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1 Introduction

Supergravity and strings models typically contain hidden sectors with gauge groups includ-
ing U(1) gauge group factors. These hidden sectors with U(1) gauge groups can interact
feebly with the visible sector and interact feebly or with normal strength with each other.
The fields in the visible and hidden sectors in general will reside in different heat baths
and the universe in this case will be a multi-temperature universe. The multi-temperature
nature of the universe becomes a relevant issue if the observables in the visible sector are
functions of the visible and the hidden sector heat baths. Such is the situation if dark
matter (DM) resides in the hidden sector but interacts feebly with the visible sector. In
this case an accurate computation of the relic density requires thermal averaging of cross
sections and decay widths which depend on temperatures of both the visible and the hidden
sector heat baths. In this work we develop a theoretical formalism which can correlate the
evolution of temperatures of the hidden sector and of the visible sectors (for the specific
case of two hidden sectors) in an accurate way.

The formalism noted above is used in the investigation of a dark photon and dark
fermions of hidden sectors as possible DM candidates. There exists a considerable literature
in the study of dark photons [1-18] (for review see [19-21]) to which the interested reader



is directed. While axions and dark photons in the light to ultralight mass region (from
keV to 10722eV) have been investigated [11, 13, 22-26], the sub-MeV dark photon mass
range appears difficult to realize. The problem arises in part because with the visible
sector interacting with a hidden sector via kinetic mixing, the twin constraints that the
dark photon has a lifetime larger than the age of the universe, and also produce a sufficient
amount of DM to populate the universe are difficult to satisfy. In addition to the relic
density constraint there is also the constraint on dark photon lifetime which needs to be
larger than the age of the universe as well as a constraint from BBN on the light degrees
of freedom. For the case of one hidden sector, these constraints are difficult to satisfy.
Specifically, AN.g at BBN time depends on the ratio (Thiq /T7)4. The BBN temperature
is typically ~ 0.1 MeV and, as will be seen later, for the case of one hidden sector the ratio
(Thia/ T7)4 ~ 1 which gives a contribution to AN.g at BBN time in excess of the current
experimental constraint which from the combined data from BBN, BAO and CMB [27]
is ANgg < 0.214. On the other hand, for the case of two hidden sectors it is possible to
satisfy all the current experimental constraints and for that reason we will focus on the
two hidden sector model which is the minimal extension of one hidden sector model as
discussed below.

In this study we show that a sub-MeV dark photon as DM can indeed be realized in a
simple extension of the Standard Model (SM) where the hidden sector is constituted of two
sectors X1 and Xy where the sector X; has kinetic mixing with the visible sector while the
sector Xo has kinetic and mass mixings only with sector Xy, cf., figure 1. We assume that
the hidden sector X has a dark fermion D and its gauge boson Z’ decays before the BBN
while the hidden sector X5 has only a dark photon 4/ which has a lifetime larger than the
age of the Universe. This set up is theoretically more complex because here one has three
heat baths and the computation of the relic density thus depends on three temperatures,
i.e., the temperature T' of the visible sector, the temperature 77 of the hidden sector X;
and the temperature 75 of the hidden sector Xs. In the following we develop a formalism
that allows one to compute temperatures of all three heat baths in terms of one common
temperature, which can be chosen to be T, 71 or T5. In the analysis below it is found
convenient to choose the reference temperature to be T7. The outline of the rest of the
paper is as follows: in section 2 we discuss the particle physics model used for our multi-
temperature universe and in sections 3 and 4 we write the coupled Boltzmann equations
with three temperatures and derive the temperature evolution of T" and 715 relative to T7.
Thermalization between the different sectors and dark freeze-out are explained in section 5
with a numerical analysis and a discussion of the astrophysical constraints. Conclusions
are given in section 6. Further analytical results are given in appendices A through D.

2 A model for a multi-temperature universe

As mentioned in the introduction, supergravity and string models contain hidden sectors.
These hidden sectors in general would have both abelian and non-abelian gauge groups and
some of them could interact feebly with the visible sector while others may interact with
each other as shown in figure 2. Thus, for example, in D-brane models one gets U(N) gauge



Dark sector X, Dark sector X»

Visible sector

Figure 1. The exhibition of the model we consider in the paper. The standard model has a direct
coupling with hidden sector X; with strength proportional to d;, whereas hidden sector X5 only
interacts directly with X, with strength proportional to d2, and thus X5 interacts with the standard
model only indirectly.

groups where U(N) — SU(N) x U(1). These extra U(1) factors in general can acquire ki-
netic mixing with the U(1)y of the visible sector. Further, the gauge bosons of the extra
U(1)’s can acquire mass via the Stueckelberg mechanism and also have Stueckelberg mass
mixings with the hypercharge gauge boson. Additionally if there are several hidden sector
U(1)’s they can have also gauge and Stueckelberg mass mixings among themselves. Inter-
estingly, the possible existence of these hidden sectors can have significant effect on model
building in the visible sector. As an example one phenomenon which is deeply affected by
the existence of hidden sectors is dark matter which we discuss in further detail below.

In general the dark sectors with a gauge symmetry will contain gauge fields as well
as matter, but, as noted, typically they will have feeble interactions with the SM particles
and likely also with the inflaton. This means that these particles would not be thermally
produced in the reheat period after inflation but would then acquire their relic density
via annihilation and decay of the SM particles. Thus in general the temperatures of the
visible and the hidden sectors will be different from the visible sector as well as from
each other. This means that their relic densities will be governed by a set of coupled
Boltzmann equations which depend on different temperatures, i.e., temperature of the
visible sector and those for the hidden sectors. One of the central items in understanding
of how to deal with such coupled systems with sectors involving different temperatures
is to understand fully how the temperatures of the hidden sectors grow relative to the
visible sector temperature. The formalism of how to correlate the hidden and the visible
sector temperatures was worked out for the case of the visible sector interacting with one
hidden sector in [5]. However, a general framework does not exist. Here we discuss the case
where there are two hidden sectors X; and X5 where the hidden sector X interacts with
the visible sector, while the hidden sector X5 interacts only with the hidden sector X; as
shown in figure 1. In this case two functions =1 = ¢ = T1/T and ¢ = Ty/T} enter in the
coupled Boltzmann equations and we derive differential equations for their evolution. The
above setup has a direct application in achieving a sub-MeV dark photon as dark matter
as we show later in this work. However, a consistent analysis of the coupled dynamics of
the visible sector and two hidden sectors is significantly more complex. This work develops
the necessary machinery to do so and which can be extended to multiple hidden sectors.



Figure 2. A schematic diagram exhibiting the coupling of the visible sector with multiple dark
sectors and of the dark sectors among themselves. The visible sector may have direct couplings
with some of the dark sectors, or indirect couplings with others via interactions among the entire
hidden sector.

We assume that the two sectors X; and X3 have U(1)x, and U(1)x, gauge symmetries
and that the field content of X; is (C,, D) where C, is the gauge field and D is a dark
fermion, and the field content of X5 is the gauge field D, and there is no dark fermion
in the sector X». We invoke a kinetic mixing [28, 29] between the hypercharge field B,
of SM and C), and a kinetic mixing between C,, and D, as well as a Stueckelberg mass
growth [30-34] for all the gauge fields as well as a Stueckelberg mass mixing between the
fields C,, and D,,. The extended part of the Lagrangian including both the kinetic and
mass mixings is

L= 'CSM + Lkin + Lmass + ngg(lcua (21)
where Lgy contains the SM terms and the kinetic part is given by

1 01 02

1
ﬁkin = _ZCMVCHV - ZDHVDHV - EBIWCMV - 5CHVD/LV7 (2'2)
and in the unitary gauge the mass Lagrangian is given by
1 1 _
QM$:-Euwm¢+A@Bw2—§m@c¢+ﬂﬁpw2—mDDD. (2.3)

The D fermion is assumed charged under U(1)x, with interaction gXDv“DC#. Canonical
normalization of egs. (2.2) and (2.3) is carried out in appendix A which gives the mass
eigenstates v/, Z’, Z,~v. The neutral current Lagrangian contained in Lgy for the mass
eigenstates v/, Z’, Z,~ describing the couplings between the vector bosons v/, Z', Z, v with
the visible sector fermions is given by

v g2 3 ,
NC = Goosg Vs = aps) 2+ (v — aps) 2, + (vf — ajys) AL
w

+ef QAL 2.4)

Here 60, is the weak angle and e is defined as
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where €; = My/M; and eo = Ms/M,. As seen from egs. (2.1)—(2.3), the framework of the
model allows for the inclusion of both kinetic and mass mixing between the hidden and
visible sectors. However, in the analysis presented in this work we will only take kinetic
mixing between the visible and the hidden sectors, so that M = 0. This is done because
in this case the 4 x 4 neutral vector boson mass square matrix factors into a block diagonal
form consisting of two 2 x 2 matrices as shown in eq. (A.4). In this case we can carry out a
set of eight GL(2, R) transformations to put the kinetic energy of the visible and the hidden
sectors in a canonical form and at the same time to lowest order the mass matrix is also
in a canonical form. This allows us to use perturbation theory around stable minima of
the standard model mass matrix and therefore to deduce the couplings between the hidden
sectors and the SM particles as given in tables 2 and 3. As seen in appendix A, the analysis
is rather non-trivial and significantly more involved than for the case of one hidden sector.
With the inclusion of My, the analysis becomes analytically intractable and an exhibition
of results corresponding to those of tables 2 and 3 is difficult. However, we note that even
with Ms = 0, we still have both kinetic and mass mixing in the hidden sector. Thus
takes account of kinetic mixing and M3 takes account of mass mixing between the hidden
sectors 1 and 2. So in summary in this model the visible sector has only kinetic mixing
with the hidden sector 1 while the hidden sector 1 has both kinetic and mass mixing with
hidden sector 2. It is seen that the mass mixing from M3 does have significant effect on
the model predictions, e.g., on the mass of the dark photon and on the relic density as seen
in model point (d) in table 1.

With My = 0, the neutral current Lagrangian for coupling to the hidden sector fermion

is given by
Lo = (C.Y/AZ/ +czZu+cpZ;, + C,YAZ) Dy"D, (2.6)
where
m2/
Cyr QXW(SQ, cz =~ gx 01 sin 0y, (1 + €2), (2.7)
! ,Y/
M~ 2 .
cy ™~ gx, Cy ~ —gx 0102 — sin 3 cos 0, (2.8)
Z/
2Ms3 My
an 2/ NZ— ME— M € =my /my (2.9)

The vector and axial-vector couplings with SM fermions appearing in eq. (2.4) are given
by egs. (B.1)—(B.6). Those couplings along with the ones in eq. (2.7) and eq. (2.8) are
calculated after a proper diagonalization and normalization of the kinetic and mass square
matrices. The complete analysis is given in appendix A.

3 Boltzmann equations for yields with three bath temperatures

The relic densities of the dark photon and of the dark fermion arise in part from a freeze-in
mechanism [35-39]. In general the visible sector and the dark sectors will have different
temperatures [40-45] (a similar setup has been considered in ref. [45] but with a different



particle content, couplings and no explicit multi-temperature evolution. Also the DM
candidate was not the dark photon as in our case). As mentioned above, we consider three
different temperatures corresponding to the temperatures of the visible sector 1" and of
the two hidden sectors, T} for X; and T, for Xs. Defining the yield Y = n/s, where n is
the number density and s is the entropy density, and the bath functions 7 and ( so that
T = nTy and Ts = (11, we write the Boltzmann equations for the yields as

dYp  dp/dTy

i, amp S0P (3.1)
C?%’ = —dzngl s, (3.2)
‘g?l/ - —dz é;ljl 5T, (3.3)
where H is the Hubble parameter given by
H? = 87T3GN (oo + p1 + p2), (3.4)

with p = py + p1 + p2 and s being the energy and entropy densities given by
2

s
P =3 (ggfng =+ glefles + ngffT23> ’ (35)
30
272
5= (hgT® + hiew T} + hoer T3 ) (3.6)
45
and the quantities Jp, Jz and J, are defined in terms of the collision terms as
C Cy C.
jD:?QD7 jZ/:Sig7 j,ylzs%. (37)

The collision terms Cp, Cz and C. are given by egs. (C.7)—(C.9) which allow us to write
JIp,Jz and J, in terms of the yield as

1
JIp = <UU>Z'E—>DD(77T1)Y;‘2(77T1) - §<UU>DD—>ﬁ(T1)YD2 + <UU>Z’Z’—>DD(T1)YZQ’

1 1
- §<O—U>DD—>Z’Z’(T1)Y[2) - §<O—U>DD—>'Y"\/’ (Tl)Y[% + <UU>7’7’—>DD(CT1)Y72’
1
= 5{90)ppozry (TV)Y} + (00) g1y pp (T1, CT1) Y2 Yo, (3.8)

Tz =0V) i g1z (TITl)Y;z(TITl) - <UU>Z/Z/M%(T1)YZZI - <UU>Z/Z'—>DD(T1)YZ2/

1 1
+ (o0)i 2 ()Y (0T + 5(0v) pp_y 7120 (T1) Y + {0V Doz (T)YH

2 2
1
=0V g1y pp (T, (1) Y2 Yoy = AU (T1)Y 7, (3.9)
1
‘7’7/ = §<JU>DD—>7’7’(T1)Y5 - <UU>7’7’—>DD(CT1)Y72’ + <‘7U>z’2—>7’ (77T1)Yz2(77T1)
1
+ (00 iy (M) YE (1) = (00) 0y (CT1) Y — Sy (CT)Yy
1

- 5<av) Dbz (TDYE = (00) g1y pp(T1, CT1) Y Yoy (3.10)



The thermally averaged cross sections are calculated using eq. (C.11) for a single initial
state temperature and with eq. (C.12) in the case of two different initial state temperatures,
while the thermal averaging of the width is given by eq. (C.10). Note that the SM effective
energy and entropy degrees of freedom (gls and hg) are read from tabulated values [46, 47],
while those pertaining to the hidden sectors (gieff, g2eft, Rieff, hoeff) are calculated using
egs. (C.16), (C.17) and (C.18). Since the above Boltzmann equations are dependent on
the parameters 7 and (, then one must consider the evolution of those parameters with
temperature. We discuss the formalism in the next section.

4 Temperature evolution in the dark sectors versus in the visible sector

In this section we derive the evolution equations for temperatures 77 and Tb in the dark
sectors and T' in the visible sector, i.e., T/T1 and T>/T) as a function of 7. However,
for numerical integration purposes it is found more convenient to use 77 as the reference
temperature. Thus we are interested in deriving the evolution equations for dn/dT) and
d¢/dTy where we recall that n and ¢ are defined so that

TE77T1, TQ ECTl (41)

To this end we look at the equations for the energy densities in the visible and the hidden
sectors. In the analysis, we encounter the quantity dp/dT;. The main difficulty in com-
puting the quantity dp/dT; is that p is constituted of three parts, p = p, + p1 + p2 which
depends on three temperatures i.e., p, is controlled by 7', p; is controlled by 77 and p2
is controlled by T. Thus we need to express dp,/dT} in terms of dp,/dT and dp2/dT) in
terms of dpy/dT,. Using the definitions of  and { we can write

dpy dn ) dpy dp2 < dg¢ > dpa
dT, <’7 thon ) ar g =\ g ) ar (4.2)

This means that a determination of dp,/dT: and dpy/dT; requires dn/dTy and d(/dTs.
Next, we derive the evolution equations for these quantities.
We note that py, p1, p2 satisfy the following evolution equations

7 +4p,H = jy,

dpy .

— +4p1H = 4.3
i +4p1 Jis (4.3)
dpa .

P2 4 4pH =

i + 4p2 J2,

where j,,j1,J2 are the corresponding sources. Instead of time we will use temperature
so we will need to convert derivatives with respect to time to derivatives with respect
to temperature. We note now that for any given temperatures T; the time derivative of

temperature is given by

dl;  4Hp

= -
dt an

(4.4)




As discussed above, we choose T3 to be the reference temperature and the evolution equa-
tion for p, in this case can be written as

. 4Hp d
Jo—4p,H = —d—ppdgf . (4.5)
a4
From eq. (4.5) we can deduce that
dIn  4H(p1 + p2) +jo \dTv ~ dT1 )~ '
In a similar fashion starting with the equation for dps/dt we can deduce
d dpoH — j d d
Gpr __ cprl 2 (pl+ ””). (4.7)
dTy  4H(p1 + py) + jo \dTh ~ dTy

Egs. (4.6) and (4.7) are two coupled equations involving dp,/dT; and dps/dT) which give
the solution

dpy,  (AB+ A)dp; dps _ (AB+ B) dp

=2+ "= d =-——>-—— 4.
dT, ~ (1—AB)dn, ™% 4an T (1— AB) 4Ty’ (48)
where . .
Y B __ 4poH — o (4.9)
4H (p1 + p2) + jo 4H (py + p1) + J2
Using egs. (4.2) and (4.8) one can then obtain the relations
d AB+ A) dp,/dT d AB + B) dpy /dT;
dnp _ n  (AB+ )Pl/d L and dac _ ¢  (AB+ )ﬂl/d L (410)
dT; Ty (1 — AB) Ty d%:] dT; T (1 — AB) TIT%
where
dp 4Hp dp1 dp, _ (dgvﬁ“ 4 3 3)
— =] — = — | ==n*T 4¢%en°T: 4.11
T <4Hp1 —j1> a7y’ AT 30 \ar " T ger Y ) (4.11)
dpi 7 [(dgieft, 4 3) dpy <d92eff Ard 3 3)
—_— = — T, + 4916815 ), — = — T, + 4g2eaCTY | - 4.12
AT, 30(dT1 L ¥ Aeit L dT, ~ 30 \ dry © 11 T A0t Ty (4.12)

Using the fact that j, + j1 + jo = 0, eliminating j, in favor of j; and jo and inserting
eq. (4.9) in eq. (4.10), one can further simplify eq. (4.10) to cast dn/dTy and d¢/dT} in
their final form as

d77 N n 4pr + jl + j2 dpl/dTl

S/ I—h , ey (4.13)
dT Ty 4Hp1 — 71 Ty %

ag ¢ 4Hps — jo\ dp1/dIy

a@a < _ ety (4.14)
dTy Ty 4Hp1 — 71 T 37

The source terms j; and jo are given by

g1 = Z [2YZ~(T)2J(iz' — DD)(T) +2Y;(T)?J(ii — Z'Z')(T) + Y;(T)*J (it — Z')(T)
+2Y3J(y'y — DD)(T3) — %Y[%J(DD — YN (Ty) — %YE,J(DD — Z'¥)(T1)

+ Yz Yy J(Z'y — DD)(T1,Ts)|s* = Yz J(Z' — ii)(T})s, (4.15)



Model mp M; Mz My &1 S myz  my  QR?
(a)  1.00 450 0.0 043 40x10719 040 4.90 043 0.124
(b) 050 450 0.0 047 6.5x107" 040 490 047 0.103
() 005 450 0.0 045 56x107'2 040 491 045 0.102
(d) 062 450 -5.0 045 4.0x107' 0.05 6.76 0.30 0.108

Table 1. Benchmarks used in this analysis where gx = 0.95 and masses are in MeV except
mp which is in GeV. In the analysis of this table and in the rest of the numerical analysis we
choose My = 0.

=3 {Yi(T)ZJ(ﬁ =) (T) +YpJ(DD = v )(T) = Y2 J ('y' = DD)(T»)

%

_ _ 1 _
+2Yi(T)? I (ii = 'Y )(T) = Y2 I (75 — ii)(Ta) + 5Y5J(DD — Z'y')(T1)

Y Y, J(Z' — DD)(T1, Tg)} 2 Y J( = vi)(Th)s, (4.16)
with
_ _ T oo
ni(T)2J(ii — DD)(T) = / ds o pp5(5 — ) Ka(V/5/)T), (4.17)
327r4 4m2D v
} T [
2 o _ _
ni(T)*J (i — Z')(T) = 3201 Sy ds 05_yus(s—8i) K2(v/s/T), (4.18)
np(T1)?J(DD — ~'v)(Th) = np(11)” /OO ds o pp_yr5(s—4m3) Ko(y/s/T)
8m‘bT1K22(mD/T1) 4m?) DD=v"y ’
(4.19)
’I’LZ/J(Z,—WL;)(Tl):nZ/mZ/FZ/_}ﬁ. (4.20)

One should not confuse the variable s in egs. (4.15) and (4.16) with the one in eq. (4.20).
The former is the entropy density while the latter corresponds to the Mandelstam variable.

5 Thermalization and dark freeze-out

In the analysis we make certain that the relic density of the dark relics is consistent with
the Planck data [27],
QOh% = 0.1198 + 0.0012, (5.1)

along with a 20 corridor from theoretical calculations. Contribution to the relic density
arise from v and D while Z’' decays before BBN and is removed from the spectrum. In
table 1 we present four benchmarks which satisfy all the experimental constraints.

The relic density shown is that of 4/ while that of D is only O(107%) or less and thus
negligible. We note here that in addition to the particle physics interactions generating
the dark photon relic density, one could have in addition gravitational production [16-18].
However, such a production is highly dependent on the reheat temperature which is model



dependent. From eq. (46) of ref. [16], for the case when the dark photon mass is ~ 1 MeV,
one finds that the gravitational production of dark photon would be suppressed when the
reheat temperature H; < 101! GeV. So one may think of our model being valid for this
restricted class of inflationary models.

The dark photon is long-lived with a decay width to two neutrinos given by

252 : 2.4
9367 (02 — sin B)€,
Ly = o Lm.s tan? 0y, , (5.2)

where €,/ = m./myz, and the partial decay width of 4’ to three photons reads [23, 48]

17a3a/ mg,

] 3 m9/
Ty = e &7 470 x 10~ 808a/ —2 5.3
V'3 T 9736533 8 @A E (5:3)

where a = €2 /4w, o/ = (ke)? /47 and k = —61(62 —sin 3) cos f,. The dark photon’s lifetime
is larger than the age of the universe and this is illustrated by model point (d) which gives
Ty ~ 8.4 x 102! yrs and 7,/_,3, ~ 5.3 x 10'5 yrs.

Calculation of the relic density requires determining the yields by numerically solving
the five stiff coupled equations, eqs. (3.1)—(3.3), (4.13) and (4.14). The resulting yields
for D, Z' and ' as a function of the hidden sector temperature T} are shown in figure 3
for benchmarks (a) and (b). As the universe cools, the number densities of D, Z’ and
~ increase gradually. At around T} = 100 GeV, the dark fermions D start to freeze-out,
and the blue curve becomes flat around 77 = 0.1 GeV. After the dark fermion decouples,
the dynamics of Z’ and +' is affected mainly by SM particles freeze-in processes after
Ty = 0.1 GeV. However, since Z' is unstable its density depletes to zero at T ~ 104 GeV.
The only particles that contribute to the relic density then are D (blue curve) and 4/ (yellow
curve). As noted the analysis gives dark photon as the dominant component of DM. We
note that the number changing processes in hidden sector 1 are driven by DD «— Z'Z’
owing to the sizable value of the coupling gx. Since myz < mp, the reaction Z'Z’ — DD
shuts off early on as the temperature drops while the reverse reaction remains active. This
causes a significant drop in Yp and as a consequence Yy rises sharply as shown in figure 3.
This is followed by a dramatic drop in Yz due to the decay of Z’ to SM fermions.

The upper panel of figure 4 gives the evolution of £ = T /T as a function of 77 which
shows that £ rises until it thermalizes with the visible sector, i.e., £ ~ 1. The middle panel
of this figure gives the evolution ¢ = T5/7; as a function of T} while the bottom panel
of figure 4 gives the evolution of k = T5/T as function of T. We note that Xy does not
thermalize with X;. This happens because the energy injection from X; into Xo is not
efficient enough. Consequently 75/T < 1 which also has implications for AN.g as we
explain later.

We note in passing that even though hidden sector 1 thermalizes with the visible sector,
there is a distinction between how that happens for the case of the hidden sector versus the
visible sector. In the presence of a coupling induced either by kinetic mixing or by mass
mixing, the visible sector and the hidden sectors will eventually thermalize as long as the
sectors do not thermally decouple according to the second law of thermodynamics. This
is what happens in the top left panel of figure 4. However, we note that the speed with

~10 -
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Figure 3. The yields for the dark fermion D and the dark bosons Z’ and 7’ as a function of
the hidden sector temperature 77 for benchmarks (a) (upper panel) and (b) (bottom panel). The
horizontal dashed line corresponds to the observed relic density which matches the freeze-out yield
of 7/. Note that at dark freeze-out Yp < Y.
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(c) of table 1.
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Figure 5. Left panel: a plot of n{cv) for the dominant processes in the hidden sector along with
the Hubble parameter and the thermally averaged decay width of Z’. Right panel: the temperature
of kinetic decoupling of ~" for benchmarks (a) and (d). The dark photon temperature traces that
of the thermal bath before decoupling at around 10keV.

which a dark photon thermalizes is much slower relative to a visible sector particle such
as a quark which has almost instantaneous thermalization with the photon background.
Further, the thermalization will cease once the particles in the hidden sector fully decouple
from the visible sector or from each other as seen in the right top panel of figure 4. This
is the case for hidden sector 2.

In the left panel of figure 5 we show n(ov) and the thermally averaged Z’ decay width
as a function of 77 for benchmark (a). Also shown is the Hubble parameter H(77). As
evident, while Z’ can enter into equilibrium with the visible sector for a period of time, the
dark photon barely does so. We indicate by arrows the point at which the dark freeze-out
of D and +' occurs. The dark photons decouple earlier followed by the dark fermions which
is also evident in figure 3. We note that (I'z/) overtakes H(T1) at lower temperatures
contributing to the depletion of Z’ number density. It is of interest to ask how thermal
equilibrium of dark photons occurs once they are produced. Such an equilibrium can
be achieved in our model by considering a massless complex scalar field ¢ in the second
hidden sector with interactions with the dark photon of the type (/ﬁ¢T8“¢AZ + h.c.).
Elastic scattering between v/ and ¢, v'¢ — +'¢, can keep the dark photon in local thermal
equilibrium. We follow the method of ref. [49] to determine the temperature of kinetic
decoupling of dark photons. For x ~ 10™%, we find that kinetic decoupling occurs at 10 keV
which is much later than chemical decoupling which happens around 0.1 GeV. The right
panel of figure 5 shows the temperature of kinetic decoupling. It is to be noted that the
small value of k has a minimal effect on the relic density of +'.

We note that the parameter space of Z’ and 7 is constrained by experiments such
as BaBar, CHARM and other beam-dump experiments as well as by astrophysical data
from Supernova SN1987A and stellar cooling. Those limits become even stronger when
the dark photon is assumed to be the dark matter particle. Thus, measurements of heat-
ing rates of the Galactic center cold gas clouds [50], the temperature of the diffuse X-ray
background [51] as well as that of the intergalactic medium at the time of He™ ™ reioniza-
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tion [52-54] are affected by early v/ — 3+ decays. Further constraints can be derived from
energy injection during the dark ages [55] and spectral distortion of the CMB [54]. The
presence of a long-lived sub-MeV particle species can contribute to the relativistic number
of degrees of freedom ANeg during BBN and recombination [56]. All those constraints can
exclude a sub-MeV dark photon down to a kinetic mixing coefficient O(10~13).

In the model discussed here, the dark photon resides in a hidden sector X that does
not interact directly with the visible sector. Instead, the direct interaction is between the
two hidden sectors X; and Xj via kinetic and mass mixings. Since X; mixes kinetically
with the visible sector, the interaction between X, and the visible sector becomes doubly
suppressed and all coupling will be proportional to d;(d2 —sin 3). The quantity sin 3 is due
to the mass mixing between the hidden sector and such a term can impart millicharges to
the D fermions. However, the coupling between the photon and the D fermions is not only
suppressed by d102sin 8 but also by the mass ratio as evident from the expression of c,
in eq. (2.8). Therefore even for a modest value of sin 3 ~ 1072, the millicharges are very
small and do not constitute a significant constraint on the model. This doubly suppressed
coupling between the dark photon and the SM can alleviate the present constraints mainly
from v — 3~ as seen in figure 6, which still removes a part of the parameter space of our
model. This constraint is derived from measurements of the intergalactic diffuse photon
background. Another decay channel for the dark photon is to two neutrinos. This leads to
a possible neutrino flux but experiments have not reached the required sensitivity to probe
masses in the sub-MeV region. Experiments such as IceCube [57] have constrained only
very heavy dark matter decays. The region of the parameter space which would produce
a dark photon relic density within 20 of the experimental value is shown in both panels
of figure 6 and labeled ‘Freeze-in’. For the case when a dominant component of the relic
density arises from gravitational production, the parameter space of our model will be
enlarged. The enlarged regions which are represented by the hatched area in figure 6. This
area accommodates for a dark photon relic density down to ~ 1074

It is argued in ref. [51] that a dark photon with direct kinetic mixing with the SM can
only give a subdominant contribution to the relic density and that such an observation
can be dismissed if another production mechanism is in effect. The model discussed here
presents exactly this counter argument required to produce a dominant dark photon dark
matter. The main production mechanism for the dark photon in the current analysis is
not via the freeze-in mechanism from the visible sector, is — ~' and i — 4’4/, because
of the doubly suppressed coupling (see left panel of figure 7) but rather from interactions
between the hidden sector particles. Thus, processes such as DD — 7'+’ have cross-sections
proportional to gxd2. As shown in figure 6, the sizes of gx and d9 are in the required
ranges to produce a dark photon relic density which dominates that of D. A smaller value
of gx will reduce the dark photon yield as expected (see right panel of figure 7). We note
in passing that the gauge coupling gx is constrained by the main annihilation channel
DD — Z'Z" — 4e from the Planck experiment [58, 59] and for mp < 1GeV, gx > 0.1 is
excluded. However, this constraint does not exist for our model since the relic abundance
of our D fermions is negligible. The effect of the forward process DD — ~'+' can be clearly
seen in figure 3 where the drop in the D fermions yield at a certain temperature is followed
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Figure 6. Exclusion limits from terrestrial and astrophysical experiments on dark photon which
has kinetic mixings with the SM sector. Excluded regions are due to constraints from experiments
which include electron and muon g — 2 [60], BaBar [61], CHARM [62, 63], NA48 [64], E137 [65, 66],
NA64 [67, 68], E141 [69] and v-CAL [63, 70, 71]. The limits are obtained from darkcast [72].
The strongest constraints on a dark photon (mass less than 1 MeV) come from Supernova SN1987A
(including a robustly excluded region and systematic uncertainties) [73], stellar cooling [74] and from
decay to 37y on cosmological timescales [51, 75]. The islands in pink are constraints from BBN. The
region where the freeze-in relic density is satisfied within 20 of the experimental constraint is shown
in different shades of blue corresponding to different choices of mp. The hatched area represents
an enlargement to the 20 region allowing a relic density as low as ~ 10~*. In the upper panel,
myz = (5 —20)m, and 62 = 0.4 while in the lower panel myz = 3MeV and d2 = 0.01.

by a rise in the yield of 4/. It is worth mentioning that the reverse process 'y — DD
works on reducing the number density of 7/ on the expense of D, but this process shuts
off early on as shown in figure 7 allowing DD — ~'4 to completely take over for lower
temperatures.

Finally, we check the number of relativistic degrees of freedom generated by the dark
photon (and possibly a complex scalar) at BBN time. The SM gives Neg = 3.046. The
dark photon contribution is given by

4 4
12 /11N 3 [ T3
Neg = — | — — 4
ava= 2 (1) (2] 5.4

where T, = T'. Using the ratio of the temperatures T5/T < 0.1 from figure 4, one finds
that AN,g from dark photons is O(10~*) which makes a negligible contribution to the SM
Neg. With the inclusion of a complex scalar, the model has now five new bosonic degrees of
freedom but this still gives a small contribution and does not violate the bound on A Ngg.
We note that the suppressed value of T5/T which arises from the non-thermalization of
sectors 1 and 2 is due to the low density of dark fermions in sector 1. This can be seen by
the yield for the dark fermion in figure 3.
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Figure 7. Left panel: a plot of n{ov) for the processes contributing to the dark photon number
density as a function of 77. Right panel: the yields of the hidden sector particles showing a
diminishing Y,/ due to a smaller gx for benchmark (d).

6 Conclusions

In this work we discussed the possibility that DM in the universe is constituted of sub-MeV
dark photons which reside in the hidden sector. In this case a proper analysis of the relic
density requires a solution to coupled Boltzmann equations which depend on multiple bath
temperatures including the bath temperature for the visible sector and those for all the
hidden sectors that are feebly coupled with the visible sector. In this work we discussed a
model where the visible sector couples with two hidden sectors X; and Xo and where the
particles in the hidden sector consist of a dark fermion, a dark Z’ and a dark photon. The
dark Z' decays and disappears from the spectrum while the dark photon is a long lived
relic. We show that the relic density of the dark photon depends critically on temperatures
of both the visible and the hidden sectors. We present exclusion plots where a sub-MeV
dark photon can exist consistent with all the current experimental constraints. We also
show that the existence of a dark photon is consistent with the constraints on Neg from
BBN. Thus a sub-MeV dark photon is a viable candidate for DM within a constrained
parameter space of mass and kinetic couplings. The formalism developed here of correlated
evolution of bath temperatures in the visible and hidden sectors may find application for
a wider class of phenomena involving hidden sectors.
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research of WZF was supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China under Grant No. 11905158 and No. 11935009. The research of PN and ZYW was
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A Canonical normalization of extended Ggsy X U(1)x, X U(1)x,
Lagrangian with kinetic and Stueckelberg mass mixings

Consider the Lagrangian

L= _tyr KgVH — %VTMQV, (A.1)

4
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where V' = (V1, Va, V3, V4)T which we choose to be (D, C, B, A3). This Lagrangian can
be put in the canonical form by appropriate transformations on Kz and M?. For the
case when there is one dark sector it was done analytically in [33] and the basic reason
which allows that to happen is that one of the eigenvalues of M? is zero corresponding
to the photon which effectively reduces the analysis to two massive modes which can be
handled analytically. In the present case since we have two hidden sectors, we have a 4 x 4
matrix, and while one of the eigenvalues corresponding to the photon is zero, one still has to
deal with a cubic equation which, although possible to solve analytically, quickly becomes
intractable in the presence of both kinetic and Stueckelberg mass mixing. However, because
the kinetic mixings are typically small, it is possible to get accurate results by expanding
couplings of the dark particles with the SM particles in powers of the kinetic mixings.
In this case the relevant couplings can be recovered easily. However, such an expansion
must occur around stable minima. This means that we must first diagonalize the SM mass
squared matrix for the gauge bosons, and compute the kinetic mixing in this basis. We
can then put the kinetic term in the canonical form. This step requires several GL(2,R)
transformations because of several mixings of the hidden sector with the visible sector and
the mixing of the two hidden sectors. After the kinetic energy is put in the canonical form,
we must write the mass square matrix of the gauge bosons in the same basis which then
undiagonalizes the said matrix. However, because of the smallness of the kinetic mixings,
we can carry out a perturbation expansion of the mass square matrix where the zeroth
order mass square matrix is diagonal and the perturbations are proportional to the kinetic
mixings and are small. We make this analysis concrete in the formalism below.

Let us consider an orthogonal transformation V = RV(®) such that RT M2R = M3
where M3 is a diagonal matrix. In the V() basis the kinetic energy has the form K%, =
RTKgR. Next, let us make a transformation K such that V) = KV ™ which could be
a product of several sub-transformations, such that the kinetic energy is in the canonical
form, i.e.,

KTK, K =1. (A.2)

In our case we will have n = 8 (as discussed below). In the V®) basis, while the kinetic
energy is in the canonical form, the mass matrix M? = K TMJ%K is not. However, as
explained above since the kinetic mixings are small we can expand M? around §; = 0 = &5
so that

KTM}K = M3 + AM?. (A.3)

Now since the kinetic mixing is supposed to be small, K differs from a unit matrix only by
a small amount and thus AM? is small relative to M3 and one may carry out perturbation
expansion in AM? to arrive at the kinetic and mass mixing effects in the physical processes.
To compute AM? we need K defined by eq. (A.2). The computation of K is significantly
more complicated than for the case of one hidden sector. Below we give its computation
in some detail.
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While the procedure outlined above is general we will discuss the specific case where
M? is block diagonal so that

M2 MsM, 0 0
MsM, M2 + M? 0 0
2 3414 3 1
M? = 199 1 5 | (A.4)
0 0 19y 19y g2v
0 0 —lgvg? 1g3?

where the upper right 2 x 2 matrix is for the hidden sector and the lower left 2 x 2 matrix
is for the case of the standard model in the basis VI = (Dy, Cpy By, Azy). M? can be
diagonalized by R where

R Rg 0 . Ry— c?sﬁ—sinﬁ Ry = c?sﬁw — sin 6y, 7 (A5)

0 Ry sinf cospf sinf,, cosb,
with 6, being the weak mixing angle. Here Rg diagonalizes the hidden sector mass squared
matrix while R,, diagonalizes the standard model mass squared matrix, and the diagonal-

ization gives
RTM?R = M} = diag(mg/, m%,,0,m%). (A.6)

Since the mass square matrix is now diagonal, it is a good starting point to diagonalize
and normalize the kinetic energy matrix. This is a bit non-trivial and requires several steps
which we outline below. In the basis (D, C, B, As), the kinetic Lagrangian is given by

1 1
LKE = —Z(DQ +C?+B? + A% - 1 (201BC +26,CD), (A7)
where we use an abbreviated notation so that B? = B,,B", BC = B,,,CH, etc. Next we

write Lxg in the basis (D(l), cW, BO) Ago)) in which the mass square matrix of the gauge
bosons is diagonal. Thus, using

D D) B B
OnlZ) (@)ulf) w
allows us to write Lxg as

Lxe = — i (D02 4 CW2 4 B2 1 AQ?)

- %51 (B(O) cos B, — Ago) sin Qw) (D(l) sin 8 + CY cos ﬁ) (A.9)

1
— =09 (D(l) sin 5 + M cos B) (D(l) cos ff — CW sin B) .
2
The diagonal kinetic terms for D) and C'") have the form

— iD(l)Q(l + 0y sin 23) — %cW(l — 8y 5in2p). (A.10)
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To normalize them to unity we make a transformation from the basis v = (D(l), c®,
BO, AP to VT = (D@, c® BO AP so that

-1
£/ 1492 sin 28 0 00
-1

VO = V@, = 0 Jemm VY, (A.11)

0 0 10

0 0 01

where 5 5

5y = 200528 (A.12)

J1— 62sin225

After the transformation, Lxg in the V) basis has the form

Lp == (D@ + c®* 4 BOF 4 A(0)2) _Lsc2p@
4 ’ 2 o (A.13)
_ 2 (stD® L5 @ (0) _ A0
5 (61 DY 46, C ) (B cos B, — A3 sin Gw) ,
where
5t — 61 sin 8 5 — 01 cos 3 (A.14)

VIt 6sin23’ ' /1—6ysin23
We now note that there is a C®D®) mixing term in eq. (A.13) which can be re-

moved by a GL(2,R) transformation. We do this by going from the basis V@ to VOT =
(D@, c®) BO), Aéo)) so that

1 —s5 00
0 cc 00
ve = kv® . K, = b2 A.15
2 ’ 2 0 0 10 P ( )
0 0 01
where _
09 1
86’ = > Cé’ = T (A16)
Coi-ar T i-a?
In the V) basis, Lkg becomes
Liw = —5 (DO + 0O £ BO" £ AO%) — 2570 (B cosf,, — AP sine, )
4 % (A.17)
— ~§'D® (B(O) cos 0, — Aéo) sin Hw) ,
2
where
§ = 61”052 — 01 85, (A.18)

We note that while there are no kinetic mixing terms between C'®) and D®) there are
kinetic mixing terms between them and the fields B and Ago)‘ The mixing term between

~ 18 —



D®) and B® can be removed by the transformation

10 —s5, 0
01 0 O
00 ¢, Of’
00 0 1

Ve = gV Ky = (A.19)

where V4" = (D(4), C(3),B(1),Ag0)), ssy and cs, are defined similar to eq. (A.16) and d3
is defined by
03 = 8 cos by, . (A.20)

In the V4 basis the Lagrangian takes the form

1 1
Lkp=—7 (D" +C@F 4 B0V 4 AgO>2) -5 0 (BWes, cos by, — AL sin b, )
1 1
- 55'D(4) (3(1)052 cos By, — A:(,)O) sin €w> + 55'5533(1) (—B(1)553 cos By, — A:())O) sin «9w> )
(A.21)
A mixing term between D™ and Ago) exists which can be removed by the transforma-
tion
100 —sg,
1
VO — gV, K, = 8 . (1) 8 , (A.22)
000 cs,

where V) is given by v = (D(5), c®), B(l),Agl)) and where s5, and c¢;, are defined as
in eq. (A.16) and
54 = —06'sinb,, . (A.23)

In the V) basis, Lkg takes the form

Lk = —% (DO 4 @ 4 O 4 A§”2) _1 (BWes, cos b, — A3 es, sin,, ) 67 C)

2
1
— 5 sin 0.6 3c5, ALY BO). (A.24)
Next we look at the kinetic mixing of (C®), B()). This mixing can be removed by the
transformation
10 0 O
01 —s5.0
VO = K V0, Ky = 5 _ A.25
° 7100 ¢ 0 (8.25)
00 0 1
Here VO = (D® @ B® AWM and
05 = 07 Cs5 COS Gy, (A.26)
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where s;5, and c;, are defined as in eq. (A.16). After the transformation the kinetic energy
Lagrangian in the V() basis has the form

1 1
Lke =— <D<5>2 L@ g2 Aém) + Lsin0ub7cs, AW (0(4) — 5, B(z)) -
B %Sin 08" 635, ¢5, A B@).

Next we examine the kinetic mixing of the fields (C'¥), Agl)). This mixing term can be
eliminated by the transformation

100 O
VO gy ™, ke |01 7 | (A.28)
001 O
000 cs,
where V(D" = (D(5), c®), B(Q),Aéz)) and where dg is defined by
06 = —07 Cs, Sin b, (A.29)

and s, and cs, are defined as usual.
After the transformation the kinetic energy Lagrangian in the V(7) basis has the form

Lrp = _% (DO 4+ C®* 4 B 4 A§2)2) + %573(2)14;(1,2), (A.30)

where
. — . !
07 = sin 0,67 ¢5,C54 555 + Sin 0,,0"C5,Co4C55 555 (A.31)

We are now left with the last kinetic mixing term involving the fields B®) and AgQ).

To eliminate this mixing we make the final transformation

100 0
v = kKv® ) K = 0100 , (A.32)
001 —ss,
000 cs

where V®" = (DB, ), B(3),Ag3)). In the basis V®) the kinetic energy for all the gauge
fields is in the canonical form so that

Lxp = _i (DO 4 C®F 4 B 4 A§,3)2) : (A.33)

The free Lagrangian in the V® basis is then
1 1
L= —ZV(S)TV(S) - 5V<8>TKTM§,KV<8>, (A.34)

with
K=K KoKsKiKsKg K. (A.35)
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As discussed in the beginning of this section we now make the expansion of eq. (A.3).
Below we exhibit K and AM? in the limit §1,d2 < 1. In this case s5, ~ 01,¢5 ~ 1, etc.
and K and AM? have the following form

1 —(5_2 —(53 —54 0 —m2,5—2 —mg,ég —

B o m%/(54
K ~ 0 1 —(55 _56 AMQZ —m3/52 0 —m2Z,55 —m?y,(SG . (A.36)
00 1 =61’ —m2,63 —mzd5 0 0
00 0 1 —m2,64 —m2,0s 0 0

The interactions relevant for our computation arise from AM? and the relation
v = gy ®), (A.37)

Egs. (A.36) and (A.37) and non-degenerate perturbation theory is utilized in the compu-
tation of couplings of the visible sector with the hidden sector. This is discussed in the
next section.

B Dark photon 4’ and dark Z’ couplings with Standard Model particles

The couplings of the dark photon and Z’ to the SM particles are given by the Lagrangian
eq. (2.4). To compute the couplings proportional to d; and d2 that arise due to the kinetic
and Stueckelberg mass mixings, we use first order non-degenerate perturbation theory using
AM? given in eq. (A.36) as the perturbation. Thus, to first order perturbation in AM?,
the neutral currents of eq. (2.4) which involve the vector and axial-vector couplings of the
dark photon, the dark Z’ and the SM gauge bosons are given by

vf :Tgf—QQfSin2(9w, (B.l)

ap =Ty, (B.2)

vy = —Qysin 20,, cos 0,y (1 + €)1 |1 — 20 w2, | (B.3)

ay = =61 T3y sin Oe2(1 + €2), (B.4)
T m2/

v = Qy sin 20, cos 0, (1 + €2)) ll - ( - 225) o ] 61(d2 — sin B8), (B.5)
myy

af = Typ sin Oyey (1 + €2,)61 (83 — sin §), (B.6)

where €, = my /mz and e,y = m./myz. The relevant couplings with the visible sector are
summarized in tables 2 and 3. Thus table 2 gives the couplings of Z and Z’ to the visible
sector fermions ff and table 3. gives the coupling of 4/ to ff.

The triple gauge boson couplings of 7/, Z’, Z are given by are

WW+': —igscos by sin by, (1 + 63/)51(52 —sin ). (B.7)
WWZ': igycosBy sinfy(1+ €2)dy, (B.8)
WWZ: —igacosb,y,. (B.9)
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f Qf vf ay 'U} a’f

Ve,Vy,Vr 0 % % 251n6’we (1+ €26, —531n9w6 (14 €2)d
e,p,t -1 —1+4+2sin?6, -1  sin26,cosb, (1 - 225’) (1+ €26, $sin0,e2(1 + €2)6;
w

u, ¢, t % i- %Sin29w z -3 2 5in 26,, cos 6, (1 - 57%) (1+€2)01 —2sinf,e2(1+ €26
My

S~
»
o
|
ol
|
Nl
_|_
J
=
5
Qb
[
ol

2
% 5in 20, cos by, ( 41:; > (14 €2)6; $sinO,e2(1+ €2)6,

Table 2. The Z — ff and Z' — ff vertices. In the above, €, = mz /mz and my is the W boson
mass.

f Qs vy a’y
Ve, V7 0 3 sin Qwe (1 + e 1)01(82 — s3) 3 sm9we A1+ e 1)01(82 — sg)

3m?,
e, i, T —1  sin26,,cosb, (1 - m—;) 1+ 6,2\//)51(85 —8) -3 sin@weg/(l + 63/)51((52 —53)
w

5 2
u, ¢, t 2 Zsin20, cosf, (1 -y ) (1+ e )61(02 —sg)  Fsin Hwe A1+ e 1)01(82 — s3)

8my;,
2

d,s,b —% 1sin26, cosb, (1— Ty )(1—|—€ )01(sg — 02) 2sm¢9we (1+e 1)01(82 — s)

4mW

Table 3. The o/ — ff vertices. In the above, €,/ = m./ /mz.

Couplings in the limit of large d2. Some of the processes such as the lifetime of the
dark photon require only that the product é192 be small which could be achieved by &
being small while d2 is O(1) size. Thus we list below the vector and axial-vector couplings
in the limit of small §; and S while 05 is not necessarily small

. . - 2 .
vy = Ty —2Q sin? 0y + Q £01925in 6y, 5in 20, (d2 —sin S+ 55 smﬁ)’ (B.10)
1—-62
aj =Ty, (B.11)
2 T m2
— —Qysin20, cos0, (1+e2+262)5) | —— 20— —(1-2L ) 2
Qfsm cos By ( +te+e 2)01 m2Zl+m3/5§ 2Qf m%[,
m2, 63(1+8;sin B) — dasi
(146,510 §) + 5(14d2sin ) —d2sin ’ (B.12)
mz \/1—63
2 . _ .
ay = —61Tspsin by, (1+€Z+5%6,2y/) ei(l—i—égsinﬁ)—l—egyl52(1+5281n5) 0285 , (B.13)
N
m2, o 9 .
v = Qsin 26y, cos by (1+€2) ll—(l_ T3f> B ] 61(d2 surlﬁ—I-(Slenﬁ)7 (B.14)
2Qs \/@
o 2 .
— Typsin e (1462 2102 =sinB+0ysin f) (B.15)
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The couplings with the D fermions become

_ /52
'DD: B.16
Z'DD: gx, (B.17)
_ m2,6109 cos by, — 0y — 362
YDD: —gx —5——5— 52(1+662)+M , (B.18)
mZ’+m'y’52 1—(52
2

ZDD: gx6; sinﬁw(l—i-eg—i—(ge%/) (1—{—5(52)(14‘63631)‘1’

5262/
I (8—0—p83)|, (B.19)
\/1-63
and the triple gauge boson couplings take the form

51((52—854-,8(5%)

C : 2
WWH": —igacosBysin by, (1+€) \/ﬁ , (B.20)
S1(1+€2+€2,63 m2,69(863 42—
WWZ': igacosBysinby, 1 5 27 22) m /(14628)+ T 29492~ ) ,  (B.21)
mz/+m,y/5 1_5%
WWZ: —igacosfy, 1+smc9wtan0w51 5250 +6—F) (B.22)
\/1—63

C Deduction of three temperature Boltzmann equations

Next we give a deduction of the Boltzmann equations for the case of three heat baths.
We will use 77 as the reference temperature. Let us consider a generic number density n;.
In this case n;R? is conserved during the expansion if there is no injection and we have

d(mR3)

i~ = 0 where R is the scale factor, while in the presence of injection one has

d’I’Li
dt

+3Hn; = C;, (Cl)

where C; represent the integrated collision terms. Next, if S = sR3 is the total entropy, it
is conserved which implies that

ds
- T3Hs =0, (C.2)

Using egs. (C.1) and (C.2), and the fact that n; = sY;, one finds

dv; 1
- =Ci. (C.3)

We can convert this equation to one that uses temperature 77 rather than time which gives

dy; dp/dTy 1
= - —Lay 4
dT 4Hp 50 (C.4)
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where dp/dT) is given by

dp
dTy

The Boltzmann equations for Yp, Yz, Y., may now be written as

dYp  dp/dTi 1
daTy ~ 4Hp s
dYZ/ dp/dT1

= -C C.6
dTy 4Hp s 27 (C.6)
dY,  dp/dTy1

T, 4Hp s

= (4 T 22 4 9L (e U2

dr  diy dT2 '

where Cp, Cz and C, are given by
1
Cp =n;(T)(ov);,pp(T) + ”22’ (0v) 212 pp(T1) — 5"2D<U”>DD—>1‘{(T1)

1
n2D<UU>DD—>Z’Z’(T1) - §n2D<O'U>DD—>’y"y’ (Tl) + n'2y’ <UU>’y"y’—>DD (TQ)

=N
—~

n%<UU>DDHZ"y’(T1) +n2My(00) g pp(T1, T2), (C.7)

l\D\i—ll\DM—l

Cyr =13 (T) (o), 7(T) + 17 (T){00) 5, 70 (T) + %HZD<UU>DD—>Z’Z’(T1)

1
- n2Z' (ov) 7170 i5(Th) — ”22' {(ov) g1z pp(T1) — 5”%<UU>DD~>Z"Y/ (Th)

— NZzMey <JU>Z’7’—>DD(T17 TZ) —nz <FZ’—>ﬁ> (Tl)a (C'S)
1
Cyp = A(T)(00) (1) + 50 {0) iy (T1) — 1 (T ) (T3) — 121 {) 1 ()

TN (T) = 2 {00) 1 si(T5) + 573400) i ()
— Nz <UU>Z’7 '—~DD (Tl’TQ) (C.9)

In egs. (C.7), (C.8) and (C.9) one encounters thermally averaged decay width and
thermally averaged cross sections. The thermally averaged decay width is given by

Ki(ma/T)

Toospe) = Tospeoiial =)
< a—)bc> a—bc KQ(ma/T)’

(C.10)

and the thermally averaged cross-section is given by
1 oo

ov aa—be T) =
o) = AT R () T) i

ds o(s)v/s (s — 4m2) K1 (v/s/T). (C.11)

K7 and K5 are the modified Bessel functions of the second kind and degrees one and two,
respectively. For the case when the annihilating particles have different masses m; and mao
and are at different temperatures T and T, the thermally averaged cross-section becomes

1 0
(ov)12-534(T1, T2) = TR ([T Ka(ma T5) /m1+m2)2dsa(s)\/s(s—(ml—i—mQ)Q)I(s),
(C.12)
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where

2
I(s) = —a47/2 Ginh ( 5 \/1 _ M,/xz _ 8) 7 (C.13)
S
d wh
ana wnere . _T1—|—T2 ) _Tl—T2 (014)
T, T Tn '

\/S — (m1 +7TL2)2

Note that in the limit 71 — Tb, I(s) — K1(y/s/T) which for m; = mgy
allows us to recover eq. (C.11) using eq. (C.12). The equilibrium yield of species i is given by

y, = M 9 m2T Ky (m;/T). (C.15)
‘ s 2725 2 ’
The hidden sectors degrees of freedom is given by
T T
9ref = gl + gggfv and  hieg = i + heffv (C.16)
G2eft = gzﬁfv and thff = h’fov (017)
where
Va2 — a3
g = / 2d:1:, and hlg = oy / V z,
(C.18)
D 0 3/ T D 2 15 \/ _:BD
= dx, and hD = 4o — x
ﬂ ez _|_ 1 eff ex + 1

In eq. (C.18), V = 7', and we take gy = gz =3 and gp = 4.

D Dark photon and dark fermion scattering cross sections and Z’ decay
width

The calculation of the relic densities of the dark photon and dark fermion require solving
the coupled Boltzmann equations which contain a variety of cross sections involving the
standard model and dark sector particles. We list these below.

1. Processes: DD — Z, 7'+ — ff

o 2 42 2 s—4m?2 ([a'P(s —4m?2) + "2 (s +2m?2)]63
oDD17 () 9X93Ne <1+2mD> f{[ 7 ) +or( 7))

127 cos? 6, s s—4m3, K2[(s —m2,)2+m2, 2]
a’f (s—4mf)—|—vf (s+2m%) N [a?(s—élm?c)—l—v]%(s—i—Qm%)]é% sin? 0,
(s—=m%,)%2+m%,T%, (s—m%)2+m3I%

202]a’ra’t (s — 4m?c) +vpvi(s+ 2m%)]
H[(S — mzl) +m2Z/P2 /] [(3 - 771/,2}//)2 +m,2y/F,2y/]

G(s,mz,my)

26102[apa’t(s— 4mfc) +opvi(s+ Qm?)] sin 6y,

S, Mz, M)
k(s —m%)2+mZ T3] [(s —m2,)2 +m2,T2)] K
201 [aras(s—4Am2) +v v (s+2m2)]sin
! fo( 2f)2 ! f( 2 f)] 2 sz(SamZamZ’) . (D.1)
(s =mZ,)?+mz, T2 ][(s—mz)? +m7T3]
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Here s is the Mandelstam variable which gives the square of the total energy in the CM
system. Further, the notation used above is as follows: f = e,pu,7: T3y = —1/2 and
Qf = —1 and for f = u,c,t: T})’ =1/2 and Q; = 2/3 and for f = d,s,b: TJ‘? =—-1/2
and Qf = —1/3, N, is the color number and

K= —(1—m2Z,/m,2Y/), (D.2)

G(s,m1,mg) = (s —m?2)(s — m3) + ['1Tamyma. (D.3)

2. Processes: DD — Z, 7' .~ — vi

Psui %9307 (s+4m%) tan® 0 A 1
gD (s) = X920 ks mDQ) anl/zw 2 23V 25| > (D.4)
8t (1—4mp/s) (s=m%)(s—mZ,) (s—my)
where 2 ( ) ) )
d2€%/(s —m7,) (02 — sin 3
A=é(s—m2)+ —2 (D.5)
z v 1 —m,/m2,
3. Processes: ff — Z,2',4' — DD
(s — 4m%)a PP (5) = N2(s — 4m?3)o? PP (). (D.6)
4. Processes: v — Z, 7',y — DD
vo—DD 4771%) DD—vi
o (s)=411- — )° (s). (D.7)
5. Process: DD — Z'7'
UDD*Z/Z,(s):ﬁ _ s — 4m?, m2D3+2m‘é,+4m%
87s s —4m3, | (s —4mZ,)m% + m?,
2+ 4m} (s — 2m%,) + 4m%, — 8m]
L8 +4m7) (s 2mZ)—l— m2Z "D 10g B Y. (D.8)
(s — 2m3,)(s — 4md)
where
s —2m%, + \/(s —4m%,)(s — 4m%)
B = . (D.9)
s—2m%, — \/(s —4m%,)(s — 4m%)
6. Process: DD — '+
N Il 52M2/ 4 N 171
DD—~"y =y DD—Z'Z
o (S) N (M%/ - M3l> ? (S)‘mzl<—>mwl‘ (D]-O)

7. Processes: DD — VV with V = Z/,+/

8(s — 4m2D)UDDHVV(s) =9(s — 4m%/)O'VV*>DD(S).
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8. Processes DD — Z'y

_ 52 4 m4
i, 29x ’
O,DD~>Z'y (8)_ ol

4 (m?, —mi,)s(s—llmQD)

/)2+52}

2
NI
,y/(S—i-mZ/)]

4m}s—2mzmas+mi [(mQZ, —-m
X
m

2 2 2[4 2 )2
mzmz,s+mp, [mv,—i-(s—mz,) -2

+ {—Sm}g—i— (m%, —|—m,2y/)2 —4m¥ (m%, —mgx —5) —1—32} logF}, (D.11)

where
Am3) 4 2 \2 2 2
E= 1—T [m,y,—{—(s—mz,) _me'(5+mz')}v (D.12)
_mg,—FmQZ,—s—l—E D
om2, +m%, —s—E’ (D-13)
,\// Z/
9. Processes Z'y — DD
10 D 48(8 — 4m2 ) D v
Z'DD( .y _ D DD—Z'y D.14
7 () 9[(mg{/ +m%, — s)?] — 4m3,m2Z,0 (s) ( )
10. Processes: VV — ff with V = Z',+/
A2\ (e — A2
9mmy,s(s — 4mi,) cost O, | my, +mi(s — 4m3,)

x (chl=2mf + mjmi (s + 4mi) + 2m}(8miy, — 8mi-s + 5°)]
+ 2¢4cEmy [Smfc — 6my, + m%(QQm%/ —7s)]
- m%/(élm;lc + 2my + m%s)cé)

log C

A dig 2 4 4 2
(s—2m%/)(CA[4mf(4mv s)s + my (dmy, + s%)

+ 4mfcm%/(—4m€} —3mis + 57| + 202Am%/[16m;lcm%/

+3mi (% + dmy) + 2m(s* — 10mis — 10my)]cy,

+mi[s? + 4mF (s — 2my,) — 8m + 4m§]c%,) } (D.15)

where

s —2m3 + \/(8 —4dm) (s — 4m?)

C =
s—2m3 — \/(3 —4dm) (s — 4m?)

, (D.16)

and cA:a}, cvzv} for V.= Z" and cA:a;i, cV:vgﬁ for V =1+
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Process: VV — vu with V = Z' '

B 454 2 1 4md am2 \ 7
vaﬁw(s):% ltan‘lew[( 57 4 dmy, logD—2<1— mv)

6ms s —4m2,)(s — 2m2,) s
8 for V=2
x , (D.17)
(69 — sin ﬁ)4€i/, for V.=+
where
s —2m3 + \/s(s — 4m?)
D= v v (D.18)
s—2md — y/s(s —4mi)
Processes ff,v,v — VV with V = Z'.~
9(s — 4m2 )oYV = 8(s — 4m%)aff_>vv, (D.19)
9(s — 4m3)oV V= = 250" VV (D.20)

Process: ff — Z'

Jff—>Z’(S) _ Wg%(;%m%/

- 2s,/8 — 4m?ch

2m?2 2 2
f maz )
(1 + - ) (Qf + 2m12/v (Tsf — 2Qf)> sin” 20,,

Zl

4m?c 42 2
+ (1 - =5~ | €T3 tan” 0, | 6(v/s —mz).  (D.21)
mZ,

Process: v — Z'

L, 262¢4m2,
777 (5) = I 2,505~ ). (022
S

Process: ff,vo —

ol 77 (s) = (6, — sin )2 affﬁZ’(s)\ . (D.23)
mZM—)m,Y/
Same applies to o*7 7 (s).
Process: Z' — ff, v
The decay width of Z’ to SM fermions is given by
252 2 A2
_ 9291Ne 2my MiY 2 4, 2
FZI—Ucf_ 1on my 1-— (le 1-— mQZ/ TngZtan 9’[1}
2m? 2 2
f mz: .2
+ <1 + m%,) (Qf + om?, (T35 — 2Qf)> sin 294, (D.24)
and its invisible decay is
2524
FZ’—}ZIV = 92816Z my tan2 Gw. (D.25)
T
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