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Exact solution of the Dirac equation with CP violation

Tomislav Prokopec,l’;k Michael G. Schmidt,>" and Jan Weenink!**
'Institute for Theoretical Physics (ITP) and Spinoza Institute, Utrecht University,
Postbus 80195, 3508 TD Utrecht, The Netherlands
2Institut fiir Theoretische Physik, Heidelberg University, Philosophenweg 16, D-69120 Heidelberg, Germany

3Nikhef, Science Park Amsterdam 105, 1098 XG Amsterdam, The Netherlands
(Received 25 January 2013; published 5 April 2013)

We consider Yukawa theory in which the fermion mass is induced by a Higgs-like scalar. In our
model the fermion mass exhibits a temporal dependence, which naturally occurs in the early Universe
setting. Assuming that the complex fermion mass changes as a tanh-kink, we construct an exact,
helicity-conserving, CP-violating solution for the positive- and negative-frequency fermionic mode
functions, which is valid in both the weak and strong CP violation cases. Using this solution we then
study the fermionic currents in both the initial vacuum and finite-density/-temperature setting. Our
result shows that—due to a potentially large state squeezing—fermionic currents can exhibit a large
oscillatory magnification. Having in mind applications to electroweak baryogenesis, we then compare
our exact results with those obtained in a gradient approximation. Even though the gradient approxi-
mation does not capture the oscillatory effects of squeezing, it describes quite well the averaged current,
obtained by performing a mode sum. Our main conclusion is that while the agreement with the
semiclassical force is quite good in the thick-wall regime, the difference is sufficiently significant to
motivate a more detailed quantitative study of baryogenesis sources in the thin-wall regime in more

realistic settings.
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L. INTRODUCTION

Electroweak baryogenesis [1] is a very appealing
idea, and yet the mechanism for dynamical baryon
creation at the electroweak scale has suffered some serious
blows. Firstly, in the mid 1990s it was found that the
electroweak phase transition in the standard model is a
crossover [2-4]. While at first supersymmetric extensions
looked promising, the most popular supersymmetric
model—the MSSM—is almost ruled out on two grounds:
(a) it cannot give a strong enough phase transition for the
observed Higgs mass [5], and (b) it cannot produce enough
baryons consistent with electric dipole moment [6] bounds
[7-12] (albeit in some models resonance between fermi-
onic flavors can be helpful to increase baryon production
[10,13-15]). The models that are still viable are the super-
symmetric models with additional Higgs singlet(s) [16,17]
because they both allow for a stronger phase transition
[18-20] and generate more baryons [21-25]. In addition,
general two-Higgs-doublet models [26,27] and composite
Higgs models [28-30] are still viable. Works on cold
electroweak baryogenesis [31-33] are also worth mention-
ing. In summary, while electroweak baryogenesis has been
a very attractive proposal, precisely because it is testable
by contemporary accelerators, recent experiments have
cornered it to models where most researchers have not
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focused their attention during the pre-LHC era. Hence, at
this stage, theoretical work that will refine our ability to
make a quantitative assessment of electroweak baryogen-
esis in different models is still a worthy pursuit.

One of the most important unsolved problems in the
dynamical modeling of electroweak baryogenesis is a
reliable calculation of the CP-violating sources that bias
sphaleron transitions [34,35], which at high temperatures
violate baryon number. In the fermionic sector the most
prominent CP-violating source is the fermionic axial-
vector current [36,37], since that current directly couples
to sphalerons, and can thus bias baryon production. There
are essentially two approximations used in the literature to
calculate axial-vector currents:

(a) the quantum-mechanical reflection [38—40] used in

the thin-wall case, and

(b) the semiclassical force [11,36,37,41-43] used in the

thick-wall case.
In general thin-wall baryogenesis is more efficient in
producing baryons. Its main drawback is that the calcula-
tional methods used are unreliable: one calculates the
CP-violating reflected current ignoring the plasma, and
then inserts it into a transport equation in an intuitive
(but otherwise rather arbitrary) manner [40]. How bad
the situation can get is witnessed by the controversy that
developed around the work of Farrar and Shaposhikov [44]
(who used a quantum-mechanical reflection to calculate
the source). The subsequent works [45-47] came up with
an answer that is orders of magnitude smaller for baryon
production, and yet these latter works used unreliable
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methods that, e.g., violate unitarity, such that the issue
remained unsettled.! So, the problem of the source calcu-
lation in the thin-wall regime still remains to a large extent
open.

In the thick wall case the situation became much
more satisfactory after the works of Joyce, Kainulainen,
Prokopec, Schmidt, and Weinstock [43,48,49]. It was
shown that one can calculate the semiclassical force (which
rather straightforwardly sources the axial-vector current)
from first principles and in a controlled approximation
from the Kadanoff-Baym (KB) equations for Wightman
functions. These KB equations are the quantum-field-
theoretic generalization of kinetic equations. The positive-
and negative-frequency Wightman functions represent the
quantum-field-theoretic generalization of the Boltzmann
distribution function and provide statistical information
on both on-shell and off-shell phase-space flow. In a certain
limit, when integrated over energies, the Wightman func-
tions yield Boltzmann’s distribution function. When writ-
ten in a gradient approximation, the KB equations can be
split into the constraint equations (CEs) and the kinetic
equations (KEs). The authors of Refs. [48,49] have rigor-
ously shown that—in the presence of a moving planar
interface, in which fermions acquire a mass that depends
on one spatial coordinate—single fermions live on a shifted
energy shell, which to first order in gradients (linear in 7)

and in the wall frame equals
Wy = \[122 + |m|2,

(M

|ml|?0.6

2w0,/k’i + |m|?

Wi, = wy + hs

where m(z) = mg(z) + 1m;(z) = |m|(z)e'? is the fermion
mass, which varies in the z direction in which the wall
moves, k is the particle’s momentum, k | 1s the momentum
orthogonal to the wall, and s = *1 is the corresponding
spin. This energy shift acts as a pseudogauge field (also
known from condensed matter studies), which lowers or
increases the particle’s energy. Relation (1) clearly shows
that particles with a positive spin orthogonal to the wall and
a positive frequency (as well as particles with a negative
spin and a negative frequency) will feel a semiclassical
force that is proportional to the gradient of # = arg[m].
Particles with a negative spin and a positive frequency will
feel an opposite force. This force appears in the kinetic
equation for the Boltzmann-like distribution functions f- g,
and reads

AL s a.(Iml*a.6)

205 2pnfid + ImP?

"Research on the topic subsided not because the problem was
resolved, but because standard model baryogenesis was ruled out
based on equilibrium considerations alone [2].

Fuop = 2)
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It was also shown that this force then sources an
axial-vector current, which in turn can bias
sphalerons.

The work of Refs. [12,47,50-52] has shown that, in the
case that fermions mix through a mass matrix, there is an
additional CP-violating source resulting from flavor mix-
ing. This was put on a more formal ground by Ref. [15],
where a flavor-independent formalism was developed, and
where it was shown that a flavor-nondiagonal source is
subject to flavor oscillations induced by a commutator term
of the form [ M, f], not unlike the famous flavor (vacuum)
oscillations of neutrinos. This idea was further developed
by Ref. [53]. Since we do not deal with flavor mixing in
this work, we shall not dwell further on this mechanism,
which should not diminish its importance. In passing we
just mention that in most of the relevant parameter space
of, e.g., the chargino-mediated baryogenesis in the MSSM,
the semiclassical force induces the dominant CP-violating
source current [9].

We shall now present a qualitative argument which
suggests that in many situations thin-wall sources can
dominate over the thick wall sources (calculated in a
gradient approximation). If true, this means that any seri-
ous attempt to make a quantitative assessment of baryon
production cannot neglect the thin-wall contribution. To
see why this is so, recall that a gradient approximation
applies for those plasma excitations whose orthogonal
momentum, k; = 27/A |, satisfies

ki > 2777 (thick wall), 3)
where L is the typical thickness of the bubble wall. On the
other hand, the thin-wall approximation belongs to the
realm of momenta which satisfy

k, = 277T (thin wall). 4)
Typical momenta of particles in a plasma (per direction)
is k| ~T. Now, unless LT > 2, we have a larger or
comparable number of particles in the thin and thick wall
regimes! But, since the thin-wall source is typically
stronger, unless thermal scattering significantly sup-
presses the thin-wall source it will dominate over the
thick wall source. It is often incorrectly stated in the
literature that the number of particles to which the thin-
wall calculation applies is largely phase-space suppressed,
i.e., that their number is small when compared to the
number of particles to which the semiclassical treatment
applies. So, to conclude, it is of essential importance to
get the thin-wall source right if we are to claim that we
can reliably calculate baryon production at the electro-
weak transition in a model.

We believe that this represents a good motivation for
what follows: a complete analytic treatment of fermion
tree-level dynamics for a time-dependent mass. The time
dependence has been chosen such to correspond to a
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tanh -kink wall, because it is known that this represents a
good approximation to a realistic bubble wall [54,55], and
equally importantly, in this case one can construct exact
solutions for mode functions. Before we begin our
quantitative analysis, we recall that a related study for
the CP-even case and planar wall has been conducted by
Ayala, Jalilian-Marian, McLerran, and Vischer [56], while
a semianalytic, perturbative treatment of the CP-violating
case has been conducted in Ref. [57]. The main advantage
of the latter study is that it allows for a general profile of
the CP-violating mass parameter; the drawbacks are that
the method is semianalytic (the final expression for the
source is in terms of an integral), and furthermore it is
perturbative, such that it can be applied to a small CP
violation only. To conclude, an exact treatment of fermion
dynamics in the presence of a strong CP violation is
highly desirable, and this is precisely what we do in
this paper.

II. THE MODEL

Here we consider the free fermionic Lagrangian of the
form

Lo= gy"d,f —m hripy — mipp g, &)

where ; = Pp ¢ and g = Pry are the left- and right-
handed single fermionic fields, P, = (1 — y°)/2 and
Pr = (1 + y°)/2 are the left- and right-handed projectors,
and y* and vy’ are the Dirac gamma matrices. We shall
assume that the fermion mass m is complex and space-time
dependent. This can be generated, e.g., when a Yukawa
interaction term, L, = —y¢i g + He., is approxi-
mated by —y{($)ih, yr + H.c., where () stands for a
Higgs-like scalar field condensate which can generate a
space-time-dependent fermion mass,

m(x) = y{(p(x)), (6)

where y is a (complex) Yukawa coupling. The Dirac equa-
tion implied by Eq. (5) is

wyFo, g —m iy, —mipg = 0. (7N

In this paper we consider the simplest case: a single
fermion in a time-dependent, but spatially homogene-
ous, background. Such situations can occur, for ex-
ample in expanding cosmological backgrounds [58],
or during second-order phase transitions and crossover
transitions in the early Universe. In this case helicity is
conserved [59-61]. We shall perform the usual canoni-
cal quantization procedure, according to which the
spinor operator Q/(x) satisfies the following anticommu-
tator (7 = 1):

(o 1), PLE

In the free case under consideration, the Dirac equation
(7) is linear, and consequently ¢ (x) can be expanded in

D} = 8,8GE - F). (8)
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terms of the creation and annihilation operators, which
in the helicity basis reads

V@ o = f 2y 2
+ eﬂ”z;gh v,k 0], )

k.idjzh/\/h(k» )

where y,(k 1) and v,(k 1) are particle and antiparticle
four-spinors. a;, and by, are the annihilation operators
that destroy the fermionic vacuum state |(2), a;,[Q) =

_ 7. Je At ot
0 = by, |1Q), Whlle. a, and bEh - the :
that create a particle and an antiparticle with momen-

are the creation operators

tum k and helicity h. These operators obey the follow-
ing anticommutator algebra:

{ag, al, }y = 8 @m? (k= K),  fag, ag,} =0,
&gh’ &;Er/h’} =0, {bkh’ kh/} S (2783 (k — I),

— At .
g bpyt =0, {6}, 6], =0, (10)
where all mixed anticommutators are zero. The

momentum-space quantization conditions (10) and
the position-space quantization rule (8) have to be
mutually consistent. This imposes the following con-
sistency condition on the positive- and negative-
frequency spinors:

> Denalk x50k 1) + vho(—k )W} 5(—K, )] = 6

h=+
(11
This is usually supplied by the mode orthogonality
conditions,

k1) vyl 1) =0 =5,k 0 x4k 1), (12)

and by the mode normalization conditions,

XEE D xulk ) =1=vlk o) vk o), (13)

which—as we will see below—are chosen to be consis-
tent with the more general requirement (11). Although
the orthogonality condition (12) is usually met, it is
however not a necessity. What is more important is
that the mode functions span all of the Hilbert space,
which is true in this case. Because we consider a system
which is time-translationally invariant, helicity is con-
served, and it is thus convenient to work with helicity-
conserving spinors

ol ) = (L”(’i’ ”) )
k1) (14)
onlf 1) = (L"(" ”)@fh(/?),
R, (k, 1)
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where &,(k) is the helicity-two eigenspinor, satisfying
hé, = hé,, where h = k - & is the helicity operator and
h = =1 are its eigenvalues.

We shall work here with the Dirac matrices in the chiral
representation, in which

0 I
0= =p'®1
y (, 0) /

(0 o |
ylz( .a)zlpmal, (15)

-0 0

_ ooes o [ T] 0\__ 5
Yy =1y vy ( 0 I) p’®I
where the last equalities follow from the usual direct
product (Bloch) representation of the Dirac matrices.
Here p’ and o' are the Pauli matrices obeying p'p/ =
8 + 1€/l p! and oo’ = 8 + 1€//'g!. The left and right
projectors are then

11— I 0 1+ p?
P, = = = ®1

2 (16)
1+9° 00 1-p?
Pr=—2 — - P s
2 0 1 2
which can be used to write y; = P, and ¢ = Priy, as

itis done in Egs. (5)—(7). Now, making use of Egs. (9)—(16)
in the Dirac equation (7), one gets the following four
equations for the component functions:

1L, + hkL, = mR,, R, — hkR, = m*L;,, (17)

and

— hkL, = mR,, iR, + hkR, = m*L,, (18)
where the mass can be complex and time dependent,
m = m(t), and the modes are normalized to unity,

ILy1? + IR, 1> =1 =|L,|* + |R, | (19)
The equations of motion for L, and R;, can be decoupled,
resulting in the second-order equations

I:h + Ll)th - ﬂ(Lh - ll’lkLh) = 0,
m

m (20)
Rh + szh - m—*(Rh + lhth) = 0,
m

where w? = k> + |m()|?. For the case at hand a better way
of proceeding is to go to the positive- and negative-
frequency basis, defined by

Usp, (L, £ Ry), v, ==L, £Ry), (2D

1
2
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since then the equation of motion can be reduced to the
Gauss hypergeometric equation. Indeed, from Egs. (17),
(18), and (21), it follows that

ey + mp(uwy, = —(hk = impu=y, (22)

Wy * mp(t)vey, = (hk = im))vy,

which, when decoupled, yields a second-order equation,

iy T
=h hk £ 1m; =h
+ (k2 + |ml? = ving + %)uih —0. (23)
— 1

So far our analysis has been general, in the sense that we
have assumed no special time dependence in m(r). In order
to make progress, however, we have to make a special
choice for m(z), which is what we do next.

III. MODE FUNCTIONS
FOR THE KINK PROFILE

In Ref. [56] an exact solution of the Dirac equation was
found for a wall of arbitrary thickness with a kink-wall
profile o tanh (—z/L), where L = 1/A characterizes the
wall thickness. Here we generalize this solution to include
CP violation. While in this paper we consider only a time-
dependent mass profile, the generalization to the planar
(z-dependent) case is straightforward, and will be consid-
ered separately. Constructing an exact solution is important
for baryogenesis since one can then consider in detail how
the CP-odd quantities that source baryogenesis (directly or
indirectly) depend on the mass profile, and in particular
investigate what is the optimal profile and its duration.
Unfortunately, analytic solutions cannot include plasma
scattering and width effects, whose treatment will be there-
fore typically left to numerical simulations.

Here we assume the following “wall” profile:

m(t) = m; + m, tanh (— *_i)’ (24)

where 7 = 1/ represents the time scale over which the
wall varies (for convenience we shall use the terms
“wall” and “profile” interchangeably). Both m; and m,
are complex mass parameters. In the case when a single
Higgs field is responsible for the phase transition, one
expects that both the real and imaginary parts of m(r)
exhibit a similar behavior, which is reflected in the ansatz
(24). Moreover, we do not know how to construct exact
solutions when different time scales govern the rate of
change of the real and imaginary masses. Nevertheless,
we believe that the ansatz (24) represents realistic walls
quite well for a wide variety of single-stage phase tran-
sitions, cf. Refs. [54,55].
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Note that the thin-wall limit is 7 — 0 (y — ). In that
limit the mass function becomes the step function ansatz
(B1), whereby m+ = m; + m,. In Appendix A we con-
struct the normalized fundamental solutions of Eqgs. (17)
for a constant mass. The thin-wall case is treated explicitly
in Appendix B. The thin-wall results serve as a check for
the kink-wall case in the appropriate limits. Moreover, it
allows for a quantitative comparison of the thick-wall to
the thin-wall results.

Since the ratio of the real and imaginary parts of the
mass m;(t)/mg(?) is time dependent, the ansatz (24) con-
tains CP violation [which can be either small or large,
depending on how much the ratio m,;(r)/mg(t) changes].
Since the physical CP-violating phase is in the relative
phase between m; and m,, one can perform a global
rotation of the left- and right-handed spinors that does
not affect CP violation. It turns out that the equations of
motion simplify if one performs a global rotation that
removes the imaginary part of m,. The constant rotation
that does that is

m(t) — m(t)e'X, X = arctan <— @> (25)

naR
In that case,
my = myg + myy, my = M.
This rotation is important, because the mode equations (23)
significantly simplify to become
ii +p + (0*(t) = vig)usy, =0, (26)

where w?(t) = k* + |m(1)|?. Furthermore, from Eq. (22)
one can infer that v, obey the same equations as u._,. In
what follows, we show that these equations can be reduced
to the Gauss hypergeometric equation.

To show this, it is instructive to introduce a new variable,

1 1

t
z= 2772 tanh (— ;), 27)

in terms of which
m(t) = my; + my(1 — 2z),

m
YIOR = —dymypz(l — 2),

R(f) = —2mygs = — — PR _
g (1) MRz cosh?(—t/7)

2w_

w_+(mpgr+m
Urp = ”(i)h z\/ ik 2%) X z*(1 = Z)ﬁ X 2F1(a+,b+;c;z),
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with v = 1/7. Equation (26) becomes

d? d
49°[z(1 — )P + 4921 — 22)2(1 — 2) =
{ ylz(1 = 2)] e y( 2)z(1 —2) =

+ [K2 + m2 + (mg + mag)? — dzm gmag

— 4z(1 = Dmag(mag = w)]}uih ~o. (28)

Now, performing a rescaling,

Uy =21 — 2)P x2(2), (29)
and choosing
—_Le- =L@
@ 27y B 2y (30)

where

w: = w(t — F0) = sz +m? + (mg = myp)?,  (31)
we obtain the following Gauss hypergeometric equation
for y.j:

d? d
[z(l - z)—2+ [c—(ar+be+1)z]——a.b. ]Xth(Z) =0,

dz dz

(32)

where

m
a+=a+l8+111—2R,
Y

be =a+ B+ 2R (33)
Y
c=2a + 1.

Note that the rescaling (29) was chosen so as to remove the
terms « 1/z and o« 1/(1 — z) from Eq. (32). Since a«, b+,
¢ are nonintegers, the two independent solutions for y.,
are the usual ones. A detailed normalization procedure is
provided in Appendix D and the results are the following
normalized early-time mode functions:

(34)

u_,= —n =

- - +
_ u(l) _ hk imy % Jw (mlR mZR) X Za(l _ Z)'B X 2F1(Cl_, b_, C;Z)-
k2 2w _

+m%

These functions are (of course) valid for all times. They are called early-time mode functions because at early times

(t — —o0) they reduce to the positive-frequency mode functions (D2), and they are normalized as Iu(l;lP + |M(_1;,|2 =1,

which follows from Eqgs. (19) and (21) [see also Eq. (D18)].
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For completeness, we also quote the second pair (D1) of early-time solutions,

+h

20w _

w_ + (mg + myp)

) lmI
2w_
w[kz + m?

(2

- +
4O \/w (myg + mag) X 72 1=e(1 — g)fteman—be X F (1

X Za+17c(1 _ Z),BJrC*a,*b, X 2F1(1

_a+, 1 _b+;2_C;Z),

(35)

—a_,1—b_;2—c;2).

Just as before, at early times (¢ — —o0) these solutions reduce to the negative-frequency mode functions (D2), and they are

also normalized as Iu(z) 1> + |u(_2;,|2 =1

An analogous procedure as that above yields the following normalized fundamental solutions suitable for late times:

+ —

~(_Bl _ (O (mlR mZR) < Za+l—c(1 _ Z)‘B+C_a*_b* X 2F1(1 —a,, 1 — b+;2 —_ 5;1 _ Z),

2w (36)
~(_1;l _ —umy \/a)+ B (mlR - mzR) % Za+1—c(1 _ Z)B+c—a,—b, X 2F1(1 —a_,1—b_2—¢1~— Z),

‘[kz + m 2
and
i? = wy — (mig — mag) W @ 8 .
(1 = )P X, F(ay, by;61 —2),
Uiy ‘/ 2w+ 20 1\¥H Yt (37)
7@ _ w;y t (mlR mZR)

u_, =
‘/kz + ml W+

while the late-time solutions (37) reduce at asymptotically
late times to positive- and negative-frequency solutions
o e*1o+! respectively [see Eq. (D7)].

Now, a general early-time solution can be written as a
linear combination of the fundamental solutions (34) and
(35); here, for simplicity we shall take Eq. (34) for the
early-time solutions. Similarly, general late-time solutions
are a linear combination of the fundamental late time
solutions (36) and (37),

Uiy = a+h~(1) + By ~(+2;, (38)

where a., and B+, are complex functions of k (for
spatially homogeneous systems they are functions of the

magnitude || kl only) that satisfy the standard normaliza-
tion condition,

lasnl® +1Buul* = 1. (39)

Now, upon choosing Egs. (34) as the early-time solu-
tions and making use of the matching between the general
early- and late-time solutions

i ih(kv t)

and of the relation for the Gauss hypergeometric functions
(D3), one gets,

= uy(k, 1), (40)

X z%(1 — )P X ,F (a_,b_;&1 — z),

_ \/w+[a) * (myg + mg)](c)[(a+ + b — )

w_[a)+ * (mlR - mZR)] F(a:)r(bt) '
By, = +Jw+[w * (mlR + mZR)]F(C)F(C —a+ —by)
' No[ws 7 (mig — myp)]T(c — a)T(c — br)
41
It can be shown that
Ay = a_p, Bin = B-p (42)

Useful identities here are

+w% F (w_ F 2myg)?

4myp ’ (43)
Fw? = (wy * 2myp)?

4m2R

w_ F (mg + myg) =

Wy F (Mg — mog) =
Because -, and 8, are functions of a, b, and c, [just
as in the thin-wall case (B6) and (B7)], there are no
CP-odd contributions in the mode-mixing (Bogoliubov)
coefficients (41). a., and B+, are indeed the usual
Bogoliubov coefficients that transform an asymptotically
early-time vacuum state to a late-time vacuum state.
Hence, n+;, = |B+,|? is the particle number observed by
a late-time observer in the late-time state that evolves from
the early-time positive-frequency vacuum state.
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To make contact with the thin-wall case (B6), we take
the limit y — oo in Eq. (41) to get

y—o _
Bip— +\/

[w_ %+ (mg+myp)]

o o_[w,F(mg—mp)lL

rﬁ)i ;w+ ImzR].
(44)

It can be checked that Eq. (44) satisfies B, = B_j.
Moreover, since w_ — wy — 2mygr <0, the B, and
B_, are always positive. One can show that a.;, and
B, given in Eq. (41) obey |a«p|> + |B+,]* = 1, as they
should. This equality follows from

sinh(”[’”* +w_ +2m2R])Sinh(ﬂ'[w++w,*21n2k])

2y 2y
|aih| = ,

sinh(”‘;’+ ) sinh(”—?’*)

Nep= |,8th|2

_ sinh (e rmd)sinh (7le- = wal) (45)
sinh(”‘;+ ) sinh (”—“y’*) ,

from which it also follows that | ,|> = 1 — | B+,|>. Now,
taking a thin-wall limit, y — oo, in Eq. (45) yields

2 2
—oo[m_ —my|* — (0- — w
N i | 2= +) , 46)
do_w,
where we made use of the fact that 4m3, = [m_ — m|°.

This expression agrees with the thin-wall particle number
Eq. (B7) derived in Appendix B.

It is interesting to note that—although it agrees with the
particle number—the Bogoliubov coefficient 8., in the
thin-wall limit (44) appears very different from the one
derived explicitly for the thin wall (B6). For instance, the
coefficients in Eq. (B6) are complex and depend explicitly
on helicity, whereas the limiting coefficient (44) is real and
helicity independent. A similar situation occurs for a.,;
see Eq. (E8). The apparent discrepancy is caused by an
overall phase factor by which the coefficients in the thin
wall limit differ from those directly computed for the thin
wall. This phase factor does not affect the particle number
and can be removed by a global rotation of the (anti)
particle spinors. In Appendix E we show explicitly how
the kink-wall case and thin-wall case are connected.

The particle production can also be analyzed in the
opposite limit, y — 0. In this thick-wall regime particle
production is exponentially suppressed as

y—0 [ mw, + w_ — 2m2R)]
nep—exp| — I
Y

which is also what one expects. However, note that when
m(wy + w_ — 2myp) < vy, the suppression is not large.
This is demonstrated in Figs. 1 and 2, where the particle
number is shown as a function of k for several different
wall thicknesses. In Fig. 1 the mass parameters are mp =
myp and m; <K myg, mop. In this case, CP violation is

47
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FIG. 1 (color online). Plot of n-;, = |B,|* as a function of k
in units of myg. Parameters are mp = myp, m; = 0.1myp. The
dashed line is the thin-wall solution of n.,. The other (solid)
lines show—from top to bottom—the particle numbers for
v = 10my, (blue, dark), y = myr (red), and vy = 0.1my,
(orange, light). In general, the particle number is suppressed
for decreasing 7y (a thicker wall), but a large particle number is
still reached when k, m; << myg, and mp — myp = 0.

weak. For these mass parameters the thin-wall particle
number (46), represented by the dashed line, reaches
the maximal particle number n. =% as k— 0. For
thicker walls (decreasing 7), the particle number is
exponentially suppressed with respect to the thin wall.

For very small k the suppression is much smaller, since

7wy + @ = 2myp) )y ~ [ + mi/y.

In Fig. 2 the mass parameters are chosen such that m,,
mp <K myg. In this case, CP violation is maximal for the
thin wall in the limit k — 0; see also Eq. (B9). The maxi-
mal particle number in this limit is 1, which indicates an
inverse population. This inverse population, induced by a

FIG. 2 (color online). Plot of n-, = |8,|* as a function of k
in units of myg. Parameters are m; = 0.1myg, mip = 0.1myp.
The dashed line is the thin-wall solution of n. ;. The other (solid)
lines show—from top to bottom—the particle numbers for
v = 10myp (blue, dark), y = myp (red), and y = 0.1m,p (orange,
light). Because mp — m,pr < 0, an inverse population is reached.
The CP-violating phase is maximal because m, =~ —m_.
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large CP violation, is a novel result and—as far as we
know—has not been noticed before in the literature. For
thicker walls the particle number is still suppressed, but
much less than for the mass parameters in Fig. 1. In fact,
for mp = m; = 0 the particle number is unsuppressed in
the limit k — 0.

A large late-time Bogoliubov particle number for a free
fermionic system indicates large squeezing. It is interesting
to see what effect such a large squeezing may have on the
fermionic currents. In particular, we are interested in the
CP-odd fermionic axial-vector current that couples to
sphalerons. The next section is devoted to computing these
currents in the setting of a tanh-kink wall.

IV. THE CURRENTS AND CP VIOLATION

In this section we consider the evolution of the two-point
Wightman functions, defined as the expectation values
[36,59]

1825 (1, v) = 185501, v) = —( () § W),
1S4 (u,v) = 18750, v) = (Fa(v) ¢ 5(v)),
and which satisfy the homogeneous Dirac equations (7),

(ty* 0, — mg — impy* Sy 5 (u, v) = 0. (49)

(48)

For the problem at hand, when written in a Wigner mixed
representation,

. d*k L
25 ) = [ et S (), =Gt/
(50)

the fermionic Wightman function can be written in a
helicity block-diagonal form,

ST (x; k) =18~ = Z 1S5,

h=+,— S

1 A
=198 = (p“8an) ® (1 +hk-5),

where ¢, p? (a = 0, 1, 2, 3) are the Pauli matrices and g,
are the (off-shell) distribution functions measuring the
vector, scalar, pseudoscalar, and pseudovector phase-space
densities of fermions, respectively. Their on-shell versions,

dko

fah = 2_gah) (a = 0) 1) 2) 3)) (52)
o

satisfy the following equations of motion [36,59]:

th =0,
Fin + 2hkfy, — 2m;fs, =0,

Sfon = 2hkf 1, + 2mgf3, =0,
Fan + 2myfi, — 2mpfay =0,

(53)
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where here k =|| & || . To make the connection with Sec. TIT
and Appendix B, we note that one can express f,;, in terms
of u+), or L, and R, as follows”:
Jon = lugpl* + lu_y> = IR, > + IL, %,
fan = 2NR[uspu* 1= IL,1* = IR,
Jun = lu_pl* = lugy = —20[L,R;]
—23[L,R}],

(54)

fon = 23[u+huih] =

such that f;, + 1f,, = —2L,R}. From Egs. (A9) and (54)
we immediately obtain that for t — —o0 (z — 0),

_ _ R[m_]

f()h =1 fin=-— wni ) 55)
~ S[m-] _ hk

e S T

where we took account of the fact that w,,u”, =
—(kh +1m;)/QRw_), z=-expt/7)/[1 + exp(2t/7)] —
exp(2t/7) (as t— —o0), and ,F,(a b;c;0)=1.
Inserting Eqgs. (55) into the particle number definition [59],

mpfin + mpfon + hkfsp 1
2w 2’

n(k, 1) = (56)

yields n,,(k, ) = 0 for t — —oo, as it should be since we
have prepared the initial state to be in the pure free vacuum.
One can also consider the statistical particle number [62],

_ 1 1
R+ =§f0hi§\/ TR TR LT (57)

A statistical particle number is defined as the particle
number associated with the basis in which the density
operator is diagonal [62]. Statistical particle numbers can
be used as a quantitative measure of state impurity, i.e., of
how much a state deviates from a pure state. From previous
work we have learned that the statistical particle number is
constant in the absence of interactions. This can also be
seen from the kinetic equations (53), which give

%(f%h P2+ 2 =0 (58)

Of course, when interactions are included, the right-hand
side of Eqgs. (53) is in general nonzero. Here we consider a
free Dirac equation (49), and therefore the statistical parti-
cle number should remain constant. Indeed, Egs. (55) imply

%h + f%h + f%h = [|u+h|2 + |u—h|2]2 =1,
such that the statistical particle numbers of a pure state are

trivial,

>Note that, due to a difference in conventions, there are sign
differences when compared with Ref. [59].
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ey = 1I:th —M] {(1)

Thus the statistical particle number is either O or 1, the latter corresponding to a fully occupied Dirac sea.

The exact solutions for the phase-space densities f,;, as in Eq. (54) are complicated functions containing products of
hypergeometric functions, which can be analyzed numerically. Analytically, we can study the behavior of f,;,’s in certain
asymptotic limits. By making use of Egs. (36)—(41), we get at asymptotically late times

o0 \/w+ + (mp — mzR)ef""” + B+h\/w+ — (mg — mZR)elw+[

Hen™ & 2w 20 ’ (59)

t—00

i, =3 R — Map) et 4 3 h wy + (mg — mZR)e,w+,.

—my \/a)+ (m, —my
—a. h
sz + m @+ ‘[kQ + m 20+
From these and Egs. (39), (42), and (54), we easily obtain

fa—h: 17

2.4/k% + m?
Fin = = 2R (1 =208 ) = o a8, )eos Qo 1) + e B Jsin Qo 1)]
+

"
2cos 2w 1)

fi= o218 +

+ w k> + m?

N 2hksin Qw 1)

ﬂkz + m?

hk 2cos 2w, 1)

= — (1 =20B. )+
W+ w 4 k2 + m%

Mlaw,BL)lmNRm, ] + Jlax,pL,lhko. ]
(60)

[=NaxyBL)] + Slaw,B,])
[(NMle) Bl lhkRm ] = Jla.,BL,lom]

N 2sin 2w 4 1)
w Ak + m}

Since we are primarily interested in the CP-violating axial-vector currents, which can bias sphalerons, here we shall focus
our attention primarily to f3;,. We can compute the CP-odd and CP-even axial-vector phase-space densities as follows:

[Wavs Byl my + ey B2, JkR m. ]

Ao, B
Zf3h HaellB2ylm sin Qw1 — Ap)

h==* K+ m,
(61)
2la.pyllBL,lm
th;—h:& —-(1-2|B<>) + nllBplm cos Qwit — Ag) |,
h== w4 '\,kz + m%
where
Ap =0, — ¢ (62)

where ¢, and ¢z are the phases for a ., and B, in Eq. (41). In the thin-wall limit y — oo, the phases of a., and B, are
zero [see Eq. (E8)] and the CP-odd and -even phase-space densities coincide with those in Egs. (C11) (in the free vacuum).
In the opposite “thick-wall” limit, y — 0,

e'es, (63)

y—0 . y—0 7T((1)+ +w_ — szR)
=€, Bp—exp| — 5
Y

with
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y—>01 [
Pa— =

YL

y—>01-
P~
P YL

— + mZR) log( 5

Thus, in this limit the phases ¢, and —¢g grow linearly
with 1/7. In general, the oscillating CP-odd and CP-even
phase-space densities in the thick-wall case therefore ex-
perience a phase shift compared to the thin wall, which can
be large for small y. Moreover, their amplitudes, which are
proportional to |B.,|> [see Eq. (61)], are generally sup-
pressed compared to the thin-wall limit. However, in the
previous section we demonstrated that the amplitude
|B+,l, or particle number 7n,., can become much less
suppressed for a certain choice of parameters that leads
to large squeezing; see Figs. 1 and 2. Because of this large
squeezing, the oscillations of the phase-space densities are
amplified.

Examples of this enhanced oscillatory behavior are de-
picted in Figs. 3-5. Here we show the exact solution for the
odd and even part of f3; using Egs. (54) with the solutions
(34), and compareit to the thin-wall solutions (C11). The
parameters are chosen so as to generate large squeezing,
and thus k << m,g and the mass parameters are the same as
those in Fig. 2. Close to the thin wall limit (y = 10m,p,
Fig. 3), the exact solution for f3; almost coincides with the
thin-wall result. For a thicker wall (y = myg, Fig. 4), the
amplitude of oscillations remains large and there is a
modest phase shift compared to the thin wall. Finally, for

fn
0.6 -

04r

L L L .

-2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5

N gt
1.5\\
\

\
\

\&;
_
o,

=0.

FIG. 3 (color online). Odd (solid blue, darker) and even (solid
red, lighter) part of the exact solution for f5, for v = 10myp.
Parameters: &k = 0.1myg, v = 10myg, m; = 0.1myp, mip =
0.1m,k. The thin-wall solutions (dashed) are constant for
t <0, and for ¢ > 0 they oscillate with a frequency 2w .. The
thin-wall and exact result are nearly identical.

st o)+ (S (2

—w_tw
oo

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 083508 (2013)

_+ _ +
—w_log(w_ ) — w,log(w,) + (w + mzR)log <% + m2R>

2

w_+w, w_+w,
+ M log 5 M)}

)

FIG. 4 (color online). Odd (solid blue, dark) and even (solid
red, lighter) part of the exact solution for f3, for vy = myp.
Parameters: k = 0.1m2R, Y = Mo, My = O.ImzR, mgr =
0.1myg. For this wall of thickness y = m,p, the amplitude of
the even and odd part of f5, is slightly larger than the thin-wall
case (shown as dashed). Also, there is a moderate phase shift
compared to the thin wall.

FIG. 5 (color online). Odd (solid blue, dark) and even (solid
red, lighter) part of the exact solution for f3;, for y = 0.1m,p
(solid line). Parameters: k = 0.1myz, 7y = 0.1myp, m; =
0.1myg, mig = 0.1myp. When CP violation is maximal and
squeezing is large (see Fig. 2), there is a large oscillatory
enhancement for the odd and even phase-space densities in the
thick-wall regime (y = 0.1m,;). Moreover, there is a large
phase shift compared to the thin-wall result (dashed).
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a thick wall (y = .1myyp, Fig. 5), there is a large oscillatory
enhancement and a large phase shift.

For thick walls a large squeezing can thus give a large
enhancement of oscillations of the phase-space density f5,,.
However, due to the fact that phases of different modes k
differ, the oscillatory behavior may (partially) disappear
when the corresponding currents are computed. These
currents are related to the phase-space densities f,;, as

&k >

) = [ 55 Fue), (65)
where jo, and j3, denote the zeroth components of the
vector and axial-vector current, respectively, and j;; and
Jon are the scalar and pseudoscalar densities, respectively.
In the following section we compare these integrated cur-
rents to those computed in a gradient approximation. First,
however, we shall show how to compute the currents for
more general initial states.

A. Generalized initial state

So far the initial state has been taken in the free vacuum,
such that n,(k, r) = 0 for t — —oco. We can also consider
the initial state to be thermally occupied, such that

1

t——00
nylk, t) — iy, = .
h( ) th E'Bw’ +1

(66)

The initial phase-space densities that give this initial ther-
mal state via Eq. (56) are now

N[m_
f&1=1’ fﬂzz_ (E)”i ](I_Zﬁlh):
S[m— hk
f{l’l == g[n/i ](1 - 2ﬁth)’ f;h = _I(l - Zﬁth)-

(67)

Moreover, the
t— —o0is

statistical particle number (57) for

ﬁh+ =1- ﬁth’ (68)

ﬁh— = ﬁth' (69)

Using these relations the currents can also be written in
terms of the statistical particle number,

Jon = Rt + 7y,

R[m_
fin=— ([Um ](ﬁh+ = fip-),

~ (70)
o=~ “g[m:](ﬁm — i),

hk
fan = _I(ﬁm = ).

Here, one can also consider general initial densities. In that
case the statistical particle numbers 7 and 7i;_ are both

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 083508 (2013)

in the range [0, 1] and conserved, but they are not
necessarily related as in an initial state that is thermally
occupied. The scalar density fy is in the range [0, 2] and is
still conserved. The initial state may be called an initial
dense state, of which the thermal state (69) is a special
case. One could further generalize the initial state to
include initial squeezing, etc. For simplicity, we shall not
consider the more general cases.

As in the previous part, we can compute the phase-space
densities f,, for the kink wall, but now for general initial
densities. Also, here we can study the asymptotic late-time
behavior analytically. Again, we are interested in the axial-
vector phase-space density f53;, which in the asymptotic
late-time limit with general initial densities becomes

cos Qw . 1)

ZwH/kz + m?
X [4m[aihﬂih]m+th - 4S[atlzﬁ§h]w+m1]

sin Qw4 1)

+
2w+,/k2 + m?

+ 4S[aihﬁ§h]mmhk1) X (g, — ). (TD)

i = (—ﬁ—’j(l —21B. ) +

[4m[athﬂih]w+ml

Thus, compared to Eq. (60), there is only an extra factor
A+ — Ay— in f3;,, which appears similarly in f;, and f5.
We can now compute the CP-odd and CP-even phase-
space densities,

Ayl BL,Im;

k2+m%

> = sinw . t—Ag)
h==

X (A4 = i),

Z hfs,= (cik[_(l —2|Bi|2)+2|ath||:8>;h|m+R

Xcos(2w+t—A¢)]>X(ﬁh+—ﬁh_), (72)

where Ag is given in Eq. (62). For comparison, in
Appendix C we compute the fermionic phase-space den-
sities f,;, with a general initial state for a thin wall.

V. A COMPARISON WITH THE GRADIENT
APPROXIMATION

In Refs. [48,49] (see also Refs. [36,37]) it was shown
that the gradient approximation—when applied to the evo-
Iution equations for the Wightman functions—yields a
semiclassical force which affects the motion of particles
in a plasma as a (planar) bubble wall of a first-order
electroweak transition sweeps through the electroweak
plasma. The force is of the order #, it is proportional to
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the spin orthogonal to the planar wall, and it has opposite
sign for particles and antiparticles. Since up to now
no analogous analysis has been performed for the time-
dependent case studied here (see, however, Refs. [59-61]),
we shall present such an analysis here. The Dirac equation
for a Wigner-transformed (50) Wightman function
F18* % (u; v) = (¢ (u) ¥ (v)) is of the form

L oa 1
{yoko =¥ k45900 = [mg(0) + iy (1)y’]
X exp(— éé,gko)}lSJr*(k;x) =0, (73)

where x = (u + v)/2 and k* is the Wigner momentum
(the conjugate to u — v). One can show that the operator in

Eq. (73) commutes with the helicity operator H =

k - ¥°9y5, implying that the Wightman function can be
written as a sum of helicity-diagonal 2 X 2 blocks (51).
With the ansatz (51) one can construct nonlocal partial
differential equations for the densities g,,. The real and
imaginary parts of these equations yield the CEs and KEs,
respectively. The CEs and KEs can be subsequently solved
in a gradient approximation. The technical details of these
steps are in Appendix F. Here we only present the main
results. To first order in gradients, the CEs for g, and g3,
do not contain k; derivatives (here 7 = 1),

(kg — |lm|* = k*)gon = 0, (74)
|m|%9,6
(k(z) — |m|* — k* — hkk%_—h;1|2>g3h =0, (75

where the mass has been written as my + 1m; = |m|e'?,

and k =|| & || . General solutions to Egs. (74) and (75) are
of the form

gon = 8on2mS(k§ — Im|> — k?), (76)

29,0
83h =§3h2775(k(2)— Im|? — k2 —hlml . )

k

Equations (74)—(76) reveal that at first order in derivatives
(a) the vector density gq, does not feel any effect of a
changing background, while (b) the axial-vector density
g3;, lives on a shifted energy shell given by

wo(t) = sz + |m()|?.

(77

|m|?0,0
2ka)0 ’

a)3h=a)0+h

In analogy to the case of a planar wall—in which the

energy shift is dw., = Is|m|2(<9zt9)/[2wm[k2L + |ml|?]

[see Eq. (1) and Ref. [49]], where k | 1s the momentum
perpendicular to the wall and s = *1 is the corresponding
spin eigenvalue—Eq. (77) shows that the axial density
g3, lives on a shifted energy shell produced by the
zero component of a fictitious ‘‘axial-vector field”

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 083508 (2013)

h(lm|?9,6)/(2kw,). In this case, however, the energy shift
is proportional instead to the helicity, it has identical signs
for positive- and negative-frequency states and—as ex-
pected—it is proportional to a time derivative of the rate
at which the mass argument 6 = Arg[m] changes, which is
a (good) measure of CP violation. Thus, just like in the
case of a planar wall, the time-dependent effect is a
CP-violating shift, and thus can represent a source for
baryogenesis.

In order to determine how this energy shift affects
particle densities, we need to consider kinetic equations
(to second order in gradients). These are derived in
Egs. (F22)—(F24) of Appendix F. For go;, and g3, the
KEs are

adml*  gon
d:8on + 5 A%, o =0, (78)
3, \ml? 9,(Im|*a,0)
9,83 + tzToakog% + ht%ikolakogw =0. (79

Equation (78) teaches us that, as expected, the vector
density gq, does not feel any force at second order in
gradients. The only effect that g, feels is a classical
“force,” which is of first order in the time derivative, and
accounts for the energy nonconservation in a time-
dependent background wg(f). On the other hand, we see
from Eq. (79) that the time-dependent energy shift effect
(77) produces (as expected) a second-order semiclassical
“force” term in the kinetic equation for gs;. These results
are in accordance with what one would expect based on
Egs. (74) and (75). Just like in the planar wall case, there is
no second-order 9 2 term; only a term containing single &,

derivatives occurs in Eq. (79), justifying the name “force.”
In fact, there is no force in Eq. (79). A better analogy is the
Lorentz four-force F*, where the three-Lorentz force
F = e(E + ¥ X B) constitutes the spatial part of F*, while
the zeroth component FO = ev - E yields the rate of energy
loss in an electromagnetic field (which of course does not
depend on the magnetic field E). Similarly, in the above
equations we can identify the rate of energy loss as the
zeroth component of a four-force,

_ atlml2 6,(|m|28,0) _

0 1), 80
2wy, 2k, (@3 (1) (80)

Fj

where we projected ky — = w3, on-shell in Eq. (79).
Now, the quantities f,;, considered in the rest of this
paper are simply related to g, via the integral (52). In light
of Eq. (76) we see that the integral (52) just projects g,;, on
the positive- and negative-frequency shells. Unless given
differently by initial conditions, the positive- and negative-
frequency projections are the same, and this fact does not
change with time because the semiclassical force is the
same for both frequency shells. This is to be contrasted
with the planar wall case, in which the energy shift at the
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order # has an opposite sign; see Egs. (1) and (2). Of
course, this simple picture is true only in the absence of
interactions. When interactions are included, one expects
off-shell effects in g,;,, and by performing the integral (52)
one in general loses information.

Let us now integrate Egs. (78) and (79) over k.
Integrating the first equation is easy, and yields a conser-
vation of vector phase-space density,

d:fon =0, (81)

which is consistent with the more general result, which
states that f,;, = constin a free theory. Integrating Eq. (79)
is more delicate, and yields

atlmlz
203,

at(lmlzate)
2kwi

3, 3 + ( + h )f3h =0. (82

Since the expression in the parentheses is 9, In (w3;), this
equation can be simplified to

9, In(f3,) = —9,1In (w3 (1)), (83)
and its solution is simply
w3
) =—=Jap 84
f3h( ) (1)3h(t)f3h ( )

where w_ is given in Eq. (31) and f3, = f3,(t — —o0)
[Eq. (70)]. This means that, if one starts with f3, =
—(kh/w_) X (i, — ii,_) [see Eq. (70)], the gradient
approximation yields

kh  _ _
m(”w — o). (85)

fan() = —

This result shows that the gradient approximation captures
the change in the frequency felt by particles, but does not
see any quantum effects such as squeezing. Taking a
cursory look at Figs. 3—5 shows a striking feature: the large
and oscillating contribution in the axial-vector density is
completely missed in the gradient approximation. In
hindsight, this should not come as a surprise, since the
oscillatory contributions to the densities come from state
squeezing, which is a genuinely nonadiabatic quantum
effect, and thus cannot be captured in a gradient (adiabatic)
expansion. The question is whether this failure of the
gradient approximation means that an important effect is
missed in regards to baryogenesis sources. The answer
is not so simple as the plots in Figs. 3—5 suggest. Note
that, when averaged over time, the oscillatory contributions
disappear, and one is left with a mean effect. This
mean effect is captured (to a certain extent) in the gra-
dient approximation (85). Indeed, Eq. (85) contains a
CP-violating contribution, which is present during the
time transient, and can be extracted from the CP-odd
part of Eq. (85),

Z fan(t) =
h==

|m|?a,6 _
221 27y), (86)
0

w
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where for simplicity we took an initial thermal state
fipe = Ay = 1 = 20y, i, = 1/[exp (Bo-) + 1].

In order to compare the CP-odd axial density in the
gradient approximation (86) to the exact results (see
Figs. 3-5), we integrate the phase-space densities over
the momenta (65) and sum over the helicities, which gives
the CP-odd current ) ;,_- j3,. The zero-temperature part
of the current, however, diverges as k — oo. Therefore we
only compare the finite-temperature parts of the integrated
f3n’s, that is, only the part that is Boltzmann suppressed.
Technically we compute 3 [jzu(8) — jau(B — )],
which is the difference between the CP-odd axial-vector
current at finite temperature and the current at zero
temperature.

In Figs. 6-8 we show the finite part of the CP-odd
current for the gradient expansion and for the exact
solution, for a thick wall with y =0.187!, a wall of

FIG. 6 (color online). Difference between the finite-
temperature and zero-temperature CP-odd axial-vector current
for the exact solution (blue, solid) and gradient approximation
(red, dashed) for a thick wall with y =0.18"!. The mass
parameters are m; = 0.187!, mp = 0.187 !, and myr = B~ .

FIG. 7 online). Difference between the finite-

(color
temperature and zero-temperature CP-odd axial-vector current
for the exact solution (blue, solid) and gradient approximation
(red, dashed) for a wall with y = 87!, The mass parameters are
m;=018"1, mp=0.18"", and myp = B~ 1.
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FIG. 8 online). Difference between the finite-

(color
temperature and zero-temperature CP-odd axial-vector current
for the exact solution (blue, solid) and gradient approximation
(red, dashed) for a wall with y = 387!, The mass parameters
are mj; = O.IB_I, mygr = O.Iﬁ_l, and myp = B_l.

thickness y = 87!, and a thin wall with y =38"1,
respectively.” The mass parameters are chosen such that
there is a large state squeezing. The gradient expansion
captures the main trend quite well, but misses the oscilla-
tions at later times. It is intriguing that already for the wall
with y = B!, the exact solution for the current starts to
look quite different from the current in the gradient
approximation. For the thin wall in Fig. 8 the difference
is even more significant. It would be interesting to explore
in more detail the CP-violating current in the thinner wall
regime. Needless to say, in order to make a definite state-
ment about the validity of the gradient approximation, one
needs to perform a more detailed analysis that includes
scatterings coming from quantum loop effects.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this work we derived an exact solution of the Dirac
equation for fermions with a time-dependent mass, gener-
ated by a scalar Higgs condensate. We assumed that the
mass has a tanh time dependence, which represents a quite
realistic model for a phase interface (bubble wall) at a first-
order phase transition in the early Universe setting.
Moreover, the mass is complex with a phase changing in
time, which can be a source for CP violation. We have
studied this CP violation by looking at the CP-odd part of
the axial-vector current, since that current biases sphaleron
transitions.

3Note that, based on Egs. (3) and (4) in the Introduction,
modes of both the thin and thick-wall regime contribute to the
integrated density, i.e., to the current. The question is, therefore,
whether the currents in Figs. 6-8 are dominated by modes that
satisfy the thick-wall condition, or by thin-wall modes. Roughly
speaking, for By < 1 the current is largely dominated by thick-
wall modes, whereas for 8y > 1 modes that satisfy the thin-
wall condition contribute mostly to the current.
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As already emphasized in the Introduction, the division
between ‘“‘thin-wall” and ““thick-wall” cases depends on
the relevant momenta, and both cases are present in a typical
(say, thermal) distribution. For large state squeezing, i.e., a
large late-time Bogoliubov particle production, the axial-
vector phase-space density for a thick wall experiences a
large oscillatory enhancement and phase shift with respect
to the thin wall case. This nonadiabatic behavior cannot be
captured by the gradient approximation. However, the mean
effect for the axial-vector current, which is obtained from
the phase-space density after summing the momenta, is
described reasonably well in the gradient approximation.
Still, the exact solution for the axial-vector current shows
that the difference for thinner walls can be quite significant.
This invites a more detailed quantitative study of baryo-
genesis sources in the thin-wall regime.

Extensions to our work can be foreseen. First of all,
instead of a time-dependent mass, our analysis can be
generalized to a planar wall case, in which the mass is
dependent on one spatial coordinate. This extension is in
principle straightforward, and has already been considered
for the CP-conserving case in Refs. [56,57]. We expect two
competing effects to play a role for the planar wall. On the
one hand, very soft modes are reflected by the bubble wall
due to energy conservation, which will act to reduce the
difference between the exact treatment and the WKB
approximation. On the other hand, in the thin (planar)
wall case only the perpendicular momentum needs to be
soft [see Eq. (4)], such that the phase-space suppression in
the thin-wall regime is smaller for the planar wall case
compared to a time-dependent wall. This will work to
increase the difference between the exact solution and
the gradient approximation. In conclusion, a further study
is required to see how the results in this work are carried
over to the planar wall case.

In another extension one could also study single or
multiple interacting fermionic flavors, compared to the
single noninteracting flavor considered here. A treatment
of realistic interactions for the bosonic case may be found
in Refs. [63,64]. In the multiflavor fermion case, there is an
additional CP-violating source in the flavor-mixing mass
matrix. It would be interesting to see what is the dominant
source of CP violation depending on the wall thickness.
Finally, here we have not included other effects such as
plasma scatterings, and in order to get realistic results for
the CP-violating source we intend to explore how these
affect the analytical results in this work.
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APPENDIX A: MODE FUNCTIONS
FOR A CONSTANT MASS

In this Appendix we construct the fundamental solutions
of Egs. (17) and (18) for a constant mass. In Appendix B
we treat the thin-wall case.

When the mass is constant, the general solution of
Egs. (17) and (18) [see also Egs. (7)—(16)] can be written
as plane waves,

Lh = Ahe_”‘” + Bhe"‘”,
I:h = Ahe’"” + Bhef’"”,

R, = Che—uut + DhClwt,
Rh = C_’he"‘” + Dheilwt,
(AD)

where A, B,, C,, D, A,, B,, C),, and D, are constants.
The first-order equations (17) and (18) tell as that C;, and
D,, can be expressed in terms of A, and B,

C - m* A =a)+hk =m_* w + hk
b —nk " m " mNe—nk"”
_ m* _ w—hk_ = m" |w—hk
P ewhk " " m Ve + Rk
(A2)

Notice that these equations also imply an on-shell condi-
tion, w?> = k* + |m|?>. Analogous relations hold for the
barred constants,

——— m* o+t hk __m* w + hk -

h w—hk' " m " mVew—nk ™

_ m* - w—hk- m* |w—hk -

D, = = =——B,,. A3
P o hk ! " im Vo +hk " (A3)

These constants can be further constrained by imposing the
vector current conservation law, which in the absence of
flavor mixing becomes particularly simple: 9,j°(x) = 0, or
equivalently, /°(x) = (T (x)(x)) = const. In order to fix
the constant, notice that

WHE DD, 0) = SUTHE 0, DalE, 0]
SQIHE D, D 0D
= %6a353()? —X) = Fap(x 1,5, 1),

(A4)

where F,g(%, 1; X, 1) is the Hadamard (statistical) Green
function, which in the free space vanishes.* When written
in momentum space,

“This definition of the Hadamard function differs by a constant
from the definition used in, e.g., Ref. [62], which is due to the
normal ordering of the creation and annihilation operators,
assumed in the construction of the density operator in Ref. [62].
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A &Pk .
W60 = [ i, (AS)
Equation (A6) becomes
N N 1 ap > o a -
<¢};(k, t)lpa(k’ t)> = §<{¢2;‘(k: t)’ l/jo((k’ t)}>
1 ~1 - PN
+ E([ll/;r}(k: t)’ l//a(k! t)])
1
=3 Sap: (A6)

where the expectation value was taken with respect to the
vacuum state |()), in which case F = 0. Similarly, we have

A - A - 1 1
(ol K 0) = 5 Bap + Faplk 1.0) = 5 8.

(A7)
Taking a trace of Egs. (A6) and (A7), one finds
_ _ 1
DAL, + IR, = 3 Tr[8.p] = 2,
h
1
AL, + IR, = 2 Ti[d,p] =2,
h
which implies
ILy1? + R, 1> =1 = |L,1* + |RyI% (A8)

where we have assumed that the vacuum-state normaliza-
tion is independent of helicity. Moreover, since f;[ cép =
Su» Eq. (A8) agrees with Eq. (13). Together with
Egs. (A2) and (A3), the condition (A8) allows one to
completely specify the vacuum fermionic mode functions
for constant mass (up to an overall phase),

R,(k t) = Tt
— hk
Lh(k, t) = © e“‘”,
2w
_ w + hk m*
Rh(k, t) = - 2a) |m| 1ot

Notice that these solutions satisfy the mode normalization
conditions (A8). Moreover (when summed over /), they
also satisfy the (stronger) consistency condition (11). The
only remaining conditions to check are the mode orthogo-
nality conditions (12). They imply

For the solutions above, this implies
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—2iwt 1 *
e 2 —[m* —m] =0,
2w

which can be only satisfied if J[m] = 0. There is no
problem when m is time independent. In this case one
can perform global rotations on spinors that removes the
imaginary part of the mass,

g — e 07y = [cos (0) — 1sin (0)y*],
§ — e = ffcos (0) — isin (6)y°],

where
mpg nmy

sin (20) = il
m

tan (20) = ﬁ, cos (20) = ,
meg |m|

with which

—mppr—m PP =—mpp iy —imhySp——ml .
Of course, this rotation is global, and works only if m is
time independent. Here we are interested in a time-
dependent problem, and hence the mode functions are
not orthogonal, as in Eq. (12). Is this a problem? Not
necessarily. What is important is that the mode functions
span the whole Hilbert space. In the end, the most impor-
tant condition that must be satisfied is Eq. (13). Note also
that

- > m - -
uk 0 x,k 1) = ;R = —p,(k 1) v,k 1). (A10)

APPENDIX B: MODE FUNCTIONS
FOR A STEP FERMION MASS

We shall now assume that the mass takes a simple form,
such that it exhibits a sudden jump at t = 0,

m(t) = m_O(—1) + m_ . 0(), (B1)

where m_ and m, are (in general complex) constant
masses at negative and positive times, respectively. This
is what we refer to as the thin-wall mass profile. One can
easily convince oneself that a constant U(1) rotation of the
left- and right-handed spinors in Eq. (5) can remove a jump
in the, e.g., imaginary part of the mass. After performing
such a rotation the mass can be written as m. =
|m.|exp[i(dp+ + x)], where y is the relative phase be-
tween left- and right-handed spinors. One should then
solve |m_|sin(¢p, + x) = |m_|sin(¢p_ + x) for x.
Therefore, without any loss of generality, one can assume
that I[m(r)] = const, or equivalently, I[m, ] = I[m_].
This will be important for the decoupling of the equations
for u., defined below [see also Eq. (25)].

>The exact solution gives

m-—p— myg
x = arctan{ — ———— ).
m-_g — MypR
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For the problem at hand with m(t) given in (B1), we can
make the following ansitze for the mode functions
[cf. Egs. (A9)]:

Ly(k 1) = 6(—t)L, + 6(1)L,,
R, (k, 1) = 6(—t)R; + 6(t)R;,
Ly(k, 1) = 6(—=1)L; + 6L},
Ry(k, 1) = 6(—=DR; + 6(NR},

(B2)

where the solutions for t < 0 are the vacuum mode func-
tions derived in Eq. (A9),

— w_ — hk —1o_t
L, = e e 'v-1
R- w_ + hk m* ot

== 7—6 — ,

h 2w_  |m_| (B3)
_ w_ — hk
L, = P elw-!

_ w_ + hk m*
R = — lw,t.

h 2w_  |m_|

The solutions for t >0 can now be written as a linear
combination of the normalized positive- and negative-
frequency solutions,

L;l— ELh(I>O)

,w —hk ’w + hk
:a; ;w+ e*la)ﬂ_,_ﬁ; ;w+ em)th’

* _ *
—at wi +hk mi oot~ gt o —hk m?, ot
20, |m4| ' 2w, |my|

+ ’w‘*'_hk it 1 P+ w4 +hk —lw.t
+ -|- + s
h 2(U+ © Bh 2(()+ ©

R;l— ERh(t>0)

& ’w++hk my e""*’+B;{ ’w+—hk m oot
20, |my] 20, |m.]

(B4)

Ql

where

W+ = sz + |m1|2,

and the solutions multiplying 3; and B_,f are the normal-
ized negative-frequency solutions of Egs. (17) and (18).
The four Bogoliubov coefficients in Eq. (B1) are deter-
mined by the matching conditions. Equations (17) and (18)
together with the structure of the mass term (B1) tell us that
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the mode functions must be continuous at ¢ = 0, which
implies the following four matching conditions:

L,(t=0-)=L,(t=0+),
R,(t=0—)=R,(r = 0+),
L,(t=0—)=L,(t=0+),
R,(t =0—)=R,(t = 0+).

(B5)

These conditions imply for the Bogoliubov coefficients in
the solutions for L, and R, in Eq. (B2)

_ |m | w_ —hk m" |w,+ hk
af =a = + —
h b 2 joro- \No, + hk m* Vo_ — hk
B — B — || w_—hk m' |o, —hk
h b 2/oro- \Nw, —hk m* Vo_ —hk )
(B6)

By observing that |} |? + |8/ |> = 1 one can easily check
that these conditions satisfy the correct normalization
condition (AS).

To summarize, our simple calculation shows that, as a
consequence of a sudden mass change (at ¢ = 0), the
number of fermions (each of helicity /) produced is

Imy —m_|* — (w: — )’

— |p+2 —
n == ==
h l'Bhl 4o, w_

1 K+ Rmom*]
2 2w, w_ (B7)
which is helicity independent and, in general, does not
vanish. One can show that n; in Eq. (B7) satisfies 0 =
ny(k) =1 for arbitrary 12, m,, and m_, which is a non-
trivial check of the correctness of Eq. (B7). Note finally
that, when £k = O,

1 [1 B Eﬁ[erm*_]iI.

n, = =<
i |lm |

> (B8)

This last result nicely illustrates the dependence of particle
production on the complex phase of the mass. Let us
denote m. = |m.|e'’=. Then

n, = %[1 —cos(fy — 0. )] = sin2<¥), (B9)

which shows that n; varies between 0 and 1, as it should.
There is no particle production when 6, — 0_ = 27n
(n € Z), in which case there is no CP violation. On the
other hand, when k = 0 particle production maximizes for
0, —60_=m2n+ 1) (n € Z), in which case CP viola-
tion is maximal. This is in accordance with the results of a
finite wall thickness (45)—(47), shown in Figs. 1 and 2.
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APPENDIX C: TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS
FOR A STEP FERMION MASS

In this Appendix we consider the evolution of the two-
point functions with a Heaviside step function mass (B1).
Here we heavily use Ref. [59]. By making use of Eq. (54)
we can find the phase-space densities for the thin-wall
mass profile. For r < 0, the phase-space densities are given
in Eq. (55). Together with Egs. (B4) and (B2), can be used
to compute f,;, for t > 0.

Instead of calculating the f,, by using the explicit
expressions for the mode functions, we can also derive
the phase-space densities from the kinetic equations (53).
We consider a generalized initial state, for which the f,,
for + < 0 are given by Eq. (70). Next we solve the f,;, for
t > 0 from the kinetic equations (53). In order to do so,
note first that Eqs. (B4) and (54) imply that the general
form of the solutions for > 0 is

;rh = g, COS (2(1)+t) + Bah sin (20)+l) + Yah

(ChH
(a=0,1,2,73),
where «,;,, B.,, and y,, are constants that can be deter-
mined from the matching conditions at ¢t = 0. Although m
experiences a finite jump at r = 0, the structure of the
equations of motion (53) implies that all of f,;, must be
continuous at ¢t = 0,

Fanlk 1 =0) = fI,(k t = 0).

The first equation in Eq. (53) tells us that the vector particle
density f, cannot depend on time, i.e., that o), = By, =0,
and we have

(C2)

fon = fins + fij. (C3)
The other three equations in Eq. (53) give nine conditions
among the parameters {@;;,, Bin, vin} (i = 1, 2, 3). These
conditions represent a highly degenerate system, such that
the following independent conditions remain:

m;alh + m;azh + hka3h = 0,

mg Bu, + mj By, + hkBs, = 0, (C4)
_my _ hk
Y2 m; Yin Y3 m} Yin-
In addition, S, are related to «;;, as follows:
hk my
Bin=——ay t—az,
hk mph
Ba = —ay, — L a, (C5)
+ +
my R
B3y = ———ay, t—ay,.

Furthermore, the matching conditions (C2) result in

083508-17



PROKOPEC, SCHMIDT, AND WEENINK

mgp _
_w_(nh+ — ) = ay + Vi

mp . _ _
— gy — ) = @+ ya (C6)

hk  _ _
- w_(nh+ — =) = az, + Vap

which, together with Eqgs. (C4) and (C5), completely spec-
ify f;,. When the solutions for the «;,, 8,5, and vy, are
inserted into the general form (C1), we find

= (I:_Zj_;_’_iz_;kz + Nmym* ]
_ + WL w_
[ hk
J’_

w_w 4

] cos Qw 1)

(my — m,*):l sin Qw 4 t)

_mg K+ R[mym*]

O W0_

) X (. — ), (CD)

. my  m; k> + R[mym* ]
L e

- I:wfl];+ (mg = mlﬁ)] sin 2w 1.1)

B m_,+ k> + R[m,m* ]

w 4 w L wW_

] cos Qw 1)

) X (e — ), (C8)

2 *
i = ([_ﬁ_;_ﬁk + Rmym™]

w_ W, WLo_

] cos Qw 1)

3 il
+ [m+m ]

sin 2w . 1)
WL w_
hk k2 + R[mom™
- #) X (s — Ay ). (C9)
w 4 w4 wW_

It can be checked that the same phase-space densities
are obtained by inserting the mode functions for >0
[Egs. (B4)] in the definitions for f,; [Egs. (B2)].

The final produced particle number (56) is

2 *
m= 3= (o) s = €10
w,L0_

For the free vacuum, where 71, = 1 and 71, = 0, this
indeed reduces to the result computed before, Eq. (B7).
The thermal limit is obtained when 7, — i, —
1 — 2itg,, g, = 1/(eP2+ + 1).

To get the CP-violating density, which is of relevance
for baryogenesis, we finally need to sum the axial density
f3, over h = =,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 083508 (2013)
2k K>+ R[mom*]

h;hfyz = (_—

O WLo_

N I:_%_'_%kz + NR[mym* ]

w_ Wy

]cos(2w+t))
W w_
X (Ape — fp-),
2 _|sin(604+ —6_
Zf3h: |m+||m |Sln( + )Sln(2w+t)
h==%

WL0_

X (fipy — fip-), (C11)

where in the last equality we used m. = |m.|exp (10-).
The first current in Eq. (C11) is CP-even, while the latter is
CP-odd, and can be used to source baryogenesis. This
latter term is there only when the source of CP violation,
A6 = 0, — 6_, does not vanish. The first term in the first
equation is the (adiabatic) vacuum contribution (i.e., the
leading classical term that would survive in the very-thick-
wall limit).

APPENDIX D: MODE FUNCTION
NORMALIZATION

In this Appendix we shall show that the properly nor-
malized mode functions that solve Egs. (32), and whose
indices are Eq. (33), are given by Eq. (34). Since a+, b+, ¢
in Eq. (33) are nonintegers, the two independent solutions
for y., are the usual ones, and they are of the form

ul), = ul)oz9(1 = 2P X ,F (ax, buic:2),
ul), = u)z el - 2)P

X, Flas +1—¢bs +1—c¢;2—c;2)

2
= M(J,oz

X ,F,(1 = ax, 1

a+1—c(1 _ Z)B-%—c—a:—b1

= b2 c2), (D)

where u(ilhzg are the normalization z-independent constants
(which we shall determine below) and ,F,(a, b; c; z) de-
notes the Gauss hypergeometric function, whose series
around z = 0 reads

ab ala + Db(b + 1) 72
Filabjc;z)=1+—2z+ — 4
2Fila biei2) o c et 2l

I'(a+ n)I'(b + n)I'(c) L
I'ar®r(c+n n!

Notice that we have picked the sign of & and 8 in Eq. (30)
such that the first (second) fundamental solution in
Egs. (DI) corresponds to the positive- (negative-)
frequency wave at early times. Notice further that the

solutions for v(tl’hz) = ugf)h are obtained simply by flipping

the helicity 4 in u(tl‘hz). The latter form for of the two
solutions (D1) is useful in that the prefactor is in the
form a+1—c=—a=a*, B+c—a.—b.=—B=6" 1t
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then follows that, in the vicinity of t — —oo(z — €27), u(;;l
and ugl reduce to the positive- and negative-frequency
solutions, respectively,

u(tl)h = M(illoe”‘” = u(illoe"“’*”
2) __ () .- )] _
u(t)h = u(thOe el = ulhe e, (D2)

(t— —o00, 7 — 277).

F'e)'(c —ax —bs)

I'(c —ax)I'(c — b+)

I'e)'a~ + b+ —¢)
[(a)T(b-)

ZFi(as,bascyz) =

Indeed, we have

_
Uy

Uxp
F(e)'(c—as —bs)
I'ec —as)l'(c—bs)
I'e)I'ax + bs —¢)

['(a)T(b-)

= uspz®(1 — 2)P X

Upo
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In analogy to what we did in Eq. (A9), here we shall take

the positive-frequency solution at t — —o0, i.e., U+, =
u(il;l Because of the fact that the vacua at t — —o0 and
t — +o0 are not the same (they are related by a Bogoliubov
transformation), the positive-frequency solution becomes a
mixture of positive- and negative-frequency solutions close
to t — +00, as can be implied from the following identity

[see, e.g., Eq. (9.131.1-2) of Ref. [65]]:

X, Fi(as,bisar +be+1—c¢;1—2)

from which we infer that in the vicinity of t — oo (z — 1 — e~ 27%),

F(e)l(c —as —bs)

e+ Uiy

(1 =) @b« X,F(c—as,c—bssc+1—as —bi;1—2z). (D3)
X, F(as,bisas +bse +1—c;1 —2)
7%(1 — g)Prea=—be x JFi(c—a+,c—bssct+1—ar — b1 —2), (D4)
F F + + b+ -
() (ax +—0) elo+ ! (t— 00,1 —7— e 27, (D5)

Usrp

T O R g (e — ba)

where we have made useof ¢ =a+ +bs +1—c=1+2B,8+c—a=

I(a)T'(b+)

—b.=B+1-¢=—p.

One can also construct late-time positive- and negative-frequency solutions that solve the differential equation (32).
Equation (D4) implies that, if Eqgs. (D1) are solutions, so must be both parts of Eq. (D4), such that the two linearly

independent late-time solutions are

i) =)

157,02%(1 = )PP X Fi(as +1 =& bs + 1 =281 —2)

= @F) e rEmas b (1 = )BT X O F (1 —ax, 1 — ba32 — &1 —2),

~(2) _ =)

i), = gz (1 — )P X JFilas, be; 1 — 2),

~(1,2 .
where u(i hg are normalization constants. Now, because

atl—c=—-a=a" and B+c—a. —b.=—-B=
B, the asymptotic forms for the mode functions are

~(1 ~(1 —
i) = ) e,

~2) _ ~Q2) Liw,t
*h Urp = Uspo ™"

’

D7
(l‘—’ ©,1—7— e—2'yt)_ ( )

One can check that Egs. (D6) indeed solve Eq. (32), so they
constitute legitimate linearly independent solutions for the
mode functions. And, moreover, each of the solutions (D6)
can be written as a linear combination of the early-time
solutions (D1), as they should.

Next, we need to properly normalize our mode functions
(D1) and (D6). Rather then performing a quantum-

(c=1+2p), (D6)

mechanical normalization such as was used in Ref. [56],
we shall use the field theoretic normalization (11)—(13),
since it is more suitable for the baryogenesis applications
we have in mind. Since u,;, and u_, are related by a
first-order differential equations (22), their normalization
constants are not independent. Let us begin by rewriting
Eq. (22) as

[z(l - z)diZ +

hk * 1m;
=1— Uz
2y *h

myg + myp(l — ZZ)]
l Uxp
2y

(D8)

By making use of the identities
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c—1 a- +bs —c o 1+ bse —ax imyg (a« + b — )(as + b +1—2¢)
a = , B=——"— * = , * = ,
2 2 2y 2y 4(ar —1—bs)
we can recast Eq. (D8) as
d bi(ar —c hk + 1m
[Z(l - Z)d_z + a_il;—b)) - btz]uiho X, Fias,bssc;2) =1 Litcpo X oF (ax — 1, b + 1563 2), (D9)

where we have used a; = b. + 1 and b+ = a. — 1. In order to transform the parameters of the hypergeometric function
on the left-hand side so as to correspond to those on the right-hand side, let us first make use of the following two identities

[see Eqgs. (9.137.6) and (9.137.17) in Ref. [65]]:

d b
d—(zFl(a,b;c;z)) =2y ZJFi(a+1,b+ 1;¢+ 152),
Z c

(D10)
b
% X Fila+ 1L,b+1;¢+ 1;2) = (c — 1),F,(a, b;c — 1;2) — ,F,(a, b; c;2)],
which reduce Eq. (D9) to
b.(ax — c)
(1 - Z)(C - 1) X zFl(ai, bi;c - I,Z) + m_ c+1+ (C -1- bi)Z X 2F1(ai, bi,C,Z) U~+p0
hk =
= X G (as — 1 b + 15012), (D11)
2y
This can be further transformed by making use of Eq. (9.137.17) in Ref. [65],
(c=1)X,F(a,byc—1;2) =bX,Fi(a, b+ 1;¢;2) + (¢ — 1 = b) X ,F,(a, b;c;2), (D12)
yielding
b+ b+ + 1 -
I:(l —2)bs X,F(a+, b + 1;¢;2) + % X ,F(ax, bt;C;Z):IuihO
ar — 1 = b+
hk =
=1 g0 X 2Filaz = Lbe + Les2). ®13)
Y
We need one more transformation [66],
(1-2@a—b—1)X,Fi(ab+1;c;2)=(a—c)X,Fila—1,b+1;c;2) + (c = 1 = b) X,F,(a, b;c;z), (D14)

with which one gets on both sides of Eq. (D13) a function
with identical parameters, implying the following relation
between the normalization constants:

hk *wm; a+ —bs — 1
= I== 7= (D15)

Uz po 2')/ bi(at - C)

Several comments are now in order. This expression shows
that CP violation is in the relative phase between the u
and u_, solutions,

U+po

hk £ my

[i2 2
k™ + mj

which was to be expected, meaning that there is no trace of
CP violation in the parameters a+, b, or c¢ of the hyper-
geometric functions. Moreover,

etfer= =

(D16)

K>+ mj _ bilar — 1)(as —c)bs +1—¢)
4y? (ar — bs — 1)

s

such that the ratio (D15) can be expressed in terms of the
phase 6cp and the parameters a-, b+, and c,

Urno _ hk £ 1m;

+ \/71{27""”%

X \/_bi(ai - C)(ar - 1)(171 +1-¢)
b.(a+ —c)

hk = 1m; y \/a) * (mg + myg)

[i2 + m2 VO- 7 (myg + myg)

Uz po

(D17)
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where we have made use of (a. —b. —1)?=
—[*ulas — b. — 1)*)] = —4m3,/y?, and in the last step

g +
bilae —c) == [w_ F (mg ; mZR)]mZR’

Y

[w_ = (myg + mog)mag

,)/2

(ax — Db +1—-¢c)==

Equation (D17) nicely separates the relative CP-violating
phase between positive- and negative-frequency modes
and their amplitude ratio, which is not CP-violating.
From Eq. (D16) it also follows that Ocp = Ocps =
—0Ocp_, i.e., that e'fcr+etfcr- = 1,

What remains to be done is to perform a normalization
of the mode functions. Equations (AS8) and (21) imply for
the early-time mode functions (D1)

lunl? + luy? =1=lvg, I + v, % (D18)
and analogously for the late-time mode functions (D6)
(D19)

Making use of Eq. (D17), the first condition in Eq. (D18)
can be written as

[ p? + la-, > =1 = 0,7 + [5-,%

|u+h0|2|:2F1(a+, bijciz) X 2F1(2 —ay,—by;2—-c2)

bi(ay —c)
— X F.(a_,b_;c;
@ = D, w1 2hlebad)

X, Fi2—a_,—b_;2— c;z)] =1, (D20)

—-by —1
1= 2{ F(as, by;c; [ a+ *
lusnol*oF @y, bise;2) 0—a)c—b, —1)
_ b+(a+ - C) I:Cl+ - b+ - 1
(ay =Dy +1—-c)L by(ay —¢)

X, Fi(1—ay,1 —b+;2—c;z)}.
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where we have made use of the fact that & and 8 are purely
imaginary, and of @ =2 —a., by = —b.,c* =2 — ¢,
and z* = z is real (the proper sign in front of the second
term is a minus). Next, it is convenient to replace a_ and
b_bya, and b, (b_-=a, —1,a_ =b; + 1) in the
second term. The above analysis [see Egs. (35)-(37)]
implies

I:L;(_a;b__c)lz(l - Z)a,iZ + (1 - a;—fc_lz)]zFl (a,b;c:7)

=,F(a—1,b+1;¢;2),

andalso(a—1—b,b—1—a,c—2—c¢)

a—b—1 d
[(1 —a)c—b— 1)Z(1 _Z)CTZ

a—b—1
+(1 _ﬁz)]2Fl(l - b, 1 _a,Z_C7Z)
=,F,(2—a —b;2—c;2).

The latter relation can be used to replace the second hyper-
geometric function on the first line in Eq. (D20), while the
former can be used to replace the first hypergeometric
function ,F,(a_,b_;c;z) = ,F|(ayx — 1, by + 15¢;2) in
the second line of Eq. (D20) to obtain

d a, — by —1
z(1 _Z)d_z+ (1 —%Z)]Zﬂ(l —by,l—ay;2—c2)

C_b+

d —b, —1
-0+ (1= ) LR @b
dZ a+ — C

(D21)

Next we can make use of the Wronskian for the hypergeometric functions,

W[2F1(a, b;c;z), Zl_c(l — Z)C_”_szl(l —al—5b2—-c2)]=0-c)z7¢(1 — Z)C_“_b—ly

from which it follows that

(D22)

| - —b-
Wkﬂwﬁmmxgxl—al—mz—cmﬂ+JKQMaa( C—Cl “>ﬂ0—¢1—mz—ad]
Z —Z

_1—=c
C(1-2)

(D23)

When this is inserted into Eq. (D21) many terms cancel and one ends up with
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A-—a)lc—by—1) w_+ (mp+ myp)
luspol® = u h = IR~ TR (D24)
(ap — by — 1)1 —0) 2w_
To summarize, we have found that the normalized early-time mode functions (D1) are [cf. Eq. (D17)]
_+ +
i =ull), = \/w (;ZR max) X z%(1 = 2)P X ,F|(ay, b;c;2),
( — (D25)
u_, = u(l;l _ lm[ w _ Mg m2R) < Za(l _ Z)B X 2F1((l_, b_;C;Z),
‘/kz + m
which are also given in Egs. (34). An analogous procedure - — o —hk+m_ _
yields the two other normalized mode functions given in h JFo (o +m )e ’
Egs. (35)-(37). o TR
R- w_ + hk +m- ot
= e s
APPENDIX E: CONNECTING THE KINK-WALL " Vdo_(w_ + m_g) B3
TO THE THIN-WALL CASE ) o —hk-m_ (E3)
L, = e'“-1,

Here we shall show that the early- and late-time solu-
tions for the mode functions for a tanh wall profile are
equivalent to those for the thin-wall case in the limit
v — oo. Similarly, we shall demonstrate the agreement
between the Bogoliubov coefficients a and S and the
corresponding particle number.

The early-time solutions for the tanh wall (34) reduce in
the limit y — oo to

O R il L SO
Upp = Uy, = |——— Xe ¥~
+h 2w ’
y=oo  hk —um w_ —m_ -
u_, = u(_lgl L x R x et
2w_

where m_p = mg + mygr and m_ = m_x + 1my; is the
mass for ¢ < 0. The same result can be obtained by solving
Egs. (22) for a constant mass mp = m_p and choosing
the positive-frequency solution at early time, u., =
U.poe ', After normalization according to |u.,|*> +
lu_,|> = 1, the result (E1) is found. If we similarly solve
Egs. (22) for the negative-frequency solution at early time,
Vip = Uthoelwfi, we find that

(ED)

@W_ — Mm_p

Vin = ui?—m‘* 2w Xewt,
o =0 T hk + 1m; w_ -i-m_Rxele
—h 7( 1) 2(()7 .

In order to compare this to the thin-wall solutions at early
time [Egs. (A9)], we should rotate back to the L, R, basis
from the u.;, basis. By making use of Eq. (21) and the
solutions (E1) and (E2) we compute

(E2)

\/40)—(0)— —m_g)

_ w_ + hk — m* ,
R, = e'“r,
V4w _(w_ —m_p)

At first sight these solutions do not seem to be consistent
with Egs. (A9). However, they can be rewritten as

L; — w_zw_i 610146*101,1’
R; - a)_z + hkelgRe*lw,l’
o (E4)
_ w_ —hk
Lh = — 2wiietﬁlletw,t’
R* — w- + hkelﬁketw,t
h 2w_ ’
where the (real) phases are given by
0; = arct
L arcan(wi_hk_i_m R)
0r = arct
R T areta <a) + hk + m_ R) E5)
0 = arct
[ = arc an( — hk s R)
my
0r = arctan| —— ).
7 = arc an(w_ , hk—m_R)

Thus the early-time mode functions L, are R, in the thin-
wall limit (E3) only differ from those computed directly for
the thin wall (B3) by a common phase factor. A further
global U(1) rotation of the Lj,, R;, spinor y;, by e %z, and
of the L, R;, spinor v, by e7~%.)_ reduces the solutions
(E4) to those in Eq. (A9). Here we have used the fact that
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el(GR_HL) = m_: = el(ék_a_L)’ (E6)

lm_|
which follows from the identity arctan (x) — arctan (y) =
arctan ((x — y)/(1 + xy)).

The next step is to check the late-time solutions. Since
the general late-time solution for the mode functions is a
linear combination of the fundamental late-time solutions
u(l;l and u(z) givenin Egs. (36) and (37), we should consider
both in the thin-wall limit y — co. Equation (38) now
becomes

~(2)
gy = a+h”+h + Biniisy

Yoo Wy tmeg Wiy T MyR 0
_’““I\}Te R B P
+ +

~ ~(1 ~(2
u_, = a_hu(_;l + B—I’lu(—;’l

™Y _ g hk —im; |wy — MR s
711 A%
\[kz + m? 20+
hk —um; o, +m
+ B, ! ‘/ *20) TR, (E7)
Vi +m] +

The thin-wall limit for the Bogoliubov coefficients (41) is
[see also Eq. (44)]

_ \/w+[w * (mig + mp)] o + 0y F 2map

[ 5
= o _[wy = (mig — myg)] 20,
_ +\/a)+[a)_ * (mig + myp)] @y — @ = 2myg
Bip=* = — .
o_[w; F (mg — myp)] 2w
(E8)

Thus the coefficients are real and they can be shown to
satisfy Eq. (42). The late-time solutions for L, and R;, can
be derived via Eq. (21) from the solutions (E7),

(1)+_hk+m+

\/4a)+(a)+ + myg)
wy + hk—my

e—lw+t

+
Ly =ay,

+ B n elw+t,
: \/4a)+(w+ — myg)
R;{ . w, + hk + m?, ot
\/4a)+(a)+ + myg)
— hk — m’,
 Bon e St (E9)
\/4w+(w+ — myg)

As for the solutions for ¢ < 0, we also write the late-time
solutions in a form that is more similar to Eq. (B4). This
gives
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’w+ —hk 0 _ ’a)+ —hk 0
L;: =a,, S el(‘)L. e ol 4 B+h > elaL" ezwﬂ)
+ +
wy +hk ,0 _ wy +hk 4o
R =ay, — R et 4 Bin — e g,
20 2w

(E10)
The corresponding phase factors are
()
b arctan w+—hk+m+R
o) = arctan( )
R
W, +hk+m+R (E11)
0'? = arctan( )
L w, + hk myg

2 my

6%) = arctan (m)

We have seen that the early-time solutions for Lj, R}, in the
thin-wall limit, Eqgs. (E4), differ from those computed
directly for the thin wall (A9) by a global phase factor.
This factor could be removed by rotating the particle spinor
by a factor of e "%z, Since the general late-time solution
matches the early-time one, this also means that the late-
time solution should be rotated by the same factor. The
resulting phase factor for the « . ;, and 8 solutions should
match the phase factor present in the solutions (B4). Indeed,
we can show that

= Argla; ],

Gg) — 0, = Argla; ] + arctan(_ml),
mipR

oY — 0,

) (E12)
0 — 0, = Arg[B;]

0%2) — 0, = Arg[B;/] + arctan (_m’),
myg

where the ] and B; on the right-hand side are the ones in
Eq. (B6). The conclusion we therefore make is the follow-
ing: although the Bogoliubov coefficients computed by
taking the thin-wall limit of the kink-wall solutions (E8)
appear different from those directly computed for the thin
wall (B6), they in fact only differ by a global phase factor,
which does not affect the particle number. In the thin-wall-
limit computations, the Bogoliubov coefficients (E8) are
real, but the early- and late-time mode functions carry a
global phase factor; see Egs. (ES) and (E11). In the direct
thin-wall computations, the (coefficients of) the mode
functions do not carry the global phase factor [see
Egs. (B3) and (B4)], but the global phase is present in the
Bogoliubov coefficients (B6), which are hence complex. In
any case, global rotations of the (anti)particle spinors are
always allowed, and such rotations simply move the phase
factor back and forth between Bogoliubov coefficients and
mode functions, leading to physically equivalent solutions.
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APPENDIX F: DERIVING THE KINETIC AND
CONSTRAINT EQUATIONS IN THE GRADIENT
APPROXIMATION

In this section we derive the kinetic and constraint
equations for the densities g,,. Our starting point is
Eq. (73) with the ansatz (51). After inserting y°y° = 1 in
front of 1S~ (k; x) in Eq. (73), we get

{(1 ® DK~ p*® (K- 3) + 5 (18 1)3, ~ my(t)(p' 1)

I« > ls >

X exp (— 3 a,ako) — m;(t)(p* ® I) exp (— 6t6ko)}

> 1 ~

X (p*ganlk; x)) ®Z(1 + hk-0) =0, (F1)
where we have made use of the Bloch representation of the
Clifford algebra, in which
‘yi—'p2®10'i, ,),5_,_p3 ®I’
A=k yyy —k-1®d. (F2)

Y —plel

Now, upon multiplying from the left by
{Lhy'y’, —ihy', =y }={I® 1 p' ® ho', p> @ ha', p> ® I}

and taking a trace, we get the following four equations:

4 1< >
kogon — hkgs, + Eathh — mg(t) exp (— zazako)glh
l< -
— my(t) exp(— Eatak0>g2h =0, (F3)
l l <« >
kogip + thkgyy, + Eatglh — mpg(1) exp<_§atako>g0h
l< -
— 1m;(t) exp (— Eatako)&h =0, (F4)

1 <o
kogon — thkgy, + Eathh + 1mp(t) exp(— Eatako)g%

l< -
— my(t) exp(— Eatako)go}z =0, (F5)

1 -
kogsn — hkgo, + 3 d,83n, — tmg(t) exp (_ 3 atako)gZh

-

1<
+ lm[(t) exp(—iatako)glh = 0. (F6)

Now, the Hermiticity of 1y°S™~ implies the reality of the

component functions g,;,, such that the real and imaginary
parts of Egs. (F3)—(F6) must be separately satisfied. The
real parts yield the CEs

1< >
kogon — hkgs, — mg(t) cos (5 atako)glh

1<
= myfo)eos (5 3,8, ) =0, F7)
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1(_ g . 1<— >
kogi, — mg(t)cos <§atak0)80h —my(1)sin (Eazako)g% =0,
(F8)

1l > 1< o
kogop + mg(t)sin (5313/(0)83;, —my(t)cos (Eazako)goh =0,

(F9)
Y4 P
kogs, — hkgo, — mg(1) sin (5 azako>g2h
l< >
+ m,(t) sin (E at()ko)glh = 0, (FlO)
while the imaginary parts yield the following KEs:
. 1 <« >
d,8on + 2mpg(t) sin <§ atako)glh
(1< >
+ Zm,(t) S (5 8,8k0>g2h = 0, (Fll)
. 1 « >
9,81 + 2hkgy, + 2mpg(1) sin Eatako 8on
1 <« >
— 2m,(t) cos (5 a,ako)g% = (), (F12)
1 « >
0,8on — 2hkgy, + 2mg(1) cos Eatako 83n
1 « >
+ 2m](t) sin (5 8,6k0)g0h =0, (F13)
1< -
d,83n, — 2mg(t) cos §3r3k0 82h
1<
+ 2m1(t) Cos (5 G,Gko)glh = 0. (F14)

Because of the nonlocal nature of the derivative operators,
these equations are hard to solve, and hence not very
useful. However, when truncated at a finite number of
derivatives 9,, they reduce to a set of relatively simple
equations. This derivative truncation, which is a general-
ization of the quantum-mechanical WKB expansion, holds
when formally

Al o, Il lkol, (F15)

where we have reinserted 7 to make it explicit that this
derivative expansion is in fact an expansion in powers of 7.
Note that no matter how large the norm || 9, ||, there
always will be modes that satisfy the criterion (F15).
Conversely, no matter how slow the changes in time are,
there always will be modes that break (F15). In some sense,
the criterion (F15) divides a theory into two parts: the
semiclassical part where (F15) holds, and the quantum
part where (F15) is broken. Of course, a full quantum-
mechanical kink-wall treatment is required for those

083508-24



EXACT SOLUTION OF THE DIRAC EQUATION WITH ...

modes that break condition (F15), while a semiclassical
treatment should suffice when Eq. (F15) is satisfied. When
modes are massive on both sides of the wall, then the
theory has a gap of 2 min [|m(r)|], and—at least on-shell—
kol = min[|m()]].°

While the classical kinetic theory is obtained by keeping
the CEs up to zeroth order in derivatives and kinetic
equations to first order in derivatives, in order to get
semiclassical equations which contain information on CP
violation we must maintain first-order derivatives in the
CEs and second-order derivatives in the KEs. Let us now
consider the constraint equations (F7)—-(F10). We have

me(t) (s - m(1) (15>
gin = —22 cos (— tako)goh +k—0 sin{ 59,0y, |83n

ko 2 2
(F16)

mp(t) . (1< > m, (1) 1< >
8o = — ]120 sin (5 zak0>83h + ]io cos (E atak(,)goh-
(F17)

Upon inserting these into Egs. (F7) and (F10), and truncat-
ing to first order in derivatives, we get

k3 —m% —m3 mgd,m; —m;d,mg
- 1 — | hk + ad =0,
ko 80n [ 2k, ko ]g3h
(F18)
d — m;d 1
k0g3h _ [hk _ mgomy . mpompg ako k_]goh =0
0
(F19)

These two equations can be easily decoupled, such that
(again to first order in gradients) we have

(k3 — |lm|> = k*)gon = 0, (F20)

lm|?6

—_— F21
2 = P’ (F2D

(k% - |7’l’l|2 - kZ — hk )g3h = O,

where we used the shorthand notation

|m|> = m% + m3, mp = |m| cos (6),

m; = |m| sin (6), |m|?6 = mgd,m; — m;d,mpg.

Equations (F20) and (F21) are presented in the main text;
see Egs. (74) and (75). Next we consider the kinetic
equations to second order in gradients. First we treat the
kinetic equations for gq, and g5, in order to describe CP

SWhen interactions (loops) are included, due to quantum
effects the mass gap can decrease, or even completely disappear,
so one should be careful when making statements concerning the
applicability of the gradient approximation, even in the case
when the tree-level mass is present on both sides of the “wall.”
For example, in the case of the electroweak phase transition, it is
typically the case that the tree-level mass, and hence the gap, is
zero on the symmetric side of the bubble wall.
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violation in the axial-vector current. So, we begin by
inserting Eqgs. (F16) and (F17) into Egs. (F11) and (F14),
and we get

|2

d
3,00y + 2E 5 g0 _ (F22)
2 ko

8t|m|2 at(|m|28t0)< 1 80on
d +—-9 - 92 ——92 )—=O,

183h 2%, ko83h 4 ko ko k%0 ko
(F23)

where we have made use of
1 2

mgd,mp + m;0,m; = §3¢|m| , (F24)

mgdtm; — m;oimg = 0,(Im|*9,0).

Now, upon making use of go, = (hky/k)gs, plus higher
orders [cf. Eq. (F18)] and pulling k, to the left of the
derivatives, Eq. (F23) simplifies to

dgm M
t83h 2k, ko83h

at(lmlzaze)

T (F25)

9,831 = 0.

These are presented in the main text in Eqgs. (78) and (79).

Additionally, we can solve the constraint and kinetic
equations for g, and g,;,. In a similar procedure as before,
we first take the CEs (F7) and (F10) and combine them to
find

1<— >
0 = (k§ — k*)go, — kompg cos (5 azak0>glh
1< | PR
+hkm,sm Ealﬂko g1n _kOmICOS 58,8,(0 8on
1(— >
_ hka sin (E atako)gZh’
(e
0 = (k§ — k*)g3), + kom; sin <§ atako)glh
1. - (s
_hkaCOS §8t8k0 81n —kOmRsm Eatako 8on

| R
- hkm, COS (E a,ako)g%. (F26)

Now, by making use of these equations we can eliminate
gon and g5, from the remaining constraint equations (F8)
and (F9). After an expansion up to second order in deriva-
tives 0 ky» WE find
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k3 — k> — m%
7k081h + hk
ey

[mRm1 1

2 k- kza
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mle 1
B ako k(z) — k2 81n

4 I:r'r'tRmR az ko mRmR k(]
8 -k 8 k3

mipmpe mRI’hR 1

_k2

1, ko
6%0 T2 4 ako k2 k2 ako :Iglh

k2 k2 kOth + hk[

2 B-K

Mpm k mym k
+|:R182 0 4 MM 0

a
8 M-k 8 K—kF

k - k2 - m2 mlmR 1

O, —

mlmla 1 ]
2 ko k% 2 82h

1 ko
4m1mR3k0 ey ako:ngh =0, (F27)

mpm
9, + LR

k(z) — k kOgZh + hk[

mm; ko

2 K-k 2

mmp ko
+[ 8 M-k

mpmpe mﬂh, 1

2
8 kg—k26k0+

1
I, o kz]gZh
1 ko
2 I, [82n

mRmR 1

k2 k koglh + hk[

O, +
2 K-k 2

mymg ko fiigmy ko
+ 9 +
[ 8 MKZ—K 8 k-

As is mentioned above it is only necessary to solve the
constraint equations to first order in gradients in order to
describe CP violation. The reason for expanding to second
order will become clear once we discuss the kinetic equa-
tions. For now we take the constraint equations (F27) and
(F28) only to first order in gradients and proceed with a
description of the decoupling procedure.

After multiplying Eq. (F27) with k3 — k* — m? and add-
ing mympy times Eq. (F28), the zeroth-order contribution in
gy, drops out. Thus, this gives the zeroth-order shell for
&1n»> Which follows from

2 _0 2 [(k% -k - mize)(k(z) KT m1) - mlmR]glh
0

= ko(k3 — k> — [m|*)g -

Similarly, we can find the zeroth-order shell for g,.
Although the constraint equations are now decoupled at
zeroth order, both g, and g, still contribute at first order.
However, at this point we may use the zeroth-order relation
between g,;, and g;,. From Egs. (F27) and (F28) it can
be seen that gy, = [mympg/(k3 — k* — m3)]g,;, and g,), =
[mymg/(k§ — k* — m%)]gs, respectively. Inserting the
first in the constraint equation for g;;, and the latter in
the constraint equation for g,, (both decoupled at zeroth
order), one obtains

(kg — K= |m)+ hkﬁ)glh -0,  (F29)
mg

(kg — 12— |mf? — hk%)gy, —0.  (F30)
1

e

4 Rako kz
k2]81h

1 ko
mlmRakOkz kzako]glh 0.

kok(z)_

(F28)

Note that the first-order derivatives d; have been canceled.
The solutions for g, and g,; are

81h = g1h2W3(k(2) — k= |m|*+ hkﬂ), (F31)
mg

8on = §2h2775<k(2) — k2 = |m|* — hk%) (F32)
my

Thus, like the axial density g3, g1, and g, also live on
shifted energy shells,

1R
y WrHrp = Wy + hk y
2(()0}’71]

(F33)

— hk

Wiy = Wy S
oMg

where w is presented in Eq. (77). Note that the CP-odd
part can be shown more explicitly by writing

6 |7in]
= — hk— — hktan 0 ———,
@in = @0 2wy an 2wq|m|
0' .
w0y — wg + k= — nkcotg
2wy 2wq|m|

CP violation is present due to the changing phase of the
mass. We continue with the kinetic equations (F12) and
(F13). Here we also eliminate g, and g3, in favor of gy,
and g,;,, and we expand to second order in gradients. The
result is
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ko ko
9,81n — thﬁgm + | myriy—5——— e O, T MpMRdy 75— 12— 12 81n

ﬁi,mR 1

52 gy

+ 2hk[

8 M-k 8 k—k

2 mle 1
%, 1 Ik, e 3k0]81h
0 + 9
2 K T MyiRdy, —5—>5 k2 k2 82h

+ 2hk|:m18ml b2 : 2 ﬁllgml K2 o, + imRmRako [Eye ako:ngh 0 (F34)
9,821 + 2hk k2 gt [mRmR%ako + myrigdy, 12— ko kg]gZh

_ zhk[m,;ml a2 7= 1 - ﬁhéme e 07 — mZnR 0 e i e ako]gZh

- 2hk%glh + [—mRm,ﬁako + mgrin 9y, o~ ko k2]glh

- 2hk[ﬁ1R8mR o, K2 - : o + MRSmR 2 — K o, + %mlmlako [eaye il 2 ako:lglh =0. (F35)

At this point we can use the constraint equations (F27) and (F28) to replace some of the zeroth-order terms in Eqs. (F34)
and (F35) by terms of higher order in derivatives. The remaining terms in the equations above are the zeroth-order terms
9:81, and 9,8, plus a mix of first- and second-order terms in g, and g,,. In the same fashion as was done for the
constraint equations, we can eliminate the first-order terms for g,, from the kinetic equation for g, by inserting the firsz-
order solutions for g,, from Eq. (F28) (vice versa for the kinetic equation for g,,). Then we eliminate the remaining
second-order terms for g,, by using the zeroth-order terms for g,, from Eq. (F28) (similarly for the second kinetic
equation). In the resulting kinetic equations for g, and g, all double derivatives 8%0 have dropped out. The result is

8 | | mRmR hkal’hI hka(') (ml/mR)
atglh 2k akoglh [ k — k2 — m] (k2 _ k2 z)z:l h Zko(k(z) _ k2 2) akoglh 0, (F36)
3.2y, + 20m ,lm|? o g [ myriy _ hkmymg ]g n hkm7d t(mR/mI) PP (F37)
t82h Zk koS2h — k2 — m%g (k(z) — k2 — mlze)z 2h 2](0(]((2) 2) koS2h

The kinetic equations for gy, and g,, can be integrated
over ky to obtain kinetic equations for the phase-space
densities f;, and f5,. By making use of the solutions
(F32) one obtains

d,In(fy,) = 9,In (ﬂ) (F38)
Wiy

9,1n(fo,) = 9,In (ﬂ) (F39)
Dip

These equations are easily solved with the initial condi-
tions (69), and the solutions are

fuld = =250 0 < om), @40)
Fan) = — w’Z’(Z) (1= 27g,). (F41)

Thus, we have found the phase-space densities f1; and f5;,
in the gradient approximation, including CP-violating ef-
fects. It can be shown that f;, and f,, from Egs. (F40) and
(F41), together with the solution for f3, [Eq. (85)] and
fon = 1, satisfy the kinetic equations (53) to the given
order in the gradient approximation.

As a final note we mention that the authors of
Refs. [67-73] have developed a formalism that accounts
for the existence of an additional shell at k, = 0, which is
permitted by the constraint equations. For this shell the
constraint equations can be solved up to zeroth order in the
gradient expansion, and its solutions carry information on
quantum coherence. Note that the k, = 0 shell seems to be
outside the validity of the gradient approximation (F15).
However, a more general condition for the gradient expan-
sion is 7 || 9,9y, ||<< 1, for which the k, = 0 shell can be
incorporated. It is interesting that collective phenomena in
the plasma can generate a feature that resembles the ky, = 0
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shell (see Figs. 13 and 14 in Ref. [64]). However there are
also differences: in the weakly coupled regime one sees a
double-peak structure centered around ko = 0, which as
coupling increases merges into one broad shell centered
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around k, = 0. This feature is probably not related to the
quantum coherent shell at k, = O since it is not generated
by quantum coherence, but instead by collective plasma
phenomena.
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