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We demonstrate a photon proliferation effect from N -body dark matter (DM) annihilation in the early
Universe, which can induce a drastic photon-temperature shift after neutrino decoupling. For pseudoscalar
DM mass below the eV scale, we show that the photon proliferation effect becomes significant as the mass
approaches the ultralight end, due to the huge enhancement from the background DM number density. This
presents the leading constraints on the DM-photon coupling, DM self-interaction, and DM-electron coupling,
which are stronger than the existing bounds up to several orders of magnitude. The present research can be
extended to other interactions and DM candidates, and highlights the importance of multi-body processes in the
early Universe.

Introduction. Dark matter (DM) contributes approximately
84% of the total matter in the Universe [1], yet its particle
nature remains mysterious. Numerous particle DM models
have emerged in recent decades. These models typically
involve interactions between DM and the Standard Model
(SM), allowing DM annihilation into SM particles and
opening detectable channels. For example, the 2 → 2
processes, in which DM annihilates into e+e−, γγ, or
νν̄, have become key multi-messenger probes in modern
cosmology and astrophysics, with potential signals arising
from the diffuse photon background [2, 3], cosmic rays [4, 5],
cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies [6, 7],
CMB spectral distortions [8–10], big-bang nucleosynthesis
(BBN) [11–13], and extra neutrino abundances [14–16].

While the 3 → 2 and 4 → 2 processes may also play
an important role in certain contexts [17–19], N -body DM
annihilation N → 2 with N ⩾ 5 is rarely considered. Such
N -body cross sections are supposed to be negligible due to
the suppression from phase-space factors and higher-order
couplings. However, the physical impact of DM annihilation
depends not only on the cross section, but also on the
background DM number density ndm. For sufficiently light
DM, the observed relic abundance suggests that the number
density in the early Universe must be substantial, enhancing
the impact of N → 2 processes by a huge factor of nN

dm. As a
result, the dominant contribution may occur at N ≫ 2.

In this letter, we demonstrate a photon proliferation effect
from N -body DM annihilation to diphotons. The annihilation
channel is present in a broad class of DM scenarios, typically
via the fence diagram shown in Fig. 1. The injected photons
can lead to important physical consequences at redshifts
much higher than the recombination epoch (z ≳ 1100),
including modification to the effective neutrino number [20–
23], discrepancy of the baryon asymmetry between the
BBN and CMB [24], and the primordial CMB spectral
distortions [25, 26]. We will illustrate the photon proliferation
effect via a light pseudoscalar DM particle with mass below
the eV scale, and focus on the impact on the effective
neutrino number Neff ≡ (8/7)(11/4)4/3ρν/ργ as the photon
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proliferation is high-temperature dominated. In this regime,
photon-number injection is more significant than energy
release [10], which will lead to temperature shifts of the
background photons [26] after neutrino decouples at T =
O(1) MeV.

To illustrate how the photon proliferation arises in the
modification of Neff , we first present one of the key results
in this letter, i.e., the net photon-number injection rate

d
dt
δηγ ≈

∞∑

N=2

|MN |2
(2N !)πnbg

(
ndm

2mdm

)N (
T

Nmdm

)
, (1)

where δηγ ≡ (nγ − nbg)/nbg denotes the injected photon
number normalized to the equilibrium background density
nbg ≈ 0.24T 3, |MN |2 is the squared amplitude of the
N → 2 nonrelativistic DM annihilation, and the factor
1/(2N !) is from identical DM particles and photons. The
resulting modification of Neff yields ∆Neff = Neff −NSM

eff ≈
−4NSM

eff δηγ/3 with NSM
eff the SM prediction. We anticipate

from Eq. (1) that the enhancement from nN
dm and inverse

powers of mdm may dominate over the suppression from
higher-order couplings in |MN |2 up to certain N , leading to
an enhancement of δηγ with increasing N . When N further
increases, however, the 1/N ! factor becomes important
to suppress δηγ . Consequently, we reach an interesting
conclusion that the dominant contribution comes from N → 2
annihilation instead of the conventional 2 → 2 channel.

As will be shown below, for ultralight pseudoscalar
DM [27–30], the photon proliferation effect significantly
strengthens current constraints on DM couplings by several
orders of magnitude, thereby excluding a substantial portion
of the parameter space targeted by future experiments.
Additionally, the concept presented here can be extended
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FIG. 1. N -body DM annihilation to diphotons via the a-γ-γ vertex,
where a denotes a pseudoscalar DM particle.
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beyond the diphoton channel and applied to other interactions,
such as the DM-neutrino interactions, as well as other DM
candidates, such as the dark photon [31, 32], highlighting the
importance of general multi-body annihilation processes in
the early Universe.

Photon proliferation in the early Universe. The DM
number density in the early Universe is ndm ≈ 10−11(1 +
z)3(0.97 eV/mdm) eV

3, which is enhanced by the small mass
mdm and the high redshift z. The evolution of the photon
number density is governed by the Boltzmann equation ṅγ +
3Hnγ =

∑∞
N=2 CN . Here, CN is the net collision rate from

DM annihilation (N → 2) and photon coalescence (2 → N ):

CN = 2

∫
dΦdmdΦγ(2π)

4δ4(p)
|M̃N |2
2N !

F , (2)

where the phase-space integration is defined via

dΦdm ≡
N∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

, dΦγ ≡ d3pa
(2π)32Ea

d3pb
(2π)32Eb

, (3)

and δ4(p) ≡ δ4(pa+pb−
∑N

i=1 pi). The distribution function
F reads

F ≡
(

N∏

i=1

fi

)
(1 + fa)(1 + fb)− fafb

N∏

i=1

(1 + fi) , (4)

where fi ≡ fdm(pi), fa,b ≡ fγ(pa,b) denote the DM
and photon distribution functions, respectively. We will
remain agnostic on the production mechanism for light DM
(e.g., vacuum misalignment [27–29]). However, we assume
that DM has decoupled from the thermal bath and become
nonrelativistic at the temperature under consideration. We
apply this fact by using fdm(p) ≈ 0 for |p| ≳ mdm. On the
other hand, since the injected photons will quickly thermalize,
we will use fγ(p) = (e|p|/T − 1)−1 in Eq. (4). The squared
amplitude |M̃N |2 depends on the center-of-mass energy

√
s.

If the power of the s-dependence is not higher than 2, and
T ≫ Nmdm holds, then it can be proven that Eq. (2) reduces
to Eq. (1) with |MN |2 = |M̃N |2

∣∣√
s=Nmdm

[33].
Integrating Eq. (1) yields the injected photon number

δηγ =

∫ z2

z1

dz
(

d
dt
δηγ

) ∣∣∣∣
dt
dz

∣∣∣∣ . (5)

where z2 ≈ 5.6× 109 corresponds to the neutrino decoupling
temperature T ≈ 1.32 MeV [23], and we have cut the lower
integration limit at z1 ≈ 2 × 106, corresponding to the
dawn of the primordial CMB µ-distortion formation [25, 26].
Extending the integration limit to lower redshifts only causes
negligible changes, since the photon-number injection rate
is high-temperature dominated. The resulting ∆Neff can be
analytically written as

∆Neff ≈
∞∑

N=2

cN

(
|MN |2
m4−2N

dm

)(
3.6× 104 eV

mdm

)4N−3

, (6)

with cN ≡ −1.7 × 1017/[N(3N − 4)N !]. The above
modification must be subject to the joint bound from the

BBN and CMB measurements: |∆Neff | < 0.429 at 2σ
level [24]. For numerical discussions, we will take the
instantaneous neutrino decoupling limit with NSM

eff = 3.
While going beyond the instantaneous decoupling leads to
a different prediction of NSM

eff at 4% level [20–23], the
constraint presented below would not change noticeably. Ad-
ditionally, using non-universal decoupling temperatures for
three neutrinos would only cause a slight change of the bound.
While we have used a neutrino decoupling temperature around
1 MeV, the large photon proliferation effect above 1 MeV also
leads to modification of the Hubble expansion and followed
neutrino decoupling, where constraints are expected to be
somewhat stronger. These refined bounds can be obtained
straightforwardly by substituting Eq. (1) into the full neutrino
Boltzmann equation, though it will not be pursued here.

DM-photon coupling. Let us first consider the effective
DM-photon interaction from

L ⊃ −1

4
gaγγaFµν F̃

µν , (7)

where a denotes the pseudoscalar DM candidate with a
dimensionful coupling gaγγ . This interaction can induce the
N → 2 annihilation channel shown in Fig. 1. For this
process, we find that the squared amplitude for nonrelativistic
a(p1)a(p2) · · · a(pN ) → γ(k1)γ(k2) annihilation can be
written as

|MN |2 =
∑

spins

∣∣∣ϵ∗µ0
(k1)ϵ

∗
µ′
0
(k2)Mµ0µ

′
0

N

∣∣∣
2

, (8)

where ϵµ is the photon polarization vector. The general
amplitude yields

Mµ0µ
′
0

N =

(
N !gNaγγ

m2N−2
dm

)
ϵk1q1µ0µ1ϵqN−1k2µ2N−2µ

′
0

×
N−1∏

i=1

gµ2i−1µ2i

i(i−N)

N−1∏

j=2

ϵqj−1qjµ2j−2µ2j−1 , (9)

where qi is the momentum transfer of the i-th internal photon
line, gµν is the Minkowski metric tensor, and we have used
the shorthand for contraction between the Levi-Civita tensor
and momenta, e.g., ϵkqρσ ≡ ϵµνρσkµqν . Note that the factor
N ! at the amplitude level is from boosted Feynman diagrams
via permutation of DM momenta.

The amplitudes satisfy the recursion relation [33]

MN+1 =
gaγγ
2

(
1 +

1

N

)N+2

MN , (10)

which can be used to determine the large-N amplitudes from
small-N ones. Parameterizing

|MN |2 ≡ κNg2Naγγm
4
dm , (11)

with κN being dimensionless, we can infer from Eq. (10) that
κN+1 = κN (1 + 1/N)2N+4/4, which leads to κN+1 ≈
1.85κN for large N . Given this, we first evaluate |M6|2,
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FIG. 2. The upper bound of the DM-photon coupling gaγγ
from the photon proliferation effect, which is induced from N -
body DM annihilation via Fig. 1. Current bounds (shaded regions)
and detection limits from future experiments (dashed lines) are also
shown for comparison.

with κ6 = 2657.21 consistently obtained from Eq. (9) and
the FeynArts/FeynCalc packages [34, 35], and then use
κN ≈ 1.85N−6κ6 to calculate |MN |2 at N > 6.

We derive the bound on the DM-photon coupling by taking
the largest N -body contribution from Eq. (6), yielding

log10

(
gaγγ

GeV−1

)
<

(
1− 3

2N

)
log10

(mdm

eV

)
− 0.24

+
log10 [N(3N − 4)N !]

2N
− 2.88

N
. (12)

The strongest constraint typically appears at N ≫ 10 for mdm

below 1 eV. As an example, for mdm = 10−14 eV, the best
bound is gaγγ < 5.7×10−14 GeV−1, which is derived at N =
94 and stronger than the conventional 2 → 2 contribution by
around 8 orders of magnitude.

For each mdm, we derive the strongest gaγγ constraint by
varying N , and show it as the black line in Fig. 2, the region
above which is excluded by the ∆Neff constraint due to the
photon proliferation effect. Note that in specific ultralight DM
production scenarios such as the misalignment mechanism,
the relative size of the DM mass and the Hubble parameter
H usually determines the epoch when the pseudoscalar field
starts to oscillate. After mdm > H , the pseudoscalar
energy density is damped like nonrelativistic matter, which
is also the behavior we work upon. Nevertheless, the DM
mass threshold from the condition mdm > H depends
on several dynamics, including an initial amplitude before
oscillation, the Hubble expansion in the production regime
and a potentially time-dependent mass [27]. If the oscillation
starts after neutrino decoupling, the upper integration limit
in Eq. (5) would be adapted to z2[mdm/H(z2)]

1/2, where
H(z2) = 7.7× 10−16 eV corresponds to neutrino decoupling
at T = 1.32 MeV. In this case, the constraint becomes weaker
than from Eq. (12) when mdm < H(z2), as shown by the
black dotted line.

For mdm ≲ 10−13 eV, the photon proliferation effect

presents stronger constraints on the DM-photon coupling
compared with the existing bounds shown in shaded regions,
including the observations from the Chandra mission (on
NGC 1275 [36], M87 [37], and Hydra A [38]), the
SN1987A gamma-ray data [39], the CERN Axion Solar
Telescope (CAST) [40], the SuperMAG [41, 42], the Sgr
A* [43]. The bound derived here also rules out a large
portion of detection windows in several future experiments
(dashed lines), including the Dark matter Axion search with
riNg Cavity Experiment (DANCE) [44], the Twisted Anyon
Cavity [45], the black hole polarimetry [46], the International
AXion Observatory (IAXO) [47], and the gravitational wave
detectors (aLIGO [48] and space-based interferometers such
as LISA, TianQin, Taiji, and BBO [49]). Noticeably, the
bound on gaγγ derived here does not assume model-dependent
relations between gaγγ and ma (or the decay constant fa in
some axion-like particle (ALP) models [50]).

Self-interacting DM. The above discussions assume that
N -body DM annihilation to diphotons comes solely from the
a-γ-γ vertex. For pseudoscalar DM, the quartic self-coupling
is usually also present either at tree-level or from quantum
corrections, and the effective Lagrangian reads

L ⊃ − 1

4!
λa4 . (13)

The basic 3 → 2 annihilation channel induced from Eq. (13)
is shown in Fig. 3, and the N → 2 annihilation processes with
N ⩾ 5 are generated by attaching more λ-vertices to the DM
lines, where the squared amplitude can be parameterized as

|M′
N |2 ≡ κ′

NλN−1g2aγγ

m2N−6
dm

, (14)

with a dimensionless coefficient κ′
N .

Generally, for self-interacting DM the N → 2 annihilation
channel is induced by Fig. 1, Fig. 3, and the diagrams
generated by attaching λ-vertices to DM lines in Fig. 1.
The resulting contribution to |∆Neff | would contain Eq. (11),
Eq. (14), and their interference terms. For a specific parameter
choice of (mdm, gaγγ , λ) and a given N , there might be a
delicate cancellation effect from the interference terms, which
leads to a very small |∆Neff |. However, this is expected to
be the tuning case, and for a different N the cancellation

a a

a

a

γ γ

FIG. 3. The 3 → 2 annihilation process of DM to diphotons via
the quartic self-coupling λ. The N ⩾ 5 channels can be induced by
attaching more λ-vertices to the a-lines.



4

����� ��� ������ ����������

��� ������

�������� ������� ����

������
���������������

�� �������

������� ��������

����� ����
����������

����� ���� ����������
(������ ������)

��
���
� �
��
���
��
���
��

��
��
�
��
�

��������

��-�� ��-�� ��-�� ��-� ��-�
��-��

��-��

��-��

��-��

��-��

��� [��]

� �
��

FIG. 4. The upper bound on the DM-electron coupling gaee, where
the photon proliferation effect arises from the gaee-inducced quartic
DM coupling. Current bounds (shaded regions) and future detection
sensitivities (dashed lines) are shown for comparison.

would not appear. Given that the modification to Neff results
from the sum of different N → 2 channels, we neglect
the accidental cancellation and derive the bound of λ by
considering the N → 2 annihilation process induced by
Fig. 3.

Although a general formula for κ′
N is difficult to obtain, we

have used FeynArts/FeynCalc to obtain κ′
3 = 0.63, κ′

5 =
0.85, and κ′

7 = 2.49, and find that κ′
N slowly increases with

N . Then for large N , we consider a conservative estimate of
|M′

N |2 by taking κ′
N = κ′

7 for N ⩾ 7. Using the |∆Neff |
constraint from BBN and CMB, we obtain

log10 λ <
4N − 5

N − 1
log10

(mdm

eV

)
− 18.2N − 13.7

N − 1
(15)

− 2

N − 1
log10

(
gaγγ

GeV−1

)
+

log10 [N(3N − 4)N !]

N − 1
.

The bound of λ also depends on gaγγ , but the factor of
2/(N − 1) makes the dependence rather insensitive at large
N . Given this, we substitute the bound of gaγγ from Eq. (12)
into Eq. (15). It turns out that the bound of λ is not sensitive to
the precise value of N , as the right-hand side changes slowly
with N . For 10−15 eV ≲ mdm ≲ 10−6 eV, the upper limit of
λ varies from O(10−76) to O(10−40), which is much stronger
than from CMB anisotropies [51]. It is worth mentioning that
the strongest constraint on λ is derived at N = O(100), and
the bound derived at N = 7 is weaker by 1 (5) order(s) of
magnitude at mdm = 10−6 (10−15) eV.

DM-electron coupling. For pseudoscalar DM, the generic
coupling to electrons can be described by shift-symmetric
interaction −mee

2ia/f ēReL + h.c., where me is the electron
mass and f corresponds to some symmetry breaking scale. Up
to O(a2/f2), the low-energy effective Lagrangian reads

L ⊃ −ime
a

f
ēγ5e+me

a2

f2
ēe . (16)

Usually, only the first term is considered in constraints of light
particles coupling to electrons. However, the second term is
necessary to ensure the mass stability of the ultralight DM
particle under self-energy corrections [52]. At one-loop level,
Eq. (16) induces an effective quartic coupling for DM self-
interaction,

λeff =
24

π2
g4aee ln

(
m2

e

m2
a

)
, (17)

where gaee ≡ me/f , and the MS renormalization scheme is
used with the running scale fixed at ma.

Following Eq. (15), we can obtain an upper bound on
gaee via λeff , as shown in the black line of Fig. 4. For
10−15 eV ≲ mdm ≲ 10−6 eV, the limit of gaee varies from
O(10−20) to O(10−11). Existing bounds from solar ALP
search on the DM direct detection experiments (PandaX [53,
54], LUX [55], XENONnT [56]) and from the red giant
observations [57] are shown in shaded regions. It is seen
that the photon proliferation effect presents stronger bounds
on gaee than the current limits at mdm ≲ O(10−8) eV. We
also show the projected detection sensitivities on gaee from
the electron storage ring [58], the future comagnetometer [59],
the Nitrogen-Vacancy centers in diamonds [60], the spin
precession experiment via torsion pendulum [61], and the
axion wind multilayer [62]. As can be seen from Fig. 4, a
large portion of the parameter space targeted by these future
experiments is already excluded.

Conclusion. We have shown the photon proliferation effect
from N -body DM annihilation to diphotons in the early
Universe. This is expected to be a general phenomenon for
ultralight DM that has become nonrelativistic at temperatures
of O(MeV). A huge photon number injection rate arises due
to the enhancement from the high DM background density,
and a drastic increase of the photon temperature will be
induced, leading to a significant modification of Neff after
neutrino decoupling. We also demonstrated that for DM mass
approaching the ultralight end, the photon proliferation effect
will present the leading constraints on the DM-photon, DM
self-interaction, and DM-electron couplings.

The discussion presented in this letter can be extended
to other interactions such as the DM-neutrino interaction,
and other DM candidates like the dark photon. Our results
highlight the importance of N → 2 annihilation in the
early Universe, where the enhanced DM number density may
compensate for the suppression from higher-order couplings
and multi-body phase-space factors. By boosting the impacts
in the early Universe, it may also open avenues to probe
hidden particles that were once abundant in the early Universe
but disappeared in the present day.
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Supplemental Material
Photon proliferation from N -body dark matter annihilation

Shao-Ping Li and Ke-Pan Xie

I. PHOTON NUMBER INJECTION FROM DM ANNIHILATION AND PRODUCTION

In this section, we derive the Boltzmann collision rates from DM N → 2 annihilation and photon 2 → N coalescence. When
the nonrelativistic DM particle becomes ultralight, the number of particles (occupancy) within the volume of the Compton
wavelength, 1/m3

dm, is typically large in the early Universe, ndm/m
3
dm ≫ 1, such that the set of DM particles is usually

described by classical filed [64–66]. Here, we will work on the particle collision pattern to describe DM interactions. We
expect that both approaches should give the same result after proper matching, as already hinted by the equivalence between the
Boltzmann equation and classical field theory [67–69].

The collision term from N -body annihilation in the photon Boltzmann equation is given by Eq. (2) in the main text, which
can be written as

CN = 2

∫ ( N∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)
d3pa

(2π)32Ea

d3pb
(2π)32Eb

(2π)4δ4

(
pa + pb −

N∑

i=1

pi

)
|M̃N |2
2N !

×
{
(1 + fa + fb)

(
N∏

i=1

fi

)
− fafb

[
N∏

i=1

(1 + fi)−
N∏

i=1

fi

]}
, (18)

where fi ≡ fdm(pi) and fa,b ≡ fγ(pa,b) with fdm and fγ being the dark matter (DM) and photon phase-space distribution
functions, respectively. Equation (18) can be treated as the difference between two positive-definite terms, CN ≡ CF − CL,
according to the expressions in the curly brackets. We further make four assumptions:

1. Photons are in equilibrium with the Bose-Einstein distribution, fγ(p) = 1/(eE/T − 1) with E = |p|.
2. DM particles are out-of-equilibrium and nonrelativistic, namely fDM(p) ≈ 0 when |p| ≳ mdm.

3. The N → 2 squared amplitude can be parameterized as |M̃N |2 ≈ αsβ , where
√
s is the energy in the center-of-mass

frame, and (α, β) are determined by the specific annihilation process. For example, if DM only couples to photons via
−gaγγaFµν F̃

µν/4, then the dimensionful α scales as α ∝ g2Naγγ while the power reads β = 2. If the N → 2 squared
amplitude is induced by the DM self-interaction −λa4/4!, then α ∝ λN−1g2aγγ and β = 3 − N . We will only consider
the case of β ⩽ 2.

4. The relevant scales under consideration are

T ∼ 1 MeV, mdm ≪ 1 eV, Nmdm ≪ T. (19)

Based on this setup, we will demonstrate two things: first, CF can be expressed as a simple function of the DM number density
and mass, and second, CL ≪ CF such that Eq. (18) reduces to CF and Eq. (1) in the main text will be reproduced.

We first calculate

CF ≡ 2

∫ ( N∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)
d3pa

(2π)32Ea

d3pb
(2π)32Eb

(2π)4δ4

(
pa + pb −

N∑

i=1

pi

)
|M̃N |2
2N !

(1 + fa + fb)

(
N∏

i=1

fi

)
. (20)

A remarkable feature of this integration is that each pi is dressed with a nonrelativistic distribution fi. Therefore, we can make
the replacement pµi → (mdm, 0, 0, 0), and hence δ(pa + pb −

∑N
i=1 pi) → δ(Ea +Eb −Nmdm)δ(pa + pb) becomes irrelevant

to pi. Therefore, the integration on pi can be performed trivially in the nonrelativistic regime, with
∫

d3pi
(2π)3

fi → ndm, |M̃N |2 nonrelativistic−−−−−−−→
s→N2m2

dm

αN2βm2β
dm ≡ |MN |2, (21)

and hence

CF ≈ 2

(
ndm

2mdm

)N ∫ d3pa
(2π)32Ea

d3pb
(2π)32Eb

(2π)4δ(Ea + Eb −Nmdm)δ
3(pa + pb)|MN |2(1 + fa + fb)

=
1

4π

(
ndm

2mdm

)N

|MN |2(1 + 2fa)
∣∣∣
2Ea=Nmdm

≈ 1

π

(
ndm

2mdm

)N

|MN |2
(

T

Nmdm

)
,

(22)
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where Nmdm ≪ T has been used in the last approximation.
Next we calculate

CL ≡ 2

∫ ( N∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)
d3pa

(2π)32Ea

d3pb
(2π)32Eb

(2π)4δ4

(
pa + pb −

N∑

i=1

pi

)
|M̃N |2
2N !

fafb

[
N∏

i=1

(1 + fi)−
N∏

i=1

fi

]
. (23)

As not all pi are associated with a fi, we cannot make the replacement from Eq. (21). In particular, some of DM momenta can
be in the relativistic regime such that s ≫ N2m2

dm. Consequently, we have to use |M̃|2 instead of |M|2, and the calculation of
CL will be rather involved. However, an upper limit of CL can still be derived, and our goal is to demonstrate that this upper limit
is much small than CF . Let P =

∑N
i=1 pi and E =

∑N
i=1 Ei (such that s = E2 − P 2). We can first complete the integration on

pa,b and obtain

CL = 2

∫ ( N∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)[
N∏

i=1

(1 + fi)−
N∏

i=1

fi

]
|M̃N |2
2N !

I, (24)

where

I =

∫
d3pa

(2π)32Ea

d3pb
(2π)32Eb

(2π)4δ3(pa+pb−P)δ(Ea+Eb−E)fafb =
1

8π
(
eE/T − 1

)
[
2T

P
log

(
e

E+P
2T − 1

e
E−P
2T − 1

)
− 1

]
, (25)

is a function of E and P = |P|.
Now we deal with the integration on pi. The expansion of

∏N
i=1(1 + fi) yields terms such as f1f2f3 or f1fN . Since all DM

particles are identical, the terms containing the same number of fdm’s are effectively identical. For example, f1f2 is identical
to f1fN after the integration on all pi’s. As a result, expanding

∏N
i=1(1 + fi) effectively generates (N + 1) terms, each with

a prefactor Cn
N = N !/[n!(N − n)!] for n varying from 0 to N . The prefactor indicates that n particles are relativistic, while

(N − n) particles are nonrelativistic due to the fi multiplier. The case of n = 0 will be canceled by the
∏N

i=1 fi term shown in
Eq. (24). Therefore, we have

N∏

i=1

(1 + fi)−
N∏

i=1

fi → C1
N f2f3 · · · fN︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−1

+C2
N f3 · · · fN︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−2

+ · · ·+ CN−2
N fN−1fN︸ ︷︷ ︸

2

+CN−1
N fN︸︷︷︸

1

+1, (26)

Correspondingly, CL can be rewritten as a series summation: CL ≡∑N
n=1 Dn, where

Dn ≈ Cn
N

(
nDM

2mdm

)N−n ∫ ( n∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)
1

4π
(
eE/T − 1

)
[
2T

P
log

(
e

E+P
2T − 1

e
E−P
2T − 1

)
− 1

][
α
(
E2 − P 2

)2β

2N !

]
. (27)

In deriving the above Dn, we have used the fact that the momenta p1, · · · , pn are relativistic while pn+1, · · · , pN are
nonrelativistic, which results in E ≈∑n

i=1 Ei+(N−n)mdm, P ≈ |∑n
i=1 pi|, and the integration for the (N−n) nonrelativistic

particles:

∫ ( N∏

i=n+1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

fi

)
→
(

ndm

2mdm

)N−n

. (28)

If we can prove that all Dn’s are negligible compared with CF , then CL ≪ CF . To show this, we define the ratio Rn ≡ Dn/CF ,
where

Rn ≈ Cn
N

4

(
2m2

dm

ST 3T∗

)n ∫ ( n∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)
1

eE/T − 1

[
2T

P
log

(
e

E+P
2T − 1

e
E−P
2T − 1

)
− 1

](
E2 − P 2

N2m2
dm

)β (
Nmdm

T

)
. (29)

Here, the α parameter is canceled out, and the following relations have been used

Ydm =
ndm

s
∼ T∗

mdm
, s =

2π2

45
g∗T

3 ≡ ST 3, (30)

with T∗ ≈ 0.43 eV, and S ≈ 3.25 under the parameter setup of Eq. (19). We also notice that
√
E2 − P 2 > Nmdm, therefore,

the base of the power (· · · )β is larger than 1. As a result, Rn ⩽ Rn|β=2, and we only need to prove Rn|β=2 ≪ 1.
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Let us first consider n = 1. In this case, we have E′ ∼ (N − 1)mdm + E1 and P ′ ≈ E1, and hence

R1

∣∣
β=2

≈ (N − 1)2

N2

(
2mdm

ST 4T∗

)∫
d3p1

(2π)32E1

E2
1

eE1/T − 1

[
2T

P1
log

(
e

E1
T − 1

e
(N−1)mdm

2T − 1

)
− 1

]
. (31)

Using the inequality log ξ < log(eξ − 1) < ξ, we find

log
(
e

E1
T − 1

)
− log

(
e

(N−1)mdm
2T − 1

)
<

E1

T
− log

(
(N − 1)mdm

2T

)
. (32)

Applying the above result to the definition of R1 yields

R1

∣∣
β=2

<
(N − 1)2

N2

(
2mdm

ST∗

)[
π2

60
+

ζ3
π2

log

(
2T

(N − 1)mdm

)]
≪ 1, (33)

where ζ3 ≡ ζ(3) ≈ 1.2. Note that the last inequality holds for large N with the parameter setup under Eq. (19). In particular,
for N = O(100), it requires mdm < 1 eV.

Next we consider the case of n ⩾ 2. The crucial difference between n = 1 and n ⩾ 2 is that now P can be zero. In fact, by
fixing E, the following function

F (P ) =

[
2T

P
log

(
e

E+P
2T − 1

e
E−P
2T − 1

)
− 1

]
(E2 − P 2)2, (34)

is monotonically decreasing with P , and F (E) = 0, F (0) = E4 coth(E/4T ). Therefore,

Rn⩾2

∣∣
β=2

<
Cn

N

4N3

(
2m2

dm

ST 3T∗

)n ∫ ( n∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)
E4

eE/T − 1
coth

(
E

4T

)(
1

m3
dmT

)
, (35)

which sets an upper limit for the ratio Rn. As a specific application, we set n = 2 and find

R2

∣∣
β=2

<
N − 1

8N2

(
2m2

dm

ST 3T∗

)2 ∫ d3p1
(2π)32E1

d3p2
(2π)32E2

1

e(E1+E2)/T − 1
coth

(
E1 + E2

4T

)(
(E1 + E2)

4

m3
dmT

)

= KN − 1

8N2

(
2m2

dm

ST 3T∗

)2(
T 7

m3
dm

)
≈ K

S2

N − 1

2N2

(
mdmT

T 2
∗

)
≈ N − 1

N2

( mdm

10−5 eV

)
≪ 1,

(36)

where K ≈ 0.589 is a constant from integration. The last inequality can readily hold under the parameter setup of Eq. (19). In
particular, for N = O(100), it requires mdm < 10−3 eV.

Finally, we consider n ⩾ 3 (note that this implies N ⩾ 3). In this case, we see that the factor ∼ E4 coth(E/4T )/(eE/T − 1)
in Eq. (35) is maximized at E ∼ 3T with a value around T 4/(4π). Therefore, as a conservative estimate, we have

Rn⩾3

∣∣
β=2

≲
Cn

N

4N3

(
2m2

dm

ST 3T∗

)n
(∫

E<3T

n∏

i=1

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

)(
T 4

4πm3
dmT

)
≈ Cn

N

16πN3(2n)!

(
9mdm

8π2ST∗

)n (mdm

T

)n−3

, (37)

which is always ≪ 1 under the parameter setup of Eq. (19). In summary, we have Rn ≪ 1 for n ∈ [1, N ] and hence the N → 2
annihilation of DM particles dominates the 2 → N coalescence of diphotons.

II. SQUARED AMPLITUDES FROM PHOTON-MEDIATED ANNIHILATION

Here we will demonstrate the recursion relation between |MN+1|2 and |MN |2 from the fence diagrams shown in Fig. 1 of
the main text. Defining the N → 2 squared amplitude as

|MN |2 ≡ κNg2Naγγm
4
dm , (38)

we are to find out the relation between the dimensionless coefficients κN+1 and κN , and in particular show that κN+1 > κN .
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γ, k1

γ, k2

µ0

µ1

µ2

µ3

µ4

µ3

µ5µ5

µ2N−6

µ2N−5

µ2N−4

µ2N−3

µ2N−2

µ′
0

q1 = k1 − p1

q2 = k1 − p1 − p2

qN−2 = k1 −
N−2∑
i=1

pi

qN−1 = pN − k2

p1

p2

p3

pN−2

pN−1

pN

FIG. 5. N -body DM annihilation to diphotons via the effective DM-photon coupling, where µi, µ
′
0 are used to denote the Lorentz indices in

the DM-photon-photon vertices.

From Fig. 5, we can write down the general amplitude in the limit of nonrelativistic DM annihilation:

MN =gNaγγN !

(
N−1∏

i=1

ηµ2i−1µ2i

(i2 − iN)m2
dm

)


N−1∏

j=2

ϵqj−1qjµ2j−2µ2j−1


 ϵk1q1µ0µ1ϵqN−1k2µ2N−2µ

′
0ϵ∗µ0

(k1)ϵ
∗
µ′
0
(k2) , (39)

where we have dropped a potential minus sign in the amplitude, and contraction between the Levi-Civita tensor and momenta is
defined as

ϵk1q1µ0µ1 ≡ ϵα0α1µ0µ1k1,α0
q1,α1

,

ϵqN−1k2µ2N−2µ
′
0 ≡ ϵα2N−2α

′
0µ2N−2µ

′
0qN−1,α2N−2

k2,α′
0
,

ϵqi−1qiµ2i−2µ2i−1 ≡ ϵα2i−2α2i−1µ2i−2µ2i−1qi−1,α2i−2qi,α2i−1 ,

(40)

with ϵ0123 = 1. The kinetics for N → 2 annihilation in the center-of-mass frame gives

k1 =
N

2
mdm (1, e⃗k) , k2 =

N

2
mdm (1,−e⃗k) , qi = mdm

(
N − 2i

2
,
N

2
e⃗k

)
, for i ⩽ N − 1 , (41)

where e⃗k denotes the unit vector of the outgoing photon momentum k⃗1, and we take e⃗k ≡ (0, 0, 1) without loss of generality.
Furthermore, we have k21 = k22 = 0 and q2i = (i2 − iN)m2

dm.
For N + 1 → 2 annihilation, it is straightforward to obtain the kinetics by replacing N with N + 1 in Eq. (41). Since we

intend to derive the recursion relation, now we express the kinetics (primed) from N + 1 → 2 annihilation in terms of those
(unprimed) from N → 2 annihilation:

k′1 = r1 + k1 , k′2 = r2 + k2 , q′i = r1 + qi (i ⩽ N − 1) , q′N = −r2 + qN−1 , (42)

with

r1 =
mdm

2
(1, e⃗k) , r2 =

mdm

2
(1,−e⃗k) , q′2i = q2i

(
1− i

i2 − iN

)
, q′2N = −Nm2

dm . (43)

Using the above relations and Eq. (39), we can write down the general amplitude for N + 1 → 2 annihilation,

MN+1 =

(
gaγγ(N + 1)

Nm2
dm

)N−1∏

k=1

(
1− k

k2 − kN

)−1

× ηµ2N−1µ2N
ϵ(r1+k1)(r1+q1)µ0µ1 × ϵ(qN−1−r2)(r2+k2)µ2Nµ′

0 × ϵ(r1+qN−1)(qN−1−r2)µ2N−2µ2N−1

× gNaγγN !

(
N−1∏

i=1

ηµ2i−1µ2i

(i2 − iN)m2
dm

)


N−1∏

j=2

ϵ(r1+qj−1)(r1+qj)µ2j−2µ2j−1


 ϵ∗µ0

(k1)ϵ
∗
µ′
0
(k2) , (44)
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where the first line is a new term from N + 1 → 2 annihilation, while the second and third lines contain both the N → 2 terms
and new contributions from r1, r2. The first line gives an overall factor

(
gaγγ(N + 1)

Nm2
dm

)N−1∏

k=1

(
1− k

k2 − kN

)−1

= gaγγ
N + 1

N2m2
dm

. (45)

The first contraction in the second line reads

ϵ(r1+k1)(r1+q1)µ0µ1 = ϵα0α1µ0µ1 (r1,α0
q1,α1

+ k1,α0
r1,α1

+ k1,α0
q1,α1

)

= ϵα0α1µ0µ1 (k1,α0
q1,α1

− r1,α0
p1,α1

) =

(
1 +

1

N

)
ϵk1q1µ0µ1 ,

(46)

where ϵα0α1µ0µ1 = −ϵα1α0µ0µ1 and q1 = k1 − p1 were used in the second equation, and the last result was derived by using
the kinetics given in Eqs. (41)–(43). This result indicates that the first term in the second equation of Eq. (46), which comes
from N → 2 annihilation, is at O(Nm2

dm), while the second term, which is a new contribution in N + 1 → 2 annihilation, is at
O(m2

dm). The second contraction in the second line of Eq. (44) also exhibits the similar feature, where

ϵ(qN−1−r2)(r2+k2)µ2Nµ′
0 = ϵα2Nα′

0µ2Nµ′
0
(
qN−1,α2N

k2,α′
0
− r2,α2N

k2,α′
0
+ qN−1,α2N

r2,α′
0

)

=

(
1 +

1

N

)
ϵqN−1k2µ2Nµ′

0 .
(47)

The first term in the first line of Eq. (47) would correspond to N → 2 annihilation up to a different index from µ2N . By using
the property of the Levi-Civita tensor, the second and third terms can be verified to be:

ϵα2Nα′
0µ2Nµ′

0
(
−r2,α2N

k2,α′
0
+ qN−1,α2N

r2,α′
0

)
= −m2

dm

2
ϵ03µ2Nµ′

0 , (48)

where the first two indices in the Levi-Civita tensor result from the fact that only the time-space and space-time components
survive from the 4-momentum product and the index 3 appears since we have taken the spatial momentum in the z-direction. By
comparing Eq. (47) with the corresponding term in N → 2 annihilation, we find that in addition to a different index from µ2N ,
an overall factor arises when going from N → 2 to N + 1 → 2 annihilation.

By similar arguments, we find that the second product in the third line of Eq. (44) reads

N−1∏

j=2

ϵ(r1+qj−1)(r1+qj)µ2j−2µ2j−1 =

N−1∏

j=2

ϵα2j−2α2j−1µ2j−2µ2j−1
(
qj−1,α2j−2qj,α2j−1 − r1,α2j−2pj,α2j−1

)

=

(
1 +

1

N

)N−2 N−1∏

j=2

ϵqj−1qjµ2j−2µ2j−1 ,

(49)

where qj − qj−1 = −pj was used in the first equation. Therefore, an overall factor arises from this product when going from
N → 2 to N + 1 → 2 annihilation.

Finally, the third contraction in the second line of Eq. (44) is a new term from N + 1 → 2 annihilation. Using the kinetics,
we find that

ϵ(r1+qN−1)(qN−1−r2)µ2N−2µ2N−1 = ϵα2N−2α2N−1µ2N−2µ2N−1

[
(r1 + r2)α2N−2

qN−1,α2N−1
− r1,α2N−2

r2,α2N−1

]

=
(N + 1)m2

dm

2
ϵ03µ2N−2µ2N−1 ,

(50)

where the reason for the appearance of the 03 indices is the same as that in Eq. (48).
Assembling these terms, we can rewrite the N + 1 → 2 amplitude as

MN+1 =
(gaγγ

2

)(N + 1

N

)2+N

ηµ2N−1µ2N
ϵ03µ2N−2µ2N−1ϵk1q1µ0µ1ϵqN−1k2µ2Nµ′

0

× gNaγγN !

(
N−1∏

i=1

ηµ2i−1µ2i

(i2 − iN)m2
dm

)


N−1∏

j=2

ϵqj−1qjµ2j−2µ2j−1


 ϵ∗µ0

(k1)ϵ
∗
µ′
0
(k2) . (51)
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Comparing to Eq. (39), we find that an overall factor arises in the N + 1 → 2 annihilation (1 + 1/N)2+N/2 in addition to the
expected DM-photon coupling gaγγ . The remaining difference can be parameterized as

N → 2 : MN,µ2N−2
ϵ∗µ′

0
(k2)ϵ

qN−1k2µ2N−2µ
′
0 , (52)

N + 1 → 2 : MN+1,µ2N−2
ϵ∗µ′

0
(k2)ηµ2N−1µ2N

ϵ03µ2N−2µ2N−1ϵqN−1k2µ2Nµ′
0 . (53)

To see the above difference, we recall that only the 03 and 30 components in the first two indices of the Levi-Civita tensors
(ϵqN−1k2µ2N−2µ

′
0 and ϵqN−1k2µ2Nµ′

0 ) survive. Then we perform the contraction of index µ′
0, with the photon polarization vector

ϵ∗µ′
0
= (0, 0, 1, 0), which selects MN,1 for N → 2 annihilation and MN+1,2 for N + 1 → 2 annihilation. These two results,

when further repeatedly contracting with other indices via the Minkowski metric tensor ηµiµj
, will be identical up to a potential

difference of a total minus sign. Therefore, we arrive at the final recursion relation

MN+1 =
(gaγγ

2

)(N + 1

N

)2+N

MN , (54)

and consequently the relation

κN+1 =
1

4

(
N + 1

N

)2N+4

κN . (55)

We can easily check this relation by using the results obtained from the FeynArts/FeynCalc packages [34, 35]. The squared
amplitude of the 2 → 2 process is |M2|2 = 2g4aγγm

4
dm, and the ones up to N = 6 read

|M3|2 =
2187

512
g6aγγm

4
dm , |M4|2 =

128

27
g8aγγm

4
dm , |M5|2 =

48828125

14155776
g10aγγm

4
dm , |M6|2 =

59049

32000
g12aγγm

4
dm , (56)

where κN can be extracted via Eq. (38).

III. Neff DEFICIT FROM PHOTON-NUMBER INJECTION

After neutrino decoupling, photon-number injection leads to modification of background photons. We can write:

nγ,f =

(
ai
af

)3

nbg,i + δnγ ≡ nbg,f + δnγ , (57)

where δnγ denotes the number of photons injected between the initial (ai) and final (af ) moments, and nbg = 2ζ3T
3/π2 is

the background number density. The above result can be recast into energy density by using ρbg ∝ n
4/3
bg , which, in the limit of

δnγ ≪ nγ , gives rise to

ργ,f =

(
ai
af

)4

ρbg,i +
4

3

δnγ

nbg,f
ρbg,f . (58)

We see that the photon-number injection mimics the energy release through

δξγ =
4

3
δηγ , (59)

with δξγ and δηγ being the energy release and number injection normalized to the background ρbg = 2π2T 4/15 and nbg,
respectively.

Let us consider the impact of the photon-number injection right after the SM neutrinos mostly decouple at around T ∼ 1 MeV.
Using the modified photon temperature and energy density from Eq. (58),

Tγ = Tbg

(
1 +

1

4
δξγ

)
, ργ = ρbg(1 + δξγ) , (60)

with the unperturbed background temperature Tbg and energy density ρbg, we obtain

∆Neff ≈ −NSM
eff δξγ ≈ −4

3
NSM

eff δηγ , (61)

where Eq. (59) was used.
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