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Wash-in leptogenesis is an attractive mechanism to produce the baryon asymmetry of the Uni-
verse. It treats right-handed-neutrino interactions as spectator processes, on the same footing as
electroweak sphalerons, that reprocess primordial charge asymmetries in the thermal plasma into
a baryon-minus-lepton asymmetry. The origin of these primordial charges must be accounted for
by new C P-violating dynamics at very high energies. In this paper, we propose such a scenario of
chargegenesis that, unlike earlier proposals, primarily relies on new interactions in the gravitational
sector. We point out that a coupling of a conserved current to the divergence of the Ricci scalar
during reheating can lead to nonzero effective chemical potentials in the plasma that, together with
a suitable charge-violating interaction, can result in the production of a primordial charge asymme-
try. Gravitational chargegenesis represents a substantial generalization of the idea of gravitational
baryogenesis. We provide a detailed analysis of a generic and minimal realization that is consistent
with inflation and show that it can successfully explain the baryon asymmetry of the Universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

The excess of matter over antimatter in our Uni-
verse [1] provides evidence for new physics beyond the
Standard Model (SM), and its origin remains an open
question. A popular class of mechanisms for dynamically
generating the baryon asymmetry in the early universe
(BAU) is known as leptogenesis [2], which requires an
extension of the SM field content by right-handed neu-
trinos (RHNs). Most realizations of the leptogenesis idea
rely on both charge-parity (CP) violation and out-of-
equilibrium B — L-violating interactions —two essential
ingredients for the generation of the BAU —to emerge
from the RHN sector [3]. The recent wash-in leptogene-
sis proposal [4, 5], however, is an exception to this lore,
which allows a hierarchy between the temperature scales
of CP and B— L violation and does not require any C'P
violation from the RHN sector.

At the core of wash-in leptogenesis lies the idea of
considering non-trivial chemical background configura-
tions in the early Universe and treating RHNs on par
with electroweak (EW) sphalerons. Analogous to how
sphalerons act on the chemical background to wash in
a B+ L asymmetry, the RHNs act as spectator fields
providing a new equilibrium attractor for the chemical
potentials that generically features nonzero B—L, even if
B—L = 0 initially [4]. As the wash-in leptogenesis mech-
anism requires a non-trivial chemical background as an
initial condition to wash in a B — L asymmetry, it only
qualifies as a full theory of baryogenesis when accom-
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panied by ultraviolet (UV) dynamics that can generate
the chemical background. The UV completion of wash-
in leptogenesis may be referred to as chargegenesis: a
mechanism that provides the necessary C P-violating ini-
tial conditions for wash-in leptogenesis, but which itself
may still conserve the B— L charge of the Universe.

Thus far, several scenarios of chargegenesis have been
studied in the literature, including axion inflation [5],
heavy Higgs decays [6], and the evaporation of primor-
dial black holes [7]. Common to all of these studies
is that they rely on particle dynamics. In the present
work, we shall propose a new avenue for chargegenesis —
gravitational chargegenesis—in which gravity takes cen-
ter stage.

Our gravitational chargegenesis setup shares similar-
ities with gravitational baryogenesis, which is based on
an effective interaction of the following form [8]

LD # /d‘*x\/?gjg IR, (1)
where R is the Ricci scalar, M, parametrizes the UV
scale relevant to the generation of this interaction, and J4
denotes a generic current, which in gravitational baryo-
genesis is the baryon current. In our mechanism, by con-
trast, A can be any of the SM global charges that are
conserved in the SM plasma at high temperatures and
that can be employed in wash-in leptogenesis.

In the FLRW Universe, Eq. (1) leads to an effective
chemical potential associated with the current Jyu,
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where R is the time derivative of the Ricci scalar, Mp is
the reduced Planck mass, p denotes the energy density
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of the Universe, and w is the equation-of-state (EOS)
parameter, i.e. the ratio of pressure and energy den-
sity. The effective chemical potential uff induces non-
vanishing chemical potentials p; for all particle species i
carrying an A charge. In general, these particle species
also carry other global charges. If one of these charges,
say C, should be violated by an interaction in the plasma,
the bias introduced by the chemical potentials p; oc pSft
will hence lead to the generation of a nonzero charge
asymmetry in equilibrium, ¢&'. The exact relation be-
tween ¢g,' and uff depends on the susceptibility matrix of
the plasma, xca4, see Eq. (2.31) in Ref. [9] for an explicit
expression that can be readily applied to our scenario.

While the origin of the interaction in Eq. (1) was orig-
inally envisioned to arise from quantum gravity, it was
later argued that an effective interaction of this form is
a generic outcome in models that feature high-scale C P
violation in a curved spacetime background, which can
result in a cutoff scale M, < Mp [10-13]. In fact, a the-
ory of gravitational leptogenesis was studied previously,
where A was identified with lepton number [10-16]. It
was shown that the interaction (1) is generated dynami-
cally at two loops in the type-I seesaw mechanism [17-20]
when the seesaw Lagrangian is minimally coupled to the
gravitational background as a direct consequence of C'P
violation in the RHN Yukawa sector. When combined
with lepton-number violation in the RHN sector, this
provided a new contribution to leptogenesis. Here, we
point out that the charge A associated with the current
in Eq. (1) and the charge C that is being violated do not
have to be the same charge, which relaxes the assump-
tions required for successful baryogenesis via chargegen-
esis. Additionally, the RHN sector is liberated from C'P
violation constraints, as the RHNs are only required to
wash in a nonzero B — L asymmetry.

The effective chemical potential in Eq. (2) vanishes if
w = —1 or w = 1/3, which implies that when the Uni-
verse is dominated by vacuum energy (e.g., during infla-
tion) or radiation, the gravitationally generated chemi-
cal potential is suppressed. The suppression can be al-
leviated by enhancing the trace anomaly of the energy—
momentum tensor, e.g., by adding many new particles
charged under a new SU(N) gauge group to the thermal
plasma [8]. Alternatively, one may replace R in Eq. (1)
by a scalar function f(R) [21, 22], or modified theories of
gravity [23-28], see also Refs. [29, 30] for related ideas.

In the present work, we consider a simple framework
to evade the large suppression of R that relies on noth-
ing but the oscillations of the inflaton field ¢ during the
stage of reheating after inflation. After a period of slow-
roll inflation driven by ¢ rolling down its potential V (&),
¢ starts oscillating around the minimum of its poten-
tial. If the potential can be approximated as a monomial
around its minimum, V(¢) ~ ¢P, the EOS parameter
reads w =~ (p — 2)/(p + 2) [31], which in general differs
from 1/3 or —1. As we will show, this renders the gravi-
tational chargegenesis mechanism compatible with high-
scale inflationary setups, without modifying gravity or

adding extra particle species to the thermal plasma. We
also provide a detailed time-resolved picture of how the
charge asymmetry is generated as the Universe transi-
tions from a period of inflation to reheating and beyond.
Throughout this work, we employ Planck units, Mp = 1.

II. EQUATIONS AND SOLUTIONS

The evolution of the inflaton field ¢, the radiation en-
ergy density pgr, and the charge asymmetry q¢c is de-
scribed by the following set of equations,

. . av

¢+(3H+F¢)¢=—@7 (3)
pr+4Hpr =Ty (py +pg), (4)
dc +3Hqe =Tc (g5 — qc) - (5)

Here, H is the Hubble parameter, V is the inflaton po-
tential, I'y is the decay rate of ¢ to radiation, py =
%4132 +V and py, = %qbQ — V are the inflaton energy
density and pressure, and I'c is the rate of the charge-
violating process that drives gc towards its equilibrium
value g¢i'. In general, we have ¢i! = xcaT?pSft /6, with
the susceptibilities xca depending on the exact choice
of A and C and the temperature scale of chargegene-
sis. The nonzero entries of xc 4 are, however, typically
of O(1). For definiteness, we will therefore simply work
with gt = T?uSff /6 in the following.

We parametrize the reaction rate I'c in a model-
independent way in terms of an energy scale M¢,

T2n+1

I'ec=—5— 6
C Mgnv ()

where n is a positive integer. Eq. (6) may stem from an
effective operator O¢ with mass dimension D = 4 + n.
For convenience, we also define the charge density in a
comoving volume, Q¢ = qc(a/a;)?® and QF = ¢t (a/a;)?
with a the FLRW scale factor, and a; denoting the value
of a at the first peak of the ¢ oscillations.

Since gravitational chargegenesis is only effective when
w deviates from —1 or 1/3, the specific form of V' in the
slow-roll regime is not important in this work, as it only
affects inflationary predictions. While the evolution of
gc is insensitive to the slow-roll part of the potential,
it does depend on the shape of the potential close to
its minimum, which can be modeled by a mass term.
For concreteness, we adopt the following T-model poten-
tial [32, 33]*

V(9) = 6xtank? (6/6) (7)
I The general form of T-model potentials is V o tanh?(¢/v/6),

which approximates a broad class of models. For instance, the
Starobinsky model approximately corresponds to p = 2.



—— Mg /Mp =0.04
Mg /Mp =0.02

— Mc¢/Mp =0.01 |
M /Mp =0.007
Me/Mp =0.005

§— Me/Mp =0.004

10—17 E

10-18 ¢

Qo [M})

10—19 L

10-20F 1
L L L L
50 60 70 80 90 100 103
tm¢

FIG. 1. Numerical solutions of Eq. (5) for different values of
Mc. At tmg = 100, we switch to a log scale on the tmy axis.

which reduces to V(¢) ~ 1/am2¢* with my, = v2X at
small ¢. The slow-roll parameter € = 1/2 (V' /V)? for this
potential is simply € = 4/3csch?(1/2/3¢). The constant A
is determined by \ ~ 1872 Ag/(6N2) [33] where N, = 55
is the number of e-folds and Ag ~ 2.1 x 1079 [34].

We numerically solve Egs. (3) to (5) starting from a
point deep in the slow-roll regime with € < 1. Specifi-
cally, we set the initial point at ¢ = 6.13, corresponding
to N. = 55, continuously evolve the system of equations
through the end of slow-roll (e = 1), followed by a large
number of inflaton oscillations, and stop at a sufficiently
large time ¢, when Q¢ has become constant. In Fig. 1,
we present the numerical solutions for M, = 8.22 x 107,
Iy =1.23x 1077, n =1, and several values of Mc. We
set t = 0 at N, = 55 and denote quantities at the end
of slow-roll by a subscript “,”. For the shown examples,
te~59.4my", ¢, ~ 121, and H, ~ 3.3 x 107°.

During the slow-roll phase, Q¢ cannot be significantly
produced because w ~ —1, which leads to Q' ujﬂ ~ 0.
From the end of slow-roll to ¢t ~ O(100) m;l, Q¢ is ef-
fectively produced, with an oscillatory behavior driven
by the oscillations of ¢ around the minimum of its po-
tential. The oscillation frequency is of O(mg). During
the oscillatory phase, ¢ can be effectively viewed as a
fluid with w ~ 0 due to (ps)/ps ~ 0, implying an effec-
tive matter-dominated phase. As t further increases, Q¢
asymptotically approaches a constant value. The oscilla-
tions in Q¢ are eventually suppressed for two reasons: (i)
pe gradually decays to pg, driving the Universe towards
complete radiation domination, and (ii) the decreasing
temperature reduces the rate I', which hinders Q¢ from
following the rapid oscillations in Q7. Note that for the
shown examples, I'c is always well below m.

We now comment on the conditions under which the
calculation can be trusted. Some further details can be
found in the supplemental material S1. The effect of
the interaction (1) on the cosmological expansion can be
neglected if its contribution to the Friedmann equation
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FIG. 2. Final value of Q¢ as a function of Mc. The green
and orange dashed lines represent the FI and FO approximate
expressions in Egs. (9) and (10), respectively. The purple and
red dashed curves indicate the two cuts in Eq. (11).

is negligible, which leads to

qome
M? > . (8)
M2

We verified that this condition is satisfied in our cal-
culations. Furthermore, if the operator (1) arises from
the low-energy expansion of a fundamental UV-complete
theory, then additional constraints must be imposed to
ensure that expansion parameters are under control. A
necessary condition to suppress higher-dimensional op-
erators arising from a weak-gravitational field expansion
is R/M? < 1. Additionally, TvVR/M2 < 1 is required
to suppress higher-dimensional derivative operators, see
e.g. Refs. [10-13] and references therein for details. One
can readily verify that our choice of parameters respects
these constraints both during and after reheating.

IIT. FREEZE-IN/OUT AND PARAMETER
SPACE

As is shown in Fig. 1, the production rate and final
value of Q¢ crucially depend on Mc. Here, we discuss
two interesting regimes, in which the final value of Q¢
can be understood analytically. For concreteness, the
scope of the following discussion is restricted to charge-
violating rates described by (6) with n = 1. Generalized
expressions for n > 1 can be found in the supplemental
material.

Freeze-in regime: For the examples shown in Fig. 1,
the final value of Q)¢ scales like MC_1 for M 2 0.01 Mp.
In this regime, Q¢ quickly approaches a constant due to
reason (ii) discussed previously and we are in the freeze-
in (FI) regime. Here, the final value of Q¢ is determined
by the charge produced during the first few inflaton oscil-
lations. We find the following analytical expression (see



the supplemental material) for Q¢ in this regime,

m13/4¢413/4f5/4

Qom —Lgm——2— (F), (9)
M M2 M2

where Mg/ Y x 537M1?;/ * and ¢; denotes the first peak

value of |¢| during the oscillation phase. For I'y < H, we

obtain ¢; ~ 0.3Mp, which is approximately a constant

since the slow roll followed by the first oscillation is not

significantly affected by I'.

Freeze-out regime: As M ! is increased further, the
asymmetry yield during the oscillatory phase will satu-
rate an upper bound expected from the fluid approxima-
tion, which is roughly the average (Q'). On the other
hand, large M5 ! causes Q¢ to be more tightly coupled to
(QF). When (Q¢!) is suppressed due to radiation domi-
nation (w = 1/3), the tight coupling will reduce the final
value of Q¢. In this regime, we are able to derive

(FO),  (10)

2. 2,2 3/211/2
Oc L [_ME r,

Mp M2 M2,

where Mg ~ 0.21Mp and Mg ~ 86Mp.

Analytically, one can estimate the value of M¢ at the
transition between freeze-in and freeze-out and also a
lower bound of Mc below which Q¢ is exponentially
suppressed—see the supplemental material. Here we pro-
vide two useful cuts:

1.0 for FI-FO cut
Mc ~ My'TY/* x . (1)
0.3 for e™19 cut

The FI-FO cut indicates the transition while the e =10 cut
implies that the exponential in (10) leads to a suppression
factor of e~19.

In Fig. 2, we show the final value of Q¢ as a function
of M¢. One can see that the above analytical estimates
agree well with the numerical result. We further perform
a full numerical scan of the parameter space to iden-
tify the range of values of I'y and M¢ that can lead to
successful gravitational chargegenesis. Fig. 3 shows the
obtained result in terms of ¢¢/s where s is the entropy
density. The top axis of Fig. 3 indicates the reheating
temperature T}y, which is defined as the temperature of
the universe at the moment when py = pr. This value
is extracted directly from our numerical solutions while

analytically one expects Ty, I‘;/ 2, Indeed, in our nu-

merical solutions, we find Tyy, ~ 0.35Mp °T')/* within the
range of I'y presented in Fig. 3.

Fig. 3 shows that the yield of charge asymmetry in-
creases with increasing reheating temperature. However,
if I'y is too large, ¢ would decay even before the slow-
roll ends, alternating the slow-roll paradigm. The Planck
2018 result constrains the Hubble parameter during infla-
tion to be H < 2.5x107° at 95% CL [34], implying an up-
per bound on the reheating temperature, T}, < 6.6 x10'°
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FIG. 3. Viable parameter space of gravitational chargegene-
sis. The black dashed contour (gc/s = 8.2 x 107'%) can gen-
erate the observed baryon asymmetry assuming |zc| = 3/10,
while the dotted and dash-dotted contours assume |zc| = 1/6
and 1. Larger I'y generally leads to a higher yield of charge
asymmetry, but overlarge I'y, would spoil the slow-roll predic-
tions. Hence we cut off the scan when I'y > H,, represented
by the black solid line and the gray shaded region to the right.

GeV. If one naively extrapolates Ty, ~ 0.35M 113/ 21";/ % to

this scale, it can be interpreted as I'y < 1.5 x 10 GeV.
However, such a large I'y, would already exceed H, and
significantly modify the slow-roll evolution. Therefore,
we conservatively set I'y < H, ~ 8 x 1012 GeV as the
upper bound of I'y in Fig. 3.

In wash-in leptogenesis, the baryon asymmetry of the

universe, Yp = (np — ng)/s, is related to go by
28  qc¢

Yp = 79%C (12)
where x¢c is the coefficient relating the gc asymmetry
to the B — L asymmetry. For electron asymmetry (g.)
produced before the electron Yukawa interaction reaches
equilibrium around T ~ 10° GeV [35], we have z¢ =
—3/10 [4]. Hence to generate the observed value Yp =
8.7 x 10711 (see e.g. [36]), we need |gc|/s ~ 8.2 x 10710,
This corresponds to the black dashed line in Fig. 3. For
other charge asymmetries, we refer to Tab. IT of Ref. [4],
where |z¢| typically varies from 1/6 to 1. The other two
black contours demonstrate such variations.

We verified that by setting n > 1in (6), a charge asym-
metry sufficient to explain the BAU can be produced with
lower values of My than in the n = 1 scenario. However,
the allowed range for M¢ becomes narrower compared
to those restricted by the black curves in Fig. 3. Setting
n > 1 also opens up the possibility of producing a suffi-
cient charge asymmetry at lower reheating temperatures.



Finally, we also verified that for T-model potentials that
can be approximated as ~ ¢P, p = 6, 8, 10, ... during re-
heating, one can potentially reproduce the BAU in grav-
itational chargegenesis scenarios with significantly lower
reheating temperatures than those indicated in Fig. 3.
However, a consistent study of reheating potentials be-
yond the quadratic requires accounting for fragmentation
of the inflaton condensate (see e.g. [37, 38]) and is left for
future work.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this letter, we proposed a framework for chargege-
nesis, which, via wash-in leptogenesis, can explain the
baryon asymmetry of the Universe. The two main in-
gredients are a gravitational interaction that dynami-
cally generates effective chemical potentials and a charge-
violating interaction that drives the plasma to a state
with nonzero charge asymmetry qc. In particular, we
extend the scope of previous gravitational baryogenesis
ideas by pointing out that the charge associated with
the gravitational interaction and the charge that is be-
ing violated do not have to be the same. In the present
framework, the generated charge does not even have to
violate B — L provided at least one right-handed neutrino
is still active at a time when g¢ is non vanishing.

As an application of the framework, we considered a
concrete realization of gravitational chargegenesis after a
period of slow-roll inflation where the inflaton oscillates
around the minimum of its potential. We focused on the

simplest and most generic setup where the inflaton os-
cillates in a quadratic potential and provided a detailed
time-resolved description of how g¢ evolves throughout
reheating and beyond. We showed that a sufficient charge
to explain the baryon-asymmetry of the Universe can
be generated while staying consistent with experimental
constraints. As this mechanism, at least its most minimal
realizations as considered here, generally requires a high
inflation scale it also implies a large primordial tensor-to-
scalar ratio in the cosmic microwave background power
spectrum that could be detected by upcoming experi-
ments. This renders gravitational chargegenesis an ex-
citing possibility to pursue theoretically and experimen-
tally.
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Supplemental Material

S1. EXPANSION OF THE UNIVERSE

In this supplementary material, we provide some details about the consistency of our framework. The theory under consid-
eration has the following schematic action,

R 20, J4
S = / d*z /=g {EM,% (1 - M*Q“MCIQ;) +£M] + ... (S1)

where we have discarded a total derivative and additional gravitational operators that may appear in a more complete model
description. Here L denotes the non-gravitational interactions in the Lagrangian.

The standard Einstein equation is recovered by discarding the current operator and varying (S1) with respect to the metric.
The Friedmann equation, which determines the expansion of the universe, is simply the (0,0) component of Einstein’s equation.
In the presence of the current operator, the Friedmann equation is modified. A simple calculation reveals that the modification
is negligible if

gc
M2

< 1. (82)

The charge qc is negligible during inflation, and starts to rapidly oscillate with a period set by the inflaton mass mg during
the early stages of reheating, as shown in Fig. 1. Hence, requiring the current-operator under study to have negligible impact
on the expansion of the universe leads to the constraint in (8).

S2. ANALYTICAL RESULTS

In this supplemental material, we present the explicit derivation of the analytical results used in this work.

A. Analytical expressions for ¢, ps, and pr

During a matter-dominated era, the Hubble parameter is approximately given by H ~ % Since % is divergent at ¢t — 0,

we regulate it by shifting the beginning of matter domination away from ¢t = 0 to t = ¢;:
7~ 1 S
N (58)
7 2

such that the transition from an inflationary epoch to matter domination happens around ¢t = t; and H; denotes the Hubble
parameter at this transition.

The universe is in a matter-dominated state when ¢ oscillates at the bottom of its potential. We define t; as the moment
when ¢ reaches the first peak of the oscillations. We denote the corresponding values of ¢, H, and a at this moment by ¢;, H;
and a;, respectively. For convenience, we also define the following two dimensionless quantities:

H;
me

hm =

y 0t Em¢(t—t¢). (84)

By definition, we have ¢(t;) = 0, which implies pg(t;) = m3¢7 /2 and H; ~ Mp'\/ps/3 ~ My my|¢:|/V/6, assuming pr < py
at t =t,. Hence, h,, and ¢; are related by

_ o4 G
B, = T |ps| = V6hm Mp. (S5)

From Eq. (S3), it is straightforward to compute the scale factor by solving a/a = H. Writing the approximate expressions of
H and a in terms of h,, and 6, we obtain

2

3 3
a =~ a; (1 + th9t> y (86)
2mgehm
T et (S7)

Substituting Eq. (S7) into Eq. (3) and using the quadratic expansion of V, one can solve Eq. (3) analytically in the limit of
I'y — 0 and obtain
20¢;
b~ ¢

~ h, 12 0, (S8)
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FIG. S1. The analytic solution in Eq. (S8) compared with the full numeric solution obtained by solving Eq. (3) with the
T-model potential in Eq. (7). The right panel is simply a zoom-in view of the left.

which agrees well with the numerical solution. Figure S1 shows the accuracy of the above approximate solution for ¢ as a
function of time for ¢ > ¢;. The numerical solution (blue curve) in this plot is obtained by solving Eq. (3) with the T-model
potential in Eq. (7) and I'y = 0.

From Eq. (S8), one can derive an analytic approximation for pe

2m3¢?

Py = Bhnfi 1902 [1+ hesin26; + (he cos 0,5)2] , (S9)
mUt

— _ 3hy
= Bhm0it2°

large oscillations as the second and third oscillatory terms are quickly suppressed at large t. However, this is not the case for R
computed from pe and its time derivatives (pg, f¢), as we will show later. Therefore, the oscillatory terms in Eq. (S9) remain
important for subsequent calculations.

It is worth mentioning here that if we treat ¢ in the oscillation phase as a fluid with wg = 0, we would obtain an analytical
expression for ps corresponding to the non-oscillatory term in Eq. (S9). More specifically, in the fluid approximation, Eq. (3)
can be recast as

where h: In Eq. (S9), the three terms are proportional to h?, h} and h} with h: < 1. Hence, pe does not exhibit

,b¢+ (3H+P¢) (1+UJ¢) Po =0. (SIO)

By setting I'y = we = 0 and using Eq. (S7), we obtain

2Mpm¢hm 2
3| —i——r S11
os (shmgtH) , (s11)
which is exactly the first term in Eq. (S9).
Next, we consider Eq. (4) for pr. If pr < 4Hpgr, we can ignore the pr term in Eq. (4) and obtain
Ty (1 3mgl g hm MP o

PR~ 2 ( Z_;¢) Pé n SMé2 o L (assuming pr < 4Hpr), (S12)

T 2(3hmb: +2)°

where we have used Eq. (S11) and wg = 0. However, we find that pr < 4Hprg is actually not a very good approximation as
Eq. (S12) would imply
3hmme
Bhmb; + 27"
For 0; = 0 and hm,0: > 1, Eq. (S13) gives |pr| =~ 3H;pr and |pr| = pr/t = 3Hpr/2, respectively. Both are smaller than
4Hppr but not much smaller than 4Hpgr. To improve the approximation, we substitute Eq. (S13) into Eq. (4) to account for
the contribution from the pr term. The resulting equation reads

PR~ , (assuming pr < 4Hpr). (S13)

3hmm¢
———— +4H =T (1 14
(gt 41 pi = T (1+06) o (s14)
which upon substitution of wg = 0 yields
120y Mpmghm
PR = 222 oM pMglim (S15)

5 (3hmb: + 2)

In Figure S2, we display a comparison of the analytical results in Eqgs. (S11) and (S15) with full numerical results, for I'y =
4.11 x 107°Mp. As can be seen in the figure, Eqs. (S11) and (S15) describe the evolution of pg and pr accurately before the
universe transitions from ps domination to pr domination.
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FIG. S2. Evolution of ps and pr. Solid lines are computed in the full numerical approach, while dashed lines are obtained
using Egs. (S11) and (S15).

B. Analytical expressions for R and R

In the (+, — — —) metric convention, the Ricci scalar R in the FRW Universe is given by
i (&) :
R=-6 £+(5) } =6 [H+2H2]. (S16)

The time-derivative of the Ricci scalar is readily obtained by applying the second Friedmann equation,

_8p6 | VB4 W)(1=30)

= 1
R M2 A (S17)
By substituting Eq. (S7) into Eq. (S16) and evaluating the time derivative, we obtain the following analytical results
12h2,m3
R — mé S18
(3hmb: +2)2”° (S18)
. 72h%,m3
R —my (S19)

(3hmbs + 2)°

which are valid during reheating. Egs. (S18) and (S19) should be considered as leading approximations that do not account for
oscillations. To arrive at a more accurate description, we now incorporate the oscillatory terms in pg into R and R, as shown
in the following.

Given the explicit expression of p and its derivatives (p, p), Eq. (S16) can be used to directly compute R. This is most easily
seen by recalling that H = Mp'+/p/3 and H = Mp'd(\/p/3)dt, i.e. all relevant quantities can be written in terms of p and its
time derivatives. Hence, starting from

_4p+p/H

R=-Fm

(S20)

and taking p = pg, substituting Eqs. (S9) and (S7) into Eq. (S20), neglecting a few subdominant terms such as the A7 term in
Eq. (89), we eventually obtain

2m3 g7
R ——s 20 [1+43cos(20;)]. S21
NZ (B, £2)7 L1 T 300s(200)] (521)
The time derivative of Eq. (S21) gives
12mi g7 hm
N7 16in260; + ————— (1 + 3cos26;)| . S22
M2 (30;hom + 2)? 1 ) (522)

If we average out the sin 26, and cos 260; terms in Eq. (522), R reduces exactly to Eq. (S19), as expected.
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FIG. S3. The analytic expressions in Eqgs. (521) and (S22) for R (upper panels) and R (lower panels), compared with the full
numerical results obtained by solving Eq. (3) with the T-model potential in Eq. (7). The right panels are simply zoom-in views
of the left.

Finally, we note that Eq. (521) is similar to Eq. (4.22) in [39], but our result contains an extra factor “+2” in the denominator,
which yields a more accurate approximation at small 8;. In Fig. S3, we plot Egs. (S21) and (S22), and compare them with full
numerical results obtained by solving Eq. (3) with I'y = 0. As is shown in the figure, the analytical expressions agree well with
the numerical results.

C. The freeze-in and freeze-out values of Q¢

Next, we consider analytical approximations of Q¢ for the freeze in and the freeze out regimes. By defining Q¢ = gca®/a’

and Q% = ¢ila®/a}, one can rewrite Eq. (5) as

d o
%:C =TeQ¥ —TeQe . (523)

According to Appendix B in [7], the solution for this equation can be formally written as

Qc(t) = G(b) /0 t %ﬂ;&“(t')dt', G(t) = exp [— /O “Te (t) dt’}. (S24)

In the limit of 'c — 0, i.e. the freeze-in regime, we have G — 1 and thus

3 2n43
e - a/a; T
Qo ~ /Fchthz /RKdt, K= (6/]\/[2) TR (S25)
* c
Here, the temperature T can be determined from pg,
30 1/4 30 \ /4
T = <7T29* pR> = cgp}%/‘l with ¢4 = (7_‘_29*) ~ 0.41, (826)



where the number of effective relativistic degrees of freedom g, in the standard model is g, = 106.75 at the temperature scales
relevant to our work. By combining the analytical results (S6), (S15), and (S22), we get

. m3 @2 h 72Ty M2mghm \ 3 304 + 2
K~ ¢ m ¢ P ¢ im 1 20, + 2™ T 2 in 26, | . 2
RE ™~ oy <3hm9t +2) (7r29*(3hm91 12) 3cos 26, sin 26, (527)

By neglecting oscillatory terms and integrating from ¢ = ¢; (corresponding to 6; = 0) to t = oo, we obtain

2n+43
: 2 myé; 36 Dy Mpmghm\ 2
RKdt ~ 28
/¢¢ 3(2n + 3) MZMZ' M3 72g. ’ (528)

where “4¢” reminds us that we have neglected the sin26; and cos26; terms in Eq. (S27). To quantify the deviation of this
simplified result from the full result, which accounts for oscillations in RK, we define the following quantity

_ f¢¢ RKdt B fooo do (maet + 2)7(2n+7)/4
JREdt % g, (3h,,0, +2)~ "7/ [1 + 3 cos 26, + thmt? gip 204

; (S29)

Th

which is only a function of h,,. For h,, < 1, we find that r, varies within a quite narrow range, typically between 0.34 and
0.35 for n = 1. Finally, by combing the expressions above, we obtain the freeze-in value of Q¢c:

2n+3
1 2 m3é; 36 Ty M2Emghm ,
~ — for fi -in) . S30
Qo 3(2n + 3) MZMZ' M3 T2g, (for freeze-in) (530)

When I'c is too large, the approximations used to derive the freeze-in value are no longer valid but one can analytically
estimate Q¢ in the freeze-out regime. During freeze out, we assume that Q¢ is tightly coupled to QF' until the universe enters
the pr dominated era, in which Q' quickly vanishes because py decays exponentially in the subsequent evolution. Under this
assumption, we are only concerned with the evolution of Q¢ starting from the point when pr = pgy.

By equating Eq. (S11) to (S15), we obtain an approximate value for 0; at the time when pr becomes equal to ps,

- 5m¢hm — 2F¢

~ fi = . 1
04 STyl (for pr = py) (S31)

Using Eq. (S31) and assuming that the oscillating terms in Q¢ are negligible, we obtain

N \/gcg Fimid)?

Cq —
Q") =~ TR (at pr = pg), (832)

where ¢y has been defined in Eq. (S26). Once pr increases across py, Q¢ will drop exponentially as ¢ becomes comparable
to F;l. Meanwhile, Q¢ decreases at a much lower rate determined by I'c. The subsequent part of the evolution is no longer
sensitive to Q¢!, which can safely be set to zero. Eventually Q¢ will reach a stable value when I'c < H. Under this assumption,
we apply the formalism in Eq. (S24) to the period starting from pr = ps and integrate ¢ out to infinity. This results in

TS R 2n+41 2n—1
V3 (2\@) T MRt Ty

m—1\ 5 M2

Qc ~ (Q¢) exp | — (for freeze-out) . (S33)

If M¢ is very small, then Q¢ in Eq. (S33) would be exponentially suppressed. To estimate the magnitude of M¢ for when the
exponential suppression becomes highly efficient, we solve the following equation,

QC — 6_10 (834)

(@) ’

which gives

1 2n—1 1
VB N\ 2B\ B (AMp\ T

We refer to this Mg value as the e '° cut, or M, below which Q¢ is expected to be suppressed by at least a factor of
e 1%~ 107" compared to Q' at pr = pe.

One can estimate the transition from the freeze-in to the freeze-out regime by introducing a transition value M&>" for which
the argument of the exponential in (S33) equals —1. This definition implies the following relation

ME™S = 1077 ME™, (536)

which manifests the fact that the FO window becomes narrower for increasing n, as mentioned in the main text.



S3. SLOW-ROLL PARAMETERS

When adopting the T-model potential in Eq. (7), the slow-roll parameters can be obtained in compact analytical forms,
M2 (V'\? 4 _, \/5 é
=—|—) = =csch -
€= (V> 3¢ 3Mp |’ (837)
v 4 \F P ) \/5 P
ME (<= ) == |2-cosh - — h - .
P ( V) 3 |: cos ( 30, csc 30, (S38)

(S39)

n

The number of e-folds is given by

1 ¢ d¢’ 3 \Fqs 3 2 ¢

where ¢. denotes ¢ at the end of inflation.
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