) = Im(\3) = 0,
4(Im(x5) — 2Im(k%))

Im(rg) — 2Im(kg) + W

,u2 = \? + )\131)35,

2
—=Re(Mp) = A0} — Migv?,

VT

where the first three constraints actually arise from one
condition: 0V/dr = 0. We convert this single tad-
pole constraint into three separate constraints, which can
eliminate the mixing between h and 74 and simplify our
analysis. In addition, A\;3 and As are two combined pa-
rameters

M? —

1 1

Mg = = A1 — —— s, 42
13 2 1 \/ﬂ 3 ( )
1 !/ "
As =+ ;[Ho + 2Re(rg) — 2Re(rg)]
(43)

+ ﬁ[@ + 2Re() — 2Re(kY)].
As discussed in Ref. [37], A13 enters the DM annihilation
and direct detection rates, while A; characterizes DM
self-interactions.
The total potential can be expressed as a series addi-
tion of mass matrices:

V(H,(I)):%(h ¢)H2X2(Z)+;(7r %)PiQXQ(;T

w
+ (wh @31 @351 ) Claxs | #5.
$3,-1

qf’i )
) .
(44)

where we put the explicit mass matrix expression in Ap-
pendix C. As expected, we observe a massless pseudo-
scalar particle and a massless charged Higgs particle af-
ter the computation of matrix eigenvalues. The matrix

+ (932 032 ) C22x2 (

93,3

+ (¢33 ¢33 ) C32x2 <¢3,3

)
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Pisyo has one non-zero eigenvalue and Clsx3 has two
non-zero eigenvalues.

Let us now enumerate the constraints that we need
to apply. If this number plus the quantity of input pa-
rameters is less than or equal to the total parameters’
degrees of freedom, we are free to move on. On the one
hand, a non-negative mass matrix eigenvalues require 9
constraints: 1 from Pisyso, 2 from each other four ma-
trices. Also, we have 5 tadpole constraints, so we have
14 parameter constraints. On the other hand, we have
19 degrees of freedom from the the model eq. (36) (note
that some parameters are complex and we need to count
the SM two parameters). So in total we can set 5 inde-
pendent input parameters for this model. We take these
5 input parameters to be v,vg, A, A3 and A, and they
will appear in our later potential analysis. After these
constraints, we are able to set u = p’,0 = 0',¢ = ¢ in
eq. (20).

Now, we can compute the sphaleron energy. According
to sphaleron Higgs and multiplet configuration eq. (7)
and eq. (22), we need to set all the fluctuation fields in
eq. (38) and eq. (39) equal to zero. Then, make the
following replacement

v = hlE]v, vy = P[Jvy, (45)
we can obtain the final potential formula in one-step
EWPT as

Vone(§, 0= 7) :%U<2b¢[§]2 [)\13’02/1(5)2 - (Ufﬁ)‘s + /\13U2>]

+ iqﬂh[g]? [Ao?h(£)? = 2 (Av® + Aizv]) ]

i
2

+ Joihslel®
(46)
where Vope represents the one-step EWPT to the mixed
phase. The vacuum potential reads

T 1

VOHE(&M =—7)=—=

5 1 (vé)\s + 2t + 2)\131);1)2) .

(47)

Thus far, we have finished the last task needed to solve
the EOM and compute the sphaleron energy. Equations

2

(46) and (47) multipled by the normalization factor gfv
constitute the potential that appear in eq. (30). However,
for the potential term V[h(), ()] that appear in EOMs
(31), we should directly use eq. (46) without any such
normalization factors.

C. Two-step EWPT

For this EWPT pattern, as demonstrated previously,
the analysis method should be different from one-step
case, since the v and vy in as computed for the one-
step scenario do not correspond to the true vevs now.
However, we will continue to use v and vg to denote the
Higgs and septuplet vev in this subsection, keeping in



mind that they do not bear any relationship with one-
step values.

First, we expand the Higgs and septuplet fields around
their extremal scalar field configuration

Sl
SO+ O OO
—

i
oo
=

-5 (). -

Then, substitute eq. (48) into eq. (36), we can obtain a
general potential expression Vgeneral. Secondly, apply the
tadpole criteria

a‘/geneml

aneneral _ _
o - o6 "V (49)

we can obtain nine extremal points, which have a Zo
symmetry. These nine extremal points can be shown by
mirroring Figure 1 (¢) to all four quadrants. Figure 1
(¢)’s X,Y and Z point’s vev and their hessian determi-
nant are summarized in Table I, where we have defined

a new set of parameters
\/2VTM% — TV

v = \%, vy = ow ,

Y (Algv; _ sz)
T TR T, (50)
02 A(Ap3v2 — vgAs)

= YRS Y

V, = vé)\s + ot — 2)\131)3)1)2,

where the definition of A3 is same with eq. (42). We no-
tice that the relationship between vevs and model param-
eters are different from one-step EWPT to mixed phase
eq. (41). In the one-step EWPT, v and v, should be in-
terpreted as v, and v, shown in Table I. One can verify
that, inside eq. (50), if we put the expression of v and vy
into v2 and ’Ui > the v? and v? » have following relation

u? = M+ )\13U3¢,

9Re(M?
M2 — Me(M5) _ “Aigv? — Av2,.

VT

This is just the last two relations in eq. (41), so the two
analysis methods are consistent with each other. Let
us elaborate further on the mass matrix in the two-step
EWPT. The calculational methods should be quite par-
allel with one-step scenario, where we need to start from
the general field parameterization eq. (38) and eq. (39).
While, the difference comes from the relationship be-
tween vevs and model parameters. Therefore, we can
obtain the various mass matrices in eq. (44), but with
different parameter relationships.

(51)
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Returning to our potential analysis, we can express the
potential as

Vgeneral = i[(bQ (2h2)\13 — 2’1)35)\3)
+ B? (RPX = 2X00%) + ¢*A,].

(52)

For purposes of deriving and solving the EOM and
computing the sphaleron energy, we need to make the
substitution h — h[{]v, ¢ — ¢[¢]ve. Then the potential
reads

Vrwol&oss = ) =3 HEPR(HIEPA — 220%) + ol oA,

+ SO0 Ais — v3A,)

(53)
where Vo represent potential in two-step EWPT sce-
nario, which has the identical property with eq. (46) in
the sphaleron energy computation.

The vacuum potential in two-step EWPT reads

T 1
Virwo (& 1 = —5) =1 (vé)\s + Mt — 2/\130351)2) . (54)

To fulfill a two-step EWPT, additional parameter con-
straints should be applied. As shown in Figure 1 (c), we
require our universe undergoes from O — Y — X. Here
are the requirements

1. O must be a secondary local minimum, this require
As >0, (55)
2. V(Y) > V(X), this implies

)\Svg < vt (56)

3. Hess(X) > 0, this require
Ai3v? — Ui)\s > 0, (57)

4. Hess(Y') > 0, this implies
A13v5 — Av® > 0, (58)

5. if we require the point M exist, we need to solve
the equations:

Ao (Mge2 = 2e?)

1}2 = y
1}2 _ )\()\13’1}2 — ’Ui)\s)
¢ A2, — A

with the constraints eq. (57) and eq. (58), the con-
ditions v2 > 0 and v§¢ > 0 require

M3 — A\ >0 . (60)

one would observe that Hess(M) < 0 under all
above criteria, so the mixed point is not a station-
ary point.



Table I: Parameter table for the two-step EWPT.

H h ¢ 1% Hessian Determiant H
OO0 0 0 A)\S’UQ’U;
X v 0 —i)\v‘l 202 (/\131)2 — vi)\s)
Y 0 vy —iASUi 21}2)\3 ()\131)?5 — )\1)2)
ANGVs s (A2 =21303 ) (Arzv—vEAs)
Z v, Vz¢ 4(A%37AXS) A%3,AAS

These constraints are not totally independent, since the
constraint eq. (57) can be derived out from eq. (56) and
eq. (58), and the latter two conditions are of crucial im-
portance. Overall, we again have five input parameters:
v,V¢, A, As and Ai;3. The parameter ranges that satisfy
the two-step EWPT are shown in Figure 3. In this plot,
the lower bound is constrained by eq. (56), while the right
vertical bound is constrained by eq. (58). The smaller the
value of )\, the larger unconstrained parameter region we
would have. At the end of the first step, constrained by
the effective portal coupling, the septuplet vev cannot be
arbitrarily small.

0.30

Y

Y

X

e

10
10°0
S00°0
100°0

0.25 —

0.20 +

2015

0.10 —

0.05 —

0.00 T T T T T T T
200 300 400 500 600 700 800
v, (GeV)

Figure 3: Parameter ranges that satisfy the two-step EWPT.
The intersection of aquamarine color region and left hand side
of As vertical dashed line represents the feasible parameter
region. The larger value of As, the smaller viable parameter
region.

IV. SPHALERON ENERGY WITH DIFFERENT
EWPT SCENARIOS

The formal sphaleron energy can be defined as [47]

470

B = B
P g

(61)

where Q) = 246.22 GeV and g is the weak coupling con-
stant. The sphaleron B value is the integral part of
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eq. (30).  In the SM, where the EWPT is shown in
pattern (a) in Figure 1, the sphaleron B = 1.900506. We
will compute the sphaleron B value in pattern (b) and
(c) in this subsection.

A. One-Step EWPT to the Mixed Phase

In this situation, both Higgs field and septuplet field
obtain vev after the phase transition, while the v4 should
be constrained by the p parameter. The p parameter
under multiple electroweak scalars is defined as

[Ji(J; + 1) — Y2]v?
p ::ji: 2)22U3 i z’

(62)

where J; is the total isospin, Y; denotes the hypercharge.
In our situation, we have two scalar fields, one is the higgs
field with J = % and Y = %, another is the additional
multiplet with J and Y = 0. Then, the p parameter is
given by

2
v
p:1+2ﬂJ+1h§, (63)

the larger the multiplet representation, the stronger con-
straints are imposed on vg. According to the newest p
parameter [48], p = 1.00038 + 0.00020. Within 95% sig-
nificance level, vy is constrained to

o o 23401

— 4
v¢NJ(J+1)GeV (64)

so for our septuplet case, we are safe to take vy =1 GeV.

The computation of sphaleron energy can be sepa-
rated into two parts: (i) obtain the field’s profile solution
from the EOMs (31); (ii) put the field’s solution into the
sphaleron energy expression eq. (30). For the first step,
we present the field’s profile function solution in Figure 4
(left figure) under the parameter choice A;3 = 0.05 and
As = 0.005. The field’s profile solutions have a good
convergence when & — oo. The sphaleron energy in
this parameter choice is B = 1.900535, which is quite
close to the SM B value. Apart from this, we perform a
parameter scan to compute the sphaleron energy, which
result is shown in Figure 5. Since the vev of vy is over-
whelmingly small, the sphaleron energy differs little from
pure SM case. Nevertheless, we observe that the multi-
plet effective self coupling A; almost doesn’t influence the
sphaleron energy. While, the larger value of effective por-
tal coupling A3, the greater value of sphaleron energy.
This relationship can be inferred from the one-step po-
tential eq. (46) under a small value of vy. Therefore, in
one-step EWPT scenario, if we only consider one scalar
multiplet extension, the additional multiplet has negligi-
ble influence to the SM sphaleron energy constrained by
the p parameter. We would like to make some comments
about Georgi-Machacek model [18] where for more than
one additional EW multiplet, the vevs for the new mut-
liplets can be large, but the p parameter constraint is
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Figure 4: The radial profile functions in different EWSB patterns. Left figure denotes the EWPT to the mixed phase, where
we take vy =1 GeV, A\13 = 0.05 and A; = 0.005. In this scenario, both the Higgs field ~ and multiplet field ¢ obtain vev, and
the sphaleron energy value B = 1.900535. Right figure represents the two-step EWPT (at point Y of pattern (c) in Figure 1),
where we take v = 0 GeV, vy = 500GeV, A13 = 0.05 and A; = 0.005. At this stage, the Higgs field’s profile function doesn’t
appear due to its vanishing vev, and sphaleron energy value in this stage is B = 5.001145.
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Figure 5: Sphaleron energy in one-step EWPT to mixed
phase. The vertical axis R = (Emixeda — Fsm)/Eswm is the
sphaleron enregy relative change with respect to the SM sce-
nario. The SM sphaleron energy is B = 1.900506. Note that
there is a 10™° factor in the vertical axis. The Higgs vev is
taken to be v = 246.22 GeV, and the multiplet’s vev is chosen
as vy = 1 GeV.

satisfied. The formalism to analyze this case will be the
same is discussed here, but then including one additional
field vev. We might anticipate a significantly different
result for the sphaleron energy in this case. We defer a

detailed study to future work.

B. Two-step EWPT

Since the modification of sphaleron energy in one-step
case is very small, we are more interested for two-step
EWPT scenario. As shown in Figure 1 (c¢), the first step
is Cl: O — Y and the second step is C2 : Y — X.
The multiplet’s vev at point Y is unconstrained, since
the p parameter measures at point X in today’s uni-
verse, where the multiplet’s vev equal to zero. Thus, the
sphaleron energy at point Y can reach a sizable value.
Parallel to the one-step EWPT analysis, we show the
field’s profile function solution in the right part of Fig-
ure 4 under the same value of A\;3 and Ay but a larger
choice of vg. For a model parameter scan, the sphaleron
energy at Y is presented in Figure 6.

In Figure 6, the intersection between the orange re-
gion and the right hand side of the vertical dashed ;3
line represents the unconstrained sphaleron energy do-
main. From eq. (53), we observe that the portal effective
coupling A\13 doesn’t affect the potential term Vg, un-
der the v = 0 scenario at point Y, so that A3 doesn’t
alter the sphaleron energy at Y. While, the greater value
of As, the higher value of the sphaleron energy. There-
fore, the sphaleron energy’s relationship with A3 and
As at two-step EWPT differs from one-step ones. This
difference can be deduced from the different sphaleron
potential configuration in one-step eq. (46) and two-step
eq. (53).

It is interesting to observe that there is a sizeable or-



ange region with sphaleron energy greater than the SM
value. If this pattern persists at 7' > 0; if our uni-
verse undergoes a first order EWPT during the first step
(C1); and if there exists sufficient BSM CPV to create
the baryon asymmetry, this asymmetry can be well pre-
served at point Y. For demonstration in the real triplet
extension, see Refs. [19-21, 49]. In general, the second
step C2 to the Higgs phase could either preserve or erase
this baryon asymmetry. If the second step is first or-
der and if the sphaleron energy at point X is sufficiently
large, then this asymmetry can be preserved in the final
Higgs phase. A complete analysis of this possibility for
the T' > 0 general electroweak multiplet case will appear
in a future study.

Bx¥2 (GeV)

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
v, (GeV)

Figure 6: Sphaleron energy in the first step (point Y') of two-
step EWPT. The bottom olive drab dashed line denotes the
SM sphaleron B value, which is approximately equal to 1.9.
The orange region represents the sphaleron energy under a
feasible choice of vy and As. The bottom red line represents
As = 0.001, while the upper red line denotes As = 0.1, and
As continuously increase anticlockwise. The red or green dots
represent the truncated points limited by the vy in eq. (56).
The constraint from Ai3 in eq. (58) rejects the left hand side
of the vertical A1z line. Therefore, the intersection of the
orange region and right hand side of the dashed vertical Ai3
line represents the viable sphaleron energy region.

Finally, we comment on model constraints implied by
dark matter phenomenology. The work [37] researches
such constraint, wherein the effective Higgs-septuplet
portal coupling Aeg should be very small in order to sat-
sify present direct detection limits. In our work, the ef-
fective portal parameter Aj3 = A¢gr/2. In our parame-
ter scan, we take A1z smaller than 0.1 both in Figure 5
and Figure 6. We can verify that our parameter choice
is unlimited under the newest dark matter direct search
constraint [50].
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V. CONCLUSION

Determining the origin of the cosmic baryon asymme-
try remains an important research challenge at the in-
terface of particle and nuclear physics with cosmology.
Among various possible baryogenesis mechanisms, we fo-
cus on electroweak baryogenesis, which naturally con-
nects with the Higgs mechanism. While the nature of
EWSB and strength of CP-violation in the SM do not
admit for successful EWBG, it can occur in a variety of
BSM scenarios. Of particular interest for our study is
the occurence of a first order electroweak phase transi-
tion and the computation of the corresponding broken
phase sphaleron rate. We make a detailed study of the
sphaleron formalism and compute the sphaleron energy
under different EWPT scenarios. For concreteness we
have focused on an extension of the SM scalar sector
with an electroweak septuplet, whose neutral component
can contribute to the dark matter relic density.

For the sphaleron formalism, we summarize different
sphaleron configurations that have been established by
Manton and Klinkhamer (MK), Klinkhamer and Later-
veer (KL), et.al. Further more, we show that MK and
KL configurations are equivalent up to a unitary trans-
formation. In the SU(2) multiplet extension to the SM,
a proof of 1-form F, invariance with respect to repre-
sentation dimension is of crucial importance, which is
based on the construction of high SU(2) sphaleron trans-
formation matrix. Previously, Ahriche et al. analyse the
sphaleron under SU(2) multiplet situation but without
giving a proof of F, invariance. In this work, we estab-
lish the general dimensional SU(2) transformation matrix
and demonstrate the invariance property F,. Besides
this, we discuss the restrictions arising in the presence of
more than one scalar field multiplet; topology pertain-
ing to higher dimensional (beyond doublet) multiplets;
equation of motion and choice of boundary conditions.
Our formal considerations are benefit for clarifying some
points that appeared in previous literatures.

For the multiple steps EWPT, we analyse the multi-
plet extension model’s parameter constraint in one-step
EWPT to mixed phase and two-step EWPT scenario sep-
arately. In both scenarios, we have five input parameters,
the Higgs and septuplet vev, the Higgs and septuplet ef-
fective self couplings, and the Higgs-septuplet effective
portal coupling. In one-step EWPT to mixed phase sce-
nario, constrained by the p parameter, the additional
multiplet’s vev cannot be too large and its effect to the
SM sphaleron energy is negligible. On the other hand,
for two-step EWPT, the multiplet’s vev at the end of
first step is unconstrained, therefore can lead to a large
enhancement of the sphaleron energy. If our universe un-
dergoes a first order EWPT during the first step, then
the baryon asymmetry can be well preserved during the
first step of two-step EWPT.

In the future, numerous studies can be conducted
based on this work. For instance, the computation of
sphaleron energy under thermal corrections and the com-



putation of one-step EWPT with the Georgi-Machacek
model, et.al.
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Appendix A: Other sphaleron configurations
1. AKY configuration

Under the general spherically symmetric ansatz, the
gauge field configurations is written as [25]

1
—[D(r)ejamTm + B(r)(r*6ja — v;T4
~[D)e, (0030 220)
+ C(T)‘Tj‘ra] )

A?(m) =

The Higgs field is written as

Hz) = - [H(r) + iK(”&é ’?] (?) (A2

where D(r), B(r),C(r), H(r) and K(r) are all radial
functions.  Usually, the radial gauge condition sets
C(r)=0.

2. KKB configuration

Start form a set of orthonormal vectors [27]
u; (¢) = (COS ¢7 sin ¢7 O)a

uz(¢) = (0,0,1), (A3)
113((]5) = (Sin ¢7 — COs d)? 0);

The fields are expanded as follows
A (r) = uj(@)uf(P)w] (p, 2),

a; (I’) = u;‘(¢)aj (p’ Z)? (A4)

1) = g2 (1)

where we change the field labels to make them consistent
with this study’s convention.

Appendix B: Sphaleron Energy Computation

In this appendix, we provide detailed calculations of
the sphaleron energy for the Yang-Mills term and the
kinetic term in a general SU(2) multiplet dimension rep-
resentation.

1. Yang-Mills term

We consider the SU(2) Yang-Mills term computation
under a general representation.

aij a __ aij b
F jFij—F jFijQS(R)
1

= 5 Te[{F9T* - FLTY,

Te[{T*, T"}]
(B1)




where S(R) is the Dynkin
Tr[{T*, T} = 2S(R)§%. Since

index, and we use

FAT® = ; AYT* — 0; AJT* + ge®* " AVAST®,  (B2)
and
“PCAVAST = T AL AS,
1 (& C

crpe Abb
AST® AVTY).

1 bbb pcpe
St asTe

where we have used the fact that [T, T¢] = i€"*?T* for

all SU(2) multiplet. We can deduce that the Yang-Mills

J

(Di®)"(D;®) =
~ (00 (08) + 1P

/2 3
(202 (a2
where
i (AR (DR (A7 + (43
’ r2 r2Sin2[9]
3\2 3)2 (BG)
ASA,U,S _ (AG) (A¢7)
® - 2 2Qi 2
r r2Sin”[¢]

where we need to know the explicit expression of A¢,
with i € [r,0,¢] being the spherical coordinates label

J

470

D;®)"(D;®)) — p

1
/d3 ( FifL]FzZ—’_Zfijfij‘i‘(

where we add the dimensionless radial parameter (§) to

(J(J+1) -

02
a; +ag +a3) —

T2 [ deGERES©) + 1Fats©) +
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term is invariant for different SU(2) multiplet represen-
tations.

2. Kinetic term

For a general SU(2) multiplet, it’s covariant derivative
reads
Since our sphaleron construction occurs in spherical co-

ordinates, the index ¢ € [r, 6, ¢]. The kinetic term in the
second phase of KL sphaleron configuration reads

= 9;® — igAJ D

(0;®)1(0;®) + g>(BT|JP T D) ALAL + ¢ (BT X2|D)a’a’ + 299’ Aa; TP X DT D,

2
(I AL A 4 ()2 A5 A

agA:; a(ﬁAi )
r2 (rsin(9))2’’

gg/(J3)2U2h2(

and a € [1,2,3] being the SU(2) generators label. The
expressions of A can be computed through eq. (7).

3. General energy form

The U(1) field sphalron energy computation is
straightforward, so we don’t list the result here. Finally,
we scale the sphaleron energy in following way [47]:

(Di®@)"(D:®)(€)), (B7)

(

the transformation. When u = 7, the formal expression

each component to label the differences before and after reads
J
CrpEen= Ty =sintu (S dpp) « Bantn 20 pre Lpe - p - py
4T 7#_2_ 52 ,LL33 3 3 y
2

Vafulen="1)=3 <§’> {sit g+ Zsint 1= g}, (B3)
1 _ T U% 1,o.m 2 2

(D (D)= §) = ok {36+ Jon o (70 +1) = B) (1= 0+ 2 ()}
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Appendix C: Mass Matrices in the SU(2) doublet plus septuplet model

In this appendix, we list the explicit mass matrices that appear in eq. (44).

1. Higgs Matrix

_ 2202 2X 13004
Haxz = (2)\1311% 21)35)\3 ) (C1)

where A;3 and Ag are two combined parameters that defined in equations eq. (42) and eq. (43).

2. Pseudo-Scalar Matrix

0 0
Pigyo = 4Re(M2) 2 2Re(As)v® | (C2)
(0 s e
where
kox = Z[Re(k!) — ARe(kh)] + ——[Re(iY) — ARe(i})]. (C3)
7 21v/5
3. Charged Higgs Matrices
O _’L)'U¢>\2 _’U’U¢)\2
214 , 24/14 ,
VVHA 2Re(M e v
Clsys = —Q\jﬁ" Mfl—kv?bmggﬁ—vQ(%%— 4\)‘/%) \(ﬁB) + B E/Al‘%) —0355123 ; (C4)
VUgA 2Re(M?Z Re(A3)v?
— ;‘"\/ﬁz e\(ﬁB) + 5/1371) — 1}5)5123 M3 + vimgg + v2(% — 4%)
where

ko — 4Re(ky)  Re(k))

K122 21\/5 7 s

1 1
Kilag = 7(;QO + 2Re(kg) — Re(kg)) + M(Bfm + 8Re(kh) — 4Re(ky)) .

The three eigenvalues of matrix Clsxs are difficult to obtain. However, we can numerically calculate them, and
we find that one of these eigenvalues equal to zero. This zero eigenvalue correspond to the massless charged Higgs
particle.

(C5)

e 2 e 'U2

M3 + vimu + 02(’\71 + 2\/\/2;5) —QR%B) _2 E;\f—i + 113)%212
C2o50 = 2Re(M3) Re(A3)v? 2 % 2 2 2( A1 Az ’ (C6)

A T AT T UGk M3 + vgkon + v (% — 2\/@)

where
25 Re(kY
kow = — = [k2 — Re(ky)] — (7 0),

(C7)

25

1
K211 = §(/‘€0 + 2% - /{8) +
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2, 2 2(x 1 /3 2Re(MZ) | Re(Aa)v® | 2
I B R (3 + 1/E) v T gk (C8)
Xz — R, M2 2 % I
HOUE) | RGO oty M3+ o3k +02 (3 — 1/ E)
where
Re(k))  +/5Re(kY)
Reail = == + )
1 V5 (©9)
Ke312 — 7?(#30 + 2I€6 — + ﬁ(lﬁlg + 2I<Sl2 — H/Q/)
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