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Abstract. The gravitational baryogenesis plays an important role in the study of baryon
asymmetry. However, the original mechanism of gravitational baryogenesis in the radiation-
dominated era leads to the asymmetry factor η equal to zero, which indicates this mechanism
may not generate a sufficient baryon asymmetry in the early Universe. In this paper, we
investigate the gravitational baryogenesis for the generation of baryon asymmetry in the
early Universe by using a new higher-order generalized uncertainty principle (GUP). It is
demonstrated that the entropy and the Friedman equation of the Universe deviate from the
original cases due to the effect of the higher-order GUP. Those modifications break the thermal
equilibrium of the Universe, and in turn produce a non-zero asymmetry factor η. In particular,
our results satisfy all of Sakharov’s conditions, which indicates that the scheme of explaining
baryon asymmetry in the framework of higher-order GUP is feasible. In addition, combining
our theoretical results with the observational data, we constraint the GUP parameter β0,
whose bound is between 8.4 × 1010 ∼ 1.1 × 1013.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of antimatter is one of the most important achievements in modern physics [1].
Initially, it is thought that the number of matter and antimatter in the Universe was equal
[2]. However, this prediction conflicts with the observational evidence such as the Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis (BBN), the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB), and Planck observations,
which show that matter exceeds antimatter [3–5]. This stark contradiction sparks an open
issue of modern physics and cosmology, namely the baryon asymmetry of the Universe (BAU)
[6]. Notably, there are two consensuses on the issue of baryon asymmetry, one is that baryon
asymmetry may generate dynamically in the early stages of the cosmic expansion, and the
other is that the key to the generation of baryon asymmetry is to satisfy the three Sakharov
conditions, which are [7] (i) existence of reactions violating baryon number; (ii) C (charge
conjugation) and CP (combined charge conjugation and parity transformation) violation; (iii)
departure from thermal equilibrium. Along this line, various theories have been proposed to
explain how the asymmetry between baryons and antibaryons arose in the early stages of
the evolution of the Universe (see [8–10] for a review). In particular, Davoudiasl et al. [11]
proposed one appealing mechanism called “gravitational baryogenesis”, which is for generating
the baryon number asymmetry in thermal equilibrium during the expansion of the Universe
utilizing a dynamical breaking of CPT. The gravitational baryogenesis has gained people’s
attention as soon as it was put forward because this mechanism showed that gravitational
coupling is a means to produce material asymmetry. Since then, various scenarios are in
progress in this direction (see e.g., [12–16]).

Although the gravitational baryogenesis plays an important role in analyzing BAU, it is
found to be flawed in further research, i.e., in the general relativity regime for flat Friedmann-
Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric, one found that the time changes of the Ricci scalar cur-
vature Ṙ and the corresponding baryon asymmetry factor η (a factor used to measure the
number of baryonic matter exceeding the antibaryonic matter) are zero, which indicate the
original mechanism cannot generate a sufficient baryon asymmetry for the radiation domi-
nated universe. To address the problem above, many effective schemes have been proposed.
For example, Li et al. [17] improved the interaction of gravitational baryogenesis to generate

– 1 –



the matter-antimatter asymmetry. In [18–25], the authors argued that combining the origi-
nal mechanism of gravitational baryogenesis with modified gravity theories can deviate the
Friedmann equations from the classical case and produces a non-vanishing baryon asymmetry
factor. Fukushima et al. [26] investigated the gravitational baryogenesis in the anisotropic
spacetime and discussed the BAU at the end of anisotropic inflation. When considering the
loop quantum cosmology effects, Odintsov and Oikonomou [27] obtained a non-zero baryon-
to-entropy ratio from the gravitational baryogenesis mechanism. Smyth et al. [28] discussed
that the BAU is created through Hawking radiation from the primordial black holes via a
dynamically-generated chemical potential.

On the other hand, a distinctive signature of most candidate theories of quantum grav-
ity (QG) is the prediction of a minimum measurable length near the Planck scale [29–31].
In that case, many classical theories should be modified by the effect of QG. For instance,
by incorporating the minimal measurable length with the Heisenberg algebra, the conven-
tional Heisenberg uncertainty principle (HUP) can be changed to the so-called generalized
uncertainty principle (GUP). In recent years, the GUP has received wide attention since it
can be used in physical systems with extremely small scale or high-energy scale [32–38]. As
discussed above, the BAU may occur at around the radiation domination era, during which
the effect of GUP is also active at that time. In this connection, the combination of gravita-
tional baryogenesis with GUP allows addressing the BAU. In [39], according to the GUP that
was constructed by Ali, Das, and Vagenas (ADV model) [40], i.e., ∆x∆p ≥ ~

2
[1− α0ℓp∆p/~

+β0ℓ
2
p∆p2

/

~
2
]

with the GUP parameters α0 and β0,
1 Das et al. derived a non-zero asym-

metry factor η at the radiation domination era, which provides a new way to explain BAU.
However, it is worth mentioning that the ADV model has some limitations [41]. Firstly, the
perturbative of the ADV model is only valid for small values of the GUP parameter. Secondly,
this GUP model does not imply noncommutative geometry. In addition, due to the maxi-
mal momentum uncertainty being different from the maximal momentum, it is found that the
ADV model is not appropriate to the doubly special relativity. To solve those defects, Pedram
presented a nonperturbative higher-order GUP that is in agreement with various proposals
of QG and eliminates the objections due to the doubly special relativity theories [42].

This heuristic work of Pedram is considered as an important step towards establishing
a physically reasonable theory of QG. Therefore, many studies have converged on the con-
struction and application of high-order GUP [43–46]. Recently, according to the commutator
[x, p] = i~

√

1− 2βp2, Petruzziello [47] constructed a new higher-order GUP, viz.

∆x∆p ≥ ~

2

〈

√

1− 2βp2
〉

≥ ~

2

∞
∑

n=0

βn (2n)!

2n (1− 2n) (n!)2
〈

p2n
〉

≥ ~

2

∞
∑

n=0

βn (2n)!

2n (1− 2n) (n!)2
〈

p2
〉n

≥ ~

2

∞
∑

n=0

βn (2n)!

2n (1− 2n) (n!)2

(

∆p2 + 〈p̂〉2
)n

≥ ~

2

√

1− 2β∆p2, (1.1)

1When ignoring the α0, the ADV model reduces to ∆x∆p ≥ ~
[

1 + β0ℓ
2

p∆p2
/

~
2
] /

2, which is consistent

with the expression of KMM model.
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where we have used the property
〈

p2n
〉

≥
〈

p2
〉n

and the mirror-symmetric states 〈p〉 = 0,
β = β0ℓ

2
p

/

~
2 = β0

/

m2
pc

2 with the dimensionless GUP parameter β0, the Planck length ℓp and
the Planck mass mp. In addition to inheriting the advantages of the previous higher-order
GUP, this model also has the following characteristics: (i) it has a negative value for the GUP
parameter − |β0|, which is considered to be very useful in astrophysical and cosmology. In [48],
it is estimated that the negative GUP parameter is the only setting meets the Chandrasekhar
limit for white dwarfs. Besides, it is found that the negative GUP parameter may appears
in non-trivial space-time structures and leads to a crystal-like universe [49, 50]. For the
sake of simplicity, we omit absolute value of the GUP parameter in this work; (ii) eq. (1.1)
contains only a maximal observable momentum ∆pmax ≈ 1

/√
2β and no minimal length

uncertainty, which is never occurs in other models. For ∆p = ±∆pmax, the position and
momentum operators of above inequality are interchangeable, which is consistent with the
classical case; (iii) this new higher order GUP reduce to the quadratic form of the GUP
∆x∆p ≥ ~

[

1 + βKMM
0 ℓ2p∆p2

/

~
2
] /

2 (hereafter referred to as Kempf-Mangano-Mann model

or “KMM model”) with the negative GUP parameter βKMM
0 for

√
β∆p ≪ 1. To sum up, it is

found that the GUP parameters in the two models have has the relationship β0 ∼ −βKMM
0 .

However, when the GUP parameters equal to zero, they recover the HUP.

In [51, 52], the authors pointed out that features of QG are imprinted on evolution of the
Universe, which can be decoded through the astronomical observation (such as CMB [53, 54]
and the upcoming Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA) [55]). Furthermore, the effect of QG
in the higher-order proposal would greatly change the classical physical system. Therefore,
studying the BAU in the framework of higher-order GUP helps people understand the role
of QG in the early evolution of the Universe. However, to the best of our knowledge, the
higher-order GUP applied to baryogenesis has never been reported. To address this issue,
in this present paper we attempt to employ the new higher-order GUP to study the BAU.
We intend to combine eq. (1.1) with the gravitational baryogenesis to derive the modified
Friedmann equations, which in turn produces a non-zero time derivative of the Ricci scaler
curvature Ṙ as well as a non-zero asymmetry factor η. Then, the BAU can be explained due
to those modifications. Finally, according to the recent observation data, it is possible to
estimate the bound of the GUP parameter β0. According to the unique properties of the new
higher-order GUP, it is believed our study would give some different results from the previous
works.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we give a brief review of the
gravitational baryogenesis. In Section 3, we derive the modified entropy and the corresponding
Friedmann equations in the framework of the new higher-order GUP (1.1). Then, we derive
the non-zero Ricci scalar curvature R and the asymmetry factor η. Finally, the BAU is
explained due to those modifications. In Section 4, according to the recent experiments
and observations, we constrain the bounds of the GUP parameter β0. The paper ends with
conclusions in Section 5. To simplify the notation, this research takes the units ~ = c = kB =
1.

2 Gravitational baryogenesis for the standard cosmological model

Within supergravity theories, the interaction of the gravitational baryogenesis between the
derivative of the Ricci scalar curvature and the baryon-number current dynamically breaks
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CPT in an expanding universe is given by [11]

1

M2
∗

∫

d4x
√
−g (∂µR) Jµ, (2.1)

where R denotes the Ricci scalar curvature, Jµ is the baryon current, M∗ is the cut-off scale
of the effective theory. Following the viewpoint in [18–26, 56], in the process of the Universe’s
expansion, when the temperature T of the Universe drops below the critical temperature TD

at which the baryon asymmetry generating interactions occurs, the baryon asymmetry factor
(BAF) η that measure the amount of baryon matter exceeds antibaryon matter can be derived
from the equation above

η =
nB

s
≃ − 15gb

4π2g∗

Ṙ

M2
∗
T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

TD

, (2.2)

where nB/s is the baryon to entropy ratio with the number of baryons (antibaryons) per
volume unity nB and the entropy density s = 2π2g∗T

3
/

45 for the Universe. Ṙ = ∂R/∂t
is the time derivative of the Ricci scalar curvature of the Universe, gb and g∗ stand for the
number of intrinsic degrees of freedom of baryons and the degrees of freedom of particles that
contribute to the entropy of universe, respectively. According to eq. (2.2), one can observe
that the BAF is proportional to Ṙ. In the standard cosmological mode, the Ricci scalar
curvature can be expressed as

R = −8πG (ρ− 3p) , (2.3)

with the energy density ρ and pressure p of the Universe. When considering matter source
in the universe as a perfect fluid, one has the equation of state parameter w = p/ρ, and the
Eq. (2.3) can be cast as

R = −8πG(1 − 3w)ρ. (2.4)

Notably, when taking into account the radiation-dominated era that is characterized by w =
1/3, the Ricci scalar curvature R and its derivative Ṙ vanish. As a consequence, one has
η = 0. However, many astronomical observations demonstrated the BAF is not equal to
zero, which implies the matter in the Universe is more than the antimatter. For example, the
acoustic peaks in CMB measured by the Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP)
give η ≤ 6.3×10−10, BBN exhibits that 3.4×10−10 ≤ η ≤ 6.9×10−10. To fix this contradiction,
we investigate the higher-order GUP corrected gravitational baryogenesis in the next section.

3 Gravitational baryogenesis in the framework of higher-order GUP

In [39], the authors pointed out that, the preservation of thermal equilibrium in the original
scenario of gravitational baryogenesis will lead to the Ricci scalar curvature as well as its
derivative equal to zero, and eventually make η = 0. Therefore, an effective way to generate
the baryon asymmetry is to break the thermal equilibrium of the Universe by deviating its
thermodynamic properties from the classical case. In the following discussion, according to
the holographic principle and the new higher-order GUP (1.1), we will derive the modified
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy and the modified Friedmann equations, which break the thermal
equilibrium. Finally, according to those modifications, a non-zero Ricci scalar curvature R
and a non-zero η can be obtained.
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3.1 The modified entropy in the higher-order GUP

According to the holographic principle, when a gravitational system absorbs a particle, its
area and the total energy inside the apparent horizon will increases, the minimal change of
the area ∆A can be expressed as [57, 58]

∆A ∼ Xm, (3.1)

where X and m represent the size and mass of the particle, respectively. In quantum me-
chanics, the width of the wave packet of a particle is described as the standard deviation of
X distribution (i.e., the position uncertainty ∆x), hence, one has the relationship X ∼ ∆x.
Furthermore, in the process of measuring the position of a particle, the mass of particle should
be larger the momentum uncertainty ∆p [45]. Hence, eq. (3.1) can be rewritten as

∆A ≥ ∆x∆p. (3.2)

The above equation implies that the smallest increase in area in a gravitational system is
restricted by the momentum uncertainty ∆p and position uncertainty ∆x of quantum me-
chanics.

For a static and spherically gravitational system, the position uncertainty is approxi-
mately equal to the radius of the apparent horizon, that is ∆x ≈ 2r [59]. Substituting this
relationship into the higher-order GUP (1.1), one has

√

1− 2∆p2β

2∆p
≤ ∆x ≤ 2r, (3.3)

and the momentum uncertainty is given by

− 1
√

4∆x2 + 2β
≤ ∆p ≤ 1

√

4∆x2 + 2β
. (3.4)

Inserting eq. (3.3) and eq. (3.4) into eq. (3.2), the minimal change of the area can be rewritten
as follows

∆A ≥ χ~̃ (β) , (3.5)

with the effective Planck constant ~̃ (β) = 2r
/

√

16r2 + 2β and the calibration factor χ =

4 ln 2 [60]. Notedly, in the limit β → 0, one yields ~̃ (β) = 1/2. Based on the information
theory, the minimal increase of entropy is conjectured related to the value of the area

dS

dA
≃ ∆Smin

∆Amin

=
1

8~̃ (β)
, (3.6)

where ∆Smin = ln 2 represents the minimal increase in entropy, which implies to one bit
of information. In the classical limit, the original entropy of a gravitational system can be
expressed as S0 = A/4, which indicates the entropy is related to the horizon area A. However,
when considering the effect of GUP, the general expression of entropy should be modified as
S = f (A)/4 with the function of area f (A). Correspondingly, the entropy-area relation can
be expressed as follows [61]

dS

dA
=
f ′ (A)

4
, (3.7)
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where f ′ (A) = df (A)/dA. By comparing eq. (3.7) with eq. (3.6), one has

f ′ (A) =
1

2~̃ (β)
=

√

1 +
πβ

2A
. (3.8)

For β → 0, one has f ′ (A) = 1, consistently with the standard result in classical limit. Then,
by integrating eq. (3.7), the GUP corrected entropy is given by

SGUP =

∫

dS

dA
dA ≃

∫

∆Smin

∆Amin

dA ≃
∫

dA

8~̃ (β)

=

√

2 (2A+ πβ)A

8
+

π

8
β ln

(

2
√
A+

√

4A+ 2πβ
)

. (3.9)

Obviously, the effect of GUP leads to a logarithmic term with the deformation parameter β
in the parentheses of eq. (3.9), which meet the requirements of QG [57, 62, 63]. Besides, in
the limit where β → 0, it agrees with the original entropy S0.

3.2 GUP corrected Friedmann equations

In [64–67], it is found that the Friedmann equations can be derived from the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy and the first law of thermodynamics. Therefore, according to the modified
entropy (3.9), we will derive the GUP corrected Friedmann equations that deviates from
the thermal equilibrium. In the homogeneous and isotropic spacetime, the FRW universe is
described by the line element:

ds2 = hµνdx
µdxν + r̃2

(

dθ2 + sin2θdϕ2
)

, (3.10)

where xµ = (t, r), r̃ = ra (t) with the scale factor a (t), hµν = diag
[

−1, a2
/(

1− kr2
)]

is the
two-dimensional metric with the spatial curvature constant k, and µ = ν = 0, 1, respectively.
By using the relation hµν∂ur̃∂ν r̃ = 0, the dynamical apparent horizon of the FRW universe

reads r̃ = ar =
(

H2 + k
/

a2
)

−
1

2 with the Hubble parameter H = ȧ/a. By supposing the
matter of the FRW universe is a perfect fluid, the energy-momentum tensor can be expressed
as

Tµν = (ρ+ p) uµuν + pgµν , (3.11)

where uµ and gµν are the four velocity of the fluid and the space-time metric of FRW universe,
respectively. ρ0 is the energy density, and p denotes the pressure. Due to the conservation
law of energy-momentum T µν

;ν = 0, one obtains the continuity equation, i.e.,

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0. (3.12)

Now, following the viewpoint in [68], we will use the first law of thermodynamics for the
matter content within the apparent horizon to derive the Friedmann equations. The first law
of thermodynamics can be expressed as

dE = TdS +WdV, (3.13)

where E = ρV represents the total energy of matter contained in the apparent horizon,
V = (4/3) πr̃3 is the volume of 3-dimensional sphere, and W = (ρ− p)/2 is the work density,
respectively. Based on the continuity equation (3.12), the energy differential turns out to be

dE = ρdV + V dρ = 4πr̃2ρdr̃ +
4πr̃3

3
dρ. (3.14)
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Then, considering the temperature of the apparent horizon T = κ/2π with the surface gravity
for the metric FRW universe κ = − [1− (∂r̃/∂t)/2Hr̃]/r̃ and the expression of entropy (3.9),
the first term on the right hand side of eq. (3.13) can be rewritten as

TdS = − 1

G

(

1−
˙̃r

2Hr̃

)

f ′ (A) , (3.15)

where we denoted ˙̃r = ∂r̃/∂t. Furthermore, the second term on the right hand side of
eq. (3.13) is evaluated by

WdV = 2πr̃2 (ρ− p) dr̃. (3.16)

Applying eq. (3.14)-eq. (3.16) and the dynamical apparent horizon of the FRW universe r̃ to
eq. (3.14), one gets the first Friedmann equation

−4πG (ρ+ p) =

(

Ḣ − k

a2

)

f ′(A), (3.17)

where we set ˙̃r = 0 since the apparent horizon radius is fixed in an infinitesimal time interval.
Next, substituting the continuity equation (3.12) into eq. (3.17), and then integrating, the
result reads

8

3
πGρ = −4π

∫

f ′ (A)
dA

A2
, (3.18)

which is the second Friedmann equation. Now, by using eq. (3.8), the GUP corrected Fried-
mann equations evolves as

−4πG (ρ+ p) =

(

Ḣ − k

a2

)

√

1 +
πβ

2A
, (3.19)

and

8

3
πGρ =

2

3β

(

4 +
2πβ

A

)3/2

+ C, (3.20)

where C refers to an integration constant, which specific expression is determined by the
boundary conditions in the vacuum energy dominated era [39]. When A goes to infinity, the
energy density becomes cosmological constant (i.e., ρ = Λ), which leads to C = 8πGΛ/3 −
16/3β. Then, inserting this expression of integration constant into eq. (3.20) and considering
A = 4πr̃2 = 4π

/(

H2 + k
/

a2
)

, one yields

−4πG (ρ+ p) =

(

Ḣ − k

a2

)

√

1 +
1

8

(

H2 +
k

a2

)

β, (3.21a)

8

3
πG (ρ+ Λ) =

2

3β

[

4 +
1

2

(

H2 +
k

a2

)

β

]3/2

− 16

3β
. (3.21b)

According to the research goal, we should study a flat universe that dominated by radiation.
Hence, the tiny observed cosmological constant Λ and the spatial curvature constant k can
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be ignored [39]. This argument implies that

− 4πG (ρ+ p) = Ḣ

√

1 +
H2

8
β, (3.22a)

8

3
πGρ =

2

3β

(

4 +
H2

2
β

)3/2

− 16

3β
. (3.22b)

Clearly, the above two equations are the GUP corrected Friedmann equations which show
the changes of energy density and pressure in the early Universe. When β → 0 the original
Friedmann equations are recovered.

3.3 GUP corrected baryon asymmetry factor

For investigating the deviation of thermal equilibrium of the Universe, it is necessary to re-
express the energy density and pressure of Friedmann equations as ρ = ρ0+δρ and p = p0+δp,
where ρ0 and p0 represent the pressure and density at thermal equilibrium, respectively.
Substituting ρ and p into GUP corrected Friedmann equations (3.22), one has

ρGUP = − 2

Gπβ
+

(

2

Gπβ
+

2

3
ρ0

)

√

1 +
1

3
Gπβρ0

= ρ0 +
Gπρ2β

12
− G2π2ρ3β2

216
+O

(

β3
)

, (3.23a)

pGUP =
2

Gπβ
+

[

ρ0
9

(1 + 3w)− 2

3Gπβ

]

√

9 + 3Gπβρ0.

= wρ0 +
1

12
Gπ (1 + 2w)βρ20 −

1

216
G2π2 (2 + 3w) ρ30β

2 +O
(

β3
)

. (3.23b)

It is noteworthy that, in the early stages of the Universe, the effect of QG made the ρGUP and
pGUP deviate from the cases at thermal equilibrium. As increases of the scale of the Universe,
the effect of QG gradually weakens. So far, the QG effect in our universe is so weak that it
can be ignored. Next, substituting eq. (3.23) into the trace of the Einstein equation (2.4), it
follows that

RGUP =− 8πG (ρGUP − 3pGUP)

=
8

3
Gπ (1 + 9w) ρ0

√

1 +
1

3
Gπβρ0 +

64

3β

(

3−
√

9 + 3Gπβρ0

)

. (3.24)

Applying the continuity equation (3.12) and the second Friedmann equation in thermal equi-
librium H2 = 8πGρ0/3 to eq. (3.24), the modified time derivative of the Ricci scalar takes
the following form

ṘGUP = −8
√
2Gπ3/2 (1 + w) ρ0 [Gπβρ0 − 6 + 9w (2 +Gπβρ0)]

√

πβ + 3/Gρ0
. (3.25)

Here we set w = 1/3 since the universe is in an era dominated by radiation. With this setting,
eq. (3.25) can be rewritten as follows

ṘGUP = −128
√
2G2π5/2βρ20

3
√

πβ + 3/Gρ0
, (3.26)
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where the original case Ṙ = 0 is obtained for β → 0. Finally, substituting eq. (3.26) into
eq. (2.2), the expression for BAF is modified as follows

ηGUP =
160gbG

5/2βρ
5/2
0

g∗M2
∗
T

√

2π

3 +Gπβρ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

TD

. (3.27)

Obviously, the modified BAF is not only related to the parameters from the standard re-
sult (2.2), but also to the deformation parameter β. According to the previous discussion, the
effect of GUP is active in the radiation domination era, so our result can effectively avoid the
occurrence of non-zero BAF. Besides, it is found that the original result (2.2) osatisfies only
the first two Sakharov conditions [11]. However, by using the modified corrected entropy (3.9)
and Friedmann equations (3.22), we broke the thermodynamic equilibrium and met the third
Sakharov condition. Therefore, our result satisfies all three Sakharov conditions, which indi-
cates the GUP can generate a sufficient baryon asymmetry for at the radiation domination
era.

4 Constraints for the GUP parameter β0

Theoretically, the GUP parameters are always assumed as 1 so that the effect of GUP is
valid when the energy is close to the Planck scale. However, when ignoring this assumption,
the bound of the GUP parameter can be estimated by experiment data and observation
results. The research on the bounds of GUP parameters has always been one of the important
focuses, which could help to understand the effect of QG in the theoretical realm [75–78].
Therefore, in this section, we will confront the theoretical result (3.27) with the observational
results to obtain the bound of the parameter of the high-order GUP. In order to achieve this
goal, one needs to replace the gravitational constant to Planck mass (i.e. G = 1

/

m2
p with

mp ∼ 1.22× 1019GeV) and express the density at thermal equilibrium as ρ0 = πg∗T
4
/

30 [6],
then the GUP corrected BAF can be rewritten as

ηGUP =
8gbg

3/2
∗ π3T 9

Dβ

45m5
pM

2
∗

√

45 + g∗π2T 4
Dβ

/

2m2
p

. (4.1)

By employing β = β0
/

m2
p and the values of gb ∼ O (1), g∗ ∼ 106, M∗ = mp

/√
8π and

TD ∼ 2× 1016GeV [69], then solving eq. (4.1), one has

β0 = 4.8× 10−82

(

2.3× 10112η2GUP+
√

1.2 × 10204η2GUP + 5.5× 10224η4GUP

)

. (4.2)

Clearly, the above equation implies that the bound of β0 is determined by the observed value
of ηGUP. In the past forty years, many astronomical observations have given the range of η,
which can be used to constraint the region of the higher-order GUP. Now, according to the
data in [5, 70–73], the bounds on β0 are shown in table 1.

From table 1, by employing data from different astronomical observations, one can see
the bound of β0 is between 8.4 × 1010 ∼ 1.1 × 1013. Besides, the parameter of the higher-
order GUP has a special relationship with that of the KMM model, that is, β0 ∼ −βKMM

0 .
Therefore, comparing the results βKMM

0 = −η
/

2.16 × 10−19 from [39], which shows −4.58 ×
108 ≤ βKMM

0 ≤ −2.64 × 108 (Deuterium and 3He abundances), it is easy to find that our
results β0 are 2-5 orders of magnitude weaker than the absolute value of those of the KMM
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Data source η β0
Planck observations [5] η ≤ 6.2× 10−10 β0 ≤ 8.7× 1012

Deuterium and Hydrogenium abundance [70] 5.9 × 10−10 ≤ η ≤ 6.3× 10−10 7.9 × 1012 ≤ β0 ≤ 9.0× 1012

Deuterium and 3He abundances [71] 5.7 × 10−11 ≤ η ≤ 9.9× 10−11 8.4 × 1010 ≤ β0 ≤ 2.3× 1011

BBN [72] 3.4 × 10−10 ≤ η ≤ 6.9× 10−10 2.6 × 1012 ≤ β0 ≤ 1.1× 1013

Acoustic peaks in CMB measured by WMAP [73] η ≤ 6.3× 10−10 β0 ≤ 9.0× 1012

Particle Data Group [74] η ≤ 8.6× 10−11 β0 ≤ 1.8× 1011

Table 1. The data source, the ranges of η, and the bounds of β0.
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Figure 1. The effect of different GUP models on the η − β0 relationship.

model
∣

∣βKMM
0

∣

∣. In order to further study the influence of the two models on the “η − β0"
relationship, we plot fig. 1. One can see that the rad dashed line illustrates the KMM model
case increases monotonically with

∣

∣βKMM
0

∣

∣ with a constant slope, whereas the higher-order
GUP case presents a blue parabola with an increasing slope. As we stated previously, the
higher-order GUP would reduces to the KMM model for

√
β∆p ≪ 1. Therefore, we conclude

that the above differences are caused by higher-order terms O (β0) of GUP.

Furthermore, with the continuous improvement of astronomical observation equipment,
one can now use gravitational wave signals to constrain the effect of QG at cosmological scales.
For example, Nishizawa [79] tested effect of QG with the gravitational-wave propagation
and the modified photonic dispersion relation. Inspired by that work, we can constrain the
parameter of the higher-order GUP models via the primordial gravitational wave experiments
with space interferometers (such as LIGO, VIRGO, and KAGRA), those works would lay the
foundation for understanding quantum gravity from a multi-messenger era perspective [80].

5 Conclusion

In the current work, the baryon asymmetry in the early Universe is studied from the per-
spective of thermodynamics and the effect of higher-order GUP. We started our investigation
by analyzing the original gravitational baryogenesis. It is found that, although the original

– 10 –



mechanism has coupled the spacetime and the baryon current, it still cannot explain the
baryon asymmetry well since the Universe is in thermal equilibrium, which leads to a zero
BAF and makes the third Sakharov condition unsatisfied. For fixing this problem, we derived
the modified Bekenstein-Hawking entropy by employing a new higher-order GUP together
with the holographic principle. Subsequently, according to this modification and the first
law of thermodynamics, we obtained the GUP corrected Friedmann equations. It is found
that the modified Friedmann equations are in non-thermal equilibrium, which satisfies the
third Sakharov condition and leads to η 6= 0 in the radiation-dominated era. Those results
showed that the effect of GUP can break thermal equilibrium and provide a feasible scheme
for explaining baryon asymmetry in a radiation dominated Universe. Finally, using the dif-
ferent astronomical observations data, we constrained the bounds of the GUP parameter β0,
whose bound between 8.4 × 1010 ∼ 1.1 × 1013. It is found that our results the parameter of
High-order GUP β0 are 2-5 orders of magnitude weaker than the absolute value of that of
KMM model

∣

∣βKMM
0

∣

∣. This indicates the bound of GUP parameter is depended on the its
model, and the high-order terms O (β0) of GUP have an important impact on the baryon
asymmetry. In a word, our study provides the possibility to analyze the QG effect and its
role in the early evolution of the Universe.

It should be noted that many new higher-order GUP [43–47] and extended uncertainty
principle models [81, 82] have been proposed recently. By combining them with baryon
asymmetry could help us have a deeper understanding of the Universe. In addition, the
CTA will start to reveal whether quantum gravity eventually plays a role in the Universe’s
dynamics, via photon dispersion relations [55], the data released by this observations will be
important for our analysis of QG effects. We hope to address these issues in the future works.
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