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A B S T R A C T 

The energy injection through Hawking e v aporation has been used to put strong constraints on primordial black holes as a 
dark matter candidate at masses below 10 

17 g. Howev er, Ha wking’s semiclassical approximation breaks down at latest after 
half-decay. Beyond this point, the e v aporation could be significantly suppressed, as was shown in recent work. In this study we 
re vie w existing cosmological and astrophysical bounds on primordial black holes, taking this effect into account. We show that 
the constraints disappear completely for a reasonable range of parameters, which opens a new window below 10 

10 g for light 
primordial black holes as a dark matter candidate. 

Key words: black hole physics – dark matter – gamma-rays: general. 
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 I N T RO D U C T I O N  

he hypothesis of black holes forming in the early universe has 
een discussed for more than 50 years (Zel’dovich & No viko v 1967 ;
awking 1971 ; Carr & Hawking 1974 ), with Chapline ( 1975 ) first

o suggest that primordial black holes (PBHs) could constitute the 
ntire dark matter of the universe. Since the 1970s, people have 
tudied the consequences of PBHs as a dark matter candidate from
he Planck mass M PBH = M pl up to the’ incredulity limit’ 1 beyond
 PBH ∼ 10 10 M �. This has led to strong bounds that exclude PBHs

f a single mass from constituting the entirety of the dark matter
ith the exception of a mass window in the asteroid range M PBH ∈

10 17 , 10 22 ] g (Carr et al. 2021 , and references therein). 
The lower limit is a result of constraints due to black hole

 v aporation at lo w masses. This process was first described by
awking ( 1974 ), as he was studying the consequences of light PBHs.
e showed that a black hole will emit a thermal spectrum of particles,
ith the temperature of the radiation scaling as T ∼ 1/ M PBH . The
escribed e v aporation process is self-similar and ends with a final
urst as M → 0. 

It was soon realized that the energy injection from low-mass PBHs
s in conflict with observations of γ rays, the cosmic microwave 
ackground (CMB) and the abundance of light elements produced 
uring big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) unless these black holes 
onstitute only a tiny fraction of the dark matter (Chapline 1975 ;
 E-mail: vthoss@mpe.mpg.de 
 This term was coined by B. Carr and refers to the limit that at least one black 
ole must exist in a given environment (e.g. galaxy and universe). 
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a wking 1975 ; No viko v et al. 1979 ; Carr et al. 2010 , for a historical
 v erview). Furthermore, if the PBHs have a mass below M � 5 ×
0 14 g, the y would hav e completely e v aporated by no w [see Auf finger
 2023 ) for a re vie w on constraints of e v aporating PBHs]. 

Ho we ver, it is possible to a v oid some of the constraints that
re a result of black hole e v aporation. Pacheco et al. ( 2023 ) have
tudied ‘quasi-extremal’ PBHs and found that they can be a viable
ark matter candidate. Friedlander et al. ( 2022 ) and Anchordoqui,
ntoniadis & L ̈ust ( 2022 ) have investigated PBHs in the context of

arge extra dimensions (Arkani-Hamed, Dimopoulos & Dvali 1998 ) 
nd showed that this opens up new mass windows for light PBHs as
ark matter candidate. 
Even in the case of non-spinning, uncharged 4D black holes, it has

l w ays been clear that Hawking’s semiclassical (SC) calculations will 
reak down before the black hole vanishes entirely . Previously , this
reakdown has been assumed to happen when the mass of the black
ole reaches the Planck mass. While Hawking ( 1975 ) acknowledged 
his, he argued that the black hole will nevertheless completely 
isappear. Others have discussed the idea that the e v aporation comes
o a halt, leaving behind Planck-mass relics that can make up the
ntirety of the dark matter and a v oid any constraints (MacGibbon
987 ; Barrow, Copeland & Liddle 1992 ; Torres 2013 ; Taylor et al.
024 ). 
Ho we ver, Dv ali et al. ( 2020 ) have shown that the SC approximation

ill break down at a much earlier time – at latest when the black hole
as lost roughly half of its initial mass. Hawking’s result entirely
eglects the backreaction of the emission on the quantum state of
he black hole itself. Ho we ver, this ef fect can no longer be ignored
hen the energy of the released quanta becomes comparable to that
f the black hole. The crucial insight by Dvali et al. ( 2020 ) is that
is is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative 
h permits unrestricted reuse, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, 
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his backreaction leads to a uni versal ef fect of so-called ’memory
urden’, first introduced by Dvali ( 2018 ). This will significantly
uppress further e v aporation, which opens a possibility for light PBH
o be a viable dark matter candidate as was already pointed out by
vali et al. ( 2020 ). 
In our work, we want to investigate the constraints on PBHs that

re subject to the effect of memory burden and compare them to
he results obtained within the SC Ha wking picture. F ollo wing Dv ali
t al. ( 2020 ), we will describe the strength of the suppression by a
ingle parameter k and study the bounds on the dark matter fraction
f PBHs f PBH ( k , M PBH ). 
We want to emphasize that there is no precise understanding of

he e v aporation process beyond the SC regime yet. Therefore, our
esults should be understood as a rough guide on how the landscape
f PBH constraints changes as one goes beyond the Hawking picture.
n addition to the memory burden effect, there are also other potential
uantum properties of black holes such as vortices (Dvali, K ̈uhnel &
antedeschi 2022 ; Dvali et al. 2023 ), which can affect the evaporation

hat we do not investigate here. 
We want to mention the work of Alexandre, Dvali & Koutsangelas

 2024 ), who studied the effect of memory burden on PBH constraints
rom BBN and CMB distortions, and her results are complimentary
o our study. In addition, we want to point out the work of Dvali,
 ̈uhnel & Zantedeschi ( 2021 ), who discussed a new mass window

or PBH due to memory burden for the case of k = 2 in the context
f the PBH formation mechanism of quark confinement. 
This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 , we discuss

he memory burden effect, our modified model of the evaporation
rocess, and how we compute the various constraints. Our results are
resented and discussed in Section 3 . We conclude with a summary
n Section 4 . 

 M E T H O D S  

n this section, we briefly introduce the physics of black hole
 v aporation and how it is modified in our model of the memory
urden effect. We then discuss the methodology to obtain important
onstraints on PBHs. We conclude by re vie wing further bounds that
e do not study in this work in more detail. 
Henceforth, we will denote the mass of PBHs at formation by
 0 , and their mass today by M t . To keep our results as general as

ossible and to make comparisons with previous results easier, we
se a monochromatic mass function. Constraints for arbitrary mass
istributions can be derived from our results. The quantity βPBH =
PBH, 0 / ρ0 gives the fraction of the universe’s density in PBHs at

he time of their formation. f PBH refers to the present dark matter
raction of the PBHs, while f PBH, 0 denotes the dark matter fraction
t formation time. They are related via 

 PBH = f PBH , 0 
M t 

M 0 
, f PBH , 0 = 

βPBH 

�DM 

, (1) 

here �DM 

is the dark matter density at the time of PBH formation.
e will use standard values for the Hubble rate h = 0.67, the number

f relativistic degrees of freedom at formation g ∗ = 106.75 2 and for
he factor γ = 1, which gives the fraction of mass inside a Hubble
olume when the o v erdensity reenters the horizon that ends up in the
lack hole [see equations 2–6 of Carr et al. ( 2021 )]. 
NRAS 532, 451–459 (2024) 

 There are 28 bosonic and 90 fermionic degrees of freedom in the Standard 
odel giving g ∗ = 28 + 7/8 × 90 = 106.75. 

3

B

.1 Semiclassical evaporation 

he SC emission rate of a particle species i with energy E from
 black hole with current mass M and temperature T is given by
awking ( 1975 ). 

d 2 N i, SC 

d Ed t 
( E, M, s i ) = 

g i 

2 π� 

�( E, M, s i ) 

e E/k B T ( M) − ( −1) s i 
, (2) 

here g i specifies the degrees of freedom of the particle emitted, s i 
ts spin, and � are the greybody factors. The black hole temperature
 is directly related to its mass via 

 B T = 

� c 3 

8 πGM 

. (3) 

he emission of fundamental particles leads to a mass loss rate
˙
 = −F ( M ) /M 

2 of the black hole, where F ( M) encompasses the
egrees of freedom of the particles that the black hole emits at a
ertain mass. The lifetime of a black hole with mass M in the Hawking
icture is given by t SC ( M) ≈ M 

3 / (3 F ( M)). 
Tabulated values for F ( M) and the greybody factors are taken

rom BLACKHAWK (Arbey & Auffinger 2019 ). This is a publicly
vailable code that is able to compute the SC emission rates for
lack holes with arbitrary mass- and spin-distribution. It makes use
f existing particle physics codes to compute the secondary emission
see Section 2.2 ). 

.2 Secondary emission 

any of the particles that a sufficiently light black hole emits are
ot stable and decay or annihilate that leads to additional secondary
mission of stable particles such as photons. The secondary emission
f particles of type i is given by 

d 2 N i, sec 

d Ed t 
= 

∑ 

j 

∫ 
d E 

′ Br j→ i ( E , E 

′ ) 
d 2 N j 

d E 

′ d t 
, (4) 

here Br j → i ( E , E 

′ ) denotes the branching ratios that are calculated
rom particle physics codes. In our case, we use the spectra computed
y BLACKHAWK and additionally make use of the code HDMSPEC-
RA (Bauer, Rodd & Webber 2021 ) for energies beyond the GeV-
cale 3 BLACKHAWK makes use of the codes PYTHIA (Sj ̈ostrand
t al. 2015 ), HERWIG (Bellm et al. 2016 ), and HAZMA (Coogan,
orrison & Profumo 2020 ). All of them are suited for different

nergy ranges. For our purposes, we use HAZMA for black holes with
 B T < 0 . 1 GeV , HDMSPECTRA for temperatures k B T > 100 GeV ,
nd HERWIG in the intermediate range. Note that for a given black
ole temperature, we include secondary emission only if E >

0 −6 k B T , as we do not trust the results at lower energies. 

.3 Memory burden 

n the SC description of the e v aporation process, a black hole decays
elf-similarly and can be fully described by its mass, spin, and charge
ithout any knowledge about its prior history. During this process,

he black hole entropy S , given by 

( M ) = 

4 πM 

2 Gk B 

� c 
≈ 2 . 6 × 10 10 k B 

(
M 

1 g 

)2 

, (5) 
 By the time of publication, HDMSPECTRA has now been implemented into 
LACKHAWK 
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ontinually decreases. Since the outgoing Hawking radiation is 
urely thermal and contains no information, this leads to the well- 
nown’ paradox’, as no information escapes the black hole but its
torage capacity decreases. The memory burden effect circumvents 
his problem, as the information stored within the black hole stabi-
izes it against further decay. This effect is not a specific property of
lack holes but is a universal phenomenon shared among all quantum 

ystems that have a maximum entropy. 
When a black hole is initially formed, its quantum state is such

hat it has a high capacity of information storage. This is achieved
y having a large number of so-called ‘memory modes’ that store
he information and which are nearly gapless to achieve the high 
torage capacity. Dvali et al. ( 2020 ) have shown under very general
ssumptions that the decay of the black hole (i.e. the Hawking 
adiation) leads to a backreaction on the black hole itself that 
ncreases the energy gaps of the memory modes slo wing do wn any
urther decay. The slo wdo wn happens at latest when the black hole
as lost on the order of half of its original mass (although it might
appen much earlier as we will discuss later). At this point, the
umulative backreaction of all previously emitted particles becomes 
o strong that the SC approximation breaks down. 

As Dvali et al. ( 2020 ) have discussed, there are two possibilities
or the fate of an e v aporating black hole beyond half-decay. Either it
ontinues to emit quanta with a strongly suppressed rate due to the
emory burden effect or a new classical instability sets in. In the

atter case, light PBHs cannot constitute the dark matter. Ho we ver,
f the e v aporation is strongly suppressed, there is the possibility that
BHs can be a viable dark matter candidate. This is the scenario that
e are investigating here. 

.4 Modified evaporation 

ur modified model of the e v aporation process assumes the validity
f Hawking’s results until the black hole has reached a mass of
 = qM 0 . Unless otherwise stated, we conserv ati vely use q = 1/2

ollo wing the pre vious discussion. Beyond this point, the emission
ate is suppressed (denoted by MB for memory burden), which we 
ill parametrize following Dvali et al. ( 2020 ) as 

d 2 N i, MB 

d Ed t 
( E, M 0 , s i ) = 

1 

( S( qM 0 ) /k B ) k 
d 2 N i, SC 

d Ed t 
( E, qM 0 , s i ) , (6) 

here k is an exponent that controls the strength of the suppression
nd S is the black hole entropy [equation ( 5 )]. 

Note that the large value of the entropy implies that the emission
ate decreases by many orders of magnitude for k ∼ 1. In this model,
he e v aporation rate and the black hole temperature remain constant.
his implies a linear decay of the black hole with lifetime t MB ( M) ≈

( qM 0 ) 3 S 
k 
0 

F( qM 0 ) 
, neglecting the time spent in the SC regime. 

As an alternative scenario, we could let the black hole temperature 
ncrease in the usual way, leading to a black hole explosion and 

d 2 N i, MB 

d Ed t 
( E, M, s i ) = 

1 

S( M) k 
d 2 N i, SC 

d Ed t 
( E, M, s i ) (7) 

his leads to a very similar lifetime t MB ( M) ≈ ( qM 0 ) 3 S 
k 
0 

(3 + 2 k) F( qM 0 ) 
and only

akes a meaningful difference to the other scenario when the lifetime 
f the black hole is comparable to or less than the Hubble time.
o we ver, such scenarios are heavily constrained ( f PBH, 0 
 1) as we
ill show in this work. For simplicity, and since we do not know the

ate-time behaviour of the black hole in such detail, we will restrict
ur discussion to the former scenario. We want to emphasize that (in
oth cases) due to the dependence on the initial black hole mass M 0 ,
he e v aporation process is no longer self-similar. 

.5 Galactic γ ray emission 

f light PBHs make up a sizeable fraction f PBH of the dark matter halo
f the Milky way, they would be detectable through their photon
mission. Comparisons with observations have been used to put 
trong constraints on PBHs in the mass range M 0 ∈ [5 × 10 14 ,
0 17 ] g [e.g. Carr et al. ( 2016 ), see also Auffinger ( 2023 ) for a recent
e vie w]. 

The measured flux of photons would be 

 PBH = 

f PBH 

4 πM t 
�

d 2 N γ

d Ed t 

∫ 

�

d �
∫ 

d r ρDM 

( R( r , l, b)) , (8) 

ith 
� being the observed field of view on the sky and R , l , and
 the Galactocentric distance, longitude, and latitude, respectively. 
he constraint on f PBH is obtained by requiring that ∫ E up 

E low 

d E 	 PBH ≤ 	 gc ( E up − E low ) , (9) 

here 	 gc is the measured γ ray flux in the energy bin [ E low , E up ]. 
For ρDM 

( R ), we choose an NFW profile with the ‘convenient’ set
f parameters from McMillan ( 2011 ). This means our results will be
dentical to Auffinger ( 2022 ) in the SC limit, since we also use the
bservational data from their ISATIS code. This includes data from 

NTEGRAL , COMPTEL , EGRET , and Fermi-LAT (Strong et al. 1994 ;
trong & Mattox 1996 ; Strong et al. 1999 ; Bouchet et al. 2011 ; Strong
011 ). Since we are also interested in PBHs of lower masses (and
hus higher spectral energies) than usually investigated, we extend 
his data set by the recent observational data from LHAASO in the
nergy band from 10 4 to 10 6 GeV (Cao et al. 2023 , ‘inner region’). 

.6 Extragalactic γ ray background 

he e v aporation of PBHs between the time of recombination t rec 

nd today t 0 will lead to a contribution to the extragalactic γ ray
ackground. This has been used to constrain PBHs with masses M 0 

 [3 × 10 13 , 10 17 ] g (Carr et al. 2010 ; Arbey, Auffinger & Silk 2020 ;
allesteros, Coronado-Bl ́azquez & Gaggero 2020 ; Chen, Zhang & 

ong 2022 ). 
Assuming a homogenous distribution of dark matter, the observed 

ux is 

 PBH = 

cn t 

4 π

∫ t 0 

t rec 

d t (1 + z) 
d 2 N γ

d Ed t 

(
(1 + z) E, M( t) 

)
, (10) 

here n t is today’s number density of the PBHs which is related to
 PBH, 0 via 

 t ≈ 2 . 2 × 10 −30 cm 

−3 f PBH , 0 

(
M 0 

1g 

)−1 

. (11) 

he constraint on f PBH, 0 (and f PBH ) is obtained analogously to
quation ( 9 ). We again use the observational data available in
he ISATIS code from HEAO , COMPTEL , EGRET , and Fermi-LAT
Gruber et al. 1999 ; Strong, Moskalenko & Reimer 2004 ; Ackermann 
t al. 2015 ; Ruiz-Lapuente et al. 2016 ). In addition, we include the
ux data from LHAASO (Cao et al. 2023 , ‘outer region’). 

.7 CMB anisotropies 

he injection of energy from PBH e v aporation after recombination
an ionize the otherwise neutral medium. This in turn leads to the
MNRAS 532, 451–459 (2024) 
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escattering of CMB photons that affects the angular power spectrum
f temperature and polarization. Comparisons with measurements of
he CMB have led to strong constraints on PBH in the mass range M 0 

 [3 × 10 13 , 10 17 ] g (Poulin, Lesgourgues & Serpico 2017 ; St ̈ocker
t al. 2018 ; Acharya & Khatri 2020 ; Cang, Gao & Ma 2022 ). St ̈ocker
t al. ( 2018 ) have developed the publicly available code EXOCLASS ,
 branch of the Boltzmann code CLASS (Blas, Lesgourgues & Tram
011 ). It is able to compute the CMB power spectra for any value of
 0 and f PBH, 0 . To achieve this, the code computes the rate of energy

ensity deposition as a function of redshift, 

d 2 E 

d td V 

∣∣∣∣
dep ,α

( z) = h α( z) 
d 2 E 

d td V 

∣∣∣∣
inj 

( z) = 

h α( z) f PBH , 0 ρDM , t (1 + z) 3 Ṁ 

M 0 
, (12) 

here α denotes heating, ionization, or excitation + ionization as the
ossible channels. The energy deposition function h α( z) is a con-
olution of the PBH spectrum with a transfer function T i α ( z ′ , z, E).
his function gives the fraction of the energy E injected at redshift
 

′ in a channel α that is deposited at redshift z for the particle type i .
To obtain constraints on f PBH, 0 , we use EXOCLASS and MON-

EPYTHON (Audren et al. 2013 ; Brinckmann & Lesgourgues 2019 )
o perform a Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) analysis. The
odel uses the Planck TT,TE,EE + lowE + lensing likelihood (Planck
ollaboration 2020 ) with f PBH, 0 as an additional cosmological
arameter. To perform the calculations, we modified EXOCLASS
nd implemented our model of the e v aporation process as described
n Section 2.4 . In addition, we also change the computation of the
BH spectra in the D ARKA GES module of the code. We replace the
eometric optics approximation with the full results from BLACK-
AWK including secondary emission as described in Section 2.2 .
ote that in the SC limit, we reproduce the results from St ̈ocker et al.

 2018 ) within a factor of a few. 
The transfer function used in EXOCLASS is only tabulated up to
 ∼ 6 TeV and for higher energies the code simply uses the last

abulated value. This should be a reasonable approximation even for
uch higher energies as the only rele v ant cooling process at energies

bo v e E ∼ 1 TeV is the pair production on the CMB and subsequent
ascade to lower energy photons that produces a universal spectrum
Slatyer, Padmanabhan & Finkbeiner 2009 ). The final deposition
fficiency does not depend on the initial photon energy and the value
f the transfer function should thus remain constant with respect
o the energy. Indeed, the tabulated values of the transfer function
hange very little for energies E > 1 TeV . 

Since we have k as an additional free parameter, it would be
omputationally very expensive to perform a large number of MCMC
uns o v er the entire parameter space of M 0 and k and given the simple
ature of our model we do not aim for very precise results. In fact,
s we are going to show in this work, the constraints from CMB
nisotropies are weaker than those from galactic and extragalactic γ
ays by several orders of magnitude for most of the parameter space
nd thus not as rele v ant, which justifies approximations. 

If the initial black hole mass is larger than M 0 � 3 × 10 13 g, then
he SC phase of the e v aporation ( M 0 → qM 0 ) is still ongoing after
ecombination. In this case, one can expect the constraints to change
nly by a factor of a few if q ∼ 1/2, as the black hole still releases a
izeable fraction 1 − q of its total energy M 0 c 2 . To investigate this,
e perform a MCMC run for M 0 = 5 × 10 13 g were the black hole
 v aporation is stopped after half-decay. We compare it to a simulation
ith the full e v aporation process. The resulting constraints on f PBH, 0 

nly differ by roughly 20 per cent. As this is significantly smaller
han the modelling uncertainty of around two dex [see e.g. fig. 6 of
NRAS 532, 451–459 (2024) 
uffinger ( 2023 )], we ignore the effect of memory burden in this
ass range and just use the SC results from St ̈ocker et al. ( 2018 ). 
To obtain the constraints for PBHs with M 0 < 3 × 10 13 g, we run a

ull MCMC for M 0 ∈ [10 3 , 10 5 , 10 7 , 10 9 , 10 11 , 10 13 ] g and interpolate
he results for other values of M 0 and k . To do this, we assume
hat f PBH scales linearly with the total amount of energy injection,
s is moti v ated by equation ( 12 ). Ef fecti vely, we are rescaling the
onstraints on f PBH, 0 ( M 0 , k ) computed using EXOCLASS to obtain
 PBH , 0 ( M 

′ 
0 , k 

′ ) through 

 PBH , 0 ( M 

′ 
0 , k 

′ ) 

M 

′ 

M 

′ 
0 

= f PBH , 0 ( M 0 , k) 

M 

M 0 
, (13) 

here 
 M is the change in mass from recombination to the end of
eionization which depends on k . This does not require computing an
ngular power spectrum and is treating h α( z) as constant. The latter
pproximation is exact if we keep M 0 constant as h α( z) only depends
n the shape of the PBH spectrum, which is unaffected by k . We
iscuss this approximation, its computation, and its validity in more
etail in Appendix B . 

.8 Big bang nucleosynthesis 

he abundance of light elements in the universe is the earliest cos-
ological probe to study PBH e v aporation. In the Hawking picture,

lack holes with masses M 0 ∈ [10 10 , 10 13 ] g e v aporate during or after
he formation of light elements. The emitted radiation will alter the
eutron-to-proton ratio and lead to photo- and hadrodissociation of
lements. Since the standard BBN scenario predicts the abundance
f light elements with great success, any modification will be heavily
onstrained. Carr et al. ( 2021 , updated from Carr et al. ( 2010 ) through
esults of Kawasaki et al. ( 2018 ) and Hase ga wa et al. ( 2019 )) find
hat the initial dark matter fraction is constrained to f PBH , 0 � 10 −3 

n the denoted mass range with other studies obtaining comparable
esults (Acharya & Khatri 2020 ; Keith et al. 2020 ). 

To understand how these results will be affected by the memory
urden, we need to distinguish two regimes as in Section 2.7 . For
 0 � 10 10 g, the SC e v aporation phase is still ongoing during or after

ucleosynthesis. Therefore, one expects the constraints to change
nly by a factor of order unity as the black hole still releases half of
ts total energy M 0 c 2 . To understand this in more detail we use of the
odel described in Kawasaki et al. ( 2018 ) and modify it by halting

he e v aporation process at half-mass. This is a good approximation
or k � 0 . 5, since the lifetime of the black hole exceeds the age of
he universe for M 0 > 10 10 g in this case. 

On the other hand, if the initial mass of the PBHs is below M 0 ∼
0 10 g then the memory burden slows down the evaporation before
hey can affect the abundance of light elements. If the black holes are
till present today, then their e v aporation rate in the early universe will
e completely negligible (compare this to the SC case where there are
o BBN bounds on PBHs with a lifetime greater than t ∼ 10 6 yr ).
onv ersely, if the y are light enough to e v aporate significantly in

he early universe and affect the abundance of light elements then
hey will not survive until today. For our purposes, we can therefore
gnore this regime. This is also justified by the results of Alexandre
t al. ( 2024 ), who discuss the constraints from BBN in more 
etail. 

.9 Seismic constraints 

f PBH are light enough and make up a sizeable fraction of the dark
atter, then they will frequently come close to or even transit through
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he earth. The expected collision rate is (Luo et al. 2012 ) 

 = 10 8 yr −1 f PBH 

(
M 

1 g 

)−1 ( 〈 v〉 
200 km / s 

)
(14) 

here 〈 v〉 is the mean dark matter velocity. This assumes that the
BHs are smoothly distributed throughout the solar system. While 

his would imply a sizeable number of collisions per year for M 

0 8 g, these are virtually unobservable. In the same work, it was
ound that a black hole with M 0 = 10 15 g would produce a seismic
vent with a magnitude of M w = 4. Since the amplitude of the
eismic waves scales linearly with the black hole mass according to 
uo et al. ( 2012 ), this would imply immeasurable magnitudes M w 

1 for black holes with mass M 0 
 10 12 g. While close encounters
ith the Earth would be more numerous, they are still too weak to
e detectable in the mass range that we are interested in. 

.10 Other constraints 

n addition to the constraints already discussed, there are a large 
umber of other bounds on e v aporating PBHs (for a full o v erview
ee the re vie w of Auffinger 2023 ). 

Many of these are conceptually similar to the constraints from 

he galactic γ ray emission but instead look at the flux of electrons,
ositrons, or neutrinos (Boudaud & Cirelli 2019 ; Dasgupta, Laha & 

ay 2020 ), the 511 keV annihilation signal (DeRocco & Graham 

019 ; Laha 2019 ), radio emission from synchrotron radiation Chan 
 Lee ( 2020 ), heating of the ISM (Kim 2021 ; Laha, Lu & Takhistov

021 ) or take into account other astrophysical contributions to get 
tronger bounds (Berteaud et al. 2022 ). They are all usually within
ne order of magnitude of the conserv ati ve approach that we use
ere. 
Another important constraint arises from spectral distortions of the 

MB (Acharya & Khatri 2020 ; Chluba, Ravenni & Acharya 2020 ;
ucca et al. 2020 ). It affects black holes with masses in the range M 0 ∈

10 11 , 10 13 ] g. One can follow the same arguments as in the previous
ection to conclude that the bounds will not change dramatically 
n the regime where the SC e v aporation is still (partly) ongoing.
uring the phase of slowed down evaporation, the constraints only 

ffect black holes which would not survive until today. This is also
iscussed in the work of Alexandre et al. ( 2024 ). Since the constraints
rom CMB spectral distortions are (currently) less strong than those 
rom BBN and co v er a smaller range of masses, we will ignore them
or our purposes. 

PBHs with a mass of M 0 < 10 9 g were previously ruled out as
 dark matter candidate unless they could form stable relics at the
lanck mass (MacGibbon 1987 ; Barrow et al. 1992 ; Torres 2013 ;
aylor et al. 2024 ). Nevertheless, PBHs in this mass range have been
tudied as an explanation for baryogenesis, as a source of particle 
ark matter and gravitational waves as well as a solution for the
ubble tension (Hawking 1975 ; Dolgov, Naselsky & Novikov 2000 ; 
aumann, Steinhardt & Turok 2007 ; Fujita et al. 2014 ; Allahverdi,
ent & Osinski 2018 ; Lennon et al. 2018 ; Hooper, Krnjaic &
cDermott 2019 ; Morrison, Profumo & Yu 2019 ; Baldes et al. 2020 ;
ooper et al. 2020 ; Masina 2021 ; Papanikolaou, Vennin & Langlois
021 ; Papanikolaou 2023 ). All of these results need to be revisted in
he context of the memory burden effect. In general, any regions of
he parameter space for which q βPBH > �DM 

(i.e. qf PBH, 0 > 1) are
ot allowed in our scenario as it would o v erclose the universe. 
When PBHs form in the early radiation-dominated univ erse, the y 

re able to accrete significantly for a short period of time, thereby
ncreasing their mass by a factor of a few (Escriv ̀a 2022 ). However,
his will have no meaningful effect on our results as the e v aporation
ill start to become dominant long before the black hole reaches the
emory burden stage. This can be seen by a rough comparison of

he e v aporation rate to the accretion rate Ṁ = f cρr 4 πr 2 PBH , where f
s a factor of order unity and ρr = 3/32 πGt 2 the radiation density in
he early universe. Both rates are approximately equal at 

 = 

(
3 GM 

4 
0 

2 c 3 F ( M 0 ) 

)1 / 2 

≈ 5 × 10 −6 τSC ( M 0 ) 

(
M 

1 g 

)−1 

, (15) 

here we have used that F ( M 0 ) becomes constant for M 0 < 10 11 g.
herefore, for black holes much larger than the Planck mass, the
uration of the accretion phase will be completely negligible to the
C duration of the e v aporation phase τ SC . Our results should thus
ot be affected by accretion as long as M 0 is interpreted as the mass
f the black hole at the end of the accretion phase (as is usually done
n the literature). 

Finally, we want to mention that in the standard formation scenario
f PBHs from spherical collapse of o v erdensities, there is a lower
ass limit of M 0 ∼ 0.1 g that is set by the time of the end of inflation.

 RESULTS  A N D  DI SCUSSI ON  

n this section, we discuss the results and possible uncertainties in
ur model. The combined map of all constraints is shown in Fig. 1 .
he results for galactic and extragalactic γ ray emission are also 
hown separately in the appendix. 

.1 Galactic γ ray emission 

ig. A1 shows the constraints obtained from galactic γ ray emission. 
BHs with initial mass M 0 � 5 × 10 14 g have not yet lost half of

heir mass and thus the usual constraints apply which rule out PBHs
o be the entirety of the dark matter up to M 0 ∼ 10 17 g independent
f k . For k > 0.2, a new mass window emerges that extends down
o M 0 = 10 9 g for k = 1 and to M 0 = 4 × 10 5 g for k = 2. Note
hat when only primary photon emission is considered (dashed lines 
n Fig. A1 ), then there are no bounds for k > 1.3 or M < 6 × 10 5 g
eyond the trivial constraint that they would have e v aporated by now.
o we ver, when considering the emission of secondary photons, we
btain bounds on these PBHs far beyond these limits. We do not find
ny constraints from galactic γ ray emission for M 0 < 3 × 10 2 g.
MNRAS 532, 451–459 (2024) 
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he radiation of these light black holes goes beyond the energy range
o v ered by an y current γ ray observations. In this case, one would
eed to consider indirect effects of these highly energetic photons
beyond PeV) to obtain limits. For each value of k , the constraints
n f PBH, 0 extend roughly two orders of magnitude beyond the mass
t which the PBHs would completely e v aporate by today. 

.2 Extragalactic γ ray background 

n Fig. A2 , the constraints from the extragalactic γ ray background
re shown. In the Hawking picture, the dark matter fraction of PBHs
s limited to f PBH, 0 < 1 in the mass range from M 0 ≈ 3 × 10 13 g to
 ∼ 10 17 g. As explained before, for initial black hole masses M �

 × 10 14 g, there are no changes. In the range M 0 ∈ [3 × 10 13 , 5 ×
0 14 ] g, the constraints are softened at most by one order of magnitude
hen taking into account all observational data. This is because the
C e v aporation phase is still ongoing after recombination. The lower
nd of the constrained mass range (which is roughly set by the mass
f a black hole that e v aporates at recombination) changes by only
 per cent. A new window for PBHs as dark matter candidates opens
t lower masses for k > 0.35. It extends down to M = 10 9 g for k
 1 and to M = 10 5 g for k = 2. If only primary photon emission

s considered, then the constraints become significantly weaker as
an be seen from the dashed lines in Fig. A2 . We are not able to
onstrain black hole holes with M 0 � 10 2 g as the energy exceeds
he current observational range, as already discussed for the galactic

ray emission. 

.3 Other constraints 

he constraints on PBHs from CMB anisotropies are weaker than
hose from galactic and extragalactic γ ray emission by 4–6 orders
f magnitude for M 0 < 10 12 g and by around 2 dex for M 0 ∈ [10 12 ,
 × 10 13 ] g. Note that for M 0 < 10 9 g, our results rely on extrapolation
f the transfer function and are thus subject to some uncertainty. For
 0 > 3 × 10 13 g, we just give the constraints from St ̈ocker et al.

 2018 ), as explained in Section 2.7 . 
The bound from BBN in the mass range M 0 ∈ [10 10 , 10 13 ] g

eakens by around 45 per cent if the e v aporation is stopped at half-
ass. As discussed in Section 2.8 , there are no other constraints from
BN for black holes that survive to the present day. 

.4 Combined constraints 

he combined map of constraints f PBH, 0 ( k , M 0 ) is shown in Fig. 1 .
ig. 2 shows f PBH, 0 ( M 0 ) for k = 2, which is chosen for illustrative
urposes. One can identify the constraints from the SC e v aporation
hase as the vertical, almost k -independent band in the range M 0 

 [10 10 , 10 17 ] g. The slo wed do wn e v aporation phase leads to
onstraints that are dependent on k . For k � 1 . 0, a new mass window
merges for which PBHs can make up the entirety of the dark
atter. The upper mass limit of M 0 ∼ 10 10 g is set by the time

f nucleosynthesis as the PBHs must reach the stage of suppressed
 v aporation before the onset of BBN. On the other hand, the lower
ound depends on the strength of the suppression k , as it determines
he lifetime of the black hole. 

We can understand our results in simple terms by considering the
raction α of the PBH mass that e v aporates during memory burden
ntil today ( qM 0 → (1 − α) qM 0 ). From equation ( 6 ), it follows that 

 0 ≈
(F ( qM 0 ) t 0 

α

) 1 
3 + 2 k ( � c 

4 πG 

) k 
3 + 2 k 

, (16) 
NRAS 532, 451–459 (2024) 
here t 0 is the age of the universe. This is is plotted in Fig. 1 for α
 10 −13 and F ( qM 0 ) ≈ F (0) ≈ 8 . 2 × 10 26 g 3 s −1 and gives a good

pproximation for the lower bound on the black hole mass in the
arameter range that we study. Put differently, this implies that the
emory burden effect must increase the lifetime of the black hole

o at least ∼10 13 times the age of the universe in order to a v oid all
xisting constraints. 

.5 Model uncertainties 

ue to the lack of a detailed understanding of the e v aporation process
eyond the SC limit, we keep our model of the e v aporation process
s simple as possible. Moti v ated by Dvali et al. ( 2020 ), we model
he strength of the suppression by a factor 1 /S k 0 with S 0 being the
lack hole entropy. This means k only depends logarithmically on
ther parameters in our models. Therefore, any uncertainties in our
odels of the constraints will only weakly affect the bound on k ( M 0 ),
here f PBH, 0 = 1 (i.e. the coloured lines in Fig. 1 ). More specifically,

f e.g. the rate of galactic γ ray emission decreases by a factor of
0, this will shift the bound k ( M 0 ) by less than 0.05 for the range of
ass that we study. 
Another uncertainty in our model is the question on how to set the

lack hole temperature and its spectrum. When the SC approximation
reaks down, we can no longer expect the emission to be thermal.
n our model, we keep the shape of the spectrum fixed as a zeroth-
rder approximation. Should the spectrum change very drastically
but keeping d N /d t constant) then this will most strongly affect the
onstraints from galactic and extragalactic emission. If the emission
ecomes more soft, then the bounds would become weaker and vice
ersa. This is due to the larger observed γ ray flux at lower energies.
o we ver, e ven a drastic change in f PBH will not shift the bound on
 ( M 0 ) by much as explained. The constraints from CMB anisotropies
re very robust to uncertainties in the black hole spectrum since they
epend mostly on the total rate of emission. In fact, in the mass range
hat we study, the transfer function is approximately constant (see
ection 2.7 ) w.r.t. to the energy. 
Similar arguments can be made about the uncertainties regarding

he secondary emission of the PBHs. During the phase of memory
urden, it is in principle possible that the emission of particles is
o longer ’democratic’, i.e. the emission of certain particle species
re preferred [see also the discussion in Alexandre et al. ( 2024 )].
o we ver, as long as the emission rate only changes within an order
f magnitude, our bounds should not change dramatically. 
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Regarding the black hole temperature, we discussed two different 
pproaches in Section 2.4 . For the results presented so far, we keep
t fixed once the black hole has lost half of its mass. If we instead
ssume T ∼ 1/ M throughout the memory burden phase [i.e. as in
quation ( 7 )] then we find that it changes our results only when the
ifetime is comparable to or less than a Hubble time. Thus, it only
ffects the constraints in a regime, where PBHs are already excluded 
rom being a sizeable fraction of the dark matter ( f PBH, 0 ∼ 10 −10 ). 

Finally, for our analysis, we defined the onset of the memory 
urden effect when the black hole loses half of its initial mass
y setting q = 1/2. As Dvali et al. ( 2020 ) have shown, this is
he latest time at which a quantum backreaction is una v oidable.
vali & Panchenko ( 2015 ) and Michel & Zell ( 2023 ) have shown

hat in certain prototype systems of black holes, the breakdown of
awking’s calculations could happen already after a fraction 1 / 

√ 

S 

f the SC lifetime. While this requires more microscopic justification, 
t is still worthwhile to consider the effect on the constraints of PBH.
uch an early transition into the phase of memory burden would 
orrespond to 

 − q ≈ 2 × 10 −6 ( M 0 / g) −1 , (17) 

hich would imply that black holes with M 0 > 10 10 g reach the
emory burden phase after losing a fraction of less than 10 −15 

f their initial mass. This implies that any constraints that arise
rom the SC e v aporation phase (the’vertical band’ in Fig. 1 ) will
e significantly weakened. When we recompute these constraints 
nder this assumption, then PBHs can make up the entirety of the
ark matter for M 0 > 10 10 g. One is still left with the constraints
rom the slowed down phase of the e v aporation. This would open
 significantly larger window for PBHs as a viable dark matter 
andidate. 

 SUMMARY  A N D  C O N C L U S I O N S  

n this work, we investigate how the constraints on evaporating PBHs
hange when one goes beyond the SC calculations from Hawking 
 1974 ). When the quantum backreaction of the emitted particles is
aken into account, the e v aporation can slow down drastically due to
he effect of memory burden described by Dvali et al. ( 2020 ). Here,
e compute the bounds on the dark matter fraction of PBHs as a

unction of the currently unknown parameter k that quantifies the 
trength of the memory burden effect. It gives the suppression of the
 v aporation rate in powers of the black hole entropy 1/ S k . 

We find that for k > 1.0 a new mass window emerges, where PBHs
an be a viable dark matter candidate. It extends up to M 0 ∼ 10 10 g
ith higher mass being ruled out due to constraints from BBN. The

ower end of the mass window depends on the parameter k , extending
o M 0 ∼ 10 5 g for k = 2. 

The bounds that we obtain with our simple model of the e v apora-
ion process are quite robust and should hold unless the breakdown 
f the SC e v aporation phase happens much earlier or the spectra of
he PBH e v aporation changes dramatically. It should be noted that
ll the constraints that we obtain in this work are computed for a
onochromatic mass function and zero spin of the black hole to 

eep our results as general as possible. In reality, PBHs will form
ith an extended distribution of initial mass. Studying bounds on the 
ark matter fraction of PBHs for more realistic mass functions and a
on-zero spin distribution is left for future work. 
Our results are supposed to provide a first insight on the landscape

f PBH constraints beyond the Hawking picture of black hole 
 v aporation. A more detailed understanding of the actual e v apo-
ation process remains a significant theoretical challenge but will 
ndoubtedly help to study the possibility that dark matter exists in
he form of light PBHs. 

In addition to open questions about the fundamental nature of 
lack holes, it would also be of great interest to study the potential
bservational signatures and possibilities to detect PBHs in this new 

ass window where they are a viable dark matter candidate (see e.g.
ehmann et al. 2019 ). 

OFTWARE  

LACKHAWK 2.1 (Arbey & Auffinger 2019 ), EXOCLASS (St ̈ocker et al.
018 ), CLASS (Blas et al. 2011 ), MONTEPYTHON 3.6.0 (Audren et al.
013 ; Brinckmann & Lesgourgues 2019 ), JULIA 1.9.3 (Bezanson 
t al. 2017 ), and MATPLOTLIB 3.7.1 (Hunter 2007 ). 
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ere we provide additional plots that show the constraints on f PBH, 0 ( k ,
 0 ) for galactic γ ray emission in Fig. A1 and for extragalactic γ

ay emission in Fig. A2 . 

igure A1. Combined constraints on f PBH, 0 ( k , M 0 ) from galactic γ ray
mission. The coloured lines show f PBH = 1 contours separately for selected
bservational data. The dashed lines are computed using only the primary
hoton emission. 
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igure A2. Combined constraints on f PBH, 0 ( k , M 0 ) from the extragalactic
ray background. The coloured lines show f PBH = 1 contours separately 

or selected observational data. The dashed lines are computed using only
rimary photon emission. 

PPENDIX  B:  C M B  ANISOTROPIES  

s explained in Section 2.7 , to compute the constraints from CMB
nisotropies, we rescale the results from the full MCMC runs using
quation ( 13 ). In Fig. B1 , we show that this method is able to
eproduce the SC constraints within one order of magnitude by 
escaling a single value f ( M 0 = 2.3 × 10 16 g) = 5.1 × 10 −2 obtained
y St ̈ocker et al. ( 2018 ) o v er three orders of magnitude in mass. Note
hat in Fig. B1 , we also show the resulting constraints when properly
aking into account the (1 + z) 3 factor in equation ( 12 ). There is no
oticeable difference down to M 0 ∼ 3 × 10 14 g. The divergence at 
ow masses is not relevant for us since it will in any case only affect
hose PBHs that will not survive until today – both in the SC limit as
ell as for k > 0. 
To obtain constraints for k > 0, we compute six full MCMC

uns for M 0 ∈ [10 3 , 10 5 , 10 7 , 10 9 , 10 11 , 10 13 ] g, where k is chosen
or each mass such that f ( k , M 0 ) = 10 −2 when rescaled from f ( M 0 
2024 The Author(s). 
ublished by Oxford University Press on behalf of Royal Astronomical Society. This is an Open
 https://cr eativecommons.or g/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted reuse, distribution, and rep
igure B1. CMB constraints on the initial dark matter fraction of PBHs
 PBH, 0 ( M 0 ) in the SC limit ( k = 0). The solid blue line shows the result from
t ̈ocker et al. ( 2018 ). The red dot shows the value f ( M 0 = 2.3 × 10 16 g) =
.1 × 10 −2 from which the rescaled constraints were obtained. The dashed
range line shows the constraints obtained through equation ( 13 ), whereas
he green dash–dotted line also takes into account the redshift-dependence of
he integral. 

 2.3 × 10 16 g) = 5.1 × 10 −2 to the respective masses according
o equation ( 13 ) and taking into account the effect of the memory
urden. The values of f ( k , M 0 ) obtained from the MCMC runs lie
etween 3.8 × 10 −2 and 9.7 × 10 −2 and thus up to one order of
agnitude higher then the 10 −2 is expected from rescaling. These 

esults are then used to obtain constraints for arbitrary values of k ′ and
 

′ 
0 by rescaling from the two nearest values of M 0 and interpolating

etween the results. To test the validity of this approach, we run a
econd set of MCMC runs with M 0 ∈ [10 4 , 10 6 , 10 8 , 10 10 , 10 12 ] g
nd k such that our method would give f ( k , M 0 ) = 10 −1 . The resulting
onstraints on f PBH, 0 from the full computation are within a factor
f two from our approximation, which is more than sufficient. This
ranslates to an error in the bound on k ( M 0 , f = 1) of less than 0.01. 
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