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Abstract. The question of what is the total entropy of the universe, how it compares
to the maximal entropy of de Sitter space, and how it is distributed across the uni-
verse’s components, bears considerable importance for a number of reasons. Here,
we first update the computation of the entropy associated with various sectors of the
observed universe, including in the diffuse cosmic and late-time gamma-ray and neu-
trino backgrounds, in baryonic matter both in diffuse components, in stars and stellar
remnants, and in cosmic rays; we then update, crucially, the estimate of entropy in
stellar-mass and super-massive black holes, whose abundance and mass function has
come into increasingly sharp definition with recent observations and with the rapidly
growing statistics of black-hole-black-hole mergers observed with gravity wave detec-
tors. We also provide a new, corrected estimate of the potential entropy associated with
a stochastic gravitational wave background, with dark sector radiations, and with sev-
eral dark matter models. Finally, we utilize the similarly recently updated constraints
on the abundance of hypothetical primordial black holes – black holes, that is, of non-
stellar origin – to assess the maximal amount entropy they could store. We find that if
supermassive primordial black holes exist, they can dominate the entropy budget of the
universe consistently with current constraints on their abundance and mass function,
to a level potentially not distant from the posited entropy associated with the cosmic
event horizon of de Sitter spacetime. The same conclusion holds for certain dark sector
models featuring a large number of dark degrees of freedom.
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1 Introduction

The concept of entropy plays a fundamental role in cosmology, informing our understanding
of the universe’s thermodynamic state and its evolutionary trajectory. Entropy’s increase
drives all irreversible processes, from the biological and chemical reactions inherent in life to
supernovae and Hawking radiation, providing insight into the behavior of the Universe at,
virtually, all scales, and hinting at its potential fate. Exploring the entropy associated with
various cosmic components, such as supermassive black holes, stellar black holes, the cosmic
microwave background, neutrinos, the interstellar and intergalactic medium (ISM and IGM),
and stars, may offer essential insights into the universe’s history, composition, and ultimate
fate. Additionally, these components’ entropy is often compared to the maximal entropy of
de Sitter space and the entropy of the cosmic event horizon (CEH), providing crucial upper
bounds within cosmological models.

Due to the second law of thermodynamics and its poorly defined but seemingly real con-
nection to the arrow of time, entropy becomes just as important to study when attempting to
describe the evolution of a universe’s model. Past entropy studies have used this fact to make
predictions about the final state of the universe, possibilities for the indefinite continuation
of life and civilization, the theory of gravitational entropy, and the connection between the
arrow of time and entropy itself [1–5]. Further studies of cosmological entropy may refine
these results, as well as introducing bounds on the parameters of existing and undiscovered
cosmic components. This is the main goal of the present work.

Unfortunately, entropy is a difficult quantity to study when relating to cosmology. En-
tropy was first defined in the context of thermodynamics, labeled as a state function, and
useful when combined with temperature as a measure for energy lost as heat. This definition
focused on changes in entropy, rather than absolute amounts. Later, a statistical definition
of entropy was formulated by Boltzmann, giving an absolute entropy proportional to the
logarithm of the number of “microstates”. After this, a new definition for entropy arose
from information theory, relating entropy to probability [6]. All of these definitions, though
originating from vastly different fields, can be made equivalent to each other under certain
assumptions and in certain limits, but they still cannot encompass the generality required to
define and compare entropies for all cosmic constituents, which exist at all scales, at asymp-
totically zero to maximally high temperatures and densities, in flat and curved spacetimes,
and with differing and unknown levels of coarse-graining. To get around this, many past
studies use considerable approximations and some “hand-waving” in order to draw conclu-
sions. The issue of perfecting a definition for entropy that is both accurate and useful is
outstanding (for work being done on defining much more accurate theories, see [7]), though
one can improve upon past estimates with newer data (such as for black holes) and more
detailed theories, in particular for components such as dark matter and gravitational waves.

On one key point, most previous studies agree: Supermassive black holes are most
likely the current largest repositories of entropy within the universe, due to their large event
horizons. The Bekenstein-Hawking entropy relation, which scales with the area of a black
hole’s event horizon, provides the foundational mathematical and conceptual framework for
these estimates [8, 9]. Stellar-mass black holes, while smaller in size, share of course the same
entropy structure, albeit contributing to a lesser extent to the entropy budget of the universe
when compared to their supermassive counterparts [10, 11].

The cosmic microwave background – relic radiation from the early universe – is charac-
terized by a blackbody spectrum with relatively low entropy per unit volume [11]. Despite
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its vast extent across the universe, the entropy of the cosmic microwave background is sig-
nificantly smaller in comparison to that of black holes [12]. Neutrinos, decoupling early
in cosmic history, contribute to entropy albeit also modestly [13]. Previous related studies
[11] did not estimate the additional contribution to cosmic entropy of photon and neutrino
radiation backgrounds at lower and higher frequency, from radio to X-rays to gamma rays,
produced later in the history of the universe compared to the cosmic diffuse components men-
tioned above. Additionally, other so-far undetected diffuse backgrounds, such as a stochastic
background of gravitational waves [14], dark radiation – i.e. one or more relativistic species
belonging to a beyond-the-Standard-Model“dark sector” – [15], and the cosmological dark
matter can also potentially contribute significantly to the universe’s entropy budget, as the
present study highlights.

According to past studies [11], the interstellar and intergalactic medium is likely asso-
ciated with the most significant entropy contribution from baryons. Although dwarfed by
black holes and radiation in terms of overall magnitude, the role of diffuse baryonic matter
remains critical in understanding the distribution of entropy in the universe [10]. Similarly,
stars contribute entropy through nuclear reactions and radiative processes, but their direct
entropy effects are lesser than those of more massive structural components [16, 17]. Fi-
nally, baryons are also found in high-energy cosmic rays, whose entropy, to the best of our
knowledge, has never been assessed before.

Crucially, the cosmic event horizon’s entropy, associated with the de Sitter horizon in
a cosmological-constant-dominated universe, can provide1 an upper bound on the universe’s
entropy content [11, 21]. The entropy of the cosmic event horizon is, as it should be, much
larger than the estimate of the combined contributions of internal components, marking
it a pivotal element in understanding thermodynamic limits and cosmological models [22].
Studies suggest that the entropy associated with the cosmic event horizon dominates the
entropy budget of the universe since early cosmological epochs [21].

A significant dimension of entropy calculations involves the assumptions of isotropy
and homogeneity, based on the Cosmological Principle, which posits an evenly distributed
universe on large scales. These assumptions are pivotal in simplifying models and deriving
entropy estimates. However, studies that challenge these assumptions explore perturbations
and structure formations, reflecting anisotropies and inhomogeneities that might lead to
variations in local entropy calculations [21, 23]. The relaxation of isotropy and homogeneity
assumptions invites a more complex and nuanced understanding of entropy distribution,
possibly associated with features like cosmic strings or voids [23]. We leave this topic to
future work.

Understanding cosmic entropy is not a mere academic exercise; it bears profound im-
plications for cosmological models. Accurately determining entropy provides a window into

1Note that it is at present a matter of active discussion whether or not the de Sitter cosmological horizon
entropy constitutes an “actual” entropy that acts, that is, like black holes’ horizon entropy, and if these
arguments can be applied to horizons more broadly defined (see Ref. [18] for extension of some black hole
horizon properties to de Sitter horizons, see Ref. [19] for analysis of thermodynamic status of de Sitter horizons,
see Ref. [20] for extension to general causal horizons) – for instance, it is not necessarily common to consider
Unruh horizons and resulting Unruh radiation as adding entropy differentially for observers accelerating
at different rates, though this has been analyzed in Ref. [20] – and it is not agreed upon whether or not
cosmological horizon entropy should be considered as part of the universe’s total entropy, an upper bound,
or ignored entirely (for instance, Ref. [11] argues that when considering a comoving volume and assuming
homogeneity, one can safely infer entropy densities beyond the horizon, and so the horizon entropy need not
be considered).

3



cosmic evolution, offering insights into the irreversible processes that shape the universe, the
arrow of time, and constraints on models like ΛCDM. Evaluating the cosmological entropy
budget enables insights into the nature of thus-far mysterious components of the universe’s
energy density makeup, such as dark matter, dark energy, possible dark-sector relativistic
species, diffuse gravitational backgrounds, and the origin of cosmic acceleration, as well as a
deeper theoretical understanding of cosmology rooted in thermodynamics [13, 24].

This study aims to update and extend previous assessments of the cosmic entropy
budget, and is structured as follows: First, in sec. 2 we review and re-assess, with the latest
estimates for cosmological parameters, the entropy associated with the cosmic event horizon;
sec. 3 discusses known, diffuse relativistic backgrounds, both from early times, such as the
cosmic microwave background and the cosmic neutrino background, and from late times; we
also review possible new physics extensions to known, standard backgrounds, the possibility
of a large lepton asymmetry, and the effect of structure clumping at late times on the entropy
of the cosmic neutrino background – all topics absent from previous studies; Sec 4 estimates
the entropy associated with baryonic structures, including the ISM, IGM, stars and other
bound baryonic objects, and additionally discusses the entropy of charged, light leptons such
as electrons and positrons; we also assess the entropy associated with relativistic cosmic rays,
extrapolating results pertaining to local measurements to the entire observable universe;
sec. 5 then ventures in the exploration of as-yet undiscovered but potentially important
“dark” relativistic backgrounds, such as dark radiation and diffuse, stochastic gravitational
waves; In turn, 6 seeks to outline the possible entropy contribution of particle dark matter
candidates, including the possibility of stable micro-black-holes at or around the Planck scale.
Our final sections present our results for the cosmic entropy from black holes of stellar (sec. 7
and non-stellar (sec. 8) origin. We present our discussions and conclusions in sec. 9.

2 Cosmic Event Horizon

The entropy associated with de Sitter (dS) and quasi-de Sitter (q-dS) spacetimes has been
widely researched in a number of frameworks, including semiclassical thermodynamics, string
theory, holography, and quantum gravity. The foundational work of Gibbons and Hawking
established that de Sitter spacetime possesses an entropy SdS = A/4G, proportional to the
area of the cosmological horizon, and associated with a temperature T = H/2π defined
by the Hubble parameter H [21]. This entropy parallels what is well known in black hole
thermodynamics, and is interpreted as a measure of quantum states accessible within the
dS causal patch [25–29]. However, unlike black hole entropy, the microscopic origin of SdS
remains a relatively contentious topic, with various proposals ranging from quantum soft
modes and finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces to string-theoretic mechanisms and holographic
duals [30–34].

Holographic interpretations, particularly through the dS/CFT correspondence, have
been a primary approach to understanding de Sitter entropy and its implications for quan-
tum gravity. This conjecture, proposed by Strominger [25], suggests that quantum gravity in
dS spacetime is dual to a Euclidean CFT on a spacelike boundary at I+. Bousso and collab-
orators have connected aspects of dS entropy to conformal field theory measures, including
the Cardy formula, but the dual CFT often exhibits non-unitary properties, raising concerns
about its physical completeness [35–37]. The difficulty in defining a boundary theory for
dS, as opposed to AdS holography, has led to introduce modifications, including quantum-
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deformed symmetry groups, entropy islands, and extremal surfaces, particularly in lower-
dimensional settings [38–41]. While these approaches partially recover the Gibbons-Hawking
entropy and provide hints about its microscopic structure, the gap between semiclassical and
fully holographic descriptions remains a major challenge.

In string theory, several studies suggest that de Sitter entropy originates from micro-
scopic degrees of freedom associated with strings or branes near the cosmological horizon. For
instance, Halyo suggested that SdS can be understood as the entropy of a highly excited string
at the Hagedorn temperature, renormalized due to the gravitational redshift near the horizon
[32, 37]. Other approaches, such as those by Sanchez and Silverstein, connect string density
of states or compactification flux vacua to the entropy-temperature relationship of de Sit-
ter spacetime, finding consistency with semiclassical predictions but highlighting challenges
with constructing stable dS vacua in string theory due to no-go theorems or metastability
[30, 34, 42, 43]. These efforts have advanced understanding of the connection between quan-
tum gravity and cosmological spacetimes, but the instability of dS in string theory often
limits their applicability [31, 44].

Thermodynamic interpretations of dS and q-dS spacetimes also reveal deep connections
between entropy and cosmology. In the context of slow-roll inflation, deviations from exact
de Sitter symmetry influence the horizon area and entropy variations due to scalar field fluc-
tuations and quantum diffusion [26, 45, 46]. Entropy bounds appear to impose constraints
on inflationary e-foldings and observable modes, reflecting the finite information capacity
of de Sitter horizons during inflationary epochs [26, 46]. Stochastic approaches to inflation
further link entropy changes to coarse-grained field dynamics and long-wavelength perturba-
tions, demonstrating connections between IR effects and the overall thermodynamic behavior
of quasi-de Sitter horizons [45]. These insights not only refine thermodynamic predictions
for inflationary cosmology but also suggest entropy as a fundamental measure of spacetime
structure.

Further complexities arise in spacetime configurations where black hole horizons coexist
with de Sitter horizons, such as Schwarzschild-de Sitter and Nariai spacetime geometries. In
such cases, the entropy contributions from the black hole and cosmological horizons evolve
dynamically, raising questions about global thermodynamic consistency [27, 47, 48]. String-
based models have been used to study thermodynamic and holographic connections in these
setups, drawing parallels to entropy competition in AdS black holes and extending metrics to
include horizon interactions through localized degrees of freedom [32, 48, 49]. These scenarios
underscore the intricate relationship between horizon entropy, thermodynamics, and causal
structure in de Sitter spacetimes.

The lack of a unified microscopic theory for de Sitter entropy limits understanding of
quantum-gravitational phenomena in dS and q-dS universes [30, 34, 50]. Proposals such
as species bounds, quantum extremal surfaces, and q-deformed holographic duals provide
promising tools but require further development [38, 39, 50]. Moreover, the interplay be-
tween entropy corrections, such as logarithmic terms derived from quantum effects, and the
semiclassical entropy formula suggests that deviations at high curvatures or in quantum
regimes could provide new insights [28, 29, 43, 44].

Here, we resort to the original Gibbons-Hawking form SdS = A/4G and update the
entropy associated with the cosmic event horizon (CEH) with the latest central values of
cosmological parameters given in Ref. [51]. Using the approach of Ref. [11], and marginalizing
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over the uncertainty in cosmological parameters, we find

RCEH = a(tnow)

∫ ∞

t=tnow

c

a(t)
dt = (1.577± 0.009)× 1026 m = 16.68± 0.09 Glyr. (2.1)

The corresponding volume of the CEH reads

VCEH = (1.64± 0.05)× 1079 m3 = (1.95± 0.54)× 104 Glyr3. (2.2)

The entropy associated with the CEH is then found directly from the Gibbons-Hawking
expression which, including fundamental constants, reads:

SCEH =
c3

Gℏ
4πR2

CEH

4
= (2.99± 0.03)× 10122 kB. (2.3)

Another critical quantity for our analysis that depends entirely on cosmological param-
eters is the radius and corresponding volume of the observable universe, which we find to be,
again with the latest cosmological parameters and associated uncertainties [52],

Robs = a(tnow)

∫ ∞

t=tnow

c

a(t)
dt = (4.382± 0.004)× 1026m = 46.35± 0.5 Glyr. (2.4)

The volume of the observable universe then reads

Vobs = (3.52± 0.11)× 1080 m3 = (4.17± 0.12)× 105 Glyr3. (2.5)

3 Photon and neutrino diffuse backgrounds

The photon and neutrino cosmic backgrounds represent key relics from the early universe,
playing a crucial role in understanding its thermal history and evolution. The photon back-
ground, observed today as the cosmic microwave background (CMB), and the cosmic neu-
trino background (CνB), provide thermodynamic insights into early-universe processes such
as decoupling, energy transfer, and entropy evolution.

The photon entropy, which remains nearly constant during adiabatic expansion, is
tightly constrained by observations of the Tγ = 2.725K blackbody CMB spectrum and
anisotropies, with the current specific entropy per baryon S/Nb ∼ 1010 kB linking to primor-
dial conditions following inflation and reheating [53, 54]. In contrast, the neutrino entropy
is influenced by the dynamics of weak decoupling, where partial equilibration with leptons
ceases around T ∼ 1MeV, and is further shaped by processes such as electron-positron
annihilation that transfer entropy to photons while reducing the neutrino temperature to
Tν/Tγ ≈ 0.716 [55, 56].

The evolution of entropy in these cosmic backgrounds reflects the interplay between
expansion, energy transfer, and particle interactions. During weak decoupling, intricate
neutrino-plasma coupling dynamics introduce deviations from equilibrium in the neutrino
energy spectrum, leading to minor entropy production that slightly modifies the photon and
neutrino densities. These effects have been studied through detailed Boltzmann transport
equations and finite-temperature corrections to the equation of state, providing refined pre-
dictions of Neff ≈ 3.044 that are consistent with data from big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN)
and CMB measurements [53, 55, 56]. Moreover, observational constraints on the photon
entropy per comoving volume and energy-transfer processes during decoupling align well
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with these theoretical models, underscoring the predictive power of the Standard Model in
describing cosmic thermodynamics [53, 56].

We note in passing that despite this strong foundation, important gaps remain in fully
integrating photon and neutrino entropy evolution and their implications for the universe’s
broader history. While electron-positron annihilation and weak decoupling processes are
well-modeled, less attention has been devoted to explicitly examine how the coupled en-
tropy evolution of photons and neutrinos reflects key phases such as inflation, reheating,
and the transition between radiation- and matter-dominated eras. Efforts to address such
questions include statistical frameworks utilizing relative entropy to characterize neutrino
decoupling deviations [57], as well as general analyses of photon and neutrino entropy den-
sity ratios across cosmic timescales [58]. However, the observational signature of neutrino
entropy contributions remains elusive, with proposed future experiments like PTOLEMY
aiming to detect the cosmic neutrino background and place direct constraints on neutrino
sector thermodynamics [57, 59].

Non-standard processes, such as sterile neutrino decays or neutrino self-interactions, add
further complexity to the question of evaluating the entropy in the neutrino sector. These
scenarios generate significant entropy during particle decays or interactions, typically modi-
fying the neutrino-to-photon temperature ratio and effective relativistic degrees of freedom
∆Neff, with implications for entropy conservation and the thermal evolution of the photon
and neutrino backgrounds [60, 61]. Nevertheless, while such models predict departures from
the Standard Model’s entropy evolution, they face stringent observational constraints from
BBN and CMB measurements [61, 62] limiting considerably their overall impact on our
estimates below.

Turning now to our quantitative assessment of the entropy related to the cosmic photon
and neutrino backgrounds, the entropy density in the CMB is simply that of a black body
at temperature TCMB = 2.7255± 0.0006 K [52],

sCMB =
2π2

45

k4B
c3ℏ3

gγT
3
CMB = 1.476× 109 kB m−3, (3.1)

with gγ = 2 above, and a completely negligible error from the error on the CMB temperature.
The corresponding CMB entropy in the universe reads

SCMB = sCMBVobs = (5.196± 0.16)× 1089 kB, (3.2)

where the uncertainty stems almost exclusively from that on Vobs computed in the previous
section.

In addition to the CMB, the extra-galactic background light (EBL) – the accumulated
diffuse radiation due to star formation and stellar emission processes, including the contri-
bution from active galactic nuclei – also contributes to the photons’ entropy in the universe.
Integrating over EBL not associated with the CMB (see e.g. the estimates in [63], which we
use here – different estimates lead to minor variations of our results), we estimate

sEBL ≃ 8.6× 106 kB m−3, SEBL = sEBLVobs = 3.02× 1087 kB, (3.3)

and we conclude that the EBL contribution to total cosmic entropy is less than 1% of the
CMB entropy.

Moving now to the cosmic neutrino background, in complete analogy to the photon
background, the entropy associated with the CνB corresponds to that of a black body at a
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temperature

Tν ≃ CTCMB, C ≃ (4/11)1/3. (3.4)

As explained above, in the equation above the temperature of the CνB today is theoreti-
cally predicted to be approximately 1.95 K, as derived using the standard scaling relation
Tν = (4/11)1/3Tγ , which, in turn, follows from entropy conservation during electron-positron
annihilation in the early universe. This prediction is highly robust within the standard
ΛCDM cosmology and is supported by indirect observational constraints and precision mod-
eling of neutrino decoupling processes [64–67]. Small theoretical corrections, such as those
arising from incomplete neutrino decoupling and finite-temperature QED effects, minimally
impact the prediction, leading to a refined value of Tν = 1.945 ± 0.001 K in several studies
[64, 66, 68]. As also noted above, more significant deviations from this value could arise from
non-standard physics such as sterile neutrino populations or entropy injection, though no ob-
servational evidence currently supports these scenarios [69, 70]. Observational constraints on
parameters like Neff ≈ 3.046, which is inferred from CMB anisotropies and large-scale struc-
ture formation, indirectly validate the predicted CνB temperature through its dependence
on the neutrino energy density, ρν ∝ T 4

ν [64, 71, 72].

With the value Tν = 1.945± 0.001 K, the result for the entropy density is

sCνB =
2π2

45

k4B
c3ℏ3

gνT
3
CνB = 1.408× 109 kB m−3. (3.5)

with gν = 6 in the equation above for the 6 internal degrees of freedom of the three Standard
Model neutrinos, and the (7/8) coefficient is the standard Fermi-Dirac correction. The error
corresponding to the cosmic neutrino temperature is, as for the CMB, completely negligible
(one in a billion). The corresponding entropy in the universe reads

SCνB = sCνBVobs = (4.96± 0.15)× 1089 kB. (3.6)

Cosmic neutrinos, at sufficiently low redshift and in large-enough halos, acquire larger
average velocities, if they are massive enough to effectively, or approximately virialize in
halos at late time. This has been studied in detail both semi-analytically and numerically in
Ref. [73] and subsequently, e.g., in Ref. [74].

The mean velocity of the cosmic neutrino background in the late universe reads, as a
function of redshift [73]

⟨v⟩ ≃ 160 (1 + z)
km

sec

(
eV

mν

)
. (3.7)

For a halo with an escape velocity vesc ≃
√
GMvir/rvir, cosmic neutrinos with a temperature

T0,ν and thus with the velocity in Eq. (3.7) above, will not effectively cluster if ⟨v⟩ ≳ vesc.
The escape velocity for large-enough halos can be approximated as

vesc ≃ 500
km

sec

√
Mhalo

1012 M⊙
. (3.8)

On the other hand, the free-streaming length of a cosmological neutrino of mass mν is
approximately

λfs ≃ 2 Mpc

(
eV

mν

)
. (3.9)
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This should be compared with the virial radius of a halo of mass Mhalo, which for simplicity
we can cast as

rvir ≃ 0.1 Mpc

(
Mhalo

1012 M⊙

)1/3

. (3.10)

The neutrino velocity is therefore affected by clustering at a mass scale Mhalo if (i) ⟨v⟩ < vesc
and if (ii) λfs < rvir. Condition (i) implies

mν

eV
> 0.3

(
1012 M⊙
Mhalo

)−1/2

; (3.11)

The second condition implies instead

mν

eV
> 20

(
1012 M⊙
Mhalo

)−1/3

. (3.12)

The latter equation is always more stringent for any halos larger than a few solar masses.

Noting that
∑
mν ≲ 0.1 eV, we expect from the first condition that halos larger than

approximately 1013 M⊙ should gravitationally start to create a cosmological neutrino over-
density; the corresponding free streaming length is, however, significantly larger than the
size of these halos, suppressing the resulting velocity enhancement. In conclusion, neutrino
clustering at late times is a negligible effect on the entropy of the universe. The situation is
markedly different in the potentially much colder dark matter sector, as we discuss below.

Neutrinos outside the CνB are additionally produced in a number of astrophysical pro-
cesses and at a variety of energies through the late-time phase of the universe’s evolution.
The most important components for the computation of the entropy budget in the universe
are associated with thermonuclear reactions in stars. To our knowledge, the most up to date
estimate for neutrino backgrounds in the Galaxy was obtained in [75], that marginalizes over
a number of initial mass functions and star formation rates.

The extrapolation from the local neutrino flux to that in the entire universe is com-
plex; we discuss this issue in detail in the next section, where we conclude that cosmic rays
with spectra similar to the Milky Way’s likely occupy 10−6 to 10−4 of the universe’s total
volume. The volume occupied by non-CνB neutrinos, VNT , is defined as the cosmic ray-
occupied volume, VCR, defined below, justified by the fact that both particle types have
similar astrophysical origins and are localized to galaxies, with some spillage into halos.

The entropy associated with the Galactic neutrino flux can be directly computed from
the observed and theoretically inferred or extrapolated neutrino flux Iν noting that the
number and energy densities can be computed as

n =
4π

c

∫
Iν(E) dE, (3.13)

u =
4π

c

∫
E Iν(E) dE. (3.14)

The entropy density associated with this non-thermal neutrino (NTν) component reads [75]
(including all fundamental constants)

sNTν =
4πkBgs
c3h3

∫ ∞

0
E2

{
f(E) ln

[
1

f(E)
− 1

]
− ln[1− f(E)]

}
dE, (3.15)
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where

f(E) = h3c2
I(E)

E2
. (3.16)

Using as a reference the Salpeter mass function [76], and the star formation rate ψ2 of
Ref. [75], the central value of the entropy density in thermonuclear neutrinos (the primary
contributors to the NTν background in the Galaxy is

sNTν = (0.77+1.15
−0.16)× 10−1 kB m−3. (3.17)

where we estimated the uncertainty via the results from alternate stellar mass functions and
stellar formation rates in [75]. The resulting total associated entropy, accounting for the
suppression factor mentioned above, is

SNTν = sNTνVNT = 2.7+4.0
−0.6 × 1074±1 kB, (3.18)

thus quite significantly below the entropy of the CνB.

Large hidden lepton asymmetries in the neutrino sector of the early universe have been
shown to significantly impact entropy production and the thermal history of the cosmos.
Several mechanisms for generating such asymmetries have been proposed, including active-
sterile neutrino oscillations driven by Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW) resonance ef-
fects [77], rolling scalar fields with derivative coupling to lepton currents [78], and late-time
decays of relic particles such as saxions [79]. These asymmetries, which can reach O(0.1−1),
are consistent with current cosmological constraints if accompanied by entropy suppression
mechanisms, such as mild entropy release during saxion decay [79].

Hidden lepton asymmetries can manifest observationally through their influence on Big
Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN), the effective number of relativistic species (Neff), and neutrino
spectral distortions [80, 81]. Studies show that large asymmetries may impact helium-4 and
light element abundances during BBN [80, 81], while simultaneously enabling shifts in Neff

to address discrepancies like the Hubble tension. Notably, entropy production due to non-
thermal neutrino distributions and distortions in the plasma-neutrino interactions has been
modeled, though extensive quantitative predictions of the maximum entropy contribution
remain underexplored [79, 81].

While there is consensus on the range of mechanisms capable of producing large neutrino
asymmetries and their broad cosmological implications [78–80], further work is needed to es-
tablish precise and firm theoretical predictions for the upper bounds of entropy contributions
in these scenarios. We leave this task for future work.

4 Baryonic matter: IGM, ISM, Cosmic Rays, Stars, and Other Baryonic
Structures

We discuss here the entropy associated, in the present universe, with baryonic structures,
including diffuse, unbound baryons (sec. 4.1), baryons bound in stars and other compact
objects (sec. 4.2), and relativistic cosmic rays (sec. 4.3). Note that while we refer here to
“baryons”, we include also the entropy associated with electrons, especially when the latter
are in a non-degenerate state (if they are degenerate, the contribution to the entropy is very
suppressed [4]). We also compute explicitly the entropy associated with cosmic-ray electrons
in sec. 4.3.
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4.1 Diffuse unbound baryons

The thermodynamic and spatial distribution of baryons in the late universe is largely un-
known, making an estimate of the associated entropy considerably uncertain. For baryonic
material not bound in structures, such as the ionized intergalactic medium, it is relatively
straightforward to estimate an associated entropy density assuming it is at a temperature
T and with number density n, effective, average particle mass m, and number of internal
degrees of freedom g, from the Sackur-Tetrode formula,

s = kB ln

(
g

nh3P
(2πmkBT )

3/2

)
. (4.1)

The major contributors to the overall entropy budget are (1) the intergalactic medium (IGM),
including the warm-hot intergalactic medium (WHIM), (2) the interstellar medium (ISM),
and the intra-cluster medium (ICM).

The WHIM is the primary reservoir of baryonic matter (∼40-50% of baryons, strongly
supported by both simulations [82–84] and observations [85–87] and resides in filamentary
structures of the cosmic web, with temperatures of 105-107 K [82–84, 88, 89]. UV/X-ray
absorption studies (e.g., OVI, OVII, OVIII) confirm WHIM’s presence [85, 86, 90]. Stacking
techniques ([87]) and thermal Sunyaev-Zeldovich (SZ) surveys ([91]) reveal WHIM in dense
filaments, though detection of hotter phases (> 106 K) remains incomplete.

The diffuse IGM contains ∼30-40% of baryons at lower temperatures, while galaxies
and ISM (∼10%) and ICM (∼4-5%) are much smaller contributors [83, 85, 92, 93]. This dis-
tribution aligns with ΛCDM predictions and resolves much of the “missing baryon” problem.
We note that distinctions between IGM and WHIM (near 105 K threshold) remain blurred
in some studies [85, 92]. Additionally, detecting the full baryon fraction in WHIM across all
density environments is limited by current observational sensitivities [86, 87].

When considering observed number densities, we must account for the fact that, for in-
stance, the WHIM is typically clumped at densities one order of magnitude or so larger than
the smooth baryonic density, and that the ICM is clumped over halos whose mass spans many
decades, which we account for utilizing appropriate halo mass functions. To extrapolate from
local entropy to total entropy of diffuse unbound baryons, we relate observed local number
densities nα, (α = WHIM, ICM, CNM, etc.) of the different gas components to the smooth
baryonic density ρb via nα = ∆αfαρb/xα, where fα is the fractional abundance of component
α, ∆α is an effective clumping factor, and xα is average particle mass in component α.

We now turn to the discussion of the detailed temperature and density of the various
baryonic diffuse components.

1. Intergalactic Medium (IGM): The IGM consists of diffuse gas outside galaxies and
galaxy clusters and is primarily divided into two phases: the Cool IGM, which corresponds
to the photoionized phase at low redshifts responsible for the Lyman-alpha forest, and the
Warm-Hot Intergalactic Medium (WHIM), a hotter phase within the IGM formed through
shock-heating during structure formation processes. The typical temperatures of the cool
IGM are ∼ 104 to 105 K [83, 85, 89], as detected via the Lyman-alpha forest in UV spec-
troscopy; typical temperatures for the WHIM are in the range ∼ 105 to 107 K [84, 85, 89],
as observed through OVI/OVII/OVIII ion absorption/emission lines (e.g., UV/X-ray obser-
vations) and indirectly via the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect [94].
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Component Temp. Numb. dens. s/ni S

[K] [cm−3] [k−1
B ] [k−1

B ]

IGM (Cold phase) 104 − 105 (10−7 − 10−6) 75-91 (2.0− 32)× 1081

IGM (WHIM) 105 − 107 (10−5 − 10−4) 79-96 (2.8− 42)× 1081

ISM (Cold ISM) 101 − 102 (10− 100) ∼ 65 (5.7− 57)× 1080

ISM (Warm ISM) ∼ 104 (0.1− 1) 75-76 (6.6− 67)× 1080

ISM (Hot ISM) 106 − 107 (10−3 − 10−2) 82-91 (7.2− 80)× 1080

ICM 107 − 108 (10−4 − 10−2) 85-94 (3.0− 42)× 1080

Table 1. Contribution to the entropy of the universe from different baryonic matter phases:
IGM (Cool phase): Lyman-alpha forest; photoionized hydrogen gas in diffuse intergalactic regions.
IGM (WHIM): Shock-heated during cosmic web formation; detected in filaments via OVI/OVII.
ISM (Cold ISM): Molecular clouds; dense, cool environments.
ISM (Warm ISM): Warm neutral/ionized hydrogen making up much of the galactic disk’s volume.
ISM (Hot ISM): Ionized bubbles around supernova and energetic feedback regions.
ICM: Virialized hot plasma in galaxy clusters; detected via X-ray bremsstrahlung and SZ effect.

The IGM mean gas density is in the range ∼ 10−7 − 10−6 cm−3 [83–85] while that of
the WHIM ∼ 10−5 − 10−4 cm−3 [83–85] with densities spanning from ≈ 10−6 cm−3 in voids
to ≈ 10−4 cm−3 in denser regions of WHIM filaments [94].

2. Interstellar Medium (ISM) The ISM refers to the gas and dust within galaxies,
especially in galactic disks, and spans multiple thermal phases (cold, warm, hot) with vastly
different temperatures: (i) the Cold neutral medium (CNM), dense, neutral gas associated
with star-forming regions; (ii) the Warm neutral/ionized medium (WNM/WIM), moderately
dense and filling much of the galactic volume; and (iii) the Hot ionized medium (HIM), diffuse
and fully ionized, forming bubbles around energetic processes like supernovae.

Typical Temperatures of the CNM are in the 10-100 K [85], as detected through molecu-
lar lines like CO or atomic hydrogen HI 21-cm radio lines; for the WNM/WIM, temperatures
are around 104 K [85, 92], as probed via hydrogen recombination lines or forbidden lines in
emission. The temperature of the HIM is in the ∼ 106 to 107 K [85, 95] range, as hinted by
soft X-ray emissions or Fe XVII lines.

The ISM has densities orders of magnitude higher than the IGM, with cold phases
much denser than warm or hot phases. The average ISM gas density, considering all phases,
is ∼ cm−3 in the Milky Way [95]. More specifically, typical densities of the ISM are in the
∼ 10 − 100 cm−3 [85, 95] for the CNM, ∼ 0.1 − 1 cm−3 [85, 95] for the WNM/WIM, and
∼ 10−3 − 10−2 cm−3 [95, 96] for the HIM.

3. Intracluster Medium (ICM) The ICM — the diffuse, hot plasma that resides in
galaxy clusters, filling the space between galaxies within their virialized halos — is primar-
ily heated during the cluster collapse/formation (shock-heating and virialization). The gas
is fully ionized and detected through its strong X-ray emissions (e.g., bremsstrahlung ra-
diation). Typical Temperatures of the ICM are in the ∼ 107 to 108 K range [82, 85, 97],
corresponding to ∼1-10 keV. The range varies based on the mass/density of the host galaxy
cluster, with more massive clusters hosting hotter ICM [84, 95]. Typical densities of the ICM
are ∼ 10−4 − 10−2 cm−3 [85, 95, 98]; the ICM is typically denser in central cluster cores
(∼ 10−2 cm−3) and falls off in outer regions (∼ 10−4 cm−3). The ICM is fully ionized and
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primarily traceable via bremsstrahlung X-ray emission and thermal Sunyaev-Zel’dovich (SZ)
effects, with higher densities typically in massive galaxy clusters.

We estimate the contribution to the total entropy of the universe of diffuse baryons
using the ranges of density and temperature detailed upon above; Tab. 1 lists the entropy
per baryon and the total entropy for each component, indicating that all components have
comparable entropy contributions, with the IGM components contributing most likely the
largest part to the entropy in diffuse backgrounds, roughly a factor 3 more than the ISM and
30 or more than the ICM. Overall, we find that, at most, diffuse baryons contribute to the
entropy of the universe an amount

Sbaryons, diffuse ≲ 1083 kB. (4.2)

4.2 Baryons in stellar and compact objects

The population of stars and stellar remnants in the observable universe can be estimated
by extrapolating detailed studies of the Milky Way, combined with broader astrophysical
models and scaling relationships. The Milky Way, with approximately 1011 to 4× 1011 stars
and a cumulative stellar mass of ∼ 5 − 6 × 1010M⊙, serves as a representative template for
large galaxies [99–101]. There are an estimated 2 trillion galaxies in the observable universe,
spanning a range of morphologies, masses, and star formation histories, with a total stellar
mass of approximately 1023M⊙ spread across these systems [102]. By assuming the Milky
Way’s stellar population as an approximate baseline for typical galaxies, we can scale its
stellar and remnant populations to estimate the census of stars, white dwarfs, and neutron
stars across the observable universe. This is the main goal of the present section. We will then
utilize the entropy-per-baryon estimates of Ref. [103] to infer the global entropy contribution
of all relevant stellar and stellar remnants in the universe.

Main sequence stars are distributed according to an a priori unknown initial mass
function (IMF) (e.g., Salpeter or Chabrier), with low- and intermediate-mass stars predicted
to be far more numerous than their high-mass counterparts [100, 104, 105]. For main sequence
stars with masses of ∼ 1.5M⊙ (late A- or F-type stars), approximately 1-5 billion are found
in the Milky Way. This population scales to an estimated ∼ 3 − 10 × 1020 similar stars
in the universe. In contrast, higher-mass stars with masses around ∼ 7M⊙ and ∼ 25M⊙
are extremely rare due to their rapid fuel depletion; these stars make up only a fraction
(< 10−4) of all stars [99, 104]. Thus, main sequence stars of mass ∼ 7 M⊙ are estimated to
number ∼ 1017, while only ∼ 1013 more massive stars of mass ∼ 25 M⊙ are anticipated to
exist across the entire universe, consistent with IMF predictions and observational surveys
of massive stars [99, 101, 106].

The stellar remnants formed from these stars are predominantly white dwarfs, which
are the endpoints of stars with initial masses less than ∼ 8 - 10M⊙ [102, 107]. The Milky
Way is estimated to contain approximately ∼ 109 − 1010 white dwarfs, distributed across a
range of cooling stages. Recent cooling models, accounting for core processes such as latent
heat from crystallization and energy release during 22Ne sedimentation, suggest that older,
“cold” white dwarfs (∼ 1 × 105K) dominate the population, likely comprising > 90% of all
white dwarfs [102, 108, 109]. This implies a cold white dwarf population on the order of
2 − 3 × 1021 in the universe, while younger, hot white dwarfs (∼ 5 × 108K) constitute a
smaller fraction (1-3%), totaling ∼ 1020 objects [102, 108, 109].

Neutron stars, formed via supernova explosions of stars in the 8 − 25M⊙ range, are
significantly less common than white dwarfs due to the IMF bias toward lower-mass progen-
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Stellar Type MW Pop. Extrap. Pop. S/(kBN) S/kB

MS (∼ 1.5M⊙) ∼1-5 billion ∼ 3− 10× 1020 3,718 (1.8-5.9)×1081

MS (∼ 7M⊙) ∼10 million ∼ 2− 5× 1017 4,671 (1.5 -3.7)×1078

MS (∼ 11M⊙) ∼1 million ∼ 2− 5× 1016 4,331 (1.4 - 3.5)×1077

MS (∼ 25M⊙) ∼10,000 ∼ 2− 5× 1013 5,173 (1.7 -4.1 )×1074

Hot WD ∼50-100 million ∼ 1− 3× 1020 5.72 (0.9 -2.7)×1078

Cold WD ∼8-9 billion ∼ 2− 3× 1021 1.86×10−5 (6.0 -8.9)×1073

Hot NS ∼10-1,000 ∼ 2− 5× 1015 5.45×10−3 (1.7 -4.3)×1070

Cold NS ∼100 million ∼ 2− 3× 1020 5.45×10−5 (1.7 -2.6)×1073

Table 2. Extrapolated stellar population estimates for the Universe, and the corresponding entropy
per baryon from Ref. [103], and the total contribution to the entropy of the universe.

itors [99, 104]. Population synthesis models predict approximately ∼ 108 neutron stars in
the Milky Way, primarily cooling remnants at temperatures of ∼ 107K [110, 111]. Scaling to
the universe, the cold neutron star population is on the order of ∼ 2− 3× 1020. Conversely,
newly formed, “hot” neutron stars (∼ 109K) exist only briefly (for seconds to minutes post-
supernova) and number < 103 in the Milky Way at any given time, extrapolating to ∼ 1015

in the observable universe [110, 112].
We note that despite robust theoretical frameworks for white dwarfs and neutron stars,

observational biases limit our ability to confirm key population features, especially for ex-
tremely cold remnants or young, hot compact objects [102, 106]. Future survey techniques
and theoretical studies of cooling processes are required to refine these extrapolations.

Our computation of the global entropy associated with baryons in bound objects follows
the estimates above, and utilizes the results of Ref. [103] to evaluate the entropy associated
with main sequence stars of different mass, white dwarfs, and neutron stars, the latter two
at two different evolutionary stages.

Note that Ref. [103] does not calculate specific entropy estimates for giant branch stars,
but it can be reasonably estimated that giant branch stars contribute little to total stellar
entropy. The evolutionary trend indicated by Ref. [103] is that specific entropy of a single
star’s matter decreases with time, and because stars proportionally spend a short amount of
time in the giant phase, relative to MS and remnant phases, the population of giant branch
stars is also small as compared to other stages, further suppressing its significance on entropy
estimates. For these reasons, we omit this population without expecting a significant change
to our result.

Our results indicate that by far the dominant entropy contribution from stellar and
stellar remnant objects is in light, main-sequence stars, contributing up to ∼ 6 × 1081 kB;
more massive stars (∼ 7− 11M⊙) and hot white dwarfs contribute to the level of 0.1% of the
light main sequence stars; the highest mass MS stars (∼ 25M⊙), cold white dwarfs, neutron
stars, and giant branch stars are significantly smaller contributors.

4.3 Relativistic Cosmic Rays

To our knowledge, the entropy associated with high-energy cosmic rays has never been as-
sessed. The central issue with evaluating the entropy associated with such population is that
the cosmic-ray flux is measured directly only at Earth, and two extrapolations are therefore
in order to capture the population in the entire universe:

(1) extrapolate local measurements to the entire Milky Way Galaxy, and
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(2) extrapolate the inferred results for the Milky Way to the entire universe.

Specifically, extrapolating locally observed cosmic ray (CR) electron and proton fluxes to
Galactic and universal scales is constrained by significant uncertainties across source distribu-
tions, propagation mechanisms, and interstellar medium (ISM) properties. Locally measured
fluxes (e.g. with AMS-02, Voyager, DAMPE) are influenced by solar modulation and cannot
directly represent Galactic-scale CR distributions without addressing uncertainties in CR
source locations, diffusion parameters, and energy losses. Models such as those used in [113–
115], and [116] reveal that radial and vertical variations in source profiles, combined with
energy-dependent propagation effects, drive spatial discrepancies in CR spectra. Stochastic
models that treat CR sources as discrete (e.g., supernova remnants) rather than continu-
ous distributions indicate substantial localized flux variability, a factor that propagates into
Galactic uncertainty when scaling CR fluxes (see e.g. [117–120].

Propagation models, including diffusion, convection, and re-acceleration mechanisms,
are highly degenerate, as noted in studies using Bayesian fitting and Markov Chain Monte
Carlo methods [121–123]. Secondary-to-primary CR ratios (e.g., B/C) provide some con-
straints, but are limited by uncertainties in nuclear cross-sections and solar modulation.
Other studies highlight spatially dependent diffusion models to account for CR and gamma-
ray data variations across the Milky Way, such as spectral hardenings near regions of higher
source densities [113, 115, 116]. Additionally, discrepancies between electron and proton pre-
dictions persist, as rapid energy losses via synchrotron and inverse Compton for electrons
amplify spatial and spectral uncertainties when extrapolated globally [114, 116, 119].

Although diffuse gamma-ray emissions and high-energy neutrino observations provide
indirect validation of Galactic-scale CR distributions [113, 114, 116, 124], uncertainties in
ISM properties, gas densities, and magnetic field structures hinder robust scaling to extra-
galactic environments. Scaling to universe-wide CR fluxes is further complicated by poorly
constrained Galactic escape processes, extragalactic magnetic fields, and cosmological energy
loss mechanisms [113, 116, 124]. While probabilistic models and multi-messenger approaches
are improving local-to-Galactic extrapolations, the universe-scale problem remains largely
unresolved and requires further observational and theoretical developments.

To estimate the volume of the universe occupied by cosmic rays with spectra similar to
those observed in the Milky Way, several factors need to be considered. These include the
spatial distribution of galaxies, the conditions necessary for sustaining CR production and
propagation, and whether cosmic rays could retain similar spectra beyond the influence of
galactic magnetic fields and structures.

Cosmic rays with Milky Way-like spectra are likely confined primarily to galaxies with
sufficient magnetic fields to retain them over extended periods. Magnetic fields in galactic ha-
los and disks significantly influence the propagation of cosmic rays, allowing them to undergo
the diffusion and energy loss processes observed in the Milky Way. Extragalactic magnetic
fields are generally weaker (∼ 10−15−109 G), meaning that cosmic rays in intergalactic space
are not expected to have the same spectral characteristics due to rapid escape and different
energy loss mechanisms (e.g., interactions with the CMB via pion production for high-energy
protons) [113].

Cosmic rays are most likely accelerated primarily by astrophysical sources like supernova
remnants and possibly pulsars, which are tied to star-forming regions. Therefore, galaxies
with active star formation or substantial populations of past stellar explosions (e.g., spirals
and starburst galaxies) are the primary environments expected to host CRs with spectra
similar to the Milky Way [113, 124]. Note that the scarcity of very-high-energy cosmic rays
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means that we can safely neglect their contribution here.

Galaxies occupy a very small fraction of the universe’s volume. Cosmological observa-
tions suggest that galaxies are clustered along filamentary structures in the large-scale cosmic
web, leaving vast regions of intergalactic voids [116]. The total volume of the universe domi-
nated by galactic environments, assuming star-forming or Milky Way-like galaxies, is a small
percentage relative to the total cosmological volume.

Cosmic rays escaping galaxies rapidly lose energy due to interactions with the cosmic
microwave background through processes like inverse Compton scattering (for electrons) and
pion production (for protons at ultrahigh energies). These interactions result in spectral
shifts and significant steepening of the energy spectrum in extragalactic regions, diverging
from the Milky Way-like spectra [115, 124].

Galaxies in clusters on scales of approximately 1-10 Mpc occupy roughly 10−5 to 10−4

of the universe’s total volume when summed across all galactic halos, based on large-scale
structure simulations and void fraction studies [116]. The Milky Way is a relatively large
spiral galaxy with active star formation and a moderately strong magnetic field (10−6 G),
placing it in a category that may include 10-30% of all galaxies. Assuming similar conditions
for CR acceleration and propagation, the volume fraction of the universe containing such
galaxies may be closer to 10−6 to 10−5.

Cosmic rays escaping from galaxies contribute to larger regions, such as halos and
circumgalactic environments (∼0.1-1 Mpc in size). The exact extent depends on the strength
of cosmic ray diffusion and magnetic field configurations in galaxy clusters and filaments.
Even with such extensions, the effective “occupied” fraction of Milky Way-like cosmic rays in
the universe would remain small, likely not exceeding 10−3 of the total cosmological volume.
Thus, in conclusion, we estimate that cosmic rays with spectra similar to the Milky Way’s
likely occupy 10−6 to 10−4 of the universe’s total volume, largely confined to galactic disks,
halos, and possibly filaments of the cosmic web.

We compute the entropy associated with cosmic rays with the same procedure we em-
ployed for neutrinos above. For cosmic-ray electrons, we utilize the fluxes measured and
reported in Ref. [125] for the low-energy component, and in [126] for the higher-energy com-
ponent. We find that the contributions above and below are comparable, with the main
uncertainty associated with the volume of the extrapolation of local measurements to the
universe as a whole discussed above. Specifically, we find the following:

S<1 GeV

kB
≃ 1.7× 1076±1; (4.3)

S>1 GeV

kB
≃ 1.6× 1076±1; (4.4)

Stotal
kB

≃ 3.3× 1076±1. (4.5)

Remarkably, the contribution from low- (≲ 1 GeV) and high-energy (≳ 1 GeV) energies
is comparable. Overall, however, we find that cosmic-ray electrons are a relatively small
component of the universe’s entropy

For cosmic-ray protons, we utilize, for the high-energy part (energies above 10 GeV),
Ref. [127], and for the low-energy part (below 10 GeV) Ref. [128], and we find the following
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results:

S<1 GeV

kB
≃ 2.6× 1078±1 (4.6)

S>1 GeV

kB
≃ 8.9× 1077±1 (4.7)

Stotal
kB

≃ 3.5× 1078±1 (4.8)

We thus conclude that protons contribute approximately 100 times more entropy than
electrons, and may contribute an amount close to that of stars to the overall entropy budget
of the universe.

5 Gravitational Wave and Dark Radiation Diffuse Backgrounds

Ref. [11] argues, correctly, that relic gravitons from thermal decoupling at the Planck scale
currently have the temperature

TG =

(
g∗s(t0)

g∗s(tPlanck)

)1/3

Tγ , (5.1)

where g⋆s(t0) ≃ 3.91 is the number of effective entropic degrees of freedom today, and the
minimal number of entropic degrees of freedom at the Planck scale (i.e. only counting
Standard Model degrees of freedom) is g∗s(tPlanck) ≃ 106.7, giving an upper limit TG ≲ 0.61
K. This results in a relic thermal graviton background with entropy density

sG = 2
2π2

45
T 3
G ≲ 1.66× 107kB m−3. (5.2)

yielding a total entropy

SG = 2
2π2

45
T 3
GVobs ≲ 5.84× 1087 kB. (5.3)

A thermal bath of gravitons, and more generally of dark radiation, can, however, also
result from the late-time decay of a non-relativistic species χ whose energy density is red-
shifting like non-relativistic matter in the late universe. We conservatively assume that the
ratio of the energy density of such species to that ρm of Standard Model matter fields is
ρχ/ρm ≡ ε ≲ 0.01, to avoid for instance CMB constraints. Indicating with adec the scale
factor at the time of χ decay into G (the symbol with which we indicate the dark radiation
species, which we assume to have two degrees of freedom), the energy density of the dark
radiation is

ρG(a) =
(adec
a

)4
ερm(adec) =

(adec
a

)4
ερm(a0)

(
a0
adec

)3

= adecερm(a0)

(
a30
a4

)
. (5.4)

Thus, today (a = a0 = 1), ρG(a0) = adecερm(a0) ≲ ερm(a0). Using values for a0 below,

ρG =
π2

30
T 4
G; sG = 2

2π2

45
T 3
G = 2

2π2

45

(
30ρG
π2

)3/4

=
4× 303/4π1/2

45
(adecερm)3/4, (5.5)
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we find

sG ≃ 5.2× 1010 kB a
3/4
dec

( ε

0.01

)3/4
m−3. (5.6)

with total entropy

SG ≃ 1.8× 1091 kB a
3/4
dec

( ε

0.01

)3/4
. (5.7)

We thus conclude that dark radiation could potentially be a very significant contributor
to the overall entropy budget of the universe, unlike what was previously claimed in the
literature.

6 Cosmological Dark Matter

The particle nature of the cosmological dark matter (DM) remains largely unknown and
unconstrained (for a constantly updated review of DM, see Ch. 27 of [52]). As such, we
will consider a few candidates and possible cosmological frameworks here, in a relatively
model-independent way.

If the DM decoupled while relativistic and in thermal equilibrium with the thermal
bath at temperature Tdec, given a number of effective entropic degrees of freedom associated
with the dark sector at the time/temperature of decoupling g∗s,DM (Tdec) and a visible-sector
effective number of entropic degrees of freedom g∗s,SM , the entropy density associated with
the DM reads (from the adiabatic expansion property that s ∝ g∗s(T )T

3):

sDM =
g∗s,DM(Tdec)

g∗s,SM (Tdec)
sSM; (6.1)

in the equation above, sSM = sCMB + sCνB ≃ 2.884 × 109 kB m−3 is the entropy den-
sity of the Standard Model today, essentially comprising exclusively cosmic neutrino and
photon backgrounds. Depending on the temperature of decoupling, g∗s,SM varies between
g∗s,SM (T ≫ 1 keV) ∼ 106.75 and g∗s,SM (T ≪ 1 keV) ∼ 3.938 [129], thus we have, in the two
respective limits, an entropy density of

sDM, Tdec≫1 keV ≃ 2.72× 107 g∗s,DM(Tdec) kB m−3, and (6.2)

sDM, Tdec≪1 keV ≃ 7.32× 108 g∗s,DM(Tdec) kB m−3. (6.3)

The corresponding values for the entropy in the universe are

SDM, Tdec≫1 keV ≃ 9.57× 1087 g∗s,DM(Tdec) kB, and (6.4)

SDM, Tdec≪1 keV ≃ 2.58× 1089 g∗s,DM(Tdec) kB. (6.5)

For intermediate temperatures, the entropy scales with the Standard Model entropic degrees
of freedom as a function of temperature, and is in between the extreme values indicated
above.

Virtually no constraints exist on g∗S(T ) for T > TBBN; the results of the recent study in
Ref. [130] give that a conservative upper limit is gmax ∼ 1060. Constraints from the running
of the gravitational coupling, for massive additional degrees of freedom, as must be the case
here, give the stricter upper limit gmax, GN

≲ 1032 [131, 132]. As a result, the entropy
associated with hot relics can be as large as S ∼ 10122 kB, consistent with the running of
GN and potentially comparable with the CEH entropy!
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If the DM, instead, decouples as a non-relativistic relic (as is the case for the paradig-
matic weakly-interacting massive particles) the entropy density can be cast as

scold DM, dec = kB
ρ+ P

T
≃ mDMn

T
≃ g∗s,DM(Tdec)

T 3
dec

(2π)3/2
x
5/2
dece

−xdec , (6.6)

where x = mDM/Tdec ≫ 1, and we assumed that the dark matter’s chemical potential

vanishes. Note that, from conservation of entropy in a conformal volume (d(sa
3)

dt = 0)), the
DM entropy today is redshifted by a factor (TCMB/Tdec)

3, thus

scold DM, today = g∗s,DM(Tdec)
T 3
CMB

(2π)3/2
x
5/2
dece

−xdec , (6.7)

corresponding, in turn, to a total maximal entropy for thermal cold relic of

scold DM, today = 1.08× 108 g∗s,DM(Tdec)x
5/2
dece

−xdec kB m−3. (6.8)

The expression above allows us to compute the minimal and maximal entropy associated
with cold thermal relics, associated with the maximum of x5/2e−x ≃ 0.811 for x = 2.5, giving

scold DM, max ≃ 8.75× 107 g∗s,DM(Tdec) kB m−3, (6.9)

giving in turn a total entropy

Scold DM, max ≃ 3.01× 1088 kB g∗s,DM(Tdec). (6.10)

For a general cold thermal relic decoupling at some temperature Tdec corresponding to
xdec = mDM/Tdec we have

scold DM, xdec ≃ 320 kB g∗s,DM(Tdec)
(xdec

20

)5/2
e−(xdec/20) m−3, (6.11)

giving in turn a total entropy

Scold DM, xdec ≃ 1.1× 1083 kB g∗s,DM(Tdec)
(xdec

20

)5/2
e−(xdec/20). (6.12)

Note that if g∗s,DM ∼ 1032, then, in principle, cold relics could also have a total entropy close
to the CEH value.

We note that for any phase space distribution, f(E), it is a well-known statistical
mechanics result that the thermal equilibrium distribution, discussed in the relativistic and
non-relativistic limits above, maximizes the entropy functional

s[f ]

kB
≡ g

2π2

∫ ∞

m
E2

(
f(E) ln

(
1

f(E)
− 1

)
− ln(1− f(E))

)
dE ≃ g

2π2

∫ ∞

m
E2f ln fdE;

(6.13)
subject to the constraint

ρDM =
g

2π2

∫ ∞

m

√
E2 −m2 E2f(E)dE. (6.14)

We thus conclude that the thermal limits discussed above provide a firm the upper limit to
the possible entropy in the cosmological dark matter sector.
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6.1 Effect of clustering in halos at late times

Assuming the cosmological, smooth component of the DM has a thermal distribution resulting
from decoupling at a temperature Td, we consider here the effect of late-time clustering in
halos.

Using the halo mass function above, we compute∫
All halos

T (m)

T0
m
dN

dm
dm ≃

(
520 eV

T0

)
, (6.15)

where T (M) ≃ 3400 eV(M/1014 M⊙). For a cold relic, since Td > Teq > T0, the redshifted
value of Td is T0 = Td/zd. Notice that the redshift of decoupling zd = Td

Teq
zeq, thus T0 =

Teq/zeq ≃ 0.012 eV. As a result, the effect of clustering on the average temperature of the
dark matter is δc ≃ 4.2 × 104. In turn, this enhances the associated entropy by a factor

S → Sc = Sδ
3/2
c ≃ 8.7× 106 S. Notice that this enhancement is an upper bound, as different

initial phase space distribution will receive a smaller boost than that of a thermal phase
space density.

6.2 Topological Defects

A review of the literature reveals limited studies directly addressing the thermodynamic en-
tropy associated with cosmic defects. The most significant contribution comes from Hattori
et al. [133], who analyze entropy production during domain wall decay in the NMSSM,
linking it to solutions for cosmological relic overabundances and early universe reheating.
Studies on cosmic string entropy focus on perturbations caused by string loops and gravita-
tional radiation, with implications for CMB anisotropies and structure formation [134, 135].
However, explicit thermodynamic entropy frameworks for cosmic strings and monopoles are
sparse, with most works emphasizing dynamics, scaling laws, and observational implications
through gravitational wave signatures [136–138]. Gravitational wave emissions dominate
the field, with multiple studies examining domain walls and strings as sources of stochastic
backgrounds [136, 139, 140], often constraining defect properties indirectly. While research
connects entropy to early universe conditions via inflationary scenarios [133, 141], systematic
studies of entropy for monopoles and hybrid defects (e.g., walls bounded by strings) remain
underexplored, highlighting a significant gap in the literature.

Topological defects are additionally important to consider in studying how the second
law is obeyed in the early universe, which arguably could have been a state of maximal
thermodynamic entropy that evolved into a non-equilibrium state. Production, growth, and
persistence of topological defects with high entropy during the transition from equilibrium to
non-equilibrium thermodynamic states can account for this, similar to Penrose’s conjecture
that gravitational entropy may relate to “clumping” and must necessarily be low at early
times, then grow as structure forms and account for thermodynamic entropy losses.

7 Black holes of Stellar origin and Supermassive black holes

The Bekenstein-Hawking entropy, a cornerstone of black hole thermodynamics, relates the
entropy S of a black hole to the surface area A of its event horizon through the formula
S = A/4, in natural units. This proportionality encapsulates the profound interplay between
gravity, quantum mechanics, and thermodynamics. The entropy’s dependence on area, rather
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than volume, has deep implications, reinforcing the holographic principle, which posits that
the degrees of freedom within a volume of space are encoded on its boundary.

This entropy framework is universally applicable to black holes across mass and size
regimes, including supermassive, stellar, and primordial black holes (PBHs). However, the
properties and implications of black hole entropy differ significantly among these categories.
We expect, as found in previous studies, that supermassive black holes (SMBHs), found in
galactic centers with masses up to ∼ 109M⊙, dominate the universe’s entropy budget due to
their vast horizon areas, with entropies, that go as ∼ M2

BH, reaching S ∼ 1090 kB or more
[142, 143]. On the other hand, stellar-mass black holes, typically a few solar masses, have far
smaller entropy, expected from previous results to be S ∼ 1078 kB per solar mass, and are
the primary focus of derivations of black hole entropy using theories such as loop quantum
gravity [144]. In contrast, primordial black holes, hypothesized to have formed in the early
universe, should typically feature much smaller masses and correspondingly smaller entropies;
in the recent literature entropies associated with PBHS are reported to be on the order of
S ∼ 1022 kB for PBHs with masses around 106 g [145, 146], which are possible candidates
for the universe’s dark matter. Recent literature points out that PBHs stand out as unique
laboratories for studying black hole entropy, thanks to their rapid evaporation via Hawking
radiation [147], sensitivity to quantum corrections [145, 146, 148], and potential roles in
cosmology, such as dark matter candidates or sources of gravitational waves [142, 146].

Here, we start with an update to the estimate of the entropy in supermassive black
holes (SMBHs) utilizing the most recent results on the SMBH mass function in Ref. [149].
In particular, we focus on (i) the overall uncertainty for the most up to date model, and (ii)
the variance in different models for the mass function.

Fig. 9 of Ref. [149] presents the results of a framework that includes both gaseous dy-
namical friction processes, and the standard Eddington gas disk accretion. The framework
is validated via comparisons with the observed active galactic nuclei (AGN) luminosity func-
tions and via the relation between star formation and bolometric luminosity of AGNs, as well
as with present, direct, observational estimates of SMBH masses.

We first consider SMBH in the mass range 107 ≲M/M⊙ ≲ 109.7. We find that the best
estimate for the entropy in SMBHs is

SSMBH = 8.56±10.1
7.82 ×10101 kB (7.1)

We compare the estimate above with two, previous models for the SMBH mass function
over the same mass range, specifically from Ref. [150] (Av+15) and [151] (Ma+04). Our
results are as follows:

SSMBH,Av+15 = 4.27× 10101 kB (7.2)

SSMBH,Ma+04 = 4.02× 10101 kB. (7.3)

We thus find that the two alternate models fall within the 1σ uncertainty range given in
Eq. (7.1) for the most recent SMBH mass function model.

In the intermediate mass range between SMBH and stellar mass black holes, namely
for 102.2 ≲M/M⊙ ≲ 107, discussed in [152], we utilize the z = 0 curve given in Fig. 11, and
find:

SIMBH = 4.93× 1097 kB, (7.4)

thus less than 4 orders of magnitude smaller than the SMBH contribution.
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Finally, in the stellar mass range the BH mass function is subject to a number of
systematic uncertainties, which we review and discuss below. The central value, which we
infer from Fig. 6 and 8 of [152], amounts to:

Sstellar BH central = 5.35× 1096 kB. (7.5)

Using the mass function corresponding to the fundamental metallicity relation of Ref. [153]
(H+16) instead of the default relation assumed in [152], we find

Sstellar BH, H16 = 4.04× 1096 kB. (7.6)

Using, instead, the main sequence relation of Ref. [154], we find that

Sstellar BH, H16 = 5.89× 1096 kB. (7.7)

Other sources of uncertainties relate to the code used for the computation of the “stellar
term” (see [152] for details), which we find has minimal impact on the entropy of stellar-
mass BHs, the binary fraction f∗∗, and the fraction of stellar formation occurring in the field,
ffield. For the latter two, we find the following results (for the ranges considered in [152]):

S∗∗ = 11.2× 1096 kB (f∗∗ = 0); 4.27× 1096 kB (f∗∗ = 1); (7.8)

Sfield = 1.83× 1096 kB (ffield = 0.2); 4.93× 1096 kB (ffield = 1). (7.9)

Combining in quadrature all of the systematic uncertainties discussed above, we arrive at the
following final estimate of the entropy in stellar-mass black holes at z = 0:

Sstellar BH = 5.355.873.91 × 1096 kB, (7.10)

and conclude, as expected, that stellar-mass black holes contribute much less to the entropy
of the universe than intermediate-mass BHs and, especially, than SMBHs.

8 Black Holes of Non-Stellar Origin

Primordial black holes (PBHs) offer a unique setting for exploring the Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy. Hypothesized to have formed from density fluctuations in the early universe, as well
as from other processes in the early or late universe [155], PBHs have occupied a critical
space in studies of black hole thermodynamics and quantum gravity. Their entropy retains
significant importance in understanding quantum corrections, evaporation dynamics, and
cosmological implications [145–147, 156].

PBHs play a critical role in testing cosmological models and early-universe physics.
Their formation provides insights into density fluctuations and the physics of the early uni-
verse, while their contributions to the entropy budget inform bounds on their abundance
and lifetime. Additionally, as potential dark matter candidates, PBHs constrain models of
entropy production, particularly in relation to gravitational wave signatures and relic radi-
ation [142, 145, 146]. For instance, it has been proposed that evaporation-dominated PBHs
contribute entropy to the universe as they radiate, impacting cosmological predictions for
dark matter and background radiation [146]. Modified black hole thermodynamics in exotic
scenarios, such as in braneworld models, further extends their role as probes of quantum
gravity phenomena [145].
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Quantum corrections to the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy – which we do not include in
the present study, but are worth mentioning here – are particularly noticeable for PBHs of
potentially small size, where deviations from the classical formula become relevant. Stud-
ies suggest logarithmic corrections and contributions from theories such as the general-
ized uncertainty principle (GUP), which modify the entropy formula near the Planck scale
[145, 148, 157]. These corrections have implications for understanding black hole remnants,
which could represent stable endpoints of evaporation, as well as for exploring the spacetime
microstructure associated with black hole horizons [145, 148].

8.1 Constraints on the abundance of PBHs

A number of considerations constrain the abundance of PBHs (for detailed discussions see
Ref. [155, 158]). Note that the constraints correspond to a monochromatic mass function (all
PBHs have the same, single mass). Note that different mass functions would produce slightly
different (and weaker) constraints [159].

At the the largest masses, the relevant constraints are the incredulity limit (lower) and
the CMB limit (upper) (see Ref. [155] for a detailed discussion of PBH limits). The CMB
constraint is due to the dipole nature of the Cosmic Microwave Background, which would
be compromised by the presence of even a single supermassive PBH. The incredulity limit,
appearing in the bottom-right corner in our figures, places constraints on how many SMPBHs
could possibly exist in a given environment (the observable universe in this case, but this
volume can also correspond to a halo or a cluster, implying 1 PBH per halo/cluster). Above a
certain mass, it becomes impossible for more than one PBH of said mass to exist in the entire
Universe, given the cosmic abundance of matter, making the probability of the existence of
this massive of black holes so accidental and rare to be dubbed “incredulous” [160].

At smaller masses, constraints derive from tidal disruption and dynamic friction – the
loss of kinetic energy through gravitational interaction. These effects constrain higher mass
PBHs because any object within the Galactic halo will eventually lose energy to lighter
objects, causing the perturbation of stable structures such as globular clusters, wide binaries,
and galactic disks [161–163].

An important constraint at large masses derives from the temperature distortions in the
CMB corresponding to the acceleration of cosmic rays in the accretion process onto PBHs.
The effect on the blackbody spectrum of the CMB is constrained by observations.

At smaller masses, the main constraints stem from microlensing and, at the smallest
possible masses such that black holes formed in the early universe have not yet completely
evaporated, from Hawking evaporation into diffuse gamma rays and electron-positron pairs.

Specifically, and in summary from the bottom left, clockwise, in the figure the shaded
areas – with the same color conventions as in fig. 10 of Ref. [155], correspond to CMB
spectral distortion, disruption of X-ray binaries, dynamical constraints from Eridanus II,
Lyaman-alpha forest constraints, dynamical friction, large scale cosmic structure, compact
radio sources, CMB dipole, and the incredulity limit.

8.2 Maximal entropy of Primordial Black Holes

Constraints on the abundance of PBHs depend on the assumed mass function: “broader”
mass functions tap into regions where PBH abundances are more, or less, constrained. Gen-
erally, Ref. [159] demonstrated that constraints from (linear combinations of) monochromatic
mass function(s) are the strongest-possible.
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Figure 1. Left: the limits on the abundance of PBH as a function of mass (in grams) for a variety
of constraints and mass functions; Right: the corresponding entropy, in units of kB .

For reference and definiteness, we consider here the constraints for four classes of mass
functions examined in detail in Ref. [164]. Note that we neglect the erroneous constraints from
femto-lensing, see e.g. Ref. [165]. The four mass functions, in addition to the monochromatic
case, include a lognormal distribution,

ψ(M) =M
dn

dM
=

fPBH√
2πσM

exp

(
− log2(M/Mc)

2σ2

)
, (8.1)

of width σ = 2, and a power-law with γ = 1 and −1, respectively. The latter have the
functional form

ψ(M) ∝Mγ−1, (8.2)

in a range [Mmin,Mmax]. Note that for γ ̸= 1, either the lower or the upper cutoff can be
neglected, so the mass function has effectively only two degrees of freedom. The “central
value” is defined here as

Mc =Mcute
− 1

γ , (8.3)

with Mcut = max[Mmin,M∗], with M∗ ≈ 4 × 1014 g the minimum mass for a PBH not to
have evaporated away over the age of the universe, for γ < 0, and Mcut = Mmax for γ > 0
[164]. We also utilize the most up to date constraints from the code in

https://github.com/bradkav/PBHbounds

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3538998

(note that we exclude the uncertain “Radio” constraint, and use the conservative blue
shaded regions; see also [158]), dubbed “Current Constraints”.

We compute the maximal entropy as a function of mass in the right panel of Fig. 1, for
the constraints shown in Fig. 10 of [164], which we also reproduce in the left panel of Fig. 1
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Figure 2. Left. Extended constraints, varying the width β of the quasi-Gaussian (shown with
λ constraints as well). Right. The returned entropy imposing the constraints on the left, with a
lognormal mass distribution of width σ = 0.1.

We find the following maximal entropies:

Current Constraints : (S/kB)max = 1.5× 1099 (Mmax = 3.0× 1035 g) (8.4)

Monochromatic : (S/kB)max = 8.7× 1099 (Mmax = 3.4× 1035 g)

Power Law, γ = −1 : (S/kB)max = 9.2× 1097 (Mmax = 1.7× 1034 g)

Power Law, γ = +1 : (S/kB)max = 5.7× 1099 (Mmax = 2.4× 1035 g). (8.5)

As evident from the results in Eq. (8.4) and Fig. 1, while in detail, and especially at low
masses, the mass function affects the maximal possible entropy associated with PBHs, the
overall maximal entropy associated with PBHs only relatively weakly depends on the mass
function. Namely, we find that for PBHs with masses ≲ 104 M⊙, the maximal entropy S/kB
is ≲ 10100.

8.3 Extrapolation of constraints for super-massive PBHs

The constraints to the right of the Planck accretion constraints shown in yellow in Fig. 2 and
Fig. 3, from CMB distortions caused by acceleration from accretion onto massive PBHs, are
extremely speculative, due to the effect of the motion of PBHs in the early universe plasma.
These limits are cut off at 104M⊙ in previous studies, summarized by Ref. [155], due to a
failure of the Bondi formula in higher mass regimes, with the timescale of accretion exceeding
the timescale of cosmic expansion. As such, we simply postulated higher mass constraints
by extrapolating more or less conservative limits at masses past M ∼ 1038 g, leaving the
detailed calculations of limits on the maximal abundance of super-massive PBH to future
work.

Specifically, we assumed, in Fig. 2 and 3 constraints in the form of a quasi-Gaussian
function with a general form of f(M) ∝ exp (Mα )β beginning from the lower right edge of
the Planck accretion constraint at M ∼ 1038 g. Here, α determines the width of the curve
and β determines the concavity. By varying α and β we are able to produce a variety of
curves which constrain the supermassive region, as seen in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. In Fig. 2, we
set α = 20 and vary β as described by the legend. Similarly in Fig. 3, β = 1.5 and α is varied
as shown.
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Figure 3. Left. Extended constraints varying the power α of the quasi-Gaussian (shown with λ
constraints as well). Right. The returned entropy imposing these new constraints with a lognormal
mass distribution of width σ = 0.1.

Figure 4. Left. Total PBH entropy versus Mc, with 5 options for σ widths in Eq. 8.1 using ’No
Constraint’ in the supermassive region. Right. Closer look at the higher mass region where many
lines intersect, with the width σ = 0.01 function yielding the highest entropies for higher Mc values
(following the monochromatic function).

We also consider three other constraints which appear in both Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. The first
is a constant value extending from the lower right edge of the Planck constraint. The final two
assume a form of f(M) ∝ exp (−

√
λ log(M)) with λ = 0.65 curving down and intersecting

the incredulity limit at f(M) ≈ 10−10 and λ = 50 curving much lower, intersecting the
incredulity limit at M ≈ 2 × 1040g. With the more restrictive constraints, such as the
“constant” extension, not only is the entropy lower at each given mass, but the SMPBHs
are also prohibited from reaching higher masses by the incredulity limit, therefore doubly
constraining the highest possible entropy. In the case of the “constant” constraint, the
highest mass before it intersects the incredulity limit is approximately M = 6× 1047g. This
is reflected in the graphs on the right of Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, where the purple line ends abruptly
at that same mass of 6×1047g. Generally (with the excpetion of the λ = 50 case) the maximal
entropy corresponds to the largest allowed value of the mass distribution peak.

The right panels of Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 show the maximal entropy for the constraints
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Figure 5. The same as Fig. 4, however with the ‘Constant’ constraint applied in the supermassive
region.

assumed in the left panels, compared to the cosmic event horizon entropy (shown by a black
line at the top of the panel). The lines terminate when they reach the corresponding maximal
mass (typically at the incredulity limit region). We assume for the calculation of the entropy
a lognormal mass function (see above) with σ = 0.1. The plot shows that if no constraints
arise up to the CMB limit (top right in the left panel), supermassive primordial black holes
can contain as much entropy as SSMPBH ≲ 10117 kB. We discuss this upper limit in detail in
the next section, accounting for the impact of various different mass functions.

8.4 Maximal Entropy of Super-massive Primordial Black Holes

Fig. 4 shows the maximal entropy, compatible with current constraints on the PBH abundance
at a given mass, for a variety of lognormal mass function widths σ (see Eq. (8.1)). The right
panel zooms in on the very large mass regime. While Fig. 4 assumes that no constraints
exist past the CMB distorsion limit, Fig. 5 assumes that the constraints are constant past
the CMB distorsion limit (purple line in the previous figures).

The figures show how changing the width, σ, of the lognormal mass distribution signif-
icantly affects the resulting entropy stored within PBHs: Wider distributions are not only
affected by the constraints at the immediate location of the peak,Mc, but also the constraints
up to ∼ σ away from the peak. This leads to the entropy of broader distributions reflecting
the general shape of the constraints, rather than just the constraints near M = Mc. This
effect is clearly seen in Fig. 4 in the mass region of 1034 − 1039g, the area constrained by
the strong Planck constraint. With the delta-like distribution width of σ = 0.01, the shape
of the constraint is directly reflected in the resulting graph of the entropy (shown by the
blue line). However, when widening the mass distribution to σ = 2.51, the Planck constraint
only causes a minor perturbation to the resulting entropy (shown by the yellow line). The
steep nature of the Planck constraint leads to greater σ values facing lesser limiting effects,
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allowing higher entropy values. As the peak of the mass spectrum enters the supermassive
range, the wider distributions begin to have the inverse effect and limit the resulting entropy
stored. As the Mc trends closer to the maximum possible mass, the distribution can only
draw upon masses at or below the highest mass. This maximum mass varies depending on
which constraint is assumed in the supermassive region (as shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3), but
the effect is the same. Therefore, when Mc is at the highest mass, the distribution is mainly
comprised of masses lesser than Mc. Widening the distribution only extends the spectrum
further to lower masses. Including these lower masses leads to a lower resulting entropy. As
such, the smaller width spectra eventually surpass the wider ones in how much entropy they
return, with σ = 0.01 giving the greatest entropy when at the highest mass.

8.5 Planck-scale relics

Planck-mass black hole relics are theorized to form as stable remnants after primordial black
holes (PBHs) evaporate through Hawking radiation, with their evaporation halting due to
quantum gravity effects such as the Generalized Uncertainty Principle (GUP), loop quantum
gravity (LQG), or string gravity. These relics, with masses approximately MPl ∼ 10−5 g, are
considered viable dark matter candidates due to their stability, cold and collisionless nature,
and potential to fit within the Lambda-CDM cosmological framework [166–170]. They are
hypothesized to account for a significant or complete fraction of the observed cold dark matter
density [167, 169, 171, 172]. Their formation, cosmological role, and observational constraints
are currently key areas of research [167–171].

The formation of Planck-mass relics depends heavily on early universe processes, such
as inflation, reheating, or phase transitions, which create PBHs that subsequently evaporate,
leaving stable remnants. Inflationary models, including hybrid, warm, or Higgs inflation,
have been extensively studied as mechanisms for producing the required PBH populations
[166, 171–173]. Theoretical predictions of relic abundance rely on PBH mass spectra, evap-
oration dynamics, and early-universe conditions, with current models suggesting that relics
are compatible with observed dark matter densities [166, 169, 171, 172]. These relics would
have undergone evaporation epochs before contributing to the present-day Universe and are
thought to leave no disruptive imprints on nucleosynthesis or large-scale structure [169–
171, 174].

Observational constraints on Planck-mass relics primarily involve indirect probes, such
as limits from energy injection into the CMB via earlier PBH evaporation [169–171], the
gamma-ray background [169–171], and entropy constraints during big bang nucleosynthesis
[170, 171, 174]. Gravitational wave observations, particularly from stochastic backgrounds
associated with PBH formation and evaporation, are emerging as potential avenues for de-
tecting relic production epochs [175, 176]. Direct detection methods, such as searching for
charged remnants, are also being explored, but challenges remain due to the elusive and
primarily gravitationally interacting nature of neutral relics [177].

The stability of Planck-mass relics is underpinned by theoretical models of quantum
gravity, although these remain speculative and difficult to test directly [168, 169, 178]. Open
questions include uncertainties in the relic formation efficiency, unknowns in PBH initial
mass functions, and the lack of direct observational evidence for relics [169–171]. Future
research aims to refine predictions of relic abundance using inflationary models, probe quan-
tum gravitational mechanisms underlying relic stability, and test observational predictions
through gravitational wave observatories (e.g., Einstein Telescope) or possible relic detection
experiments [170, 175–177].

28



We naturally assume that the entropy associated with a relic of mass Mr scales, as for
any other black hole, as Sr ∼ M2

r . Since the entropy associated with an individual Planck-
mass black hole is 1 in natural units, the entropy density associated with the entirety of the
dark matter in the form of black hole relics of mass Mr reads

sr
kB

=
ρDM

MPl
≃ 1.23× 10−19 m−3, (8.6)

or if we allow Mr to have a mass Mr different from the Planck mass MPl:

sr
kB

=
ρDM

Mr

(
Mr

MPl

)2

≃ 1.23× 10−19

(
Mr

MPl

)
m−3, (8.7)

where in the equation above

ρDM ≃ ΩCDM ρcrit ≃ 2.69× 10−27 kg/m3.

The total entropy in the observable universe would then be

Sr = sr Vobs ≃ 4.35× 1061 kB

(
Mr

MPl

)
. (8.8)

We thus conclude that if the dark matter consists of Planck-scale relic the associated
entropy is extremely small, with a comparable magnitude to the entropy hosted in stellar
remnants like neutron stars. Note that if the relics are charged, the entropy will be increas-
ingly smaller as the event horizon of charged black holes of a given mass is smaller than that
of a non-charged black hole.

9 Discussion and Conclusions

The interplay between statistical thermodynamic entropy and Bekenstein-Hawking entropy
has emerged as a unifying framework for understanding the evolution of the universe and its
cosmological phenomena. Statistical thermodynamic entropy (as opposed to classical ther-
modynamic entropy, the state function) is defined as a measure of disorder or randomness
tied to the number of microstates compatible with a given macrostate, and has long been
associated with bulk properties of matter, including the energy distribution of the cosmic
microwave background, radiation, and other matter-energy fields. Bekenstein entropy, on
the other hand, introduced as the entropy of a black hole, is proportional to the surface
area of the event horizon in Planck units and provides a holographic perspective wherein
spacetime phenomena are governed by surface-area constraints rather than volume-based
metrics. These concepts converge through the generalized second law of thermodynamics
(GSL), which asserts that the total entropy of the universe—including thermodynamic en-
tropy from matter and radiation and horizon-based entropies—cannot decrease in physical
processes [18, 179, 180].

One of the major breakthroughs in this area is understanding that cosmic horizons, such
as the de Sitter horizon in an expanding universe with a cosmological constant, also exhibit
thermodynamic properties akin to black hole event horizons. Specifically, the entropy of a
cosmological event horizon is proportional to its surface area, following a relationship analo-
gous to the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy for black holes [18]. This thermodynamic behavior
extends beyond localized systems (such as black holes) to the universe as a whole, suggesting
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that cosmological horizons encode information about inaccessible regions of spacetime, and
highlighting the holographic nature of gravitational systems [18, 179]. Observationally and
theoretically, it is well-established that black holes are dominant contributors to the entropy
of the observable universe, far exceeding the entropy contributions of other sources such as
the CMB or stellar processes. For example, it is expected – and, here, we have confirmed
this expectation – supermassive black holes, including possibly those of primordial, exotic
origin – dwarf all other entropy contributors by several orders of magnitude, showcasing how
Bekenstein entropy dominates the thermodynamic entropy on cosmological scales in the late
universe [181].

The relationship between thermodynamic and Bekenstein entropy is further solidified by
their respective roles in the entropy evolution of the universe. Early in the universe’s history,
entropy was dominated by thermodynamic processes tied to radiation and particle interac-
tions, where entropy was relatively low during inflationary phases [182]. Over time, structure
formation and gravitational collapse facilitated the birth and growth of black holes, leading
to Bekenstein entropy contributions far surpassing those of thermodynamic processes. The
entropy associated with the universe’s event horizons, including the accelerating expansion
of de Sitter-like spacetimes, eventually becomes the dominant entropy reservoir, in line with
predictions from the GSL [180, 181, 183]. Moreover, this asymptotic growth in horizon en-
tropy aligns with the universe’s evolution into a late-stage phase characterized by maximum
entropy [183].

While significant progress has been made in connecting these two entropy concepts,
important challenges and gaps remain. For instance, the microscopic origin of Bekenstein
entropy is an open question, with promising avenues exploring interpretations grounded in
quantum entanglement and information theory [184]. Similarly, how entropy bounds like the
Bekenstein bound or other quantum gravity constraints influence the entropy of dynamic
and non-static horizons in cosmological settings remains underexplored [185, 186]. These
questions are further compounded by uncertainties about the nature of entropy during the
early universe, particularly during inflation, when the entropy density was ostensibly low but
possibly influenced by quantum horizon effects [182]. Collectively, these challenges underscore
the need for further research to refine these frameworks and extend them into quantum
regimes and evolving spacetime geometries, particularly in contexts that bridge Bekenstein
entropy, thermodynamic entropy, and their connection to quantum gravity principles.

The ongoing synthesis of thermodynamics, entropy bounds, and horizon mechanics rep-
resents a powerful approach to addressing fundamental questions about the universe’s struc-
ture and evolution. As theoretical frameworks like the generalized second law, holography,
and quantum gravity continue to be refined, the complementary nature of thermodynamic
and Bekenstein entropy provides a robust lens for understanding cosmological dynamics, the
arrow of time, and the ultimate fate of the universe [18, 179, 181, 183].

Concluding, in the present study we have carried out a comprehensive and up-to-date
assessment of the distribution of thermodynamic and horizon entropy in the present universe.
A list of the key, new results we presented includes showing that:

1. diffuse photon and neutrino backgrounds that are produced by late-universe processes
in addition to the standard, cosmic backgrounds, are largely subdominant, contributing
less than 3 (EBL) to 4-6 (thermonuclear neutrinos) orders of magnitude smaller than
the aforementioned backgrounds;

2. late-time clustering of neutrinos only affects the entropy of the cosmic neutrino back-
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Figure 6. A summary of the total entropy in the universe associated with the various components
described in this study.

ground to order unity at most; this is markedly different for cold dark matter, where
halo clustering can lead to enhancements up to and exceeding six orders of magnitude;

3. the intergalactic medium is the dominant entropy contributor in the diffuse baryonic
matter sector, contributing over one order of magnitude more than the interstellar
medium and the intracluster medium;

4. within the class of stellar objects and remnants, by far the lion share of the entropy is
in main-sequence light, solar-mass stars, with heavier main-sequence stars and white
dwarfs contributing roughly three orders of magnitude less, and neutron stars roughly
eight orders of mangitude less;

5. for the first time, we computed the entropy contribution from cosmic ray hadrons and
leptons; the largest source of uncertainty there is to extrapolate from local measure-
ments to the universe as a whole, amounting to roughly, we estimated, two orders of
magnitude; we found that cosmic ray protons contribute two orders of mangitude more
than electrons, and their contribution to the global entropy budget could be as large
as 10% of that of baryons in bound objects such as stars;

6. while in the standard case, gravitational wave backgrounds are a significant but marginal
contributor to the entropy of the universe (less than 1% of the CMB), dark radiation
can exceed the entropy contribution of the CMB and cosmic neutrino background by al-
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most one order of magnitude, if it is produced e.g. by the late decay of a non-relativistic
species;

7. a major novelty of our study is a comprehensive review of the possible entropy stashed
in the cosmological dark matter sector. We have shown that if the dark matter sector is
small, the entropy associated with it is, at most, as large as that of the CMB; however,
we pointed out two important caveats: first, late time clustering could enhance the
dark matter entropy by up to six orders of magnitude; second, a large dark sector
could potentially make the dark matter sector entropy significantly larger than that of
any other component in the universe, and almost as large than that of the cosmic event
horizon, with deep and dramatic potential implications for the thermodynamics of the
universe and for the GSL;

8. we re-assessed in detail the contribution of stellar, intermediate-mass, and supermassive
black holes, in light of new results on the black hole mass functions in the respective
mass ranges. As previously thought, the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy associated with
supermassive black holes dominate the (known) entropy budget of the universe, with a
total entropy that, we estimate, exceeds 10100 kB; the entropy associated with IMBH
is about 4 orders of magnitude less, and that of stellar-mass black hole 5;

9. for the first time, we computed the maximal amount of entropy that could possible be
associated with primordial black holes, i.e. black holes of non-stellar origin. For masses
up to a few thousand solar masses, where constraints on the PBH abundance are robust,
we found that, depending on the PBH mass function, the maximal entropy in PBH tops
at slightly less than 10100 kB, and can thus be as large as that in SMBHs. However, a
much larger amount of entropy could be associated with supermassive primordial black
holes. We find that, depending on the assumed constraints, supermassive PBH can be
associated with as much as 10118 kB, almost a billion times more than that of ordinary
SMBH, and just a few orders of mangitude below the entropy of the CEH;

10. Planck relics as a dark matter component would contribute an extraordinarily small
component to the entropy of the universe, at most on the order of a few times 1060 kB.

11. the CEH is the dominant entropy in the universe, and while most cosmic components
reliably host significantly smaller entropies (which could then be constrained under the
assumption that CEH entropy represents an upper limit on total cosmic entropy), cos-
mological dark matter under certain optimal conditions (decoupled at Tdec ≪ 1keV, g⋆S
is maximized, CDM entropy is enhanced by late time clustering) may have an entropy
not only comparable to the CEH, but even possibly exceeding it by up to ∼ 6 orders
of magnitude, for extreme choices of dark degrees of freedom and clustering boost. In
turn, this may be viewed, under certain assumptions, as a new potential avenue of study
for placing constraints on dark matter properties and predicting universe dynamics and
evolution.

We show in our plot in fig. 6 the various entropy components we surveyed here, in order to
give a final visual summary of our study’s main quantitative findings.

Future directions beyond the present study include further explorations of non-standard
cosmologies, including the incorporation of entropy associated with dark energy, efforts to
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bridge theoretical predictions with refined observational data, and deepening the understand-
ing of isotropy deviations in connection with the thermodynamics of the universe [24, 187].
These research directions will enhance the contextual tapestry of entropy within cosmic
evolution, granting enriched perspectives on the universe’s ultimate fate and foundational
principles.

In sum, the endeavor to compute and understand the entropy of cosmic components, in
relation to the cosmic event horizon, remains a critical frontier in cosmology. Through theo-
retical models, careful consideration of assumptions, and detailed observational comparisons,
this field promises to elucidate the intricate dynamics governing the universe’s evolution.
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