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Abstract. We explore a purely gravitational origin of observed baryon asymmetry and dark
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ture. Considering the PBHs are described by a Reissner-Nordstréom metric, and are produced
in a radiation dominated Universe, we show, it is possible to simultaneously explain the
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approximation, taking into account the quantum effects on charged PBH dynamics due to
memory burden.
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1 Introduction

Since the pioneering work by Stephen Hawking [1, 2], primordial black holes (PBHs) have
captivated astrophysicists and cosmologists. There are many mechanisms for PBH formation,
for example, bubble collisions [3, 4] or collapse of scalar fields [5, 6]. It is usually assumed that
the formation of PBHs happened from some time during inflation to the radiation-dominated
epoch [7]. PBHs with lifetimes longer than the Universe’s age, specifically those with Mpy 2
10'% g, could account for dark matter (DM) within the mass window: 10*7 < Mpp/g <
1023 [8, 9]. These objects might also source gravitational waves (GW) [10-12] and explain
other cosmic events [13, 14]. Conversely, lighter PBHs (Mpy < 10 g) may have shaped
the early Universe by dominating Universe’s energy density before evaporation. Their decay
could produce particles within and beyond the Standard Model (SM), and even contribute
to dark matter production [15-48], baryon asymmetry [15, 40, 49-62], and cogenesis [15, 23,
25, 34, 35, 50, 51, 53, 54, 63—68]. These studies assume PBHs remain classical throughout
their lifetime, validating a semiclassical approach. However, Hawking’s framework loses
accuracy when PBHs evaporate half their initial mass, a phenomenon known as the memory
burden [69, 70], that arises from quantum information retained by the system, creating a
backreaction that stabilizes the PBH halfway through its decay. Recent studies have explored
memory burden’s implications for DM, baryon asymmetry, and primordial GW signatures,
see, for example, Refs. [71-80].

The origin of the Universe’s baryon asymmetry and the nature of cosmological DM are
among the most profound mysteries in modern physics. These challenges lie at the crossroads
of cosmology and particle physics, inspiring extensive efforts in both fields. The well-known
and elegant method of generating a non-zero baryon asymmetry is via leptogenesis [81], that
requires physics beyond the SM (the right handed neutrinos), and can be sourced by PBH
evaporation [82]. The same is also true for a viable particle DM candidate. However, the
idea of generation of baryon asymmetry from PBH evaporation is rather a more natural one.
The Hawking radiation itself could be asymmetric due to a dynamically generated chemical
potential near the surface of the black hole. This is a purely gravitational phenomenon and
can well be dubbed as gravitational baryogenesis. In Ref. [83], a mechanism of gravitational
baryogenesis was prescribed whereby one could generate the adequate baryon asymmetry by



introducing a quantum gravity inspired coupling between the Ricci scalar R, that encodes
the information of the background metric, and the B — L current jg_ I

R
M3 sy - (1.1)
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Due to the expansion of the universe, R = 0, so it generates a chemical potential for the
B — L current! in such a way the Hamiltonian density becomes corrected by the term

R .
u—Lnp-r =Lp-=2A %J?%L ; (1.2)
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where the fact that in the Friedmann Lemaitre Robertson Walker (FLRW) background the
current ji_, is homogeneous, has been invoked. The action Eq. (1.1) thus gives rise to
asymmetric Hawking radiation that produces a baryon number. Specifically, it allows for the
production of a non-vanishing baryon-lepton charge that sources the asymmetry. In Ref. [86],
it has been shown how asymmetric Hawking radiation can be initiated due to a dynamically
generated baryonic chemical potential at the horizon. As shown in Ref. [87], in order to
satisfy the observed baryon asymmetry, together with PBHs as DM, the coupling A needs to
be as large as O(10'%9). Such value of the dimensionless coupling albeit seems “unusual” but
in principle, given our ignorance of a full quantum gravity theory, is perfectly acceptable [86].
In Refs. [55, 88], a different action has been considered, where a non-zero Kretschmann scalar
is responsible for the generation of a non-vanishing chemical potential. Here also the PBHs
that could have produced the observed baryon asymmetry through gravitational baryogenesis,
have simultaneously accounted for the DM abundance.

Motivated from these, in this work we have considered Eq. (1.1) as our starting point
to generate the asymmetry in the visible sector, via asymmetric Hawking evaporation from
a population of PBHs that evaporate before the onset of primordial nucleosynthesis. The
PBHs therefore are essentially light and can not account for the observed DM abundance of
the Universe. The DM, on the other hand, is generated via asymmetric Hawking evaporation
triggered by an action similar to Eq. (1.1), but in the dark sector. We show in such a case
it is indeed possible to generate asymmetries both in the visible and in the dark sector that
can account for the baryon-DM coincidence problem [89]. We further take the effect of
memory burden into account and explore the viable parameter space that satisfies both the
abundance.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we discuss the generalities of charged PBH
evaporation, followed by the mechanism of generation of baryon asymmetry. The production
of asymmetric DM is discussed in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4 we discuss the aftermath of memory-
burden effect. All relevant numerical results are provided in Sec. 5. Finally, we conclude in
Sec. 6.

2 Dynamics of a charged BH

We consider the Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) metric, which is a solution to Einstein’s field
equations that describes the spacetime around a spherically symmetric non-rotating body
with mass M and an electric charge ). Other than spherical symmetry we also have the

!Similar studies have also been done in Refs. [84, 85].



assumption that the space is empty from matter (there is only an electromagnetic field). The
RN metric can be written as

ds? = — 2 gp? + r dr® + 12 dQ? (2.1)
72 A ’ ’
where
A=r2—2GMpar+GQ*=(r—ry)(r—r_), (2.2)
with
re = MpuG + /M3, G2 — GQ2. (2.3)

We denote Mp = 1/v/87 G as the reduced Planck mass. Clearly, when @ — 0, the metric
should approach the Schwarzschild metric. For My < |Q|/ v/G, no horizon exists and the
singularity at = 0 is naked. On the other extreme, for My > |Q|/vV/G, A = 0 or r4, and the
metric becomes singular. However, this is just a coordinate singularity. For Mgy = |Q|/ VG,
we get an extremal BH, where the inner and outer horizons merge into one. The temperature
of the charged BH is given by

g = AM? V Min — @/ - (2.4)
(Mpw + /M3y - Q2/G)

with corresponding entropy,

2
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Note that, for Q — 0, we obtain the Hawking temperature for a Schwarzschild BH: Tgy =
M]%/MBH and SBH = (1/2) (MBH/MP)2~

Since the BH has an electric charge, the ensuing electric potential plays the role of a
chemical potential p at the horizon surface, in such a way the BH thermally evaporates into
charged particles with charge ¢; with a non zero chemical potential u;. Now, the energy of
loss per unit area per unit time due to Hawking radiation is given by

gi p
m2 at Z / 27)3 e(ptri)/Ton + 1
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where g; is the degree of freedom and p; is the chemical potential associated with evaporated
species i. The functions, f(z) = (—3/7?) Lis [—e~*] and b(z) = (3/7?) Li4 [e”], with Li,[2] =
ey 2* /k® being a polylogarithmic function. The total energy lost per unit time is obtained
by multiplying with the area of the event horizon 4w r%r,

d G M2 - Q2/G
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dt 2

: (2.7)




where p; < Tgg. This can be further simplified to,

dE M;%,
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assuming Mpy > Q/\/@ and considering the BH to be a perfect blackbody with e = 27/4 x
Gx, 1 (TBH) 7/(480), where the factor 27/4 accounts for the graybody factor [33, 39, 90, 91].
Here,

1.82 for s =0,
1.0 fors=1/2
(T w : = ’ 2.9
g*H BH) Z i 9i,H 5 9i,H = 041 fors=1, (2.9)
0.05 fors=2,

with w; = 2 s; + 1 for massive particles of spin s;, w; = 2 for massless species with s; > 0 and
w; = 1 for s; = 0. At temperatures Ty > Tew =~ 160 GeV, BH evaporation emits the full
SM particle spectrum according to their g, i weights, while at temperatures below the MeV
scale, only photons and neutrinos are emitted. For Ty > 100 GeV, the particle content
of the SM corresponds to g, g(Tsu) ~ 106.75. Assuming g, g (7pn) remians approximately
constant over the BH lifetime, we can integrate Eq. (2.8) to obtain the BH mass evolution as

Mit. [t 1/3
Mpu(t) ~ My, |1 -3¢ L2 [ — -1 2.10
BH(t) [ € e\ , (2.10)

where Mpy(t = tin) = My, is the BH mass at formation. This provides the BH lifetime as,

M:
7=t 2 (2.11)

If g; is the electric charge of a species 7 emitted during BH evaporation, the rate of electric
charge loss due to BH evaporation is given by,

9i 9i (ni — ;)
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BH
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which leads to
ngZ 3
— ~—(Q) E Teu + 0[Q°], (2.13)

where p; = ¢; Q/r4 is the chemical potential that originates from the BH charge and we have
considered p;/T < 1. The above equation shows

2 272
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where we have considered Mpt/M3 < 1 and used Eq. (2.10). Considering contribution
solely from the SM fermions, Y g; ¢? = 36 x (2/3)% 4+ 36 x (—1/3)? + 12 x (—1)% = 32. Here
Qin = Q(tin) is the initial BH charge. Thus, the electric charge of the BH is lost exponentially
with time.

2.1 Baryon asymmetry from a charged BH

Following “no-hair theorem”, a BH is fully characterized by just three observable classical
parameters: mass, electric charge, and angular momentum. It implies that once a BH forms,
any other information about the matter that collapsed to form it is lost (or “invisible” to an
external observer). As a result, a BH does not retain any information about global quantum
numbers, e.g., baryon number. Thus, the non-existence of the BH’s global charge (due to the
no-hair theorem) implies that losing particles or radiation with that charge does not change
the BH’s fundamental parameters. Therefore, if continuous global symmetries such as B — L
existed, when a charged particle becomes trapped inside a black hole, it would be impossible
to detect this charge from outside the event horizon. As a result, the charge would seem to
be ‘erased,” contradicting the principle of charge conservation [92].

In presence of an explicit chemical potential at the BH horizon with radius rgg =
2 G Mpy, we can follow the exact same approach as before that leads to a global B — L
charge evolution given by,

dQp-1 T3 gi i @'
~ 4mrgy x 72}34H Zgi pi gt = Z ZE;gWZ ; (2.15)

where we have dropped ,uf relative to u; T2, assuming p; < T, and also Mgy > Q/ VG.
Also, note that the above equation certainly does not follow charge conservation. Here qfl
is the B — L charge of the emitted particles, while the sum is over particles only. Further,
in Eq. (2.15) we have used the Fermi-Dirac distribution exclusively, since in the SM only
fermions carry baryon number. If one assumed that bosons could carry baryon number then
one should also use the Bose-Einstein distribution.

Because the expansion of the Universe, the Ricci scalar R induces a chemical potential
given by p; = A g R/ (87 M?3). Then, the Qp_p, loss rate becomes

dQp-1r i (Qfl)Q R
dt =22 96m 8T M3’ (2.16)

where the sum is over only particles. Now, The time derivative of the Ricci scalar in a FLRW
background [86],

R=-9(1+w)(1—-3w)H?, (2.17)

where w denotes the background equation of state. To the lowest order, no net asymmetry
is generated during the de Sitter (w = —1) and during the radiation dominated (w = 1/3)
phase, however this is not true for matter dominated (MD) epoch, for which w = 0. At the
one loop level, including quantum correction one finds [84, 86, 93]

| 3w= " 93 \> (Ne+5N;/4) (11N, /3 — 2N, /3)
G (‘”r) 2+(7/2) (NeNp/(N2—1))

= (2.18)

where N, is the number of colors, Ny is the number of flavors and ag = g3/(4m) ~ 0.118 [94]
is the SU(3) fine structure constant. Within the SM, N. = 3, Ny =6, and 1—3w ~ 8 x 1073,



showing that 1 — 3w has a non-zero value. Further, for SM, > g; (¢?)? = 36 x (1/3)? + 9 x
(—1)? = 13. Thus,

(%)3 for RD,

dQp_1, 245\ o3 o) 2
dt 50567 Mi% 29 (qi ) 23772 (23 (2.19)
080 02 (g) for MD

where in the second case, we have w = 0. One can then integrate the above expressions till
the BH lifetime [cf.Eq. (2.11)] and obtain
24502 1
A o\ 2 gosoet iz for RD,
Qpi(r) =~ -5 3 g (qi ) X (2.20)
Mp 1.1 for MD
57672 12 or ’
at the end of BH evaporation, where 7 = to, > ti, is assumed. Since, Q)p_1, is equivalent to
the B — L number, we can write the final asymmetry as
yo_ "B nBH

B = =QpB-1 asph —— = QB—rL asph YBH(tev) 5 (2.21)
S 10 S tevT

where aspn = 28/79 is the spahelron conversion factor and Y ~ 8.7 x 107! is the observed
baryon asymmetry today [95]. Here we have assumed that there is no entropy injection in
the thermal bath once the BH evaporation is complete. Considering BH is produced in a
radiation dominated Universe,

338 1092\ [ Mp\*?
Yisu (T ~ 2 Vo0 , , 2.22
], =25 Fun ) (5] (5 222)

where

F(Gxs Gus) = <§:((§Z)) )3/4 (i*%%) : (2.23)

where 3 = pgH(tin)/pR(tin), with

Be = (9*(Tev)>1/4 Toy _ [tin (2.24)
g*(Tin) T T
being the critical S-values above which we always have BH domination. For BHs formed in
RD,

Arr 1 \? M,
My =y — — = 2.25
in =773 PR <H(tin)> " 8y M3 (225)

where v ~ 0.2, is a numerical factor that parameterizes the efficiency of the collapse to
form PBHs and the Hubble parameter H(t) = 1/(2t). One can then obtain corresponding
temperature at the epoch of BH formation,

1/2
10 Mp
T, = |12 M? ) 2.26

o ( 7 g*(Tin> P) My, ( )




Therefore, the final yield for BH evaporation during radiation domination

p=ovisianon ()" [(200) ()] () e

where we have neglected the time-dependence of Mpy. For BH evaporation during BH
domination, using the Friedmann equation we find,

ngH(Tey) 30 M3

Yeu(Tey) = = 2.28
BH( ev) s Tev 7T2 g*s(Tev) 7_2 Tgv Min 3 ( )

where we have ignored the evolution of the BH mass. Considering the Universe is still
radiation dominated at t = t.,, we obtain

B 45 Y4 [Mp
Ter = <<2w2>g*<Tev>) El (2.29)

i
_ <405) 3 ( 0 (Ter)? >”“ <MP)5/2 (2.30)
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It is important to note here, if the PBH component dominates at some point the total energy

density of the universe, the SM temperature just after the complete evaporation of PBHs is

which leads to

YBH (Tev)

Toy = ——= Ty . (2.31)

V3
The final asymmetry in these two cases then reads,
3v38 (1092 \V [ (@) guma) | (mp)P?

> (g*(Tb) (Z*(Tm)) T (Mﬁ) B <PBe,

(2.32)
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where in the second case we note the S-independence and |Qp_r| is given by Eq. (2.20).
We notice that the yield has a smooth transition between the two eras, when g — . and
Toy = Tey. On substituting Eq. (2.19) we find, in order to produce the observed baryon
asymmetry, one needs to have

L 1.2 % 10% x (10;0) (%%)7/2 B < Be, .

9/2
8.2 x 1026 x (%Og) B> B,

considering the number of relativistic degrees of freedom to be fixed at 106. At this stage,
we have three independent parameters in our theory

{Min, B, A\}. (2.34)



The production of gravitational waves (GW) induced by large-scale density perturba-
tions underlain by PBHs could lead to a backreaction problem. However, demanding that
the energy contained in GWs never overtakes the one of the background Universe one can
obtain an upper bound on 3 as [96],

B<1.1x10¢ geut (Tom) \ 7 (9. (To) \ ™% ( My \ 7T (2.35)
’ 108 106.75 104 g ' '

Since PBH evaporation produces all particles, hence it poses a potential threat to the suc-
cessful predictions of the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) by introducing extra relativistic
degrees of freedom around BBN. Thus, we PBHs need to fully evaporate before the onset of
BBN, or, in other words, T,y > Tpn ~ 4 MeV [97-102] which translates into an upper bound
on the initial PBH mass. A lower bound on M;j, can be set once the upper bound on the
inflationary scale is taken into account [89]: H; < 2 x 1075 Mp. Therefore, the viable PBH
mass window becomes: M, € (0.1, 108) g. However, in order for the sphaleron process to
take place efficiently, we need Tty > Trw ~ 160 GeV [50]. This results in a tighter constraint
on the upper bound bound on BH mass compared to BBN, discarding M;, > 10° g.

3 Asymmetric dark matter from a charged BH

We now explore the possibility that the DM abundance is entirely due to the asymmetric
component of a DM species, generated gravitationally because of a non-zero chemical poten-
tial generated in the dark sector. To achieve that, we write a pure gravitational interaction
similar to the action in Eq. (1.1) as,

oL R .
Spm = /d4wv—g ADM #%JSM: (3.1)

with upv = Abm ¢pMm R/ (87 MI%), where gpy is the charge (equivalent to ¢ in the visible
sector) carried by each DM particle and a summation over the particles is implied. Here
ng is a current in the DM sector that generates an asymmetry within the dark sector only
and Apy is a free parameter that we shall constraint by demanding right abundance for the
DM. Proceeding same as before, we can write down the time-evolution of net DM charge
asymmetry as,

dQpm 3 Apwm gpm

= 1 —1)H3 2
dt 256 72 M2 (I+w) (3w —1) H, (3.2)

which is similar to Eq. (2.15), with Apy = Apwu q]%M. Here gpw is the degrees of freedom
of the corresponding DM candidate that depends on the DM spin. We integrate the above
equation from ti, till fe, to obtain the total dark charge generated,

135
Apagoy 1 | ot70a71  for RD
T2 2 12
Mpm 57%6 for MD,

Qpm (1) >~ — (3.3)



where to, > ti is assumed. Again, since this is equivalent to npym — npyy, i-e., difference
between DM and anti-DM, we can determine the final DM yield as,

n
You = Qo] % o
3\/§ﬁ ( 1072 >1/4 <g*(ch))3/4 g*(Tin) <Mp>3/2 B </8
2 g*(Tin) g*(Tin) Gxs (Tev) Min ¢
405\1/4 [3e ((9:@e)® \V* (11p )
( 32 ) T\ ges(Tev )4 M; 6 > ﬁc:
To fit the whole observed DM relic density, it is required that
1 pe _
Y moy = Qoah? — % ~ 4.3 %107 19GeV, (3.5)
0

where p. ~ 1.05 x 107° h? GeV/cm? is the critical energy density, so ~ 2.69 x 10% cm ™ the
present entropy density [89], and Qpyh? ~ 0.12 the observed abundance of DM relics [89)].
On top of § and Mj,, we now have two more independent parameters for a given DM
spin, namely the DM mass mpy and Apy. In order to to saturate the observed DM relic
abundance, considering a scalar DM candidate (gpy = 1), we find

B 7/2
36 1010 M;
oy | 1A% 10 x ( > ) (100g) B < Be,

= 105 GeV (3.6)

Apwm

9.4 x 103 x (ﬁ;g)w B> B,
considering the number of relativistic degrees of freedom to be fixed at 106. From Eqgs. (2.33)
and (3.6), we note, in order to generate adequate asymmetry in the visible and in the dark
sector, the couplings need to be > O(10?Y).

If DM is to account for the full relic abundance, it must be sufficiently cold to avoid
disrupting the formation of large-scale structures. A DM candidate that is either part of
the thermal bath or produced from it should have a mass greater than a few keV to ensure
the required free-streaming properties, as constrained by the Lyman (Ly)-« flux-power spec-
trum [103, 104]. However, such a low DM mass is tightly constrained by the free-streaming
behavior of ultra-relativistic DM species. As shown in Refs. [25, 50], one can derive a lower
bound on the DM mass originating from PBH evaporation as,

mpwm Z 104 <EDM(teq)> ) (37)

where (...) stands for the average over PBH temperature and we consider the bound on WDM
from Ly-a to be 3.5 keV [105]. The average kinetic energy (KE) of the DM particles then
reads

Aey
(Epa(teq) = (Epm(ts,)) =< ~ § x Tgn rs(Tov)

3.8
Qeq Tev ( )

Teq [g*s(Teq)} 13

)
with Toq ~ 0.75 eV being the temperature at the epoch of late matter-radiation equality
(MRE) while ¢ is a parameter of order 1. As we will see, this will appear as an important
bound in constraining the allowed parameter space.



4 A charged BH with memory burden

So far we have discussed the BH dynamics under the semiclassical approximation. Here we
introduce the effect of memory burden that results in a longer PBH lifetime. In order to

go beyond the semiclassical picture and invoke the effect of memory burden, we first rewrite
Eq. (2.10) as

Mg (t) = Min[1 — TSyt — t0)]Y/?, (4.1)
where
TRy = 3¢ Mp/M;, (4.2)

is the decay width associated with the PBH evaporation. We assume the semiclassical regime
remains valid till

MBH =q Min . (43)

In Refs. [75, 77|, it has been proposed that the quantum effects start to become important
when Mgy = 0.5 Mj, or ¢ = 0.5. We consider ¢, to be the time scale at which the semiclas-
sical phase ends, beyond which the self-similar regime no longer remains valid. Then, from
Eq. (4.1) we obtain
1-— q3
T
I'gh

ty = (4.4)

Once the mass of the PBH reaches ¢ Mj,, the quantum memory effect starts dominating,.
From this stage onward the BH mass evolution gets modified as

dM, M}
DI = - ‘ k 2P ’ (45)
dt [S(Mgpn)]" Miy
where S(Mgp) is given by Eq. (2.5). Once again, for Mpy > Q/G, we obtain
1
MBH = inn [1 — FqBH (t — tq)] 3+2k ; (46)
with
Mo \ 32k
k P
T, = 2" (34 2k) e Mp (in > , (4.7)

as the modified decay rate and td, = 1/T'} as the modified BH lifetime. Clearly, for a given
q and My, a larger k results in a longer BH lifetime. We can now find the modified evolution
of BH electromagnetic charge due to the onset of memory burden effect from Eq. (2.13) as,

d@Q giq@? M3 9iq} Mpt
—_ = v t) ~ in — -t s 4.
dt @ Z 241 q My, — Q) = @mexp 247 q My, (4.8)

assuming Mpp > Q/ VG and t > ti,. Clearly, decay of the BH charge shall be delayed
for ¢ > 0, however the charge still decays away exponentially as we have seen before [cf.

~10 -



Eq. (2.14)]. Once again, same as Eq. (2.24), during the memory-burden epoch there exist a

critical B-value [25, 72]
1 /¢
O 4.9
KA. (49)

above which the PBH energy density dominates over the radiation energy density, and a PBH
dominated epoch starts until the evaporation completes. Because of the memory burden
effect, the BH yield is modified for 3 > 3¢, since now the BH evaporation time follows from
Eq. (4.7), with corresponding evaporation temperature

40 1/4
—Mp (2
p>pi  © <7r2 g*(Teqv)>

that results in a BH yield

— 1/4 2k+5
_ 405\t [3e [ g.(T%)3 Mp \ 2 2k
Yau(TL,) = () T | eyl ( ) ok <1+ ) . 4.11
Te) =33 7 I\ g (ML) q Mi, 3 @1
In deriving Eq. (4.10) we have used the fact that in a PBH-dominated universe, H(td,) =
2/ (3t&). In the opposite limit, i.e., for 3 < 3¢, the evaporation temperature is given by

45 1/4
, = Mp <2Tq>
B<pl 72 gu(Tev)

while the yield simply follows Eq. (2.22). For Eq. (4.12), we have utilized H(td,) = 1/(2td),
as the PBH evaporates during radiation domination. Note that, for £ = 0, ¢ = 1, as expected,
Eq. (4.11) reproduces Eq. (2.30).

Now, any modification to Hawking evaporation would also significantly modify the GW
associated with its density fluctuation. Following Refs. [71, 73], we find an upper bound on
initial PBH mass fraction as,

1/2

3+2k
2% (3 +2k) e Mp (4.10)
inn ’

q
ev

1/2

M 342k
2k(3+2k)e<q]\j> ] : (4.12)

q
ev

(k1) (14k417)

3 7 M 16k+24
1.2 x 107434 K(k (8 —28k - — ! 4.1
B <12x107"¢ /" K(k) exp | o | 8 - 28 5o 17y ;o (413)

where K(k) = (1 + %)ﬁJr% (2k + 2)_ﬁ. For k =0, ¢ = 1, we again obtain Eq. (2.35)
from Eq. (4.13). Due to longer evaporation time because of the memory burden effect, the
initial fraction of PBHs must be smaller than in the semiclassical case. The WDM constraint
also gets modified. Following Eq. (3.8) and using Try = M3/(q M), we obtain,

2k+1 1

~ M\ 2 4 1 3 Gas(Teq) |3
> 6.8 x 1078 eV 4 Min B T9 )1 Z*s\-ed/ 4.14
MM A BE e <Mp> 3 yaeerry 0 gamm) o Y

for 3 > B¢. For a conservative estimation, we chose ¢ ~ 1.3 following Refs. [22, 25]. Also, we
assume there is no entropy injection from the epoch of evaporation till MRE. However, here
we only derive an approximate analytical estimation of WDM limit in presence of the memory
burden effect, but we will numerically obtain this bound from FRISBHEE, that provides more
accurate result.
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5 Results & discussions

In the current set-up, after the charged PBHs are formed, they immediately start evaporating
via Hawking radiation producing the radiation bath. The total energy density of the Universe
is therefore dominated by two components: PBH energy density ppy and the radiation energy
density pr. The time evolution of these energy densities is governed by the Friedmann
equations

dpBH peH dMBH

3Hppy = — 5.1
i + o1 pBH Men  dt (5.1)
dpr pn dMpn
PR 4Hpp = 5.2
at THPRE s T (5:2)

PBH + PR
H = 1/7, (5.3)
3M1%

along with Eq. (4.5) and Eq. (2.13) to account for the PBH mass and charge evolution,
respectively. To properly track the dynamics of charged PBHs along with memory burden
effects, we have implemented our scenario in the publicly available code FRISBHEE [38, 39,
106, 107]. In this analysis we consider a monochromatic mass function for the PBHs, and do
not include merging or accretion effects 2.

0
10 I (i "\I
10721 :
:

10741 !
I

10-61 —— Q/Qin !
—— Mpy/Mj(k=0.0) !

10—8 I MBH/Min(k = 01) :
-=-= Mpgu/Min(k =0.5) I

1010 :

10° 102 104 105 108 10 102

a/ Ain

Figure 1. Evolution of BH mass and charge with and without the effect of memory burden, with the
scale factor for My, =102 g, B = 107°, ¢ = 0.5, Qi = 0.999 (in the units of VG M,y).

In Fig. 1 we show the evolution of BH mass and electromagnetic charge with time (scale-
factor). As expected, for a given Mj,, inclusion of memory effects (k # 0) improve the PBH
lifetime by substantial amount, compared to the semiclassical scenario (kK = 0). However,
the same does not hold for @, as it decreases exponentially with time following Eq. (4.8).
Consequently, before the onset of the memory effect, the charge decays away resulting in no

In Ref. [108] effect of memory burden on PBH merging has been discussed.
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Figure 2. Evolution of PBH (red dashed) and radiation (blue solid) energy densities along with
Qp_1 (orange dotted) and Qpy (green dot-dashed) for a PBH of mass M, ~ 450 g, with 8 = 1075,
mpy = 10° GeV, A = 1030 and Apy = 2.3 x 1025, The asymptotic charges provide observed baryon
asymmetry as well as right DM abundance, considering a scalar DM.

substantial impact on the BH dynamics. Here we have chosen = 107°, that ensures BH
domination for M, = 10? g, following Eq. (2.24).

The evolution of B — L and DM charges along with BH and radiation energy densities,
as a function of the scale factor is shown in Fig. 2. For g > ., we encounter an intermediate
BH domination epoch, as one can see from the red dashed curve. Once the PBH evaporation
is completed, the Universe becomes radiation dominated while both Qp_; and Qpy reach
constant asymptotic values that correspond to the observed baryon asymmetry, as well as
DM abundance. Note that, since post-evaporation, there is no further entropy injection in
the bath, the asymmetry remains unchanged. Here we consider the semiclassical treatment
to be always valid.

The parameter space corresponding to observed baryon asymmetry is shown in the top
panel of Fig. 3, assuming the BH to be a semiclassical object. For a given A, the curve shows
two different slopes for 8 < . and § > [, following Eq. (2.32). For a given (3, heavier
PBH requires larger A since in that case longer PBH domination results in dilution of the
final asymmetry and hence one needs to go to larger A to obtain the correct asymmetry
as |@p—r| < A\. The allowed mass window for PBH constrains A-values to remain within
1020 < X < 10%. However, the requirement Ty, > Tgw puts a strong bound on the PBH
mass, and therefore on ), resulting in 10?0 < A < 10%°. We see, our analytical estimation
in Eq. (2.33) matches well with our numerical results. In the bottom panel we illustrate the
allowed parameter space that satisfies the DM relic abundance. Once again, we find a the
free parameter Apyr is bounded from above, as well as from below depending on the valid
PBH mass window. Finally, for a given PBH mass, there exist upper bound on 8 obtained
from Eq. (2.35) in order not to overclose the Universe with excessive GW energy density
originating from PBH density perturbation, as indicated by the blue shaded region. For the
initial PBH mass considered here, the entire parameter space satisfies Tey > Trw, both for
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Figure 3. Top: Contours providing the observed baryon asymmetry for different choices of A =
{1019, 1020, 10%°, 10%°, 1050, 100} from left to right. The gray shaded region corresponds to Ty, <
160 GeV (see text for details). Bottom: Same as top, with Apy = {1010, 1020, 1030, 10%°, 1059, 10°¢}
(from left to right), but now the contours correspond to right DM abundance, for a scalar DM of
mass 10° g. In both plots the Blue shaded region is disallowed from excessive GW energy density [cf.
Eq. (2.35)]. The green shaded region is forbidden from the scale of inflation and the red shaded region
is disallowed by BBN bound on PBH lifetime. We consider the semiclassical picture to be always
valid.

the semiclassical and for the memory-burdened scenario.

We introduce the effect of memory burden, considering ¢ = 0.5 in Fig. 4. This implies,
the semiclassical approximation breaks down when the PBH mass reaches half of its initial
value. We show contours satisfying the observed baryon asymmetry for different choices
of k in the top panel, while in the bottom panel different contours produce the total DM
abundance. Following Eq. (4.11), we see, for a given k, the viable parameter space is affected

— 14 —



1074

1076 I
'Bt c (k= J G
._.(?.0) ’l W(k=0.4)
x 10781 g el d
o AN
0.4) // "a, .
10—10_ ’
- k=0.0
— k=0.4
10712 : .
10! 102 103 104
Min (g)
1074
10751 GW (4 -
B= - (k (k\0.4) 1
N 0)) !
Q 10_8- ﬁ\ ."-..'~-..... '
\BC (k\ "a .ll
=04 e,
10710 - e .
/,’ —= k=0.0
— k=0.4
10712 . .
10! 102 103 104
Min (g)

Figure 4. Top: Contours satisfying the observed baryon asymmetry for different choices of k£ to
include the effect of memory burden, for benchmark values A = 103°. The dotted straight lines
correspond to § = B.. Bottom: Same as top but the contours correspond to right DM abundance,
considering a scalar DM, with Apy = 10%°. In both case we consider ¢ = 0.5. The shaded region is
forbidden due to overproduction of GW.

for B > .. Also, a larger k shifts the parameter space to lighter PBHs. This can be
understood by inspecting Eq. (4.11), which results in Ypy o 2% /Msl/ > for 2k < 3. As
a consequence, the final asymmetry YBQ o Yy increases with increase in k, that can be
compensated by a lighter PBH. In other words, since memory burden enhances the lifetime
of PBH, hence it is always preferable to have lighter PBHs to avoid overproduction of the
baryon asymmetry.

The summary of the allowed parameter space is illustrated in Fig. 5, where we show
the region of the parameter space in the coupling plane that satisfies the observed baryon
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Figure 5. The correlation between A\ and Apy in satisfying the observed baryon asymmetry and
DM abundance is shown, for a fixed 8 = 107° with mpy = {10°, 1019} GeV. Both the semiclassical
scenario and the memory burdened scenario follow the same two lines. The darker shaded regions are
excluded from the CMB constraint on the scale of inflation (in green), overproduction of GW due to
PBH density fluctuation (in blue) and warm DM constraints (in gray) for the semiclassical scenario.
The lighter shaded regions are excluded due to memory burden effect for ¢ = 0.5 and k¥ = 0.4. The *
marked points show the benchmarks tabulated in Tab. 1.

| Benchmarks | M, (g) | 154 | mpwMm (GeV) | k | q | A | Apm |
BP1 1 10-° 10° 0 [ 1 [15x10"|3.5x10M"
BP2 100 10-° 1010 0 [ 1 [1.2x10%|27x10'8
BP1yg 1 107° 10° 04]05]1.9x10"7 [4.2x 10"
BP2\uB 100 10-° 1010 04105 ]1.2x10% | 2.5x 10%

Table 1. Benchmark points satisfying both observed baryon asymmetry and right DM abundance,
following the semiclassical approximation (first two rows) as well as memory burden effect (last two
rows).

asymmetry as well as the DM relic abundance, considering a real scalar DM. We therefore
consider the actions in Eq. (1.1) and (3.1) are present simultaneously such that asymmetry
is generated in both the visible and in the dark sector from the evaporation of a single
BH. In obtaining the net parameter space, we have scanned over the initial PBH mass
M, € [1072—107] g, for a fixed 8 = 107°. From Eq. (2.33) and (3.6) it is clear that,
one needs Apy > A to satisfy both Y and Qpy h?. Also, the couplings corresponding to
right asymmetries have the same dependence on M;j,. This is exactly reflected here, for a
fixed DM mass. Since a heavier DM requires feebler A to satisfy the observed abundance [cf.
Eq. (3.6)], hence, we see, the contour corresponding to mpy = 101 GeV (black dot-dashed
contour) shifts to the lower A values, compared to mpy = 10° GeV (black dashed contour).
As smaller couplings correspond to lighter PBHs [cf. Fig. 3|, hence they are constrained
from the CMB bound, whereas higher couplings (corresponding to heavier PBHs) are tightly
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constrained from the bound on 8 due to GW [cf. Eq. (4.13)]. It is also worth noting that
the CMB-disallowed region of the parameter space (green shaded) satisfies 5 < (. since it
typically corresponds to Mi, < 0.7 g, while the part of the parameter space corresponding to
heavier My, in tension with GW energy density (blue shaded), satisfies 5 > .. We therefore
find, the allowed range of coupling to be 1017 < A < 10%7, while 10® < Apy < 10% for
mpm = 100 GeV and 10" < Apy < 1024 for mpy = 10° GeV, considering the semiclassical
approximation to be valid. In Tab. 1 we tabulate a few benchmark points that correspond
to right baryon asymmetry and DM abundance.

Inclusion of memory burden shifts the entire parameter space towards larger couplings
following the same contours (this is evident from Fig. 5), hence we do not explicitly show
them here. However, the CMB and GW bounds now become more stringent, as shown
by the lighter shaded regions. Thus, memory-burden effect squeezes the viable parameter
space. Finally, we project the WDM limit obtained numerically from FRISBHEE, following
the methodology in Ref. [109]. This rules out quite a substantial part of the parameter space
as shown via the gray shaded region, with corresponding DM mass mpy =~ [10_2, 3 X 102]
GeV.

6 Conclusions

The dynamical generation of the matter-antimatter asymmetry and the identification of a vi-
able particle candidate for dark matter (DM) remain enduring challenges in modern physics.
Various approaches, both model-dependent and model-independent, have been proposed to
address these issues. In this work, we explore a purely gravitational origin for both phe-
nomena, in a completely particle physics model-independent way. Given that gravity is an
inescapable interaction, this approach provides a fundamental and compelling pathway. Our
baryogenesis mechanism hinges on a quantum-gravity-inspired coupling between spacetime
and the B — L current. This coupling introduces a chemical potential that discriminates be-
tween baryons and antibaryons, thereby driving the observed baryon asymmetry. In presence
of such a chemical potential, the Hawking evaporation from a primordial black hole (PBH)
becomes asymmetric.

We consider PBHs formed in a radiation-dominated epoch that evaporate before the
onset of Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN), implying they are relatively light. Our findings
indicate that the observed baryon asymmetry can be generated for such light PBHs with
a coupling strength of > O(10%°) [cf. Fig. 3 upper panel]. Similarly, we propose that an
analogous coupling between spacetime and a current in the dark sector could account for the
observed DM abundance via asymmetric DM generation [cf. Fig. 3 lower panel]. Beyond
the semiclassical Hawking radiation framework, we incorporate the memory-burden effect to
explore the parameter space that simultaneously satisfies the observed baryon asymmetry
and asymmetric DM abundance [cf. Fig. 4]. Our analysis outlines the viable parameter
space consistent with constraints from CMB on the inflationary scale, BBN limits on PBH
lifetimes, and the production of primordial gravitational waves arising from PBH density
fluctuations [cf. Fig. 5]. In conclusion, this study presents a purely gravitational framework
for the generation of asymmetries in both the visible and dark sectors, offering a unified
perspective.
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