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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics has been exhaustively tested and is in re-

markable agreement with experimental data, with its last missing piece – the Higgs boson –

discovered in 2012 by the ATLAS and CMS experiments at the CERN Large Hadron Collider

(LHC) [1, 2]. Although the observed properties of the Higgs are in agreement with those of

the SM, the Higgs boson may be just the first member of an extended scalar sector. Even

though so far no signs of new physics have been detected, it is well understood that the SM

of particle physics is incomplete, and enlargement of the minimal Higgs sector is a promising

avenue to search for physics Beyond the Standard Model (BSM).

Although the minimal SM accounts for all LHC data, it falls short of explaining several

aspects of nature, such as providing a viable candidate for Dark Matter (DM), having a

mechanism to generate the baryon asymmetry of the Universe (BAU), and, unless the Higgs

has a very large coupling to the Ricci scalar, lacking a candidate to drive inflation.

These are some of the theoretical and empirical reasons why it is widely accepted that one

needs to consider BSM frameworks in pursuit of a more complete theory of nature. A common

characteristic of many such BSM scenarios is an extended scalar sector. Non-minimal Higgs

frameworks with conserved discrete symmetries could naturally accommodate stabilised DM

candidates [3–13]. The scalar potential - the least constrained sector in the SM - if extended,

could also provide a strong first-order electroweak phase transition and sufficient amount of
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CP violation to accommodate a successful electroweak baryogenesis mechanism [14–17]. Such

a framework would predict new scalars which directly couple to the SM Higgs boson and are

around the electroweak scale, and therefore accessible by the LHC. This is only possible in

non-minimal Higgs frameworks larger than 2-Higgs doublet model (2HDM) [18]. Moreover,

extended scalar sectors could offer inflaton candidates [19, 20] whose positive contribution to

the running of the Higgs self-coupling stabilizes the electroweak vacuum [21–24].

In this paper we explore an extension of the minimal Higgs sector, introducing a second

and third (non c’è due senza tre) Higgs doublet, which admits the possibility of providing

an inflaton to drive inflation and a mechanism to generate the observed matter-antimatter

asymmetry in the Universe.

Scalars with non-minimal couplings to gravity which are light (here, light means mass

smaller than the expansion rate during inflation) are well-motivated inflaton candidates and

can drive the inflation process in the early Universe, such as in the Higgs-inflation model where

the SM-Higgs plays the role of the inflaton, albeit with a very large nonminimal coupling to

the Ricci scalar [25] (for a recent review including many references to the expansive literature,

see Ref. [26]). Another approach is to augment the minimal Higgs sector by the introduction

of a singlet scalar as in s-inflation models [27].

The minimal nature of Higgs-inflation makes it a compelling inflation model. However,

it suffers from the so-called unitarity or naturalness problem. This is due to the fact that

in order to account for the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) observations, the model

requires an unnaturally large coupling of Higgs to gravity [25]. Here, we will not comment

on this issue, but just note that in the three Higgs doublet model (3HDM) there need not be

unnaturally large couplings to gravity, but the quartic couplings in the scalar potential have

to be very small.

With regard to the role of scalars in generation of the BAU, extensive studies have been

carried out in one additional scalar singlet or in one additional scalar doublet extensions of

the SM (see e.g., [28, 29] and references therein). These models, however, by construction,

can only partly provide a solution to the SM drawbacks. One has to go beyond simple scalar

extensions of the SM to incorporate both CP violation and DM into the model [18, 30].

Specifically, if CP violation is embedded in the extended dark sector, a novel phenomenon

introduced for the first time in Ref. [31] and studied further in Refs. [32–35], then there will

be no contributions to the Electric Dipole Moments (EDMs) and no limit on the amount of

CP violation in the model since the dark sector is protected from directly coupling to the

SM particles. As a result, one can construct a CP-violating DM model with unbounded dark

CP violation. In fact, the CP violating dark particles need not have a Higgs-DM coupling

and can interact with the SM merely through the gauge bosons, ridding the model of all

current (in)direct detection and LHC bounds, while yielding relic abundance in agreement

with observation through the freeze-out or freeze-in mechanisms [18].

Going beyond the minimal scalar extensions of the SM, one can also allow for exotic

inflationary dynamics. Here, we introduce a novel mechanism for the BAU, namely baryoge-

nesis from (primordial) scalar asymmetries, which originated from CP-violating inflation as
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proposed in [36]. In this mechanism, an excess of matter over antimatter is produced when

the inflaton (with CP-violating couplings to gravity and SM Higgs) produces an asymmetry

in the light Higgs doublet field, which then is converted to a baryon excess through inflaton

interactions.

We present this novel mechanism in the context of a Z2 symmetric 3HDM with a CP-

violating extended dark sector [30–36]. It is important to note that such a scenario will require

at least three Higgs doublets, in order to allow for a complex coupling of the inflation to the

Ricci scalar (in addition to complex couplings in the scalar potential). The Z2 symmetry,

which distinguishes the two doublets responsible for driving inflation from the SM-like Higgs

doublet, forbids Flavour Changing Neutral Currents (FCNCs). Moreover, the primordial (or

‘the inflationary’) CP violation is introduced only through the complex couplings of the two

inflaton doublets to each other and to the Ricci scalar. Therefore, this model is in perfect

agreement with all low energy experimental constraints, including EDM limits. This is not

the case for a 2HDM model in which the Z2 symmetry required for suppression of FCNCs

will also forbid a complex coupling to the Ricci scalar.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2 we construct the inflationary potential and

discuss the conformal transformation between the Jordan and Einstein frames. In Sec. 3 we

derive the slow-roll parameters and show that our model is in perfect agreement with the latest

CMB measurements and can accommodate a conformal value for the non-minimal inflaton-

gravity coupling. In Sec. 4 we calculate scalar asymmetries resulting from the CP-violating

inflation and show how they lead to an asymmetry of matter over antimatter. Finally, in

Sec. 5 we conclude and discuss the future prospects of our framework.

2 The scalar potential

2.1 General definitions

The scalar potential of a 3HDM, invariant under a subgroup G of phase transformations, can

be decomposed into two parts: V0, which respects all phase rotations, and VG, which remains

invariant under the subgroup G [11, 37]. Consequently, the scalar potential of a 3HDM with

Z2-symmetry takes the following form:1

V = V0 + VZ2 ,

V0 = −µ2
1(ϕ

†
1ϕ1) − µ2

2(ϕ
†
2ϕ2) − µ2

3(ϕ
†ϕ)

+λ11(ϕ
†
1ϕ1)

2 + λ22(ϕ
†
2ϕ2)

2 + λ33(ϕ
†ϕ)2

+λ12(ϕ
†
1ϕ1)(ϕ

†
2ϕ2) + λ23(ϕ

†
2ϕ2)(ϕ

†ϕ) + λ31(ϕ
†ϕ)(ϕ†

1ϕ1)

+λ′
12(ϕ

†
1ϕ2)(ϕ

†
2ϕ1) + λ′

23(ϕ
†
2ϕ)(ϕ†ϕ2) + λ′

31(ϕ
†ϕ1)(ϕ

†
1ϕ),

VZ2 = −µ2
12(ϕ

†
1ϕ2) + λ1(ϕ

†
1ϕ2)

2 + λ2(ϕ
†
2ϕ)2 + λ3(ϕ

†ϕ1)
2 + h.c. , (2.1)

1Additional Z2-symmetric terms, such as (ϕ†ϕ1)(ϕ
†
2ϕ), (ϕ

†
1ϕ2)(ϕ

†ϕ), (ϕ†
1ϕ2)(ϕ

†
1ϕ1) and (ϕ†

1ϕ2)(ϕ
†
2ϕ2) are

not included since they do not affect the physical implications of the model [33].

– 3 –



where the three Higgs doublets, ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ, transform under the Z2 group, respectively, as

gZ2 = diag (−1,−1,+1) . (2.2)

By construction, the parameters in the V0 part of the potential are real. However, pa-

rameters within the VZ2 sector are allowed to take complex values. The following notation

will be employed consistently throughout this paper:

λj = |λj | ei θj (j = 1, 2, 3), and µ2
12 = |µ2

12| ei θ12 . (2.3)

The composition of the doublets is as follows:

ϕ1 =




h+1
h1 + iη1√

2


 , ϕ2 =




h+2
h2 + iη2√

2


 , ϕ =




G+

v + H + iG0

√
2


 . (2.4)

The doublets ϕ1 and ϕ2 correspond to the two Z2-odd doublets, which do not acquire vacuum

expectation values (VEVs), i.e., ⟨ϕ1⟩ = ⟨ϕ2⟩ = 0, hence are referred to as inert doublets.

Meanwhile, ϕ is the Z2-even doublet that at low energy acquires a VEV given by ⟨ϕ⟩ =

v/
√

2 ̸= 0, and is referred to as the active doublet. The active doublet serves as the SM Higgs

doublet, where the scalar field H is identified as the SM Higgs boson, and the components G±

and G0 correspond to the would-be Goldstone bosons. As indicated by the Z2 transformation

defined in Eq. (2.2), the vacuum configuration (0, 0, v/
√

2) preserves the symmetry of the

potential.

In this work, we explore a scenario where the components of the inert doublets drive

inflation and reheat the Universe after inflation through production of H, G0, and G± through

the production of ϕ± and ϕ0, the charged and neutral fields within the active doublet, which,

in turn, populate all SM particles in the primordial soup. During the inflationary epoch,

the VEV of the active doublet is assumed to be zero until electroweak symmetry breaking

(EWSB).

CP violation is incorporated only within the inert sector2 through the complex (quadratic

and quartic) couplings of the inert doublets to each other, through complex quartic couplings

to the active doublet and to the Ricci scalar, which will not affect the (tree-level) interactions

of the active doublet, i.e., the SM-like Higgs with the rest of the SM due to the conserved

Z2 symmetry3. As a result, the model is not constrained by EDM bounds [31]. The lightest

CP-mixed neutral state from the inert doublets is stable under the unbroken Z2 symmetry,

making it a viable DM candidate. However, the focus of this paper is on the inflationary

behaviour of the model, and we leave a detailed discussion of its DM implications for future

work.
2By which we mean that the neutral CP-even and CP-odds fields from the inert doublets will mix, resulting

in CP-mixed neutral states. Although the quartic couplings of the inert doublets with the Higgs are complex,

there is no mass mixing of the inert CP-mixed states and the SM-like Higgs.
3As doublets under the SU(2) gauge group of the SM, naturally, the inert doublets couple to the Z and W

bosons. Due to the CP-mixed nature of these inert states, their couplings to the gauge bosons will also be CP

violating.
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2.2 Inflaton potential for the 3HDM

The action of the model we consider may be expressed in the Jordan frame as:

SJ =

∫
d4x

√−g

[
1

2
M2

PlR−Dµϕ
†
1D

µϕ1 −Dµϕ
†
2D

µϕ2 −Dµϕ
†Dµϕ− V (ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ)

+
(
ξ1|ϕ1|2 + ξ2|ϕ2|2 + ξ3|ϕ|2 + ξ4(ϕ

†
1ϕ2) + ξ∗4(ϕ†

2ϕ1)
)
R

]
, (2.5)

where R is the Ricci scalar, MPl is the reduced Planck mass and the parameters ξi are

dimensionless couplings of the scalar doublets to gravity. Note that, in principle, ξ4 could be

a complex parameter for which we use the notation

ξ4 = |ξ4| eiθ4 . (2.6)

In Eq. (2.5) the covariant derivative, Dµ, contains couplings of the scalars with the gauge

bosons. However, for the dynamics during the inflation, the covariant derivative is reduced

to the normal derivative Dµ → ∂µ.

We assume that the energy density associated with ϕ is sub-dominant during inflation.

Since the charged scalers in the inert doublets do not affect the inflationary dynamics we

write

ϕ1 =
1√
2

(
0

h1 + iη1

)
, ϕ2 =

1√
2

(
0

h2 + iη2

)
. (2.7)

The part of the potential relevant for inflation is

V = −µ2
1(ϕ

†
1ϕ1) − µ2

2(ϕ
†
2ϕ2) + λ11(ϕ

†
1ϕ1)

2 + λ22(ϕ
†
2ϕ2)

2 (2.8)

+ λ12(ϕ
†
1ϕ1)(ϕ

†
2ϕ2) + λ′

12(ϕ
†
1ϕ2)(ϕ

†
2ϕ1) − µ2

12(ϕ
†
1ϕ2) + λ1(ϕ

†
1ϕ2)

2 + h.c.

With only (the neutral components of) ϕ1 and ϕ2 relevant during inflation, one can expand

the potential V in Eq. (2.8) in terms of h1, h2, η1, η2. Note that the only terms in which η1
and η2 fields appear are the ones with µ2

12 and λ1. Expanding these terms explicitly yields

V ⊃ −µ2
12 h1h2 e

i(η2−η1) + λ1 h
2
1h

2
2 e

2i(η2−η1) + h.c. So the fields appearing in the potential are

not η1 and η2 individually, but rather the combination η2 − η1; this hints to the existence

of a symmetry in the potential, i.e., a non-physical phase. One can rotate this unphysical

phase away, and define the state η′1 = η2 − η1. Such a transformation is equivalent to taking

the η2 → 0 limit, and we assume this limit to be taken when writing the fields in terms of

components in Eq. (2.7).

To facilitate the analysis, we apply a conformal transformation from the Jordan frame,

which contains terms with scalar-gravity couplings, to the Einstein frame with no explicit

couplings to gravity [38]. Physical observables are invariant under this frame transformation.

The two frames are equivalent after the end of inflation when the transformation parameter

equals unity.
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Going from the Jordan frame to the Einstein frame

In terms of of fields h1, η1, and h2, the action in the Jordan frame can be written as

SJ =

∫
d4x

√−g

[
1

2

(
M2

Pl + ξ1
(
h21 + η21

)
+ ξ2h

2
2 + 2|ξ4| (h1h2cθ4 + η1h2sθ4)

)
R

−1

2
gµν
(
∂µh1∂νh1 + ∂µη1∂νη1 + ∂µh2∂νh2

)
− V (h1, η1, h2)

]
, (2.9)

where the last term is the potential in Eq. (2.8), which could be simplified; since the quadratic

terms are subdominant at high field values we keep only terms that are quartic in h1,2 and

η1. This reduces the potential to

V (h1, η1, h2) ≈ 1

4

[
λ11(h

2
1 + η21)2 + λ22h

4
2 + (λ12 + λ′

12)(h
2
1 + η21)h22

+ 2|λ1|
(
cθ1
(
h22(h

2
1 − η21)

)
+ 2 sθ1h

2
2h1η1

)]
, (2.10)

where θ1 is the phase of the λ1 parameter, and cθk = cos θk and sθk = sin θk. In order to

simplify our analysis and keep the focus on the primordial CP violation (rather than dealing

with the intricacies of a multi-field inflationary scenario), we consider a proportional solution

in which the following relations hold

η1 = β1 h1 , h2 = β2 h1 , (2.11)

where β1, β2 are dependant on the angles θ1, θ4 and the λi parameters of the potential (as

will be shown later in Eqs. (2.22-2.23). In this limit, the model is reduced to the familiar

single-field inflation model and the potential can be written simply as

V (h1) =
λ̃

4
h41 (2.12)

where

λ̃ = λ11(1 +β2
1)2 +λ22 β

4
2 +

(
(λ12 +λ′

12)(1 +β2
1) + 2|λ1|

(
cθ1(1 − β2

1) + 2 sθ1β1
))

β2
2 . (2.13)

In order to have the action in the Jordan frame resemble the action for 1HDM-inflation,

we make some additional rescalings:

ξ̃ = ξ1(1 + β2
1) + ξ2β

2
2 + 2 |ξ4|β2(cθ4 + β1sθ4)

ζ̃ = 1 + β2
1 + β2

2

r̃ = ξ̃/ζ̃

h̃1 =

√
ζ̃ h1 . (2.14)

These rescalings render the Jordan-frame action as

SJ =

∫
d4x

√−g

[
M2

Pl

2
R

(
1 + r̃

h̃21
M2

Pl

)
− 1

2
gµν∂µh̃1∂ν h̃1 −

λ̃

4

h̃41

ζ̃2

]
. (2.15)
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(We note that r̃ h̃21 = ξ̃ h21.)

After a conformal transformation to the Einstein frame, gµν → Ω−2gµν where Ω2 =

1 + r̃ h̃21/M
2
Pl, and in the limit 6 r̃ ≫ 1, we can define a dimensionless scalar field Ã as

Ã =
√

6 ln

√
1 + r̃

h̃21
M2

Pl

, (2.16)

and the Einstein frame action is (here, R and gµν are the Ricci scalar and metric tensor in

the Einstein frame)

SE =

∫
d4x

√−g

[
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

2
gµνM2

Pl ∂µÃ ∂νÃ− λ̃

4

M4
Pl

ξ̃2

(
1 − e−2Ã/

√
6
)2
]
. (2.17)

The potential is the Einstein frame,

λ̃

4

M4
Pl

ξ̃2

(
1 − e−2Ã/

√
6
)2

≡ Ṽ (Ã) , (2.18)

is a result familiar from 1HDM inflation.

We will be interested in the effect of the non-minimal coupling ξ4 and the associated

phase θ4. Therefore, we will set ξ1 = ξ2 = 0 and assume that the initial field values are

such that Ω2 > 0 is guaranteed. Therefore, with these assumptions, the parameter ξ̃ from

Eq. (2.14) is reduced to

ξ̃ = 2 |ξ4|β2(cθ4 + β1sθ4) , (2.19)

and the potential Ṽ (Ã) in Eq. (2.17) takes the form

Ṽ (Ã) =

(
M2

Pl

2 |ξ4|

)2

X(β1, β2)
(

1 − e−2Ã/
√
6
)2

, (2.20)

where we have collected all β1, β2 proportionality in the function X(β1, β2) as

X(β1, β2) =
λ̃

4β2
2(cθ4 + β1 sθ4)2

. (2.21)

To find the minimum of the inflationary potential, we use the procedure in Ref. [19] for a

2HDM. We first minimize X(β1, β2) with respect to β2, which occurs at ∂X(β1, β2)/∂β2 = 0,

yielding

β2
2 =

√
λ11

λ22

(
1 + β2

1

)
. (2.22)

We repeat the same treatment and minimise the X(β1) function with respect to β1, which

results in:

β1 =
(Λ + 2|λ1|cθ1)sθ4 − 2|λ1|cθ4sθ1
(Λ − 2|λ1|cθ1)cθ4 − 2|λ1|sθ4sθ1

, (2.23)

– 7 –



with Λ = λ12 +λ′
12 + 2

√
λ11λ22 . Using the β2 value in Eq. (2.22), we can write the X(β1, β2)

function solely in terms of β1:

X(β1) =
(1 + β2

1) Λ + 2
[
(1 − β2

1)cθ1 + 2β1sθ1
]
|λ1|

4 (cθ4 + β1 sθ4)2
. (2.24)

Replacing the β1 value which minimizes X(β1, β2) back into the X(β1) function itself, yields

the form of X independent of β1 and β2 with only θ1 and θ4 as variables:

X(θ1, θ4) =
1
4Λ2 − λ2

1

Λ − 2λ1 cos(θ1 − 2θ4)
(2.25)

The function X(θ1, θ4) depends on two angles (we take the ranges −π < θ1 < π and 0 < θ4 <

π) and five quartic couplings (λ1, λ12, λ′
12, λ11, and λ22). With β1 and β2 fixed (hence η1

and h2 fixed in terms of h1), the potential is now a function of a single field Ã. Finally, we

arrive at

Ṽ (Ã) =

(
M2

Pl

2 |ξ4|

)2 (
1 − e−2Ã/

√
6
)2

X(θ1, θ4) . (2.26)

In the next section, we show that agreement with CMB measurements (for example

Planck 2018 [39]) requires X(θ1, θ4)/|ξ4|2 ∼ 3.8 × 10−10. Since seven parameters enter

X(θ1, θ4) (along with the unknown ξ4), it is not difficult to engineer this result. For ex-

ample, if we assume that all of the quartic couplings are of the same order, say λ3HDM, then

roughly X(θ1, θ4) ∼ λ3HDM, and we need |ξ4| ∼ 5 × 104
√
λ3HDM.4

In the 1HDM inflation model, there is one quartic coupling, λ1HDM, and one nonminimal

coupling parameter, ξ1HDM, and the corresponding requirement is ξ1HDM ∼ 5 × 104
√
λ1HDM.

The 1HDM model constrains λ1HDM = 0.12, which demands and ξ1HDM ≈ 104. Such a large

value of ξ1HDM has issues related to unitarity [40–42]. But in the 3HDM inflation setup the

quartic couplings associated with the inert doublets can be much smaller than 0.12, and a

much smaller value of ξ4 can be realized, evading, or at least mitigating, the unitarity issue.

For an explicit example of the choice of the quartic couplings satisfying vacuum stability,

consider the following illustrative choices of parameters: {|ξ4|, λ1, λ12, λ
′
12, λ11, λ22, θ1, θ4} =

{1/6, 8×10−13, 9×10−12, 1×10−11, 1.1×10−11, 1.15×10−11, π/3, π/3} which yields X(θ1, θ4) =

10−11. Fig. 1 shows the X(θ1, θ4) function for allowed values of θ1 and θ4 using the values of the

quartic couplings above as an example. For |ξ4| = 1/6, the desired value is X(θ1, θ4) ∼ 10−11.

This is the value displayed in Fig. 1.

3 Inflationary dynamics for the 3HDM

Figure 2 shows the inflationary potential, given in Eq. (2.26), for different values of θ1 and θ4.

Note that the potential is almost flat at high field values, which ensures a slow roll inflation.

The figure also demonstrates that the potential is not very sensitive to θ1 and θ4.

4Stability of the potential requires λii > 0, λij + λ′
ij > −2

√
λiiλjj , |λi| ≤ |λii|, |λij |, |λ′

ij |, i ̸= j = 1, 2, 3.

It is also reasonable to require the quartic couplings to be less than unity.
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Out[ ]=

Figure 1. The values of the X(θ1, θ4) function (multiplied by 1011) for varying values of θ1 and θ4
using the values of the quartic couplings in the text.
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Figure 2. The inflationary potential as a function of Ã = A/MPl for different values of θ1 and θ4
(using the quartic couplings listed in the text).

For the calculation of the slow roll parameters the function X(θ1, θ4) and the factor

M4
Pl/4|ξ4|2 are irrelevant since they cancel in the expressions for ϵV and ηV , which are

ϵV =
1

2
M2

Pl

(
1

Ṽ

dṼ

dA

)2

=
4

3

1
(

1 − e2Ã/
√
6
)2 , (3.1)

ηV = M2
Pl

1

Ṽ

(
d2Ṽ

dA2

)
=

4

3

2 − e2Ã/
√
6

(
1 − e2Ã/

√
6
)2 , (3.2)

where A = MPl Ã. For field values of Ã ≫ 1 (or equivalently, A ≫ MPl), both parameters

ϵV , ηV ≪ 1, which satisfies the slow roll condition. Inflation ends when ϵV = 1, or when
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Ã = Ãe = 0.94.

In terms of Ṽ and the slow-roll parameters, the amplitude of the scalar power spectrum,

As, the tensor to scalar ratio, r, and the scalar spectral index, ns are given by

As =
1

24π2

1

ϵV

Ṽ

M4
Pl

=
1

128π2

(1 − e2Ã/
√
6)4

e4Ã/
√
6

X(θ1, θ4)

|ξ4|2
,

r = 16ϵV ,

ns = 1 − 6ϵV + 2ηV . (3.3)

Next we wish to calculate as a function of Ã the number of e-folds of expansion before

the end of inflation:

Ne(Ã) =
1

M2
Pl

∫ A

Ae

Ṽ

Ṽ ′
dA =

3

4

[
2√
6
Ãe −

2√
6
Ã− e2Ãe/

√
6 + e2Ã/

√
6

]
. (3.4)

For a given value of Ã, we can use Eq. (3.4) to calculate Ne(Ã), Eq. (3.1) and Eq. (3.2) to

calculate ϵV and ηV , and Eq. (3.3) to calculate ns, r, and As. The results for ns, r, and As

as a function of Ne(Ã) are given in Fig. 3.

We can use the limits on As to get an idea of the required value of X(θ1, θ4)/|ξ4|2. The

Planck 2018 limit on As is ln(As) = 3.044 ± 0.014 [39]. For an estimate, we take the central

vale of As = 2.1 × 10−9, and choose As|ξ|2/X(θ1, θ4) = 5.6 from the allowed region of Fig. 3.

Thus, agreement with CMB data would be satisfied for

X(θ1, θ4)

|ξ4|2
∼ 3.8 × 10−10 . (3.5)

This was the value used in Sec. 2.2, for which |ξ4| = 1/6.

At this point we can also check the field values in terms of the original field h1. Using

the value of Ã at the end of inflation, Ãe = 0.94, we find

h1(Ãe)

MPl
=

0.82√
|ξ4|β2(cθ4 + β1 sθ4)

. (3.6)

To conclude this section we note that the 3HDM inflation model with two inert doublets

and the transformations under the Z2 group of gZ2 = diag (−1,−1,+1) is effectively a single-

field inflation model with a potential given by Eq. (2.20). This model is consistent with CMB

observations for the choice X(θ1, θ4)/|ξ4|2 ∼ 3.8 × 10−10. The function X(θ1, θ4) involves

five quartic couplings and two angles. Assuming the quartic couplings are of the same order

of magnitude, the requisite value of X(θ1, θ4)/|ξ4|2 may be realized by choosing the quartic

couplings small, say λ = O(10−11), and the nonminimal coupling |ξ4| = O(1/6), or having the

quartic couplings the same order as in the 1HDM, λ = 0.12, with the nonminimal coupling

|ξ4| = O(104). The advantage of the 3HDM inflation model over the 1HDM inflation model is

that it can avoid large nonminimal couplings and the concomitant unitarity issue (provided

the quartic couplings are very small).

– 10 –



0.955

0.960

0.965

0.970

0.975

n
s

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

r

45 47 49 51 53 55 57 59 61 63 65

Ne(Ã)
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Figure 3. The spectral index ns (top), the tensor-to-scalar ratio r (middle), and the scalar amplitude

As (bottom) as a function of Ne(Ã). The horizontal dashed lines for ns represent the Planck-18

limits ns = 0.9649± 0.0042, and the vertical dashed lines are the corresponding values of Ne(Ã). The

regions of Ne(Ã) consistent with the limits on ns are also shown in the middle and bottom figures.

The corresponding limit on r satisfies the Planck bound (r < 0.06). The bottom figure illustrates that

3.7 < As|ξ4|2/X(θ1, θ4) < 6.1.

But the real advantage of the 3HDM inflation model is the appearance of a complex

quartic coupling λ1, which will allow for baryogenesis after inflation5. Moreover, the 3HDM

is the most minimal model allowing for a complex non-minimal coupling to gravity, ξ4 which

also contributes to baryogenesis.

5Note that all four parameters µ2
12, λ1, λ2 and λ3 can be complex, however, λ1 is the only one affecting the

inflationary potential. The complex phase of other parameters affect the reheating process, which we discuss

in an upcoming publication.
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4 Baryogenesis from scalar asymmetries

4.1 Scalar asymmetries

After inflation the energy density of the Universe is stored in the inflaton fields ϕ1, ϕ2.

Through the reheating process, this energy density is eventually transferred to the SM fields.

The first step in the process is conversion of ϕ1, ϕ2 to the active doublet ϕ through the po-

tential terms given in Eq. (2.26) which are responsible for producing a CP asymmetry in ϕ,

which is then transferred to an asymmetry in the SM degrees of freedom.

To discuss the consequences of complex phases we assume instant reheating. Since the

field ϕ is light with respect to the inflaton degrees of freedom, we expect the latter to quickly

annihilate to ϕ. The end product will be the creation of an unequal number of ϕ and ϕ∗

quanta as follows.

To show how the CP-violating couplings of the inflaton lead to a scalar asymmetry, we

focus on the annihilation process ϕ1ϕ1 → ϕϕ and the complex conjugated process.6 From the

potential in Eq. (2.1), one can calculate the amplitude of these tree-level processes to be

Mtree
ϕ1ϕ1→ϕϕ ∝ λ3 and Mtree

ϕ∗
1ϕ

∗
1→ϕ∗ϕ∗ ∝ λ∗

3 . (4.1)

The generation of the asymmetry is sensitive to the interference between the tree and loop

diagrams. At one loop level, there are many diagrams that contribute to this process. For the

purpose of demonstration, we consider the bubble diagrams which convert ϕ1ϕ1 to ϕϕ with

only ϕ2 in the loop, as shown in Fig. 4. Clearly, one needs to take into account all diagrams

contributing to this decay process, specially since there may be interferences cancelling the

CP asymmetry. However, since all scalar couplings in the potential can be different, one can

ensure that such cancellation does not occur. More careful analysis of these effects is deferred

to a future work.
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Figure 4. On the left is the tree-level process ϕ1ϕ1 → ϕϕ, and on the right, the one-loop bubble

diagram with ϕ2 in the loop, yielding an absorptive part to the amplitude since the particles in the

loop can propagate on shell [43–48].

The amplitude of the loop process with ϕ2 running in the loop is proportional to

Mloop
ϕ1ϕ1→ϕϕ ∝ λ∗

1 I2 λ
∗
2 and Mloop

ϕ∗
1ϕ

∗
1→ϕ∗ϕ∗ ∝ λ1 I2 λ2 . (4.2)

6This is similar in spirit to the approach in Refs. [43, 44].
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Due to the interference of the tree and loop diagrams, the decay processes are CP violating

and result in unequal number of ϕ and ϕ∗ states. We define the asymmetry A1
CP as the

difference between the ϕ1 decay rate and its conjugate, and we find

A1
CP ∝

∣∣∣Mtree
ϕ1ϕ1→ϕϕ + Mloop

ϕ1ϕ1→ϕϕ

∣∣∣
2
−
∣∣∣Mtree

ϕ∗
1ϕ

∗
1→ϕ∗ϕ∗ + Mloop

ϕ∗
1ϕ

∗
1→ϕ∗ϕ∗

∣∣∣
2

∝ Im [λ1λ2λ3] Im[I2] ∝ −|λ1| |λ2| |λ3| sin(θ1 + θ2 + θ3) Im[I2] . (4.3)

This result illustrates that in order to produce an asymmetry in ϕ, two conditions must be

met: 1) Im [λ1λ2λ3] ̸= 0, or equivalently θ1+θ2+θ3 ̸= nπ, where n is an integer; 2) Im[I2] ̸= 0.

The last condition is satisfied if mϕ2 < mϕ1 . (If, instead, mϕ2 > mϕ1 , an expression similar

to Eq. (4.3) would obtain mutatis mutandis.)

This asymmetry in the scalar sector will be then transferred to the fermion sector as

described in detail in Sec. 4.2.

4.2 Baryogenesis

In this subsection we demonstrate how the asymmetry produced in the number densities of ϕ

and ϕ∗ can translate into an asymmetry in the baryon number. Our analysis closely follows

the original analysis of Ref. [49], or more recently, follows Refs. [50] and [51].

The asymmetry in particle species i, denoted as Ni, can be written in terms of the number

densities of particles and antiparticles (ni and ni) as

Ni ≡ ni − ni =
giT

2

6
µi ×

{
2 for bosons

1 for fermions
, (4.4)

where T is the temperature, gi is the number of degrees of freedom of a particle, and µi is

its chemical potential. Assuming that the primordial thermal bath contains SM fermions,

SM gauge bosons, and one Higgs doublet, ϕ, we consider temperatures after reheating (well

before the electroweak phase transition) when all the Yukawa interactions are in equilibrium.

Moreover, the gauge symmetries at these temperatures are unbroken, leading to zero chemical

potential for the gauge bosons. To show that the asymmetry produced in ϕ versus ϕ∗ can be

used to generate a baryon asymmetry, let us calculate the chemical potential for all particles

in the primordial thermal bath.

Note that when an interaction is in chemical equilibrium, the sum of the chemical po-

tentials of all particles involved vanishes. Chemical potentials for the fields are defined to

be

µW− = µW , µϕ0
3

= µ0, µϕ−
3

= µ−, µuL , µdL , µeL , µνL , µuR , µdR , µeR . (4.5)

With interactions in equilibrium, the following terms lead to the indicated relations among
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the chemical potentials:

W− ϕ+ϕ0
3 ⇒ µW − µ− − µ0 = 0, (4.6)

W− uL d̄L ⇒ µW + µuL − µdL = 0, (4.7)

W− νL ēL ⇒ µW + µνL − µeL = 0, (4.8)

Q̄L · ϕ dR ⇒ − µdL + µ0 + µdR = 0, (4.9)

ϵab Q̄La Φ†
3b uR ⇒ − µuL − µ0 + µuR = 0, (4.10)

ℓ̄L · ϕ eR ⇒ − µeL + µ0 + µeR = 0, (4.11)

where QL (ℓL) represents the left-handed quark (lepton) doublet, dR (uR) the right-handed

down-type (up-type) quark singlet, and eR the right-handed lepton singlet fields. It is under-

stood that Eqs. (4.7-4.11) apply for each generation of quarks and leptons. We will assume

there are rapid flavor-changing interactions, so the chemical potentials for all generations of

quark and lepton fields are equal.7

Denoting the number of generations as Ng = 3 and including factors of 3 for quark colors,

the charge density is calculated to be

Q = Ng (QeNeR + QeNeL + 3QuNuL + 3QuNuR + 3QdNdL + 3QdNdR)

+Qϕ3−
Nϕ− + QW−NW− ,

Q ∝ −3µeR − 3µeL + 6µuL + 6µuR − 3µdL − 3µdR − 2µ− − 4µW ,

Q ∝ 6µuL − 6µνL − 18µW + 14µ0 , (4.12)

where we have used the relations in Eqs. (4.6-4.11).

The density of the third component of weak isospin is

T 3 = Ng

(
T 3
eL
NeL + T 3

νL
NνL + 3T 3

uL
NuL + 3T 3

dL
NdL

)
+ T 3

ϕ30
Nϕ0 + T 3

ϕ3−
Nϕ− + T 3

W−NW− ,

T 3 ∝ −3

2
µeL +

3

2
µνL +

9

2
µuL − 9

2
µdL − µ0 − µ− − 4µW ,

T 3 ∝ −11µW . (4.13)

Let us now turn to the baryon and lepton number comoving asymmetries. The comoving

baryon asymmetry, Y∆B, is

Y∆B ≡ nB

s
=

T 2

6 s
Ng (NuL + NuR + NdL + NdR) ,

Y∆B =
T 2

2 s
(µuL + µuR + µdL + µdR) ,

Y∆B =
T 3

2 s

(
4
µuL

T
+ 2

µW

T

)
. (4.14)

7We now know that neutrinos have mass and lepton flavor is not conserved, so we will also assume equal

chemical potentials for each neutrino flavor.
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The lepton number comoving asymmetry, Y∆L, is

Y∆L ≡ nL

s
=

T 2

6 s
Ng (NeL + NeR + NνL) ,

Y∆L =
T 2

2 s
(µeL + µeR + µνL) ,

Y∆L =
T 3

2 s

(
3
µνL

T
+ 2

µW

T
− µ0

T

)
. (4.15)

4.2.1 Above the critical temperature for electroweak symmetry breaking

Above the critical temperature, TC , for the breakdown of electroweak symmetry, T 3 must

vanish, so from Eq. (4.13), one concludes µW = 0. At T > TC , a final relationship between

chemical potentials is provided by “sphaleron” interactions, which take fields dLdLuLνL from

each generation into the vacuum; hence for each generation

2µdL + µuL + µνL = 2µW + 3µuL + µνL = 3µuL + µνL = 0, (4.16)

where in the last expression we used µW = 0. Combining this result with the result Q = 0

(again with µW = 0) yields

µuL = − 7

12
µ0 . (4.17)

Therefore, above TC

Y∆B = 2
T 3

s

µuL

T
= −7

6

T 3

s

µ0

T
,

Y∆L =
T 3

2s

(
3
µνL

T
− µ0

T

)
= −51

14

T 3

s

µuL

T
=

51

24

T 3

s

µ0

T
. (4.18)

Thus, an asymmetry in ϕ will convert to a baryon and a lepton asymmetry.

4.2.2 Below the critical temperature for electroweak symmetry breaking

After EWSB, the chemical potential for the fields inside an electroweak multiplet are no

longer equal, so µuL ̸= µdL and µeL ̸= µνL , the particles may no longer be relativistic, and

there is a temperature dependence to the sphaleron process. This affects our calculations in

Sec. 4.2.1. However, this will only change the numerical factors of Y∆B and Y∆L and does

not cancel the asymmetry produced.

5 Conclusion and outlook

Scalar fields which have non-minimal couplings to gravity are well-motivated inflaton candi-

dates. Paradigmatic examples are the Higgs-inflation [25] and s-inflation models [27]. In this

paper, we have considered a scenario where several non-minimally coupled scalars contribute

to the inflationary dynamics. In particular we investigated a model where these scalars are
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electroweak doublets and therefore generalize Higgs inflation. We focused on a setting where

the dominant non-minimal coupling is allowed to be complex and investigated the effect that

this would have on CP violation in our Universe. We determined the inflationary dynamics in

the regime where the model essentially conforms to the predictions of a single-field inflation

model. The essential difference is that the inflaton obtains a non-zero phase representing

a possible source of CP violation for subsequent post-inflationary evolution. At the end of

inflation, the inflaton particle, which is naturally assumed to have couplings with the SM

Higgs, dumps its energy into the SM particle bath through the process of reheating, which

populates the Universe with the SM particles. We showed how the complex value of the

inflaton field leads to an asymmetry in the active scalar fields, and how this asymmetry will

further be transmitted to the fermion sector.

This paper is intended to be a proof of concept that baryogenesis is viable in a CP-

violating inflation scenario which requires a 3HDM setup. As there are many unknown

coupling constants and masses, a detailed model is not warranted at this time.

We now review the assumptions and simplifications made in the analysis.

1. A three-Higgs doublet model: Three Higgs doublets are essential because the one- or

two-Higgs doublet model cannot incorporate the CP-violating inflation phenomenon.

2. An inert and an active sector: Two Higgs doublets form inert doublets and are assumed

to be heavier than the active doublet that serves as the SM Higgs doublet. The scalars

in the inert sector will serve as inflaton candidates, while the Higgs in the active sector

will serve as the SM Higgs.

3. Introduction of a Z2 symmetry: This forbids FCNCs, and CP violation is only through

the two heavy inflaton doublets. Such CP violation does not contribute to EDMs.

4. Nonminimal couplings ξ1 = ξ2 = 0: This assumption simplifies the analysis and allows

us to focus on ξ4 and its associated phase.

5. A proportional solution relating the imaginary part of the first doublet, η1, and the

real part of the second doublet, h2, to the real part of the first doublet, h1: This is for

convenience; otherwise, one would have to analyze a three-field inflaton model.

6. Immediate reheating: For immediate reheating we must have, at the end of inflation,

the rate of ϕ production, Γϕ1 = nϕ1⟨σϕ1ϕ1→ϕϕ|v|⟩, approximately equal to the expansion

rate at the end of inflation, He ≈ µ1h1(Ã)/MPl. We may approximate ⟨σϕ1ϕ1→ϕϕ|v|⟩ ≈
|λ3|2/µ2

1. A final approximation is to take at the end of inflation nϕ1 = ρϕ1/µ1 =

H2
eM

2
Pl/µ1. Together these approximations yield

Γϕ1

He
≈ |λ3|2√

|ξ4|
M2

Pl

µ2
1

. (5.1)
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The requirement Γϕ1/He ≈ 1 can be easily satisfied. If the ratio is much larger than

unity we would be in the warm inflation region; if much less than unity, ρϕ1 would

decrease as the scale factor cubed.
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[9] D. Jurčiukonis and L. Lavoura, The centers of discrete groups as stabilizers of dark matter,

PTEP 2023 (2023) 023B02 [2210.12133].

[10] A. Aranda, D. Hernández-Otero, J. Hernández-Sanchez, V. Keus, S. Moretti, D. Rojas-Ciofalo

et al., Z3 symmetric inert (2+1)-Higgs-doublet model, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 015023

[1907.12470].

[11] V. Keus, S. F. King and S. Moretti, Three-Higgs-doublet models: symmetries, potentials and

Higgs boson masses, JHEP 01 (2014) 052 [1310.8253].

[12] C. E. Yaguna and O. Zapata, Multi-component scalar dark matter from a ZN symmetry: a

systematic analysis, JHEP 03 (2020) 109 [1911.05515].

[13] M. Hirsch, S. Morisi, E. Peinado and J. W. F. Valle, Discrete dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 82

(2010) 116003 [1007.0871].

– 17 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.08.020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.7214
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.08.021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.7235
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.016004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.016004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3426
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.02.053
https://arxiv.org/abs/0708.3371
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.035006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.0045
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/03/038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.4491
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.04.015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3053
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)100
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.07488
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptad004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.12133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.015023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.12470
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.8253
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)109
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.05515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.116003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.116003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.0871


[14] D. E. Morrissey and M. J. Ramsey-Musolf, Electroweak baryogenesis, New J. Phys. 14 (2012)

125003 [1206.2942].

[15] V. A. Kuzmin, V. A. Rubakov and M. E. Shaposhnikov, On the Anomalous Electroweak Baryon

Number Nonconservation in the Early Universe, Phys. Lett. B 155 (1985) 36.

[16] N. Turok and J. Zadrozny, Dynamical generation of baryons at the electroweak transition, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 2331.

[17] A. G. Cohen, D. B. Kaplan and A. E. Nelson, Baryogenesis at the weak phase transition, Nucl.

Phys. B 349 (1991) 727.

[18] V. Keus, Dark CP-violation through the Z-portal, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 073007

[1909.09234].

[19] J.-O. Gong, H. M. Lee and S. K. Kang, Inflation and dark matter in two Higgs doublet models,

JHEP 04 (2012) 128 [1202.0288].

[20] S. Choubey and A. Kumar, Inflation and Dark Matter in the Inert Doublet Model, JHEP 11

(2017) 080 [1707.06587].

[21] G. Degrassi, S. Di Vita, J. Elias-Miro, J. R. Espinosa, G. F. Giudice, G. Isidori et al., Higgs

mass and vacuum stability in the Standard Model at NNLO, JHEP 08 (2012) 098 [1205.6497].

[22] M. Gonderinger, H. Lim and M. J. Ramsey-Musolf, Complex Scalar Singlet Dark Matter:

Vacuum Stability and Phenomenology, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 043511 [1202.1316].

[23] J. Elias-Miro, J. R. Espinosa, G. F. Giudice, H. M. Lee and A. Strumia, Stabilization of the

Electroweak Vacuum by a Scalar Threshold Effect, JHEP 06 (2012) 031 [1203.0237].

[24] S. Di Chiara, V. Keus and O. Lebedev, Stabilizing the Higgs potential with a Z′, Phys. Lett. B
744 (2015) 59 [1412.7036].

[25] F. L. Bezrukov and M. Shaposhnikov, The Standard Model Higgs boson as the inflaton, Phys.

Lett. B 659 (2008) 703 [0710.3755].

[26] J. Rubio, Higgs inflation, Front. Astron. Space Sci. 5 (2019) 50 [1807.02376].

[27] K. Enqvist, S. Nurmi, T. Tenkanen and K. Tuominen, Standard Model with a real singlet scalar

and inflation, JCAP 08 (2014) 035 [1407.0659].

[28] C. Englert, T. Plehn, D. Zerwas and P. M. Zerwas, Exploring the Higgs portal, Phys. Lett. B

703 (2011) 298 [1106.3097].

[29] G. C. Branco, P. M. Ferreira, L. Lavoura, M. N. Rebelo, M. Sher and J. P. Silva, Theory and

phenomenology of two-Higgs-doublet models, Phys. Rept. 516 (2012) 1 [1106.0034].

[30] V. Keus, CP violation and BSM Higgs bosons, PoS CHARGED2016 (2016) 017

[1612.03629].

[31] A. Cordero-Cid, J. Hernández-Sánchez, V. Keus, S. F. King, S. Moretti, D. Rojas et al., CP

violating scalar Dark Matter, JHEP 12 (2016) 014 [1608.01673].

[32] A. Cordero, J. Hernandez-Sanchez, V. Keus, S. F. King, S. Moretti, D. Rojas et al., Dark

Matter Signals at the LHC from a 3HDM, JHEP 05 (2018) 030 [1712.09598].

– 18 –

https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/12/125003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/12/125003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.2942
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)91028-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.2331
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.2331
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90395-E
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90395-E
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.073007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.09234
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2012)128
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.0288
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)080
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)080
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06587
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2012)098
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.6497
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.043511
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.1316
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2012)031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.0237
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.03.013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.7036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.072
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.072
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3755
https://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2018.00050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02376
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/08/035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.0659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.08.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.3097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2012.02.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.0034
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.286.0017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.03629
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.01673
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.09598


[33] A. Cordero-Cid, J. Hernández-Sánchez, V. Keus, S. Moretti, D. Rojas and D. Soko lowska,

Lepton collider indirect signatures of dark CP-violation, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 135

[1812.00820].

[34] A. Cordero-Cid, J. Hernández-Sánchez, V. Keus, S. Moretti, D. Rojas-Ciofalo and

D. Soko lowska, Collider signatures of dark CP -violation, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 095023

[2002.04616].

[35] V. Keus, Dark origins of matter-antimatter asymmetry, PoS CORFU2019 (2020) 059

[2003.02141].

[36] V. Keus and K. Tuominen, CP-violating inflation and its cosmological imprints, Phys. Rev. D

104 (2021) 063533 [2102.07777].

[37] I. P. Ivanov, V. Keus and E. Vdovin, Abelian symmetries in multi-Higgs-doublet models, J.

Phys. A 45 (2012) 215201 [1112.1660].

[38] D. I. Kaiser, Conformal Transformations with Multiple Scalar Fields, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010)

084044 [1003.1159].

[39] Planck collaboration, Y. Akrami et al., Planck 2018 results. X. Constraints on inflation,

Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A10 [1807.06211].

[40] J. L. F. Barbon and J. R. Espinosa, On the Naturalness of Higgs Inflation, Phys. Rev. D 79

(2009) 081302 [0903.0355].

[41] C. P. Burgess, H. M. Lee and M. Trott, Comment on Higgs Inflation and Naturalness, JHEP

07 (2010) 007 [1002.2730].

[42] M. P. Hertzberg, On Inflation with Non-minimal Coupling, JHEP 11 (2010) 023 [1002.2995].

[43] K. R. S. Balaji, T. Biswas, R. H. Brandenberger and D. London, Dynamical CP violation in the

early universe, Phys. Lett. B 595 (2004) 22 [hep-ph/0403014].

[44] K. R. S. Balaji, T. Biswas, R. H. Brandenberger and D. London, Dynamical CP violation in the

early universe and leptogenesis, Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 056005 [hep-ph/0506013].

[45] T. Yanagida and M. Yoshimura, Cosmological Amount of Baryons, Nucl. Phys. B 168 (1980)

534.

[46] D. V. Nanopoulos and S. Weinberg, Mechanisms for Cosmological Baryon Production, Phys.

Rev. D 20 (1979) 2484.

[47] J. A. Harvey, E. W. Kolb, D. B. Reiss and S. Wolfram, Calculation of Cosmological Baryon

Asymmetry in Grand Unified Gauge Models, Nucl. Phys. B 201 (1982) 16.

[48] E. W. Kolb and M. S. Turner, Grand Unified Theories and the Origin of the Baryon

Asymmetry, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 33 (1983) 645.

[49] J. A. Harvey and M. S. Turner, Cosmological baryon and lepton number in the presence of

electroweak fermion number violation, Phys. Rev. D 42 (1990) 3344.

[50] G. Servant and S. Tulin, Baryogenesis and Dark Matter through a Higgs Asymmetry, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 151601 [1304.3464].
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