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Instituto de F́ısica de Part́ıculas y del Cosmos (IPARCOS-UCM)
Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 28040 Madrid, Spain

E-mail: basabendu.b@srmap.edu.in, nicolas.bernal@nyu.edu, javier.rubio@ucm.es

Abstract. We show, within the single-field inflationary paradigm, that a linear non-minimal
interaction ξ MP ϕR between the inflaton field ϕ and the Ricci scalar R can result in suc-
cessful inflation that concludes with an efficient heating of the Universe via perturbative
decays of the inflaton, aided entirely by gravity. Considering the inflaton field to oscillate in
a quadratic potential, we find that O(10−1) ≲ ξ ≲ O(102) is required to satisfy the obser-
vational bounds from Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and Big Bang Nucleosynthesis
(BBN). Interestingly, the upper bound on the non-minimal coupling guarantees a tensor-to-
scalar ratio r ≳ 10−4, within the range of current and future planned experiments. We also
discuss implications of dark matter production, along with the potential generation of the
matter-antimatter asymmetry resulting from inflaton decay, through the same gravity portal.ar
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1 Introduction

Inflation serves as a well-established framework that harmoniously aligns with our empirical
observations, offering elegant solutions to the puzzles within the hot Big Bang model [1, 2].
In its simplest avatar, the inflationary stage is driven by a slowly rolling scalar field whose
energy density dominates the Universe at some early epoch and is eventually converted into a
radiation bath, (re)heating the Universe and signaling the onset of radiation domination [3–
6]. Depending on the model under consideration, this relocation of energy can take place
via perturbative decays [7–9] or involve highly nonlinear and non-perturbative effects such as
parametric resonance [10–13], tachyonic instabilities [14–19], oscillon formation [20–24] and
turbulent energy cascades [25, 26], in isolation or co-existence [27, 28].

As has recently been pointed out [29], an irreducible Planck suppressed coupling between
all matter fields and gravity can lead to gravity-mediated heating, which has been named as
“gravitational reheating” scenario. As shown in Refs. [29–32], for an inflaton ϕ oscillating
in a monomial potential V (ϕ) ∝ ϕk, the minimal gravitational heating scenario, where a
pair of inflaton condensate excitations scatters via massless gravitons into standard model
(SM) particles (like the Higgs boson), requires k > 9. Interestingly enough, this bound can
be relaxed to k > 4 if one introduces a non-minimal quadratic coupling between gravity
and the scalars of the theory. However, gravity-mediated gravitational heating through 2-
to-2 scattering remains still not viable if the inflaton oscillates at the minimum of a quartic
(k = 4) or a quadratic (k = 2) potential.

In this work, we will explore a scenario where successful inflation, together with heating,
can be achieved through the non-minimal linear interaction ξ MP ϕR between the inflaton
field ϕ and the Ricci scalar R, where MP is the reduced Planck mass and ξ the non-minimal
coupling. In particular, we will assume the inflaton field to oscillate in a simple quadratic
potential, showing explicitly that this setting can give rise to an adequate number of e-
folds of inflation and to the onset of radiation domination prior to Big Bang Nucleosynthesis
(BBN) [33–38], such that the standard cosmological lore is not hampered. Interestingly, both
the inflationary and heating dynamics are governed by a single free parameter ξ.
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Moreover, the inadequacy of the SM in offering a viable dark matter (DM) candidate
necessarily calls for beyond the SM fields. Measurements of anisotropies in the cosmic mi-
crowave background radiation (CMB) provides the most precise measurement of the DM relic
density, usually expressed as ΩDMh

2 ≃ 0.12 [39], which the candidate for DM must satisfy.
Now, irreducible gravitational interaction can lead to inevitable DM production (or produc-
tion of any particle in general), commonly known as “gravitational production” of DM.1 For
instance, the production of purely gravitational DM due to expansion of the Universe (which
is the conventional gravitational production) has been extensively discussed in Refs. [67–69],
through the s-channel exchange of massless gravitons in, e.g., Refs. [31, 70–80], while DM
is sourced from the decay of the inflaton in Refs. [81–84]. Being a purely gravitational pro-
cess, the corresponding DM yield is Planck suppressed and can only be dominant at high
temperatures.

Finally, the observed excess of baryons over antibaryons in the Universe is quantified
in terms of the baryon-to-photon ratio ηB ≃ 6.2× 10−10 [39], based on CMB measurements,
which also agrees well with the BBN estimates [85]. Although it has all the necessary compo-
nents, the SM does not satisfy the Sakharov conditions [86] necessary to generate the adequate
asymmetry, demanding physics beyond the SM. An intriguing possibility to achieve baryo-
genesis (that is, the dynamical generation of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe (BAU))
is known as leptogenesis [87] where, instead of explicitly creating a baryon asymmetry, first
a lepton asymmetry is produced that subsequently converts into baryon asymmetry by the
(B + L)-violating electroweak sphaleron transitions [88].

In the present context, both the DM and the observed BAU (along with the right active
neutrino mass) can be generated from decays of the inflaton,2 once beyond the SM fields
are introduced.3 This also falls under the category of gravitational production, as in the
absence of the nonminimal coupling to gravity, such a production channel ceases to exist.
We emphasize that such linear non-minimal coupling has not been widely discussed in the
literature in the context of inflation and heating.4

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we discuss our model construction to-
gether with the inflationary framework. In Section 3 we elaborate on the heating scenario and
investigate the production of DM and baryon asymmetry. Finally, we conclude in Section 4.

2 Inflation with a Linear Non-minimal Coupling

Let us consider the following action for a secluded weakly self-interacting Z2 symmetric5 infla-
ton field ϕ̃ of mass mϕ, non-minimally coupled to gravity and without tree-level interactions
to the SM states,

Sϕ =

∫
d4x

√
−g̃
[
1

2
M2
P F (ϕ̃) g̃

µν R̃µν(Γ̃) +
1

2
g̃µν ∂µϕ̃ ∂ν ϕ̃− 1

2
m2
ϕ ϕ̃

2

]
. (2.1)

1Purely gravitational production of particles beyond the SM can also emerge from Hawking radiation of
evaporating primordial black holes; see, for example, Refs. [40–66].

2Such decay can also give rise to high-frequency gravitational waves via graviton bremsstrahlung as dis-
cussed in Refs. [89–94].

3Gravitational production of DM, along with the BAU, has also been addressed in Refs. [31, 95].
4In context of DM decay this has been discussed in Refs. [96–98].
5In particular, we require the strength λ of quartic self-interaction λϕ4 to be λ ≪ m2

ϕ/ϕ
2
∗, with ϕ∗ ∼ O(MP )

the value of the field associated the horizon crossing of the pivot scale. The same kind of fine tuning applies
also to higher-order interactions

∑
n αnϕ̃

n/Mn−4
P with n > 4.
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Here we have adopted a mostly-plus convention for the metric g̃µν , MP ≃ 2.44 × 1018 GeV
stands for the reduced Planck mass, F (ϕ̃) is a general function of |ϕ̃|/MP parametrizing all
potential non-linearities in the scalar sector and admitting a expansion around unity6 and

R̃µν = ∂σΓ̃
σ
µν − ∂µΓ̃

σ
σν + Γ̃ρµνΓ̃

σ
σρ − Γ̃ρσνΓ̃

σ
µρ (2.2)

denotes the Ricci tensor constructed out of a connection Γ̃ρµν , to be specified in what follows.
Note that, for negligible non-minimal couplings F (ϕ̃) ≃ 1, this action reduces to a particularly
simple chaotic scenario, the seminal quadratic inflation model, where the only free parameter
mϕ is completely determined by the measured amplitude of the primordial power spectrum
of density fluctuations. However, this simplified scenario scenario is in conflict with the
combined Planck and BICEP2/Keck bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio, namely r < 0.032
at 95% CL [99]. Interestingly enough, this limitation is generically surpassed in the presence
of sizable non-minimal couplings to gravity [100–102].

The inclusion of non-minimal couplings to gravity explicitly breaks the well-known de-
generacy between metric and Palatini formulations, making it necessary to specify the prop-
erties of the connection Γ̃ρµν in order to completely define the theory under consideration.
For the sake of simplicity and without lack of generality, we will assume in what follows a
Palatini formulation of gravity where the connection Γ̃ρµν is taken to be arbitrary but torsion-

free, i.e. Γ̃ρµν = Γ̃ρνµ. Compared to the most common metric approach, this formulation
displays some interesting features. On the one hand, it does not require the introduction
of the usual Gibbons–Hawking–York term to obtain the equations of motion [103]. On the
other hand, since the metric and the connection are completely unrelated in Palatini gravity,
the Ricci scalar remains invariant under Weyl transformations, simplifying the transitions
among conformal frames and the analysis of the cosmological implications of the model, as
we explicitly demonstrate in what follows.

The nonlinearities associated with the non-minimal coupling in Eq. (2.1) can be trans-
ferred to the kinetic and potential sectors of the theory by performing a Weyl transformation
g̃µν = F−1(ϕ̃) gµν , which, as anticipated, affects only the metric field and its determinant.
The resulting action takes the form

Sϕ =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
M2
P

2
R(Γ) +

1

2F (ϕ̃)
gµν ∂µϕ̃ ∂ν ϕ̃− 1

2

m2
ϕ ϕ̃

2

F 2(ϕ̃)

]
, (2.3)

with Γ identified now with the Levi-Civita connection,

Γλαβ =
1

2
gλρ (∂αgβρ + ∂βgρα − ∂ρgαβ) . (2.4)

The non-canonical kinetic term in Eq. (2.3) can be made canonical by performing an addi-
tional field redefinition

d|ϕ|
dϕ̃

=
1√
F
. (2.5)

6The modulus could be associated, for instance, with a non-linear interaction

√
ϕ̃2 + ϵ, with small ϵ.
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Assuming the expansion of F (ϕ̃) to admit a dominant linear term7 in the field regime of
interest with positive coefficient ξ,8

F (ϕ̃) = 1 + ξ
|ϕ̃|
MP

+O
(
|ϕ̃|/MP

)2
, (2.6)

the integration of Eq. (2.5) with boundary condition ϕ(0) = 0 provides a relation

|ϕ| = 2MP

ξ

√1 + ξ
|ϕ̃|
MP

− 1

 , (2.7)

which can be easily inverted,

|ϕ̃| = |ϕ|
(
1 +

ξ

4

|ϕ|
MP

)
, (2.8)

to obtain a ϕ-dependent action

Sϕ =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
M2
P

2
R+

1

2
gµν ∂µϕ∂νϕ− V (ϕ)

]
, (2.9)

with effectively non-linear Z2 symmetric potential

V =
1

2
m2
ϕ |ϕ|2

(
1 + ξ

4
|ϕ|
MP

)2
(
1 + ξ|ϕ|

2MP

)4 . (2.10)

Restricting ourselves to the asymptotic plateau-like region at large field values ϕ > 0, and
dropping consequently the absolute value in all the following expressions, we obtain the
potential slow-roll (SR) parameters

ϵV ≡ M2
P

2

(
V ′

V

)2

= 2

(
MP

ϕ

)2(
1 +

1

2

ξϕ

MP

)−2(
1 +

1

4

ξϕ

MP

)−2

, (2.11)

ηV ≡M2
P

V ′

V
=

[
1− 3

2

ξϕ

MP
− 3

8

(
ξϕ

MP

)2
]
ϵV , (2.12)

and the number of e-folds of inflation

N =
1

M2
P

∫ ϕ∗

ϕend

V

V ′ dϕ =
1

4

(
ϕ

MP

)2(
1 +

ξ

4

ϕ

MP

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
ϕ∗

ϕend

, (2.13)

7This happens in any other model of inflation that involves Planckian field excursions. This assumption

requires a certain level of fine-tuning, in particular, given a general function F (ϕ̃) = 1 + ξ |ϕ̃|
MP

+
∑

n βn
|ϕ̃|n
Mn

P

with n ≥ 2 and sizable field excursions |ϕ̃| ∼ O(MP ), we require βn ≪ ξ.
8The absolute value in this expression respects the assumed Z2 symmetry of the low energy inflaton sector,

guaranteeing also a positive definite graviton propagator at all field values. On top of that, this choice
ensures the absence of non-perturbative tachyonic resonance effects [16] that would require dedicated lattice
simulations, allowing us to concentrate on purely perturbative gravitational production channels in what
follows.
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between the field value ϕ∗ at which the pivot scale k∗ exited the horizon during inflation and
the corresponding one at the very end of inflation,

ϕend ≃ 23/2MP

(
√
2 ξ)2/3

(
1− (

√
2 ξ)1/3 − 1/3

(
√
2 ξ)2/3

)
, (2.14)

where SR is completely violated, that is ϵV (ϕend) ≃ 1. Neglecting the small contribution of
the lower limit in Eq. (2.13) and solving for ϕ∗,

ϕ∗(N) =
2MP

ξ

(√
1 + 2 ξ N1/2 − 1

)
, (2.15)

we can now express the SR parameters (2.11) and (2.12) as a function of the number of
e-folds of inflation,

ϵV ≃ 1

4 ξ N3/2
+O

(
1

ξ2N2

)
, ηV ≃ − 3

4N
+

5

8 ξ N3/2
+O

(
1

ξ2N2

)
. (2.16)

This allows us to determine the amplitude of the amplitude of the primordial spectrum of
curvature perturbations, the associated spectral tilt ns = 1 + 2 ηV − 6 ϵV and the tensor-to-
scalar ratio r = 16 ϵV ,

P ≃
m2
ϕ

12π2M2
P

(
N3/2

ξ

)
, ns = 1− 3

2N
− 1

4 ξ N3/2
, r =

4

ξ N3/2
. (2.17)

The observed spectral amplitude P ≃ 2.1× 10−9 [104] determines the inflaton mass,

m2
ϕ ≃ 12π2 PM2

P

(
ξ

N3/2

)
, (2.18)

which, as shown in Fig. 1, turns out to exceed generically the unification scale mϕ ∼
O(1013) GeV associated with quadratic chaotic models of inflation, with larger values of
the non-minimal coupling ξ leading to larger inflaton masses. Requiring mϕ to stay sub-
Planckian results in an upper bound for ξ, namely

ξ ≲ 1.5× 109
(
N

50

)3/2

. (2.19)

The compatibility of the spectral tilt and the tensor-to-scalar ratio with the CMB observa-
tions due to Planck [104] is displayed in Fig. 2. Nonvanishing values of ξ result generically
in small tensor-to-scalar ratios, which, as anticipated, are fully compatible with Planck data
for a fixed number of e-folds N = 50, a fiducial value to be assumed in what follows. In
some cases, the predicted tensor-to-scalar ratios are also well within the reach of current or
future planned experiments such as BICEP3 [105], LiteBIRD [106] and the Simons Observa-
tory [107].

3 Heating with a Linear Non-minimal Coupling

In this section we explore the aftermaths of the inflaton decay induced by the linear non-
minimal coupling, neglecting for simplicity additional decay channels potentially allowed by
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Figure 1. Dependence of the inflaton mass on the non-minimal coupling ξ for N = 50 e-folds.
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Figure 2. Dependence of the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and the spectral tilt ns on the non-minimal
coupling ξ for N = 50 e-folds.

our symmetry assumptions (see the discussion at the end of Appendix A for further clar-
ification). We begin with the production of the SM bath from the decay of the inflaton
field, which is necessary for heating. We then discuss the production of DM and the dy-
namical generation of the BAU, for which we introduce new physics states. Inevitably, in
all cases the yield is proportional to the square of the non-minimal coupling. We emphasize
that all our computations consider perturbative 2-body decay of the inflaton condensate,
neglecting in particular non-perturbative production effects. This approximation is justi-
fied by the quadratic character on the inflationary potential around its minimum and the
Planck-suppressed character of the interactions induced by the non-minimal coupling to grav-
ity. The former aspects constitute, in fact, a remarkable difference from scenarios involving
higher monomial potentials, viz., V (ϕ) ∝ ϕk, where, despite what is usually assumed in the
literature [29–32], non-perturbative effects cannot be generically ignored, leading almost uni-
versally to a radiation-like equation-of-state parameter [18, 19, 22, 108–110] in clear contrast
to the value w = (k − 2)/(k + 2) obtained in the homogeneous approximation.
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3.1 Producing the standard model bath

At the end of inflation, the potential energy of ϕ becomes comparable to its kinetic en-
ergy counterpart, leading effectively to a Hubble parameter of order HI ≡ H(ϕend) ≃
V 1/2(ϕend)/MP ∼ 1013 GeV, with a very mild dependence on the non-minimal coupling
ξ. In order to recover the usual hot Big Bang evolution, this large energy contribution must
be transferred to the SM degrees of freedom, heating the Universe and ensuring the onset of
radiation domination. For the sake of generality, we will assume that the inflaton field can
also decay into new-physics (NP) states beyond the SM, with a suppressed branching fraction
B. The evolution of the SM energy density (ρR) and the inflaton (nϕ) and NP (nnp) number
densities can be tracked with the set of coupled Boltzmann differential equations [111, 112]

dnϕ
dt

+ 3H nϕ = −Γϕ nϕ , (3.1)

dρR
dt

+ 4H ρR = (1− B) Γϕ nϕmϕ , (3.2)

dnnp
dt

+ 3H nnp = 2B Γϕ nϕ , (3.3)

with Γϕ and ρϕ ≡ nϕmϕ the total decay width and energy density of the nonrelativistic
inflaton, respectively, and

H ≃
√
ρR + nϕmϕ

3M2
P

(3.4)

the Hubble expansion rate. In the following, the new state will be identified with the DM or
the RHN responsible for leptogenesis. The SM radiation energy density as a function of the
SM bath temperature T is given by

ρR(T ) =
π2

30
g⋆(T )T

4 , (3.5)

where g⋆(T ) corresponds to the SM relativistic degrees of freedom contributing to ρR [113].
For the sake of simplicity, we restrict ourselves to instantaneous thermalization within the
SM sector. More precisely, we will assume that the interaction rate between SM particles
significantly exceeds the inflaton decay rate [114].

The heating temperature Trh can be defined as the temperature of the SM bath at which
the equality Γϕ = H(Trh) occurs and corresponds to

T 2
rh =

3

π

√
10

g⋆
MP (1− B) Γϕ . (3.6)

As the inflaton decay is not instantaneous, the maximum temperature [74, 115, 116]

T 4
max =

60

π2 g⋆

(
3

8

)8/5

(1− B) M2
P ΓϕHI (3.7)

reached by the SM bath can be much higher than Trh.
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Figure 3. Left: Evolution of the radiation (red) and inflaton (blue) energy densities with the scale
factor. Right: Bath temperature as a function of the scale factor. In both panels, we fix B = 0 and
Γϕ ≃ 5× 103 GeV, which, in the perturbative regime, corresponds to ξ ≃ 1.

Assuming a perturbative decay of the inflaton field, the partial decay widths into final-
state particles of mass m, different spins, and a single degree of freedom is

Γϕ→ii =



ξ2

32π

m3
ϕ

M2
P

√
1− 4 y2 for scalars,

ξ2

32π

m3
ϕ

M2
P

y2
(
1− 4 y2

)3/2
for fermions,

ξ2

128π

m3
ϕ

M2
P

√
1− 4 y2

(
1− 4 y2 + 12 y4

)
for vectors ,

(3.8)

with y ≡ m/mϕ. Details of the calculation are reported in Appendix A. At high temperatures
before the electroweak symmetry breaking, the SM particles are massless and the SM contains
4 scalar, 24 vector and 90 fermionic degrees of freedom. Therefore, the total decay width
into SM final states becomes

Γϕ ≃ 5

16π
ξ2

m3
ϕ

M2
P

. (3.9)

Using this perturbative expression for Γϕ and the inflaton mass in Eq. (2.18), we get

Trh ≃ 3.1× 1012 GeV

(
ξ

10

)7/4

, (3.10)

and

Tmax ≃ 5.4× 1013 GeV

(
ξ

10

)5/6

, (3.11)

for B = 0. The evolution of the inflaton (red) and the SM radiation (blue) energy densities as
a function of the cosmic scale factor a is displayed in the left panel of Fig. 3, for Γϕ ≃ 5 TeV
(ξ ≃ 1) and only considering decays into the SM, i.e., B = 0. The vertical dashed line
corresponds to a = arh ≡ a(Trh). During heating, that is, in the range aI < a < arh (with aI
corresponding to the scale factor and the end of inflation / beginning of heating), ρϕ(a) ∝ a−3

while ρR(a) ∝ a−3/2, as it is not just a free radiation component but rather a one sourced
from the decay of the inflaton field.
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Figure 4. Values of the heating temperature Trh and the maximum temperature Tmax as a function
of the non-minimal coupling ξ for B = 0. The gray-shaded region (Trh ≤ T ≤ Tmax) corresponds to
the heating epoch.

In addition, in the right panel, the evolution of the SM temperature as a function
of the scale factor is shown. Horizontal dashed lines correspond to T = Tmax and T =
Trh and delimit the heating duration. At the beginning of heating, the bath temperature
rapidly increases as a result of the non-instantaneous decay of the inflaton field, reaching a
temperature Tmax ∼ 8 × 1012 GeV. During heating, the temperature decreases as T (a) ∝
a−3/8, until Trh ∼ 6 × 1010 GeV. Once SM radiation dominates the energy density of the
Universe, it becomes a free radiation fluid and its energy density drops to ρR(a) ∝ a−4,
corresponding to T (a) ∝ a−1.

Figure 4 shows the values for Trh and Tmax as a function of Γϕ (or ξ in the perturbative
regime), assuming again B = 0. The region between Tmax > T > Trh corresponds to the
heating era. The minimal value of the non-minimal coupling ξ ≳ 0.1 comes, mainly, from
the inflationary tensor-to-scalar ratio; see Figs. 2 and (2.17). Additionally, an upper bound

ξ ≲ 250 (3.12)

on the non-minimal coupling appears by demanding Tmax > Trh or equivalently

Γϕ <
2

3

(
3

8

)8/5 HI

1− B . (3.13)

This corresponds to a minimum bound r ≳ 10−4 on the tensor-to-scalar ratio, that is, within
the reach of future and planned CMB experiments [105–107]. Above the red dotted line,
corresponding to T = mϕ/2, the SM bath had an energy high enough to generate inflatons
through inverse decays. However, because of the high inflaton number density during heating,
this process is subdominant.9

9In this case, additionally to the decay term Γϕ nϕ in Eqs. (3.1) to (3.3), the production out of the SM
bath has to be included and therefore Γϕ nϕ → Γϕ (nϕ − neq

ϕ ), where neq
ϕ (T ) corresponds to the equilibrium

number density of the inflaton.
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3.2 Dark matter from inflaton decay

In this section, we discuss the prospect of DM production from the decay of the non-minimally
coupled inflaton field. We consider the simple scenario in which the inflaton condensate
decays into a pair of DM particles of arbitrary spin. The evolution of the DM number density
ndm can be tracked by solving Eqs. (3.1) to (3.3), where nnp becomes ndm. Equation (3.3)
can be conveniently rewritten in terms of the scale factor a and the comoving number density
N ≡ ndm × a3 as

dN

da
= 2B a2 Γϕ

H(a)
nϕ(a) ≃ 6B

M2
P Γ2

ϕ

mϕ
a
3/2
rh a1/2 , (3.14)

where the scaling of the inflaton number density nϕ(a) ∝ a−3 during heating was used, with
arh ≡ a(Trh). It is interesting to note that, due to the nature of gravitational couplings,
the branching fraction B is not a free parameter and depends only on the spin (and mildly
the mass) of the decaying particle. The branching of the inflaton field into a couple of DM
particles (with a single degree of freedom) in the final state follows from Eqs. (3.8) and (3.9),
and is given by

B ≃



1

11
− 20

121
y2 +O[y4] for scalars,

1

10
y2 +O[y4] for fermions,

1

41
− 240

1681
y2 +O[y4] for vectors,

(3.15)

for m ≪ mϕ. We emphasize that due to the democratic gravitational interaction strength,
the branching ratio is independent of the non-minimal coupling.

Next, we note that Eq. (3.14) admits an analytical solution

N(arh) ≃ 4B
M2
P Γ2

ϕ

mϕ
a3rh

[
1−

(
Trh
Tmax

)4
]
, (3.16)

where we have assumed that there is no initial population of DM at the end of inflation, that
is, ndm(aI) ≃ 0. In addition, one can define the DM yield Y ≡ ndm/s, where

s(T ) =
2π2

45
g⋆s(T )T

3 (3.17)

is the SM entropy density, and g⋆s(T ) is the number of relativistic degrees of freedom con-
tributing to the SM entropy [113]. The value of the DM yield at present corresponds to the
value at the end of the heating and is given by

Y (arh) ≃
N(arh)

a3rh s(Trh)
≃ 4B

M2
P Γ2

ϕ

mϕ s(Trh)

[
1−

(
Trh
Tmax

)4
]
, (3.18)

which in the perturbative case corresponds to

Y (arh) ≃
ξ

g⋆s(Trh)1/4

√
mϕ

MP
×



1 for scalar DM,(
mdm

mϕ

)2

for fermionic DM,

1

2

√
11

41
for vector DM,

(3.19)
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Figure 5. Magnitude of the non-minimal coupling ξ needed to fit the entire observed DM abundance,
for different DM spins. The red-shaded regions are disallowed by BBN (bottom), Lyman-α (left),
kinematical condition mdm > mϕ/2 (right) and nonviable heating (top).

featuring a linear dependence on the nonminimal coupling ξ. To match the entire observed
abundance, the DM yield must be fixed so thatmdm Y (arh) = ΩDMh

2 1
s0

ρc
h2

≃ 4.3×10−10 GeV,

where mdm is the DM mass, ρc ≃ 1.1 × 10−5 h2 GeV/cm3 is the critical energy density,
s0 ≃ 2.9× 103 cm−3 is the entropy density at present, and ΩDMh

2 ≃ 0.12 [104].
In Fig. 5, the values of ξ required to make up the entire DM relic abundance at present

are shown, as a function of the mass of the DM, for different spins of the DM. Using Eq. (3.19),
together with Eq. (2.18), one finds that for bosonic cases the yield Y (arh) ∝ ξ5/4, while for
the fermionic case, because of helicity suppression, Y (arh) ∝ m2

dm ξ
1/4. For the same reason,

for fermionic DM, mdm varies very steeply with ξ, as compared to bosonic cases. As a result,
for a given ξ, the fermionic DM needs to be heavier than the bosonic one in order to produce
the right amount of relic. The DM mass required to fit the whole observed abundance is
therefore

mdm ≃


5.3× 10−6 GeV× ξ−5/4 for scalar DM,

2.7× 107 GeV× ξ−1/12 for fermionic DM,

1.9× 10−5 GeV× ξ−5/4 for vector DM,

(3.20)

for g⋆s(Trh) = 106.75. In Fig. 5, we also show constraints on the viable parameter space from
Lyman-α flux power spectra on a warm DM mass [117–122] that allows mdm ≳ 4 keV [123,
124], on-shell decay of the inflaton that requiresmdm < mϕ/2, and successful heating followed
by inflation; cf. Fig. 4. Once these constraints are taken into account, the allowed mass range
for scalar and vector DM turns out to be 4 keV ≲ mdm ≲ 1 MeV, while for fermionic DM
mdm ≃ 107 GeV.

Before closing, we would like to mention that, apart from direct decay of the inflaton
field into DM final states, pure gravitational production of DM unavoidably takes place from
the 2-to-2 scattering of the bath particles via s-channel mediation of massless graviton [70–
74, 125]. However, since the density rate of DM production in such a scenario scales as
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γ(T ) ∝ T 8/M4
P , the gravitational UV freeze-in is subdominant.

3.3 Leptogenesis from inflaton decay

Aside DM, the dynamical generation of the observed BAU demands the introduction of new
physics. To be more accurate, neutrino masses and mixings require at least two (heavy)
right-handed neutrino (RHN) states to realize the seesaw mechanism [126–129]. One of
these, if produced and remains out-of-equilibrium until its decay, can leave a nonzero lepton
asymmetry. This asymmetry in the leptonic sector can eventually be converted into an
asymmetry in the baryonic sector following the well-known mechanism of leptogenesis [87,
130, 131]. In the present context, such a framework can be realized by considering inflaton
decays into a pair of RHNs, which further undergoes CP-violating out-of-equilibrium decays
into a SM lepton and a Higgs.

As a concrete example, we introduce SM gauge singlet RHNs Ni (with i = 1, 2, 3) with
an interaction Lagrangian density of the form

L ⊃ −1

2
mN N cN − yN N H̃† L+H.c. , (3.21)

ignoring the generational indices, where L is the SM lepton doublet, H the SM complex Higgs
doublet (H̃ ≡ i σ2H⋆, σ2 is the Pauli spin matrix), and yN a Yukawa coupling. Additionally,
mNi are the Majorana masses, assumed to be hierarchical mN1 ≪ mN2,3 . Note that the
trilinear Yukawa term in Eq. (3.21) is responsible for generating light neutrino masses via
the Type-I seesaw mechanism.

Due to the democratic coupling of the inflaton field to all SM and NP fields, it inevitably
decays into a pair of such RHNs, which subsequently undergo a CP-violating decay into a
SM lepton and a Higgs doublet via their Yukawa interaction, producing a non-zero lepton
asymmetry. The produced lepton asymmetry is eventually converted to baryon asymmetry
via electroweak sphalerons. The final BAU can then be estimated via [131, 132]

Y 0
B =

28

79
|ϵ∆L|YN1(arh) , (3.22)

where [30, 133]

|ϵ∆L| ≃
3 δeff
16π

mN1 mν,max

v2
, (3.23)

is the lepton asymmetry (see Appendix B for details), ⟨H⟩ ≡ v ≃ 174 GeV is the SM Higgs
vacuum expectation value, δeff is the effective CP violating phase in the neutrino mass matrix
with 0 ≤ δeff ≤ 1, and we take mν,max ≃ 0.05 eV as the heaviest active neutrino mass [132].
The RHN yield at the end of heating is given by the fermionic part of Eq. (3.19). For the decay
of heavier RHNs N2,3, we consider lepton-number-violating interactions of N1 rapid enough
to wash out the lepton-number asymmetry originated by the other two. Therefore, only the
CP-violating asymmetry from the decay of N1 survives and is relevant for leptogenesis.

To match the observed BAU at present, it is required to have Y 0
B ≃ 8.7 × 10−11 [39].

Away from the kinematical thresholds, this implies thatmN1 ∝ ξ−1/8. In Fig. 6 we show with
black lines the effective CP violating phase δeff required to fit the data, in the [mN1 , ξ] plane.
The contour shows a cutoff point at mN1 ≃ mϕ/2, which is the kinematical threshold for 2-
body decay (red area on the right). To avoid the washout of the produced asymmetry, one also
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Figure 6. Contours corresponding to the observed BAU for different choices of CP-violating phases
δeff , as shown with different patterns. The shaded regions are prohibited from inflation [cf. Fig. 2],
maximum temperature during heating [cf. Fig. 4], kinematical constraint on 2-body decay and non-
thermal leptogenesis that requires mN1

> Trh.

needs to ensure that the production is nonthermal,10 which requiresmN1 > Trh (shaded red on
top). Therefore, within the white area corresponding to 5×1012 GeV ≲ mN1 ≲ 5×1014 GeV
and 10−1 ≲ ξ ≲ 2× 102, the BAU can be reproduced successfully.

4 Conclusions

The precise mechanism of heating after inflation remains largely unknown, opening up differ-
ent possibilities of production of the Standard Model (SM) content, along with new physics
species once cosmic inflation ends. In this paper we discuss one such possibility by considering
a linear coupling between the inflaton field and gravity. Such a non-minimal coupling triggers
the decay of the inflaton condensate into pairs of all particles in the SM and beyond. Con-
trary to the widely discussed gravitational heating scenario, mediated by graviton exchange,
in the present case one can have successful inflation together with heating for a quadratic
inflaton potential, i.e., the simplest chaotic inflation scenario. We find, in order to adhere to
the Planck data and reheat the Universe prior to the onset of BBN, the non-minimal coupling
needs to be O(10−1) ≲ ξ ≲ O(102).

We extend our discussion to the production of new-physics states. On the one hand, the
whole observed dark-matter (DM) abundance can be successfully fitted for different spins.
In particular, fermionic DM must have a mass mdm ∼ 107 GeV, while bosonic DM (scalar or
vector) must be in the keV to MeV range. On the other hand, we also discuss the generation
of baryon asymmetry of the Universe via nonthermal leptogenesis, due to the CP-violating
decay of a heavy right-handed neutrino produced from the inflaton decay. The observed
baryon asymmetry, along with the light neutrino masses via the type-I seesaw mechanism,

10To realize non-thermal leptogenesis during heating, we compute the thermalization rate Γth ≃ y2
N T/(8π),

with yN ≃ mν,max mN1/v
2, and compare it with the Hubble rate. We find that Γth stays below the Hubble

rate H(T ) ≃ (T/Tmax)
4 HI during heating for O(10−1) ≲ ξ ≲ O(102).
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can be produced from out-of-equilibrium decay of a heavy right-handed neutrino in the mass
range 1012 GeV ≲ mN1 ≲ 1015 GeV.

All in all, we have demonstrated that, contrary to the case of a quadratic non-minimal
coupling of the inflaton to gravity discussed in the literature, a linear non-minimal coupling
can give rise to successful inflation and efficient heating of the Universe in the case of a
quadratic inflationary potential. Additionally, the gravitationally induced decay of the infla-
ton field can also source the whole observed DM abundance and baryon asymmetry of the
Universe within simple particle physics frameworks.
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A Inflaton Interactions and Decays

In order to compute the gravity-induced inflaton decays, it is important to couple the inflaton
to SM (and possible NP) fields, and therefore, the total action reads

S = Sϕ + SSM + Snp , (A.1)

where Sϕ was defined in Eq. (2.9), the SM part is

SSM =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
− 1

4
gµν gλρ V(a)

µλ V(a)
νρ +

1

F 2
(LY − V (H))

+
1

F

∣∣DµH
∣∣2 + i

F 3/2
f /∂ f +

3 i

F 2
f
(
/∂ Ω
)
f

]
, (A.2)

where V(a) denotes the SM gauge bosons (Abelian and non-Abelian) and f stands for all SM
fermions (quarks and leptons). The covariant derivative is defined as Dµ ≡ ∂µ− i g2 τaW a

µ −
i (g1/2)Y Bµ, where Wµ and Bµ are the SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge bosons, respectively, with
corresponding g2 and g1 gauge coupling strengths, Y is the hypercharge and τa = σa/2 are
the Pauli matrices. The potential of the Higgs doublet H reads V (H) = −µ2H |H|2+λH |H|4.
Additionally, the new physics sector is encoded in Snp, and may consist of a singlet scalar S
with mass mS , a singlet Majorana neutrino N with mass mN , a Dirac fermion ψ with mass
mψ, or an Abelian gauge boson Xµ with mass mX . In each case, the corresponding action
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Interaction Vertex

ϕφφ ξ
MP

(
pi × pj + 2m2

φ

)
ϕΨΨ ξ

2MP

(
4mΨ − 3 /pi

)
ϕV µ V ν −2 ξ

MP
m2
V η

µν

Table 1. Vertices for the inflaton-matter interactions, for scalars (φ), fermions (Ψ), and vectors (V ).

in the Einstein frame reads

SS =

∫
d4x

√−g
[

1

2F
gµν ∂µS ∂νS − 1

F 2
V (S)

]
for scalar,

(A.3)

SN =

∫
d4x

√−g
[

i

F 3/2
N γµ∂µN − 1

2F 2
mN N cN −

(yN
F 2

N H̃† L+H.c
)]

for Majorana,

(A.4)

Sψ =

∫
d4x

√−g
[

i

F 3/2
ψ̄ γµ∂µψ − 1

F 2
mψ ψ̄ ψ

]
for Dirac,

(A.5)

SX =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
−1

4
Xµν X

µν +
m2
X

2F 2
XµX

µ

]
for vector.

(A.6)

For the scalar S we disregard possible trilinear and quartic self-interactions, and also the
mixing to the SM Higgs boson. In addition, for the vector Xµ we ignore its kinetic mixing
with the SM U(1)Y gauge boson. Finally, if the new state is associated with DM, a Z2

parity is imposed under which only DM is odd to make it stable. All relevant vertices were
computed using LanHEP [134] and are summarized in Table 1. The corresponding partial
decay widths computed using CalcHEP [135] are reported in Eq. (3.8).

Note that, in order to highlight the impact of gravitationally induced decays, we have
explicitly disregarded the existence of possible direct couplings among the inflaton and matter
sectors. However, the present analysis remains valid as long as the induced decay channels
dominate over the direct ones. For example, if the assumed linear Z2 symmetry of the inflaton
sector is relaxed to include a direct inflaton-scalar coupling µ ϕ̃ φ2 leading to an Einstein-
frame contribution µϕ (1 + ξϕ/(4MP ))φ

2, the ratio of direct to nonminimal gravitational
production through decays becomes

Γdirect
ϕ

Γnon-minimal
ϕ

∼ µ2M2
P

ξ2m4
ϕ

. (A.7)

The non-minimally gravitational induced decay thus dominates if

µ <
m2
ϕ ξ

MP
≲ 1.6× 107 GeV

(
ξ

10−1

)2

, (A.8)

where we have taken into account Eq. (2.18) for the mass of inflaton with N = 50 e-folds
and the lower bound on ξ from reheating (cf. Fig. 4). This bound was implicitly used for the
case of Higgs production and scalar DM.
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Furthermore, for the case of the Higgs boson, direct inflaton-Higgs trilinear (µϕH†H)
and quartic (λϕ2H†H) couplings could destabilize the required flatness of the inflationary
potential. To ensure the stability of the Higgs vacuum during both inflation and preheating,
it is required that µ ≲ 108 GeV and λ ≲ 10−8 [136, 137].

B CP Asymmetry

The CP asymmetry generated from N1 decay is given by [131]

ϵ∆L ≡ ΓN1→ℓiH − ΓN1→ℓ̄i H̄

ΓN1→ℓiH + ΓN1→ℓ̄i H̄

≃ 1

8π

1

(y†N yN )11

∑
j=2,3

Im
(
y†N yN

)2
1j

×F
(
M2
j

M2
1

)
, (B.1)

where

F(x) ≡ √
x

[
1

1− x
+ 1− (1 + x) log

(
1 + x

x

)]
. (B.2)

For x≫ 1 ,F ≃ −3/ (2
√
x), and Eq. (B.1) becomes

ϵ∆L ≃ − 3

16π

1

(y†N yN )11

[
Im
(
y†N yN

)2
12

mN1

mN2

+ Im
(
y†N yN

)2
13

mN1

mN3

]
. (B.3)

If we consider Im
(
y†N yN

)2
13

≫ Im
(
y†N yN

)2
12

and mN1 ≪ mN2,3 , then

ϵ∆L ≃ −3 δeff
16π

|(yN )13|2mN1

mN3

, (B.4)

while the effective CP violating phase is given by

δeff =
1

(yN )213

Im(y†N yN )
2
13

(y†N yN )11
. (B.5)

In order to simultaneously generate the tiny active neutrino mass, one has to impose the
seesaw relation

mν3 =
|(yN )13|2 v2

mN3

, (B.6)

that leads to

ϵ∆L ≃ −3 δeff
16π

mN1 mν3

v2
. (B.7)

Instead, if Im
(
y†N yN

)2
13

≪ Im
(
y†N yN

)2
12
, the CP asymmetry parameter becomes

ϵ∆L ≃ −3 δeff
16π

mN1 mν2

v2
. (B.8)

In general, one can then write

ϵ∆L ≃ −3 δeff
16π

mN1 mνi

v2
, (B.9)

where i = 2 , 3 for normal hierarchy. On a similar note, the CP-asymmetry parameter can
be obtained for the inverted hierarchy with i = 1 , 2. In either case, we consider mνi to be
the heaviest active neutrino mass mν,max in Eq. (3.23).
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Primordial Black Hole Evaporation, JCAP 08 (2020) 045 [2004.14773].

[51] P. Gondolo, P. Sandick and B. Shams Es Haghi, Effects of primordial black holes on dark
matter models, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 095018 [2009.02424].
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