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ABSTRACT: Dark photons, a generic class of light gauge bosons that interact with the
Standard Model (SM) exclusively through kinetic mixing, arise naturally in many gauge
extensions of the SM. Motivated by these theoretical considerations, we present a compre-
hensive analysis of their thermal production in the early universe. Our calculation covers
a broad range of dark photon masses from 0.1 keV to 100 MeV and include inverse decay,
annihilation, and semi-Compton processes. Wherever possible, we present analytical esti-
mates of the production rates and yields, and verify their accuracy numerically. For dark
photons lighter than twice the electron masses (around 1 MeV), we find that our analytical
estimate of the freeze-in yield based on resonant production is very accurate, implying that
off-resonance contributions can be neglected in practice. For heavy dark photons, although
this conclusion no longer holds, we derive an interesting ratio, 4we/27 ~ 0.14, with e the
coupling constant of QED, that can be used to estimate the relative importance of on- and
off-resonance contributions. Finally, using the calculated abundance of dark photons in
the early universe, we derive cosmological constraints on the dark photon mass and kinetic
mixing. Compared with bounds from stellar cooling and supernovae, the cosmological con-
straints are most stringent in the mass range from 0.1 MeV to 6 MeV, within which kinetic
mixing at the level of 10712 ~ 10719 can be probed.
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1 Introduction

Among a plethora of extensions of the Standard Model (SM), one of the most extensively
studied cases is gauge extensions. The simplest gauge extension, introducing an extra
gauged U(1), has an interesting feature: the associated gauge boson can couple through
a kinetic mixing term to the hypercharge gauge boson of the SM [1]. When the new
gauge boson is light (well below the electroweak scale), the kinetic mixing gives rise to
photon-like interactions with SM particles; that is, its effective couplings to SM particles
are proportional to their electric charges, with a universal suppression set by the kinetic-
mixing parameter. Widely referred to as the dark photon, this light, weakly-coupled gauge
boson has drawn considerable attention due to its rich phenomenology—see Refs. [2-8] for



recent reviews—including potential connections with the dark matter problem of the SM,
and has also motivated numerous laboratory searches [9-16].

Complementary to laboratory searches, cosmology provides a powerful avenue for prob-
ing dark photons through their observable imprints on the evolution of the early uni-
verse [17-33|. Depending on whether the mass is heavy (above the MeV scale) [19, 21,
23, 24|, light (from keV to MeV) [17, 18, 27|, or ultra-light (well below the aforemen-
tioned scales) [20, 22, 25, 26, 28-33|, dark photons can be produced in multiple ways
in the early universe. Heavy dark photons with kinematically-allowed decay channels to
charged fermions can be efficiently produced via inverse decays from the thermal bath.
Light dark photons are produced via scattering processes, which in certain regimes can be
approximated by resonant conversion (or oscillation) between photons and dark photons.
Ultra-light dark photons are often assumed to be produced non-thermally, e.g., via the
misalignment mechanism.

In this work, we focus on the thermal production of dark photons in the early uni-
verse, which is essentially unavoidable in the thermal environment if the kinetic mixing is
sizable. Although this has been computed in a few studies for various purposes (see, e.g.,
[17, 21, 24]), a consistent treatment applicable to both the heavy and light mass regimes is
still lacking. Moreover, existing calculations require solving the Boltzmann equation numer-
ically, whereas we attempt to push the analytical approach as far as possible. We show that,
for both inverse decay and scattering processes, analytical collision terms can be obtained
with sufficient accuracy for quantitative studies. In addition, the dark-photon yield in the
freeze-in regime can also be estimated analytically. In particular, we derive an interesting
ratio of resonant to post-resonance yields for heavy dark photons: 4me/27 ~ 0.14, where
e is the QED coupling. This implies that, for heavy dark photons, resonant production
provides a significant, though subdominant, contribution. We also apply our calculation to
derive cosmological constraints on dark photons across a broad mass range, from 0.1 keV
to 10 MeV. The constraints are derived with rather robust and conservative energy-density
considerations, and we show that they are complementary to stellar cooling and supernovae
bounds.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the basic
formulism including the Lagrangian for the dark photon, its interactions, and the Boltzmann
equation. In Sec. 3, we calculate the collision terms of relevant thermal processes, without
including the medium effect (also known as the plasma effect), which is elaborated in Sec. 4.
In Sec. 5, we discuss the evolution of dark photons and compare analytical results obtained
in the previous sections with numerical solutions of the Boltzmann equation. Sec. 6 presents
the cosmological constraints derived in this work. Finally, we conclude in Sec. 7 and relegate
some details to the appendices.

2 Lagrangian and Boltzmann equation
In a gauged U(1) extension of the SM, the gauge field associated with the extra U(1) can
couple to the gauge field of U(1)y in the SM via the following kinetic mixing term [1]:

L£> —%FWF;W, (2.1)



where € is a coupling constant; and F* and F ;/w denote the field strength tensors of U(1)y
and the extra U(1), respectively. After canonicalizing the kinetic terms and diagonalizing
the mass terms of all gauge bosons (see, e.g., [34, 35]), one obtains gauge fields in mass
eigenstates with properly normalized kinetic terms. Among the mass eigenstates, one should
be massless due to the unbroken electromagnetic U(1), and another can be relatively light
compared with the electroweak scale. The former is identified as the photon (with the field
denoted by A, and the particle by ) whereas the latter is defined as the dark photon (with
the field denoted by AL and the particle by 7). The mass of the dark photon, denoted
by m.s, may arise from spontaneous symmetry breaking of the extra U(1) [19, 34| or the
Stiickelberg mechanism [36, 37].

The canonicalization of kinetic terms gives rise to interactions of A and A’ with SM
fermions:

LDell, (Au+e4,), (2.2)

where e = VAra with o ~ 1 /137 the fine structure constant, J&, is the electric current,
and € = ecosfy with Oy the Weinberg angle. We note here that in the basis of mass
eigenstates, the kinetic mixing has been removed and A’ interacts with the SM only via
Eq. (2.2).

In the early universe, the dark photon can be produced through particle scattering
processes in the thermal bath, and can also be absorbed through the corresponding inverse
processes. Its phase space distribution function, denoted by f./(¢,p), obey the Boltzmann
equation:

0
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where H = a/a is the Hubble parameter with a the scale factor, and Fi?m/ %% Jenotes the
gain or loss rate of 7/ due to dark photon interactions. In the radiation-dominated era, the

Hubble parameter is given by

o _ 1/2
H = gg— ,with gy = 1.66g,'" . (2.4)
mpl
Here, T is the temperature of the thermal bath, my ~ 1.22 x 10" GeV is the Planck mass,
and g, denotes the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom.
When f,» <1, corresponding to the freeze-in regime, one may neglect the backreaction

term Flf,ssfvz in Eq. (2.3) and write it in the following integral form:

« TE™ o/, ap/a’)

fv(a, p) %/0 Hia)a da’ . (2.5)

Here, f,/ and F%?in have been re-defined as functions of a and p, i.e., f,y = fy(a, p) and

Fi?in = Fi‘?in(a, p). Equation (2.5) is derived through a change of variables from ¢ to a and
p to the comoving momentum—see, e.g., Appendix B of Ref. [38] for a detailed derivation.

In this work, we also consider the number density of 4/, denoted n./, which satisfies
the following Boltzmann equation:

dn., ,
=4 3Hn, = CE™ - =, (2.6)



where the collision terms C’i?in and C’;‘?SS are the phase space integrals of the gain and loss
terms in Eq. (2.3), respectively. Similar to Eq. (2.5), one can derive an integral form for
n in the freeze-in regime:
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Here g, denotes the number of degrees of freedom of +'.
Throughout this paper, we often divide n., by the entropy density

2273

. (2.9)

S = Jx,s

where g, s is the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom in entropy. In the
absence of interactions (or when production and deletion processes are inactive), n.//s is
approximately constant.

3 Thermal processes

We consider dark photon thermal production in the early universe when it is dominated
by photons (7), electrons (e*) and neutrinos (v/7), corresponding to an epoch of 1 eV <
T < 100 MeV. Below ~ 1 eV, the universe undergoes matter-radiation equality (0.8 eV)
and recombination (0.3 €V), which are not included in our analysis. Above ~ 100 MeV, one

* 7%, etc.) in the analysis while the corresponding

needs to include more thermal species (i
yield of 4/ produced at such temperatures is subdominant for light . Hence for simplicity,
we neglect this part.

During this epoch, dark photons are dominantly produced through thermal processes
involving « and e*, including (i) inverse decay (ete™ — 4/), (ii) electron-positron annihi-
lation (ete™ — +'7), and (iii) semi-Compton scattering (ye™ — 7’e*), as shown in Fig. 1.
The inverse decay process is kinematically allowed only when m., > 2m,. The annihilation
process is Boltzmann suppressed when T drops below m,. The semi-Compton process is
less suppressed at low temperatures compared to annihilation, and becomes the most im-
portant process at T' < 20 keV, below which positrons almost disappear while a certain
amount of electrons remain due to matter-antimatter asymmetry.

Below, we calculate the collision terms of these processes. For simplicity, we assume
Boltzmann statistics, which is a common approximation used in collision term calculations.

3.1 Inverse decay

For the inverse decay process, eTe™ — ', the gain rate of 7/ reads

ain 1
e = o / g1dIL, godIly f1 f2(2108) 4| M2, (3.1)
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Figure 1. Thermal processes for dark photon production, including inverse decay (left), annihi-
lation (middle), and semi-Compton (right). The hatched blobs indicate the effective coupling of v/
to electrons in thermal plasma.

% with p; and E; the momentum and
energy of the i-th particle in the considered process, (2md)* is the common delta function

where w denotes the energy of +/, dIl; = (

responsible for momentum conservation, and |M|? is the squared matrix element (with all
spins and polarizations averaged out). The factor g; accounts for the multiplicity of particle
i, and f; denotes its phase space distribution.

The squared matrix element of ete™ — 7/ is given by

1
MP? = ——4e2% (m? + 2m?) , 3.2
‘ ’ 9~y Get Ge— ( K e) ( )
where g+ = g.- = 2 account for the two degrees of freedom of spin. They will be canceled

out by g1 and g2 in Eq. (3.1). Similarly, the multiplicity factor g,, will eventually be
canceled out by the g, factor in Eq. (2.8).

Since |[M|? in Eq. (3.2) is a constant, we may pull it outside the integral and perform
the phase space integration straightforwardly. The technical details of computing such
two-body phase space integrals are presented in Appendix A. The result reads

2 2
. m2, + 2m 4m2
Fgaln_ , = 2 € 1 e 7w/T. 3.3
ete=—y ac 3w 7”3/ € ( )

Using Eq. (2.8), we obtain

2 2
. mZ, + 2m 4m?2 o
gain . 27 € Y
CE =t T [1- ek () (3.4)
,y/

where K7 is the modified Bessel function. The above results are included in Tab. 1.

3.2 Annihilation and semi-Compton

For two-to-two processes like ete™ — 44 and vet — e*4/, it is generally difficult to work
out the phase space integration analytically but, with certain approximations, we are able to
derive analytical expressions—see Appendix B for the derivation and Tab. 1 for a summary
of the results. On the other hand, using the Monte Carlo method described in Appendix B
of [39], we also perform the integration numerically.
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Table 1. Collision terms responsible for the production of /. For ete™ — 4/, the presented
expressions are exact. For ete™ — 7'y and ye~ — ~'e™, the expressions are derived with assump-
tions that high-T" or low-T expansions are valid and m. is negligibly small. A few constants are
defined as follows: gr = ge-Gget+ gy = 8, 9C = Jo- 9o+ G+gv = 24, and g is Euler’s constant. The
accuracy of these approximate expressions is demonstrated in Fig. 2.

In Fig. 2, we compare the analytical expressions with the Monte Carlo results. Here, the
green and orange lines represent analytical expressions derived using the high-T" and low-T
approximations, respectively. These approximations are expected to be valid for T' > m.
or T' <« me, but in practice one can see that the resulting expressions remain accurate
even when T is comparable to m.. The comparison in Fig. 2 suggests that the high-7" and
low-T expressions can be matched to produce an expression that remains accurate across
the full range, with the matching point set at T = 2m, for eTe™ — v9' , and T = m,, for
yet = ety.

It should noted that when T is well below m., the electron-positron asymmetry be-
comes important, as it stops the electron number density from being further Boltzmann
suppressed. At T' < 20 keV, most positrons have annihilated with electrons while a residual
population of electrons survives due to the asymmetry. Consequently, once the asymmetry
becomes important, processes involving positrons effectively cease, and the production of
~" proceeds only through ve= — e 4/. To include the asymmetry effect, we introduce
chemical potentials p.+ for e* in the last row of Tab. 1, i.e., the expressions with the low-
T approximation of the semi-Compton process. For other collision terms, the asymmetry
effect is negligible.

3.3 High-mass-regime yield estimate

When the dark photon is relatively heavy (compared with m.), the dominant production
channel is ete™ — +/, since ete™ — 47 and ve™ — e*4/ are suppressed by an extra power

of a. Given the simplicity of the collision term Cegf_ien_ e it is straightforward to plug it



et +te =9 +7 y+e = +e”

100+ 100 H
1072 1072
< <
= 10t - 2 10t
=) 2 =
1075 # — 107SF
<) ¥ S
C\lm -8 # (Nm -8
L 1078} ” L 1078} £
= , = f
U U #
E Wy K|
%\ -2k +  Monte Carlo %\ el / +  Monte Carlo
4 o
' Low-T approx. " Low-T approx.
10714k : 107 :
+ —— High-T" approx. i —— High-T approx.
1 —16 1 1 1 —16 1 1
0 1071 10° 10! 0 1071 10° 10!
T [MeV] T [MeV]

Figure 2. Comparison of the analytical expressions for two-to-two collision terms with Monte-
Carlo results.

into Eq. (2.7) and obtain

oy TSy gy [y [y A (3.5)
Ty 4C(3)9Hm'y’ 9~ m?y/ m%,

where ( is the Riemann Zeta function. Equation (3.5) offers a very useful estimate of the
yield of heavy dark photons in the freeze-in regime. It should be interpreted as the ratio of
n to n, when the production has effectively ceased while the decay has not started yet.
In the freeze-in regime, such a period always exists. The value of gy should be evaluated
at T' ~ m.,, assuming that g, does not vary rapidly when T" approaches m.,.

The validity of Eq. (3.5) only requires that m./ is above 2m, and ¢ is sufficiently small.
It remains valid even after including the medium effect which is responsible for the resonant
production—see discussions in the next section and Fig. 4.

Neglecting the factor (1 + 2m? /mi,) \/1—4m? /m?y,, which only deviates from 1 by
less than 10% for m. > 3me, Eq. (3.5) implies

Tyt

MY ool x B (S )2, 1MV (10.75) 1
n ) g 10—10 g ’
gl y *

(3.6)

My
The freeze-in estimate would lose its validity when n., approaches n.. Hence for the above

expression to be valid, € should satisfy & < 10_9\/m7/ /10 MeV.

4 The medium effect

In the thermal environment of the early universe, the photon receives a thermal correction to
its self-energy from coherent scattering with the medium particles. This thermal correction,
also known as the thermal mass of the photon, modifies the derivation of Eq. (2.2), which is



derived from the diagonalization of the kinetic and mass terms of gauge bosons. Note that
and v/ are defined as mass eigenstates with canonically-normalized kinetic terms. Therefore,
in the medium when the photon attains the thermal mass, these mass eigenstates, together
with the derivation of Eq. (2.2), are altered by the medium effect.

The medium effect is small when m., is large compared to the thermal effective mass
of v. However, when m., is small or the medium becomes sufficiently dense and hot, the
influence of the medium effect rises. In particular, if m.,, — 0, the dark photon in the
medium would behave as if it is fully decoupled from the SM sector. This is the reason
why most cosmological and astrophysical bounds on the dark photon vanish in the limit of
m~ — 0 [8, 40].

4.1 Basic formulism

The medium effect can be included by employing the effective in-medium mixing e,,, which
is related to the in-vacuum mixing ¢ as |35, 41-43|

mv/ (4 1)
Em = —5——¢, .
m'2y’ — Iy
where IL,, denotes the photon self-energy in the thermal environment. Eq. (4.1) can be de-
rived in various approaches—see, e.g., Eq. (15) of Ref. [41] for a derivation from the classical
equation of motion, or Fig. 1 and Eq. (3.7) of Ref. [35] for a diagrammatic derivation.
Including the medium effect, the production rate of 4/ in the thermal bath is given by

4
. m_,

ain
Fg/ — 2

¥ 2
(mi, — ReHW> + (ImIT,)

psain (4.2)
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ain
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where Rell,, and ImlIL,, are the real and imaginary parts of IL,,, and I' i is the pro-
gain
!, vac

correspond to the Feynman diagrams in Fig. 1 with the hatched blobs equal to e, e and ce,

duction rate of 4/ without including the medium effect. Diagrammatically, Fi?m and I

respectively.

The real part Rell,, in certain limits has simple analytical results but in general involves
an integral that requires numerical integration [44]. It is noteworthy that the integral
becomes sensitive to the electron asymmetry at low temperatures below around 20 keV. In
Appendix C, we briefly review the calculation of Rell,, based on Ref. [44].

The imaginary part ImlIl,, is related to the photon interaction rate I'y by [45]

ImIl,, = —wl',, (4.3)

with
_ il i
I, = [loss _ peein, (4.4)
Here %™ and Fl;)ss are defined as the gain and loss rates of v in a way similar to Fi‘;ﬂn and
F};’,SS defined in Eq. (2.3). Similar to Eq. (2.3), one could also write down the Boltzmann



equation for f,. However, since v is in thermal equilibrium, the right-hand side of this
equation should vanish, i.e.,

D&M (14 f,) —TR%f, =0, (4.5)

where f, =1/ (e“/ r_ 1) is Bose-Einstein distribution of photons in thermal equilibrium.
Viewing Eqgs. (4.4) and (4.5) as linear equations in I'§™" and Flwoss, one can solve them to
obtain

L = f,0,, TP = (1+ f,). (4.6)
Eq. (4.6) allows us to determine I', from F%ain. The latter is determined by Feynman
diagrams similar to those in Fig. 1. So the results can be obtained by adapting those

in Tab. 1 with ¢ — 1 and mi, — w? — k2. Although this includes the contribution of
ete™ — 7, it does not imply that v can be physically produced via this process, as the

on-shell production of such photons would require w? — k? > 4m?2, which is kinematically

e’
forbidden for photons'. The on-shell production of 4/ via ete™ coalescence, however, is

possible when mg

, > 4m? and becomes the dominant channel in the high-mass regime.
When the production of 4’ is significantly affected by the contribution of eTe™ — ~ to
"™ (This occurs at T — ﬁmv’ ~ 9.9m., for 4/ heavier than 2m.), it can be physically
interpreted as that eTe™ coalescence first produces an off-shell « which is then converted,
via kinetic mixing, to an on-shell 4/ with the same w and k.

Using Eq. (4.2) with Rell,, and ImIL,, evaluated as described above, it is straightfor-
gain
,yl

would like to discuss some analytical features which, while not essential for the numerical

ward to calculate I'S;"", at least numerically. Nevertheless, in the next two subsections, we

evaluation, provide important insight into the thermal production of dark photons.

4.2 Resonant production

When Rell,, in Eq. (4.2) approaches mz,, the denominator reduces to (ImlIl,,)?, indicating
that the production of 7/ is greatly enhanced, i.e., it enters the resonant production regime.
When Imll,, is small, the resonant production can be approximated by the Dirac delta

function:
gain 82mily/ res. 2 4 T 2
e~ 0, 5 — fye m7155 (mwl — Rell,,) , (4.7)
(mi, — ReHW> + w2
where we have used the identity lim,_o IQ?’TyZ = wd(x). The abbreviation “res.” above

the arrows indicates that this is an approximation made near the resonance. Note that the
result after taking the d function limit becomes independent of I'y. As a consequence, if we
integrate the production rate around the resonance, the resulting yield of dark photons is
insensitive to I';.

Substituting Eq. (4.7) into Eq. (2.5), we obtain

-1
ap
exp | — , 4.8
* P < CL*T*> ( )

'Even at high temperatures when the thermal mass of v exceeds 2me, this production channel remains

2,4
meTm., ClReHA{,Y

da

fy(a, p) =

apH,

kinematically forbidden because the dispersion relation of the electron is also modified [44].



where we have used the Boltzmann approximation and the relativistic approximation. Here
the subscript “x” indicates that the quantity should be evaluated at the resonance. Inte-
grating over the phase space, we obtain

2 4 22 —1
€ g'y’myfa*T* dReHW

da

~

n

!

v 2mad3H,

(4.9)
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Using a semi-analytic expression for Rell,, in Appendix C, we can further write Eq. (4.9)

2 4
ax\3 9egymy, T,
(2 F 4.10
Ty (a) 16720, 1<Me\/ : (4.10)

Fi(x) = : (4.11)

2 )
3pc2 4 (200 A
2:rc5+<1x 5—1—1)6 9

as

where

and ¢5 ~ 5.0 x 107 is a constant determined by the electron asymmetry. Note that
Fi(x) =~ 1 for large x.
Comparing n. to the photon number density n,, we find

ny,  16((3)ag,guT? ' \MeV

This result should be understood as the value of n.//n, shortly after the resonant pro-
duction. Subsequent evolution could modify it via, e.g., dark photon decay or entropy
dilution.

If the resonance occurs when electrons are still relativistic (7% 2 m.), Eq. (4.12) reduces
to

™~ 0.015 x (

Ty

—5 . (4.13)

which is a simple and convenient formula for estimating the freeze-in yield of resonant
production. In practice, we find that Eq. (4.13) is valid for m., 2 0.05MeV. For lower
masses, we recommend using Eq. (4.12) with Eq. (4.11) to estimate the ratio.

e )2' 1 MeV (10.75)1/2

’I’I’L-y/

After the resonance, the production of ' proceeds at a rate without significant en-

hancement from the medium effect (In particular, when Rell,, < m?Y,, the rate is well

Fgain
~',vac

duction makes the dominant contribution throughout the entire evolution. In the high-mass

approximated by ). However, this does not necessarily mean that the resonant pro-
regime with m., > 2me, the resonance occurs at 7' ~ 9.9m,, but at T' ~ m.,, the inverse
decay process also contributes significantly, as we have estimated in Sec. 3.3. It is therefore
interesting to compare Eq. (4.13) or (4.12) with Eq. (3.6) or (3.5). Note that Eq. (4.12)
is proportional to a2 because T, x a~'/2 and F} ~ 1, while Eq. (3.5) is proportional to
a. Hence we expect that the resonant production is subdominant in the high-mass regime.
Indeed, if we compute the ratio of Eq. (4.12) to (3.5), we find

! 3 4
Mg@_FO Me ) ~0.14. (4.14)
(nya?) 1 27 mi’

~10 -



Here the subscript “res.” and “ID” indicate the contributions from the resonant production
and from the post-resonance inverse decay process. In Sec. 5, we will show that Eq. (4.14)
agrees very well with numerical solutions—see Fig. 4.

4.3 Photon-dark photon oscillation

Although the photon and dark photon are in a diagonal basis after their kinetic terms
are canonically diagonalized in vacuum [i.e., the step from Eq. (2.1) to Eq. (2.2)], the
medium effect reintroduces an effective mixing between them. Consequently, when photons
propagate from vacuum to medium, or through medium with varying density, photon-dark
photon oscillation can occur. This is analogous to neutrino oscillations affected by the
matter effect [46-48|, or to photon-axion conversion (or oscillation) in magnetic fields—see,
e.g., [49].

The oscillation length of 7 <+ 7/ is of the order w/Am? where Am? denotes the mass
squared difference between the two particles. This length is to be compared with the mean
free path of 7, given by 1/FL?SS ~ 1/I'y. If the oscillation length is larger than 1/T",,
the photon is likely to be absorbed by the medium before it oscillates to 4'. By requiring
w/Am? < 1/ I, corresponding to I'yw < Am?, one can use photon-dark photon oscillation
to compute the production of 4/. A full treatment of photon-dark photon oscillation in the
expanding universe, where the medium varies with time (one can also regard it as variation
along the propagation path), is rather involved and not necessary here, since within its
validity range it is equivalent to the calculation presented above. Below we demonstrate
some illuminating features in the oscillation framework that may deepen our understanding
of the dark-photon production in thermal medium.

Let us consider a simple scenario in which a photon propagates from vacuum, through
a slab of medium, and then back into vacuum, as illustrated in Fig. 3. In vacuum, the
photon can never be converted to a dark photon since the kinetic mixing has been elimi-
nated when canonically diagonalizing the kinetic terms. In the slab of medium, there is a
small probability that this conversion can happen, since the medium generates an effective
operator,? £ D HW/A“AL where IL,,, = €Il,,. Then the following matrix element gives
rise to the conversion amplitude:

—F=
(k| TLyr AR AL k1) = Ay (4.15)

Here |k;) and |kg) denote the initial and final states of v and 4/, respectively. Note that,
as indicated in Fig. 3, they share the same energy w but their momenta are different, which
implies that there is a small momentum transfer to/from the medium, a well-known aspect
in photon refraction.

After performing the Wick contraction, we obtain®

etfki—kalz (4.16)

i/
=t e ()
e = il ] T

2See e.g. Appendix B in [35] for an explicit calculation of the coherent scattering with medium particles

that generates the operator.
3See Eq. (A.21) in [49] for a derivation.
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Figure 3. Schematic illustration of the slab approximation used to derive -’ oscillation.

The integral in Eq. (4.16) is essentially a Fourier transform of IL,./(x) which we assume is
a constant in the slab, i.e.,

Il... =€ [O L]
O (z)=<4"" T 4.17
W( ) {O otherwise ( )

Substituting Eq. (4.17) into Eq. (4.16), we get

H 6i‘k17k2|L _ 1
Ay = iR . (4.18)
2v/[ki[[ko| \ k1 — ko
So the probability of the conversion reads

2 2 2

H m /7 m

2 4.2 .2 v
P’Y—>’Y’ = |A’Y—>’Y/| ~ 4e 77]%/717771% S1n <’Y40JL> y (419)

where we have used the relativistic approximation for both v and 7/. A hypothetical mass of
the photon, m., is introduced for later convenience. Eq. (4.19) implies that the conversion
probability indeed oscillates with L. In the slab approximation one might think that L has
to be short, but actually it is microscopically long compared to the wavelength ~ w/Am?.
In addition, as long as the medium is constant, static, and transparent to v/4’, the above
calculation is always valid for arbitrarily long L.

One can also use Eq. (4.19) to obtain the resonant production rate discussed in Sec. 4.2.

Using
1 sin?(zy)
i(x) = = lim ——= 4.20
(x) = — Jm =, (4.20)
we see that in the large L limit, Eq. (4.19) reduces to
L
Py — 2|, waa(mz, —m?). (4.21)

Dividing it by L (so that it can be interpreted as the differential conversion probability per
unit length) and multiplying it by f, (which is related to the number of photons), we arrive
at

P, us
fWWTHAY — 62mi/w55(m§/ - mi) , (4.22)

which is essentially the same as the resonant production rate in Eq. (4.7).

- 12 —



5 Evolution

The cosmological evolution of dark photons can be obtained by solving the Boltzmann
equation. In this section, we numerically solve the Boltzmann equation for n., with the
collision terms in Tab. 1. The medium effect is included using Eq. (4.2).

In the lower panels of Fig. 4, we show the solutions of two benchmarks with m., €
{3, 0.5} MeV and ¢ = 107!, As previously discussed, when the temperature reaches a
certain value, the resonant production is achieved. Indeed, one can see that within the
orange bands shown in Fig. 4, n//s increases rapidly. On the upper panels, we present the
corresponding Cf?in-T curves, which exhibit sharp peaks at T' =~ 30 and 5 MeV.

After the resonance, the evolution may or may not be able to produce a significant extra
amount of dark photons, depending on whether the inverse decay process is kinematically
allowed or not. For the benchmark with m., = 3 MeV, which is above 2m,, the inverse
decay process becomes effective during the period indicated by the green band in Fig.4. In
this case, the post-resonance evolution generates more dark photons through inverse decay
than the resonance. Hence the n.//s curve exhibits two plateaus, one occurring after the
resonance (after T reaches about 30 MeV) and the other occurring after the completion of
inverse decay. Both can be analytically estimated, as given by Egs. (4.13) and (3.6). The
second plateau is expected to be a factor of 4we/27 &~ 0.14 higher than the first, according
to Eq. (4.14). Since this benchmark is in the freeze-in regime, the dark photon is relatively
long-lived compared to the cosmic time ¢ ~ 1/(2H). After reaching the second plateau,
the number of dark photons in a comoving volume remains approximately constant until ¢
becomes comparable to its lifetime 7,,. At ¢ 2 7./, corresponding to the gray band in Fig.4,
the number decreases exponentially.

By contrast, the evolution of the benchmark with m., = 0.5 MeV (right panels in Fig. 4)
has a simpler structure: the n.s/s curve increases rapidly during resonant production and
reaches a stable value that can be estimated by Eq. (4.13). The post-resonance production
makes only a negligible contribution. Since the two-body decay channel 4/ — ete™ is
forbidden for m,, < 2me, the dark photon in this example is extremely long-lived, with
7, comparable to the age of universe 7y ~ 4.35 x 10'7 sec. Consequently, the N /s curve
remains essentially flat throughout the cosmic history from the resonant production to the
present epoch. The abundance of these long-lived dark photons could be slightly reduced
by 7'+ e~ — v+ e, but this effect is negligibly small for this benchmark. More generally,
we find that as long as ¢ lies in the freeze-in regime, this process never becomes significant
in the evolution of dark photons.

Here we would like to comment on possible decay channels of 4/ in the low-mass regime
(my < 2me). In this regime, without introducing extra light species, 7' can only decay to
species lighter than electrons, namely photons and neutrinos (v). Decaying to two photons
(v — 27v) is not allowed as this would violate the Landau-Yang theorem. Decaying to
three photons (7 — 3+, arising from a loop diagram) is allowed, with the following decay
width [50]

17204 mg,

| TPl e 5.1
7Y 1166400073 mS (5.1
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Figure 4. Upper panels: Resonances of the production rate; Lower panels: the evolution of the
dark photon number density n., divided by the entropy density s. The dashed and dash-dotted
lines represent our analytical estimates given by Eqs. (4.13) and (3.6). The gap between them,
4me /27 =~ 0.14, is estimated by Eq. (4.14).

Note that Eq. (5.1) is derived in the Euler-Heisenberg limit, which implies that it may be
not very accurate when m., approaches 2m.—see Refs. [51-53| for discussions on small
deviations from this limit. Since a precise calculation of I'y/_3, is not required in this
work, Eq. (5.1) suffices for our analysis. Regarding the possibility of decaying to neutrinos
(v — 2v), this is implied by Eq. (2.1) where F*¥ contains a small component of the Z boson.
However, the resulting coupling of 4’ to neutrinos is suppressed by sz,Qy, /m?% [34, 35]. We
have estimated the decay width of v/ — 2 and find that it is sufficiently small to be
neglected in this work.

In the left panel of Fig. 5, we scan over a wide range of m., covering both the high-
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Figure 5. Left: The maximum of n,/ /s during the evolution as a function of m., assuming
e = 10710 Right: Contours on the e-m., plane to indicate whether 4/ has ever reached equilibrium
(black lines) and whether it is long-lived (purple lines).

mass and low-mass regimes with ¢ = 107!° and plot max (nv’ / n,y) as a function of m..
Here “max” takes the maximum of n.//n, during the evolution. This maximum is used
to quantify how close the evolution is to thermal equilibrium. In this plot, the curves
labeled 2 — 1 and 2 — 2 represent contributions from inverse decay and from scattering
processes (semi-Compton and annihilation), while the black curve includes both. As shown
in this plot, the black curve is always significantly below 1, implying that dark photons
with € = 1071° can never reach thermal equilibrium.

In the right panel of Fig. 5, we show the contours of max (ny/nw) =10"3,1072, 10!
and 1 on the e-m. plane. In the region above the black solid line, dark photons have
reached thermal equilibrium. In this plot, we also show the lifetime contours (purples lines)
corresponding to 7., = 4.35 x 10'7 sec (the age of the Universe), 10'2 sec (the time scale at
T =1¢eV), and 1 sec (the time scale at T' = 1 MeV). For 7, < 1 sec, dark photons decay
after neutron freeze-out and neutrino decoupling. For 7., < 10'2 sec, dark photons within
the shown mass range are non-relativistic long-lived particles at recombination (0.3 eV)
and the matter-radiation equality (0.8 eV), implying that they play a role of dark matter at
this epoch. Note that within the gap between the dash-dotted (7,, = 10'2 sec) and dashed
(7 = 7v) purple lines, dark photons would behave as dark matter for CMB observations
but cannot contribute to the present-day dark matter

6 Cosmological constraints

Dark photons being thermally produced in the early Universe are subjected to various cos-
mological constraints from BBN and CMB measurements. For instance, the energy carried
by dark photons may contribute significantly to the Hubble expansion rate, which influ-
ences out-of-equilibrium processes including neutrino decoupling and neutron freeze-out.
Both are important to BBN predictions. If dark photons carry a significant amount of
energy at neutrino decoupling and then subsequently decay into electromagnetic radia-
tion, assuming the lifetime 7., € [107'2, 1] sec, the neutrino-to-photon temperature ratio
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T, /T, ~ (4/11)'/3 in the standard cosmology is reduced. Consequently, the effective num-
ber of neutrino species (Neg) in CMB measurements receives a negative contribution. Note
that Neg is also an important observable in BBN, but for BBN, dark photons in the freeze-in
regime behave as dark radiation during neutron freeze-out. Consequently, the Neg mea-
sured by BBN receives a positive contribution. To distinguish between the two observables,
we refer to them as IV ngN and N, e%MB when they are measured by BBN and CMB, respec-
tively. The latest measurements of NEPN and N(%MB are NBBN = 2.898 + 0.141 [54] and
N gTMB = 2.99+£0.17 [55]. Therefore, the positive contribution to N, ngN, denoted AN erfBN, is
constrained to be AN, e%BN < 0.3 at 30 C.L., while the negative contribution is constrained
to be ANGMB > —0.6 also at 30 C.L.

In the left panel of Fig. 6, the red region is excluded by ANngN > 0.3 where ANG%BN
is computed by ANG%BN = py/py at T =1 MeV, which is approximately the temperature
of neutron freeze-out. The red dashed and dotted contours correspond to ANG%BN =0.2
and 0.1. These ANg’fBN contours exhibit a few noteworthy features. Their right edges
are nearly vertical, except for a small “nose” in the lower-right corner. The vertical part
arises from that the energy density of thermalized (i.e., in equilibrium) dark photons is
independent of €. The value of p,s at T" = 1 MeV is Boltzmann suppressed for heavy
dark photons with m., > 1 MeV. So when m. exceeds certain values (about 6 MeV), the
resulting ANG%BN becomes negligibly small. The “nose” is a consequence of the interplay
between the Boltzmann suppression and freeze-in, occurring when the system is near the
boundary of thermal equilibrium—see Fig. 2 in Ref. [56] for illustration. The left edges of
these contours are also very steep. This part corresponds to the scenario that the resonant
production occurs at sub-MeV or even lower temperatures. At temperatures above the MeV
scale, dark photons in this regime have m?y, < Rell,,. As a consequence, the production
rate is suppressed by mi,/ (Rell,,)? according to Eq. (4.2) and becomes very sensitive to
My

For dark photons with m., < 2m,., their contribution to the total energy budget in the
recombination epoch (t ~ 102 sec) provides a more restrictive constraint than ANQ%BN.
According to the right panel of Fig. 5, a very large part of the parameter space in this
regime generates long-lived (> 10'2 sec) dark photons, which become non-relativistic in the
recombination epoch. Hence dark photons in this regime contribute to the dark matter
in the recombination epoch. The energy density of dark matter in this epoch is given by
ppM A 9.74 x 10712 eV* x (T/Tp)? with Ty ~ 2.73 K the present CMB temperature. By
requiring p,//ppm < 1 at T'= 1 eV, we obtain the constraint of dark matter overproduction,
represented by the purple region in the left panel of Fig. 6.

The cosmological constraints discussed above are based solely on energy-density con-
siderations. They are rather robust even in the presence of extra new physics such as
interacting with dark-sector particles. For instance, if v/ possesses dark decay channels, the
AN, Q%BN bound would be largely unaffected or even become stronger than the one shown
here. The dark matter overproduction bound may be altered but combining the require-
ments of not overproducing dark matter, dark radiation, and other components during the
recombination epoch would lead to a similar bound. In addition to the constraints based on
energy-density considerations, one can also derive constraints that rely on electromagnetic
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Figure 6. Cosmological bounds on the dark photon derived in this work (left panel) and compared
with other known bounds (right panel). The two shaded regions on the left panel are excluded by
Q, > Qpm at T =1 eV and by AN(ETBN > 0.3. The red dashed and dotted contours correspond to
ANZEBN = 0.2 and 0.1, respectively. On the right panel, we combine the two cosmological bounds
and present it as the red shaded region. For other known bounds, see the main text for more details.

radiation generated by dark photons. For BBN, energetic photons arising from dark photon
decay may cause photo-dissociation of light elements [23, 57-59]. For CMB, electromag-
netic radiation injected into the background photons may cause significant CMB spectral
distortions [60, 61| and anisotropy signals [62]. We leave dedicated analyses of these effects
to future work.

In the right panel of Fig. 6, we combine the two cosmological bounds based on energy-
density considerations together and compare it with other known bounds. Here, the orange
regions are excluded by stellar cooling, taken from Ref. [35]. The blue region represent the
bound derived from supernovae, taken from Ref. [63]. The laboratory bounds derived from
(9 —2)u, (g —2)e, collider, and beam dump experiments are generated using the DARKCAST
package [5]. In comparison with these bounds, the cosmological bound is most stringent
in the mass range from 0.1 MeV to 6 MeV.

7 Conclusion

In this work, we comprehensively studied the thermal production of dark photons in the
early universe. Three processes responsible for the thermal production (inverse decay,
annihilation, and semi-Compton) were calculated both analytically and numerically. The
analytical expressions for the collision terms of these processes are summarized in Tab. 1
and exhibit excellent accuracy within their valid ranges, as shown in Fig. 2.

The analytical collision terms allow us to perform various subsequent calculations
analytically. Among them, we would like to highlight the ratio, (nv/a?’)res, / (nya3)1D ~
4dme/27 ~ 0.14, where (n7/a3)res. and (nya?’)ID denote the numbers of dark photons in
a comoving volume produced through the resonance and off-resonance inverse decay, re-
spectively. This ratio is broadly valid and insensitive to the dark photon mass m., and
the kinetic mixing e, provided that € is in the freeze-in regime and m., > 2m,. For dark
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photons with m., < 2m,, we find that the off-resonance production is negligible and the
yield can be simply estimated using the resonant production. For both light and heavy
dark photons, our analytical estimates are in good agreement with numerical solutions of
the Boltzmann equation, as shown in Fig. 4.

Finally, we present the cosmological constraints on the dark photon derived solely from
energy-density considerations: they only require that p.//p, at 1 MeV and p.//ppm at 1 eV
do not exceed the limits allowed by BBN and CMB observations. The constraints obtained
in this way are relatively conservative and robust against potential variations arising from
new interactions with other dark-sector particles. Compared with known bounds from
stellar cooling, supernovae, and laboratory searches, the cosmological constraints are most
stringent in the mass range from 0.1 MeV to 6 MeV, within which they are capable of
probing kinetic mixing at the level of 10712-10719.

We hope that the analytical estimates and cosmological constraints presented in this
work may provide useful tools for ongoing studies of dark photons and related new particles.

Note added: As we were finalizing this work, Ref. [64] appeared on arXiv. It also focuses on
the dark photon within a very similar mass regime and contains the calculation of its thermal
production in the early universe. While many technical details in Ref. [64] differ from ours,
the main calculation procedure is similar, with the final results in good agreement with
each other. Compared to Ref. [64], our work is more focused on the analytical discussions.
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A Lorentz-invariant phase space integral

In this work, the following phase space integral is often encountered:
I3y = / dTT3dIT, (278)4 | M2, (A1)

where |[M|? is the squared matrix element of a generic 2-to-2 process, 1 +2 — 3 + 4. If
derived from a theory respecting Lorentz invariance, | M|? should be Lorentz invariant, and
its dependence on kinematics can be fully characterized by the three Mandelstam variables,
s = (p1+p2)? t = (p1—p3)? and u = (p; —p4)?. Then Eq. (A.1) is fully Lorentz-invariant,
implying that it can be conveniently calculated in, e.g., the center-of-mass frame, and the
result remains invariant when boosted to a general frame.

By recasting the relevant formulae in Chapter 49: Kinematics of Ref. [54] into Lorentz-
invariant forms, we obtain

/ dl3dITy (278)* | M|? = IM|?dt, (A.2)

1 /t+
8TV As12 Ji_
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where

1
ty = % (KJ + >\512>\s34) , (A.3)
k= —s24 (m% + m% + m% + mi) s — (m% — m%) (m% — mi) , (A4)
Asij = A (s, m2, m?) , (A.5)

and \(a, b, ¢) = a® +b? + c® — 2ab — 2bc — 2ca is the Killén function.
If | M|? happens to be independent of ¢ and u, then Eq. (A.2) reduces to

/ dIT3dIl4(270)* = Astt (A.6)

8s

which can be used to calculate phase space integrals of 1-to-2 or 2-to-1 processes.
If one needs to integrate out the two initial momenta in 1 +2 - 3+4or 1 +2 — 3,
then the following integral can be used:

1 ty 2
ATy (2rs) M = | S Ji MPdE (o L2 8 04)
VRai2| Aq|2 (for 142 — 3)

8ms

(A7)

Below, we present an example to demonstrate the use of Egs. (A.2) and (A.6). Consider
the following integral

T1234 :/dH1dH2dH3dH4f1f2(27T5)4\M27 (A.8)

where f12 = exp (—E12/T), mi234 =0, and [M|> = (p1 - p2)(p3 - p1) = §' This integral
occurs in relativistic neutrino scattering in the early universe and its result is known: Ij934 =
%%S [39, 65]. Since |M|? is independent of ¢, using Eq. (A.6), we quickly obtain

s2 /A
Ii234 = /dl_hdl_[zflfzs34
4 8ms
&2
= [ dII;dII —_—
/ 1 2f1f2327r
:/ Ampidp QTFP%dpdeuf f 4p3p3(1 — c12)?
(27)32p;  (2m)32py 177 327
_ / Ampidpy 27p3dpa - (pypa)/TPIPE
(27)32p1 (27)32p2 3
378
—_ —— A.9
8o’ (A.9)

where c1o = cosfio with 615 the angle between p; and p2. This reproduces exactly the
expected result.

B Collision terms

The collision terms for the inverse decay process can be readily obtained using Eq. (A.7),
given that both |M|? and fify = e FV/Te=F2/T = ¢=F3/T iy Eq. (3.1) factor out of the
integral. Below, we present the calculations for the annihilation and semi-Compton pro-
cesses.
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B.1 Annihilation

The squared amplitude of annihilation (e~ + et — v + /), after averaging over all spins
and polarizations of initial and final states, reads

4.2 4.2
9 €' [te  ue 2e*e%(2 4+ rme) 1 1 1 1 Tm.e
e ple) T Ime 102 ) (24— 1) - e (B
IMal® = 3 <ue + te> 3 i + AL + o + | (B.1)

where we have used the following notations:

Tm,e = m'Zy’/mg ) (BQ)

Se = s/m2, (B.3)

te=t/m?—1, (B.4)

Ue =u/m; —1 (B.5)

Here s, t, u are the Mandelstam variables.
The production rate of 4/ through this process is given by
e — % / dITy dTTydIT5 (2706)* |Mal® i fa (B.6)
w

where fi fo = e E1+E)/T — o=(Es+w)/T 4]lows us to pull it out of the integral J dITydII,.
Using Eq. (A.7), we first integrate out dII; and dIa:

Ilg :/dﬂldﬂg (27‘(’5)4 ’MA|2

512
3V2 ! / 40 | M a2

(B.7)
4 2
327r2 V! T /dQ Mal

( — 47“m e+ 4sc + 82— 8) tanh™! z, — (rfme + 45, + sg) Ze
127 (T e — Se)?/ (6462) ’

with z, = /1 — 4/se.

Then Eq. (B.6) reduces to

Fiain :glé]:gs e—w/T/dH3 €—E3/TI12

] 1 (B.8)
—NI293 —w/T o~ /pgdpgdcos06E3/T112,
2w 82
where 6 is the angel between p, and ps.
Next, we change the integration variables using
dsd
p3dpsdcosf = > P , (B.9)
2py
which can be obtained from
s = mzx + 2p3 (w — pacosb). (B.10)
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Note that the kinematics of this process should always satisfy

5> 4m?.

(B.11)

Given fixed values of w and s, ps cannot take arbitrary values, otherwise cos# calculated

from Eq. (B.10) may reach unphysical values. From Eq. (B.10), one can derive the integra-

tion interval of ps

2 2
1|18s—m2 s—mz2,
0l 8l —
€= , = [pL, )
P5=35 w + pg w—m] L. pi]

With the integration interval determined, we can integrate out ps:

—w/T

Fiain _ 919293¢ / ds /pH dpse_pS/Tllg
C 3272wps 4m?

Te—w/T
= N9295°€ / . ds (e_pL/T - e_pH/T) Lo
4m,

32m2wpy

B High-temperature limit:
When T > m., we approximate |./\/lA|2 and I5 as

16m2a2e2 [t U
2
(Mal” = 3 (u + t> ’

dra’e?
Ilg ~

[log (s/m2) —1].
Substituting Eq. (B.15) into Eq. (B.13), we obtain
2272

6mwpy

Fiain ~ —g19293 pa(1+~vp —logTe) — + 5 log

(&
where

wH = w+pg, WL =W —p4.
If we neglect m. such that wy = 2w and wy, = 0, Eq. (B.16) reduces to

. 2.2m2 —w/T
a“e“T?e 40T
s T g (8T )

6w z
Further integrating out the phase space of 4/, we obtain

a2€2T4

= [—vE + log (2T.)] .

CE™ ~ 9192939+

B Low-temperature limit:
At low temperatures (T° < me), I12 is approximated as

2rae?

3

1122 36—4.
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WH 2wy w 2wy,
Ei

(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)

(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)

(B.19)

(B.20)



Substituting it into Eq. (B.13), we obtain

£275/2, 3/2 Am2 — m2
T ms —mZ,
e ~ e /Mexp | ———— B.21
~ 9192957 \[771 /Qmewm p 2o T (B.21)
Neglecting the dark photon mass, this reduces to
2.2m5/2 2,2
gain e’T _etdme
The corresponding low-T" limit of Cgam becomes
: a?e?md (4T3 + 6T + 3T7) _
Ciam ~ 9192939~ ( ) 2me /T ) (B23)

9672
B.2 Semi-Compton

The squared amplitude of semi-Compton (e~ + v — e~ + ') can be easily obtained using
crossing symmetry:

(Ms[? = = |Ma* (t & 5) (B.24)

where the subscripts “S” and “A” indicate semi-Compton and annihilation processes.

The production rate of 7/ through this process is given by

et = 915593 / AT, dTTodTTs (276)* | M| fifs . (B.25)

Since this process may be important when the electron asymmetry becomes significant, we
keep the chemical potential of electrons in the calculation. Similar to the calculation for

the annihilation process, we first write the integral as

. ette— /T o=w/T .
E™ = 919293 5 /dﬂ36 Es/T,, (B.26)
with 1
S
Due to dsd Is dE
p3as aps Salu3
dlls — = B.28
5 16m2p B 1672py (B:28)
we rewrite Eq. (B.26) as
. w,—/T —w/T
gain __ e e —Bs)T
FS —glg2g3327r2wp4/dE3dse 3/ 112. (B29)
B High-temperature limit:
At high temperatures (T > me), I12 can be approximated as
ma’e? s
Iio ~ 1421 — |- B.30
o 5 [ () B0

— 22 —



Since this is a relatively simple function of s, we choose to first integrate out s and then
integrate out Fs in Eq. (B.29). The integration interval of s, when Fj is fixed as a given
value, is given by

s € mg +mZ + 2Esw + 2psps [-1,1]. (B.31)
After integrating out s, we integrate ps from 0 to co and obtain
X 2T2
TS0 ~ gy gagy ke /Tem/T |2]og (4T, ) — 2y + 1| . (B.32)
247w Me

Further integrating out the phase space of 4/, we obtain

a?e2T

Ccg n ~ 91920397 g5~ [3 — 4vg + 4log (2T¢)] . (B.33)

B Low-temperature limit:
At low temperatures when electrons becomes non-relativistic, I3 can be approximated
as

7TO[262

Iy ~ 56,1732 (—1+ 25, — 1652 + 1452 + 57 + (=652 — 1252 + 2s7) logs.), (B.34)
-

e
where we have neglected the dark photon mass.

Different from the calculation in the high-temperature limit, here we choose to first
integrate out F3 and then integrate out s in Eq. (B.29). The integration intervals of E3
and s in this integration order are given by

98¢ — 1

E Einin h ERin = B.35
5€ | ,00)  wit se—1+me o ( )
and
s € (m2,00). (B.36)
First, let us integrate out Fs:
. e~ /T g—w/T
rg ~ 19203 632 73 /dse Lo /dE3 e BT
w?
" (B.37)

Tete—/Te=w/T

=919293 3272052

/ dse I1o e F8 /T.
1

Next, we integrate out s using the non-relativistic approximation for the final state

electron:
3(se —1— 2w/me)2

BN ~ 4+ m3 52 (B.38)
This leads to BT
gain ~ o /T w+me 20°e°T
g™ =~ g19293e 9F7r1/2 (B.39)
Then it is straightforward to obtain the low-T limit of Cgam :
. V202279/2
Cgam ~ glgzgggye“e /T —me/T V4 e L 7 (B40)

9 /77r5/2
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C The photon self-energy in the thermal bath

In this appendix, we present the calculation of the photon self-energy in the thermal bath
of the early Universe during the epoch of 1 ¢V < 7' < 100 MeV. As the temperature
decreases, the thermal plasma evolves from the relativistic to the non-relativistic regime,
and the electron asymmetry eventually becomes important. The most general formalism to
evaluate the photon self-energy, to the leading order in «, reads [44|:

A d3 N/Jy
I _167ra/(2 192E, [fe+ (p) + fe- (P)] (p- k)2 — i(k k)2’

(1)
with
N = (p- k) (p"k” + p'k") — (k- k)p"p” — " (p - k)*, (C2)

where k and p denote the photon and electron momenta, respectively. Note that p is an
on-shell momentum while & can be off-shell. The phase space distribution functions f.+(p)

is given by
1
fei(p)_ e(EP_'“’ei)/T{-l' (C3)
Note that II""k, oc N#k,, = 0, allowing us to decompose 11" as follows
" =Tpefer +1Ip (6%16?“1 + 6%26%2) , (C4)
where €7, and ey 2 are longitudinal and transverse polarization vectors, satisfying ee, = —1

and ke, = 0. Here and in what follows, we omit the subscripts “L” and “T'1, 2” in identities
that apply universally to all the polarization vectors.

In order to extract the II; and Il components from from II*”, we use e*e” as a
projector since the three polarization vectors are orthonormal, which implies

Uy =1erer, Hp =10,,e7 € . (C.5)
Multiplying N*¥ with the projector, we obtain
Nuwehe” = (p- k)2 = (k- k) (p- ©). ()

Without loss of generality, one can assume that k aligns with the z-axis and express all
relevant four-vectors as follows:

k' = (w, 0, 0, k),
p! = (Ep, psoce, PS9Sg, PCo) (C.8

—~
Q
~

~— ~—

1
02 _ k2

with (sp, cp) = (sinf, cosf) and (s4, cy) = (sing, cos¢).

e, =(0,1,0,0), ér, = (0,0,1,0), (k,0,0,w), (C.9)

Using the explicit forms in Eqs. (C.7)-(C.9), we get

p-k = Epw — cokp,
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Epk — copw
p-ep = 2 52 ’
P €r1 = —PCpSp -
So Eq. (C.6) gives
Nuerel = (w? — k?) (Eg —cpp?), (C.10)
Nuehr et = (cokp — Eyw)? — cis%pZ (w2 - k2) . (C.11)

Combining Eq. (C.10) with Eq. (C.1) and neglecting the factor (k- k)? in the denomi-
nator of Eq. (C.1) (see Appendix A.2 in [44]), we obtain

a [ 2rpidpdcy (w? — k%) (E2 — c3p?)

Hp=— P L
L= 72 E, Uer + fe-) (Epw — cokp)®
_ 4o deP(f L f )wg—kQ Yo w+kv) w? — k? 1 (C.12)
o E, et e k2 kv & w — kv w? — k22 ’ ’
where v = p/E,,.
Combing Eq. (C.11) with Eq. (C.1), we obtain
a [ p*dpdQ (cokp — Epw)2 — cis%pQ (w2 — k2)
HT:iQ (fe++fe—) 2
T p (Epw — cokp)
da [ p2dp w2 Wwr-k w w + kv
= V73— 3 o | . 1
T E, (Ffer + fe-) k2 k2 %o B\ w— ko (C.13)

Egs. (C.12) and (C.13) are ready for straightforward numerical evaluation. Neverthe-
less, it is worth mentioning the relativistic and nonrelativistic limits of II;, and II.
When f,+ are nonrelativistic, we replace [ p*dpf.+ — 72

Egs. (C.12) and (C.13). The resulting nonrelativistic limits are

n.+ and take v — 0 in

Iy ~ 47rozn€+m¢ , (C.14)
e
_ k2
I, ~ 4m% <1 - wQ) . (C.15)
e

When f,+ are relativistic, we neglect the electron mass (hence v — 1) and the chemical
2
potential. This allows us to replace [ g—pdp f.+ — m2T?/6. The resulting relativistic limits

are
2raT? (W2 ww?—k? w+k
I ~ —_ 1 1
T 3 <k:2 % k2 Og<w—k)>’ (C.16)
2 w? w w+k
My~ ~maT?( 5 —1) (1 -2). C.17
o~ g (=) (s (555) -2) 1
For k <« w, they reduce to
4
HT ~ HL =~ %Tz . (018)
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Figure 7. Numerical evaluation of Il ; compared with the our semi-analytical expression given
by Egs. (C.19) and (C.20).

Therefore it is convenient to parametrized Il7 ;, as follows:

4o
7 = TTZFT%,L’ (C.19)

where Fr 1, accounts for the deviation of Il7 7, from their relativistic limit. By integrating
Egs. (C.12) and (C.13) numerically, we can obtain II7; and extract Fr from it. In
practice, we find that the following expression can fit the numerical values very accurately:

2—6/5
Frp~5x10""z+exp | — o | (C.20)

with x = T'/MeV. Figure 7 shows the accuracy of the above expression in comparison with

the numerical results.
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