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Abstract

In this article, we investigate the gravitational baryogenesis mechanism in the framework of Ex-
tended Proca-Nuevo (EPN) gravity, a theory where a massive vector field is non-minimally coupled
to the curvature. This analysis is carried out for an early universe, encompassing three separate
cosmological scenarios defined by power-law, exponential, and modified exponential scale factors.
By deriving the modified field equations from the EPN action, we obtain precise solutions for each
scale factor, including the influence of the vector field. We compute the baryon-to-entropy ratio us-
ing the gravitational baryogenesis formalism, where the baryon asymmetry arises from a dynamical
coupling of the baryon current with the derivative of the Ricci scalar. Our findings demonstrate that
the baryon-to-entropy ratio is consistent with observational constraints in all scenarios, highlight-
ing the potential of EPN gravity as a viable theory to explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry
in the early universe. The study further stresses the contribution of anisotropy and vector field

dynamics to the cosmological evolution within modified gravity models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The observed disparity between matter and antimatter in the Universe is a crucial un-
resolved problem in cosmology and particle physics. While the Standard Model of particle
physics has excelled in explaining basic interactions, it lacks a sufficient mechanism for gen-
erating the observed baryon asymmetry [1, 2]. This inconsistency calls for the exploration of
alternative mechanisms, particularly baryogenesis scenarios, which have been the subject of
extensive research [3]. Gravitational baryogenesis is one of the most compelling approaches,
as it links the generation of asymmetry to the gravitational sector, offering a bridge between
cosmology, high-energy physics, and modified gravity [4, 5].

Baryogenesis, in its broadest sense, depends on the three essential Sakharov conditions:
violation of baryon number, C (charge conjugation) and CP (charge-parity) symmetry vio-
lations, and departure from thermal equilibrium [6]. Baryon number violation is indispens-
able, as it enables the imbalance of matter and antimatter in the universe [7]. The Standard
Model predicts baryon number violation via non-perturbative sphaleron processes under
high-temperature conditions. However, these processes are not enough on their own; C and
CP violation must also be present, since in a CP-symmetric universe, baryon and antibaryon
creation would occur at identical rates, canceling out the asymmetry [8]. Though CP viola-
tion exists in the Standard Model through the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix,
its magnitude is too small to account for the baryon asymmetry observed in the universe.
The third Sakharov condition, prevents CPT symmetry from enforcing an equal rate of
baryon and antibaryon production. This phenomenon can occur through first-order phase
transitions, such as the electroweak phase transition, or other processes, like the decay of
heavy particles out of equilibrium [9].

Traditional baryogenesis frameworks, including electroweak baryogenesis and leptogen-
esis, introduce specific mechanisms to satisfy these conditions. Electroweak baryogenesis
[10, 11], for instance, takes advantage of early universe conditions, where the electroweak
phase transition could produce the required out-of-equilibrium environment. However, the
transition in the Standard Model is too weak, requiring modifications like supersymmetry to
enhance the phase transition and bring in extra CP-violating sources. In contrast, leptoge-
nesis posits that the decay of heavy right-handed neutrinos in the early Universe leads to a

lepton asymmetry, which is then converted into a baryon asymmetry via sphaleron interac-



tions [12]-[15]. While these mechanisms show potential, both necessitate physics beyond the
Standard Model, including new interactions, extended Higgs sectors, or particles like heavy
Majorana neutrinos, to produce a baryon asymmetry in line with observations [16, 17].
Gravitational baryogenesis distinguishes itself by considering the baryon current’s in-
teraction with the Ricci scalar or other curvature invariants, tying the matter-antimatter
asymmetry to the structure of spacetime. The theory of gravitational baryogenesis posits
that the time evolution of the Ricci scalar R in the early universe induces CP violation,
favoring the creation of baryons over antibaryons, thereby leading to the present baryon
asymmetry. Gravitational baryogenesis relies solely on gravitational effects, providing a
naturally embedded solution within the structure of general relativity (GR) and its exten-
sions. The simplest implementation of gravitational baryogenesis involves a coupling of the

form
1
M?

where J* is the baryon current and M, is a high-energy cutoff scale. However, this approach

8, RJ",

often struggles with issues related to the magnitude of the Ricci scalar in standard cos-
mological evolution, leading researchers to explore alternative formulations within modified
gravity paradigms. The motivation behind considering changes to GR comes from the real-
ization that the early Universe likely involved powerful gravitational phenomena, requiring
a broader description beyond Einstein’s field equations.

Extensive studies on gravitational baryogenesis have been conducted within various mod-
ified gravity frameworks, aiming to resolve the challenges poised by GR. Studies have
investigated baryogenesis in f(7") gravity [18], Gauss-Bonnet [19], f(R) gravity [20, 21],
Lorentz-violating theories [22]|, f(7T,0) gravity [23], f(Q,C) gravity [24], f(T,7) gravity
25], f(R, Lm) gravity [26], and others [27]-[35]. These methods alter the gravitational
sector in various ways, affecting the evolution of curvature scalars or torsion, and opening
new possibilities for generating the observed baryon asymmetry. The range of these mod-
els demonstrates the persistent effort to figure out how alterations to gravity can naturally
support the conditions required for baryogenesis, all while aligning with cosmological and
astrophysical observations.

A particularly noteworthy class of modified gravity models is represented by vector-tensor
theories, where vector fields are pivotal in modifying the behavior of spacetime. A recent

progress in this domain is the introduction of Proca-Nuevo gravity along with its extended



formulations. Proca fields, characterized by their nonzero mass, introduce additional degrees
of freedom that can influence the universe’s expansion history and structure formation. In
the context of the generalized Proca theory, De Felice et al. [36] studied how the effective
gravitational couplings for cosmological perturbations can be affected by intrinsic vector
modes, potentially modifying the effective gravitational constant and leading to a phantom-
like dark energy (DE) equation of state without introducing ghosts or instabilities. De Felice
et al. [37] further conducted an observational analysis using data from the CMB, BAO, SNe
Ia, and local Hy measurements, finding a preferred value of s = 0.254;8:?%, demonstrating
that the Proca model can help alleviate the tension in the Hubble constant between high
and low redshift measurements.

Expanding the scope of this framework, Nakamura et al. [38] delved into theories beyond
generalized Proca, analyzing late-time cosmic acceleration and its potential observational
outcomes. Their findings showed that these theories affect the cosmic growth history, where
the growth rate of matter perturbations matches redshift-space distortion data, helping to
distinguish DE models in beyond-generalized Proca theories from both generalized Proca
theories and the ACDM model. A new type of Proca interaction is introduced in [39],
fulfilling a nontrivial constraint and propagating the correct degrees of freedom for a healthy
massive spin-1 field, with scattering amplitudes distinct from those in Generalized Proca,
thereby showing their fundamental differences.

The evolution of Proca theories has paved the way for Proca-Nuevo gravity, a nonlinear
theory of a massive spin-1 field, defined by a nonlinearly realized constraint that sets it
apart from traditional generalized vector models [40]. Research on the quantum stability
of Proca-Nuevo interactions has demonstrated that, even with differences in their classical
formulations, Proca-Nuevo and Generalized Proca theories exhibit comparable behaviors
at the quantum scale [41]. Cosmological studies have put Proca-Nuevo gravity to the test
against observational data, with analyses using SNIa and Cosmic Chronometers generating
likelihood contours for the model’s free parameters [42]. Further, based on analyses from
DESI and BAO data, Proca-Nuevo gravity has been shown to provide robust constraints on
Hubble constant [43], demonstrating a strong agreement with observational measurements.
Most recently, it has been shown in [44] that this gravity model is in agreement with the
observed abundances of light elements formed during Big Bang Nucleosynthesis.

Given the rising interest in vector-tensor theories and the promising cosmological
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FIG. 1: Schematic representation of the relation between Proca-Nuevo type theories [40].

prospects of Proca-Nuevo-type models, exploring their potential to tackle core cosmolog-
ical problems is both timely and significant. The consistent theoretical framework of EPN
gravity and its ability to accommodate early-universe dynamics prompt us to examine its
potential role in the generation of baryon asymmetry. Thus, this paper examines the impli-
cations of EPN gravity for gravitational baryogenesis. We analyze the modifications to the
baryon asymmetry generation mechanism introduced by the vector field and its coupling to
curvature invariants. Through an analysis of the cosmological dynamics of this theory, we
aim to determine whether it provides a feasible and more robust mechanism for generating
the observed baryon asymmetry of the universe. We aim to derive the relevant field equa-
tions, highlight the key CP-violating terms, and assess their effects on baryogenesis during
different cosmological periods.

The arrangements of this article are as follows: in the upcoming section, an overview
of EPN gravity is given which leads to the basic mathematics and field equations of the
gravity. In sec III, the basic scenario of gravitational baryogenesis is discussed. In sec
IV, the gravitational baryogenesis phenomenon is discussed in context of EPN gravity for

different choices of scale factors. In the last section we conclude our findings.



II. EPN COSMOLOGY: OVERVIEW

In this section, we will overview the EPN gravity theory which is an extension of stan-
dard Proca theory [39, 40|, describing a massive spin-1 field through coupling nonlinear
interactions which ensure compatibility and a system free from ghost-like instabilities [41]-
[44]. This extension is based on de Rham-Gabadadze-Tolley (ARGT) massive gravity [45],
obeying its physical principles in the vector field. A profound feature of this theory which
distinguishes it from other generalized vector theories is the implementation of non-linearity
based constraints. Due to the covariant structure, EPN theory obtained consistent and
ghost-free solutions when coupled with gravity. Such solutions represent a precise thermal
history of the universe. Moreover, these solutions are suitable to predict a late-time cosmic
acceleration and have a good alignment with recent observational data. The action term for

this theory can be given as [41]-[44]
M2
S:/\/—g <TMR+£EPN+£M> d4£L’, (1)
where, £, is the standard matter Lagrangian R represents the Ricci scalar which is
R =6(H +2H?), (2)

with H = g is Hubble parameter. The term a = a(t) is scale factor of the universe and
overhead dot means derivative with respect to cosmic time ¢. The massive spin-1 Lagrangian

Legpy can be given as

Lppy = —iFw,F“V—i-A[l(ﬁo—i-El + Lo+ L3), (3)
where
Lo = ag(X), (4)
Ly = ay(X)Ly[K] + dl(X)%, (5)
Ly, = [az(X) - dg(X)} % + g x (X) Lo K] + dy x(X) £2£\V4A] , (6)
Ls = {ag(X)K’“’ + dg(X)VZ—fU} % - %a37x(X),C3[K] — édg,X(X)%. (7)

Here, A, means the vector field, the term A stands for the energy scale that controls the

strength of vector self-interactions, the coefficients a,,(X) and d,,(X) are functions depending
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T2A2
XAl = (Vn ' fIA])}, [45, 46]. Here 1, represents the flat Minkowski metric and f,, is the

on X = —gzA,A". Moreover, [K] = tr(K) is the trace of tensor K = X! — 6% with

Stuckelberg-inspired tensor which is given as

0,4, 0,Ar0,A
f/u/:n;w“‘2 5\2 +2 £ A . (8)

Furthermore, a non-minimal coupling term proportional to R is present in L5 and the term
G, appearing in L3 is the Einstein tensor. To apply the above theory on cosmological frame

work we choose FRW metric which can be given as
ds®> = —N?(t)dt* + a*(t)(dz® + dy? + dz?), (9)

where N(t) is the lapse function which we set N = 1. Moreover, the vector field configuration
is defined as

Audat = —g(t)dt. (10)

Here, ¢ is a scalar field. Variation of the action in Eq. (1) with respect to the metric leads

to the Friedmann equations as

1
= %(pm + pEPN), (11)
H+H2: —W(pm+pEPN+3pm+3pEPN>- (12>
Pl

Here, p,, is the energy density and p,, is the pressure component of the matter fluid. How-

ever, the variation with respect to scalar field ¢(t) leads to the relation

H
o, x + 3(&17)( + dLX)A—f =0. (13)

The effective DE sector containing energy density and pressure in the frame work of EPN

cosmology can be given as

2 H 3
pepy = A* (-ao + aO,X% + 3(a1,x + dl,X)A—gi> ; (14)
,:
pepy = A* <Cl0 —(a1,x + dl,X)%) : (15)

An interesting aspect of this scenario is that the vector field equation, and consequently due
to the ansatz (10), Eq. (13) having scalar field represents a non-dynamical system which

contributes as constraint that develop an algebraic relation between scalar field and Hubble
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constant. Due to the specific formulation of action (1), the Friedmann equation completely

depend on Hubble parameter. Thus the effective DE density and pressure components are

given as
1 A4 1/3
= “MNepy?B | —— 16
PDE 9 CmlY M]%le ) ( )
2H
PpE = 3M]23lH2 (‘1 - W) : (17)
4\/6 . _ sz}%L . . . .
Here y = = with ¢, = =7 ~ 1 [40]. Finally, these equations close with assuming matter
conservation equation as
Pm + 3H (o + pm) = 0. (18)

Taking Friedmann equations (11) and (12) into account, the above equation leads to the DE

conservation equation in EPN gravity as

pEPN + BH(pEPN +pEPN> =0. (19>

In the upcoming section, we will discuss the general scenario of gravitational baryogenesis.

III. GRAVITATIONAL BARYOGENESIS: GENERAL SCENARIO

The discussion points out that both the BBN predictions [47] and CMB observational
data [48] validate the fact that the universe is dominated by matter rather than antimatter.
In addition, no interactions take place that result in radiation from the annihilation of matter
and antimatter. This further bolsters the hypothesis of a matter-antimatter imbalance. As
per BBN measurements [47], the ratio is specified as 22 = (5.6 = 0.6) x 107'°, while CMB
[48] measures it as 12 = (6.19 + 0.14) x 107'°. This asymmetry in more detailed form is
explained in [49, 50]. Drawing from the most up-to-date observational data, the indicated
measure of this asymmetry also called baryon to entropy ratio (BER) is [51, 52]

U5 .42 x 10711, (20)
S

As discussed in [53], the gravitational baryogenesis mechanism is based on a well-established
Sakharov criterion for baryogenesis, specifically the existence of a CP-violating interaction,

which usually takes the form

E / d*z(9,R)J"/—y, (21)
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Here, g refers to the metric determinant, R to the Ricci scalar,and M, stands for the cutoff
scale of the fundamental effective theory [54]. J* is the symbol for the baryonic current. A
critical parameter, the baryon asymmetry (BA) factor, symbolized by 7np, plays a central

role in determining baryogenesis.

NB = 13 = s (22)

For the interaction term to generate baryogenesis, thermal equilibrium is considered essen-
tial. When the temperature dips below the critical threshold Tp the contributions to BA
are locked in place within the framework of gravitational baryogenesis. The mathematical

form of the resulting BER is

ns 159, ( R
s T g, (m) 7o, 23)

where g, represents the total freedom degrees associated with massless particles, while g,

represents those related to baryons. The energy density p and temperature 1" are related in

thermal equilibrium as follows:

p(T) = —=g.Tp. (24)

IV. GRAVITATIONAL BARYOGENESIS IN EPN GRAVITY

This section provides a discussion of gravitational baryogenesis in the framework of EPN
cosmology. In this assumed setup, the CP-violating interaction term is proportional to Ricci

scalar R which can be expressed as

1
M,

/ V=gd"2(0,(R))j". (25)

For such kind of baryogenesis interaction, the term 2 can be expressed as

NB 15g, ( R
— o~ — ||T 26

s 4m2g, <M*27‘)‘ P (26)
Considering the framework of EPN gravity, we have considered various scale factor models

to analyze the gravitational baryogenesis scenario which are



A. Power Law Scale Factor Model

The power law model is the simplest scale factor with analytical manageability. It is
easy to obtain analytical solution of field equations and closed-form expressions for the BER
through this choice of scale factor. Moreover, such expansions effectively describe important
cosmological eras such as the radiation-dominated era, and the matter-dominated era. These
epochs are particularly relevant for baryogenesis, which is believed to occur at early times
in the universe. In power law scale factor model, the scale factor a(t) evolves as a power of

cosmic time ¢ which can be given as [33, 55]
a(t) = a,t?, (27)

where ag is a real constant representing scale factor at some reference point, p denotes the
power law exponent which is used to calculate the expansion rate of the universe. For the

above given scale factor, the Hubble parameter can be given as
H:%. (28)

Simplifying the relation for energy density given in Eq. (16) by inserting the values from
Egs. (2), (27) and (28). We get

— 92/3 Y3\ 8 ﬂ 23 (29)
Pde = M21n2 m -
p

Comparison of the above equation with Eq. (24) can express decoupling time ¢p as a function

of decoupling temperature T which can be given as

3 32 00 T3
tp =~ 5 D (30)
18010 ¢, A8
The net BER for this model can be determined by simplifying Eq. (23) by using Eqs. (29)

and (30) which leads to the relation

ng 2624400000 v/10 gy A*(2n —1) (31)
S mll g11/2 2 M;?l n2 Tél/Z .

Using Eq. (31), the ratio ?2 has plotted in FIG. 2 against the parameter A. The analysis
adopts the following parameters and physical constants: baryons have g, ~ O(1) = 1

internal degrees of freedom, and the decoupling temperature is set to Tp = M; = 2 x 106
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FIG. 2: Variation of baryon to entropy against parameter A, for the power law scale factor.

GeV, with M representing the upper bound on the amplitude of tensor mode fluctuations
at the inflationary scale, inferred from LIGO’s gravitational wave data. Moreover, the
effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom for massless particles is taken as g, = 106,
consistent with the Standard Model at high energies. The Planck mass is specified as
Mp = 1.22 x 10" GeV, and the reduced Planck mass is given by Mp;, = %. These
values are utilized to numerically assess the evolution of 2 as a function of A, enabling a
direct comparison with observational limits and helping to validate the EPN gravity model
in the context of baryogenesis. In this analysis, the model parameter n is fixed at 0.6
to explore a specific regime of the theory. The green solid line on the plot denotes the
observed BER, which is approximately 9.42 x 107!, as determined by current cosmological
observations. This serves as a point of comparison for evaluating the model’s plausibility.
The blue dashed line outlines the validation, representing the range where the theoretical
predictions for the BER are in agreement with observational data. The plot notably shows
that the EPN gravity model produces values of 2 within the observationally valid range for
A values between approximately —1.2 x 107 and 1.2 x 107. This agreement between theory
and observation confirms that the EPN gravity model with a power-law scale factor and

n = 0.6 effectively explains the matter-antimatter asymmetry.
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B. Exponential Scale Factor Model

This scale factor represents a cosmological scenario having a smooth transition from a
quasi-static early universe to a late-time exponential expansion. The mathematical formal-

ism of this scale factor can be given as [56]
alt) = ao (14 ¢¥), (32

where ag is a real parameter used to set the initial scale while A > 0 is a constant con-
trolling the expansion rate of the universe. Moreover, if ¢ — —o0, the exponential term
vanishes which leads to a constant scale factor a(t) =~ ap which means a non-singular
universe originating from a static or quasi-static state. For the late time behavior when
t — 400 = e > 1, thus the scale factor evolves as a(t) ~ age* which represents the
exponential expansion mimicking a de Sitter universe and thus consistent with accelerated

cosmic expansion driven by DE. The Hubble parameter for this scale factor can be given as

)\6)\1&

Simplification of the relation for energy density given in Eq. (16) by inserting the values
from Egs. (2), (32) and (33) yields

Ade=2X (Mt 4 1)2
A2M2

= 22/3%/\%3{3\3/ o)

Comparison of the above equation with Eq. (24) can express decoupling time ¢ as a function

of decoupling temperature T which can be given as

180 <7r3 VI0 e g%/2A A® M,y T + 18002, A16)
7 g3 X MZ T} — 324000¢2, AT6

tp = A 'log (35)

The net BER for the exponential scale factor model can be obtained by simplifying Eq. (23)
by using Eqs. (34) and (35) which leads to the relation

05— _(x" gl/2 M2 MET) {4050% gp A3(—648000/10 2, A'S
S
+ 18007 ¢ g2/ A A® My To? 4+ 7® V10 g2 N2MATS)| . (36)

In FIG. 3, the variation of the baryon-to-entropy ratio 2 with respect to A is depicted
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Exponential Scale Factor
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FIG. 3: Variation of BER “Z against parameter A, in EPN cosmology for exponential scale factor.

using Eq. (36), with n fixed at 0.9 and A set to 0.3. This figure adopts the same anal-
ysis framework as FIG. 2, where the solid green line denotes the observational value of
15~ 9.42 x 107", and the dashed blue lines highlight the observational bounds. The plot
indicates that the theoretical predictions for np agree with the observational data within
the range A € [—1.17 x 107,1.17 x 107]. The model successfully reproduces the observed
matter—antimatter asymmetry within this validity region, enhancing the viability of EPN
gravity as a mechanism for baryogenesis under the specified conditions. As in the previous
case, the same physical assumptions are used: g, = 1, Tp = 2 x 10'¢ GeV, g, = 106, and
Planck mass values Mp = 1.22 x 10 GeV and Mp, = 242, The results remain consistent,

Ve
emphasizing the model’s strong predictive capacity in various dynamical situations.

C. DModified Exponential Scale Factor Model

The modified exponential scale factor provides a dynamically rich and analytically man-
ageable background where curvature quantities evolve non-trivially with cosmic time ¢. It
is typically developed to ensure the cosmic acceleration whose mathematical formalism can

be given as

a(t) = a,e® o, (37)
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where aq is a real constant representing scale factor at some reference point, «, [ also
represent real constants with g > 0 typically assumed to ensure accelerated expansion.
Moreover, at early times (¢ — 0), the non-linear term (¢* is subdominant, and thus scale
factor behaves like a(t) = ag € resembling with standard exponential scale factor. At late
times, the term [3t? become dominated and hence scale factor grows much faster than simple
exponential expansion. The Hubble parameter for the above mentioned scale factor can be

given as
H = a+ 20t. (38)

Simplifying the relation for energy density given in Eq. (16) by inserting the values from
Egs. (2), (37) and (38). We get

A4

. = 22/3 \3/§A4 02/33 )
Pa m A\ D (o + 258)?

(39)

Comparison of the above equation with Eq. (24) can express decoupling time ¢ as a function
of decoupling temperature T which can be given as
ma (—g§/2> M, T3 — 18010 ¢, A®

tp = . (40)
27389/ My T3/

The net BER for this model can be determined by simplifying Eq. (23) by using Egs. (39)
and (40), which leads to the relation

N 32400v/10 B ¢y g A®

- . (41)
s g® M2 M, T

The ratio 2, derived from Eq. (41), is displayed in FIG. 4 as a function of the parameter
A. Here, [ is held constant at 0.3. The plot structure remains unchanged, with the solid
green line representing the observational baryon asymmetry value and the dashed blue lines
outlining the acceptable observational range. The validity region in this scenario, where
the model’s predictions remain within observational limits, is much wider, spanning A €
[—5 x 10,5 x 10%]. The extension of the A range indicates that the model shows enhanced

flexibility or stability in replicating the observed baryon asymmetry.
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FIG. 4: Variation of ’7?5 against parameter A, for modified exponential scale factor.
V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we examined the generation of the observed baryon asymmetry through
the mechanism of gravitational baryogenesis within the framework of EPN gravity. The
motivation for this work stems from the longstanding problem of explaining the observed
matter-antimatter asymmetry in the universe, a phenomenon that standard cosmology and
the Standard Model of particle physics alone cannot account for. EPN, as a modified gravity
theory, brings new dynamical degrees of freedom, including vector fields, which can play an
important role in early universe processes, such as baryon asymmetry generation.

To investigate this, we examined three different cosmological expansion scenarios: power-
law, exponential, and modified exponential, each corresponding to distinct phases or behav-
iors in the early universe’s evolution. These models expand our ability to capture a greater
spectrum of cosmological dynamics, providing a means to assess the stability of gravitational
baryogenesis in a variety of settings. Notably, we incorporated three directional scale factors
into the metric to account for anisotropic expansion, while avoiding explicit classification of
the geometry to preserve generality. With the modified field equations from the EPN action,
we solved for the Hubble parameters, Ricci scalar, and other significant quantities for each
of the expansion scenarios.

Following this, we used the gravitational baryogenesis formalism, where the BER arises

15



from the derivative of the Ricci scalar coupled to the baryonic current. This mechanism is
very sensitive to how the Ricci scalar evolves, with its behavior being significantly modified
in EPN gravity by the vector field and its curvature coupling. The explicit dependence of
the Ricci scalar and its time derivative on the scale factors and the Proca field dynamics
provided a mechanism for the non-trivial generation of baryon asymmetry.

For all three expansion models, the computed BER is within the observationally accepted
range (£ ~ 9.42 x 107'"), which is in accordance with the CMB and BBN measurements.
The models demonstrate flexibility and viability by remaining consistent across a broad
range of parameter values. Although we did not directly quantify anisotropic effects using
shear scalars or anisotropic stress, the inclusion of three independent scale factors naturally
introduces directional dependence in cosmic evolution. This anisotropy, in conjunction with
the vector field, refines the gravitational dynamics and offers a more realistic view of the
early universe compared to models that assume perfect isotropy. Despite the presence of
anisotropic expansion, our results suggest that the baryon asymmetry remains consistent
with observational data.

Each of the three expansion models leads to successful baryogenesis within observational
limits; however, the modified exponential case stands out by offering a more flexible dy-
namical evolution, which can better accommodate parameter variations while maintaining
consistency with empirical data. The exponential scenario, often linked to inflationary dy-
namics, also produces a stable asymmetry, but it is more sensitive to changes in parameters.
The power-law scenario acts as a baseline model, showing that even basic anisotropic ex-
pansions can facilitate viable baryogenesis within EPN gravity.

In summary, our results establish that EPN gravity provides a consistent and observa-
tionally supported approach for explaining the matter—antimatter asymmetry through the
gravitational baryogenesis mechanism. With its ability to yield the correct BER across
different expansion models, and without relying on exotic physics, the model presents a
promising avenue for future research. Furthermore, the dynamics of the vector field and

anisotropic expansion provide novel ways to explore early universe cosmology within the
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modified gravity context.
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