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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



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’é¢ 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



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 Zs symmetric SHDM 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 Z; 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 Z; 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: Vj, which respects all phase rotations, and V¢, which remains
invariant under the subgroup G [11, 37]. Consequently, the scalar potential of a SHDM with
Zy-symmetry takes the following form:!

Vi=Vo+ Vg,
Vo = —(6161) — i3 (dho2) — 13(670)
FA1 (6] 61)% + Aaa(dhon)? + Aaz(9T9)?

+Au<¢1¢1><¢2¢2> + A3 (0hed2) (670) + a1 (670) (01 1)
Nio(6102) (9h61) + Mo (650) (8T d2) + Ny (87 01) (0]00),
Vz, = —um(ch $2) + M (8]62)> + Xa(650)> + A3(6761)” + hc., (2.1)

! Additional Z;-symmetric terms, such as (¢T¢1)(¢£¢), (qﬁ]{(bz)((ﬁcb), (qﬁ]{(bz)((ﬂ(ﬁl) and (qﬁJ{(bz)((bg(bg) are
not included since they do not affect the physical implications of the model [33].



where the three Higgs doublets, ¢1, ¢2, ¢, transform under the Z, group, respectively, as
9z, :diag(_la_17+1)' (22)

By construction, the parameters in the V{ part of the potential are real. However, pa-
rameters within the Vyz, sector are allowed to take complex values. The following notation
will be employed consistently throughout this paper:

No=INle% (G=1,2,3),  and pfy = |pfyle2. (2.3)
The composition of the doublets is as follows:
hi hy Gt
P11 = h1 + i , P2 = ho + 2 RS v+ H + iGO : (24)
V2 V2 V2

The doublets ¢1 and ¢o correspond to the two Zs-odd doublets, which do not acquire vacuum
expectation values (VEVSs), i.e., (¢1) = (p2) = 0, hence are referred to as inert doublets.
Meanwhile, ¢ is the Zj-even doublet that at low energy acquires a VEV given by (¢) =
v/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 GV correspond to the would-be Goldstone bosons. As indicated by the Z, transformation
defined in Eq. (2.2), the vacuum configuration (0,0,v/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, G°, and G* through
the production of ¢* and ¢°, 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 sector? 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
Zy symmetry®. 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 Z5 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.

3 As 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.



2.2 Inflaton potential for the 3SHDM

The action of the model we consider may be expressed in the Jordan frame as:
1
S5 = / d'z/~g [QMP%]R — Dup\ D¢y — Dugy D" é — Dy D' — V(1. 62, )
+(&lor]” + Eoldal” + &lol” + Ea(d] o) + €1 (0o R,  (25)

where R is the Ricci scalar, Mp; is the reduced Planck mass and the parameters &; are
dimensionless couplings of the scalar doublets to gravity. Note that, in principle, & could be
a complex parameter for which we use the notation

4= &l e (2.6)

In Eq. (2.5) the covariant derivative, D,,, 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 D, — 0,,.

We assume that the energy density associated with ¢ is sub-dominant during inflation.
Since the charged scalers in the inert doublets do not affect the inflationary dynamics we

1 0 1 0 o7
¢1_E h1 4+ im ’ ¢2_E ho + ing ‘ ( ' )

The part of the potential relevant for inflation is

write

V = —ud(6{61) — 13(0]62) + M1 (8]61)? + Aaa(9]2)? (28)
+ M2(D1d1) (@h2) + Mo (01 h2) (9h1) — 135 (d]2) + M1 (] 2)? + h.c.

With only (the neutral components of) ¢ and ¢o relevant during inflation, one can expand
the potential V' in Eq. (2.8) in terms of hy, ha, 71, n2. Note that the only terms in which 7
and 7o fields appear are the ones with u3, and \;. Expanding these terms explicitly yields
V D — 3y hihg €2=m) £ \; h2h2 2{n2=m) 1 h.c. So the fields appearing in the potential are
not 771 and 79 individually, but rather the combination 7y — n1; 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 7] = 12 — n;. Such a transformation is equivalent to taking
the 72 — 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.



Going from the Jordan frame to the Einstein frame

In terms of of fields hi, 71, and hg, the action in the Jordan frame can be written as

Sy = /d4$\/ [ <MP1 + &1 (B +n?) + &h3 + 2|4 (hahacy, + 771h2894)>R

1
*59’“' <8Mh18,,h1 + 0,moum + 8uh281,h2) = V(h1,m, 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 hq 2 and
7n1. This reduces the potential to

1
V(hi,mi, ha) & — | M1(h] +01)% + As2h3 + (M2 + Nio) (R + n7)h3
4

+ 2‘)‘1‘ <691 (h%(h% - "7%)) +2 391h%h1771>:| 3 (210)

where 67 is the phase of the A\; parameter, and ¢y, = cos0j, and sg, = sinf. 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

m=p1h, he = B2 ha, (2.11)

where [31, 52 are dependant on the angles 61,6, and the \; parameters of the potential (as
will be shown later in Eqgs. (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

Py
V() =7 h (2.12)
where

A= (1+87)% + haa B3 + ((Am + M) (14 B1) + 2| (ca, (1 = B7) + 289151)>522- (2.13)

In order to have the action in the Jordan frame resemble the action for ITHDM-inflation,
we make some additional rescalings:

£ = E(1+ B7) + €285 + 21€4] B2(co, + Bise,)

C=1+p81+p3
7=/
hy = \[Zhl . (2.14)
These rescalings render the Jordan-frame action as
2 1 ~ ~  \hi
Pl 1 v 1
= V- 1+7— | — =¢"0,h0h1 — —=| . 2.1
S] /d:E R( +r MP2)1> 29 (9“ 18 1 4(2 ( 5)




(We note that ?%2 gh2 )
After a conformal transformation to the Einstein frame, g,, — 02 9y Where 0% =
147 h? 2/MZ,, and in the limit 67 > 1, we can define a dimensionless scalar field A as

~ h2
A:\/éln\/l—H"Mlz, (2.16)
Pl

and the Einstein frame action is (here, R and ¢g"” are the Ricci scalar and metric tensor in
the Einstein frame)

1 A M i 2
S /d4x\/ PlR uVMpla Aa A — Zé‘T ( 672A/\/6> ] . (217)
The potential is the Einstein frame,
T N
AMpy (1 —2A/f) =V(4), (2.18)

452

is a result familiar from 1HDM inflation.

We will be interested in the effect of the non-minimal coupling £ and the associated
phase 4. Therefore, we will set & = & = 0 and assume that the initial field values are
such that Q? > 0 is guaranteed. Therefore, with these assumptions, the parameter E from
Eq. (2.14) is reduced to

g: 2‘54‘62(094 +51394)7 (219)
and the potential V(A) in Eq. (2.17) takes the form

V(A) = (£1|)2X(51,52) (1 —~ e—ﬁ/‘/é)Q, (2.20)

where we have collected all 51, B2 proportionality in the function X (1, 52) as

A

X (B1,B2) = 1R (co, + Brso )

(2.21)

To find the minimum of the inflationary potential, we use the procedure in Ref. [19] for a
2HDM. We first minimize X (31, 52) with respect to (32, which occurs at 90X (81, 82)/052 = 0,

yielding
)
B3 =1/ A;I (1+57) - (2.22)

We repeat the same treatment and minimise the X (1) function with respect to (31, which
results in:

(A +2|A1]c, )sg, — 2|A1]ca, 50,
(A —2|Xi]co, o, — 2| A1]s0,50,

B =

(2.23)



with A = Ao+ Ny +2v/A11A22 . Using the fa value in Eq. (2.22), we can write the X (51, 82)
function solely in terms of (i:

(1487 A+2[(1 — B7)co, + 28156, ] |\
4 (coy + P1504)?

Replacing the (; value which minimizes X (31, 82) back into the X (1) function itself, yields
the form of X independent of 51 and P with only #; and 4 as variables:

X(p) = : (2.24)

Y
A— 2)\1 COS(91 — 294)

X(61,04) = (2.25)
The function X (61, 64) depends on two angles (we take the ranges —m < ) < 7 and 0 < 04 <
7) and five quartic couplings (A1, A2, Mg, A11, and Ag2). With 51 and 3 fixed (hence my
and hy fixed in terms of hj), the potential is now a function of a single field A. Finally, we
arrive at

V(A) = (2]\45;")2 (1 _ e*2ﬁ/ﬁ)2x(el, 01). (2.26)

In the next section, we show that agreement with CMB measurements (for example
Planck 2018 [39]) requires X (01,04)/]€4> ~ 3.8 x 1071%. Since seven parameters enter
X (61,04) (along with the unknown &), 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 Asppn, then
roughly X (01,04) ~ Asupm, and we need |&4] ~ 5 x 10*v/Azppn.

In the 1THDM inflation model, there is one quartic coupling, Aigpm, and one nonminimal
coupling parameter, & ppum, and the corresponding requirement is &py ~ 5 X 104/ A HDM.
The 1HDM model constrains A\jgpy = 0.12, which demands and & apum ~ 10%. Such a large
value of {ppym 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 &4 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: {|€4], A1, A2, Ao, A1, A2z, 01,04} =
{1/6,8x10713,9x10712 1x107 11 1.1 x 1071, 1.15x 10~ 7 /3, 7/3} which yields X (01,04) =
107!, Fig. 1 shows the X (6, 64) function for allowed values of #; and 6, using the values of the
quartic couplings above as an example. For |¢4] = 1/6, the desired value is X (61,604) ~ 1071
This is the value displayed in Fig. 1.

3 Inflationary dynamics for the 3SHDM

Figure 2 shows the inflationary potential, given in Eq. (2.26), for different values of 6; and 6,.
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 61 and 6.

“Stability of the potential requires As; > 0, Aij + Xij > =2/ XXz, [N < [Nail, [Aij, [N, @ # 5 =1,2,3.
It is also reasonable to require the quartic couplings to be less than unity.
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Figure 2. The inflationary potential as a function of A= A/Mp for different values of 6; and 6,
(using the quartic couplings listed in the text).

For the calculation of the slow roll parameters the function X (01,64) and the factor
M, /4|€4]? are irrelevant since they cancel in the expressions for ey and 7y, which are

~\ 2
o= tamp (L) 24 L (3.1)

) 1 (d217> 4 22NV

(=)= 3.2
Py \ a2 3(1_ezz/¢a)2 2

nv =

where A = Mp; A. For field values of A > 1 (or equivalently, A > Mp), both parameters
ev,ny < 1, which satisfies the slow roll condition. Inflation ends when ey = 1, or when



A=A, =094
In terms of V' 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

A — 1 i ‘7 . 1 (1 —622/\/6)4 X(01,94)
* U 2m?ey MA 12872 p4A/VE &al? 7
r = 16ey,
ns = 1 — 6ey + 2ny . (3.3)

Next we wish to calculate as a function of A the number of e-folds of expansion before
the end of inflation:

T 1 AV 312 % 2 ¥ 9A B, 236
NG(A)_%Ae‘N/ldA_4[\/€Ae—\/éA—e IV 4 24NV (3.4)
For a given value of A, we can use Eq. (3.4) to calculate N.(A), Eq. (3.1) and Eq. (3.2) to
calculate ey and ny, and Eq. (3.3) to calculate ng, 7, and As. The results for ng, r, and A
as a function of N.(A) are given in Fig. 3.

We can use the limits on A to get an idea of the required value of X (61,604)/|€4]?. The
Planck 2018 limit on Ay is In(As) = 3.044 £+ 0.014 [39]. For an estimate, we take the central
vale of Ag = 2.1 x 107, and choose A4|¢|?/X (01,604) = 5.6 from the allowed region of Fig. 3.
Thus, agreement with CMB data would be satisfied for

X(61,64)
|€af?
This was the value used in Sec. 2.2, for which |£4] = 1/6.

At this point we can also check the field values in terms of the original field h;. Using
the value of A at the end of inflation, A, = 0.94, we find

~3.8x 10710, (3.5)

hl(Ae) — 0.82
Mp) V1€l Ba(co, + Br sa,)

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

(3.6)

and the transformations under the Z5 group of gz, = 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 (1,64)/|¢4]? ~ 3.8 x 10710, The function X (6y,6,) involves
five quartic couplings and two angles. Assuming the quartic couplings are of the same order
of magnitude, the requisite value of X (61,64)/|£4]* may be realized by choosing the quartic
couplings small, say A = O(10~!1), and the nonminimal coupling |£;] = O(1/6), or having the
quartic couplings the same order as in the THDM, A = 0.12, with the nonminimal coupling
|€4] = O(10%). The advantage of the 3SHDM inflation model over the 1THDM inflation model is
that it can avoid large nonminimal couplings and the concomitant unitarity issue (provided
the quartic couplings are very small).

,10,
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Figure 3. The spectral index ng (top), the tensor-to-scalar ratio r (middle), and the scalar amplitude
A, (bottom) as a function of N,(A). The horizontal dashed lines for n, represent the Planck-18
limits ns, = 0.9649 = 0.0042, and the vertical dashed lines are the corresponding values of Ne(g). The
regions of Ne(g) consistent with the limits on n, 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|£4|2/X(01704) < 6.1.

But the real advantage of the 3HDM inflation model is the appearance of a complex
quartic coupling A1, which will allow for baryogenesis after inflation®. Moreover, the 3HDM
is the most minimal model allowing for a complex non-minimal coupling to gravity, £, which
also contributes to baryogenesis.

®Note that all four parameters p3s, A1, A2 and A3 can be complex, however, A; 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 ¢1, ¢o.
Through the reheating process, this energy density is eventually transferred to the SM fields.
The first step in the process is conversion of ¢1, g2 to the active doublet ¢ through the po-
tential terms given in Eq. (2.26) which are responsible for producing a CP asymmetry in ¢,
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 ¢ is light with respect to the inflaton degrees of freedom, we expect the latter to quickly
annihilate to ¢. The end product will be the creation of an unequal number of ¢ and ¢*
quanta as follows.

To show how the CP-violating couplings of the inflaton lead to a scalar asymmetry, we
focus on the annihilation process ¢1¢1 — ¢¢ and the complex conjugated process.® From the
potential in Eq. (2.1), one can calculate the amplitude of these tree-level processes to be

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 ¢1¢; to ¢p¢ with
only ¢9 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.

<Z51\ , 1) ¢1\\ . ,¢
\\ // \ ,’— 2.\ ,/
N 7 N y N Vs
A ’ N / \ ’
\ 7 N / \ V4
\ 7 N |®/
/‘\ /’ ;N
, \ VAR N
7 N 7 \ / N
’ N ’ N ’ N
v AN 4 ~ PR A
’ \ , ~ ¢ \\qﬁ
Vs N R
1 1 ok
¢ - ¢ ®o-) L Q=X

Figure 4. On the left is the tree-level process ¢1¢1 — ¢¢, and on the right, the one-loop bubble
diagram with ¢9 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 ¢9 running in the loop is proportional to

M XA LA and MR M. (4.2)

5This 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 ¢ and ¢* states. We define the asymmetry AlC p as the
difference between the ¢; decay rate and its conjugate, and we find

2
1 tr loop tr loop
Acp < MGG o + Maigos| — ‘Mﬁ;{ww* + Mg sprgr
ox Im {)\1)\2)\3] Im[IQ] X *|>\1| |)\2| |)\3| Sin(91 + 09 + 93) Im[IQ] . (43)

This result illustrates that in order to produce an asymmetry in ¢, two conditions must be
met: 1) Im [A; A\gA3] # 0, or equivalently 0 +6+603 # nm, where n is an integer; 2) Im|[I2] # 0.
The last condition is satisfied if mg, < mg,. (If, instead, mg, > my,, 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 ¢
and ¢* 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 7, denoted as IV;, can be written in terms of the number
densities of particles and antiparticles (n; and n;) as

(4.4)

g:T? 2 for bosons
Ni=n; —n; = —p;

6 1 for fermions ’

where T is the temperature, g; is the number of degrees of freedom of a particle, and u; is
its chemical potential. Assuming that the primordial thermal bath contains SM fermions,
SM gauge bosons, and one Higgs doublet, ¢, 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 ¢ versus ¢* 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

Hw— = BW, M¢g:M0, /’L(b;::[l'—’ Hup s Hdp, HMers Mvp, MHugs HMHdr, Heg - (45)

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

W~ ¢t ¢8 = pw —p_ —po =0, (4.6)

W~ urd, = pw + fuy, — fa, =0, (4.7)
W-vrer = pw + pw, — ple, =0, (4.8)
QL-ddr = — pa, + po + pay =0, (4.9)

€ Qra O up = — g — po + fup =0, (4.10)
lr-¢per = — e, + Ho+ flep =0, (4.11)

where Qr (¢1) represents the left-handed quark (lepton) doublet, dr (ug) the right-handed
down-type (up-type) quark singlet, and e 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.”

Denoting the number of generations as /Ny = 3 and including factors of 3 for quark colors,
the charge density is calculated to be

Q@ = Ng(QeNep + QeNey, + 3QuNuy, + 3QuNuy, + 3QaNg, + 3QaNay)
+Q¢,  Ny- + Qw- Ny,
Q < =3pter — 3per, + Optuy, + 6ppug — 3pa, — 3tay — 20— — dpw
Q o 6y, — 61y, — 18uw + 14po, (4.12)

where we have used the relations in Eqgs. (4.6-4.11).
The density of the third component of weak isospin is

T? = Ny (T3 Ney + To Nup, + 373, Nuy, + 373, Na ) + Tg Noo + T)_ Ny + Tp- Ny,

5 3 3 9 9
T7 o¢ =g Hep + SHvy + Shuy = GHd — Ho — H = 4l
T o< =11y . (4.13)

Let us now turn to the baryon and lepton number comoving asymmetries. The comoving
baryon asymmetry, Yap, is

n T2
Vap = f = 53 No (Nuy + Nug + N, + Nag)
T2
YaBp = % (NUL + Hup + Hdp, + :U’dR) )
T3
Yan = 5 (4“71? +2—“}V) . (4.14)

"We 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, Var, is

_nr T2
VAL = o = aNg (Ne, + Nejp, + Ny,),
T2
VAL = 278 (F‘eL + Her T /’LVL) )

s Huy, Hw Ho
) LA 7) . 4.1

4.2.1 Above the critical temperature for electroweak symmetry breaking

Above the critical temperature, T¢, for the breakdown of electroweak symmetry, 7° must
vanish, so from Eq. (4.13), one concludes uy = 0. At T' > T, a final relationship between
chemical potentials is provided by “sphaleron” interactions, which take fields dydyurvy from
each generation into the vacuum; hence for each generation

2MdL T g, oy, = 2uw + BMUL + Hyy, = 3MUL + ty, = 0, (4'16)

where in the last expression we used puy = 0. Combining this result with the result @ = 0
(again with pw = 0) yields

g = o (4.17)

Therefore, above T

Yap=2—"52 =252

3 3
_ Hyp, ,UO)_ 51 1% oy, 5L T pg
_ ghve HON _ 90 L Hup 90 2 Moo 4.18
YaL ( 14 s T 24 s T (4.18)

Thus, an asymmetry in ¢ 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 fu,;, 7# ptq, and pe, # pu,, 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 Yap and Yar 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 Zs 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 £; = £2 = 0: This assumption simplifies the analysis and allows
us to focus on &4 and its associated phase.

5. A proportional solution relating the imaginary part of the first doublet, 11, and the
real part of the second doublet, hs, to the real part of the first doublet, hy: 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 ¢ production, I'y, = 1y, (04,6, —¢s|v|), approximately equal to the expansion
rate at the end of inflation, He &~ p1hi(A)/Mp). We may approximate (g1 100 |V]) =
|A3/2/u3. A final approximation is to take at the end of inflation ny, = pg, /1 =
H nggl /1. Together these approximations yield

Ly, —~ ‘)‘3‘2 Milgl

~

He /& ui

(5.1)
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The requirement I'y, /H, =~ 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, ps, would
decrease as the scale factor cubed.
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