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We show that dark matter direct detection experiments are sensitive to the existence of particles
with a small effective charge (for instance, via couplings to a kinetically mixed, low-mass dark
photon). Our forecasts do not depend on these particles comprising a significant fraction of the
dark matter. Rather, these experiments are sensitive to the irreducible abundance produced in the
early universe through the freeze-in mechanism. We find that ongoing and proposed direct detection
experiments will have world-leading sensitivity to effective charges Q ∼ 10−12 across nine orders of
magnitude in mass, corresponding to a dark matter sub-fraction as low as ∼ 10−3.

Introduction.— The need for physics beyond the
Standard Model (SM) – including an explanation for the
existence of dark matter (DM) – strongly motivates the
study of dark sectors that are only weakly coupled to
the SM. One minimal example of such a sector is com-
prised of particles that are charged under a dark U(1)′

gauge group (see e.g. Refs. [1–5]). Kinetic mixing be-
tween the dark and SM gauge bosons through κFµνF ′

µν

provides the weak coupling between this dark sector and
the SM [6–8]. This dimension-four operator can originate
from a range of UV scenarios, including string theory
models where extended gauge sectors are ubiquitous [9–
12]. For ultralight U(1)′ gauge bosons, the kinetic mix-
ing can be rotated away such that the dark sector parti-
cles pick up a small effective electromagnetic charge (mil-
licharge) under the SM U(1) in the low-energy limit,

L ⊃ eQχ̄γµχA
µ + χ̄(i/∂ −mχ)χ, (1)

where the Dirac fermion χ is a millicharged particle
(MCP) with dark charge gχ and millicharge Q = κgχ/e.

These theoretical considerations have made MCPs and
dark photons a key benchmark for a range of collider and
astronomical searches. Sub-MeV MCPs and dark pho-
tons can be produced copiously in stellar interiors and
supernovae, impacting stellar evolution and other observ-
ables [13–20] while colliders can employ missing energy
and displaced vertex techniques to search for the pro-
duction of MCPs and dark photons [21–24]. Meanwhile,
if MCPs are additionally assumed to comprise the ob-
served DM of our Universe with ΩDMh2 = 0.12 [25],
they also pose a key experimental target for ongoing
DM direct detection searches including SENSEI [26] and
DAMIC [27], as well as the proposed OSCURA exper-
iment [28]. In fact, MCPs as DM are also one of the
main theoretical motivations for new approaches to sub-
MeV direct detection [29], for instance proposals involv-
ing direct deflection [30], polar materials (GaAs and
Al2O3) [31, 32] (which can include a multiphonon re-
sponse [33, 34] detectable with SPICE [35]), Dirac ma-
terials (ZrTe5, Yb3PbO, and BNQ-TTF) [36, 37], doped
semiconductors [38], or superconductors (Al SC) [39, 40].

As summarized in Fig. 1, in this Letter we point out
that if MCPs exist as particle states in the spectrum,
then some MCP abundance will inevitably be produced

FIG. 1. Experimental reach of searches for MCPs. The solid
lines represent the freeze-in relic abundance of MCPs nor-
malized to the DM abundance. The shaded regions represent
constraints from the TRGB [20], SENSEI [26], DAMIC [27],
and supernova 1987A [17]. The dotted lines correspond to
proposed direct detection searches for MCP scattering, while
the dashed lines correspond to the forecast sensitivity of di-
rect deflection [30] (including a solar MCP basin [41]). Each
of the direct detection lines were shifted taking into account
the variable MCP abundance in the Q –mχ plane.

in the early universe, leading to an irreducible cosmic
MCP background. In particular, MCPs can be produced
non-thermally via freeze-in, where annihilations and de-
cays of SM states generate a stable density of MCPs.
MCP freeze-in is IR-dominated and proceeds until the
process is either kinematically disallowed or until the
abundance of SM initial states is depleted by the expan-
sion of the universe. For Q ∼ 10−11, this slow accumu-
lation of MCPs can account for the observed DM abun-
dance [42–45], providing a target for DM direct detection
experiments. At even larger values of Q, the irreducible
MCP abundance is larger than the DM abundance, ef-
fectively ruling out the parameter space [46]. Mean-
while, for lower values of the millicharge, the MCP back-
ground constitutes a small sub-component of the DM.
We note that similar arguments have previously been
applied to axions and sterile neutrinos [47], as well as
real scalars [48], resulting in stringent constraints based
on their freeze-in abundance. Notably, axion freeze-in
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can be UV-dominated and is sensitive to the reheat-
ing temperature of the Universe, whereas sub-MeV MCP
freeze-in happens roughly at the same time as Big Bang
Nucelosynthesis, regardless of the reheating temperature.

Strikingly, as summarized in Fig. 1, a MCP subcompo-
nent of DM will still be accessible with any DM direct de-
tection searches that have sensitivity to couplings below
the freeze-in target, resulting in general bounds on the
existence of MCPs regardless of whether they are the DM
of our Universe. We find that traditional direct detection
searches for MCP-SM scattering (whose sensitivity scales
linearly with the MCP density) will be able to constrain
a fractional MCP abundance as low as ∼ 10−3 for keV-
TeV masses. Meanwhile, sub-keV MCPs will be most
readily accessible to a direct deflection approach (whose
sensitivity scales like the MCP density squared), poten-
tially reaching fractional MCP densities eight orders of
magnitude below the DM density.

Irreducible MCP Density.— For sub-MeV masses
we extend the freeze-in calculation of Ref. [45] to arbi-
trary abundances, including sub-keV MCP masses. The
production of sub-MeV MCPs occurs via two main in-
teractions: the annihilation of electron-positron pairs,
e+e− → χ̄χ [49, 50] and the in-medium decay of plas-
mons [45, 51]. The abundance of MCPs can then be
calculated by solving the Boltzmann equation,

sHx
dYχ

dx
= 2

(
n2
e⟨σv⟩e+e−→χχ̄ + nγ∗⟨Γ⟩γ∗→χχ̄

)
(2)

where Yχ = nχ/s is the comoving MCP number den-
sity, H is the Hubble rate, s is the entropy density, x =
mχ/T , and the two terms on the right are the thermally-
averaged annihilation and plasmon decay rates, respec-
tively. The factor of 2 accounts for the abundance of
both χ and χ̄. We do not include a term that captures the
backreaction of MCP annihilation or coalescence into SM
particles, as we have explicitly checked that the number
density of MCPs is always highly suppressed compared
to that of SM particles during freeze-in.

MCP production via annihilation occurs until T ∼
max(me, mχ), corresponding to temperatures when the
electrons either freeze-out of the thermal bath or lack
sufficient energy to produce MCPs. On the other hand,
plasmon decay remains active until the effective plasmon
mass (which is similar to the plasma frequency ωp) drops
below twice the MCP mass. At early times T ≳ 1 MeV,
the plasma is relativistic so ωp ≈ eT/3, whereas for
T ≲ 1 MeV the plasma frequency depends primarily on
the ambient electron density ω2

p ≈ e2ne/me. For suffi-
ciently low-mass MCPs, this means that production oc-
curs in a regime where the chemical potential of electrons
µe cannot be neglected. We therefore include the electron
chemical potential in our calculations, which we obtain
by equating the net electron density to the baryon density
at all times. At late times when the plasma is nonrela-
tivistic, we find that the electron chemical potential can

be approximated as

µe = T sinh−1

[
η
ζ(3)

π2
T 3e

me
T

(
meT

2π

)−3/2
]
, (3)

in agreement with other treatments in the literature [52].
Although we solve Eq. (2) numerically, including the

effects of finite temperature and chemical potential, the
relative contribution of the two channels as a function
of temperature can be understood using simple scaling
arguments. The rates for both annihilation and plas-
mon decay scale as ∼ T whereas the Hubble rate scales
as ∼ T 2, indicating that freeze-in is most active at the
lowest temperatures that are kinematically accessible (or
that have a sufficient abundance of SM initial states).
It is therefore possible to approximate freeze-in as hap-
pening at a particular temperature to compute the yield
using the relevant collision term in the Boltzmann equa-
tion. For e+e− annihilation, ⟨σv⟩n2

e ∼ e4Q2T 4 and
the lowest temperature where the process is active is
T ∼ max(mχ,me), giving a comoving MCP abundance
that scales as

Y e+e−

χ = 1× 10−9

(
Q

10−12

)2 (
1 MeV

max(mχ, me)

)
. (4)

On the other hand, the plasmon decay term scales as
⟨Γ⟩γ∗→χχ̄nγ∗ ∼ e2Q2ωpT

3. As the temperature of the
universe decreases, the plasma frequency decreases with
a non-trivial scaling (shown as an inset plot in Figure 2),
quenching the plasmon decay channel at a characteristic
temperature that depends on mχ. For MCPs above a
mass of mχ ≳ 10 keV, plasmon decay ceases at the kine-
matic threshold, ωp(T ) ∼ 2mχ. For a ∼ 10 keV MCP,
this threshold occurs at T ∼ 0.2 MeV, when the plasma
is still fairly relativistic. This results in a comoving abun-
dance,

Y γ∗

χ = 2×10−10

(
Q

10−12

)2 (
1 MeV

mχ

)
if mχ ≳ 10 keV.

(5)
For MCPs with lower masses, MCP production is still
kinematically allowed during electron freeze-out, which
results in an exponential suppression of the plasma fre-
quency. In this case, the electron depletion is primarily
responsible for quenching plasmon decay. The produc-
tion of the MCP background is therefore completed by
T ∼ 0.1 MeV at the very latest, just before the strong
exponential suppression of the electron density, regard-
less of MCP mass or production channel. This results in
a comoving MCP abundance proportional to

Y γ∗

χ = 3× 10−8

(
Q

10−12

)2

if mχ ≲ 10 keV, (6)

in agreement with Ref. [51]. Eqs. (4)-(6) make it ap-
parent that when mχ ≳ 100 keV, the electron-positron
annihilation rate dominates over plasmon decay. Conse-
quently, the total MCP abundance, ΩMCP = mχ(Ye+e−+
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Yγ∗)s0/ρ
c
0 scales as ΩMCP ∼ Q2 for mχ ≳ 10 keV and as

ΩMCP ∼ Q2mχ for mχ ≲ 10 keV, reproducing the scaling
seen in Fig. 1.

For MCP masses mχ ≫ 1 MeV, freeze-in production
primarily happens through SM fermions ff̄ → χχ̄, as
calculated in Ref. [43]. We ignore the effect of Fermi-
Dirac statistics, which can shift lines of constant relic
abundance by O(10%) [53]. Since the abundance through
these channels is proportional to Q2, one can straightfor-
wardly generalize these results to arbitrary values of Q
with a simple rescaling, ΩMCP = ΩDM(Q/QDM)2, where
QDM is the millicharge required to produce the observed
DM abundance ΩDM. Note that at energies near or above
the electroweak scale, MCPs additionally couple to the
SM Z-boson [54]. Consequently, MCPs in the mass range
1GeV ≲ mχ ≲ mZ/2 are produced through the decay
channel Z → χχ̄, resulting in the drop in Q required
for a fixed abundance as computed in Ref. [53]. Note
that the same finite-temperature effects that result in
modified photon mixing properties can also affect the
Z. However, these corrections are expected to be very
small [55, 56], and therefore should not substantially im-
pact our result. Formχ ≳ 200GeV, production will dom-
inantly happen before the electroweak phase transition,
where finite-temperature effects may require a more care-
ful treatment beyond the scope of this work.

Our calculations of the MCP abundance are subject
to the caveat that the MCPs cannot be substantially
depleted after their production. Notably, the presence
of an ultralight A′ in the spectrum implies that the
MCP abundance can be depleted through χχ̄ → A′A′.
Since this process scales as g4χ, it can potentially be
efficient despite the sub-thermal abundance of MCPs.
Ensuring that this process is always inefficient implies
that our calculations are valid when gχ < 3 × 10−4 ×
(mχ/1MeV)1/2(ΩDM/ΩMCP)

1/4. Small values of the
dark gauge coupling, combined with the freeze-in values
of Q and implied kinetic mixing parameter κ may be bol-
stered by UV considerations [57, 58]. This bound on the
dark gauge coupling is also similar to the one obtained
through constraints on self-interacting DM (SIDM) that
apply when MCPs are assumed to make up all of the
dark matter [59, 60]. We finally note that it is possible
to entirely avoid the depletion of MCPs by considering
the the “pure” millicharge case where the MCPs have a
small SM hypercharge and thus have a direct coupling
to the SM photon. In this case, the only annihilation
channel χχ̄ → γγ is suppressed like Q4 and is therefore
safely neglected in the entire parameter space.

Experimental Reach.— By accounting for the vari-
able relic abundance of MCPs in the Q −mχ plane, we
can recast existing forecasts and constraints that assume
MCPs are all of the DM into constraints and forecasts
on the mere existence of MCPs. Smaller abundances of
MCPs correspond to reduced overall experimental sensi-
tivity due to the reduced flux of particles passing through
the detector. We assume that MCPs produced in the
early universe have the same gravitational clustering dy-

FIG. 2. Evolution of the relic MCP abundance for several
MCP masses with values of Q chosen such that ΩMCP = ΩDM.
The curves converge at lower MCP masses, where plasmon de-
cay becomes inefficient at T ∼ 0.1 MeV primarily due to the
exponentially falling plasma frequency (shown in the inset)
rather than due to the kinematic threshold ωp > 2mχ (illus-
trated with vertical dotted lines for two choices of mχ). MCP
production is thus complete by T ∼ 0.1 MeV at the very lat-
est, regardless of the MCP mass.

namics as the DM, which would imply that the local
MCP density corresponds to the rescaled DM density,

ρMCP(Q,mχ) = ρDM
ΩMCP(Q,mχ)

ΩDM
(7)

where ρDM ∼ 0.3 GeV/cm3 is the local mass density of
DM in the Milky Way [61, 62]. We also assume the MCP
background has the same velocity distribution as the DM
for similar reasons (most often, direct detection analy-
ses are performed assuming a Maxwellian distribution).
To be consistent with these assumptions about the local
MCP density and phase space, we only consider MCP
masses above ∼ 1 eV, since even lighter MCPs would
have still have substantial free-streaming velocities at the
present day (MCPs lighter than ∼ 10−4 eV would still
be relativistic).
Ongoing and proposed sub-GeV direct detection ex-

periments provide a key avenue for constraining the irre-
ducible MCP background at intermediate MCP masses.
Existing analyses and forecasts for these experiments
place a bound on the electron scattering cross-section,

σe =
16πα2Q2µ2

χe

(αme)4
, (8)

as a function of mχ (where µχe is the MCP-electron re-
duced mass) under the assumption that MCPs make all
of the DM. The event rate at these experiments, which
determines their sensitivity, scales as R ∝ ρDMσe/mDM.
For the MCP background, we can therefore interpret ex-
isting limits on σe as limits on σe × (ρMCP/ρDM), which
can be straightforwardly projected onto theQ−mχ plane.
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For heavier MCP masses, the experimental program
targeting weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs)
via nuclear recoils can be repurposed to search for MCPs.
In the mass range mχ ≳ GeV, MCPs can be detected
via their interaction with the protons in the target nu-
cleus. Generally, bounds on the DM-proton cross section
assume a heavy A′ such that σp is suppressed by m−4

A′ .
However these bounds can be reinterpreted for the case
of an ultralight A′ or a “pure” millicharge, resulting in
an enhancement at low recoil energies,

σp =
16πα2Q2µ2

χp

(2mNER)2
(9)

where µ2
χp is the MCP-proton reduced mass, mN is the

mass of the target nucleus, and ER is the recoil energy.
Despite the fact that the differential event rate for a
fixed DM mass is different for heavy and light media-
tors, Ref. [63] pointed out that the two differential event
rates can be similar for distinct DM masses. Therefore
constraints assuming a heavy mediator can be reinter-
preted as constraints on MCPs (including the fractional
abundance of Eq. (7)) by ensuring that the differential
event rates are the same in the two cases [63].

New detection strategies, such as direct deflection [30],
are necessary to access sub-keV MCP parameter space.
Notably, it would be challenging to detect energy de-
position from single-particle scattering at the ∼ 1 meV
scale, corresponding to a keV-mass particle orbiting in
the MW. Direct deflection assumes that the “MCP wind”
passing through earth acts like a continuum, and the sig-
nal arises due to the collective deflection of the entire
wind in an oscillating background electric field, which
sources an alternating millicharge electric field down-
stream of the deflector. The millicharge-induced elec-
tric field scales as Eχ ∼ ρMCPQ

2/m2
χ, and the signal

power integrated over the shielded detector region scales
as E2

χ ∼ ρ2MCP(Q/mχ)
4. We can thus appropriately

rescale the sensitivity of DM searches using direct de-
flection to searches for MCP states in the spectrum. The
same direct deflection setup would also be sensitive to
the MCPs generated by the Sun that are trapped in the
Solar basin [41]. The sensitivity to the Solar basin MCPs
is stronger due to the higher local number density and
slower kinematics of basin-generated MCPs compared to
frozen-in MCPs.

Astrophysical and Cosmological Constraints.—
The overproduction bound shown in Fig. 1 can be un-
derstood as the parameter space where the abundance
of MCPs produced via freeze-in would be larger than
the observed abundance of DM, as discussed in Ref. [46]
(or e.g. Ref. [64] in the case of scalars). We note that
this overproduction bound is alleviated for gχ ≳ 10−4

when MCP annihilation to dark photons becomes effi-
cient, which opens up the parameter space. Furthermore,
throughout this work, we have assumed that the reheat-
ing temperature of the Universe is much larger than any
of the other relevant temperature scales. However, non-
standard early-Universe scenarios could result in lower

reheating temperatures that are constrained by obser-
vation to be at least ∼ 10 MeV [65–67]. The vertical
line in Fig. 1 shows the approximate parameter space
where we expect this assumption to affect our calcula-
tion. Lowering the reheat temperature could alleviate
the overproduction bound for heavy MCPs, as discussed
in Ref. [46]. Additionally, frozen-in MCPs never have
a thermal abundance and thus never possess substantial
entropy, indicating that they do not impact the measured
value of Neff, in contrast to freeze-out scenarios [46].

There are many methods to constrain MCPs, for in-
stance from anomalous energy loss from stars and super-
novae [17, 20]. Direct detection searches would provide
complementary constraints in the low-mass parameter
space, which is particularly important since stellar mag-
netic fields could trap MCPs in stars, in violation of the
assumptions typically made in setting stellar energy-loss
constraints. Dedicated work is required to understand
magnetic trapping in stars, but studies of the Sun sug-
gest that parameter space above Q ≳ 10−11 could be im-
pacted [68]. Additionally, if MCPs are assumed to make
up all of the DM, they can leave imprints in many as-
trophysical environments. For instance, the initial phase
space distribution from freeze-in production can result in
suppressed structure formation on small scales [69]. Non-
trivial MCP magneto-hydrodynamics may also affect the
internal properties of galaxies and galaxy clusters [70–
72], particularly accounting for ambient magnetic fields
and supernova remnant shocks that may alter the lo-
cal density and phase-space distribution of MCPs in our
Galaxy [73–77]. However, fully characterizing these dark
plasma effects (including possible screening due to a finite
dark photon mass) remains a challenging problem. The
scattering of frozen-in MCPs with baryons can also af-
fect the cosmic microwave background [69] and the 21 cm
global signal [78–81]. We expect that the these effects will
be significantly diminished if MCPs are a small fraction
of the total DM abundance. For instance, it has been
shown that MCP fractions less than 0.4% cannot be con-
strained from DM-baryon scattering in the CMB [82]
(assuming cold initial conditions). We finally note that
fermionic MCPs will not be subject to bounds from Pauli
blocking in dwarf galaxies (see e.g. Ref. [83]) if they only
constitute a small DM fraction.

Conclusions.— MCPs arise as parts of minimal dark
sectors that are weakly coupled to the SM. If MCPs exist
in nature, they may not constitute a substantial fraction
of the DM. Regardless, in this work we have shown that
DM direct detection experiments are sensitive to the ex-
istence of MCPs (even if they are a tiny sub-fraction of
DM) due to the irreducible MCP density produced in the
early universe. In the context of freeze-in production,
smaller couplings result in smaller DM fractions (this is
in contrast to the freeze-out mechanism, where the oppo-
site is true). Thus, any experiment that has sensitivity
below the traditional freeze-in target can probe the exis-
tence of a frozen-in MCP background. Notably, we find
that direct detection experiments will be able to achieve
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world-leading sensitivity to MCPs with masses spanning
nine orders of magnitude. This sensitivity to dark sectors
further motivates the future direct detection program.

Our results are conservative in the sense that we do not
include channels for MCP production outside of freeze-
in, which would only increase the MCP density and
strengthen the experimental reach. For instance, fully
non-thermal production channels like misalignment may
also contribute substantially to the ambient density of
low-mass MCPs [84]. Our results can also be extended
to consider other thermal histories, for instance with an
initial dark sector abundance [85].

Acknowledgements.— It is a pleasure to thank
Asher Berlin, David Dunsky, Rouven Essig, Felix

Kahlhoefer, Yoni Kahn, Tongyan Lin, Nadav Out-
mezguine, and Nick Rodd for useful conversations and
comments on the manuscript. EI was supported in part
by a Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council
of Canada (NSERC) Undergraduate Student Research
Award USRA-594131-2024. SH was supported in part
by the Canadian Institute of Particle Physics Connect
Fellowship. EI, SH, and KS acknowledge support from
a NSERC Subatomic Physics Discovery Grant, and from
the Canada Research Chairs program. KS thanks the
Kavli Institute for Theoretical Physics (supported by
grant NSF PHY-2309135) for their hospitality during the
completion of this work. This analysis made use of Numpy
[86], Scipy [87], Matplotlib [88], WebPlotDigitizer
[89], Jupyter [90] and Mathematica [91].

[1] C. Boehm and Pierre Fayet, “Scalar dark matter candi-
dates,” Nucl. Phys. B 683, 219–263 (2004), arXiv:hep-
ph/0305261.

[2] Maxim Pospelov, Adam Ritz, and Mikhail B. Voloshin,
“Secluded WIMP Dark Matter,” Phys. Lett. B 662, 53–
61 (2008), arXiv:0711.4866 [hep-ph].

[3] Kingman Cheung and Tzu-Chiang Yuan, “Hidden
fermion as milli-charged dark matter in Stueckelberg
Z- prime model,” JHEP 03, 120 (2007), arXiv:hep-
ph/0701107.

[4] Daniel Feldman, Zuowei Liu, and Pran Nath, “The
Stueckelberg Z-prime Extension with Kinetic Mixing and
Milli-Charged Dark Matter From the Hidden Sector,”
Phys. Rev. D 75, 115001 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0702123.

[5] Eung Jin Chun, Jong-Chul Park, and Stefano Scopel,
“Dark matter and a new gauge boson through kinetic
mixing,” JHEP 02, 100 (2011), arXiv:1011.3300 [hep-ph].

[6] Bob Holdom, “Two U(1)’s and Epsilon Charge Shifts,”
Phys. Lett. B 166, 196–198 (1986).

[7] Maxim Pospelov, “Secluded U(1) below the weak scale,”
Phys. Rev. D 80, 095002 (2009), arXiv:0811.1030 [hep-
ph].

[8] Marco Fabbrichesi, Emidio Gabrielli, and Gaia Lan-
franchi, “The Dark Photon,” (2020), 10.1007/978-3-030-
62519-1, arXiv:2005.01515 [hep-ph].

[9] Keith R. Dienes, Christopher F. Kolda, and John
March-Russell, “Kinetic mixing and the supersymmet-
ric gauge hierarchy,” Nucl. Phys. B 492, 104–118 (1997),
arXiv:hep-ph/9610479.

[10] S. A. Abel, M. D. Goodsell, J. Jaeckel, V. V. Khoze, and
A. Ringwald, “Kinetic Mixing of the Photon with Hidden
U(1)s in String Phenomenology,” JHEP 07, 124 (2008),
arXiv:0803.1449 [hep-ph].

[11] Mark Goodsell, Joerg Jaeckel, Javier Redondo, and
Andreas Ringwald, “Naturally Light Hidden Photons in
LARGE Volume String Compactifications,” JHEP 11,
027 (2009), arXiv:0909.0515 [hep-ph].

[12] Gary Shiu, Pablo Soler, and Fang Ye, “Milli-Charged
Dark Matter in Quantum Gravity and String Theory,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 241304 (2013), arXiv:1302.5471
[hep-th].

[13] Haipeng An, Maxim Pospelov, and Josef Pradler, “Dark
Matter Detectors as Dark Photon Helioscopes,” Phys.

Rev. Lett. 111, 041302 (2013), arXiv:1304.3461 [hep-ph].
[14] Haipeng An, Maxim Pospelov, and Josef Pradler, “New

stellar constraints on dark photons,” Phys. Lett. B 725,
190–195 (2013), arXiv:1302.3884 [hep-ph].

[15] Javier Redondo and Georg Raffelt, “Solar constraints
on hidden photons re-visited,” JCAP 08, 034 (2013),
arXiv:1305.2920 [hep-ph].

[16] Maurizio Giannotti, Igor Irastorza, Javier Redondo, and
Andreas Ringwald, “Cool WISPs for stellar cooling ex-
cesses,” JCAP 05, 057 (2016), arXiv:1512.08108 [astro-
ph.HE].

[17] Jae Hyeok Chang, Rouven Essig, and Samuel D. Mc-
Dermott, “Supernova 1987A Constraints on Sub-GeV
Dark Sectors, Millicharged Particles, the QCD Axion,
and an Axion-like Particle,” JHEP 09, 051 (2018),
arXiv:1803.00993 [hep-ph].

[18] Robert Lasenby and Ken Van Tilburg, “Dark photons
in the solar basin,” Phys. Rev. D 104, 023020 (2021),
arXiv:2008.08594 [hep-ph].

[19] Matthew J. Dolan, Frederick J. Hiskens, and Ray-
mond R. Volkas, “Constraining dark photons with self-
consistent simulations of globular cluster stars,” JCAP
05, 099 (2024), arXiv:2306.13335 [hep-ph].

[20] Audrey Fung, Saniya Heeba, Qinrui Liu, Varun Muralid-
haran, Katelin Schutz, and Aaron C. Vincent, “New
bounds on light millicharged particles from the tip of
the red-giant branch,” Phys. Rev. D 109, 083011 (2024),
arXiv:2309.06465 [hep-ph].

[21] Asher Berlin, Nikita Blinov, Gordan Krnjaic, Philip
Schuster, and Natalia Toro, “Dark Matter, Millicharges,
Axion and Scalar Particles, Gauge Bosons, and Other
New Physics with LDMX,” Phys. Rev. D 99, 075001
(2019), arXiv:1807.01730 [hep-ph].
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