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Abstract: The lack of information before Big Bang Neucleosynthesis (BBN) allow us to assume

the presence of a new species φ whose energy density redshifts as a−(4+n) where n > 0 and a

is the scale factor. This non-standard cosmological setup facilitates a larger portal coupling (ε)

between the dark and the visible sectors even when the two sectors are not in thermal equilibrium.

Here, we have considered U(1)Lµ−Lτ ⊗ U(1)X gauge extension of the Standard Model (SM) and

studied different phases of the cosmological evolution of a thermally decoupled dark sector such

as leak-in, freeze-in, reannihilation, and late-time annihilation in the presence of fast expansion.

Due to the tree level kinetic mixing between U(1)X and U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge bosons, the dark sector

couples with the µ and τ flavored leptons of the SM. We show that in our scenario it is possible

to reconcile the dark matter relic density and muon (g − 2) anomaly. In particular, we show that

for 2 × 10−4 . ε . 10−3, 5.5MeV . mZ′ . 200MeV, n = 4, and 1TeV . mχ . 10TeV relic

density constraint of dark matter, constraint from muon (g − 2) anomaly, and other cosmological,

astrophysical constraints are satisfied.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is an extremely successful theory to explain observable

phenomena at the microscopic level. Despite huge successful predictions of SM, there are some

unsolved issues which cannot be explained by SM. The existence of dark matter (DM), revealed

from various cosmological and astrophysical observations (such as measurement of cosmic microwave

background(CMB) anisotropy by WMAP [1], Planck 2018 [2], galaxy rotation curve [3], bullet

cluster observation [4, 5] etc.), is one such unsolved issue which SM cannot explain. According to

the latest data from Planck 2018 observations [2], the abundance of DM at the present epoch is

ΩDMh
2 = 0.1200 ± 0.0012 [2]. Even after decades of first observational evidences, the origin and

nature of DM are still elusive. None of the SM particles is suitable as a DM candidate and thus

the physics beyond SM is indispensable.
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Weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP) has been a well motivated DM candidate for a

long time [6–9]. Inspite of having many attractive theoretical features, WIMP paradigm is not

suitable to explain the negative results of direct, indirect as well as laboratory searches [10, 11]. As

a result, the allowed parameter space of the WIMP scenario has been stringently constrained.

On the other hand, recent measurement of the anomalous magnetic moment of muon by Fer-

milab [12] reveals that the tension between the theoretical prediction [13–33] and experimental

observations of muon (g − 2) is at 4.2σ. Combining the result of Fermilab with the old measure-

ment by BNL E821 experiment [34], the deviation of aµ(≡ (g − 2)/2) from the SM prediction is

given by [12]

∆aµ = (251± 59)× 10−11 .

Anomaly free U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge extension of the SM [35, 36] is a very well motivated model to explain

the mismatch between theoretical prediction and experimental observation of muon (g−2) [37–39].

U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge extension has also been extensively studied in the Supersymmetric framework to

explain the anomalous magnetic moment of muon [40–42]. In the context of neutrino masses and

mixings U(1)Lµ−Lτ model has been studied in [40, 43, 44].

In the light of the above discussion, we have considered U(1)Lµ−Lτ ⊗ U(1)X gauge extension

of SM to study the cosmological evolution of a thermally decoupled dark sector and muon (g − 2)

anomaly. The dark sector contains the gauge boson corresponding to the U(1)X gauge symmetry

and the DM χ which is a Dirac fermion, charged only under U(1)X gauge symmetry. In order to

connect dark and SM sector, we have considered tree level kinetic mixing between U(1)Lµ−Lτ and

U(1)X gauge bosons and the dark sector particles couple with the µ and τ flavored SM leptons

through the portal coupling ε. Let us note that, other possible tree level kinetic mixings between

U(1)Y with U(1)Lµ−Lτ and U(1)X gauge bosons are not considered here. However, these kinetic

mixings can be generated at one loop level.

For a thermally decoupled dark sector, there exists an upper limit on the portal coupling ε

and the temperature evolution of both the sectors are very much different [45–47]. Since both the

sectors are thermally decoupled, the value of ε is very small. Due to the small value of the portal

coupling, although the dark vector boson Z ′, having a coupling with muons, cannot explain muon

(g− 2) anomaly. However, the situation may improve if we modify the cosmological history before

Big Bang Neucleosynthesis (BBN). The modification of the cosmology in the pre-BBN era helps

ameliorate the theoretical prediction of muon (g − 2) in the following manner. If we assume the

existence of a new species φ whose energy density redshifts as a−(4+n) where n > 0 before BBN,

then the Universe expands faster in comparison to the standard radiation dominated Universe

[48, 49]. The key feature of the fast expanding scenario is the requirement of large coupling

constant to satisfy the relic density constraint. Therefore, to study muon (g − 2) anomaly and

phases of a thermally decoupled dark sector in a unified framework, we have utilised the idea of

fast expanding Universe to uplift the upper limit of the portal coupling ε. In addition to that, we

have also investigated the constraints from Borexino [50], BABAR experiments [51], BBN, white

dwarf cooling, self interaction of DM,and neutrino trident production at CCFR [52].

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In section 2 we have discussed our model briefly.

The fast expanding scenario, thermalization and temperature evolution of the dark sector in the

fast expanding Universe has been discussed in section 3. Analytical calculations for the DM relic
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density in fast expanding Universe has been performed in section 4. We provide a detail analysis

of DM number density evolution in section 5. Consequence of Z ′ on muon anomalous magnetic

moment, relevant constraints on portal coupling and dark vector boson mass are discussed in section

6. Finally, we conclude in section 7. In appendix A, we show the detailed analytical calculations

of freeze-in scenario in case of fast expanding Universe.

2 The model

We consider U(1)Lµ−Lτ ⊗U(1)X gauge extension of the SM to study the cosmological evolution of

the dark sector and muon (g − 2) anomaly simultaneously. We introduce a Dirac fermion χ which

is charged only under U(1)X gauge symmetry. In our framework, χ acts as a DM candidate and

it only interacts with the gauge boson of U(1)X gauge symmetry Ẑ ′. All the SM fields are singlet

under U(1)X gauge symmetry. We have considered the tree level kinetic mixing between Ẑ ′ and

U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge boson Ẑµτ and because of this, the dark sector couples with the µ and τ flavored

SM leptons. One of the interesting features of this model is that the dark gauge boson i.e. the

gauge boson corresponding to the U(1)X gauge symmetry can contribute to the anomalous magnetic

moment of muon if it is sufficiently light. In our model we have assumed that the masses of the

gauge bosons are generated via Stückelberg mechanism [53, 54]. As mentioned in the introduction,

tree level kinetic mixing between U(1)Y gauge boson with U(1)Lµ−Lτ and U(1)X gauge bosons are

neglected here. However, we would like to mention that these mixings can be generated at one

loop level and we have considered the effect of loop induced kinetic mixing in our discussion on the

constraints of dark gauge boson.

The Lagrangian of our model is given by [47]

L = LSM + χ̄
(
i/∂ −mχ

)
χ− 1

4
X̂ρσX̂ρσ −

1

4
F̂ ρσµτ F̂µτρσ +

sin δ

2
F̂ ρσµτ X̂ρσ

−gX χ̄γρχẐ ′ρ − gµτ (µ̄γρµ+ ν̄µγρPLνµ − τ̄ γρτ − ν̄τγρPLντ ) Ẑρµτ

+
1

2
m̂2
µτ Ẑ

ρ
µτ Ẑµτρ +

1

2
m̂′2Ẑ ′

ρ
Ẑ ′ρ . (2.1)

Here, X̂ρσ = ∂ρẐ ′
σ − ∂σẐ ′ρ and F̂ ρσµτ = ∂ρẐσµτ − ∂σẐ

ρ
µτ are the field strength tensors of U(1)X

and U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge symmetry respectively. mχ is the mass of the DM χ, m̂′ and m̂µτ are the

gauge bosons’ mass parameters of the theory. The gauge couplings corresponding to U(1)X and

U(1)Lµ−Lτ are denoted by gX and gµτ respectively. The last term in the first line of Eq. 2.1 denotes

the tree level kinetic mixing between Ẑ ′ and Ẑµτ .

To put the Lagrangian in canonical form, we have performed a non-orthogonal transformation

from “hatted” to “tilde” basis and the transformation is(
Ẑ ′ρ
Ẑµτρ

)
=

(
sec δ 0

tan δ 1

)(
Z̃ ′ρ
Z̃µτρ

)
. (2.2)

Removal of kinetic mixing term generates mass mixing between Z̃ ′ and Z̃µτ bosons. This can be

removed by transforming “tilde” basis into mass basis by the following orthogonal transformation(
Z̃µτρ
Z̃ ′ρ

)
=

(
cosβ − sinβ

sinβ cosβ

)(
Zµτρ
Z ′ρ

)
, (2.3)
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where β is the Z ′ − Zµτ mixing angle and in the limit δ � 1, it is given by

tanβ ' tan δ

1− r̂2
, (2.4)

where r̂ = m′2/m2
µτ , m′ and mµτ are the masses of Z ′ and Zµτ respectively. In the limit δ, r̂ � 1,

Ẑ and Ẑµτ can be expressed in the following manner

Ẑµτρ ' Zµτρ − ε̂Z ′ρ ,
Ẑ ′ρ ' Z ′ρ + tan δZµτρ , (2.5)

where ε̂ = r̂2tan δ. Using Eq. 2.5 we can rewrite the interaction term of dark vector boson Z ′ as

follows

L ⊃ −gX χ̄γρχZ ′ρ + ε (µ̄γρµ+ ν̄µγ
ρPLνµ − τ̄ γρτ − ν̄τγρPLντ )Z ′ρ . (2.6)

Here, ε = gµτ ε̂ is the portal coupling between dark and the visible sector. Note that the condition

r̂ � 1 tells us that Zµτ will have negligible contribution to muon (g−2) anomaly and we have only

considered the contribution of Z ′ to the muon (g − 2) anomaly in the rest of our discussion.

3 Fast expanding Universe

3.1 Cosmology of fast expanding Universe

Prediction of light element abundance at the time of BBN tells us that our Universe was radia-

tion dominated at the time of BBN. However, it is possible that the Universe was not radiation

dominated before BBN. This implies that a new species φ might have existed at the pre-BBN era

whose energy density redshifts faster than radiation [48, 49]. In that case, total energy density of

the Universe can be expressed as

ρ(T ) = ρφ(T ) + ρr(T ) + ρ′r(T
′) , (3.1)

where ρr(T ) =
π2

30
gρ(T )T 4 is the radiation energy density of the SM bath at SM temperature T ,

ρ′r(T
′) =

π2

30
gρ′(T

′)T ′4 is the radiation energy density of dark sector (DS) and T ′ is the temperature

of the DS. ρφ(T ) is the energy density of the new species φ and it redshifts as a−(4+n) where a

is the scale factor and n > 0. Here, gρ(T ) and gρ′(T
′) are effective number of relativistic degrees

of freedom of SM sector and DS respectively, contributing to the energy density. Here, we have

assumed T ′ � T and we may neglect DS sector energy density compared to SM bath. Therefore

the total energy density can be expressed as

ρ(T ) = ρφ(T ) + ρr(T ). (3.2)

Motivated by the constraints from BBN, one can define a temperature Tr at which1 ρφ(Tr) =

ρr(Tr). Using this definition of Tr and entropy conservation of the Universe, we can write ρφ(T ) as

ρφ(T ) = ρr(T )

(
gρ(Tr)

gρ(T )

)(
g∗s(T )

g∗s(Tr)

) 4+n
3
(
T

Tr

)n
. (3.3)

1The abundances of the light elements at the time of BBN remain unaltered if we choose Tr & (15.4)1/nMeV

where n > 0 [48].
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Therefore, total energy density can be written as

ρ(T ) = ρr(T )

[
1 +

(
gρ(Tr)

gρ(T )

)(
g∗s(T )

g∗s(Tr)

) 4+n
3
(
T

Tr

)n]
. (3.4)

It is clear from Eq. 3.4 that at early times, i.e. T � Tr, energy density of φ dominates the energy

budget of the Universe and the Universe expands faster than radiation dominated era. Similarly,

for T � Tr, one can see ρ(T ) ' ρr(T ). We would like to mention that throughout our analysis we

have chosen Tr = 20MeV and the choice of Tr is consistent with the BBN constraint as discussed

earlier.

Now, in presence of a new species φ, Hubble parameter is given by

H(T ) =

√
8π

3M2
Pl

ρ(T ) , (3.5)

where MPl = 1.22 × 1019GeV is the Planck mass. At high temperature limit i.e. T � Tr, H(T )

can be approximated as

H(T ) ' π

3MPl

√
4π

5

√
gρ(T )T 2

(
T

Tr

)n/2
. (3.6)

3.2 Thermalisation of visible sector and dark sector

Thermalisation of DS and SM bath not only depends on the interaction strength of the portal

coupling, but also on the expansion rate of the Universe. In standard radiation dominated Universe

for large portal coupling, there would be sufficient amount of energy exchange between the two

sectors and they will be in thermal equilibrium with each other. In this framework DM freezes-out

as the universe expands and DM relic abundance is determined by its annihilation into dark vector

boson, χχ̄→ Z ′Z ′ if mχ > mZ′ . This is known as secluded sector freeze out [55–59].

In our study, the central idea of DM number density evolution is focused on the fact that two

sectors are not in thermal equilibrium with each other. Therefore, first we identify the parameter

space in mχ− ε plane in which the dark sector is not in thermal equilibrium with the visible sector.

To identify this region, initially we assume that the two sectors are in thermal equilibrium. We

calculate reaction rate (Γ) of all processes producing Z ′ from SM bath (the processes are mentioned

in section 3.3). If Γ(T )SM→Z′ & H(T ) at the time of DM freeze-out, then two sectors are in thermal

contact with each other, at the time of DM freeze-out. This region is shown in Fig.1 for different

values of expansion parameter n which controls the expansion rate of the Universe.

In this scenario, at early Universe in the absence of any mass thresholds, reaction rates go as

ΓSM→Z′ ∼ ε2T . Now, in case of radiation dominated Universe, the ratio ΓSM→Z′/H(T ), at the

time of DM freeze-out, goes as ∼ ε2/mχ. Thus we need large value of ε as we increase the value

of mχ for the dark sector to be thermalised with the SM bath and we can see this from Fig. 1.

However in case of fast expanding Universe, H(T ) is much larger in comparison to the radiation

dominated Universe as one can see from Eq. 3.6. As a result, the required value of ε to establish

thermal equilibrium between dark and visible sectors will be larger in comparison to the radiation

dominated Universe. Thus for a fixed value of mχ, the upper limit of ε for thermally decoupled

dark sector increases as we increase the value of n. In Fig. 1, we show the parameter space in mχ−ε
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Standard (n=0)
n=1

n=2n=3
n=4

ε

10−9

10−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

mχ [GeV]
100 101 102 103 104 105 106

Figure 1. Allowed regions in mχ− ε plane from the thermalisation criterion for n = 1 (red), n = 2 (violet),

n = 3 (green), n = 4 (yellow) are shown. The constraint considering radiation dominated Universe is shown

with cyan color.

plane for thermally decoupled dark sector and one can clearly see from the figure that the required

value of ε for the thermalisation of dark sector increases with the increase in the value of n.

Modification of the cosmological history of the early Universe opens up the possibility of ex-

plaining muon (g − 2) anomaly while the dark sector is still thermally decoupled. In particular,

for ε ∼ 10−3, the dark sector is still thermally decoupled if n ≥ 3 and mχ & 30TeV. However, in

this region of parameter space, the dark gauge boson Z ′ can elevate the theoretical prediction of

muon (g− 2) if mZ′ ∼ O(100MeV). In the subsequent sections, we will discuss the DM production

mechanisms for the thermally decoupled dark sector in fast expanding Universe.

3.3 Temperature evolution of dark sector

To study the temperature evolution of the DS, our next step is to calculate DS temperature T ′.

In our scenario, dark sector is populated from µ and τ flavored SM leptons involving annihilations

processes in the early Universe and the DS temperature depends on interaction strength of the

portal coupling (ε) between DS and VS, Tr, and n. To calculate T ′, we have considered all possible

Z ′ production processes from SM bath such as l
(
l̄
)
+W+ (W−)→ νl (ν̄l)+Z ′, νl (ν̄l)+W− (W+)→

l
(
l̄
)

+Z ′, l
(
l̄
)

+νl (ν̄l)→W− (W+)+Z ′, l+ l̄→ γ (Z, h)+Z ′, νl+ ν̄l → Z (h)+Z ′, l+γ (Z, h)→
l+Z ′, l̄+γ (Z, h)→ l̄+Z ′, νl+Z (h)→ νl+Z

′, ν̄l+Z (h)→ ν̄l+Z
′, l+ l̄→ Z ′, νl+ ν̄l → Z ′ where,

l = {µ, τ}. Now the DS temperature evolution can be obtained from the Boltzmann equation for
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ε = 10-10

n = 4
n = 3
n = 2 
n = 1

ξ(T)

10−10
10−9
10−8
10−7
10−6
10−5
10−4
10−3
10−2
10−1
100
101

T [GeV]
10−3 10−1 102 104 106 108 1010 1012

mZ' = 102 MeV
analytic form

Figure 2. Evolution of ξ(T ) (solid lines) as a function of T for n = 1(black) for n = 2 (red), n = 3 (green),

n = 4 (blue). The dashed lines with same color codes denote the behavior of semi-analytic expression of

ξ(T ) as a function of T (given in Eq. 3.9). Here, we have considered mZ′ = 100MeV and ε = 10−10.

the DS energy density ρ′, and it is given by,

dρ′

dt
+ 4Hρ′ ' CSM→Z′ (T ) , (3.7)

where CSM→Z′ is the collision term for above-mentioned processes. In our calculation of the collision

term, we have only considered the processes which are proportional to ε at the amplitude level.

Since T ′ � T , energy exchange from DS to VS is very small, and therefore we have not considered

the collision term due to dark sector annihilation into SM. Now, we have defined ξ as ξ ≡ T ′

T
and

using Eq. 3.7, the solution of ξ(T ) as a function of T is as follows

ξ(T ) =

[∫ T0

T

30 CSM→Z′(T̃ )

gρ′π2H(T̃ )T̃ 5
dT̃

]1/4

. (3.8)

Here, T0 is the initial temperature of the Universe and we take T ′ ' 0 at T = T0, gρ′ is the

relativistic degrees of freedom contributing to the radiation bath of the dark sector, H(T ) is the

expansion rate of the Universe as given in Eq. 3.5.

In Fig. 2, we show the variation of ξ(T ) as a function of T for mZ′ = 100MeV and ε = 10−10

for four different values of n. One can clearly see that at T ∼ mZ′ energy injection stops and after

that ξ(T ) remains constant. Another important feature is that the value of ξ(T ) at a fixed value of

T decreases as we increase n. This is because with the increase in n, the energy injection processes

decouple earlier and as a result amount of energy injection will be less.
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mZ' = 100GeV
mZ' = 1GeV
mZ' = 100MeV

n = 1, ε = 10-10

ζ(mZ')

100

101

102

103

104

105

T[GeV]
10−3 1 1000 106 109

Figure 3. Variation of ζ(mZ′) as a function T for mZ′ = 100MeV (blue dotted line), 1GeV (black dashed

line), and 100GeV (red solid line). Here we have considered ε = 10−10 and n = 1.

In our scenario, the collision terms are proportional to the portal coupling ε2 and the portal

interaction is renormalisable. Since the portal interaction is renormalisable, using Eq. 3.8 one can

write a semi-analytic expression for ξ as follows [46, 47]

ξ ' ζ(mZ′)
√
ε

(1 + n
2 )

1
4

T−
1
4

(
Tr
T

)n
8

for T > Tr

' ζ(mZ′)
√
εT−

1
4 for T ≤ Tr, (3.9)

where ζ(mZ′) will be extracted from our numerical analysis. Since the effect of non-standard

cosmology will enter into the evolution of ξ only through Eq. 3.5, therefore ζ(mZ′) does not depend

on n. In Fig. 3, we show the variation of ζ(mZ′) for different values of mZ′ and one can see that

for T & 10mZ′ , ζ(mZ′) ' 104. Thus during the phase of energy injection, one can use Eq. 3.9 for

the evolution of T ′. The dashed lines of Fig. 2 denote the behaviour of Eq. 3.9 as a function of T

for different values of n.

4 Properties of non-adiabatic evolution in fast expanding Universe

Dark matter freeze-out through non-adiabatic evolution in fast expanding Universe is quite different

from either of non-adiabatic evolution scenario as discussed earlier in [47, 59] or dark matter freeze-

out in non-standard cosmological scenario [48]. We shall start with some analytical calculation of

DM freeze-out in this scenario and also put some bounds on portal coupling.
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Dark matter freeze-out within DS through non-adiabatic evolution is referred to as “leak-in”

dark matter [46]. Difference between non-adiabatic evolution of DM number density with dark

sector freeze-out is that in the former scenario, ξ is a dynamical quantity which depends on the

portal coupling as well as the SM temperature whereas ξ is constant in the latter scenario. Now,

the relevant Boltzmann equation for dark sector freeze-out is given by

dYχ
dx

=
〈σv〉T ′

s(x)

xH(x)

(
Y eq
χ (x′)2 − Y 2

χ

)
, (4.1)

where, x = mχ/T , Y eq
χ (x′) = neq

χ (x′)/s(x), where neq
χ (x′) is the equilibrium DM number density,

s(x) is the entropy density of the Universe, and x′ = mχ/T
′. 〈σv〉T ′

is the thermally averaged

cross-section of DM annihilation, calculated at T ′ and H(x) is the Hubble parameter which is given

in Eq. 3.5.

Initially, DM comoving number density follows Y eq
χ (x′) and at later times it decouples from

dark sector thermal bath and freezes-out at x′f =
mχ

T ′f
where, T ′f is the dark sector temperature

at the time of DM freeze-out. In case of fast expanding Universe, due to the higher expansion

rate, number changing processes for DM decouple much earlier in comparison to the radiation

dominated Universe. Therefore, in this scenario x′f appeared to be smaller than the radiation

dominated Universe. Exact value of x′f can be obtained by solving the following equation [48]

ex
′
f

√
x′f

ξ〈σv〉

(
xr
ξx′f

)n
2

=
c (c+ 2)

(c+ 1)

3
√

5

4
√

2π3

gχ√
g∗s

mχMPl , (4.2)

where gχ is the degrees of freedom of DM, which is 2 in our scenario, xr = mχ/Tr, g∗s is effective

degrees of freedom contributing to entropy density, and c is a constant which is numerically found

to be equal to c(c + 2) =
(
n
2 + 1

)
[60]. For s-wave DM annihilation cross-section Eq. 4.2 can be

approximated as,

x′f ' lnA− n

2
lnxr , (4.3)

where A =
c (c+ 2)

(c+ 1)

3
√

5

4
√

2π3

gχ√
g∗s
〈σv〉mχMPl.

To get an analytical expression of final relic abundance Y∞, we have considered s-wave dom-

inated annihilation cross section. As DM freeze-out temperature from DS thermal bath is T ′f
then SM bath temperature at the time of DM freeze-out is T ′f/ξ. At late time after freeze-out

Y eq
χ (T ′) ' 0 compared to Y∞ which is the final value of DM comoving number density. Therefore,

final comoving number density of DM is given by,

1

Y∞
=

1

Yf

(
ξx′f

) + 〈σv〉0
∫ xr

ξx′f

s(x)

xH(x)
dx+

∫ ∞
xr

s(x)

xHrad(x)
dx , (4.4)

where 〈σv〉0 is the s-wave thermally averaged DM annihilation cross section, H(x) is the Hubble

parameter in fast expanding Universe as approximated in Eq. 3.6. For T < Tr, Universe is radiation

dominated and the Hubble parameter in this regime is defined by Hrad(x) =
1

MPl

√
8π

3
ρr(T ).
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Therefore, by integrating Eq. 4.4, approximated expression for the comoving number density is
given by,

Y∞ =

√
45

π

√
gρ(x)

g∗s(x)

2xr
〈σv〉mχMPl

[
2

ξx′f

(
ξx′f
xr

)n
2−1

+
1

n− 2

(
1−

(
ξx′f
xr

)n
2−1

)
+ 1

]−1

, n 6= 2

(4.5)

=

√
45

π

√
gρ(x)

g∗s(x)

xr
〈σv〉mχMPl

[
2

ξx′f
+ ln

(
xr
ξx′f

)
+ 1

]−1

, n = 2 . (4.6)

Eq. 4.5 reduces to standard WIMP scenario as soon as we put ξ = 1 and n = 0. Thus, it is clear

that apart from the interactions within DS, final relic abundance for internally thermalized DS in

non-standard cosmology also depends on n, portal interaction between DS and VS and Tr.

DM production through this mechanism can take place within a certain range of portal cou-

pling. Leak-in mechanism is only possible when dark and visible sectors are not in thermal equilib-

rium, but there is small exchange of energy between the two sectors. If portal coupling is sufficiently

large then both the sectors equilibrate and hence no leak-in mechanism is observed. On the other

hand, if portal coupling is very small then there would never be sufficient DM produced at early

Universe that could reach observed relic abundance of DM after freeze-out.

Analytically, we can obtain a lower limit on portal coupling by comparing observed relic density

with the maximum relic abundance of DM in leak-in scenario. To do this, we first need to find the

maximum value attained by equilibrium yield,

Y eq
χ =

gχ
g∗sT 3

45

2π2

(
mχT

′

2π

)3/2

e−mχ/T
′
. (4.7)

We maximize Y eq
χ with respect to T ′ to obtain the dark sector temperature T ′max at which the

equilibrium yield is maximum. The value of T ′max is given by

T ′max =
2mχ (6− n)

3n+ 30
. (4.8)

One can notice that Eq. 4.8 reduces to standard result of T ′max =
2mχ

5 [46] as we choose n = 0.

Another point to note is that as n increases, T ′max decreases. Using Eq. 4.8, the equilibrium yield

at T ′max is given by,

Y eq
χ max

=
gχ
g∗s

45

2π2

(mχ

2π

)3/2
e−mχ/T

′
max

T ′max
−(30+3n)/2(6−n)

K−24/(6−n)
, (4.9)

where K = 104
√
ε

(1+n
2 )

1/4T
n/8
r .

Now, in case of fast expanding Universe, the DM can be produced via leak-in mechanism if
Y eq
χ max ≥ Yobs where Yobs = 4.355 × 10−10 (1GeV/mχ). From this condition, one can derive an

upper limit on ε and it is given by

ε & 2.616× 10−12
(
3.561× 108

)n/12
en/8

√
(2 + n)

(
gχ
g∗s

)n− 6

12
(

2 (6− n)

3 (10 + n)

)10 + n

8
T−n/4r mn/3

χ .(4.10)

Thus, Eq. 4.10 tells us that unlike DM freeze-out in non-adiabatic scenario in standard cosmology,

lower bound on ε is proportional to mχ. Thus, for leak-in mechanism, we need larger value of ε as

we increase the mass of the DM. The upper limit given in Eq. 4.10 is known as “Absolute coupling

floor” below which it is not possible to get correct relic density via leak-in mechanism.
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5 Numerical result for relic density

In this section, we discuss the evolution of DM comoving number density in fast expanding Universe

where visible sector and dark sector are not in thermal equilibrium. The temperature evolution

of DS is different from the evolution of T and we use the semi-analytic expression of ξ, given in

Eq. 3.9 to calculate T ′.

5.1 Boltzmann equation

Evolution of the DM number density depends on the production of DM from SM fields and anni-

hilation of DM into Z ′. Relevant Boltzmann equation for the evolution of total number density of

DM is given by,

dYχtot

dx
=
s(x)heff(x)

H(x)x

1

2

[
〈σv〉T ′

χχ̄→Z′Z′
(
Y eq
χtot

(x, x′)2 − Y 2
χtot

)]
+ 2

∑
f

〈σv〉Tff̄→χχ̄Y
eq
f (x)2

 ,
(5.1)

where Y eq
χtot(x, x

′) =
neq
χtot(x

′)

s(x)
is the total equilibrium comoving number density of DM where,

neq
χtot(x

′) = neq
χ (x′) + neq

χ̄ (x′) is the total equilibrium DM number density at T ′. Y eq
f (x) =

neq
f (x)

s(x)
where, neq

f (x) is the equilibrium number density of SM fermion f at SM temperature T , heff(x) =(
1− 1

3

d ln g∗s(x)

d lnx

)
, and H(x) is the Hubble parameter, defined in Eq. 3.5.

The first term inside the square bracket on the right hand side (RHS) of Eq. 5.1 denotes the

contribution to the change in Yχtot due to the annihilation of DM into Z ′ and we call this term

as “annihilation term” in the rest of our discussion. 〈σv〉T ′
χχ̄→Z′Z′ is the thermally averaged cross

section of χχ̄→ Z ′Z ′, calculated at T ′ and the s-wave approximated form of 〈σv〉T ′
χχ̄→Z′Z′ is given

by

〈σv〉χχ̄→Z′Z′ '
4πα2

X

m2
χ

mχ

(
m2
χ −m2

Z′
)3/2(

2m2
χ −m2

Z′
)2 . (5.2)

The second term inside the square bracket on the RHS of Eq. 5.1 denotes the production of DM

from the SM bath and we call this term as “freeze-in” term in the rest of our discussion. Here,

〈σv〉T
ff̄→χχ̄ is the thermally averaged cross section of ff̄ → χχ̄, calculated at temperature T . The

cross sections of the relevant processes for the freeze-in are given by

σff̄→χχ̄ =
καXε

2

3ŝ

√
ŝ− 4m2

χ

ŝ− 4m2
f

(ŝ+ 2m2
f )(ŝ+ 2m2

χ)

(ŝ−m2
Z′)2

, (5.3)

where mf is the mass of the SM fermion f , κ = 1 for f = µ, τ and κ = 1/2 for f = νµ, ντ .

In the following section, we discuss the effect of annihilation and freeze-in terms on the DM

relic density in the fast expanding Universe. The numerical results related to the DM relic density

has also been discussed in the next section.
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5.2 Outcome of numerical analysis

In this section, we present our numerical analysis by solving Boltzmann equation given in Eq. 5.1

in the presence of fast expanding Universe. In our analysis, we use the semi-analytic expression of

ξ(T ), given in Eq. 3.9, to calculate T ′. Here, we have considered Tr = 20MeV as discussed earlier

and mZ′ = 100MeV. Let us note that the choice of mZ′ is motivated by the explanation of muon

(g− 2) anomaly. However, as far as the relic density analysis is concerned, it is independent on the

choice of mZ′ for mχ/mZ′ & 10.

f f → χ χ

Z'Z
' →

 χ 
χ

over abundant

αx = 0.144
αx = 5 × 10-3

αx = 2.35 × 10-5

n=1, ε = 3 × 10-9, mχ = 103 GeV, mZ' =100 MeV

Ωobs
Ω

10−1

100

101

102

103

x
10−2 10−1 100 101 102 103

over abundant

over abundant

αx = 4π
αx = 1
αx = 2.24 × 10-2

n=1, ε = 3 × 10-9, mχ = 105 GeV, mZ' =100 MeV

Ωobs
Ω

10−1

100

101

102

103

x
10−2 10−1 100 101 102 103

Figure 4. Evolution of relative abundance of DM as a function of x for n = 1, ε = 3 × 10−9, and

mZ′ = 100MeV. Left panel : Here we consider mχ = 103GeV and for αX = 2.35 × 10−5 (red and blue

solid line) and αX = 0.144 (black solid line), DM is produced via freeze-in and reannihilation mechanisms

respectively. For αX = 5 × 10−3 (brown dot-dashed line), final abundance of DM is determined by the

leak-in mechanism but it overcloses the Universe. Right panel : Here, we consider mχ = 105GeV. For

αX = 2.24 × 10−2 DM is produced by freeze-in mechanism and it is shown by blue solid line. For αX = 1,

(black solid line) and 4π (red solid line), the amount of produced DM overcloses the Universe. In both panels,

black dotted and black dashed lines denote the evolution of Ωh2
eq/Ωh

2
obs and Ωh2

QSE/Ωh
2
obs respectively.

In Fig. 4, we have shown the variation of the relative abundance of DM (defined as Ωh2/Ωh2
obs,

where Ωh2 = 2.755×108(mχ/1GeV)Yχtot and Ωh2
obs = 0.12) as a function of x for n = 1, ε = 3×10−9

and two different values of mχ. In the left panel of Fig. 4, we have considered mχ = 103GeV. Here,

one can see that for three different values of αX , DM production mechanisms are different. When

αX is very small, DS is not internally thermalized and DM can be produced by both Z ′Z ′ → χχ̄ and

ff̄ → χχ̄ processes. At large temperature i.e. when (T ′ & mχ), DM production is dominated by

Z ′Z ′ → χχ̄ process and it is shown by the red solid line. Now, due to the presence of the freeze-in

term in the Boltzmann equation, DM can also be produced from the annihilation of SM fermions

and this production will stop at T ∼ mχ. The solid blue line indicates the production of DM from

SM annihilation. Therefore, for αX = 2.35× 10−5, DM is produced via freeze-in mechanism. Now,

if we increase the value of αX , one of the possible production mechanisms leak-in is observed, which

is shown by brown dot-dashed line. One can notice that DM produced through leak-in mechanism

is over abundant. Now, for αX = 0.144, variation of the relative abundance of DM is shown by
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black solid line. As we can see, initially the relative abundance follows its equilibrium value i.e.

the evolution of Ωh2
eq/Ωh

2
obs where Ωh2

eq = 2.755× 108(mχ/1GeV)Yeq
χtot and it is depicted by black

dotted line. When T ′ < mχ, number density of DM started to fall off exponentially but due to

the presence of freeze-in term Yχtot starts to increase and at this time it follows a quasi static

equilibrium. Quasi static equilibrium is established when DM annihilation rate due to annihilation

term and DM production rate due to freeze-in term are equal [57]. DM comoving number density in

this quasi static equilibrium is denoted by YQSE and it is independent of the expansion parameter

n. The analytic form of YQSE is given by

YQSE =
〈σv〉T

ff̄→χχ̄n
eq
f (T )2

〈σv〉T ′
χχ̄→Z′Z′s(T )2

. (5.4)

In this figure we show the variation of the quantity Ωh2
QSE/Ωh

2
obs by the dashed black line and

Ωh2
QSE = 2.755× 108(mχ/1GeV)YQSE. Here, one can see that nearly at x ' 10, DM departs from

quasi static equilibrium and freezes out. This phenomena is known as reannihilation. In the right

panel of Fig. 4, we have shown that for mχ = 105GeV, only possible way to produce correct relic

abundance of DM is freeze-in and it is shown by solid blue line. For αX = 1 (black solid line)

and αX = 4π (red solid line), excess amount of DM produced from the SM bath cannot annihilate

sufficiently into Z ′ to give correct relic density. Thus for n = 1, mχ = 103GeV and 105GeV

reannihilation and freeze-in are the only possible way to produce observed relic density. Let us

note that, to satisfy the relic density constraint, we need larger values of αX in comparison to the

standard freeze-in scenario [61].

For n = 2, we show the evolution of relative abundance of DM for ε = 10−7 in Fig. 5. In the

left panel of Fig. 5, we have considered mχ = 103GeV. Here, we can see that for αX = 6.8× 10−5,

DM is produced via freeze-in and it is shown by solid blue line. The red line over blue line

indicates the DM production from Z ′ annihilation in the early Universe. For αX = 0.8, DS can

internally thermalize and one of the possible production mechanisms is reannihilation, shown by

black solid line. Evolution of Ωh2
QSE/Ωh

2
obs and Ωh2

eq/Ωh
2
obs are shown by the black dashed and

black dotted lines respectively. DM annihilation into Z ′ increases if we increase αX and the magenta

line represents the evolution of relative abundance of DM for αX = 4π. Thus, possible ways of

DM production in this case are freeze-in and reannihilation. In the right panel of Fig. 5, we have

considered mχ = 105GeV. One can see from this figure that initially the DM does not follow the

equilibrium comoving number density. This is because the annihilation cross section χχ̄ → Z ′Z ′

decreases as we increase mχ and as a result the DM annihilation cross section is not sufficient to

thermalise the DM. Here, we have shown that for αX = 6.9× 10−3 and 1, relic abundance of DM

can be obtained via freeze-in mechanism and they are denoted by solid blue and dashed black lines

respectively. For αX = 4π, excess amount of DM is produced from the SM bath and it is represented

by red dot-dashed line. Now, due to large value of αX , excess DM produced from the SM bath,

starts to annihilate into Z ′. We call this phenomenon as “late-time annihilation”. However, within

the perturbative limit of αX , annihilation cross section of χχ̄→ Z ′Z ′ is not sufficiently large to give

correct relic abundance of DM. Here, one can see that for αX = 1 and 4π, DM is overabundant.

As n increases, parameter space for internally thermalized DS reduces. As a result, the possible

ways of producing DM are freeze-in and late-time annihilation. As we can see in the left panel of

Fig. 6, for mχ = 103GeV, one of the possible mechanisms here is freeze-in when αX = 1.9× 10−3,
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Figure 5. Left panel : Evolution of relative abundance of DM for mχ = 103GeV. For αX = 6.8×10−5 and

0.8 DM production mechanisms are freeze-in (blue solid line) and reannhilation (black solid line) respectively.

Red line over blue line indicates DM production from Z ′. For αX = 4π, DM is underabundant and it is shown

with solid magenta line. The evolution of Ωh2
eq/Ωh

2
obs and Ωh2

QSE/Ωh
2
obs are denoted by black dotted and

black dashed lines respectively Right panel : Evolution of DM relative abundance for mχ = 105GeV. For

αX = 6.9×10−3, 1, and 4π, DM production mechanisms are freeze-in (blue solid line), late-time annihilation

(black dashed line), and late-time annihilation (red dot-dashed line) respectively. Here we choose n = 2,

ε = 10−7, and mZ′ = 100MeV in both the figures.

freeze-in

relentless DM

xr

n=3, mχ=103GeV, ε = 10-6, mZ' = 100MeV
 αX = 1.9 × 10-3

 αX = 1.58

Ωobs.
Ω

10−1

100

101

102

103

x
10−3 100 103 106

relentless DM

αX = 1.93
αX = 4.83 × 10-2

xr

n=4, mχ  = 103GeV, ε = 10-6, mZ' = 100MeV
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x
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Figure 6. Relative abundance of DM as a function of x for mχ = 103GeV, ε = 10−6, and mZ′ = 100MeV.

Left panel : We consider n = 3. For αX = 1.9 × 10−3 (solid black line) and αX = 1.58 (red dashed line)

DM is produced via freeze-in and late-time annihilation mechanisms respectively. Right panel : DM is

produced via freeze-in and late-time annihilation mechanisms for αX = 4.83 × 10−2 (black solid line) and

1.93 (red dashed line) respectively. Here we have considered the expansion parameter n = 4. In both panels

xr = mχ/Tr.
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and it is shown in black solid line. The red dashed line depicts a new possible way of producing

DM for n > 2. Here we see that for αX = 1.58, the dark sector is not internally thermalized and

DM is produced from SM bath via freeze-in mechanism. Due to the large value of αX , the excess

amount of DM produced via freeze-in can annihilate into Z ′ and finally DM freezes out and the

final abundance of DM is set by the late-time annihilation. Furthermore, due to the presence of

the fast expanding component φ in the Hubble parameter, DM keeps annihilating and as a result

the freeze-out process is prolonged. This is known as “relentless DM” [48]. In right panel of Fig. 6

similar features are shown for n = 4. Here, we can see a plateau region for large αX , this is because

freeze-in mechanism stops when x ' 1 and at this time annihilation rate of DM is much less than H.

However, it is expected that the annihilation of DM will start again due to the presence of the fast

expanding component in the Hubble parameter. We have numerically checked that Γχχ̄→Z′Z′ ' H
near x ' 103 and DM starts to annihilate into Z ′ and final relic density of DM is determined by

the late time annihilation process.

 mZ' = 100MeV, ε = 7 × 10-4

n=4,mχ=104GeV 
 αX = 9.8 × 10-6

n=4,mχ=106GeV 
 αX = 9.8 × 10-2

Ωobs.
Ω

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

x
10−2 10−1 100 101 102 103

Figure 7. Evolution of relative abundance of DM as a function of x for ε = 7 × 10−4 and mZ′ =

100MeV, and n = 4 for two different set of values of (mχ, αX). The evolution for (104GeV, 9.8× 10−6) and

(106GeV, 9.8× 10−2) are denoted by red dashed line and solid black line respectively.

In section 3.2, we mentioned a certain region of parameter space for a thermally decoupled

dark sector in which it is possible to explain muon (g − 2) anomaly. Motivated by this result, in

Fig. 7, we show the evolution of relative DM abundance for different values of mχ and αX and the

choices of mZ′ and ε are such that it can enhance the theoretical prediction of muon (g − 2). One

can see that in this figure, the DM is produced via freeze-in mechanism. This is because for large

values of n, internal thermalization of dark sector is not possible within the perturbative limit of
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Figure 8. Constraints in the mχ − ε plane. In the yellow region, dark and visible sectors are in thermal

equilibrium. The relic density satisfied region is depicted by the light red region. Cyan region denotes the

absolute coupling floor for the leak-in scenario. DM self interaction constraint is shown by the blue region.

The horizontal solid lines denote the required value of ε to satisfy the muon (g− 2) anomaly within 2σ limit

for mZ′ = 100MeV (violet line) and mZ′ = 50MeV (black line). In this figure, we have considered the value

of the expansion parameter n = 4.

αX . An important point to note is that in standard cosmology, DM relic density produced via

freeze-in mechanism, is independent of DM mass and it only depends on coupling strength [61].

However, for fast expansion, the relic density depends on mχ, ε, and αX . Therefore, for fixed ε we

need larger value of αX as we increase mχ. The calculations related to freeze-in in fast expanding

Universe is discussed in appendix A.

In Fig. 8 we have shown DM relic density satisfied region and different constraints in case of

n = 4 in mχ− ε plane. As we have discussed earlier, DM production mechanism for n = 4 is freeze-

in and late time annihilation. Relic satisfied region is shown by the light red colored region. Here,

one can see that the required value of ε increases as we increase DM mass and this can be easily

understood from Eq. A.5. In the yellow shaded region of the figure, dark and visible sectors are in

thermal equilibrium. The absolute coupling floor for leak-in scenario is shown by the cyan region.

The horizontal violet and black solid lines denote the required values of ε for mZ′ = 100MeV and

50MeV to satisfy the muon (g− 2) anomaly respectively. We have also studied the constraint from

self interaction of DM which is discussed later and the constrained region in mχ− ε plane is shown

by the blue shaded region of Fig. 8.
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6 Relevant constraints on model

6.1 Self interacting dark matter (SIDM)

DM self interaction cross-section per unit DM mass can be constrained from bullet cluster obser-

vation and the upper limit of σT /mχ is 1.25 cm2g−1 [62] where σT is the momentum transfer cross

section of DM elastic scattering processes. In our model, DM elastic scattering processes are medi-

ated by dark vector boson Z ′. We have considered mZ′ = 100 MeV and choice of mZ′ is motivated

by the explanation of muon (g − 2) anomaly. We calculate total σT and it is defined as

σT =
1

4

[
σTχχ̄→χχ̄ + σTχχ→χχ + σTχ̄χ̄→χ̄χ̄

]
. (6.1)

The blue region of Fig. 8 depicts the excluded region of parameter space from DM self interaction.

In deriving the SIDM bound, we have expressed αX in terms of mχ and ε using Eq. A.5 and the

relic density constraint Ωh2
obs = 0.12.

6.2 Muon anomalous magnetic moment

In our model, the dark vector boson Z ′ can contribute to the anomalous magnetic moment of

muon if its coupling strength with muon is ∼ 10−3 and mZ′ ∼ 100MeV. As we discuss in the

earlier sections, it is possible to satisfy the relic density constraint for ε ∼ 10−3 if we consider fast

expanding Universe. Thus in our framework, one can have simultaneous explanations of DM relic

density and muon (g − 2).

The contribution of Z ′ to ∆aµ is given by [37, 40, 42, 63]

∆aµ =
ε2

4π2

∫ 1

0

m2
µz (1− z)2

m2
µ (1− z)2 +m2

Z′z
dz . (6.2)

The present value of ∆aµ = (251± 59)× 10−11 [12] and the yellow region of Fig. 9 depicts the

muon (g − 2) satisfied region within 2σ limit in mZ′ − ε plane.

6.3 White dwarf cooling

Several astrophysical observations constrain Lµ−Lτ portal. For example, SN1987A constrains very

low portal coupling [63, 66, 67] whereas presence of Z ′ inside stellar core affects the rate of stellar

cooling [68, 69] and the parameter space of very low mass Z ′ is severely constrained from the stellar

cooling constraint. For the mass range of Z ′ in which we are interested in, most relevant constraint

comes from white dwarf (WD) cooling.

The WD cooling constraint in our scenario can be derived from the following effective electron-

neutrino interaction Lagrangian

LNP
νe ⊃ −CWD (ν̄lγµPLνl) (ēγµe) , (6.3)

where

CWD =
ε

m2
Z′

√
4παem Π(0) . (6.4)

– 17 –



Relic satisfied
 region

BaBar

BBN

Muon (g-2)

Bore
xi

no

Whit
e D

warf

CCFR

ε

10−4

10−3

10−2

mZ' [GeV]
10−3 10−2 10−1 100

Figure 9. Constraints in mZ′ − ε plane. The cyan region denotes the constraint from the neutrino trident

production at CCFR [52, 64]. BBN Constraint is shown by the gray colored region. Brown region depicts

the constraint from white dwarf cooling. The observed deviation from the SM prediction of muon (g−2) can

be explained in the yellow region within 2σ limit. In the black hatched region, depending on the expansion

parameter n one can satisfy the relic density constraint. The left side of the black dashed line represents the

region where Z ′ is in thermal equilibrium neutrino bath. The constraints from Borexino [50] and BABAR

[51] experiments discussed in [65], are shown by violet and green regions respectively [65].

The γ − Z ′ kinetic mixing at one loop level Π(q2) is given by [70, 71]

iΠ(q2) = − ieε
2π2

∫ 1

0
x(1− x) ln

(
m2
µ − q2x(1− x)

m2
τ − q2x(1− x)

)
dx . (6.5)

In the low momentum transfer limit i.e. q2 → 0, Eq. 6.5 takes the following form

iΠ(0) = − ieε

12π2
ln

(
m2
µ

m2
τ

)
. (6.6)

From the rate of cooling of WD, the Wilson coefficient CWD of neutrino-electron interaction is

constrained as [72, 73]

1.12× 10−5

GeV2 < CWD <
4.5× 10−3

GeV2 . (6.7)

We have shown the constraint coming from WD cooling by brown colored region in Fig. 9.
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6.4 BBN constraint

Phenomenology of early Universe near 1MeV is highly constrained from BBN predictions [74, 75].

Due to presence of light Z ′, it is possible that Z ′ can thermalise with the SM neutrinos via Z ′ ↔ ν̄iνi
(i = µ, τ) and contribute to the effective number of neutrino species (Nν) at the time of BBN.

To check the thermalisation of Z ′ at the time of BBN, we have compared the reaction rate of

ν̄iνi ↔ Z ′ with the Hubble parameter at the time of BBN (i.e. at T = 1MeV) and found that the Z ′

is in thermal equilibrium with the neutrino bath for 10−4 ≤ ε ≤ 10−2 and 1MeV ≤ mZ′ . 40MeV.

This region is outlined by the black dashed line in Fig. 9. In this region of parameter space,

depending on the mass of Z ′, it may give additional contribution to the effective number of neutrino

species (∆Nν ≡ Nν − 3) whose upper limit is 0.168 at 95% C.L [76]. We have calculated the

constraint on the Z ′ mass from ∆Nν and found that Z ′ of mass greater than 5.5MeV is allowed

from the ∆Nν constraint even if it is in thermal equilibrium with the neutrino bath. The grey

region of Fig. 9 depicts the constraint on mZ′ from ∆Nν . Let us note in passing that in our

parameter space of interest, non-thermal production Z ′ can happen for mZ′ & 40MeV and it does

not contribute to the ∆Nν . This is because i) the energy density of the non-thermally produced

Z ′s are smaller compared to the thermally produced Z ′ and they are non-relativistic at the time of

BBN, and ii) the decay lifetime of Z ′ in our parameter space of interest is much smaller than 1s.

Thus the produced Z ′ decays much earlier than SM neutrino decoupling and hence it cannot heat

up the neutrino bath.

7 Summary and conclusions

In this work we have considered two sectors, dark and visible sectors in non-standard cosmological

background. Here, by non-standard cosmology, we mean the presence of a new species φ which

redshifts faster than the radiation and total energy density in the early Universe is dominated by φ.

We have analyzed DM evolution in the fast expanding Universe when dark and visible sectors are

not in thermal equilibrium. To provide a detailed discussion, we have considered U(1)Lµ−Lτ⊗U(1)X
gauge extension of SM. A Dirac fermion χ is the DM candidate which is charged only under U(1)X
gauge symmetry. We have assumed tree level kinetic mixing between U(1)X and U(1)Lµ−Lτ which

generates an interaction at tree level between µ, τ flavored SM leptons with the dark gauge boson Z ′.

In standard cosmological scenario i.e. in the radiation dominated Universe, there exists an upper

limit of ε for a fixed value of mχ above which both the sectors will be in thermal equilibrium. In the

presence of φ, the upper limit of the portal coupling is larger compared to the radiation dominated

Universe. We have shown that for n = 1, 2, correct relic abundance of DM can be produced either

via reannihilation or by freeze-in mechanisms whereas for n = 3, 4, DM production mechanisms

are freeze-in and late time annihilation. In case of late time annihilation, excess DM is produced

from freeze-in mechanism and annihilates into Z ′.

Furthermore by considering the fast expanding Universe, it is possible to reconcile DM relic

density and muon (g − 2) anomaly in our framework. We have also investigated the constraints

from CCFR, Borexino, BABAR, WD cooling and BBN and found that mZ′ − ε plane is stringently

constrained from these observations. In particular, we have shown that for n = 4, reconciliation of

DM relic density for a thermally decoupled dark sector and muon anomalous magnetic moment is
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possible while satisfying the other cosmological and astrophysical constraints if 2×10−4 . ε . 10−3,

5.5MeV . mZ′ . 200MeV, and 1TeV . mχ . 10TeV.

8 Acknowledgement

SG acknowledges University Grants Commission (UGC), Government of India for providing senior

research fellowship. AT would like to acknowledge the financial support provided by the Indian

Association for the Cultivation of Science (IACS), Kolkata.

A Freeze-in production in fast expanding Universe

In this appendix, we derive approximate DM yield for pure freeze-in mechanism from scattering

when Universe redshifts faster than radiation. To derive this, we need to calculate the collision

term for f(P1)f̄(P2)→ χ(P3)χ̄(P4) process, and it is given by,

CE =

∫ 4∏
i=1

dΠi (2π)4 δ4 (P1 + P2 − P3 − P4) |M|2 f eq
1 (E1, T )f eq

2 (E2, T ) . (A.1)

Here, Pi, ~pi, and Ei are four momentum, magnitude of three momentum, and energy of the ith

species. The Lorentz invariant phase space measure is dΠi =
gid

3~pi
(2π)32Ei

where gi is the internal

degrees of freedom of the ith species. fi(Ei, T ) is the energy distribution function of the ith species

at temperature T and fi(Ei, T ) = exp(−Ei/T ). |M|2 is the matrix amplitude square of ff̄ → χχ̄

and it is averaged over the degrees of freedom of initial and final state particles. Now, one can

write CE as follows [7]

CE =
T

128π4

∫ ∞
smin

ds
√
s σ̃ (s)K1

(√
s

T

)
. (A.2)

Here, smin = Min
[
4m2

f , 4m
2
χ

]
, mf is the mass of fermion, K1(

√
s/T ) is the modified Bessel function

of second kind of order one and σ̃ is given by

σ̃ = 4g2
f

(
s− 4m2

f

)
σ
(
ff̄ → χχ̄

)
To estimate the relic density of χ, we calculate the annihilation cross section in the limit

s� m2
χ,m

2
f and in this limit σ

(
χχ̄→ ff̄

)
' αXε

2

16 s
and one can write CE as follows

CE '
αXε

2

16π4
T 3mχK1

(
2mχ

T

)
. (A.3)

To obtain final relic density of DM, we need to solve the following Boltzmann equation,

dY

dx
=

1

H(x)s(x)x
CE(x) . (A.4)

To get an analytical result, we assume that the production of DM from SM bath stops at Tfi and

Tfi � Tr. Thus, we can use the functional form of H as given in Eq. 3.6 and the final comoving

abundance of DM is given by,

Y∞ '
45

128π7

√
5

4π

αXε
2√

gρ (xr)g∗s

3MPl

mχ x
n/2
r

Γ

(
2 + n

4

)
Γ

(
6 + n

4

)
, (A.5)
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where we have neglected variation of degrees of freedom of entropy g∗s with SM bath temperature

T . Now, the relic density of DM can be calculated from Ωh2 = 2.755× 108(mχ/1GeV)Y∞.
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