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We delineate regions of parameter space consistent with cosmological and astrophysical
constraints and identify benchmark scenarios that can guide the next generation of direct
detection experiments searching for spin-dependent scattering of sub-GeV dark matter.


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1156-1482
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2769-3858
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1371-4988
mailto:aberlin@fnal.gov
mailto:jhchang@fnal.gov
mailto:ttrickle@illinois.edu
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.07927v1

Contents

1 Introduction

2 An Example Model

3 Cosmological History

3.1
3.2
3.3
3.4

Dark Charged Particle Freeze-In

Dark Sector Thermalization

Dark Sector Energy Density Evolution
Dark Sector Particles Decoupling
3.4.1 Scenario I: T, < me

3.4.2 Scenario II: T, > m,

4 Cosmological and Astrophysical Limits

4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4

AN Bound
Self-Interaction Bounds
Structure Formation
Stellar Energy Loss

5 Target Parameter Space For Direct Detection

6 Conclusions

A Dark Sector Thermalization Details

B Matrix Elements and Decay Rates

© 0o = ot W»

11
12

15
15
16
17
18

18

22

23

24




1 Introduction

The absence of evidence for new particles with electroweak scale masses from direct detec-
tion, indirect detection, and collider experiments has sparked new ideas regarding what the
particle nature of dark matter (DM) might be. DM candidates with keV — GeV masses,
often referred to as “light” DM, are particularly compelling candidates [1-3]. Indeed, many
of the theoretically well-motivated production mechanisms for light DM predict detectably
large couplings to the Standard Model (SM). These include examples where MeV — GeV
mass DM was in thermal equilibrium with the SM in the early universe, for instance where
the relic abundance is established from the freeze-out of annihilations to visible final states
or processes involving solely dark sector (DS) species [4]. Lighter sub-MeV mass DM can-
didates could also have been produced from thermal freeze-out if equilibrium was achieved
late, after neutrino-photon decoupling [5, 6].

Additionally, light DM could have been produced by out-of-equilibrium thermal pro-
cesses. In this case, the DM-SM coupling is too weak to thermalize the two sectors, yet
is strong enough to “freeze-in” a sizable DM abundance [7, 8]. If the initial DM abun-
dance is negligible, these out-of-equilibrium processes can generate a DM density consis-
tent with observations. A minimal example allowing for such a cosmology involves a sin-
gle DM particle with a vector-portal-coupling to electromagnetically-charged SM species.
This simple model has become one of the standard benchmarks and has long been at
the edge of detectability for electron-based direct detection experiments searching for the
spin-independent scattering of sub-GeV DM, such as CDEX [9, 10], DAMIC [11, 12],
EDELWEISS [13], SENSEI [14], SuperCDMS [15, 16], as well as the proposed Oscura
experiment [17].

Notably, the sensitivity required to directly probe this model has recently been achieved
by the DAMIC collaboration [12], which has ruled out this freeze-in benchmark in the ~ 1
MeV — 100 MeV mass range. In light of this recent progress, there is strong motivation to
further explore the landscape of light DM beyond the standard freeze-in target, in order to
determine if remaining models allow for a wider variety of low-energy phenomenology, such
as interactions that are primarily spin-dependent [18, 19]. Variations to the low-energy
phenomenology are also relevant to the next generation of direct detection experiments
utilizing collective excitations, such as phonons [20-31] and magnons [26, 32-35], since
the response of these detectors can depend dramatically on the spin-dependence of the
interaction [26].

In this work, we explore one such variation where fermionic DM couples to the SM
through a dark magnetic dipole moment (MDM). Previous work has shown that DM may
be produced from freeze-in directly from the magnetic dipole interaction [36]. However,
due to the higher-dimensional nature of the interaction, freeze-in production is dominated
at the highest temperatures in this case [37], implying that the only detectable parameter
space involves scenarios where the reheat temperature of the universe is extremely small.
In contrast, we focus on a production mechanism that does not have this feature and is
instead UV-insensitive to the same degree as the usual IR freeze-in scenario.

The central idea of our work is that the same particles responsible for radiatively



generating the MDM can acquire an initial abundance from freeze-in that subsequently
thermalizes the rest of the DS. A minimal concrete model realizing these dynamics involves
multiple DS states: the neutral DM candidate y, and heavier dark charged particles (DCPs)
1 and ¢ that are directly charged under a kinetically-mixed dark photon A’. The SM
populates an initially small abundance of DCPs through freeze-in processes involving the
kinetic mixing. Due to sizable couplings between DS species, this is followed by number-
changing reactions that fully thermalize the rest of the DS to a temperature much smaller
than that of the SM bath. At later times, 1 and ¢ deplete their thermal abundance
through, e.g., annihilations to x and A’. Finally, x ultimately decouples from the rest of
the DS as either a hot or cold relic, depending on the DS temperature and size of the
x-A" interaction. Although the cosmological abundance of DCPs is negligible at late times,
they play the important role of radiatively generating x’s magnetic dipole, providing the
dominant interaction with the SM for direct detection experiments. We find that for sizable
DS couplings, and O(1) DCP-DM mass ratios, there is astrophysically and cosmologically
viable parameter space near the edge of detectability for future experiments searching for
MeV mass DM (Fig. 8).

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present an example model whose low-
energy phenomenology is determined by a dark MDM. In Sec. 3, we derive the cosmological
history of our example model, which involves a detailed understanding of DCP freeze-in
(Sec. 3.1), DS thermalization (Sec. 3.2), the DS energy density evolution (Sec. 3.3), and
determining how the DS particles decouple from the DS thermal bath (Sec. 3.4). In Sec. 4,
we derive limits from the consideration of cosmological and astrophysical processes, such as
changes to the effective number of neutrino species, structure formation, and stellar energy
loss. In Sec. 5, we highlight viable parameter space motivated by our cosmological scenario
and discuss MDM signals in current and future direct detection experiments. Finally, we
conclude in Sec. 6.

2 An Example Model

Here, we discuss an example model whose Lagrangian can be split into three components:
L = Lgm + Lps + Lps-sm, where Lgyr is the SM Lagrangian, Lpg is the DS Lagrangian,
and Lpg.gm is the Lagrangian which couples the DS to the SM. We begin by introducing
a dark U(1) gauge symmetry in the DS with an associated dark photon, A’, that couples
to the SM via kinetic mixing,

3
Lps—sm = —5 F™E,, (2.1)

where F,S:,) = 8MA,(,/) — 8VAL/) is the SM (DS) electromagnetic field strength tensor, and
¢ is the kinetic mixing parameter.! To leading order in ¢ < 1, the kinetic terms can
be brought into canonical form by the field redefinition A4, — A, — 5A;L. This yields

the interaction term £ D —eeqy A}, ¥y*¥ (with e = —|e[), which couples the A’ to all

LAt higher energies, the relevant interaction in Eq. (2.1) is between F}, and the hypercharge field
strength tensor. Full expressions can be found in App. B.



Figure 1. Feynman diagrams contributing to the dark matter, x, dark magnetic dipole moment,
py (Eq. (2.4)).

electromagnetically-charged SM states, ¥, with electromagnetic charge ¢y (e.g., ¢¢ = —1
for the electron).

The canonical freeze-in cosmology takes the DM, ¥, to be directly charged under this
U(1), such that the A’ directly mediates DM-SM interactions. In this work, we instead
assume that y is a Dirac fermion that is uncharged under the U(1)’. In this case, the yx-A’
interaction is radiatively generated by heavier DS particles charged under the U(1)". We
take these to be a complex scalar, ¢, and a Dirac fermion, 1, referred to throughout as
“dark charged particles” (DCPs). The interactions within the DS are described by

Lps = — %FLVF’“” + Do = m3 o2 + DB — my) + X(id — my)x
+y (Ppx + ¢*xY) | (2.2)

where D), = 0, + ig'q'A},, my, mg, and m, are the ¢, $, and x masses, respectively,
g = |g'| is the DS gauge coupling, ¢’ is the DS Yukawa that couples DM to the DCPs,
and the DCPs are assumed to have charge ¢’ = +1 under the U(1)". After performing the
photon field redefinition to remove the kinetic mixing in Eq. (2.1), the phenomenologically
relevant interactions are

L5 =4 (g0 +g T +ee i) + PP AA" +yf (odx+oxw) . (23)

where —iJ(;“ = ¢* (") — ¢ (0"¢*) and J* = tpyH4) are the U(1) charge currents, and
Jé‘M = geey'e + q, py*p + - - - is the total electromagnetic SM current.

Observables in direct detection experiments are determined by how x couples to the
A’. The leading order interaction is due to a loop of DCPs, shown in Fig. 1, which generates
a dark MDM for the DM. At low energies, the effective field theory of DS-SM interactions
is then

/
LypT D —¢€e€ A;JgM - M?X Xty F;W, (2.4)

where o = i[y#,4"]/2 and p} is the DM’s dark MDM, determined by evaluating the
diagrams in Fig. 1.2

2For approximately massless dark photons, we can alternatively redefine the dark photon field as A, —
A}, — eA,. With this choice, 1 and ¢ become millicharged under the SM photon with charge eg’, and x
gains an effective MDM g, = ep, under the visible sector.



We take the DM mass to be m, < my/3.> We also assume a mass hierarchy of
Mg > My, +my to allow for the decay ¢ — 1)+ x. In order to simplify the notation further,
in all expressions unrelated to ¢ — 1 + x decays, we assume mg ~ my = M, where M
is the DCP mass scale. In this limit, the DM MDM generated by the diagrams in Fig. 1
is [38, 39]

) qy"?

Hx = 397201

(2.5)
We will later find it useful to introduce the xk parameter in analogy with Refs. [8, 40, 41],

eq
—

K

(2.6)

3 Cosmological History

In this section, we begin with a brief overview of various DS cosmological histories, illus-
trated in Fig. 2, in order to provide context for the following subsections. We assume that
the yields of all particles in the DS are negligible at early times, such that the initial DS
abundance is composed of DCPs which are frozen-in from interactions with SM charged
particles (Sec. 3.1). This is analogous to the minimal freeze-in scenario [7]; however, since
here the DCPs are not the DM, a different mechanism is needed to generate the DM abun-
dance [8, 40-42]. This automatically occurs if the DS couplings are sufficiently large. In
this case, once the frozen-in DCP abundance is sufficiently large, DM production arises
from thermalization within the DS, which creates a DS bath at temperature 7" which is
much less than that of the the SM, T' (Sec. 3.2). After this occurs, all of the DS particles
thus follow an equilibrium distribution at temperature 7”. Later, each of the DS particles
eventually decouple from the DS bath and their comoving density is frozen out.

Due to the mass-hierarchy and interaction structure introduced above, the DCPs will
freeze-out within the DS to a negligible abundance at late times. On the other hand, x
can decouple as a hot or cold relic with an abundance in agreement with the observed DM
energy density, depending on the sizes of various DS couplings as well as the DCP-to-DM
mass ratio (blue shaded region in Fig. 2).

The order in which these events happen, relative to when energy injection from the
SM to the DS decouples, parametrically changes the final yield of various DS species. We
therefore split our discussion of DS decoupling in Sec. 3.4 into two different subsections
(Secs. 3.4.1 and 3.4.2).

3.1 Dark Charged Particle Freeze-In

The DS cosmological evolution begins when the DCPs acquire an initial abundance from
SM-to-DS freeze-in. While the discussion of freeze-in is relatively standard (see, e.g.,
Refs. [7, 36, 43]), we present it here in order to be self-contained and introduce notation
that will be useful later.

$We avoid m, /M mass ratios which are smaller than the loop-generated value, m, /M ~ y'?/1672 [38].
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Figure 2. Schematic evolution of the dark matter (DM) and dark charged particle (DCP) yields
throughout the cosmological epochs discussed in Sec. 3. The solid gray line tracks the DCP yield,
the blue line tracks the DM yield, and the shaded blue region represents the range of DM relic
abundances depending on how strongly the DM couples to the rest of the DS. At early times,
the DCPs freeze-in from the SM plasma (Sec. 3.1) until internal DS reactions are strong enough
to thermalize the rest of the DS (Sec. 3.2). After DS thermalization, each species follows an
equilibrium distribution set by the DS temperature, which is continually increasing relative to the
SM temperature due to continued energy injection (Sec. 3.3). Lastly, each of these particle species
decouples from the DS. The order in which these events occur can parametrically alter the final DS
abundances (Sec. 3.4).

At early times, the DCP yields are much smaller than their equilibrium value at the
SM temperature T, i.e., Yx < Yy, where X indexes the DCPs (X € {¢, ¢}), Yx = nx/s,
Y = n'{/s, nx and n$ are the number density and equilibrium number density (at
temperature T') of X, and s is the entropy density. The rate for SM-to-DCP freeze-in pro-
cesses, I'sm— x, is too weak to establish equilibrium between the two sectors, corresponding
to T'smosx < H, where H ~ T? /Mp is the Hubble parameter and Mp; ~ 1.22 x 10! GeV
is the Planck mass. Hence, at early times, before DS densities have grown to the point of
enabling number-changing reactions and T > m,, M, the frozen-in DCP yield takes the
form Yx ~ I'smox/H o< e*r? Mpy/T.

This can be seen explicitly from the Boltzmann equation governing the initial freeze-in
of Yy,

dYX C
o = sar 2 ex(@), (3.1
T=y*,e,M,...

where
1 dIn(s/T?)
3 dnT

i indexes the plasmon and SM charged particle contributions to DCP freeze-in, and R;_, x

c=1+ (3.2)

are the integrated collision terms for various processes. As an example, the contribution



to the yield of 9 from electron-positron annihilations is

T 4m? 4M2
Reosy(T) = dS \[\/ \/1 - «///ee—npzp Ki(Vs/T), (3.3)
16 (27r) -
where syin = 4max{m?2, M?}, and .#? is the spin-summed and angularly-averaged matrix
element,
2_ 1 Z / M[2dQ = "M (3.4)
splns " spins ¥ '~
where ty = —s/2 + mZ + M? £ (s/2)y/1 —4m2/s\/1 —4M?/s. For electron-positron
annihilations, ee — A™* — 1), the matrix element (Eq. (3.4)) relevant for Eq. (3.3) is,
16 2 2M?
Mgy = €' <1+ Te > <1+ - ) . (3.5)

For T > max{me, M}, Rey o T?, as expected from dimensional analysis. Therefore,
in this limit, the Boltzmann equation in Eq. (3.1) becomes dYx /dT oc —Mp;/T?, and the
DCP yield evolves as [43]

Mp

Yy ~ 107% e*k? T

(3.6)
as expected. In general, such freeze-in processes are negligible once T' < max{m., M } and
rates for ee = X X become exponentially suppressed, either due to a small electron density
or strong final-state kinematic suppression.

A more detailed analysis would determine Yx by including all the contributions to the
integrated collision term before numerically integrating Eq. (3.1). However, as we show
below, the DM relic abundance does not depend on the exact value of Yy in Eq. (3.6), only
that it grows beyond some threshold to thermalize the rest of the DS at low temperatures.
The parametric estimate of Yx in Eq. (3.6) is therefore sufficient.

3.2 Dark Sector Thermalization

The DCP abundances continue to grow as in Eq. (3.6) until their interactions are strong
enough to self-thermalize the rest of the DS. This is possible once various interactions
within the DS set the chemical potential of each species to nearly zero, which can be
satisfied with a variety of different reaction-sets, such as

podx , oo A Yo AN g e xx. (3.7)

In addition to this one, there are seven other sets of reactions made from combinations of
¢ <> X, and three of the five {¢pp < A’A", Y1) « A'A') ¢dp > xx, V) < XX, PP z/nb},
including at least one A’ and one x. For each of these eight reaction-sets k € {1,...,8},
there is a SM temperature T i, at which thermalization will occur, correspondmg to the
time at which all processes in the set become faster than Hubble expansion. Thermalization
thus occurs once the fastest of these combinations is allowed, i.e., T, = maxy{T, h} A



precise determination of these thermalization temperatures requires knowledge of the out-
of-equilibrium distribution functions of the DCPs. In this work, we instead use rough
estimates and provide details of our approximations in App. A.

To understand the parametrics of the thermalization temperature, we note that each
reaction-set involves an O(y?) decay-process, as well as a scattering process at either
O(g"™), O(g"*y"?), or O(y'*) in the DS couplings. Therefore, we can conservatively estimate
Tin by requiring that all processes are parametrically faster than Hubble expansion. Using
Eq. (3.6) the relevant comparison is

n M? 4,2 4 (4,2 4 2, 12 T3,
min < y , 1074 , 107 , 10~ gy } — 3.8
(/g 107 R 0 ) 107 ) I
where we have assumed that the thermally-averaged cross sections in the high-7T" limit
are given by (ov) o« 1/T? scaled by the appropriate couplings. Note that Eq. (3.8) is

equivalent to
Tin ~ Mp; min{y?3 | 10722k g2, 10722k y/? , 107 2%k g'y'} . (3.9)
3.3 Dark Sector Energy Density Evolution

Once the frozen-in density of DCPs grows to a sufficiently large value to enable these
number-changing reactions, the DS thermalizes to a temperature 77 < T. In this case,
DS number densities do not follow the simple evolution described by Egs. (3.1) and (3.6).
Instead, it is more useful to track the evolution of the DS energy density, pps, since
DS number-changing reactions conserve energy and pps can be used to determine the
evolution of 7", which will be discussed in Sec. 3.4. Parametrically, we expect that once DS
number-changing reactions become active, the frozen-in DS energy evolves as pps/psm ~
Psyosx/H oc e*k2Mpy /T, similar to the initial evolution of Yy.
This can be confirmed by solving the following Boltzmann equation [8, 40],

d(pps/s""?) ¢
T ar = BT Z Z Rz%X? (3.10)
=76, X=1,0

where R? ,  is the integrated energy density collision term. For example, the contribution
from electron-positron annihilation is Rg i)

T o0 4mg 4M2 9
R5_>¢ 16(27r5/8_ dSS\/l— . \/1— . My sy Ko(V/'s/T), (3.11)

where Spin = 4 max{mZ, M?}, and .#2 _yyy Was defined previously in Eq. (3.5). A com-
plete list of the matrix elements needed to find R’ for all relevant processes is given in
App. B. In the large T limit, d(pps/s*/3)/dT oc —Mp1/T?. Therefore, early in its evolu-
tion, ppg/s*/?

We connect this parametric understanding of the DS energy density evolution to the

& Mpy/T, which continues until the SM temperature is T' ~ max{me, M }.

numerical solution of Eq. (3.10) by introducing an O(1) temperature-dependent coefficient,
¢p, defined through

PDS 4 2 Mpy
=1 . 12
$4/3 07 cpe’n <maX{T, M, m6}> (3.12)
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Figure 3. Evolution of the dark sector energy density for different choices of coupling, x (Eq. (2.6)),
and masses for the dark charged particles, M, illustrated in different colors and labeled in the top
panel. Solid lines are computed from the full numerical evaluation of Eq. (3.10), and dashed lines
are the parametric expectation (Eq. (3.12) with ¢, = 1). The solid gray region, labeled ANeg,
indicates when the dark sector energy density would be in tension with limits on AN, discussed
in detail in Sec. 4.1. In the lower panel, we plot ¢,, which is an O(1) coefficient determining the

4/3

ratio of the parametric expectation of ppg/s*/? to the full numerical solution.

In Fig. 3, we compare the numerical solution for ppg/ s4/3

to the parametric estimate (i.e.,
Eq. (3.12) with ¢, = 1) for a few different values of DCP masses and couplings. This shows
that the rough parametric estimate of ppg matches the numerical solution within an order

of magnitude.

3.4 Dark Sector Particles Decoupling

We now discuss how each particle in the DS decouples from the dark thermal bath, which
determines the DS species’ final abundance. Our focus in this section is two-fold. First, we
derive and provide parametric formulas for the DM relic abundance in order to understand
the DS couplings required for x to achieve the observed relic density,

(3.13)

10keV
YoM = ~4X10_5< ¢ ),

my



where Qpyh? ~ 0.12, pe/h? ~ 2.78 x 10" Mg, Mpc =3, and s ~ 2.5 x 103 GeV? [44]. Second,
we show that the DCPs only constitute a small fraction of the total DM density in our
parameter space of interest.

Let us begin by introducing some quantities that will be important for each of the
following sections. We define the ratio of the DS temperature, 77, to the SM temperature
as & = T'/T. Immediately after the DS thermalizes, each of the DS species is at temperature
T’ (once 9, ¢, and x eventually decouple from A’, T” is strictly the temperature of A’). As
described above in Sec. 3.2, DS thermalization occurs once the temperature of the SM bath
approaches Ty,. We can find the corresponding initial DS temperature, 77}, assuming that
thermalization occurs instantaneously and conserves energy. This corresponds to taking
pps ~ Tyt in Eq. (3.12), which gives

Y~ 107 Ve MYt T (3.14)

Requiring that the DS thermalizes as a relativistic bath, T}, 2 M, then implies that the
DS couplings are restricted to

O\ A3
(€26)?3min{1071 2% | 1073 2k ¢ , 1073 2k y? , 10732k gy} > <M> . (3.15)
Pl
The first particles to decouple from the DS bath will be the DCPs, due to their larger
mass. This occurs shortly after 77 drops below M. Since this is an important temperature

in all of the following cosmological scenarios, we define the SM temperature at which
T =M as

T.=T(T' = M) =

(3.16)

The rate for processes involving only x and A’ that change particle number (such as
XYA'A + xA and A/AA'A" + A’A") are suppressed by the fact that they arise only
at loop-level in the form of mass-dimension nine and twelve operators, respectively. As a
result, once T' < T, and DCPs decouple, DS number-changing reactions become inactive.
This decoupling can occur before (T > m.) or after (T < m.) the SM is done injecting
energy into the DS. As we will see, the evolution of the DCP and DM abundances, Yx and
Y., respectively, strongly depend on this ordering, as shown schematically in Figs. 5 and
6. To address this dramatic difference in phenomenology, we will split our discussion into
different sections accordingly. Sec. 3.4.1 corresponds to the scenario where T, < m,, while
Sec. 3.4.2 focuses on T, > me.

After the DCPs decouple, the DS bath consists solely of x and A’. Although number-
changing processes remain inactive, lower order reactions that interchange x with A’ (such
as xx & A’A" and YA’ < xA’) are sufficiently strong to maintain chemical and kinetic
equilibrium between the two species. Since the DM is not charged under U(1)’, these
interactions are generated radiatively, as shown in Fig. 4. The comoving density of x

freezes out once such processes eventually decouple as well. In particular, x decouples

!/

from A’ as a hot or cold relic, depending on whether ny (ov))

A4 18 smaller or larger

~10 -
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Figure 4. Two of the seven one-loop Feynman diagrams that contribute to x’s coupling to the
dark photon, A’.

than Hubble at 7" ~ m,, respectively, where

4
1 y/4g/4 mX

/ ~
<O"U>XX_>A/A/ ~ ﬁww (317)

is the thermally-averaged yxy — A’A’ annihilation cross section in the non-relativistic
limit, and the factor of 22 comes from averaging over the DM spin states. Above, we
have introduced notation used throughout this work where a prime superscript next to the
brackets (or lack thereof) denotes that a thermally-averaged cross section is evaluated at
DS temperature 7" (or SM temperature T').

We now begin our discussion of the different cosmological scenarios that can occur for
different hierarchies between T, and m..

3.4.1 Scenario I: T, < m,

In this first scenario, illustrated in Fig. 5, the DCPs decouple from the DS after SM-to-
DCP freeze-in processes become negligible. As a result, the evolution of T” is simple. For
T > me, when SM-to-DS freeze-in is actively depositing energy into the DS, DS number-
changing reactions are rapid, and therefore T" ~ ,0]13/54 , with ppg given by Eq. (3.12). Later,
when the SM temperature is T' < me, the DS evolves as its own thermal bath independent
of the SM, such that the temperature ratio £ is approximately fixed, up to small corrections
from the evolving number of relativistic degrees of freedom. This gives

1 30 1/4 ]\4131 1/4
~— | — ~ 1071 Ve2 _ 1
5 T <7T29]*)S pDS> 0 €K <H1aX{T, me}) ) (3 8)

where gy = 2 +4(7/8) +4(7/8) + 2 = 7.5 is the total effective relativistic degrees of
freedom in the DS.

Given this behavior for T”, the DM relic abundance is then straightforwardly calculated
depending on whether it decouples from A’ as a hot or cold relic (labeled “HR” and “CR,”
respectively). In particular, we find

90 3 —3 1 2 \3/2 ( Mp o/
— £~ 10 — HR
7T4g*s(me)€e (e “) .y (HR)
Y. ~ 3.19
: H 108 VEoK (MP1>1/4 (mx) <M>6 (CR) o
S<O-U>;(XHA/A/ e y/4g/4 Me Mpy my o
X

- 11 -



Scenario I: T, < m,
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Figure 5. Evolution of the DS species yields in Scenario I, T, < m,, discussed in detail in
Sec. 3.4.1).

where & = £(me), and g, is the entropic effective degrees of freedom [45, 46]. In the second
line of Eq. (3.19), we have estimated the freeze-out abundance of a cold relic by evaluating
H/s(ov)" at the SM temperature when xx <+ A’A’ decouples, T\ ro ~ m, /& /10. This cor-
responds to the standard parametric estimate for DM that freezes out non-relativistically,
and ignores logarithmic corrections dependent on the xx <+ A’A’ interaction cross sec-
tion [46] (such logarithmic corrections will be similarly omitted when reporting other
freeze-out temperature parametrics below).

DCPs make up a small subcomponent of the total DM density, and their final abun-
dance can be estimated in a similar manner. In particular, they generically decouple from
the rest of the DS while non-relativistic, since they are directly charged under U(1)’. Hence,
their abundance is given by an equation analogous to the second line of Eq. (3.19), but
involving instead the DCP annihilation processes to other lighter DS states (denoted as
XX — DS),

2 1/4
Yy~ ~ - (M“) < M ) . (3.20)

s(ov)’y v _pg Tero max{y®, g*} \ me Mopr

Analagous to Eq. (3.19), we have evaluated the above expression at the SM temperature
at which DCP freeze-out occurs, Tx po ~ T/10 ~ M /€. /10.

3.4.2 Scenario II: T, > m,

In the second scenario, illustrated in Fig. 6, the DCPs begin to decouple from the DS bath
before the SM is done injecting energy. In this case, the DS energy density ppg evolution is
unmodified, such that we can use the previous results of Sec. 3.3. However, as we discuss
below, the evolution of the DS temperature and number densities is significantly altered.
We begin by describing the yields and temperature while x is relativistic, 77 2 m,,
before it decouples from the rest of the DS. Well before the DCPs decouple (T > T}), the

DS evolves as in Sec. 3.4.1, corresponding to a thermal bath with zero chemical, T" ~ pllj/é .
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Scenario II: T, > m,

Yield

Y, Hot Relic

\ Cold Relic

Yx

T, T, max{ M, m.} Tyro
Temperature

Figure 6. Evolution of the DS species yields in Scenario II, T, > m,, discussed in detail in
Sec. 3.4.2).

At T ~ Ty, Eq. (3.18) implies that

1/3
MPl) , (3.21)

E(Ty) ~ 3 x 1072 (2k)?/3 ( v

along with Yx (Ti) ~ Yy (Ty) ~ Yar(Ty) ~ &(Ti)3 ~ 107 (e2k)2Mp) /M.

Later, once T" < T, x and A’ remain chemically and kinetically-coupled via 2-to-2
processes, but the absence of on-shell DCPs to facilitate 2-to-3 processes means that y
and A’ develop a common nonzero chemical potential. To estimate the DS temperature
evolution during this later stage, we note that A’ is relativistic and always contributes at
least an O(1) fraction of the total DS energy density. Hence, we take T ~ ppg/n 4/, where
pps is determined as in Sec. 3.3 and the dark photon number density, n 4/, is determined
below.

The behavior of n 4 for T' < Ty depends directly on the DCP yield. The corresponding
Boltzmann equation incorporating SM annihilations and DCP interactions with other DS
species is given by

dYXN_ c
dT ~  sHT

(ro)sanxx (089 — (ooxxops (nk - (597)] . @:22)

Above, (ov)sy_xx (ne)? = Dice . M7 (00)iisxx, and n'¢? is the DCP equilibrium num-
ber density evaluated at 7’.* When the SM temperature is max{m., M} < T < T, the last

term of Eq. (3.22) is negligible compared to the first, since n')?q is Boltzmann suppressed.

In this limit, Eq. (3.22) simplifies to

dYx cs SE\ 2
a1 = _ﬁ<av>,XX—>DS [(Y)? E) —Y)Qc} ; (3.23)

“When M > me., it is more convenient to rewrite Eq. (3.22) as (niq)2(av)SMHXX — (n‘;?)Q(UU)XXHSM,
since (ov) x x »sm does not exponentially decrease for 7' < M. However for simplicity we will use Eq. (3.22).
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where we have defined the density at quasi-static equilibrium (QSE),

eq
yQse _ | [lovlsuoxx nel _ nose (3.24)
(ov)xx_ps S §

corresponding to the yield that is achieved when SM annihilations to DCPs are balanced by
DCP annihilations to other DS species. Therefore, provided that nqsg(T) (0v)x x_,pg >
H, the DCPs maintain QSE, Yy ~ Y)?SE (see, e.g., Refs. [8, 40, 41] for more detailed
discussion regarding QSE). In terms of DS couplings, such QSE is maintained provided
that e?x max{y?, g’} > M /Mp), which is satisfied for our parameter space of interest.

This QSE population of DCPs sources a density of x and A’ particles through, e.g.,
annihilation processes X X — DS. Since T' < Ty, corresponding to 77 < M, we can ignore
the inverse process DS — X X, such that the resulting yield of relativistic y and A’ particles
is parametrically

yQsE . yQSE  MIQSE (o 2')(;@1)5 yQSE ne' <0’U1>5M%XX 7 (3.25)
where in the last equality we used Eq. (3.24).5 Hence, for T < T, the relativistic densities
are YXQSE ~ YE,SE ~ 107 (e2k)2Mp; /max{T, M, m.}. This is comparable or smaller than
the number density of particles sourced during 7' 2 T (see below Eq. (3.21)).

Thus, the relativistic number density of xy and A’ particles sourced during T = T,
dominates over the density of those sourced later during T' < T,. However, it is this later
population that dominates the total energy density, since it is created after DS number-
changing reactions decouple, such that the resulting x or A’ particles retain an average
energy comparable to the SM temperature. Hence, for T < T, with Y4 given by the
result below Eq. (3.25), the DS temperature is given by

T<Ty) ~ .
é‘( < ) 3T nal maX{T, ]\47 me}

(3.26)

To summarize, the DS temperature evolution for T, > m. is approximately given by

1 30 1/4 M 1/4
= <PDS> ~107We2k <Pl> (T >T.)

T \ n2g; T
=1 ™ 9ps N (3.27)
PDS -1
—=~ T<T,).
3T na max{T, M, m,} ( )

Note that since ppg increases until 7' ~ max{M,m.} (Eq. (3.10)), even after the DCPs
decouple from the DS at T ~ T, the DS temperature continues to increase. This is
because during the QSE evolution of the DCPs, their residual annihilations into y and A’
are enough to increase £. In particular, this number density of y and A’ particles is small,
but they are created with an energy comparable to the SM temperature, which is much
more energetic than the DS particles sourced during T > T.

"Eq. (3.25) can be seen directly from the Boltzmann equation for , where the backreaction is kinemat-
ically suppressed since 7" < M, —(HT/cs) dYy/dT = {00)Dbs sy Nase ~ (00)smoxx (n¢9)? and we have

assumed (oV)pg_yy ~ (OV)xx Ds-

— 14 —



Although late-time QSE dynamics give rise to a subdominant yield of relativistic DCPs,
it is this population that controls the non-relativistic freeze-out of DCPs. This can be
gleaned from Eq. (3.24), which shows that the Boltzmann suppression of Y)?SE occurs only
after T'x qsg ro ~ max{M,m.}/10 < T,/10. Hence, the standard estimate for the cold
freeze-out density of DCPs is

H

YX A UrEE—
S <JU>S{X—>DS

~ st i) (i) - 6

Tx QsE FoO

Finally, to estimate the DM density, we note that y decouples either relativistically or
non-relativistically once the rate for yx — A’ A’ drops below the rate of Hubble expansion,
as in the previous scenario. Using Eq. (3.27), the corresponding hot or cold relic DM
abundances are then given by

90 3 —4 /7 2 \2 Mp,
S PO | i HR.
7r4g*5(T*)§* 07 (¢°r) < M (HR)
Y. ~ 3.29
X H 10° <mx><M>6< M ) (CR) (3.29)
s(av>;<x—>A’A’ YFO y'tg'*t \ Mp My max{M,m.} ’

where we used the shorthand &, = £(7%), and the SM temperature at DM freeze-out in the
cold-relic-scenario is Ty ro ~ my/(10&,), with &, ~ M/max{M,m.} (Eq. (3.27)).

4 Cosmological and Astrophysical Limits

We now consider a variety of cosmological and astrophysical limits on the model discussed
in Sec. 2. In particular, we discuss ANyg bounds in Sec. 4.1, DM self-interaction bounds
in Sec. 4.2, limits from the formation of structure in Sec. 4.3, and lastly limits from stellar
energy loss in Sec. 4.4.

4.1 AN¢r Bound

The DS-SM couplings cannot be made arbitrarily large, otherwise too much energy is
injected into the DS which would be in conflict with bounds on additional radiation in the

early universe. This is parametrized by the change to the effective number of neutrinos,
ANeffa

4/3
pps _ T (4
o T () s m

For concreteness, we evaluate Eq. (4.1) at recombination, 7" ~ 0.1eV, since the most
stringent limits on ANeg are from ACT [47] and Planck [48] CMB measurements which,
when combined with BAO measurements, limit A Neg < 0.17. We show the resulting bound
on pps as a gray shaded region in Fig. 3. In Sec. 5, we will also use this limit to place an
upper bound on the coupling .
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Figure 7. Left: One of the four Feynman diagrams at one loop contributing to x-x Yukawa
self-interactions. Right: One of the two Feynman diagrams contributing to magnetic dipole self-
interactions. The blobs represent the MDM interaction between x and A’ (Eq. (2.4)).

4.2 Self-Interaction Bounds

DM cannot interact too strongly with itself, otherwise it would measurably alter observed
structure on galactic and extragalactic scales. This is typically quoted as a limit on the
transfer cross section for xx — XX, or/my, < lem?/g [49]. The corresponding self-

~

interaction differential cross section is given by

do 1 M ? 1 5
a0~ 1 2 6472E2,  1024n%m2 > IMP, (42)

spins spins

where the factor of 1/4 comes from averaging over the initial DM spin states, and Ecp =~
2m,, in the non-relativistic limit and center of mass frame. When do/dS2 is independent of
0, the transfer cross section is,

do do 1
= 01— — x4 —_— —— 2. 4.
o /d (1 —cosf) 2 mdmx 90 = o 3™ M| (4.3)

X spins

There are a couple of interactions that can contribute to DM self-scattering at low-
energies:

Yukawa scattering. The Yukawa interaction, £ O ¢x + h.c., induces a loop-
suppressed x-x self-interaction, as shown in the left panel of Fig. 7. When this dominates,
the transfer cross section for DM self-interactions is

8 m2

Y X
= . 44
7T = 18 (4m) M4 (44)

Therefore, to satisfy bounds on self-interactions, the DM must be heavier than

U3 7 ap\ —4/3
3M /3 ((on/my - . 4.
my > 0.3MeV x y TomZ/g s (4.5)

This shows that self-interaction bounds on the Yukawa interaction only limit the lightest
DM masses when the Yukawa coupling is large and M /m,, is small.

Magnetic dipole scattering. In addition to the Yukawa interaction, the DM can
interact via the magnetic dipole interaction and the exchange of a light A’, as shown in the
right panel of Fig. 7. Typically, the limits on any self-interactions due to a light mediator
are quite stringent, due to the small momentum transfer [1]. However, higher-dimension
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operators typically introduce powers of momentum at the effective vertices, which can
cancel those coming from from a long-ranged propagator. This is precisely what happens

here for the MDM operator in Eq. (2.4). We find that when this dominates DM self-
interactions, the transfer cross section is

2 14,18 2
3my 4 3¢y my

ar X T 4(32)4n9 M4’

(4.6)

orT =

which is not enhanced by the DM’s small velocity and is always much smaller than Eq. (4.4).

4.3 Structure Formation

Light DM that is part of a thermalized DS can also suppress the observed matter power
spectrum at small scales through DM free-streaming and dark acoustic oscillations [6, 50].
The former is relevant to many models of light DM, since its characteristic velocity is
enhanced for smaller masses, suppressing the growth of structure below the corresponding
free-streaming scale. The latter effect is relevant for DM that couples to dark radiation,
which collisionally imparts pressure to the DM, slowing the growth of its perturbations
until such processes decouple.

These processes dampen the matter power spectrum on length scales below a character-
istic comoving scale Acyy = max{ a0, Afs}, where Ao and Ag incorporate effects from dark
acoustic oscillations and free-streaming, respectively. These comoving scales are calculated

as
b 1
Ao = /0 o aHi 4.7)
AMs = /teq vxﬁ ~ )\aopﬁ log <aeq> , (4.8)
tkd a My Okd

where quantities with the subscript “kd” are evaluated at Tiq, the SM temperature at which
X kinetically decouples from the A’ population. We assume kinetic decoupling happens at
a DS temperature of T}, < my, such that T}, < pka < my and the DM velocity is vy ~
Dx/My = DPrd(axda/a)/my, where p, is the typical x momentum after kinetic decoupling,
Dkd is py at kinetic decoupling, and we have simplified these expressions assuming radiation
domination, H ~ Hyq(axq/a)?. Comparing Eq. (4.7) to Eq. (4.8), we find that Ao > g
and hence dark acoustic oscillations are generally more constraining.

To compute the comoving length scales in Eqs. (4.7) and (4.8), one must find T4, the
SM temperature at which y and A’ kinetically decouple. Kinetic equilibrium is maintained
via the efficiency of yA" <+ xA’ in transferring momentum [51]. On average, a typical
scatter transfers momentum ~ 7”. Hence, the total momentum transferred to the DM
after N scatters is roughly N T’, which is comparable to the DM momentum ~ - /my T
(assuming 7" < my) after N ~ m, /T’ > 1 scatters. Thus, x and A’ kinetically decouple
at temperature Ti,q when v ~ H, where the effective interaction rate v is given by

T/

Y~ ——na (TV) Ay - (4.9)
My

17 -



To evaluate the right-hand side, we assume that (ov), a4 & (0V)yy—arar given in
Eq. (3.17).

Damping of structure formation below Acutog means that there is a minimum mass for
gravitationally collapsed DM structures,

47 Acut ’
Myt ~ 5 Qpn pe A ~ 1.4 x 108 Mg x <(1101\‘141)(3> : (4.10)
Various astrophysical observations sensitive to the matter power spectrum on small scales,
such as Milky Way satellite counts and the Lyman-a forest, exclude My 2> (107 —
10%) Mg [52-60], which corresponds to requiring that Aey¢ < 0.1 Mpe. Using Eq. (4.7),

this can be translated into the requirement that Tiq 2 keV.

4.4 Stellar Energy Loss

DS particles can be produced in the cores of stellar objects and contribute to their energy
loss, altering their observed evolutionary history. Therefore, regions of parameter space
that predict excessive energy loss are excluded; these bounds are referred to as stellar cool-
ing constraints. For DS particles with masses below approximately 10 keV, the strongest
constraints come from red giants, while for heavier particles, the dominant bounds arise
from Supernova 1987A. In this section, we consider constraints from both systems.

DCPs (¢ and ¢) can be produced in the cores of stellar objects via kinetic mixing. Since
we have assumed that the dark photon mass is negligibly small, the resulting constraints
are equivalent to those on millicharged particles. Accordingly, we adopt the cooling bounds
on millicharged particles from Supernova 1987A [61] and red giants [62]. We note that the
dark photon itself does not contribute to stellar cooling, since the kinetic mixing term for
an on-shell dark photon is suppressed when the dark photon mass is small [63-65].

DM particles (x) are produced in stellar cores through the dipole operator. Stellar
constraints on dipole operators have been studied in Refs. [36, 66]. However, these bounds
are valid only in the regime M > Ti,e, where M is the mass of the virtual particles
that radiatively generate the dipole interaction and 7o is the temperature of the stellar
core. If the stellar core temperature exceeds M, the effective operator coeflicient ,u;( in
Eq. (2.4) no longer matches the expression in Eq. (2.5); in this case, the appropriate scale
controlling the size of the interaction is T, instead of M. For M < Tcye, the resulting
bounds become independent of M, only depend on k, and scale in the same way as those for
millicharged particles. A detailed calculation is required to derive these bounds properly,
which is beyond the scope of this work. In our analysis, we therefore apply the cooling
bounds on the dipole operator only for M > M,.x, where M.« is the largest M at which
DCPs can be constrained by stellar objects. For M < Mpyax, we simply adopt the same
coupling constraints as at M = M.

5 Target Parameter Space For Direct Detection

Given the infrared freeze-in production mechanism discussed in Sec. 3, and cosmological
and astrophysical limits discussed in Sec. 4, we now begin our discussion of the detectability
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of this model from the perspective of direct detection. Since magnetic dipole DM interacts
with a light kinetically-mixed dark photon, the light DM direct detection experiments
sensitive to millicharge particles (e.g., those using electron ionization in noble liquids [67—
69], electronic excitations in crystal targets [9-17], or single phonon excitations [70]) are
also sensitive to this light DM candidate. Furthermore, magnon excitations are expected
to be much more sensitive to light magnetic dipole DM [26, 32—-34], since they utilize the
dominantly spin-dependent interactions at low energies [35, 71].

The parameter combination which determines the detectability of direct detection is
a,u;(, since € controls how strong the mediating dark photon couples to the electron, and
u;( determines the DM’s coupling to the dark photon (as shown in Eq. (2.4)).5 A summary
of our results is shown in Fig. 8 for different choices of the DS Yukawa, 3, and DCP-
to-DM mass ratio, M/m,. The green regions labeled “Theory Targets” are the viable
and cosmologically-motivated parts of parameter space for light magnetic dipole DM. No-
tably, the projected sensitivity of the single magnon-based direct detection experiments in
Refs. [26, 32, 35], as shown in Fig. 8 (labeled “Magnon”), is within an order of magnitude in
probing these theory targets. Additionally, Ref. [72] has recently identified other magnetic
targets which could further boost the sensitivity of single magnon-based experiments.

For the smallest couplings within this “Theory Target” parameter space, light magnetic
dipole DM freezes out as a hot relic (Sec. 3.4) (i.e., x chemically decouples from the A’
while relativistic). For the fixed values of ' and M/m, in Fig. 8, this corresponds to
small values of ¢’ since this minimizes the xyy <+ A’A’ interaction strength at late times
(Eq. (3.17)). In this case, the DM relic abundance only depends on k = e¢’/e. Therefore,
for fixed y', M/m,, and m,, there is only a single value of ey which satisfies the relic
abundance. This is shown by the bottom of the outlined green region. Using the results
of Sec. 3, this corresponds to

5/3 -1
10712 GeV 1y <1\;[neV> (:f) Scenario |
(eph )HR ~ X "y (5.1)
~11 —1, 2 (MeV M :
107" GeV™ y - Scenario II,
X X

where Scenarios I and II are discussed in detail in Secs. 3.4.1 and 3.4.2, respectively. Gen-
erally, Scenario I corresponds to DM much lighter than the electron, and Scenario II cor-
responds to DM much heavier than the electron.

For greater values of 5;&, the predicted DM relic abundance is too large unless x-A’
interactions are relevant. Indeed, if ¢’ is sufficiently large, the DM and dark photon can
stay chemically coupled long enough to deplete the DM abundance through yy — A’A’.
This is the cold relic scenario discussed in Sec. 3.4, which is a viable cosmology for values
of ey}, larger than those shown in Eq. (5.1). However, for a fixed mass ratio M/m,,
and perturbative ¢’, there is a maximum DM mass for which the cold relic density can
deplete down to the observed abundance today. This maximum mass can be understood
parametrically by requiring that the cold relic abundance at T\ ro ~ m, /10 (Eq. (3.29))

6As discussed in footnote 2, in the massless A’ limit, e} is the x’s visible magnetic dipole moment.

~19 —



Figure 8. Overview of the available parameter space for light magnetic dipole dark matter (DM)
that is produced from infrared freeze-in of dark charged particles (DCPs), shown in terms of the
couplings most relevant for direct detection, E,u;(, for different dark sector (DS) couplings and
DCP-to-DM mass ratio combinations. In the parameter space outlined in green (labeled “Theory
Targets”), there exist viable DS couplings for which freeze-in produces the correct relic abundance
of DM. The purple line (labeled “Magnon”) is the projected sensitivity of future magnon-based
direct detection experiments [32, 35], and the shaded purple region (labeled “XENON?”) is excluded
by the XENON10 and XENONIT experiments [73]. The gray region is excluded by limits from
AN, as discussed in Sec. 4.1. The solid orange and red regions are excluded from stellar energy
loss channels, as discussed in Sec. 4.4; dark colors correspond to limits from production of the DM
due to it’s dark magnetic dipole moment (labeled “SC,” and “SN,” for RG stellar energy loss
and Supernova energy loss, respectively [36, 66, 74]), and light colors correspond to limits from
the production of the DCPs (labeled “SCx” and “SNx” for RG stellar energy loss and Supernova
energy loss, respectively [36, 66, 74]). The solid maroon region (labeled “CMB”) corresponds to
limits from CMB energy injection from annihilations to ete™ [74]. The light red region (labeled
“SIDM”) corresponds to limits from self-interacting DM, as discussed in Sec. 4.2.
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agrees with the observed DM density,
M 73
my < 200 GeV g2 <m> , (5.2)

where we demanded perturbativity in the form ¢’ < v/4x. This is evident as the right
edge of the viable parameter space in the top-right panel Fig. 8. This cutoff is not solely a
function of m,, since the exact freeze-out temperature for large DCP masses (Scenario II)
depends logarithmically on g’

The top-left edge of the viable parameter space of Fig. 8 is set by the cosmological
and astrophysical bounds discussed in Sec. 4. Of these, the limits that depend directly on
the effective magnetic dipole e,u’x are the same in each panel (direct detection, SC, and
SNy). Since ANeg depends only on the combination ¢, limits from the effective number
of neutrino species scale as o< y'? (m, /M) between panels. Furthermore, the stellar energy
loss limits for DCPs (SCx and SNx) scale as ox 32 for a fixed mass ratio; for larger M /m,
mass ratios, these limits shift to smaller m, since they cease to apply when M > Tiup.
(Sec. 4.4).

Not shown in Fig. 8 are requirements for DS thermalization (Sec. 3.2) and limits from
structure formation (Sec. 4.3), since these depend on the specific value of ¢’, which can be
chosen such that these considerations do not limit the available parameter space in Fig. 8.
For instance, Eq. (3.15) implies that thermalization within the DS occurs provided that

10-2\8/5 / a7\ /5 1/5
(g 2 107 Gev 1y (H2) (D) (S (5.3

My my

where we have assumed y’ > ¢ (appropriate for the left and middle panels in Fig. 8). This
shows that for ¢’ > 1072, thermalization within the DS occurs over the ranges of interest
for m,, and ep.

Limits derived from structure formation (Sec. 4.3) are important for large DS couplings
and small DM masses (i.e., dominantly Scenario I of Sec. 3.4.1), and therefore could be
relevant for parts of parameter space where x freezes out as a cold relic. In this case, it
is straightforward to understand the parametrics governing y-A’ kinetic decoupling. In-
deed, the DM-DS cross section which determines the abundance in Eq. (3.17) also roughly
determines the kinetic decoupling temperature via Eq. (4.9). The kinetic decoupling tem-
perature can then be found parametrically to be

1/2 —1\ 5/2
de~10kev( mx) (10 ) : (5.4)

10keV 13

when  constitutes a cold relic constituting all of the DM. From this we see that the impact
of kinetic decoupling on structure formation is only relevant for m, < 10keV, since it is
only then that Tyq 2 keV (see the discussion in Sec. 4.3). Therefore, in Fig. 8 we only
show parameter space for m, > 10keV.

Lastly, we compare the theory targets of this work with other models with similar DS
content. If 3/ and ¢’ are not sufficiently large to allow the DS to self-thermalize, then the
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neutral species x is not populated. In this case, the DCPs can constitute the DM, just
as in the conventional millicharged scenario. The value of x required for this is given by
kycp ~ 107 (max{M, me}/]W)l/2 [7]. We can compare this to the value of x required
to generate magnetic dipole dark matter as a hot relic in Scenario I and II (Secs. 3.4.1
and 3.4.2, respectively), denoted as kyR,

2/3 1/2
1071 <100keV> <M> Scenario I

FHR (5.5)
RMCP M

\/my max{M,m.}

Scenario II,

where M < me in Scenario I. Additionally, we can compare the value of E,u’x required
for infrared freeze-in, shown in Fig. 8, to that required from UV freeze-in of magnetic-
dipole DM in Ref. [36]. From Ref. [36], the value of ey} required by UV freeze-in is
(e )uy ~ 10712 (Trumy)~"/?, where Try is the reheat temperature. Again, comparing
to our hot relic scenarios in Eq. (5.1), we find

M 7/6 -1 1/2
1072 Z/Q <eV> <M> <TRH > Scenario 1
My My GeV

~ (5.6)

/
(et )uv L (MeV 12 7o\ /2 Tha 1/2 .
107 y~= | — — Gov Scenario II.
My

(epy )ur

6 Conclusions

Freeze-in of keV-GeV mass dark matter (DM) due to an ultralight kinetically-mixed dark
photon has long been an important benchmark model for direct detection experiments
because of its predictability (the parameters determining the relic abundance also deter-
mine detectability), testability, and UV-insensitivity (assuming negligible earlier produc-
tion through other means). The recent DAMIC results [12] probing this model in the
MeV-GeV mass range have generated new questions about what other light DM models
such direct detection experiments are sensitive to, since DM couplings to the Standard
Model (SM) smaller than the usual freeze-in benchmark typically lead to under-population
of the DM. Therefore, understanding what other light DM models can be probed with
these experiments, such as those with additional dark sector (DS) degrees of freedom, is an
important model-building question today. This model-building challenge also presents an
opportunity to uncover DM models with novel low-energy phenomenology that may best
be probed with experiments other than those sensitive to electron excitations.

In this work, we identified a DM model whose low-energy phenomenology is deter-
mined by a dark magnetic dipole moment (MDM) that is generated by virtual dark charged
particles (DCPs) (Sec. 2). We showed that such a model has a variety of UV-insensitive
cosmological histories that emerge once DS thermalization occurs after a period of freeze-in
(Sec. 3), and we illustrated the parameter space allowed by cosmological and astrophysi-
cal bounds (Sec. 4) that is relevant for future direct detection experiments (Sec. 5). The
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allowed parameter space identified here (Fig. 8), specifically in the limit of relatively large
DS couplings and small DCP-to-DM mass ratios, serves as a theoretically motivated bench-
mark target for future direct detection experiments. We find that a future single-magnon
based experiment could offer the best opportunity to probe these models, due to their
low-thresholds and sensitivity to dominantly spin-dependent interactions at low-energies.

There are other phases of the theory discussed in Sec. 2 which may be phenomeno-
logically interesting for DCPs heavier than an MeV. For example, with even larger DS
couplings, 2 — 3 processes in the DS can remain active while the SM injects energy via
the DCPs. This would increase the abundance before the DM decouples, necessitating
smaller couplings for the hot relic scenario, yet raising the necessary DS couplings for a
cold relic. Additionally, we have focused on the regime where the DS-SM coupling is small,
and the DS self-couplings are large. A flipped hierarchy could allow the DCPs to thermal-
ize with the SM, and then freeze-in the neutral DM particles from their interaction with
the DCP. If the DCPs leave thermal equilibrium with the SM before BBN, this could be
a way to weaken bounds from cosmological measurements of ANg. Lastly, understanding
current and future limits on magnetic dipole DM from semiconductor-based electron ex-
citation experiments is important, and will require incorporating high-momentum effects
from all-electron reconstruction [71, 75|, due to the dimension-five nature of the MDM
interaction.
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A Dark Sector Thermalization Details

A detailed calculation of the thermalization temperatures would require knowledge of the
out-of-equilibrium distribution functions of the DCPs, f;(E). These are non-trivial to
calculate in general [76, 77|, but simplifying assumptions can be made. We will assume
that the distribution function follows equilibrium distribution of the SM, rescaled by the
absolute abundance computed with Eq. (3.1),

x(E)~ () 1R, (A1)

X
This approximation captures two critical features. First, the number density calculated
from integrating Eq. (A.1) is, by construction, the exact freeze-in number density. Second,
the energy distribution of the DCPs is peaked near T', appropriate since the energy of the
outgoing DCPs is set by the incoming charged SM particles.
This approximation is convenient because the relevant collision terms in the Boltzmann
equations can be rescaled from their equilibrium values and written in terms of the usual
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thermally-averaged quantities. For example, the collision terms for ¢ — 1y and ¢¢ — A’ A’
are Ry .y = ng () by Booar = n2<0v>¢¢_> Ar4r, respectively, where () represents a
thermal average over equilibrium distributions at the SM temperature 7. The thermal
averages are computed in the usual way, e.g.,

o meT My — My )2 My + My )?
S (D) gy = = \/1—( e ) \/1_W%§%wal(m¢/T) (A.2)

4 (2m)3 mg
T * 402
(nZ)Q)Q <O—/U>¢¢*>A’A/ - 16(27‘[‘)5/ dS \/g 1 - T *///¢?¢—>A’A’ Kl(\/g/T) . (A?))

The thermalization temperature of a given reaction set is then computed by equating
the reaction rate to the Hubble rate for the slowest process. For example, for the first
reaction set, Ttlh can be computed by solving,

min { (D) g T (TV) pps 47, Ty (TVY s 47 47, gy (OVY g5y b = H (A.4)

where the ny = sYx are computed from Eq. (3.6).

B Matrix Elements and Decay Rates

The purpose of this appendix is to present all of the matrix elements and decay rates
necessary to precisely compute the evolution of the DS energy density discussed in Sec. 3.3,
and illustrated in Fig. 3. This involves including the contributions from the electroweak
bosons, quarks and pions above and below the QCD scale, respectively, and also including
plasmon decay [43].

We begin by discussing interactions with the electroweak bosons. Above the elec-
troweak scale, the DS-SM interaction Lagrangian is given by [40],

g B, (B.1)

Lps—sM=—g—>—
55 2cos Oy M

where B, = 0,8, — 0, B,, is the hypercharge gauge field strength tensor, B, is the hyper-
charge gauge field, and 6y is the Weinberg angle, sin? 6y =~ 0.23 [44]. Following Ref. [78],
the field redefinition required to diagonalize the interaction in Eq. (B.1) is,

W/‘j’ cosby sinfy —sinfye Z,
B, | = | —sinbw cosby —cosbye Al (B.2)
A;L tanfye 0 1 A;L

to O(e). This field redefinition leads to the interactions [40],

LD —eeA,JE — g'A;LJ]S“S
— g'etanbw Z, g + ice [F"WW W, — FI" A W, + F* AL WY (B.3)

where F{¥ = oFWY —9,WL, Jiq = J;“ + J(;“ and Jj,, J are defined in the main text. The
terms in the first line of Eq. (B.3) were discussed in Sec. 2, the first term in the second
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line appears due to the A;L — AL +tan Oy eZ, transformation, and the second term on the
second line is from the cubic interaction in the W boson kinetic term.

The interaction Lagrangian in Eq. (B.3) is the generalization of Eq. (2.3) needed to
compute all relevant matrix elements and decay rates, which we give below for different

processes.

Lepton Annihilation: Lepton annihilation to the DCPs, ¢ and ¢, proceeds via an s-
channel diagram with A’ or Z exchange. The spin-summed, angularly averaged matrix
elements squared, Eq. (3.4), for these processes are given by,

16 2m? 2m>
‘//[J?f%ww = §e4n2 (1 + sw> [qfc (1 + 73f

Vf23(s + mfc) + A?s(s - 4m30)

(s = m3)? +myly

4 4m? 2m3

2 _F 4.2 ¢ 2 f

///ffﬁw—ge K (1—8> q]c <1+8>

Vst(s + m%) + A%s(s - 4m?c)
(s — mQZ)2 + m2ZF2Z

(s + 2m3c)(s —m%)

+tan0
W (s —m%)? +m5T%

— 2q;Vy tan Oy

] (B.4)

(s+ Zm?c)(s —m%)

+ tan? 6
W (s — mQZ)2 + m2ZF2Z

, (B.5)

—2q;V; tan Oy

where 2eV, , » = —1 + 4sin? Oy, 2eVye v, = 1 and —2eA. |, - = 2eA,, ,,,, = 1 are the
vector and axial couplings of the Z to lepton pairs [40], respectively, myz =~ 91 GeV is the
Z mass, and 'z = 2 GeV is the Z decay width.

Quark and Pion Annihilation: In addition to lepton pair annihilation, at temperatures
above the QCD scale, which we take to be Aqcp ~ 200 MeV, quarks can also annihilate
via s-channel A’ and Z exchange to DCPs with the matrix elements,

16 2m? 2m>

Vf23(s + m?) + A}s(s — 4m?c)

(s —m%)? +m%l%

4 4m? 2m>
ﬁ///fzfﬁ¢¢:3 X §e4n2 (1—8¢> [q}% <1+Sf

szs(s + mfc) + A?s(s - 4m?)

(s —m%)? +m%l%

(s+ 2mfc)(s —m%)

+ tan 62
v (s —my)? +m3T%

— 2q;Vy tan Oy

] (B.6)

(s + 2m§)(s —m%)

+ tan 62
w (s —m%)? +m3I%

, (B.7)

— 2q;Vy tan Oy

where 2eVy, ., = 1—(8/3) sin? Oy, 2eVysp = —14+(4/3) sin? 0y and 2eA,, . = —2eAgsp =1
are the vector and axial couplings of the Z to quark pairs, respectively, and the overall
factor of 3 is from the three quark flavors.
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At temperatures below Aqcp the quark annihilation processes do not proceed. In-
stead pions can annihilate to the DCPs. The dominant contribution is from charged pion
annihilation through the A’, whose matrix elements are given by,

where m + ~ 140 MeV.

W Boson Annihilation: W bosons can also annihilate to the DCPs, with matrix elements
given by [40],

1 Am? 2m? my 452 + 20sm?, + 12m?
Mgy = 7€ <1—W> <1+ ¢ < ) 1 W (B.10)

3 s mwy (s —m%)2 +m2l?%

1 4m? 4m? m 4 g2 + 20sm2, + 12m}
2 4.2 W [ 4 W W
M-S pp = 136 F <1 - > (1 - < > (B.11)

s s mw (s —m%)2 +m2Il?%
where myy =~ 80 GeV is the W boson mass.

Z Boson Decay: Another type of contribution to the integrated energy density collision
terms are decay processes. R for the Z decay processes are,

3m3T 212 4m? 2m?
p oMz 2 9 -
RZ%w o 277r2K2(mZ/T) 127 mz tan” Oy B m2Z L+ mQZ (B.12)
- 3/2
3m3T e?k? m;
o . VA 2 ¢
RZ—>¢ = WK2(mZ/T) yr. my tan® Oy (1 — 47m2z . (B.13)

This contribution is important for 1 GeV < T < 100 GeV [8].

Plasmon Decay: Lastly, for T' < 1 MeV, plasmon decay should be considered as well [36,
40, 41, 43]. RP for plasmon decay is given by,

47T max Wpol 1
14 _ 2 po po
By svs = gy > / kodk T 1 D wwse - (B.14)

where ‘pol’ indicates the polarizations of the plasmon (2 transverse polarizations, T', and
1 longitudinal polarization L), wpol = wpoi(k) is the dispersion relation for the specific
polarization, and k&‘ﬁx is the maximum maximum momentum for each polarization. The

plasmon dispersion relations are found by solving,

3w2 wi —v2k? w wr + vk
2 2 2 T T * T T *
— k 1- 1 : B.15
¥r T 202k? ( wi  2u.k " <wT — wk)) (B-15)
3w? [ w wr, + vk
2 9 OWT, L L+ Vs
= 1 -1 . B.16
L wpv,%k:Q (21)*k’ " (wL — wk) > (B-16)
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where,

and

with

Fina

w

22 00 2 1— 23 22 00 2 523_ 4
2262/ pgi(E v/3) 7 w%zeg/ ppfi(v/ 0)7 (B.17)
2 Jo E eB/T 41 ™ Jo E eB/T 41

v=p/E, v, = wi/wp, and E = \/p?> + m2. The plasmon decay rates are,

2 2 2 2
Fpol _ 62/€2 Zp01 1— 4m"/’ (wp()l —k ) * 2mw (B.18)
B 127 w2y — k2 Wpol ’
2 2 2 2
ol _ 22l | A (Wpot = K7) — Amy (B.19)
V9P 48T wgol — k2 Wpol 7
2w (w? — v2k?)
7 (k) — T\T — “x , B.20
T( ) Bw%w% + (w% n k2)(w% _ vfk2) _ 2w%(w% _ kQ) ( )
2(w? — v2k?) w?
70 (k) = L~ Y L B.21
L (k) 3w§ — (w% — v2k?) w% — k2 ( )
lly, the maximum momentum for the longitudinal polarizations is,
3 (1 (14u, V2
max wp |:,Uz (2/0* n(lv*) >:| ’ ( )

and the maximum momentum for the transverse polarizations is infinite.
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