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We explore the impact of the back-reaction of evaporation on the quantum state of Primordial
Black Holes (PBHs), known as “memory burden”, on the baryon asymmetry production in the
Universe through high-scale leptogenesis. Focusing on PBH masses ranging from 1 to 1000 grams,
we investigate the interplay between the non-thermal production of heavy sterile neutrinos and
the entropy injection within this non-standard cosmological framework. By assuming appropriate
values for the memory-burden parameters, q = 1/2 and k = 1, we derive mutual exclusion limits
between PBHs and thermal leptogenesis in the mixed parameter space. Our analysis reveals that the
primary contribution of PBHs to baryon asymmetry stems from entropy injection. Indeed, we find
that, differently from earlier studies based on the semi-classical Hawking evaporation, the memory-
burden effect suppresses the non-thermal source term in the PBH mass range explored. This has
significant implications for understanding baryogenesis in such alternative cosmological scenarios.

I. INTRODUCTION

The seminal idea that Primordial Black Holes (PBHs)
have been formed in the very early universe from dense
regions long before stars emerged [1–3], has been recently
resumed, gaining new interest in relation to the context of
dark matter [4–17], early Universe investigation [18–21],
as well ad gravitational wave research [22–26]. The mass
and spin distributions of PBHs can vary based on the
specific cosmological scenario. PBHs with masses above
1015 grams are stable over cosmological timescales, but
lighter black holes may have already evaporated through
Hawking radiation by the current era. This process of
evaporation has been investigated in a variety of different
contexts, playing important roles in the production of the
baryon asymmetry of the Universe, gravitational wave
emission, or dark matter generation, depending on their
mass. Black hole evaporation, as described by the semi-
classical framework, assumes that the black hole retains
its classical nature throughout its entire lifetime [27].
However, it is becoming increasingly evident that this as-
sumption may lead to an inconsistent model, pointing to
the necessity for new physics, especially in relation to the
information loss paradox [28]. Hawking’s analysis fails to
account for the back-reaction of emitted particles on the
quantum state of the black hole. This omission becomes
particularly important when the energy of the emitted
quanta approaches the black hole’s total energy. Recent
research [29, 30] suggests that such back-reaction could
give rise to a “memory burden”, a phenomenon where the
system’s information resists being lost, driven by the re-
sponse of quantum modes linked to its entropic degrees
of freedom. As the black hole’s mass decreases past a
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certain point, the back-reaction becomes increasingly sig-
nificant, potentially slowing the evaporation rate and ex-
tending the black hole’s lifetime. Among the significant
phenomenological consequences [31–47], the potential of
the memory burden could also impact the baryogenesis
via leptogenesis scenarios [48], where the lepton asym-
metry, generated from lepton number violating interac-
tions, is converted to a net excess of baryons via the
non-perturbative (B+L)-violating sphaleron transitions
[49–55]. Normally, depending on the mass and so on the
temperature of the PBHs, the evaporation of primordial
black holes in the early Universe could have impacted
the process of leptogenesis through both the production
of heavy right-handed neutrinos, and the injection of en-
tropy in the plasma, with production of significant pop-
ulation of relativistic particles [56–60]. The presence of
the memory-burden effect has the potential to alter this
scenario, as it could extend the lifespan of PBHs. Conse-
quently, considering certain values of their abundance,
PBHs could come to dominate the Universe during a
specific period when, under normal circumstances in the
semiclassical regime, they would not have been the dom-
inant component. In this study of thermal leptogenesis,
we find that the primary influence of memory-burdened
PBHs lies not in their role as a non-thermal source of
heavy sterile neutrinos, which could otherwise enhance
the baryon asymmetry production, but rather in their en-
tropy injection, leading to a net reduction in the baryon
asymmetry. We find that the memory-burden effect no-
tably alters the parameter space, shifting the viable re-
gion toward lower PBH masses in comparison to previous
studies.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-
scribe the evaporation process of memory-burden PBHs
and the corresponding impact on the cosmological history
of the Universe. In Sec. III, we detail the particle model
of the thermal high-scale leptogenesis. In Sec. IV, we
discuss the Boltzmann equations dictating the evolution
of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe. In Sec. V, we
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report the main results of the present analysis. Finally,
in Sec. VI we draw our conclusions.

II. COSMOLOGY WITH MEMORY-BURDENED
PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLES

In this Section, we describe how the existence of
memory-burdened PBHs can influence the evolution of
the Early Universe. Thanks to the memory-burden effect,
PBHs live longer allowing their domination for smaller
masses compared to the standard scenario. For the sake
of concreteness, we consider neutral and non-rotating
PBHs with a monochromatic mass distribution with ini-
tial mass M in

PBH. Moreover, we assume they originate
from the collapse of density perturbations when they
reenter the horizon in a radiation-dominated Universe
at the temperature

Tin =
1

2

(
5

π3g∗

)1/4
√

3γPBHM3
Pl

M in
PBH

, (1)

where γPBH ∼ 0.2 is the gravitational collapse fac-
tor [18, 61], and MPl = 1.22 × 1019 GeV is the Planck
mass. We refer to the initial PBHs abundance in terms
of the quantity

β′ = γ
1/2
PBH

(
g∗(Tin)

106.5

)−1/4 (
h

0.67

)−2
ρPBH

ρcr.

∣∣∣∣
in

, (2)

where h = 0.67 [62] is related to the Hubble constant,

and ρPBH and ρcr.|in =
3γ2

PBH

32π
M6

Pl

(M in
PBH)2

are the PBH and

critical energy densities at Tin, respectively.
As soon as PBHs are formed, they radiate all the par-

ticles with a mass smaller their Hawking temperature
TPBH, defined as [27, 63]

TPBH ≃ 1010
(

103 g

MPBH

)
GeV . (3)

Owing to the memory-burden effect, the evaporation pro-
cess occurs into two distinct phases. The first phase is the
semi-classical (Hawking-like) one, where the PBH mass
evolves according to

d lnMPBH

dα
= −κ(MPBH)

HM3
PBH

ln(10) , (4)

where α = log10 a with a being the cosmic scale fac-
tor, and κ(MPBH) = 416.3M4

Pl/(30720π) is constant
for MPBH ≲ 109 g [64]. The second “memory-burdened
phase”, where the PBHs are stabilized by the memory
burden, kicks in when MPBH = qM in

PBH. In the second
phase, quantum effects become relevant: the information
stored on the event horizon back-reacts and slows down
the evaporation process by a factor proportional to a neg-
ative power of the PBH entropy

SPBH = 4πGM2
PBH . (5)

Hence, the mass evaporates according to

d lnMPBH

dα
= − 1

Sk
PBH

κ(MPBH)

HM3
PBH

ln(10) , (6)

Taking into account both the two evaporation phases, the
number of χ particles emitted by a single PBH is

dNχ

dEdt
=

gχ
2π

Fχ(E,MPBH)

eE/TPBH + (−1)2sχ

×

 1 MPBH > qM in
PBH

S−k
PBH otherwise

. (7)

where gχ and sχ are the degrees of freedom and the spin
of χ particles, respectively, and Fχ is the grey-body fac-
tor. By integrating this equation over the energy, we
obtain the emission rate

ΓPBH→χ =

∫ ∞

mχ

dNχ

dEdt
dE . (8)

The parameter space of the memory-burden effect is
therefore completely determined by the two additional
parameters q and k ≥ 0. In the present analysis, we
fix q = 1/2 and k = 1 and leaves the study of dif-
ferent memory-burden parameters to future works. We
note that such choice guarantees that PBHs with mass
M in

PBH ≤ 1000 g have been completely evaporated before
the onset of Big Bang Nucleosynthesis [41].
To follow the evolution of the main energy density com-

ponents, we need to solve the following coupled Fried-
mann equations [56, 58, 65]

dϱrad
dα

= −fSM10α
d lnMPBH

dα
ϱPBH ,

dϱPBH

dα
=

d lnMPBH

dα
ϱPBH , (9)

H2 =
8π

3M2
Pl

(ϱPBH

a3
+

ϱrad
a4

)
,

where H is the Hubble parameter, ϱPBH ≡ a3ρPBH and
ϱrad ≡ a4ρrad are the comoving energy densities of PBHs
and radiation, respectively, and fSM is the fraction of
Hawking radiation composed of SM particles. In our
framework, fSM ≃ 1 since PBHs produce a negligible
amount of right-handed neutrinos. Notice that we re-
cover the standard evolution for ϱPBH = 0. The comov-
ing entropy density of the Universe evolves as

dS
dα

= − fSM
T (α)

d lnMPBH

dα
ϱPBH , (10)

which is constant for ϱPBH → 0. Lastly, the Universe’s
temperature T evolves according to

dT

dα
≃ −T

[
ln(10)− 1

4
fSM10α

d lnMPBH

dα

ϱPBH

ϱrad

]
. (11)
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III. HIGH-SCALE LEPTOGENESIS

We now describe in detail the high-scale thermal lepto-
genesis scenario that lays the foundation of our analysis.
Thermal leptogenesis relies on a minimal extension of
the Standard Model (SM) incorporating at least two sin-
glet Majorana neutrinos. These neutrinos interact with
the SM lepton and Higgs doublets, introducing dynam-
ics that facilitate the generation of a matter-antimatter
asymmetry. A particularly compelling feature of this
minimal framework is its ability to simultaneously ac-
count for the experimentally observed neutrino masses
and the baryon asymmetry of the Universe.

Type-I seesaw

The small masses of light, active neutrinos can be nat-
urally explained via the type-I seesaw mechanism, char-
acterized by the following Lagrangian terms

L ⊃ −YαiLαϕ̃Ni −
1

2
N c

iM̂ijNj + h.c. , (12)

where ϕ̃ = iσ2ϕ
∗, ϕ is the Higgs doublet, Lα = (να, ℓα)

are the lepton doublets where α = e, µ, τ , and Ni, i =
1, 2, 3 are the Majorana right-handed neutrinos.

The active neutrino mass matrix is then determined
by the type-I seesaw relation [66, 67]

mν ≃ −v2EW Y · 1

M̂
· Y T , (13)

where vEW = 174GeV is the Higgs vacuum expectation
value, M̂ represents the mass matrix of the right-handed
neutrinos, and Y is the Yukawa coupling matrix from
Eq. (12). We consider the mass eigenbasis of the right-

handed neutrinos so that M̂ = diag(M1,M2,M3). The
3×3 matrix mν can be diagonalized by the lepton mixing
matrix UPMNS [68–72], parametrized by three mixing an-
gles, together with one Dirac and two Majorana phases.

We recast Eq. (13) in terms of the physical quanti-
ties [73]

Y =
1

vEW

√
M̂ ·R ·

√
m̂ν · U†

PMNS , (14)

where m̂ν = diag(m1,m2,m3) is the diagonalized left-
handed neutrino mass matrix, and R is the Casas-Ibarra
orthogonal matrix parametrized by three complex angles
z12, z13, z23. While solar and atmospheric neutrino oscil-
lation experiments have provided precise measurements
of the PMNS mixing angles and the two mass-squared
differences (∆m2

sol and ∆m2
atm), the absolute neutrino

mass scale and the mass ordering remain unknown. The
ordering may be either normal (m1 < m3) or inverted
(m1 > m3) [74–76]. In the following discussion, we fo-
cus on the normal mass ordering [74], where the heaviest
(mh) and the lightest (ml) active neutrino masses cor-
respond to m3 and m1, respectively. Additionally, we

adopt a minimal model of thermal leptogenesis with a
hierarchical mass spectrum for the right-handed neutri-
nos, such that M1 ≪ M2, M3. As shown in Ref. [77],
being m1 ≃ m2 because of ∆m2

sol ≪ ∆m2
atm, the only

relevant angle in the R matrix in Eq. (14) is z13 = x+ i y
whit x, y being real parameters. This reduces the R ma-
trix to

R =


cos z13 0 sin z13

0 1 0

− sin z13 0 cos z13

 . (15)

CP asymmetry

CP violation in the lepton sector is pivotal in gener-
ating the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe
through leptogenesis. Specifically, a non-zero CP asym-
metry arises in the out-of-equilibrium decays of heavy
right-handed Majorana neutrinos. In our scenario, the
dominant contribution to the baryon asymmetry origi-
nates from the decay of N1 into SM leptons and Higgs
(N1 → ℓα ϕ), provided that this decay process is CP
asymmetric at the one-loop level [49]. The CP asymme-
try for N1 decaying into lepton flavor α is

ϵαα =
Γ(N1 → ℓα ϕ)− Γ(N1 → ℓα ϕ)

Γ(N1 → ℓα ϕ) + Γ(N1 → ℓα ϕ)
, (16)

where Γ indicates the decay width. At temperatures
T ≳ 1012 GeV, the charged lepton Yukawa interactions
are slower than the Hubble expansion rate, rendering
leptogenesis insensitive to individual lepton flavors [49].
Since we mainly focus on M1 ≳ 1011 GeV, we can neglect
flavor effects and sum over the lepton flavors α = e, µ, τ .
Hence, in the hierarchical limit (M1 ≪ M2,3), the total
CP asymmetry is [78]

ϵ =
∑
α

ϵαα = − 3

16π

∑
j=2,3

M1

Mj

Im(Y Y †)1j
(Y Y †)11

. (17)

In this expression, the leptonic mixing matrix UPMNS

drops out, indicating no direct link between the low-scale
Dirac CP violation and high-scale CP asymmetry. Using
the simplification in Eq. (15), the CP asymmetry param-
eter ϵ can be expressed in terms of only four unknown
parameters {x, y,mh,M1} [58]

|ϵ| = 3M1

16πv2EW

|∆m2
atm|

mh +ml

| sin(2x) sinh(2y)|
cosh(2y)− f cos(2x)

, (18)

where f ≡ (mh − ml)/(mh + ml) with mh = m3 and
ml = m1 ≈ m2. The parameter ϵ governs the CP vi-
olation in N1 decays, while thermal production of N1

violates CP with the same magnitude but opposite sign.
In this study, we fix |x| = π/4 and y = 044 which are a
good approximation to maximize the baryon asymmetry
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produced [58, 59]. This choice allows us to make a di-
rect comparison between the scenario of memory-burden
PBHs and the standard one explored in previous stud-
ies [58].

When the initial abundance of N1 is negligible, an ini-
tial “anti-asymmetry” forms in the lepton sector. As N1

reaches the thermal equilibrium, it decays when the Uni-
verse cools to T = M1, provided that the decay rate
exceeds the Hubble expansion rate. This condition is
quantified as [49, 78, 79]

K ≡ m̃1

m∗ > 1, (19)

where

m∗ =
8πv2EW

M2
1

H (T = M1) , (20)

and

m̃i =
∑
α

|Yα i|2v2EW

Mi
, (21)

characterize the Hubble expansion rate at T = M1 and
the decay rate, respectively.

If N1 decays occur out of equilibrium, the asymme-
try produced by its decay would cancel the initial anti-
asymmetry unless suppressed by “washout” processes.
These processes include inverse decays (ℓϕ† → N1 and
ℓ̄ϕ → N1) and 2 → 2 scatterings (ℓϕ† → ℓϕ) mediated by
off-shell N1. For K > 1, the washout processes efficiently
suppress the anti-asymmetry, allowing a net asymmetry
to survive, which defines the “strong-washout” regime.
Conversely, in the “weak-washout” regime (K < 1), N1

decays occur later when washout processes are weak,
causing the asymmetries to largely cancel unless an ad-
ditional mechanism generates the N1 population [49].
Experimental constraints on neutrino masses favor the
strong-washout regime, as the weak-washout regime re-

quires mh to be extremely close to
√
∆m2

atm. Therefore,
in this analysis, we focus on the strong-washout regime.
This also ensures that any contribution from N2 and N3

is negligible, as they are washed out at T ≪ M1.

IV. BOLTZMANN EQUATIONS

To determine the baryon asymmetry of the Universe,
we solve the Boltzmann equations for the evolution of N1

and B−L incorporating the impact of memory-burdened
PBHs. Focusing on the B − L asymmetry is particu-
larly advantageous, as it is conserved during sphaleron
processes, which subsequently convert a portion of the
lepton asymmetry into baryon asymmetry. Our analy-
sis accounts for the influence of PBHs, which contribute
in three significant ways: (1) they can serve as a non-
thermal source of N1, (2) they modify the evolution of
the Hubble parameter, and (3) they inject entropy at the
end of their evaporation, diluting the final asymmetry.

In our analysis, we assume an initial abundance of N1

and B − L asymmetry to be zero. The evolution is gov-
erned by the following processes:

• Decays (1 → 2): The decay of N1 into leptons and
Higgs bosons (N1 → ℓ̄ϕ) and their CP-conjugate
processes (N1 → ℓ̄ϕ). The total decay rates are
proportional to the number density of N1 and the
thermally averaged decay width. These decays de-
plete the N1 population while generating a source
term for the B − L asymmetry.

• Inverse Decays (2 → 1): Processes such as ℓϕ† →
N1 replenish the N1 population but act solely as a
washout mechanism for the B−L asymmetry. The
inverse decay rate is proportional to the equilibrium
number densities of N1 and leptons and is related
to the decay rate via ΓID

N1
= ΓN1

neq
N1

/neq
ℓ , where

neq
N1

, neq
ℓ are their equilibrium number densities.

• Scattering Processes (2 ↔ 2): These include
∆L = 2 scatterings mediated by N1 exchange, such
as ℓϕ† → ℓ̄ϕ. While these processes do not alter
the number density of N1, they contribute to the
washout of the B−L asymmetry. To avoid double
counting with the s-channel contributions of inverse
decays, we use a subtracted form of the scattering
amplitude that includes only the off-shell N1 ex-
change. This ensures these processes remain effec-
tive at low temperatures and are not Boltzmann
suppressed.

Although 2 ↔ 2 scatterings involving gauge bosons and
top quarks also contribute, their impact is proportional
to higher-order couplings ∝ (Y 2Y 2

t ), where Yt is the top
quark Yukawa coupling, and are therefore neglected in
this analysis. Similarly, three-body decay processes are
numerically insignificant, contributing only around 6%,
and are also omitted [80].
Hence, we need to solve the Boltzmann equations for

the thermal, non-thermal (from PBHs evaporation) N1

and B-L comoving number densities. These equations
read as

dNN1

dα
= ln(10)

Γth.
N1

H
(N eq.

N1
−NN1

) , (22)

dNPBH
Ni

dα
=

ln(10)

H
(ΓPBH→N1

NPBH+

−ΓPBH
N1

NPBH
Ni

)
, (23)

dNB−L

dα
=

ln(10)

H

[
ϵ(NN1 −N eq.

N1
)Γth.

N1
+

+ΓPBH
N1

NPBH
Ni

+ (24)

+

(
1

2

N eq.
N1

N eq.
ℓ

Γth.
N1

+ γ
a3

N eq.
ℓ

)
NB−L

]
,

where NN1
= nN1

a3, NPBH = ϱPBH/MPBH, and NB−L =
nB−La

3. The quantity Γth.
N1

is the thermally averaged,
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Benchmark values: M1 = 1014 GeV, mh = 0.27 eV,M in
PBH = 1.0 g, β′ = 10−4

FIG. 1. Evolution of the main quantities as a function of the auxiliary variable z = M1/T for the benchmark case M1 = 1014

GeV, mh = 0.27 eV, M in
PBH = 1.0 g and β′ = 10−4, in case of the semi-classical Hawking evaporation scenario (left plot) and of

the memory-burden effect one (right plot). The upper panels illustrate the evolution of the thermal and non-thermal yields of
the right-handed neutrinos, shown by green dot-dashed and yellow dashed lines, respectively, alongside the absolute value of the
B−L yield (solid orange lines). The horizontal dashed lines correspond to the observed baryon asymmetry. The middle panels
display the evolution of the PBH mass, while the lower panels depict the radiation and PBH energy densities normalized by the
total energy density. The vertical dotted lines correspond (from left to right) to the onset temperatures of the memory-burden
phase and the sphaleron processes.

tree-level decay rate of N1, given by

Γth.
N1

=

〈
M1

EN1

〉
(Y †Y )11M1

8π
, (25)

where the thermal averaging factor ⟨M1/EN1
⟩ can be well

approximated by the ratio K1(z)/K2(z), with Kn being
the n-th order modified Bessel function of the second
kind. The quantity ΓPBH

N1
in Eq. (23) is the decay width

corrected by an average inverse dilatation factor

ΓPBH
N1

≈ K1(zPBH)

K2(zPBH)

(Y †Y )11M1

8π
, (26)

where zPBH = M1/TPBH. The PBH production
rate ΓPBH→N1

of right-handed neutrinos is reported in
Eq. (8). The parameter γ in Eq. (25) quantifies the con-
tribution to the washout from ∆L = 2 scattering pro-
cesses. Ref. [58] shows that

γ =
3T 6

4π5v4EW

Tr[m†
νmν ] . (27)

When the comoving number density of B − L freezes in
when the sphaleron processes go out of equilibrium at

T = Tsph [81]. We quantify the final baryon asymmetry
as

|YB| = ηsph
|NB−L|

S . (28)

where S is the comoving entropy density of the Universe
obtained by solving Eq. (10) and ηsph = 12/37 is the
sphaleron efficiency factor [53].
In Fig.s 1 and 2, we present two benchmark solutions

for the Boltzmann and Friedmann equations under con-
sideration, in case of the semi-classical Hawking evapora-
tion with k = 0 (left plots) and the memory-burden effect
with k = 0 and q = 1/2 (right plots). In both figures,
we show the the evolution of thermal and non-thermal
abundances of the right-handed neutrinos and the abso-
lute value of the B−L yield (upper panels), the evolution
of the PBH mass (middle panels), and the normalized
radiation and PBH energy densities (lower panels), as
a function of the auxiliary variable z = M1/T . These
plots highlight that the memory-burden effect extends
the PBHs lifespan, implying a two-phase evaporation.
As a result, for certain values of β′, where they would
not have otherwise dominated the Universe, they instead
become the dominant component (see e.g. Fig. 1).
As can be seen from these benchmark solutions, the
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FIG. 2. Similar to Fig. 1, but assuming M1 = 1011 GeV, mh = 0.05 eV, M in
PBH = 103 g, and β′ = 10−8.
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FIG. 3. Upper limits on β′ as a function of the initial PBH mass for different values of the heaviest active neutrino mass mh

(shown with different colors). The left (right) plot corresponds to M1 = 1013 GeV (M1 = 1014 GeV) of the lightest right-handed
neutrinos.

primary effect of PBHs is not their role as a non-thermal
source of right-handed neutrinos that would enhance the
production of the baryon asymmetry as pointed out by
Ref.s [56, 58]. Indeed, in the later stages of PBH evap-
oration, the production of right-handed neutrinos is sig-
nificantly suppressed and contributes much less to the
overall baryon asymmetry. Remarkably, the dominant
effect of memory-burdened PBHs stems from the entropy
injection, which results in a net reduction of the baryon
asymmetry. It is interesting to note that PBHs, with
masses in the range [1, 1000] g ,exhibit a behavior anal-

ogous to that obtained in Ref. [59] for larger masses, in
the range [106, 109] g, where the memory-burden effect
was not considered.

V. RESULTS

We here discuss the main results of our analysis ob-
tained by performing a comprehensive scan of the pa-
rameter space for q = 1/2 and k = 1 to investigate how
the memory-burden effect alters the mixed scenario in-
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volving PBHs and high-scale leptogenesis. In Fig. 3, we
present the upper limits on β′ as a function of the ini-
tial PBH mass in case of M1 = 1013 GeV (left plot) and
M1 = 1014 GeV (right plot). Higher values of β′ are
indeed ruled out due to a high entropy injection from
memory-burdened evaporation of PBHs which dilutes the
baryon asymmetry of the Universe produced by high-
scale leptogenesis to values smaller than the observed
one [62]. Hence, the regions above the lines reported in
the figure represent mutual exclusion limits of memory-
burdened PBHs and high-scale leptogenesis. The limits
are valid for initial PBH masses restricted to the range
[1, 1000] g. Indeed, lighter PBHs are excluded by the
constraints on the maximum allowed value of the infla-
tionary energy scale according to CMB measurements,
while heavier PBHs are ruled out by Big Bang Nucle-
osynthesis for k = 1 [41]. Moreover, we find that, as in
the standard scenario [59] (see also Ref.s [56, 58]), the
upper limit on β′ remarkably depends on the heaviest
active neutrino mass mh.

In Fig. 4, we instead show the regions in the mh–
M1 plane where the observed baryon asymmetry can
be successfully reproduced for three benchmark values
of the initial PBH mass (MPBH = 1, 10, 100 g). The col-
ored lines indicate the parameters achieving the observed
baryon asymmetry in case of different assumed values
for the PBH abundance β′. These lines can be compared
with the black dashed line corresponding to the standard
leptogenesis scenario without memory-burdened PBHs.
Higher values of the PBH abundance β′ result in shrink-
ing the viable region to the left due to a higher dilution
from entropy injection.

From the results of the present analysis, we observe
that a future determination of the absolute neutrino mass
from direct measurements in laboratory experiments and
from cosmological analyses will provide a strong con-
straints on memory-burdened PBHs in the framework of
high-scale leptogensis.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the impact of a non-standard
cosmology driven by the presence and evaporation of
light memory-burdened PBHs on the production of the
baryon asymmetry of the Universe through high-scale
leptogenesis. We have found that the primary contri-
bution of PBHs is linked to entropy injection, whereas,
in the absence of the memory-burden effect, the domi-
nant contribution arises from the additional non-thermal
source term of right-handed neutrinos. In this frame-
work, we have explored the mixed parameter space as-
suming q = 1/2 and k = 1, deriving the mutual exclusion
limits and projecting them in the PBHs and high-scale
leptogenesis parameter spaces. We have demonstrated
that the memory-burden effect significantly reshapes the
parameter space, pushing the viable region to lower PBH
masses compared to previous studies. This has impor-
tant implications for understanding baryogenesis in non-
standard cosmologies.
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