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Abstract

We consider the gauged U(1)p_r model and examine the situation where the sterile neutrino is
a dark matter candidate produced by the freeze-in mechanism. In our model, the dark matter N is
mainly produced by the decay of a U(1)p_1, breaking scalar field ¢. We point out that the on-shell
production of ¢ through annihilation of the U(1)p_1 gauge field Z’ plays an important role. We
find that the single production of Z’ from the photon bath is one of the main production processes
of Z'. To prevent N from being overproduced, we show that the U(1)p_ gauge coupling constant
gp—r1, must be as small as 10713-10719. We also consider the case where the decay of ¢ into N is
kinematically forbidden. In this case, N is generated by the scattering of Z’ and the gp_1, takes

values of 10771075, which can be explored in collider experiments like FASER.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Nonvanishing masses of neutrinos indicate the existence of the standard model (SM)
gauge singlet right-handed (RH) neutrinos. Such a RH neutrino would be referred to as
sterile neutrino because those do not interact through the weak interaction, except through
possible tiny mixing with left-handed (LH) active neutrinos. Massive sterile neutrinos are
electrically neutral and could be very long lived if the mixing with active neutrinos, in other
words Yukawa couplings, is small enough. Then one of the RH neutrinos is a good candidate
for dark matter (DM) in our Universe [1-4] (for a review see e.g., Refs. [5, 6]), while the
others can generate neutrino masses through so-called seesaw mechanism [7-10].

In the minimal scenario of sterile neutrino DM N, sterile neutrinos never reach at ther-
mal equilibrium but are thermally produced as warm DM, by so-called Dodelson-Widrow
mechanism, through the mixing with active neutrinos [1]. However such sterile neutrino DM
have been confronted with astrophysical x-ray bounds and Lyman-a constraints on its free
streaming scale [11-15]!. We may seek another production mechanism in an extended model
of the SM where an additional interaction besides the mixing exists. While RH neutrinos are
singlet under the SM, they might be charged under an additional gauge symmetry. Gauged
B — L (Baryon number — Lepton number) symmetry is a theoretically well motivated ex-
tension of the SM [18-20]. Since a RH neutrino carries lepton number, sterile neutrinos
are charged under the U(1)p_r. Production of sterile neutrinos through the U(1)5_1 gauge
boson Z' is a viable alternative [21] in the minimal U(1)5_; model where one scalar to break
the B — L gauge symmetry and three RH neutrinos to cancel all anomalies are minimally
introduced. Then, if the B — L gauge coupling constant gp_y, is of the order of unity, sterile
neutrinos would be easily thermalized by the new U(1)p_ gauge interaction, which would
give rise to overabundant or too warm, unless the cosmic thermal history is non-standard [21]
or parity-odd sterile neutrino [22] is as heavy as weakly interacting massive particle [23].

On the other hand, for the very small gp_p, sterile neutrino DM is generated non-
thermally by the scattering or decay in the thermal plasma. Such non-thermal production

had been applied for various particles [24, 25], which was coined as “freeze-in” produc-

I The production by the mixing is available in the case that the production rate is enhanced by the resonance
effect under a large lepton asymmetric background [16]. See, for a recent study on cosmological constraints
on large lepton asymmetry, e.g., Ref. [17].



tion [26]. Processes involving Z’ [27-33] appear to be enough to explain the production of
sterile neutrino DM. However, the U(1)p_y breaking scalar ¢ contributions in addition to
7' cannot be ignored and was shown to be important for qualitatively and theoretical con-
sistency [34], because the production processes occur most efficiently at a low temperature
and are described by the broken gauge theory. In Ref. [34], the processes involving ¢ have
been fully formulated, nevertheless effects of ¢ have not completely evaluated for m, > 2my
and my < 2my because the decay width of ¢ is too narrow in numerical calculations. We
note that calculation for the mz > 2my case in Ref. [34] is valid.

In this paper, to take the scalar contributions into account appropriately for myz < 2my,
we solve the set of Boltzmann equations of not only sterile neutrino and the Z’ but also
the ¢ with and without the mixing with the SM Higgs boson. As the decay and its inverse
decay of Z’" are dominant processes for production or thermalization of Z’ [34], we point out
that this is the case for ¢ as well. We also point out that the single Z’ production modes
are significant in the Z’' production. We find that the required gp_; must be smaller than
O(107') to reproduce the observed DM abundance for my > 2my. On the other hand, for
my < 2my, the cosmological interesting parameter region, gp_;, < 107%, can be probed by
long lived Z’ searches as have been reported in the literature [27, 31, 34, 35].

This paper is organized as follows. We give Lagrangian of the model and the decay rate of
singlet-like scalar ¢ in Sec. II, and summarize Boltzmann equations to be solved in Sec. III.
In Sec. IV, we show our results for my > 2my with emphasizing the contribution of ¢ to
DM abundance. For this parameter range to reproduce the correct DM abundance, all of NV,
7' and ¢ are feeble particles and never reach thermal equilibrium. We solve the evolution of
the number densities of such multiple spices in the feeble U(1)p_1, sector. We also discuss
cosmological, astrophysical and experimental constraints and implications for the opposite

mass spectrum case of my < 2my. We conclude this paper in Sec. V.

II. MODEL

We consider the minimal gauged U(1)p_1 model studied in Ref. [34]. In this model, three
generations of RH neutrinos (v, ¢ = 1,2,3) are introduced to cancel the gauge anomalies.
One complex scalar ®, which spontaneously breaks the B — L gauge symmetry, is also

introduced as the origin of Majorana mass of RH neutrinos. The gauge charge assignment is



SUB)e | 3 3 3|1 1 11
suU2), |2 1 1|2 1 1|2 1
vy |4 3 il 1 0} o
Ulp—r | 5 3+ 3 |-1 -1 -1]0 2

TABLE I: Particle content and gauge charge assignment. The RH neutrinos are denoted as v

(1 =1,2,3) and new scalar boson is denoted as ®.

shown in Table I. Here, @ (ug,dgr) and L (eg,vgr) denote the LH (RH) quarks and leptons,
respectively, and the SM Higgs doublet is denoted by H.

A. Lagrangian

The Lagrangian of the model is
L= Lsu+ Ly, + Loauge + | D,PI> =V, (1)

where Lgy represents the SM Lagrangian without a scalar potential. The Lagrangian re-
garding the RH neutrino £, is given by

Loy = SVR(IDWr = yuiy L HVE = 5Y0, PV v + Hec,, (2)

where the superscript C' denotes the charge conjugation, and H = eH' is the complex con-
jugate Higgs field with € being the antisymmetric tensor of SU(2),. The Yukawa couplings
for the LH lepton doublets and RH neutrinos are denoted by y,,; and y,,;, respectively, in
which ¢ and j are indices of flavor or generation. Without loss of generality, we can work on
the diagonal basis of y,,,.

The covariant derivative in this model is given as
DN == au — ngWM — Z91YBM — igB—LQB—LXua (3)

where W,, B, and X, represent the gauge fields of SU(2).,U(1)y, and U(1)p_y, and
g2, g1, and gp_p, are the corresponding gauge coupling constants, respectively. The U(1)y
and U(1)p_r, charges are denoted as Y and @ p_r, which are shown in Table I. We omit the

SU(3)¢ color interaction because it is irrelevant with our discussion.
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The Lagrangian for the B — L gauge boson kinetic term, Lgayge, consists of

Lpnnge = —%XWX‘“’ + B X", (4)
where X, and B, represent the gauge field strength of X and B, respectively. The second
term is the gauge kinetic mixing term with a mixing parameter €. For the sake of minimality,
we set the kinetic mixing parameter to be negligibly small and omit this term throughout
this paper?.

The fourth term of Eq. (1) is the kinetic term of ®, and the last one V' is the scalar

potential which is given by

At 2 v?\? A2 2 U%fL ’ 2 v? 2 U]237L
=2 (|HP - — 22102 — B=L) 4 ([HP = =) (|9 -

where A\, Ay, A3 are real and positive parameters. On the electroweak and B — L broken

vacuum, the scalar bosons are expanded around its vacuum expectation value (vev), v and

vB_r, respectively as

0 1
H = 5 (I):_( - +¢*)7 (6)
\%(U%—qu) \/E'UBL B-L

where ¢y and ¢p_p are the dynamical degree of freedom. Here, the Nambu-Goldstone
bosons to be absorbed by the gauge bosons are omitted.

After the spontanecous symmetry breaking of SU(2), x U(1)y and U(1)p_, symmetries,
the gauge bosons and RH neutrinos acquire the masses. The neutrinos also acquire the
masses via the type-I seesaw mechanism. We denote the mass eigenstates of the active,
sterile neutrinos as v, IV;, and also those of the extra gauge and scalar bosons as Z' and

h, ¢, respectively. The masses of IV; and Z’ are given by

my, ~ yVRi

f \/§UB,L, (7)

mz = 29p_LVB-1L, (8)

where we assume that vp_j, is much larger than v. Using Egs. (7) and (8), the Majorana

Yukawa coupling and vev are expressed by the IV; and Z’ mass, respectively, in the following

2 The kinetic mixing can be generated through loop processes. Such a loop-induced kinetic mixing is not
finite and should be renormalized. We assume that our kinetic mixing parameter is tiny after the loop

induced ones are renormalized.



section. The masses of h and ¢ are given by

1 )\1"02 - )\2’02 _
2 2 2 B-L
=—(A A 9
"h =g ( W Al cos(2a) ’ )
1 )\11)2 - )\21)2 _
2 2 2 B-L
=—(A A — 10
Mo = 5 ( Wt Al cos(2a) ’ (10)
where « is the scalar mixing angle defined by
A
sin(2a) ~ — 228 (11)
my — My gB—L
The mass eigenstates, h and ¢, are related with ¢y and ¢p_j, as
O cosa  sina h (12)
bB-1 —sina cos o 10) .

For the rest of this paper, we identify h as the SM Higgs boson with the mass of 125 GeV.

B. Decay rates of ¢

In our previous work [34], the freeze-in productions of N from nonthermal decays and/or
scatterings of 7’ were studied by solving the Boltzmann equations. Here and hereafter,
the DM is denoted as N, which is sequestered from the SM particles, one among the three
sterile neutrinos. The other N; responsible to generate neutrino mass are denoted by vg.
The relevant decay rates and cross sections of N and Z’ can be found in Ref. [34]. In this
subsection, we present the decay rates including ¢ and h which are newly studied in this
paper.

One of the relevant interaction Lagrangians is the gauge interaction with Z’ given by
Loange = 29B—1 Mz COS ozZLZ’“qﬁ + 4g% ; cos® ozZLZ’“qﬁ{ (13)

and the other one is the Yukawa interactions given by

\/§mf .
v

sinaff¢ —gp-r

‘Cyukawa - =

N cos aNCN; ¢, (14)
myg:

where the Yukawa coupling of a fermion f is replaced by its mass m; and v. The partial



decay rates of ¢ — Z'Z’ and NN, ff are given by

2 4m2, + 1204
oMM 4m2, M z m2
F(gb — Z’Z’) = (gB—L COSO() E 1— mg m2Z/ ¢ , (15&)
3/2
(¢ — NiN) = (gp-rcosa)? 2§ (1 (1 Ak (15b)
14 Vg gB-L A i My mg} )
3/2
4m?
(¢ — ff) =sin aT (mf> (1 - —2f) . (15¢)
T\ m?

The scalar boson ¢ also can decay into the SM Higgs bosons, ¢ — hh. However, we consider
the case where ¢ is lighter than h, and therefore such production is kinematically forbidden.

On the other hand, the decay of h into ¢¢ is possible and its decay rate is given by

- \/ M — 4mj

Ln(h — ¢¢ 162
h

|Chos|, (16)

with

sin(2a) (mj, 4 2m3)(mz sin o — 2gp_ v cos @)

Ch(b(b - 2UmZ/ (17)

III. THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION

In this section, we show the Boltzmann equations of N, Z’ and ¢ for freeze-in production.

The Boltzmann equations for the number density of N, Z" and ¢ are given by

an .. .
— +3Hny = Z (ov(ij — NN))(nmn; —n3) + | > (I — NN))n;, (18a)
uj=r1.2' i=2Z"¢,h
dn
ZZ +3Hng =Y (ov(ij — 2/ Z)) (niny —n%) + S (i = 2'Z)n,
u,j=f i=¢;h
= {ov(Z'Z = i)Y+ D (ov(Zi— jk)ng) (ng —n)
i=¢,h ijk=f~
= D 0(Z' = ij)(nz —nP), (18b)
i,j=f
dn .. 2
o 4 3Hng, = Z (ov(ij — ¢d))(nin; — n¢)
Lij=f
+(ov(Z'Z" = ¢))ny — (T(¢ — Z'Z")ng — Y (T(6 — i) (ng — n),
i.j=f

(18¢)



where 7,7, and k are possible initial and final states in reactions, and n; is the number
density of i-particle, respectively. The Hubble expansion rate in the radiation-dominated
era is denoted by H. Note that the decay h — ¢¢ is omitted in Eq.(18c) because its decay
rate is further suppressed by ¢g%_;m?/m%, than that of ¢ — ff for small gp_; and a.
Thermally averaged product of the scattering cross section and relative velocity (ov) in

the right hand side of Eqgs. (18) are defined by [36]

(ov)ynin; = 3901 Z/m

ngigjpijZlEiEjO'UKl (g) s (19)

1+m1)2

and

dpr 1
4E¢EjO‘UEH/ (27r)f32_Ef|M|2(27T)45 (pi+p;—>_pys)
f

_ 1 2fgy|

167 (/s

2lqs| = 1/ s — 4mi;, (21)

i = Vs — (mi +m;)2\/s — (m; —m;)?
ij = 2\/5 .

Here, 7 denotes an initial state with the mass m;, energy F;, and internal degrees of freedom

|M|?d cos b, (20)

(22)

gi- The center-of-mass energy squared is given by s = (E; + F;)?, and three-momentum of
a final-state particle is denoted by ¢;. K;(2) is the modified Bessel function of the ith kind.
For the production processes of Z’ with a photon ~, the thermal average of ovn is defined

by

o T o s
(ovni)ny, = /( dsgigzpiz(AE;Eziov) Ky (\/?_) , (23)

4
327 mi+mz/)2

where i = v, f, f and

e T mz:

Thermally averaged decay rate (I') of i — jj is defined by

K1 (%)
K (%)

The ratio of the modified Bessel function represents a suppression factor for a high tempera-

(Lt —35)) = (i = jj). (25)

ture, T' > m;, by the time dilation. Concrete forms of the invariant squared amplitudes and



decay rates for the processes involving only N and Z’ are given at Appendix in Ref. [34]. The
amplitudes for ij — ¢¢ are given in Appendix. It should be noted that that the productions
of N, Z' and ¢ from the decays of particles are treated properly in the thermal averaged

cross sections to avoid double-counting in Eqgs. (18).

IV. ABUNDANCE OF STERILE NEUTRINO DM

In this section, we show our numerical results of the sterile neutrino DM abundance.
Throughout this section, the DM mass my and the other sterile neutrino mass m,, are
fixed to be my = 0.5 GeV and m,,, = 2 GeV, respectively, unless stated. We consider the
case where Z' cannot decay into a DM pair, hence the Z’ mass is restricted to mz < 1 GeV.
There are two cases of mass spectrum on mg > 2my and mg < 2my. We consider those in

order.

A. myg>2my case

In this spectrum, the DM is produced from the decay ¢ — NN. Figure 1 shows the
contour plot of the DM abundance in mz—gg_; plane. The blue, red, and green curves
correspond to mg = 100, 20, and 2 GeV, respectively. The scalar mixing angle is taken
to be a = 0 (solid) and 10~" (dashed). The dashed-dotted line corresponds to the lifetime
of Z'; 770 = 1 second. The black shaded region is excluded by SN1987A [37]. The gauge
coupling constant to reproduce the correct DM abundance turns out to be much smaller
than the previous results [34] where the dominant production modes have been regarded
as the scattering Z'Z" — NN, of t(u)-channel N exchange and s-channel scalar h and ¢
exchange, from thermalized Z’ initial states. However, what we found here are as follows.
If Z' were thermalized, ¢ could be also easily produced by the inverse decay Z'Z" — ¢, the
following decay ¢ — NN overproduces the DM N. The main production modes of ¢ are
the inverse decay Z'Z' — ¢ and ff — ¢. To suppress the ¢ production by the inverse decay
Z'7" — ¢ and the Z’ production by the scattering fv — fZ’, whose interaction rates are
both proportional to g% _;, we find that gg_;, has to be very small. The contours show that
a = 1077 cases need further smaller gz_; than a = 0 cases because the channel ff — ¢

produces ¢ additionally. We will show this in Figure 3. The solid green line corresponding
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FIG. 1: Contour plots of Qh? = 0.12. The DM mass and the heavier sterile neutrino masses are
fixed to my = 0.5 GeV and 2 GeV, respectively. The blue, red, and green curves correspond to
mg = 100 GeV, 20 GeV, and 2 GeV, respectively. The scalar mixing angle is taken to a = 0 (solid)
and 1077 (dashed). The dashed-dotted line represents 77 = 1 second. The black shaded region is
excluded by SN1987A.

to a = 0 and my = 2 GeV deviates from the straight line in the region where my is heavy.
This is because ¢ — Z'Z" approaches its threshold (m, =~ 2my/) and the branching fraction
becomes smaller. As a result, the branching ratio of ¢ — NN becomes relatively large and
more N is produced. To avoid overproduction, the gauge coupling must be smaller.

Apart from the DM production, the late time decay of Z’ into the SM fermions could
cause problems. When Z’ decays after the Big-Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN), the synthesized
elements would be destructed by energetic particles produced by the decay and the success
of BBN would be spoiled, as TeV mass gravitinos do [24, 38]. The BBN constraints on sub-
GeV decaying particles have been derived in Ref. [39]. For reference purpose, we add the
dashed-dotted line representing the Z’ lifetime of 1 second in Fig. 1 and below the line the
7' boson would decay after the BBN starts. However, notice that this does not necessarily
mean the region below this line is excluded by the BBN. As we will see in Figs. 2 and 3, Z’

also can be converted into photon via Z'f — ~f before its decay. Therefore, the detailed
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FIG. 2: Time evolution of interaction rates (left) and yield (right). In all panels, the mass of ¢
and scalar mixing angle are fixed as mg = 2 GeV and «a = 0, respectively. In the right panels, the

dotted lines represent the time evolution assuming that each particle is in thermal equilibrium.

analysis would be needed by taking into account the conversion into photon.

Figures 2 and 3 show the time evolution of interaction rate (cv(ij — kl))s and (I'(i —
jk)) (panel (a), (c) and (e)), and the yield value Y of N, Z’ and ¢ ((b), (d) and (f)) for
benchmark points that satisfy Qh? = 0.12. Here, s is the entropy density. The black dotted
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line represents the Hubble parameter in the radiation dominated Universe, H ~ T?/M,
with the Planck mass M, = 2.4 x 10'® GeV. In Figure 2, the scalar mass and mixing
angle are fixed to be mg = 2 GeV and a = 0, respectively. The values of mz and gp_
are varied in each row: the first, second, and third row of figures correspond to the case
(mz,gp_1) = (300 MeV, 8.5 x 1071%), (440 MeV, 1.1 x 107!1), and (850 MeV, 1.5 x 10711),
respectively. In the left panels, solid curves represent the interaction rates of ¢ in which
the corresponding processes are indicated near each curve. Dashed ones represent those of
Z'. One can understand from the left panels that two new processes studied in this paper
are dominant production modes of ¢ and Z’. One is the inverse decay Z'Z" — ¢ which is
much larger than ff — ¢. From the inverse decay, ¢ is efficiently produced and then decays
into the dark matters roughly below 7' ~ 0.1 GeV from the ¢ decay. The other one is the
fermion-photon scattering fv — fZ’ which can be large in photon bath, which efficiently
produces Z'. These Z’ can be converted back to photon before it decays. In fact, in the
left panels, the interaction rate of the photon scattering fvy — fZ’ is always larger than
the decay rate Z’ — ff, and becomes comparable to the cosmic expansion rate H before
that of the decay rate becomes. Thus, the Z’ boson disappears via the conversion rather
than the decay in these parameters, which can be seen in the right panels as well. In the
right panels in Figs. 2 and 3, solid curves represent the yield of Z’ (green), ¢ (blue) and N
(red) obtained in our calculation while dashed ones are equilibrium values. One can see that
¢, Z' and N never enter the thermal bath and are produced in freeze-in mechanism. As
explained in the left panels, Z’ can be converted into photon by the scattering. Then, Yy
starts to decrease when the interaction rate of the photon scattering becomes comparable to
the Hubble parameter. In panel (f), the behavior of Yz evolution changes around 7' = 1072
GeV. This is because there is still enough ¢ left after T = 1072 GeV, and Z' is produced
again through the decay of ¢.

Figure 3 is the same plot as Figure 2 for a = 1077 (top panels) and 10~% (bottom
panels), respectively. Mass parameters are fixed as my = 2 GeV, myz = 100 MeV. The
gauge coupling constant is taken to gg_; = 4.7 x 1073 (top panels) and 3.3 x 107'? (bottom
panels). In these cases, ¢ can interact with the SM fermions through the scalar mixing.
Left panels show that ¢ is produced through not only Z’Z’ — ¢ but also ff — ¢ (solid
magenta curve). Due to this new process, ¢ production continues at low temperature after

Z'7" — ¢ terminates, resulting more ¢ than in a = 0 cases. Since the DM is produced from

12



a=1.0x10"", gg_; =4.7x107"*

a=1.0x10"", gg_ =4.7x107"3

10—18E T T AL m L e L R 10_2 IR P T E
SN ; -
(5} 200 s, Z'Z's ¢ e, i E E|
S 10777 ¢ . E 1045 =
Q E E 4
5 10728 10 3
=] = >~ E =
.2 107 108 =
3 i 2 e
g 10-26E 107101
= 102 :

280 v vl v vl T vk v vl il il el CLot i Lol ool bl |
102 10" 1 10" 10* 10° 10* 10° 10~ 1 10’ 10? 10°
/T [GeV ! /T [GeV ™Y
a=1.0x10"%, gg_,=3.3x1071? a=1.0x10"%, gg_,=3.3x1071

10—18E S A B L IR I 25\ LR B AL I B PR L UE
= : E 1075, ;3
) : 627" ] 107 E
% 10‘222 ¢ > NN 7 10—62_ _
s : RNV - ]
2 1072 7 sy 17 10k ;
Q R PP P LR 3 3
5 1080 — Y4 107 3
E ; ST 2 ., 2 1020 S

280 T v b Yl il s e | im L coovonl il Cfinnld
102 10" 10" 102 10° 10* 10° 107" 1 10" 102 108
-1 -
1/T [GeV™'] 1/T [GeV™']

FIG. 3: Plots as figure 2 for (a, gp_1) = (1077,4.7 x 10713) at top row and (107%,3.3 x 107!2) at

bottom row, respectively. The parameters are taken as my = 2 GeV, mz = 100 MeV.

the ¢ decay, the gauge coupling should become smaller to suppress the branching ratio into
NN as shown in Fig. 1. In the top left panel in Fig. 3, the interaction rate of the photon
scattering fy — fZ' never become comparable to the expansion rate H and the decay rate
becomes so later. Thus, Z’ decays during the BBN at 7'~ 0.1 MeV. On the other hand, in
the bottom panels, Z’ can convert into the photon and disappear before the BBN.

B. mg <2mpy case

Figure 4 is the same plot as Fig. 1 for the mass spectrum (mg,my) = (1 GeV,0.5
GeV) (blue) and (10 GeV,5 GeV) (red). The brown shaded region is excluded by electron
and proton beam dump experiments (See Refs. [35, 40] and references therein). For this
mass spectrum, ¢ cannot decay into N and therefore the DM must be produced through
the scattering of 2’2’ — NN, dominantly ¢(u)-channel N exchange. Hence the results is
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FIG. 4: Blue and red contour plots of Qh? = 0.12 for (mg,my) = (1 GeV,0.5 GeV) and (10
GeV,5 GeV), respectively. The other sterile neutrino mass m,,, is taken to be 2 GeV. The black
shaded region is excluded by SN1987A. The brown shaded region is excluded by electron and

proton beam dump experiments.

insensitive to the scalar mixing « and essentially same as the case B in Ref. [34]. In this

case, the Z' boson search will be possible at future FASER experiment [35, 40, 41].

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied freeze-in production of sterile neutrino dark matter in feebly interacting
B — L model. In the spectrum where Z’ cannot decay into the dark matter, the scalar plays
an important role in the dark matter production. We solved the Boltzmann equations of
7', N and also ¢ simultaneously and analyzed the scalar contribution to the dark matter
production. We also took the Z’ production with a photon into account.

We found that Z’ can be predominantly produced by fv — fZ’ and produces ¢ through
the inverse decay of Z'Z’ — ¢. Then, the sterile neutrino DM is produced by the decay of
¢. Due to the large number of photon in thermal plasma, the gauge coupling gg_; must be

as small as 10713-107!*. We showed that not only the DM but also Z’ and ¢ never enter
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the thermal bath and are produced in freeze-in mechanism. When the scalar mixing « is
nonzero, ¢ also is additionally produced by the inverse decays of the SM fermions. Thus,
smaller gauge coupling than the one for a = 0 case is required not to overproduce the sterile
neutrino DM. For such a very small gg_;, coupling, Z’ may be long-lived and subject of the
constraints from the BBN. Such long-lived Z’ could disappear by the conversion fZ' — f~
before its decay, then Z’ would not affect the BBN. This is also an interesting aspect of this
model and way to avoid BBN constraints.

We also found when the ¢ decay into the DM is forbidden, the gauge coupling should
be 1077-107° for mz < 1 GeV. Such a region will be searched by collider experiments like
FASER [42, 43]. We will show its sensitivity region in our future work.
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Appendix A: Amplitude of the scalar production processes

We give explicit formulas of the invariant amplitude squared. The scalar self-couplings
are given in [34].

L. f(p1)f(p2) = ¢(q1)¢(q2)

M = Mg + My,, (A1)
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where

\/§mf Cpp Sin o Chgp cOS @
M. — 5(po)ulp : + . , (A2a
" (p2)u(ps) (p1 + p2)? — mi +imgly — (p1 +p2)* — mi +imgly A

2
m

M, = —2—S gin%a
02

X (pa) <( (771 — %) Ty + (171 - %) B > u(pr), (A2Db)

p1—@)? = mi+imLy  (p1— qo)? —mG +imgly

and
m2 (2gp_rv cos® a + my sin® )
¢
= A
Copp =3 v (A3)
2. Z'(p1)Z'(p2) = ¢(q1)9(q2)

M = M.+ M, + M, (A4)

where
M, = 16gp_r, cos® ae”(p1)e,(p2), (Aba)

M, = —gp_rmze'(p1)eu(p2)

Cppg COS 0 Cheo Sin o
X s T R Rl (A5D)
(p1+p2)? —mg +imgly  (p1+p2)? — mZ +imyly

My, = 49123_Lm22, cos® ae“(p1)€u(p2>

X ( ! + ! ) (Abc)
. ; . C
(p1 — ql)Z — m2Z, + ZmZ/FZ/ (pl — q2)2 — mQZ, + ZmZ/FZ/
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