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A note on the gravitational dark matter production
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Dark matter, one of the fundamental components of the universe, has remained mysterious in
modern cosmology and particle physics, and hence, this field is of utmost importance at present
moment. One of the foundational questions in this direction is the origin of dark matter which
directly links with its creation. In the present article we study the gravitational production of dark
matter in two distinct contexts: firstly, when reheating occurs through the gravitational particle
production, and secondly, when it is driven by the inflaton’s decay. We establish a connection
between the reheating temperature and the mass of dark matter, and from the reheating bounds,
we determine the range of viable dark matter mass values.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter, a fundamental component of the uni-
verse, remains one of the most profound mysteries in
modern cosmology and particle physics. Despite its grav-
itational effects being observed across a variety of astro-
physical scales, from galaxies to the cosmic microwave
background, its origin and nature continue to elude us.
Among the proposed mechanisms for dark matter gen-
eration, gravitational production of dark matter stands
out as a particularly compelling explanation, especially
within the context of the early universe, see for instance
[1-21].

Gravitational dark matter production leverages the
unique role of gravity, a universal interaction, as the pri-
mary mechanism for generating dark matter particles.
This process requires no additional couplings or inter-
actions with the Standard Model, relying solely on the
dynamics of the expanding universe. Such production
is especially relevant during the reheating phase follow-
ing cosmic inflation, where the universe transits from an
early inflationary epoch to a radiation-dominated era.

Two primary scenarios dominate discussions of gravi-
tational dark matter production: one in which reheating
occurs through the copious production of heavy parti-
cles [22] that subsequently decay into Standard Model
particles, and another where reheating results from the
decay of the inflaton field directly into Standard Model
particles [23]. These pathways connect the physics of
inflation, reheating, and dark matter, establishing a rela-
tionship between the reheating temperature and the mass
of dark matter. This connection allows us, through re-
heating constraints, to identify the range of viable dark
matter masses.

This short note delves into the theoretical foundations
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of gravitational dark matter production studied in sev-
eral works [1-11, 13-21] emphasizing its dependence on
inflationary reheating dynamics, its potential observa-
tional implications, and the range of viable dark mat-
ter masses within this framework. This short note has
been organized as follows. In section II we present the
gravitational reheating formulas. Section III describes
the gravitational production of dark matter in the con-
text of gravitational reheating. In section IV we discuss
the gravitational production of dark matter and reheat-
ing through the decay of the inflaton field. Finally, in
section V we conclude the present note with a brief sum-
mary.

Throughout the article, we work under the assump-
tion of the spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) geometry with a(t) (hereafter a) repre-
senting the expansion scale factor of the universe and we
have used the following notations:

1. “END”: denotes the end of inflation.
2. “0”: denotes the present time.
3. “reh”: denotes the reheating time.

4. paEnD: denotes the energy density of the produced
A-particles, at the end of inflation.

5. p.END = 3M2 Hiyp is the energy density of the
background at the end of inflation (M, is the re-
duced Planck mass), that is, it corresponds to the
energy density of the inflaton field.

6. p, corresponds to the energy density of the radia-
tion.

7. 04 = 22END g the heating efficiency of the A-

PB,END
particles.
~ 3r3 M3 . .
8. 04 = 2L is the decay efficiency of the A-

PB,END
particles, where I'4 is the decay rate of the A-

particles.


mailto:jaime.haro@upc.edu
mailto:supriya.maths@presiuniv.ac.in

9. Q,.h?: density parameter for radiation (h = Hy/100
km/s/Mpc in which Hy is the present day value of
the Hubble constant).

10. Q4h?: density parameter of the A-particles.

Concerning the observational constraints on some of
the parameters, we have used the following values [24]:

1. Qyh? = 0.12 + 0.0012, where the Y-particles are
the candidate for dark matter.

2. Q,.h? 2247 x 107°.
3. h=0.674 £ 0.005.

4. Ty = 2.7255 £ 0.006 K = 2.35 x 10713 GeV = 9.6 x
10732 M.

II. GRAVITATIONAL REHEATING FORMULAS

This section provides a detailed review of the results
recently obtained in [25, 26] (see also [22, 27-29] to find
some of the recent results in the context of gravitational
reheating). To begin with we consider a potential which
near the minimum ¢ = 0 behaves like ©>" (n is a natural
number). We examine heavy massive X-particles, which
are produced gravitationally due to the coupling of a X-
field with the Ricci scalar (see, for instance, [22], and
also [30, 31] for the foundations on quantum field theory
in curved spaces and its gravitational effects), and then
they decay into Standard Model (SM) particles in order
to reheat the universe. During the oscillations, close to
the minimum, as the potential behaves like 2™, hence,
with the use of virial theorem, the effective Equation of
State (EoS) parameter, weg, becomes weg = % Note
that weg is higher than 1/3 for n > 2. This guarantees
that the inflaton’s energy density decays faster than the
energy density of the produced particles as well as their
decay products, because, as a function of the scale fac-
tor, the energy density of matter decays as a~2, the one
of radiation as a=*, and for the fluid with EoS param-
eter weg, it decays as a3 Fwert) which in the case of

_6n

the inflaton’s energy density becomes o~ »+1.! As a con-
sequence, the energy density of the latter products will
eventually dominate and finally this will lead to a suc-
cessful reheating of the universe. We shall concentrate
on the class of inflationary potentials having similar be-
havior close to the minimum, e.g. Hyperbolic Inflation,
Superconformal a-Attractor E-models or Superconformal
a-Attractor T-models [32-34].

In order to clearly realize the mechanism of gravita-
tional reheating, it is essential to understand the decay

1 Without any loss of generality, we have set ag, the present day
value of the scale factor to be unity.

process. The decay process can be described with the use
of the dynamics governed by the Boltzmann equations:

dox 4+ 3Hpx (t) = —Txpx (t)
(1)
i+ 4Hp, (1) = Txpx (1),

where px (t) stands for the energy density of the produced
X-particles, p,.(t) is the energy density of the radiation (it
is the the energy density of the decay products), and I'x
is the decay rate of X-particles into SM particles and it
is assumed to be a constant. For example, considering an
interaction of the X-field with fermions, this leads to the

. . _ A%
decay 0}’ the X-particles with the decay rate I'x = *g*,
where h is a dimensionless constant [35].

We proceed with the solution which describes the en-

ergy density of the heavy massive particles as follows

3
AEND Dyt
px (t) = px END (a(t)> e~ Tx(t=tenn) ¢ > 4pnp.

(2)

Here, this solution represents that the decay begins at
the end of inflation, as discussed in [12]. This is due
to the fact that the heavy X-particles are produced at
the end of inflation, when the inflaton starts to oscillate.
Consequently, the decay of these particles commences im-
mediately upon their creation.

Now, inserting (2) to the second equation of (1) and
considering the fact that decay starts at the end of infla-
tion, one can obtain

4t
pr(t) = px.END <aEND) / a(s) [y e Tx(s—tmxn) g
a(t) tenp QEND
(3)

We now proceed by defining t4e. as the time where decay
ends, that is, when I'x(t4ec — tenp) ~ 1. This quickly
gives tqec ~ tEND + i, (Tx # 0), and we focus on the
investigation of the evolution of the decay products for

t > tqec. We presume that background dominates and

n+1

with such assumption we have a(s) 2 agnp ($/tgxp) "
n

since Weg = n—: Now, bearing in mind that

/ (8/15131\]]))”3711 FXe_FX(S_tEND)dS

tEND

~ _ntl dn+1Y\  s-=zdt

1%

where I' denotes the Euler’s Gamma function, we reach
at the conclusion that for ¢ > tgec, the following approx-
imation can be made

4
~—ntl [q
pr(t) = px ENDO x " ( ;(1:;)> , (5)



where we have used the definition of the decay efficiency
of X-particles. Now since, weg = - 1, the energy den-
sity of the background, that is, the energy density of the
inflaton field, satisfies the equation pp = (1 + wes)pB,
and thus, it evolves as

6n

pe(t) = pB.END (%) "H . (6)

Therefore, since the universe becomes reheated when
pB ~ pr, We get

2(n—2)

_ n+1 n+1
o5 — 0% (CLEND) , G

Greh

and as a result of which, the energy density of the decay
products at the time of reheating is given by the following

Prreh = pB,ENDO y Nyl 2)@” =3 (8)

Now, Stefan-Boltzmann law Tp, =

1/4
<7r23_(£eh) p,l/rih (here gren = 106.75 denotes the effec-
tive number of degrees of freedom in the SM), one gets
the following reheating temperature,

using the

90 1/4 _ _8{14;12 4(3712)
Tren = <7r29 h) O, PO\ [Hanp My (9)

It is essential to calculate the range of values for I'x.
We first note that I'y <« Hgnp because the decay oc-
curs well after the end of inflation. Additionally, we have
assumed that the energy density of the background dom-
inates at the end of decay, that means, p; dec < PB,dec =
3M21F2 Therefore, using the relation pp gec = 3M§1F§(,
we get

Gdec

4 _ 2(n41)
<CLEND) g@xs.n ; (10)

and inserting the above relation to p, gec < 3M, IF%(, one

arrives at

0T < Vox < 1. (11)

Moreover, combining (11) with the following bound
of the reheating temperature, 5 x 10*22Mp1 < Tien <
5 x 107190, which states that the reheating tempera-
ture remains in an interval consistent with the Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis (BBN) which occurs at about ~ 1 MeV
scale, and attains an upper bound at about ~ 10 GeV
in order to mitigate the issues related to the gravitino
problem [36-39], one gets four distinct cases. However,
the only viable case is the following

2(n—2)

n— H n+1 3n_
S <A]ZND> oy, (12)

pl

Y < VOx <10

provided that the inequality

2(n—2)

n—1
_a2e-v [ My \ _28(n=2) My, an
1 P ) < Ox <10 <p>
(HEND Hgxp

(13)

holds. Finally, we comment on the maximum value of the
reheating temperature. The maximum reheating temper-
ature is obtained at the epoch when the decay coincides
with the end of the inflaton’s domination, that means,
when py reh ~ 3F§(M§1. Now, considering eqn. (8), one
gets

VOx ~0r T, (14)

and inserting this into (9), maximum reheating temper-
ature becomes

Tmax =~ 54 x 10~ 1@2<" Y /Henp My, (15)

r

where O x, due to the bounds of the reheating tempera-
ture, is constrained as follows

n—1 n—1

- (Mpl ) " <oy <107 ( My ) "
Hexp Henp

(16)

III. GRAVITATIONAL PRODUCTION OF
DARK MATTER

This section deals with the gravitational production of
dark matter in the framework of gravitational reheating.
We consider two quantum scalar fields, X and Y which
are conformally coupled to the Ricci scalar. The X-field
produces heavy X-particles with mass my, which will
decay into SM particles and reheat the universe. The
Y-field produces Y-particles with mass my, and they
correspond to the present-day dark matter candidate.

A. Maximum reheating temperature

The case when the X-particles decay close to the onset
of radiation leads to the maximum reheating tempera-
ture. We begin by considering the energy density of the
dark matter at the present time which is given by

3 3
AEND AEND
PY,0 = PY,END ( ) = Oy pB,END < ) . (17)
ag ag

Now, with the use of the following
3 3 4

< GEND ) _ < AEND ) (areh ) )

ag Greh ago Qyeh

apnp \* [ aren \ * TR0
re reh
< Greh > ( ag ) To (18)




where the adiabatic expansion of the universe after re-

. . . - ma
heating has been considered, i.e. agTy = arenT oo™, We
now calculate

4 3
ago Qyeh
Pr,0 —
Qreh GEND

3
Areh

= PB,reh ( - ) = pB,ENDO X, (19)
END

3 ntl
wherein we make use of (‘T—NID> = Oy ' [26], which

arises under the assumptions of the background evolves
as

pi(t) = pe.enD (apND/a(t) 75T (20)

and the decay of the X-particles is at the onset of radia-
tion. With these, we find the following relation between
the energy density of the Y-particles and the maximum
reheating temperature

Oy  Tm
— - ren , 21
PY,0 76)(,0 0T (21)
that is:
Qyh? = Q,h2— —teh_ 22
Y ox To (22)

Now, inserting the value of the maximum reheating tem-
perature and the observational values of Qy h? and Q,.h2,
one arrives at the following bound

M 2—n
8.63 x 1028, /KEID = 0y0LY (23)

Next, we deal with scalar particles conformally cou-
pled to gravity (for the non-conformally coupled case,
specially the minimally coupled case, see for instance
[40, 41]), when m4 < Hgnp, because in this case one
can use the Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB) method
in the complex plane in order to analytically calculate
the B-Bogoliubov coefficients, which is the key piece to
find the energy density of the produced particles. Using
the results obtained in [26], we get

@A:1<m‘4>5/2 ]\41)1&226(%)5/2
1273 \ My V2HgnD . My ’
(24)

where we have used the usual value of the Hubble rate
at the end of inflation, i.e. Hgnp ~ 107®Mp;. Then, we
obtain:
n—2
Y~ 17 x 10700
pl

n—2
5/2\ 5(n—1)
~1.7x 10710 [ 2.26 [ X / ,(25)
My,

4

and taking into account the constraint, 5 x 10_22Mp1 <
Tmax < 5 x 107'°Mp,), coming from the BBN success,
after substituting (15) into it, we get:

—21 M, oD _9 My,
1075 e S OX" T S 1070
— 10718 <07 <1076, (26)
that is:
0.7 x 10~ 2% < % <1075, (27)

pl

where we have used that mx < Hgnp = 10_6Mp1. Fi-
nally, taking into account (15) and (24), the reheating
temperature can be written as a function of the mass
mx and the parameter n, as follows:

N oD
max — 5 4 % 1074 <2.26 (MX) ) M. (28)

pl

Finally, we close this section with figures 1 and 2. In
Fig. 1 we display the dependence of my with mx as given
in eqn. (25) for different values of n. This clearly exhibits
a pattern for increasing n. On the other hand, in Fig. 2
we show how the maximum reheating temperature, T,
depends on mx for different values of n. One can clearly
notice that for a specific value of n, if mx increases, T52*
also increases. Additionally, one can further notice that
for a particular value of mx, if n increases, then T %%

increases and it assumes the maximum value for n = oo.

1. Quintessential Inflation

In this section we discuss the bounds on the masses
of X and Y particles in a special cosmological scenario,
namely, Quintessential Inflation [22, 27, 28, 42-57] — a
unified cosmological model where after inflation the uni-
verse enters in a kination phase, i.e., all the energy den-
sity is kinetic which means that w.g = 1, and thus, it
is equivalent to the case n = oco. Using the values of
Ox and Oy, we have the following relation between the
masses

1/10
my —1u My ) mx
MY o564 % 1071 [ Pl mX (29
My (HEND My (29)

which for Hgnp = 10_6Mp1, leads to

my o —-10 [MX
— =2x107", [ —. 30
My My (30)

On the other hand, the bound of the maximum reheating
temperature leads to the following constraint

107 <y/ex <107¢ (31)
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FIG. 1. The dependence of my masses with mx has been shown for different values of n. We work with the units where

My = 1.
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FIG. 2. The maximum reheating temperature versus the mass of the produced particles, mx for different values of n has been

depicted. We work with the units where My = 1.

where we continue taking Hgnp = 10_6Mp1. Inserting

5/2
the value of Ox = 2.26 (ﬁ—)‘l) , we arrive at the fol-
P

lowing

551 x 10715 < X <994 1073,
pl

(32)

which must be improved due to the fact that we have
assumed mx < Hgnp = 107%M,,), leading to,

551 x 10715 < % <1075, (33)

pl

Now, using this last constraint, we find the range of



viable values of the mass of dark matter lying in the
following region:

148 x 10717 < 1Y 10713, (34)

pl

B. General case: decay before the onset of
radiation

When the decay is before the end of the inflaton’s dom-
ination, using (7) and (8), one has,

3
Greh
pB,reh
GEND

Therefore, from (17), (18) and (19
of the Y particles becomes

_3(n—1) n2—
T 2(n—2) 2)®4n(n 2) Treh
r,0 )
To

and taking into consideration the formula of the reheating
temperature (9) one arrives at,

3(n—1) n2—1

= ppENDOY T O (35)

), the energy density

pyo = OyOy (36)

90 \'/* 3/4 "sff \/HENDMpl
pyo= | = Oy0," 0 o
T=Greh To

(37)

which in terms of the density parameters, takes the form

1/4 /
th2 — 90 / Oy @—3/4@ Sn Q, h?M
7T2greh TO

(38)

This coincides with the previous case when VOx =
Yl

Now, inserting the observational values, one gets,

M. n+tl
867107 [P —0ye, 0. (39)

and from the expression of Oy, we derive
MY 1.7 x 1072003106 (40)
M,

with the following constraints (see for details [26]):

36(n— 24(n 2)

107 = << Ox < 10™ , (41)
and
_n_ — (n—2) 3n_
0y <6y <107 0%, (42)

where we continue using Hgnp = 10’6Mp1. From this
last constraint, it is also possible to obtain the bound for
my as,

L7 1071010757 < B o 10700 Y v (43)

pl

5/2
with Ox = 2.26 (;;@TX) and

72(n—

10~

). (44

<< —— K min(10™
Mpl (

1. Quintessential Inflation

In the case with n = oo, the formulas get simplifies as
follows. The reheating temperature in this case is given
by

Treh = < %0

1/4 _ 1 s
o h) Ox"Ox v/ Henp My
~54 %1040, 0%/ Honp My (45)

The relation between different heating efficiencies and the
decay efficiency is given by

8.67 x 107% = ©,0,7*0%, (46)
which leads to
Y ~1.7x107190%/106 (47)
My
with the constraints:
1073 < 0x <1072, (48)
and
Ox < VOx <1076%. (49)

Finally, we have the following bound for the masses:

Ax 107"« =2 «3%x10710, (50)
pl
and
1.07x 10717 < 1<<2>< 10~ 10@;(, (51)
p

5/2
with ©x = 2.26 (ﬁ—)‘l) Taking into account the
bound of ©x, one can conclude that the viable masses
for dark matter are of the order (10717 — 10716) M, ~

(10' — 102) GeV.

IV. GRAVITATIONAL PRODUCTION OF
DARK MATTER + REHEATING VIA
INFLATON DECAY

As we have already discussed, gravitational reheating
works only for n > 3. The reason behind this is that the
energy density of the background must decrease faster
than that of the decay products for radiation to eventu-
ally dominate and for the universe to become reheated.
As we have already discussed, this condition is satisfied
only when, after inflation, the effective EoS parameter of
the background is greater than 1/3, which corresponds
ton > 3.

Here we investigate the case with n = 1, where the
potential behaves like ¢? near its minimum, correspond-
ing to models such as Higgs or Starobinsky inflation. To



achieve a successful reheating, we assume that the infla-
ton field decays into SM particles with a decay rate I'y,.
In this scenario, we first assume that the decay is instan-
taneous, that means, all the energy stored in the inflaton
field is immediately converted to radiation, which is quite
different than a delayed decay as we will see in section
IV A. Reheating is achieved when I', = H,p, yielding a
reheating temperature given by [58]:

Tren 2 5.4 x 1071 /T, M.

Next, we consider the scalar Y-particles, which are cre-
ated gravitationally and are responsible for the present
dark matter. For m = 1, the background evolves as

3
pe(t) = pB.END (“f(l\tlf) , and immediately after the de-

cay which coincides with the reheating time, this energy
4
Z(Ltl)) . Then, fol-

lowing step by step the calculation done in section IIT A,
we obtain,

(52)

density transforms to p,(tf) = prren (

Tre
Qyh? = Q,h?0y =,

T (53)

which coincides with the result used in [2]. By inserting
the value of the reheating temperature along with the
observational data, we obtain:

M
Oy = 8.63 x 10728, | P!

T, (54)

At this point, we note that for my <« Hgnp, whenn =1,
we have [4, 26, 40]

gp*‘i

PY,END =
47

1
<4> mi Hanp = 4.14 x 1073m? H3\p
(55)
where we have used I (i) =~ 3.6254. Therefore, Oy =

2
1.38 x 1073 (1\”}1—;) , which leads to the following relation

between my and I'y, as

2
my ~ —25
— =~ 6.25 x 10
(Mpl)

My

—_—. 56

P (56)
Finally, we derive the relation between the reheating

temperature and the dark matter mass which goes as

M. 2
Tren = 3.37 x 1072 <pl> My,

(57)
my

and taking this into account, the constraint of the reheat-
ing temperature we find to be,
m
250 x 1078 < —X <« 1076, (58)
M,
where we have taken into account that my < Hgnp ~
1075M,,. Therefore, the viable masses for dark matter
are of the order: my ~ 10_7Mp1 ~ 2 x 10 GeV.

A. Delayed decay

This situation is more involved than the previous case
because it requires to solve the Boltzmann equations:

d
el 4 3Hpp(t) = ~Tyups(t),
(59)
dpy
W+ 4Hp. (1) = Typa(0),
where for simplicity, we assume that the decay rate is
constant. Following the reasoning depicted in [12] we
can write the second equation as follows
d(pra®)

7 — 7013’

da H

and assuming that the decay occurs during the inflaton’s

T
»PB (60)

PB
one has
3MZ

d(pra®
% = /3psT Mya®.

Next, following [12], we also assume that the back-

ground scales as pg = pB,END (AEND /a)?’, and inserting
it into (61), which after integration leads to

domination, i.e., when H &

(61)

2\/5 a 3/2 a 5/2
pr = TFgoMpl\/pB,END ( E;D> {1 - ( ECI:D) } ,

(62)

where we can see that for a > agnp, the energy density
of radiation evolves as
2V/3

pr = TrgaMpl PB,END (

which does not match with the real evolution of radi-
ation at late times, which scales as a~%. The problem
in this approach is that the authors assume, for all the
time, an evolution of the background which only holds
at early times when I', < H as is discussed in the ear-
lier works [2, 29, 59, 60], because as we can see from
the first equation of (59), its exact evolution, for all time

t > tgnp, is

3/2
WD), (63)

3
pB(t) = pi,END (GEND> e eI, (64)
a(t)
which means that at very late times, since the right
hand side of the second equation of (59) decays expo-
nentially, it becomes dp;t(t) + 4Hp,(t) = 0, which is the
conservation equation for radiation. Therefore, as we will
demonstrate, the reheating temperature obtained in this
work will differ slightly—Dby less than an order of magni-

tude—from the values reported in previous studies.
Having clarified this point, we now address the exact
evolution of radiation, which is described by:

AGEND Lot a(s) —Ty(s—teND)
Pee ¢ ds.
a(t) tenn GEND

(65)




Equating both energy densities at the reheating time,

one has,
treh
a(s)
—Tpotren
e whreh 7/ I'pe
tenp dreh

which is impossible to solve analytically, because to find
the evolution of the scale factor one needs to analytically

solve (59) with H(t) = YLete®

V3Mpy
solved numerically. Therefore, to find an approximate
solution of (66), we follow the strategy to assume that
before the reheating the evolution is dominated by the
background, and thus, the evolution of the scale factor is

given by:

Lesgs, (66)

, which can only be

. 3/2
@ ~ HEND (G/END> e—FT"g(t—tEND)7 (67)

which leads to

2/3 2/3
a(t) ~ <3HEND> / {1_6_?@_@@)4_ r, ] /

AEND ].—‘<p 3HEND
(68)

which under the assumption of I'y, <« Hgnp can be ap-
proximated by

alt) (3HEND>2/3 L _e—%%r/g' (69)

AEND ry
Therefore,
t
/ CL( ) 1—\ e FW(S_tEND)dS
tenp YEND
H, 2/3 ptry 2/3
= (3END) / (1 - 671/2) e ®dz, (70)
Ly 0

where we have assumed that tgnpl'y ~ I'y/Henp <
1. Taking into account that a primitive, which can be
obtained integrating by parts, of the integrand is given

by:
3 5/3
— — *1/2) ( 7m/2>
- (1 e 3 + e : (71)
we have
3 3Hgnp \ >/ —iry 2\
pr(t) = 50/B-END < ) (1—6 ¢ )

ry
x (34 5eme/?) (“f(?f > '
(72)

For t > t,en the contribution of the term

t
/ a(s) Iye™
AEND

treh

FW(S—tEND)dS (73)

appearing in (65) can be disregarded, which means that,

4

Pr,reh <Zr(et}))) .
9) and (72), after introducing the

Te/2 we find:

at late times p,.(t)

Returning to (66), (6
notation, zyen = e~ tred

3522, — 62pen — 9 =0, 74
reh

whose solution is z.n, = 3/5, and leads to the following
reheating temperature pj yeh = 3I‘2 M 21, which is of the

same order, the difference is to replace 3/4 by 1/2, than
the result obtained in [12] using the method explained
above. Having in mind all of these results, we calculate:

3 3
GEND GEND
PY,0 = PY,END ( > = Oy pPB,END ( ) , (75)
agp ao

and write

obtaining:

apnn \* [ aren \ " Tren
py,0 = Oy pBEND ( ) ( ~ ) = (77)
Greh ag 1o

Now, multiplying the right hand side by Q7 we find,

Pr,0
Treh 1

4 3
T Qreh
pr 0 areh AEND

Tre 1 25 Tre
= Oy PB,ENDPr,0 Th @YPro h

_ T
0 Pr,reh (;é;%) 0
(78)

Py,0 = Oy PB.ENDPr0

where we have used that p, ren (areh/aEND)3 = %PB,END~
Therefore, we conclude that the relation between the den-
sity parameters is,

25 Tren
Oyh? = Z=0y0,h2 22 79
Y o O T, (79)
and inserting the observational data, we get,
1.68 x 1028 = @y L1ch 80
. (50)
2
and using that Oy = 1.38 x 1073 (K}—;’l) , we find,
Mo 2
T, = 1.22 x 10725 <p‘> My, (81)
my

which is of the same order as the result obtained in the
previous case of instantaneous decay. Consequently, the
viable masses of dark matter are of the same order as
those obtained in (58).



V. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have studied the gravitational pro-
duction of dark matter particles resulting from the con-
formal coupling of a massive scalar field to the Ricci ten-
sor in two distinct scenarios: (i) when the reheating oc-
curs via gravitational production of heavy particles con-
formally coupled to gravity, which subsequently decay
into SM particles, and (ii) when reheating is driven by
the decay of the inflaton field into SM particles.

In both scenarios, we relate the reheating temperature
to the mass of dark matter particles. By considering
the constraints on the reheating temperature imposed by
the success of the BBN, we identify the range of viable
masses for dark matter particles, obtaining new bounds
(see sections IIT and TV).

A significant result emerges when reheating is driven
by the gravitational production of scalar particles con-
formally coupled to gravity. In this case, as described in
section III, the range of viable dark matter masses is rel-
atively low and narrow, depending on the effective EoS
parameter during the oscillations of the inflaton field. For

example, in the case of Quintessential Inflation, where
Wegg = 1, the maximum viable mass is below the TeV
scale.

Conversely, in the second scenario where the potential
is approximately quadratic near its minimum, as we have
shown in section IV, the viable mass range for dark mat-
ter particles is significantly higher, centered around 10!
GeV, though still within a narrow range. This highlights
the strong dependence of viable dark matter properties
on the specific dynamics of reheating in the early uni-
verse.
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