arXiv:1911.02657v3 [hep-ph] 4 Feb 2020

Prepared for submission to JCAP RESCEU-13/19

Gravitational leptogenesis with kination and gravitational reheating

Kohei Kamada,^a Jun’ya Kume,^{a,b} Yusuke Yamada,^a Jun’ichi Yokoyama^{a,b,c}

aDepartment of Physics, Graduate School of Science, The University of Tokyo, Hongo 7-3-1 Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan bResearch Center for the Early Universe (RESCEU), Graduate School of Science, The University of Tokyo, Hongo 7-3-1 Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan cKavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (Kavli IPMU), UTIAS, WPI, The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba, 277-8568, Japan E-mail: kohei.kamada@resceu.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp, kjun0107@resceu.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp, yamada@resceu.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp, yokoyama@resceu.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp

Abstract. We revisit the gravitational leptogenesis scenario in which the inflaton is coupled to gravity by the Chern-Simons term and the lepton asymmetry is generated through the gravitational anomaly in the lepton number current during inflation. We constrain the possible model parameter space by requiring the absence of ghost modes below the Planck scale, which would suggest the breakdown of the effective theory, and evaluate the net baryon asymmetry for various reheating processes. We find that the mechanism with these requirements is insufficient to explain the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe for standard reheating scenarios. We show that, however, with the kination scenario realized in e.g. the k- and G-inflation models, a sufficient baryon asymmetry can be generated within a feasible range of the model parameters.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 The consistency of the model with the gravitational Chern-Simons term during inflation 2

3 Chiral gravitational wave generation and gravitational leptogenesis 6

4 The net baryon asymmetry n_B/s in the gravitational reheating scenario 9

5 Discussion 11

1 Introduction

The origin of matter-antimatter asymmetry of the Universe is one of the fundamental questions in cosmology. It has been quantitatively evaluated in terms of the baryon-to-entropy ratio from the observation of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) as n_B/s = (8.718 ± 0.004) × 10^{−11} [1], which is consistent with the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) [2]. Since cosmic inflation dilutes all the preexisting baryon asymmetry, the asymmetry needs to be generated by a dynamics, so-called baryogenesis, after (or during) inflation.

Among many models of baryogenesis, leptogenesis [3] is one of the most noteworthy models, since we can obtain the baryon asymmetry simply by adding right-handed Majorana neutrinos to the Standard Model of particle physics, which also explain the non-vanishing neutrino mass for the observed neutrino oscillation. Here the lepton asymmetry is first generated through the lepton-number violating Majorana mass term and is converted to the baryon asymmetry by the electroweak sphalerons [4]. In the “vanilla” leptogenesis scenario [3], the right-handed neutrinos are thermally produced and their decay generates the lepton asymmetry. Thus, the reheating temperature of the Universe T_{reh} must be higher than the lightest right-handed neutrino mass M_R. In order to explain the present Universe, then, we have the lower bound of the right-handed neutrino mass as well as the reheating temperature, T_{reh} ≳ 10^9 GeV and M_R ≳ 3 × 10^9 GeV [5].^1 However, if we generate lepton asymmetry with a different mechanism, we can be free from these constraints.

One way to go beyond the vanilla leptogenesis is to consider a different lepton-number violating interaction than the Majorana mass term. The gravitational leptogenesis proposed by Alexander, Peskin and Sheikh-Jabbari [8] is a remarkable example. In that scenario, primordial lepton asymmetry is produced through the gravitational anomaly in the lepton current [8] during inflation through the generation of chiral gravitational waves induced by the gravitational Chern-Simons (gCS) coupling [9, 10]. Since the gravitational chiral anomaly leads to the lepton current non-conservation in the absence of the right-handed neutrinos, the lepton-number violating effect is effective only below the right-handed neutrino mass scale. The lepton asymmetry is generated directly in the Standard Model lepton sector and it does not require thermally-produced right-handed neutrinos. Therefore, in principle, we expect to have sufficient lepton asymmetry for a low reheating temperature with a heavy right-handed

1Leptogenesis with lower right-handed neutrino mass is possible e.g. with a resonant process [6] or the active-sterile neutrino oscillation [7].

– 1 – neutrino mass. Unfortunately, quantitatively it turned out to be difficult to explain the present baryon asymmetry of the Universe [11, 12] unless an extremely large gCS coupling is realized [11, 12]. In order to overcome this difficulty, recently, gravitational leptogenesis from the chiral gravitational waves generated indirectly through the nontrivial gauge field configuration in the pseudoscalar inflation was considered in the literature [13–16], which showed that the baryon asymmetry comparable to the observation can be generated in the SU(2) case (see also Ref. [17] for the Abelian case). This is possible because the strength of the gauge Chern-Simons coupling can be naturally larger than the gravitational case. It is not clear, however, whether the original model with the inflaton-graviton coupling f(ϕ)RR̃ can generate sufficient baryon asymmetry with the first option, namely, with an extremely large coupling. Indeed, it turned out that the coupling may lead to the ghost instability of either the left- or right-polarized mode, which means we cannot predict anything on the evolution of the Universe if its effect is too strong. To avoid such a too strong instability we may yield constraints on the model parameters, and the coupling strength or the degree of CP violation turns out to be severely constrained [18, 19]. One seriously needs to take into account such constraints in estimating the net amount of baryon asymmetry. We here note that the baryon asymmetry today highly depends on the reheating processes. We will show that, after taking all into account, the leptogenesis scenario fails in the ordinary reheating process with the inflaton’s equation of state satisfying w ≤ 1/3 after inflation until the completion of reheating due to the large entropy production.

However, if entropy production at reheating is inefficient, the baryon-to-entropy ratio n_B/s can be enhanced. We find that for the so-called ”kination” [20] dominated reheating scenario [21], where inflaton’s equation of state is w = 1, observed baryon asymmetry can be generated in the original gravitational leptogenesis model.^2 Such a reheating scenario can be naturally realized in the k-inflation [23] or G-inflation [24] with gravitational reheating [25– 30]. We emphasize that the kination scenario as well as the kinetic term driven inflation models such as k-inflation or G-inflation are compatible with the gCS coupling. In the simplest case, the gCS term is proportional to ϕRR̃, which is shift symmetric in ϕ. Such a shift symmetry explains the negligibly small potential of ϕ from the naturalness viewpoint.

In Sec. 2, we review the consistency of the chiral gravitational wave generation during inflation for models with the gCS term f(ϕ)RR̃. We interpret this constraint in terms of the model parameter in the potential driven inflation as well as the k-inflation. We evaluate the generated chiral gravitational waves and the lepton number density in Sec. 3. Starting from these results, we estimate the net baryon-to-entropy ratio for several reheating processes in Sec. 4. We first show that it is impossible to obtain sufficient baryon-to-entropy ratio for ordinary reheating processes. We also demonstrate that the kination scenario can be compatible with observation due to the inefficient entropy production. Sec. 5 is devoted for discussion.

2 The consistency of the model with the gravitational Chern-Simons term during inflation

Let us first review the chiral gravitational wave generation in the models with a gCS term following Ref. [11] and impose the constraints on the model parameters to avoid ghost instability as is done in Ref. [18]. The model consists of a real pseudo-scalar inflaton ϕ and its

2For baryogenesis in the kination domination scenario, see also Refs. [20, 22].

– 2 – coupling to gCS term:

S = S_{E−H} + S_{gCS} + S_ϕ + S_{matter} = ∫ d^4x √ −g [ M^2_{Pl} 2 R + M^2_{Pl} 4 f(ϕ)RR̃ + L_ϕ + L_{matter} ] , (2.1)

where RR̃ ≡ R_{μναβ}R̃^{μναβ} = 1 2 ϵ^{αβγδ} √ −g R_{αβρσ}R_{γδμν} g^{μρ}g^{νσ} . (2.2) Here we adopt the metric convention g_{μν} = (−, +, +, +). ϵ^{αβγδ} is the Levi-Civita tensor with ϵ^{0123} = +1 and M_{Pl} (∼ 2.4×10^{18} GeV) is the reduced Planck mass. The existence of f(ϕ)RR̃ term can be explained, e.g. by the Green-Schwarz mechanism in string theory [31].

When ϕ field is dynamical during inflation and f(ϕ) varies as a classical background, CP invariance is broken in the gravity sector and hence gravitational waves are polarized. In order to see it quantitatively, let us consider the following perturbed FRW metric,

ds^2 = a(η)^2[−dη^2 + (δ_{ij} + h_{ij} )dx_idx_j]. (2.3)

Here η stands for the conformal time and h_{ij} is the tensor perturbation in the transversetraceless gauge. Expanding the first two terms of Eq. (2.1) up to the second order in h_{ij} , we find the quadratic action of the tensor perturbation as

S^{(2)}_{GW} =

M^2_{Pl} 8 ∫ d^4x [ a^2(η) { (h^i_j)^′(h^j_i)^′ − (∂_kh^i_j)(∂^kh^j_i) }

−f^′ϵ^{ijk} { (h^q_i)^′(∂_j h_{kq})^′ − (∂^rh^q_i)∂_j ∂_rh_{kq} }] , (2.4)

where the prime represents the derivative with respect to the conformal time η. By moving to the Fourier space with circular polarization mode decomposition, it is simplified as follows [11, 18, 19]. Let us expand the tensor perturbation h_{ij} in the Fourier space as

h_{ij} (η, x) = 1 (2π)^{3/2} ∫ d^3k ∑ s=R,L p^s_{ij}(k)h^s_k(η)e^{ik·x}, (2.5) where the circular polarization tensors are expressed in terms of the linear polarization tensors, p^{+,×}_{ij} (k), as

p^R_{ij} ≡ (p^+_{ij} + ip^×_{ij} )/ √ 2, p^L_{ij} ≡ (p^+_{ij} − ip^×_{ij} )/ √ 2 = (p^R_{ij} )^∗.

(2.6)

Here the linear polarization tensors are defined as p^+_{ij}(k) = (e_1(k))_i(e_1(k))_j − (e_2(k))_i(e_2(k))_j , p^×_{ij}(k) = (e_1(k))_i(e_2(k))_j + (e_1(k))_j (e_2(k))_i,

(2.7)

where (e_1(k), e_2(k), e_3(k)) with e_3(k) ≡ k/|k| forms a right-handed, orthogonal triad of unit vectors and we assign e_s(−k) = −e_s(−k) (s = 1, 2). Then the circular polarization tensors satisfy following equations,

p^R_{ij}(k)p^{ijR}(k) = p^L_{ij} (k)p^{ijL}(k) = 0, p^R_{ij}(k)p^{ijL}(k) = 2, k_pϵ^{mpj} p^A_{ij}(k) = −iλ^Ak p^{m A}_i (k) (for A = L, R), (2.8)

– 3 – where λ^R = +1, λ^L = −1. Note that they satisfy p^A_{ij} (k) = p^A_{ij}(−k) (A = L, R) so that with the reality of the metric we have h^R_k = (h^L_{−k})^∗. Using these relations, the action (2.4) can be rewritten as

S^{(2)}_{GW} =

M^2_{Pl} 4 ∫ dηd^3k ∑ A=L,R a^2(η) [ 1 − λ^Ak f^′ a^2(η) ] (|(h^A_k )^′|^2 − k^2|h^A_k |^2). (2.9)

By defining μ^A_k (η) ≡ z_A(η, k)h^A_k (η) (2.10) with z^2_A(η, k) = a^2M^2_{Pl} 2 ( 1 − λ^Ak f^′ a^2 ) , (2.11)

we obtain the mode equation

(μ^A_k )^{′′} + ( k^2 − z^{′′}_A z_A ) (μ^A_k ) = 0. (2.12)

We can see that the left- and right-handed modes are decoupled and obey different equations of motion.

Now let us discuss the conceptual problem in this quadratic action and the mode equations as mentioned in the introduction. The kinetic coefficient of the tensor perturbation, z^2_A(η, k), can cross zero and become negative for large k modes with λ_Af^′ > 0 at an early time when the scale factor is small with a monotonic evolution of f(η). This means that there exist ghost-like degrees of freedom in either left- or right-polarization modes. The apparent existence of ghost modes does not directly mean catastrophe, but they should not appear in low energy physics below the cut-off scale of the theory since the presence of such ghost modes would spoil the validity of the effective theory. Then we can impose constrains on the behavior of the factor z_A(η, k) so that the ghost modes would never appear below the cut-off scale of the theory [18].

Let us obtain constraints on the scalar field dynamics to avoid the problem. By neglecting the change in the Hubble parameter during inflation so that η = −1/Ha, the factor z_A(η, k) can be rewritten as

z^2_A(η, k) = a^2M^2_{Pl} 2 ( 1 − λ^Ak Θ 8 η ) , Θ ≡ −8Hḟ(ϕ), (2.13)

where the dot denotes the derivative with respect to the physical time t and H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter. Hereafter we focus on the case Θ > 0, but our discussion applies to the case with Θ < 0, too. By omitting the time dependence of Θ,^3 we can see that a left-handed mode with a given momentum k, z_L(η, k) is negative when

η < η_{div}(k) ≡ − 8 kΘ . (2.14)

In order for the system to be healthy, the physical wavenumber of the left-handed mode k_{phys} ≡ k/a should be larger than the cut-off scale of the theory, Λ, at η = η_{div}(k) and gets below Λ at a time η > η_{div}(k). This requirement can be rewritten as

k_{phys}(η_{div}) = k a(η_{div}) = 8H Θ ≥ Λ. (2.15)

3As long as ḟ (ϕ) is dominated by the first linear term ∝ ϕ̇, this approximation is valid in slow-roll inflation as well as k-inflation, in which ϕ̇ is effectively constant during inflation.

– 4 –

We can see that the constraint is k-independent. Note that as long as Θ can be approximately constant, both z^2_L(η, k) and k^{−1}_{phys}(η) are monotonically increasing functions of η, and hence z^2_L(η, k) is positive for all the relevant modes. Strictly speaking, the cut-off scale of the theory is f(ϕ)-dependent,^4 but to give a conservative constraint we here take the cut-off scale to be the Planck scale, Λ = M_{Pl}, since above the Planck scale regardless of f(ϕ) the system is strongly coupled in the pure gravity sector. From this requirement, Θ, which parameterizes the degree of CP-violation, is constrained as [18] Θ ≲ H M_{Pl}

≲ 10^{−5}. (2.16)

Here we have used the upper bound of the Hubble parameter during inflation, H ≲ 10^{13} GeV, coming from the non-observation of the tensor modes in the CMB observations at Planck, r < 0.11 [1] with r being the tensor-to-scalar-ratio. Since this constraint does not depend on inflation models, we are able to constrain the gCS coupling independently of the details of the inflationary dynamics. In particular, it can be also applicable for the case when ϕ field is not the inflaton but a spectator field since, in our discussion, the Hubble parameter is a free parameter independent of the ϕ field. Note that it has already been shown that the effect of chirality of the gravitational waves generated in this model is not observable in the CMB scale [18] due to this constraint (see also Ref. [19]).

For concreteness and simplicity, let us consider the case where f is linear with respect to ϕ [11], f(ϕ) = N 16π^2M^2_{Pl} ϕ M_{Pl}

. (2.17)

If we assume that the coupling is induced by the Green-Schwartz mechanism [31], N is determined e.g., by the anomaly in original ten-dimensional theory and the volume of the compactified spaces. As we will show the value of Θ relevant for the lepton asymmetry is that at the end of the inflation. In the case of potential-driven slow-roll inflation, Θ is determined by the Hubble parameter at the end of inflation H_{inf} and the first slow-roll parameter ϵ = (M^2_{Pl}/2) (∂_ϕV/V )^2 as

Θ_p = N 2π^2 ( H_{inf} M_{Pl}

)_2 √ 2ϵ = 7.3 × 10^{−10} ( N 100 ) ϵ^{1/2} ( H_{inf} 10^{−5}M_{Pl}

)_2 . (2.18)

Thus for the parameters, N ∼ 100 and H_{inf} ≲ 10^{−5}M_{Pl}, the constraint is easily satisfied. It also means that we can have the maximal gCS coupling Θ_{max} =^{8Hinf}_{MPl} that is allowed by the consistency of the theory only if N is as large as

N ∼ 1.1 × 10^7ϵ^{−1/2} ( H_{inf} 10^{−5}M_{Pl} )_{−1} . (2.19)

If we go beyond the slow-roll inflation driven by potential, the situation can be changed. Here we take a simple realization of the kinetically driven inflation or k-inflation [23], L(X, ϕ) = K(ϕ)X M^2_{Pl} + X^2 M^4_{Pl}

, (2.20)

4Note that the cut-off scale or the strong-coupling scale of the fluctuations around the inflationary background is different from that in the vacuum [32–35].

– 5 – where X ≡ −(1/2)(∇ϕ)^2. Inflation is realized when the function K(ϕ) satisfies following relations [23],

3M^2_{Pl}H^2_{inf} ≃ 1 4 K^2(ϕ), X = 1 2 ϕ̇^2 ≃ −M^{2Pl} 2 K(ϕ), (2.21)

so that the equation of state is p ≃ −ρ. In this case, ϕ̇ is directly related to H_{inf} and the CP-violating parameter Θ defined in Eq. (2.18) is written as

Θ_k = (2 √ 3)^{12} N 2π^2 ( H_{inf} M_{Pl} )_{3/2} = 3.0 × 10^{−7} ( N 100 ) ( H_{inf} 10^{−5}M_{Pl} )_{3/2} . (2.22)

We see that Θ_k is several orders of magnitudes larger than Θ_p, since in this expression, the power of the factor for (H_{inf} /M_{Pl}) is smaller than that in Eq. (2.18). As a result, with the same N we have a stronger gCS coupling or the CP violation, and we obtain the maximal CP violation for smaller N than in the potential driven case shown in Eq. (2.19),

N ∼ 10^4 ( H_{inf} 10^{−5}M_{Pl} )_{−1/2} . (2.23)

Note that for the parameters, N ∼ 100 and H_{inf} ≲ 10^{−5}M_{Pl}, the degree of CP violation Θ still satisfies the constraint from the consistency of the theory, Eq. (2.16). We emphasize that the gCS term with a linear coupling (2.17) is shift-symmetric in ϕ, which forbids a potential for ϕ at a perturbative level.^5 Therefore k-inflation is compatible to the scenario better than potential-driven inflation models.

3 Chiral gravitational wave generation and gravitational leptogenesis

Now we evaluate the generation of the gravitational waves and the lepton asymmetry through the gravitational anomaly in the lepton current. We further decompose the mode functions in terms of the creation and annihilation operators as

μ̂^R_k = u^R_k â_k + (u^L_{−k})^∗b̂^†_{−k}, μ̂^L_k = u^L_kb̂_k + (u^R_{−k})^∗â^†_{−k},

(3.1)

where â_k and â^†_k denote the annihilation and creation operator of the right-polarized mode with momentum k, and b̂_k and b̂^†_k denote those of the left-polarized mode, respectively. These operators satisfy commutation relations, [â_k, â^†_{k′} ] = [b̂_k, b̂^†_{k′} ] = δ(k − k^′). Here we have used the hat to stress that they are quantum operators. For f(ϕ) linear in ϕ (2.17), in the slowroll approximation |Ḧ| ≪ H^2 and |ϕ̈| ≪ H|ϕ̇| (or more generally |Θ^′η| ≪ |Θ|), the mode equation is explicitly written as

(μ^A_k )^{′′} + ( k^2 − 2 η^2 − λ^AkΘ/8 (1 − λ^AkΘη/8)η + k^2Θ^2/256 (1 − λ^AkΘη/8)^2 ) μ^A_k = 0. (3.2)

5Such shift symmetry would be broken by non-perturbative effects such as gravitational instantons.

– 6 –

Here we take the slow-roll parameters to be zero. Due to the difference in λ^A between the left- and right-polarization modes, the generated gravitational waves are circularly polarized. The generated gravitational wave spectrum can be estimated as follows. At a later time when |kΘη| ≪ 1, the mode equations are well approximated as

(μ^A_k )^{′′} + ( k^2 − 2 η^2 − λ^AkΘ 8η − 3k^2Θ^2 256 ) μ^A_k = 0. (3.3)

We have seen that at kΘη ∼ −8 the system is singular for one polarization mode, and we cannot take the Bunch-Davies vacuum for the initial state as is in the usual case [19]. Here however we assume that the singular or non-linear effect around η ∼ −8/kΘ does not affect the choice of the initial state at η_i > −8/kΘ and the mode functions are described asymptotically by plane waves, as discussed in Ref. [18], so that the gravitational wave mode functions at −8/kΘ ≪ η < 0 are given by

μ^A_k (η) = 1 √ k e^{ikηi} exp [ − λ^AπΘ 32 ] W_{κ,3/2} ( i √ 4 − 3Θ^2 64 kη ) , κ ≡ iλ^A √ 256/Θ^2 − 3

, (3.4)

where W_{κ,μ}(z) is the Whittaker function. It has been argued that although due to the gCS term, the generated gravitational waves are modified as Eq. (3.4) compared to the usual ones from inflation, taking into account the requirement Eq. (2.16) the modification is negligibly small [18]. However, it is true that the gravitational waves are circularly polarized, and hence we can expect for the generation of lepton asymmetry as we will see in the following.

Let us examine lepton asymmetry generated in this model. Here lepton asymmetry is generated through the gravitational anomaly in the lepton current [8],

∇_μJ^μ_L = N_{R−L} 24(4π)^2

RR̃, (3.5)

where N_{R−L} is the difference in the number of species of right- and left-handed leptons. Since the Standard Model of particle physics is chiral and the number of right- and left-handed Weyl fermions is different in the neutrino sector, the lepton number current J^μ_L^6 is not conserved with N_{R−L} = 3, which corresponds to the number of flavor of neutrinos. For simplicity, let us assume that three heavy right-handed Majorana neutrinos exist with (degenerate) Majorana mass μ. Then the gravitational anomaly is cancelled at the energy scales higher than μ, and the Majorana mass μ acts as the cut-off scale of the gravitational anomaly.

We have seen that with the gCS coupling, circularly polarized gravitational waves are generated when the scalar field ϕ is dynamical, which means that the gravitational Chern- Pontryagin density, RR̃ acquires a non-vanishing expectation value ⟨RR̃⟩. Then through the gravitational anomaly in the lepton current (3.5), lepton asymmetry is generated. By expressing the Chern-Pontryagin density in terms of the divergence of the Chern-Simons current, RR̃ = ∇_μK^μ, this process can be understood as the improved conservation law of the lepton current, ∇_μ ( J^μ_L − N_{R−L} 24(4π)^2 K^μ ) = 0. (3.6)

Assuming that there are no asymmetry in both the lepton number and gravitational waves at the beginning, by taking the spatial average, the lepton number asymmetry at the end of

6Do not confuse the subscript L for the leptons to the subscript L for the left-handed fermions.

– 7 – inflation η_f is expressed as

n̄_L(η_f ) = N_{R−L} 24(4π)^2 a_f K̄^0(η_f ) | |_{k/af <μ} , (3.7) with the same analogy to the case of the cogeneration of gauge fields and fermions in the pseudoscalar inflation with the ϕF F̃ coupling [36–38]. Here n_L ≡ aJ^0_L is the lepton asymmetry density and the subscript f represents that the variable is evaluated at the inflation end. The scale factor a is introduced to make the quantity physical but not comoving one. Note that we have taken into account the cut-off scale of the anomaly equations.

With the metric (2.3), the Chern-Pontryagin density RR̃ can be written as

a^4RR̃ = ∂_η [ 1 2 ϵ^{ijk}(−∂_lh_{jm}∂_m∂_ih_{kl} + ∂_lh_{jm}∂_l∂_ih_{km} − h^′_{jl}∂_ih^′_{lk}) ] + ∂_i(· · · ). (3.8)

Here the ellipses part is the spatial component of the Chern-Simons current and we do not write it explicitly. The zero-th component of the Chern-Simons current is given by

a^4K^0 = 1 2 ϵ^{ijk}(−∂_lh_{jm}∂_m∂_ih_{kl} + ∂_lh_{jm}∂_l∂_ih_{km} − h^′_{jl}∂_ih^′_{lk}). (3.9) Then the expectation value of the spatial average of the zero-th component of the Chern- Simons current or the lepton asymmetry is given by

⟨n̄_L(η_f )⟩ = N_{R−L} 24(4π)^2 a_f ⟨K̄^0(η_f )⟩ | |_{k/af <μ} = N_{R−L} 48(4π)^2V a^3_f ∫ k/a_f <μ d^3x(ϵ^{ijk}⟨(∂_lh_{jm}∂_l∂_ih_{km} − h^′_{jl}∂_ih^′_{lk})⟩)|_{ηf} , (3.10) where V = ∫ d^3x is the spatial volume.

By expanding h_{ij} in Fourier space as Eq. (2.5) and replacing h^A_k (η_f ) to the quantum operator μ̂^A_k (η_f ), we obtain

⟨n̄_L(η_f )⟩ = N_{R−L} 384π^2a^3_f ∫ k/a_f <μ d^3k (2π)^3 [ k^3 ( |h^R_k (η_f )|^2 − |h^L_k(η_f )|^2 ) − k ( |(h^R_k (η_f ))^′|^2 − |(h^L_k(η_f ))^′|^2 )] . (3.11) By substituting Eq. (3.4) to Eq. (3.11), one finds the lepton number density up to the first order in Θ [11],^7 ⟨n̄_L⟩ = − 1 2048π^4 ( H_f M_{Pl}

)_2 ΘH^3_f ( μ H_f

)_4 , (3.12)

where H_f is the Hubble parameter at the end of inflation η = η_f and we have used N_{R−L} = 3. Here the value of Θ should be taken to be the one at the end of inflation, since the lepton asymmetry is determined by the properties at the boundary or the inflation end. The amplitude of Θ exhibits a damped oscillation for the reheating scenario with inflaton oscillation and smooth decay for the kination scenario, and hence we do not expect for a substantial change of lepton asymmetry during reheating stage.

7The numerical factor of our expression is different from that in [11] mainly due to the different definition of Θ and the factor of 24 in (3.5).

– 8 –

One can see that the lepton asymmetry is highly sensitive to the cut-off scale μ. This is because the Chern-Pontryagin density is UV divergent. In order to evaluate the gravitational waves we need to know the physics beyond the cut-off scale of the theory Λ, which we identified to be the Planck scale. However, as long as the cut-off scale for the gravitational anomaly satisfies μ ≪ Λ ∼ M_{Pl}, the relevant wave number of the gravitational waves for the leptogenesis is well below the cut-off scale of the theory, and hence we believe that the estimate for the lepton asymmetry is valid.

4 The net baryon asymmetry n_B /s in the gravitational reheating scenario

We have obtained the generated lepton number density in the previous section. Let us evaluate the baryon-to-entropy ratio n_B/s today. Here we note that the baryon number density and the entropy density today highly depend on the thermal history after inflation before the completion of reheating, which has huge uncertainties even if we fix the dynamics during inflation. By parameterizing it with the (effective) equation of state during reheating is p = wρ with w being a constant, we obtain lepton-to-entropy ratio n_L/s at the completion of reheating in terms of the reheating temperature T_{reh} as

n_L(η_{reh}) s_{reh} = n_L(η_f ) s_{reh} ϵ_{w.o} ( a_f a_{reh}

)_3

= − 45 4096π^6 ϵ_{w.o} ( π^2 90 ) 1_{1+w} g 1 1+w ∗ g^{−1}_{∗s} ( T_{reh} M_{Pl} ) 1−3w_{1+w} ( H_f M_{Pl}

)_− 1−w_{1+w} ( μ M_{Pl}

)_4

Θ, (4.1)

where g_∗ and g_{∗s} are the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom for the energy density and entropy at the reheating, respectively, and we take g_∗ ≃ g_{∗s} ∼ 100 for standard model as a reference value. Here we have taken into account the washout effect due to the lepton-number violating Majorana neutrino mass with the washout factor ϵ_{w.o}. It has been noticed that in the regime μ ≫ H_f the washout factor is not exponentially suppressed but at most 0.1 [16] due to the approximate conservation of the right-handed electron number at T ≫ 80 TeV [39].

The lepton asymmetry is transferred to the baryon asymmetry via the electroweak sphaleron [4] before the electroweak symmetry breaking and the baryon-to-entropy ratio is conserved afterwards. Thus if the reheating temperature is higher than the electroweak scale, the resulting baryon asymmetry is [40] n_B s = − 28 79 ϵ_{w.o} n_L s = 315 80896π^6 ϵ_{w.o} ( π^2 90 ) 1_{1+w} g^− w 1+w ∗ ( T_{reh} M_{Pl} ) 1−3w_{1+w} ( H_f M_{Pl}

)_− 1−w_{1+w} ( μ M_{Pl}

)_4 Θ, (4.2) where we have assumed that g_∗ = g_{∗s}.

For w ≤ 1/3, we can see that from Eq. (4.2) the baryon asymmetry becomes smaller as T_{reh} decreases because in this case the Universe is dominated by non-extraordinary fluids which includes relativistic and non-relativistic ones and lower reheating temperature means larger entropy production. Thus in the case of instantaneous reheating, T_{reh} = (90/π^2g_∗)^{1/4}(H^2_f M^2_{Pl})^{1/4}, the maximal net baryon-to-entropy ratio is obtained. In this case, Eq. (4.2) reads n_B s = 1.5 × 10^{−19}ϵ_{w.o} ( g_∗ 100 )_− 1_4 ( H_f

10^{13}GeV

)_{1/2} ( μ 10^{16}GeV

)_4 ( Θ

H_f /M_{Pl} ) . (4.3)

– 9 –

Note that for larger Majorana neutrino mass μ > 10^{16} GeV the perturbativity of the neutrino Yukawa interaction breaks down for the neutrino mass compatible with the observed nonzero neutrino oscillation [41], and hence the factor (μ/10^{16}GeV) is required to be less than the unity. With the constraint on the Hubble parameter during inflation, H_f < 10^{13} GeV, coming from the constraint on the tensor-to-scalar ratio in the CMB, r < 0.11, as well as the constraint on the strength of the gCS coupling Θ (Eq. (2.16)), we conclude that the baryon-to-entropy ratio in this scenario is at most n_B/s ≃ 1.5 × 10^{−19}, which is far smaller than the observed value, and this mechanism cannot be responsible for the present baryon asymmetry of the Universe.

For w > 1/3, however, the situation can be dramatically changed. Since the energy density of the inflaton decays faster than radiation, entropy production at reheating is less efficient than the case with instantaneous reheating. As a result, n_B /s is larger when the reheating temperature is lower. Thus the possibility to realize the baryon asymmetry comparable to the observed value opens up at a low reheating temperature. Note that w = 1 is realized, e.g., in the case of kination [21] where the kinetic energy of the scalar field without a potential energy dominates the Universe. In the case with w = 1, Eq. (4.2) reads n_B s = 9.7 × 10^{−11}ϵ_{w.o} ( g_∗ 100 )_{−1/2} ( μ 10^{16}GeV

)_4 ( Θ

10^{−5} ) ( T_{reh} 10^7GeV )_{−1} . (4.4)

Thus due to the insufficient entropy production in the kination scenario, the present baryon asymmetry n_B /s ∼ 8.7 × 10^{−11} can be explained for a reasonable reheating temperature T_{reh} ≃ 10^7 GeV. Note that the resultant baryon asymmetry does not depend on the Hubble parameter during inflation. As a result, we can take H_f ∼ 10^{−5}M_{Pl} so that Θ ≃ 10^{−5} is allowed by satisfying the consistency condition (Eq. (2.16)), e.g., with N ∼ 10^4 for the gCS coupling Eq. (2.17).

Before concluding, let us comment on the issue if the reheating can complete in the kination scenario. Since inflaton continues to roll and its coherent oscillation does not occur, it is impossible to reheat the Universe by the decay of inflaton. The standard reheating mechanism in the kination scenario is the gravitational reheating [25–30], in which the particles are produced gravitationally by the change of the background spacetime [42], and eventually dominate the energy density of the Universe. However, it is not clear if the relativistic particles generated by this process are successfully thermalized up to the Standard Model sector well before the BBN or the electroweak symmetry breaking (required for the successful leptogenesis). Note that the gauge fields and (massless) fermions are conformally coupled and hence they are not directly produced by gravitational reheating.

Let us show a toy model that is free from the concern in the above. Suppose a massive spectator field conformally coupled to gravity,

S_χ = ∫ d^4x √ −g ( − 1 2 g^{μν} ∇_μχ∇_ν χ − 1 12 χ^2R − 1 2 m^2χ^2 ) , (4.5)

with m ≲ H_f , which has a tiny coupling to the Standard Model sector. At the transition between the epoch of inflation and kination, χ fields are produced gravitationally and acquire the energy density ρ_χ ∼ 2 × 10^{−4}e^{−4mΔt}m^2H^2_f , where Δt ∼ H^{−1}_f is the transition time for de Sitter to kination regime [30]. They behave as non-relativistic particles just after the onset of kination since their typical wave number is the mass scale [30], and hence they can eventually dominate the energy density of the Universe. Note that while the energy density

– 10 – of the Universe during kination decays with ρ ∝ a^{−6} whereas those of the χ field decays with ρ_χ ∝ a^{−3}. We assume that through the tiny coupling to the Standard Model sector, e.g., (λ/M_{P l})χF_{μν} F^{μν} , χ fields decay into the Standard Model particles with a decay width Γ = αm. If the decay happens during kination before the χ fields dominate the energy density of the Universe, which is realized for α ≳ 2 × 10^{−4}e^{−4mΔt}H_f m/M^2_{Pl}, the relativistic decay product finally dominates the energy density of the Universe. Since we assume that the decay products belong to the Standard Model, these particles are smoothly thermalized and hence the reheating of the Universe is completed until when they dominate the energy density of the Universe. We can easily check that for m ∼ H_f ≃ 10^{13} GeV and α ≃ 2×10^{−4}e^{−4mΔt}H_f m/M^2_{Pl} (or λ ≃ (8π/10^3)^{1/2}(H_f /m)^{1/2} ∼ 0.1), the Universe is dominated by the relativistic particles at the Hubble parameter H ∼ 3×10^{−2} GeV, which corresponds to the reheating temperature T_{reh} ≃ 1.6e^{−2mΔt} × 10^8 GeV. When m ∼ H_f ∼ Δt^{−1}, the exponential factor can be O(0.1), which realizes the reheating temperature T ∼ 10^7 GeV. Thus, with an efficient reheating mechanism shown above, the gravitational leptogenesis with kination is a plausible model to explain the present baryon asymmetry of the Universe. Since the gravitational leptogenesis works for relatively heavy Majorana neutrino mass case M_R ∼ 10^{16} GeV, it is complementary to the case studied in Ref. [43] in the point of view of the gravitational reheating scenario.

5 Discussion

The gravitational leptogenesis scenario [11] is a novel mechanism to produce the lepton asymmetry from the chiral gravitational waves generated during inflation with a gCS coupling through the gravitational anomaly in the lepton current. In this paper, we have reinvestigated whether it can healthily lead to baryon asymmetry comparable to the observed value. As is already pointed out in Ref. [18], the degree of CP-violation in this model is strongly constrained to avoid the ghost instability, regardless of the inflation models. Based on this argument, we have evaluated the constraints on the net baryon-to-entropy ratio n_B/s in this model taking into account reheating processes with different equation of states. We have explicitly shown that the present baryon asymmetry cannot be generated for w ≤ 1/3, which includes the usual inflaton oscillation with a mass term dominated era, whatever inflation models are assumed. We have found, however, that, for equation of states 1/3 < w ≤ 1, the net baryon-to-entropy ratio can be comparable to the observed value with a relatively low reheating temperature since the entropy production in this scenario is less efficient and the effect is larger for lower reheating temperature, which is complementary to the vanilla leptogenesis [3]. We have pointed out that the kination domination scenario with w = 1 is a working example. We emphasize that the compared to the usual potential-driven inflation, kinflation followed by the kination is more compatible with the scenario since the gCS coupling is shift-symmetric and forbids the potential for inflaton. Moreover, a larger CP-violation parameter Θ can be obtained with a smaller gCS coupling in terms of the N parameter. Thus, we conclude that our model with k-inflation accompanied by gravitational reheating can be one of the plausible candidates for the gravitational leptogenesis scenario.

The reheating in the kination scenario is not trivial since the inflaton does not oscillate and inflaton decay does not take place. However, we have shown that the gravitational reheating with the decay of massive scalar field conformally coupled to gravity produced gravitationally at the end of inflation [30] can work well in this leptogenesis scenario. Indeed, we have confirmed that reheating temperature can be small enough to generate observed baryon-to-entropy ratio within a feasible range of the parameters.

– 11 –

The difficulty in explaining the baryon asymmetry of the Universe today by the gravitational leptogenesis scenario lies in the potential appearance of ghost-like behavior in the high-k mode in the gravitational waves. This results in the impossibility of generating huge chiral gravitational waves. Indeed, it has been argued that by introducing the Gauss-Bonnet term additionally [44–50] the amplitude of the chiral gravitational waves can be enhanced. Even in this case one should be careful for the appearance of ghost-like modes, on which we here do not explore in depth. However, their appearance does not directly mean the catastrophe of the model but simply means the breakdown of the effective theory. We do not rule out the possibility that this singularity is resolved by a healthy UV physics [19], and hence our conclusion is a conservative one. But without a concrete example, we cannot give any reliable predictions.

The leptogenesis scenario studied in this paper has a similarity to the baryogenesis from the helical hypermagnetic fields generated by the pseudoscalar inflation with the ϕF F̃ coupling [36, 38] (See also Refs. [51–53]). The leptogenesis in the present case, indeed, corresponds to the particle production through the chiral anomaly in the gauge field case, which can change the efficiency of the gauge field production [36–38]. In our study we do not take into account the back reaction on the gravitational wave production from the particle production. We expect that it does not give a strong effect since the chiral gravitational wave generation is a weaker effect than the gauge field production.

Acknowledgements We are grateful to Soichiro Hashiba for useful discussion. The work of KK was supported by JSPS KAKENHI, Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research JP19K03842 and Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research on Innovative Areas 19H04610. JK is supported by a research program of the Leading Graduate Course for Frontiers of Mathematical Sciences and Physics (FMSP). YY is supported by JSPS KAKENHI, Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows JP19J00494. JY is supported by JSPS KAKENHI, Grant-in-Aid for Sci- entific Research 15H02082 and Grantin-Aid for Scientific Research on Innovative Areas 15H05888.

References

[1] Planck collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters,

1807.06209.

[2] R. H. Cyburt, B. D. Fields, K. A. Olive and T.-H. Yeh, Big Bang Nucleosynthesis: 2015, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88 (2016) 015004, [1505.01076].

[3] M. Fukugita and T. Yanagida, Baryogenesis Without Grand Unification,

Phys. Lett. B174 (1986) 45–47.

[4] V. A. Kuzmin, V. A. Rubakov and M. E. Shaposhnikov, On the Anomalous Electroweak Baryon Number Nonconservation in the Early Universe, Phys. Lett. 155B (1985) 36.

[5] W. Buchmuller, P. Di Bari and M. Plumacher, Leptogenesis for pedestrians, Annals Phys. 315 (2005) 305–351, [hep-ph/0401240].

[6] A. Pilaftsis and T. E. J. Underwood, Resonant leptogenesis, Nucl. Phys. B692 (2004) 303–345, [hep-ph/0309342].

[7] E. K. Akhmedov, V. A. Rubakov and A. Yu. Smirnov, Baryogenesis via neutrino oscillations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 1359–1362, [hep-ph/9803255].

– 12 –

[8] L. Alvarez-Gaume and E. Witten, Gravitational Anomalies, Nucl. Phys. B234 (1984) 269. [9] A. Lue, L.-M. Wang and M. Kamionkowski, Cosmological signature of new parity violating interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 1506–1509, [astro-ph/9812088].

[10] K. Choi, J.-c. Hwang and K. W. Hwang, String theoretic axion coupling and the evolution of cosmic structures, Phys. Rev. D61 (2000) 084026, [hep-ph/9907244].

[11] S. H.-S. Alexander, M. E. Peskin and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, Leptogenesis from gravity waves in models of inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 081301, [hep-th/0403069].

[12] W. Fischler and S. Paban, Leptogenesis from Pseudo-Scalar Driven Inflation, JHEP 10 (2007) 066, [0708.3828].

[13] A. Maleknejad, M. Noorbala and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, Leptogenesis in inflationary models with non-Abelian gauge fields, Gen. Rel. Grav. 50 (2018) 110, [1208.2807].

[14] A. Maleknejad, Chiral Gravity Waves and Leptogenesis in Inflationary Models with non-Abelian Gauge Fields, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 023542, [1401.7628].

[15] R. R. Caldwell and C. Devulder, Axion Gauge Field Inflation and Gravitational Leptogenesis:

A Lower Bound on B Modes from the Matter-Antimatter Asymmetry of the Universe, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018) 023532, [1706.03765].

[16] P. Adshead, A. J. Long and E. I. Sfakianakis, Gravitational Leptogenesis, Reheating, and Models of Neutrino Mass, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018) 043511, [1711.04800].

[17] A. Papageorgiou and M. Peloso, Gravitational leptogenesis in Natural Inflation, JCAP 1712 (2017) 007, [1708.08007].

[18] S. Alexander and J. Martin, Birefringent gravitational waves and the consistency check of inflation, Phys. Rev. D71 (2005) 063526, [hep-th/0410230].

[19] D. H. Lyth, C. Quimbay and Y. Rodriguez, Leptogenesis and tensor polarisation from a gravitational Chern-Simons term, JHEP 03 (2005) 016, [hep-th/0501153].

[20] M. Joyce, Electroweak Baryogenesis and the Expansion Rate of the Universe, Phys. Rev. D55 (1997) 1875–1878, [hep-ph/9606223].

[21] B. Spokoiny, Deflationary universe scenario, Phys. Lett. B315 (1993) 40–45, [gr-qc/9306008]. [22] D. Bettoni and J. Rubio, Quintessential Affleck-Dine baryogenesis with non-minimal couplings, Phys. Lett. B784 (2018) 122–129, [1805.02669].

[23] C. Armendariz-Picon, T. Damour and V. F. Mukhanov, k - inflation,

Phys. Lett. B458 (1999) 209–218, [hep-th/9904075].

[24] T. Kobayashi, M. Yamaguchi and J. Yokoyama, G-inflation: Inflation driven by the Galileon field, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 231302, [1008.0603].

[25] L. H. Ford, Gravitational Particle Creation and Inflation, Phys. Rev. D35 (1987) 2955. [26] T. Kunimitsu and J. Yokoyama, Higgs condensation as an unwanted curvaton, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 083541, [1208.2316].

[27] D. G. Figueroa and C. T. Byrnes, The Standard Model Higgs as the origin of the hot Big Bang, Phys. Lett. B767 (2017) 272–277, [1604.03905].

[28] T. Nakama and J. Yokoyama, Reheating through the Higgs amplified by spinodal instabilities and gravitational creation of gravitons, PTEP 2019 (2019) 033E02, [1803.07111].

[29] K. Dimopoulos and T. Markkanen, Non-minimal gravitational reheating during kination, JCAP 1806 (2018) 021, [1803.07399].

[30] S. Hashiba and J. Yokoyama, Gravitational reheating through conformally coupled superheavy scalar particles, JCAP 1901 (2019) 028, [1809.05410].

– 13 –

[31] M. B. Green and J. H. Schwarz, Anomaly Cancellation in Supersymmetric D=10 Gauge Theory and Superstring Theory, Phys. Lett. 149B (1984) 117–122.

[32] F. Bezrukov, A. Magnin, M. Shaposhnikov and S. Sibiryakov, Higgs inflation: consistency and generalisations, JHEP 01 (2011) 016, [1008.5157].

[33] C. Germani and Y. Watanabe, UV-protected (Natural) Inflation: Primordial Fluctuations and non-Gaussian Features, JCAP 1107 (2011) 031, [1106.0502].

[34] K. Kamada, On the strong coupling scale in Higgs G-inflation,

Phys. Lett. B744 (2015) 347–351, [1501.02816].

[35] T. Kunimitsu, T. Suyama, Y. Watanabe and J. Yokoyama, Large tensor mode, field range bound and consistency in generalized G-inflation, JCAP 1508 (2015) 044, [1504.06946].

[36] V. Domcke and K. Mukaida, Gauge Field and Fermion Production during Axion Inflation, JCAP 1811 (2018) 020, [1806.08769].

[37] V. Domcke, Y. Ema, K. Mukaida and R. Sato, Chiral Anomaly and Schwinger Effect in Non-Abelian Gauge Theories, JHEP 03 (2019) 111, [1812.08021].

[38] V. Domcke, B. von Harling, E. Morgante and K. Mukaida, Baryogenesis from axion inflation, JCAP 1910 (2019) 032, [1905.13318].

[39] B. A. Campbell, S. Davidson, J. R. Ellis and K. A. Olive, On the baryon, lepton flavor and right-handed electron asymmetries of the universe, Phys. Lett. B297 (1992) 118–124, [hep-ph/9302221].

[40] J. A. Harvey and M. S. Turner, Cosmological baryon and lepton number in the presence of electroweak fermion number violation, Phys. Rev. D42 (1990) 3344–3349.

[41] K. N. Abazajian et al., Light Sterile Neutrinos: A White Paper, 1204.5379.

[42] L. Parker, Quantized fields and particle creation in expanding universes. 1., Phys. Rev. 183 (1969) 1057–1068.

[43] S. Hashiba and J. Yokoyama, Dark matter and baryon-number generation in quintessential inflation via hierarchical right-handed neutrinos, Phys. Lett. B798 (2019) 135024, [1905.12423].

[44] M. Satoh, S. Kanno and J. Soda, Circular Polarization of Primordial Gravitational Waves in String-inspired Inflationary Cosmology, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 023526, [0706.3585].

[45] M. Satoh and J. Soda, Higher Curvature Corrections to Primordial Fluctuations in Slow-roll Inflation, JCAP 0809 (2008) 019, [0806.4594].

[46] M. Satoh, Slow-roll Inflation with the Gauss-Bonnet and Chern-Simons Corrections, JCAP 1011 (2010) 024, [1008.2724].

[47] S. Koh, B.-H. Lee, W. Lee and G. Tumurtushaa, Observational constraints on slow-roll inflation coupled to a Gauss-Bonnet term, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 063527, [1404.6096].

[48] S. Koh, B.-H. Lee and G. Tumurtushaa, Reconstruction of the Scalar Field Potential in Inflationary Models with a Gauss-Bonnet term, Phys. Rev. D95 (2017) 123509, [1610.04360].

[49] S. Kawai and J. Kim, Gauss-Bonnet Chern-Simons gravitational wave leptogenesis, Phys. Lett. B789 (2019) 145–149, [1702.07689].

[50] S. Koh, B.-H. Lee and G. Tumurtushaa, Constraints on the reheating parameters after Gauss-Bonnet inflation from primordial gravitational waves, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018) 103511, [1807.04424].

[51] M. M. Anber and E. Sabancilar, Hypermagnetic Fields and Baryon Asymmetry from Pseudoscalar Inflation, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015) 101501, [1507.00744].

– 14 –

[52] Y. Cado and E. Sabancilar, Asymmetric Dark Matter and Baryogenesis from Pseudoscalar Inflation, JCAP 1704 (2017) 047, [1611.02293].

[53] D. Jiménez, K. Kamada, K. Schmitz and X.-J. Xu, Baryon asymmetry and gravitational waves from pseudoscalar inflation, JCAP 1712 (2017) 011, [1707.07943].

– 15 –