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We investigate cosmological and astrophysical constraints on dark photons with masses ∼10−1-103 MeV.
These dark photons can be copiously produced either in the early Universe or during core-collapse
supernovae, potentially leaving distinct observational signatures. First, we derive updated constraints from
cosmological and astrophysical observables that rely on the thermal relic abundance of dark photons,
including the cosmic microwave background spectrum, primordial light element abundances, and Galactic/
extragalactic γ-ray flux. We consider the minimal reheating temperature possible, TRH¼ 6 MeV, such that
our constraints are conservative, but unavoidable within the minimal dark photon model. Then, for
supernova-sourced dark photons, we systematically examine all relevant observational bounds, revisit the
standard cooling argument and derive limits from other arguments such as fireball formation, low energy
supernovae and Galactic positron injection.
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I. INTRODUCTION

New light and weakly coupled degrees of freedom
appear ubiquitously in many well-motivated extensions
of the Standard Model (SM). These hypothetical particles
offer a fertile ground for probing physics beyond the SM
through cosmological and astrophysical observations.
In this work, we explore one of the simplest and most

theoretically motivated extensions of the SM: a new spin-1
vector field identified as the gauge boson of an additional
AbelianUð1Þ0 gauge symmetry. We denote the correspond-
ing quantum field by A0

μ, and refer to its particle excitation
as the dark photon (DP), denoted by γ0. More specifically,
we investigate the constraints and prospects on the most
minimal communication channel with the visible sector in
the absence of other new particles at the low-energy scale
probed by processes relevant to cosmology and astrophys-
ics: the renormalizable Abelian kinetic mixing [1–5].

The DP can be probed through a wide variety of
experimental and observational means [6]. Laboratory
searches, including fixed-target [7–12] and beam dump
experiments [13,14], rare meson decay measurements
[8,15–25], and collider signatures [26–33], have excluded
wide regions of the DP parameter space, particularly at
higher kinetic mixing, where DPs are efficiently pro-
duced and decay promptly. However, at lower values of
the kinetic mixing, where the DP becomes long-lived on
experimental timescales, terrestrial experiments lose
sensitivity, and the role of astrophysical and cosmological
probes becomes crucial.
In these regimes, DPs can be efficiently produced in

extreme environments, such as the hot and dense interiors
of stars, supernovae (SNe), and neutron star mergers.
Depending on its mass and mixing, DPs may escape the
object, deposit energy outside via decay, or remain trapped
and contribute to local energy transport, thereby modifying
observable quantities such as neutrino emission, light
curves, or postmerger signals.
In parallel, the cosmological implications of MeV-scale

DPs offer complementary and powerful avenues of con-
straint. In the early Universe, DPs produced through
thermal processes can contribute to the expansion history.
Their radiative decays may inject entropy, alter the pre-
dicted light element abundances of big bang nucleosyn-
thesis (BBN), or contribute to the effective number of
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relativistic species and distort the cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB), all of which are precisely measured by
current observations. At later times, decays of relic DPs
into photons or electron-positron pairs can inject energy
into the intergalactic medium, and be probed through
cosmological observables such as the CMB anisotropy
spectrum by affecting the ionization history. In Galactic and
extragalactic environments, the decay products can lead to
distinctive features in x-ray signals if DPs are long-lived
and decay on astrophysical scales. Constraints from the
Milky Way, clusters, and nearby galaxies provide stringent
bounds in this regime.
In this work, we provide a comprehensive survey of the

phenomenology of MeV-scale DPs, bringing together a
wide range of observational and experimental constraints
(see Ref. [34] instead for smaller DP masses). Our analysis
includes cosmological limits from early-Universe physics,
and astrophysical probes from SNe-associated phenomena.
In particular, we highlight the role of recent developments
in supernova probes and neutron star merger simulations
for probing long-lived DPs. We also collect updated
colliders constraints in the regime of interest.

By combining all available constraints, we present an up-
to-date map of the viable parameter space for MeV-scale
DPs (see Fig. 1). This work serves as both a status report
and a resource for future investigations, identifying open
windows for discovery and clarifying the complementarity
of different probes across cosmic and terrestrial frontiers.

II. DARK PHOTON THEORY, INTERACTIONS,
AND PRODUCTION RATES

This section defines the theoretical framework that forms
the basis of our phenomenological analysis. We begin by
introducing the low-energy effective DP interactions and
discussing plausible UVorigins for the two key parameters
appearing on the Cartesian axes of Fig. 1. We then examine
how Abelian kinetic mixing induces interactions between
the DP and electrically charged SM particles. This requires
identifying the physical propagating states, which we carry
out both in vacuum and in a medium. Finally, we use these
results to derive the master formula in Eq. (5), which
quantifies the number of DPs produced per unit time and
volume. This expression will be repeatedly used in the
following sections to study DP production in both the early
Universe and supernova environments.
The low-energy Lagrangian for the DP that captures the

relevant phenomenology reads as follows:

LDP ¼ −
1

4
FμνFμν −

1

4
F0
μνF0μν þ ε

2
FμνF0μν

þmγ0

2
A0
μA0μ þ eAμJ

μ
EM: ð1Þ

Here, Fð0Þ
μν ¼ ∂μA

ð0Þ
ν − ∂νA

ð0Þ
μ is the photon (DP) field

strength tensor, m0
γ is the DP mass, and JμEM is the

electromagnetic (EM) current. We notice how this
Lagrangian contains the two parameters that define our
framework: the kinetic mixing ε and the DP mass mγ0 .
The first row of Eq. (1) contains the kinetic terms of the

Lagrangian, including the operator that serves as the
sole interaction channel between the visible and dark
sectors: the kinetic mixing between the two Abelian field
strengths.1 This interaction is conventionally normalized by
the dimensionless parameter ε. Because particles charged
under both Abelian symmetries induce radiative correc-
tions, the kinetic mixing parameter typically runs with
the energy scale [1]. In any given UV complete theory,
its value must be fixed at a specific energy scale, with the

FIG. 1. Astrophysical, cosmological, and colliders constraints
on the dark photon model in MeV mass range. In particular, we
show constraints from SN1987A cooling (dark blue), failed
supernovae (mustard), low-energy SNe (LESNe, light red),
BBN (salmon), ΔNeff (red), relic-density Ωγ0 (olive), 511 keV
line (violet blue), diffuse supernova γ-rays, SN1987A γ-ray
constraints (lilac), Galactic and diffuse γ-ray limits from cosmic
relic densities (green), CMB anisotropies (dark gray), fireball
formation both from both SN1987A (magenta) and GW170817
(gray). The light gray region labeled “Beam dumps” shows the
combined exclusion from fixed-target and collider experiments,
obtained using DarkCast [35–37] and Ref. [38]. We stress that the
combination of low-energy supernovae, fireball formation, super-
nova γ-ray signals, and Galactic positron injection is independent
of the supernova explosion mechanism and, taken together,
supersedes the standard cooling argument. See the text for the
details of each constraint.

1If we were interested in a Lagrangian valid at arbitrarily high
energies, the Abelian gauge group to which the DP couples would
be the hypercharge Uð1ÞY [1]. However, since the processes
relevant to our analysis take place at energies well below the
Fermi scale, we work with the SM in its broken electroweak
phase and accordingly couple the DP to the electromagnetic
gauge group; coupling to the neutral weak gauge group is
suppressed by the Fermi scale as ðmγ0=mZÞ2 [39–41].
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low-energy value determined accordingly. In this work, we
adopt a practical approach and treat ε as the kinetic mixing
parameter evaluated at the low energies relevant for the
constraints used in our analysis.
The mass term for the DP in the second row of Eq. (1)

explicitly breaks the Uð1Þ0 gauge symmetry. However,
there are several mechanisms that can generate such a
mass at low energies while preserving gauge invariance
at high energies. Two widely studied examples are the
dark Higgs mechanism [42] and the Stueckelberg mecha-
nism [43]. The former, analogous to the well-established
mechanism for electroweak symmetry breaking, introdu-
ces a new scalar field that spontaneously breaks the
Abelian symmetry, resulting in a massive gauge boson
and an additional radial mode in the spectrum. In contrast,
the Stueckelberg mechanism generates a gauge-invariant
mass term without spontaneous symmetry breaking or
additional physical scalars, by coupling the gauge field to
a pseudoscalar degree of freedom. In this work, we remain
agnostic about the origin of the DP mass. We assume that
any additional states associated with the mass-generation
mechanism are heavy enough to be phenomenologically
irrelevant, and we treat mγ0 as a free parameter throughout
our analysis.
Having introduced the effective parameters that define

our framework and outlined our low-energy, pragmatic
approach, we now turn to the physical implications of a
nonzero kinetic mixing. As we will show below, this term
induces a small effective coupling between the DP and
electrically charged SM particles.
We start our discussion from the simplest case where

physical processes happen in the vacuum and the SM
photon field is massless. The diagonalization of the photon
and DP fields in Eq. (1) can be achieved via the gauge-
invariant shift of Aμ → Aμ þ εA0

μ at the leading order of ε
(higher-order terms in ε arise from the canonical field
normalization) [44]. Therefore, the interactions of DPs with
the SM contents in the vacuum are simply written as [44]

LDPjvacuum ⊃ εeA0
μJ

μ
EM: ð2Þ

The assumption that we are in vacuum is not always
justified and, in some of the cases considered in this work,
it is not valid. For this reason, we are also forced to consider
situations in which the system is embedded in a dense
medium. The effective DP couplings in this case are
affected by plasma effects, which modifies photon
dispersion. Considering the thermally corrected photon
propagator in the form of the polarization tensor, these
couplings can be described by the replacement of the
kinetic mixing as [45,46]

ε → ε
m2

γ0

m2
γ0 − πT;L

; ð3Þ

where πT;L quantifies the refractive properties of the
intermediate photon propagator for transverse (T) and
longitudinal (L) polarizations, respectively. Explicit expres-
sions for the polarizations can be found in Appendix A.
This expression indeed covers the case of the vacuum,
where both polarizations πT;L vanish.
We conclude this section with a very useful expression

that quantifies the DP production rate. The DP coupling
structure, which is provided in Eq. (3), follows that of
photons (i.e., EM interactions) up to an overall factor
proportional to the kinetic mixing ε. Thus, we can express
any interaction rates of DPs in terms of the total absorption
rate of SM photons. To this purpose, it is useful to
appreciate how the imaginary components of πT;L rely
on processes that bring photons into thermal equilibrium
through scatterings, such as absorption and/or decay. When
particles participating in such processes are in thermal
equilibrium, detailed balance yields [47–49]

Im πT;L ¼ −ωð1 − e−ω=TÞΓT;L: ð4Þ

Here, ΓT;L represents the total absorption rate of photons
with a modified dispersion relation that corresponds to an
external DP with energy ω and momentum k⃗, or in other
words satisfying the relation ω2 − k2 ¼ m2

γ0 . Therefore, all
the functions appearing in Eq. (4) are determined by
properties of the QED plasma populating the early Universe.
In particular, the differential DP production rate per

volume can be written as follows [45,49]:

dN γ0

dV dt d3k⃗
¼ ε2

ð2πÞ3
X
i¼T;L

gie−ω=TΓi

���� m2
γ0

m2
γ0 − πi

����
2

¼ 1

ð2πÞ3
ε2m4

γ0

ω

1

eω=T − 1

×
X
i¼T;L

gi
jIm πij

ðm2
γ0 − Re πiÞ2 þ jIm πij2

; ð5Þ

with gi ¼ 2ð1Þ for the transverse (longitudinal) polariza-
tion. Under the typical condition of a narrow resonance
width (i.e., Re πi ≫ Im πi), the DP production during the
resonance can be interpreted as the resonant conversion
from background photons and becomes independent of the
details of scattering processes, as we will discuss.

III. COSMOLOGICAL DARK PHOTONS:
THERMAL PRODUCTION AND SIGNALS

The hot plasma in the early Universe serves as a natural
source for the production of massive DPs. In this paper, we
focus on the primordial DP abundance with masses around
the MeV scale, generated through thermal processes such
as particle scatterings within the thermal bath. Even if these
thermally produced DPs contribute only a small fraction of
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the total dark matter density, their decay into the electro-
magnetic sector can leave observable imprints on astro-
physical and cosmological phenomena. In the following
sections, we examine sensitivities to probe a signal from the
relic DP abundance via their decay by exploiting some
observables, which align closely with predictions from
the SM.
The cosmological evolution of the DP number density

nγ0 is governed by the Boltzmann equation,

dnγ0

dt
þ 3Hnγ0 ¼ γγ0

�
1 −

nγ0

neqγ0

�
; ð6Þ

where H accounts for the Hubble rate, and γγ0 is the DP
interaction rate. For the sake of convenience, we rewrite
the Boltzmann equation in terms of the comoving number
density Yγ0 ¼ nγ0=s, as follows:

dYγ0

d logT−1 ¼
�
1 −

1

3

d log g�s
d log T−1

�
γγ0

sH
; ð7Þ

where s ¼ ð2π2=45Þg�sT3 denotes the entropy density, T is
the temperature, and g�s represents the effective entropic
degrees of freedom. Since DPs with MeV-scale masses are
produced during the radiation-dominated era, the Hubble
rate reads H ¼ 1.66 × g1=2� T2=mpl with mpl ¼ G−1=2 ¼
1.22 × 1019 GeV the Planck mass, and g� the total number
of relativistic degrees of freedom.
The interaction rate γγ0 is proportional to ðneqγ0 − nγ0 Þ,

where neqγ0 denotes the equilibrium number density of DPs.
If the DP coupling strength (i.e., the kinetic mixing ε) is
sufficiently large, the DP number density follows thermal
equilibrium and eventually freezes out. On the other hand,
for small kinetic mixing, DPs never reach thermal equi-
librium but are gradually produced from the thermal bath
via the so-called “freeze-in” production mechanism. In this
freeze-in regime, the DP production rate is predominantly
contributed from collisions that generate DPs, approxi-
mately given by γγ0 ∝ neqγ0 .
Building upon the description in Sec. II, the cosmologi-

cal DP production rate can be expressed as

γγ0 ¼
Z

d3k⃗
dNγ0

dV dt d3k⃗
: ð8Þ

The plasma frequency ωpl, which determines Re πi as
outlined in Eqs. (A1) and (A2), is depicted in Fig. 2,
incorporating the baryon asymmetry nB=nγ ≃ 6 × 10−10

with the proton abundance np=nB ≃ 0.878 after BBN,
leading to ne− − neþ ≃ np due to the electric-charge neutral-
ity condition. The imaginary component Im πi encodes
information on the absorption (and, correspondingly,
production in the detailed balance relation) of photon

states with the energy ω and the dispersion relation of
ω2 − k2 ¼ m2

γ0 .
It is noteworthy that cosmological DP production is

IR-dominated. This IR-sensitive feature stems from the
renormalizable nature of DP couplings, governed by the
dimensionless kinetic mixing ε. Moreover, at high temper-
atures of ωpl > mγ0 , plasma effects further suppress the
effective DP couplings and, consequently, the interaction
rate. Hence, the thermal production of cosmological DPs
becomes efficient at lower temperatures when ωpl ≤ mγ0 .
A notable contribution to the DP abundance can arise

from the resonance point, Re πi ¼ m2
γ0 , similar to the case

of supernovae discussed above. Since the resonance width
is narrow (i.e., Im πi ≪ Re πi), the resonance contribution
to the DP abundance becomes independent of the imagi-
nary components Im πi, as discussed in Eq. (24), and can
be understood as a nonadiabatic resonant conversion of
photons into DPs. Details of the analytic derivation can be
found in Appendix. B.
We notice that the resonant production is dominated by

the transverse components, which occur when ωpl ≃mγ0 .
This is because the resonance of the longitudinal polari-
zation occurs at the specific low energy of ω̃ ¼ OðωplÞ,
considerably smaller than temperature. Therefore, the
photon number density available for resonant conversion
into longitudinal DPs is suppressed by factors of ðωpl=TÞ2
and ð1=πÞ2 relative to the equilibrium number density nγ;
the second factor comes from the kinematic space integral.
There is a compensatory enhancement of ðT=ωplÞ since the
nonadiabatic resonant conversion probability is inversely
proportional to ω. As a result, the resonance contribution to
the longitudinal DP abundance is approximately 2 orders of
magnitude lower than that of transverse ones.
The thermal production of DPs persists until T ∼mγ0 .

The conventional method for evaluating production rates
assumes that statistical factors for the final states are
neglected, and it exploits the advantage of invariance under
Lorentz transformations to the final states. This approach

FIG. 2. Cosmic plasma frequency as a function of temperature.
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allows the use of Mandelstam variables to describe scatter-
ing processes [50] in the c.m. frame. However, in principle,
this approach is not directly applicable to calculating the
DP production rate because the plasma effect on the DP
couplings depends on polarization, which is defined in a
specific frame characterized by thermodynamic properties
such as temperature.
Nevertheless, once the temperature drops to the lower

temperature regime of ωpl < mγ0 , the plasma effect turns
out to be insignificant. At such low temperatures, the
effective coupling of DPs becomes effectively independent
of polarization and behaves equivalent to the vacuum case.
In light of this and considering that calculations are
relatively insensitive to the initial temperature, the conven-
tional Lorentz-invariant method remains a reliable approxi-
mation. In Appendix B 2, we provide the cosmological DP
production rate γγ0 for the relevant scattering processes
(semi-Compton scatterings and e−eþ annihilation) and the
inverse-decay processes (the so-called “coalescence”) in
terms of the Lorentz invariant variables.
Figure 3 shows the freeze-in DP abundance Yγ0 ¼ nγ0=s

for the initial temperatures TRH ¼ 6 MeV (black solid line)
and TRH ¼ 100 MeV (gray dashed line). To compute Yγ0 ,
we perform the Boltzmann equation in Eq. (7) with the
production rate given in Eq. (8), incorporating the plasma
effect described in Sec. II. We take the effective degrees of
freedom for the entropy (g�s) and energy (g�) densities
within the standard cosmology from Ref. [51].
For TRH ¼ 6 MeV (black solid line), the DP abundance

at masses below
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
3=2

p
ωplð6 MeVÞ ≃ 0.74 MeV is domi-

nated by resonant production, while at higher masses
scattering processes without the plasma effect control
the abundance. A sizable contribution from the inverse
electron-positron decay arises only when it becomes
kinematically allowed, i.e., for mγ0 > 2me. For the higher
temperature of TRH ¼ 100 MeV, resonance production can

occur even for mγ0 > 2me, but its contribution is subdomi-
nant compared to inverse-decay process.
When the DP mass is sufficiently small compared to

the initial temperature, the thermal relic abundance
becomes insensitive to the initial temperature due to the
IR-dominated nature of the production, as noted above. On
the other hand, for too-heavy DP masses, abundance is
exponentially suppressed by the Boltzmann factor, as
clearly shown in Fig. 3. These results do not account for
the subsequent decay of DPs; thus, the actual density at a
given time should include an additional exponential sup-
pression factor from decay.
The scaling behavior of the freeze-in DP abundance, in

regimes where it becomes independent of the initial
temperature (i.e., for mγ0 ≪ TRH), can be understood
analytically as follows: for masses above the electron-
positron threshold (2me ≃ 1.02 MeV), the dominant
production mechanism is inverse decay, the rate of which
is γγ0 ∼m2

γ0TΓeēK1ðmγ0=TÞ ∝ ε2mγ0T2 at T > mγ0 ; see
Eq. (B13). With this expression, we find

Yγ0 ≃
135

1.668π3
gγ0MPlΓγ0→eþe−

gsg
1=2
� m2

γ0
SðxÞ

≃
8.2 × 1017

mγ0=MeV

�
10.75
gs

�
3=2

× SðxÞ
�
1þ 2m2

e

m2
γ0

� ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 − 4

m2
e

m2
γ0

s
ð9Þ

where SðxÞ ≃ ½0.266þ 0.734e−x�e−xð1þ x2Þ5=4, and
x≡mγ0=TRH. Notice that for x ≫ 1 (equivalently,
mγ0 ≫ TRH), then the abundance gets suppressed as
SðxÞ ∼ x5=2e−x, while for x≪1, then SðxÞ∼1. Derivation
of these results can be found in Appendix B. For lower
masses, production is governed by the resonant scattering,
which relies on the resonant temperature Tres. From
Eq. (B2), the resonant contribution scales as ½Yγ0 �res ∝
ε2m2

γ0T
−3
res. When mγ0 > 10−2 MeV, electrons and positrons

are still relativistic at Tres that the plasma frequency scales
as ωpl ∝ T. This results in Yγ0 ∝ ε2m−1

γ0 , consistent with the
inverse decay regime. In the intermediate mass range
of 10−8 MeV < mγ0 < 10−2 MeV, resonance occurs dur-
ing the epoch when positrons are being annihilated. As
illustrated in Fig. 2, Tres depends weakly on mγ0 across
this range, which leads to Yγ0 ∝ ε2m2

γ0 . At last, for

mγ0 < 10−8 MeV, positrons are depleted and the remaining
asymmetric electron population determines the plasma
frequency that ωpl ∝ n1=2e ∝ T3=2. This results in a mass-
independent abundance Yγ0 ∝ ε2.
In the main text, we focus on the irreducible DP relic

abundance for the initial temperature of 6 MeV,

FIG. 3. Comoving dark photon density Yγ0 ¼ nγ0=s generated
by thermal processes with the initial temperatures Tres ¼ 6 MeV
(black) and Tres ¼ 100 MeV (gray dashed), in the freeze-in
scenario where thermal equilibrium is never achieved.
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corresponding to the minimal onset temperature consistent
with the standard cosmology (5.96 MeV at the 95% con-
fidence level [52,53]), and explore the associated cosmo-
logical and astrophysical sensitivities to probe their signals.
We also examine a higher temperature case as a more
general case, with a detailed discussion provided in
Appendix C.
The presence of a cosmological DP relic and its

subsequent decay into the visible EM sector could leave
an imprint on cosmological observations. In particular,
cosmological probes are appropriate to searching for
DPs with lifetimes shorter than the age of the Universe.
Such short lifetimes are naturally realized for DP masses
above the electron-positron threshold, where tree-level
decay into electron-positron pairs becomes kinematically
allowed with the rate described in Eq. (36). Hence, the
phenomenological impacts of these decays during the
early cosmological history become crucial for probing
relatively heavy DPs. We examine the effects of
decaying DPs with an irreducible abundance on various
cosmological observations, including the CMB spectrum
and the primordial abundance of light elements
from BBN.

A. Overproduction

Excessive production of DPs can alter the expansion
history of the Universe by increasing the total energy
density beyond what is expected in the standard Λ cold
dark matter cosmology. Once DPs are generated, they
become nonrelativistic around T ≲mγ0 and begin contrib-
uting to the matter density, which redshifts more slowly
than radiation. An excess in matter abundance leads to a
faster expansion rate in the early Universe and, in particu-
lar, brings forward the matter-radiation equality epoch. This
shift in the expansion history affects various cosmological
observables, including the growth of perturbations and the
shape of the CMB power spectrum (e.g., through mod-
ifications to the early integrated Sachs-Wolfe effect and the
acoustic peak structure).
In Fig. 4, the gray-shaded region labeled “Ωγ0 > Ωrad”

(corresponding to the olive-shaded region in Fig. 1) is
excluded based on the requirement that DPs must not
dominate the energy density prior to matter-radiation
equality. This overproduction bound appears only for
masses below the electron-positron threshold, since at
higher masses the DP lifetime is too short compared to
the matter-radiation equality time teq ≃ 1.2 × 1012 sec.
Even for lower masses, DPs can decay into three photons
rapidly when the coupling ε is large, which prevents them
from ever dominating the total energy density. However, as
we discuss in the next subsection, there is an additional
constraint arising from changes to the effective number of
neutrino species on top of the SM contribution due to
photon entropy injection by DP decay (red-shaded region
in Fig. 1 and purple-shaded region in Fig. 4).

B. ΔNeff

The decay of DP relics before the recombination era can
leave observable imprints on the early Universe, such as the
power spectrum of CMB anisotropies. If DPs decay after
the neutrino decoupling epoch (T ∼ 2 MeV), their energy is
injected exclusively into the electron-photon plasma, while
the neutrino sector remains unaffected. This selective
heating increases the photon temperature relative to that
of neutrinos, effectively reducing the fractional contribution
of neutrinos to the total energy density. This effect is
conventionally quantified by the effective number of neu-
trino species, Neff ¼ ð8=7Þð11=4Þ4=3ðρνe þ ρνμ þ ρντÞ=ργ ,
where ρνi and ργ are the energy densities of νi flavor and
photons, respectively. The SM prediction is Neff ¼ 3.0440
[54,55], while the most stringent observational constraint
from the Planck Collaboration yields NSM

eff ¼ 2.99� 0.17 at
the time of recombination (trec ≃ 1.2 × 1013 sec). In the DP
mass range of interest, where mγ0 ≫ TCMB, DPs cannot
contribute to additional (invisible) radiation degrees of
freedom. Instead, their decay reduces Neff by injecting
entropy solely into the photon bath.
The Planck constraint on Neff implies limits on DPs with

large kinetic mixing ε, where DPs thermalize with the SM
plasma and subsequently decay, resulting in a suppressed
Neff . In this regime, the freeze-in approximation is no
longer valid, and we compute the relic abundance and
entropy injection by solving the full Boltzmann equations.
We follow the procedure outlined in Ref. [56], while
properly incorporating the plasma effect as discussed
earlier. The purple-shaded region in Fig. 4 shows the

FIG. 4. Gray-shaded region is excluded by the overproduction
of dark photons. The black solid line indicates the parameter
values that reproduce the present dark matter abundance. The
purple-shaded region is excluded by the ΔNeff constraint (2σ
confidence level). The green and blue dashed lines correspond to
the DP lifetime of 1012 sec (around the CMB epoch) and 1 sec
(around the neutrino decoupling), respectively. The gray dot-
dashed lines indicate contours of the dark photon yield,
Yγ0 ¼ 10−5, 10−3, and the equilibrium value from bottom to top.
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constraint from the Planck Collaboration on jΔNeff ¼
Neff − NSM

eff j < 0.394 at 2σ.
For DP masses above 2me, the ΔNeff constraint remains

relevant up to about 7 MeV. Above this mass scale, the DP
lifetime easily becomes much shorter than the neutrino
decoupling time (∼1 sec), so that the entropy injected by
the decay of earlier-produced DP relics is efficiently
distributed between the electron-photon plasma and the
neutrino sector, which leaves negligible impact on Neff .
The small bump observed around mγ0 ≃ 7 MeV arises from
the interplay between the DP lifetime and abundance, both
of which control the efficiency of entropy injection.
We also derive the ΔNeff constraint for DP masses below

2me, where the relic abundance is substantially enhanced
by resonant photon-DP conversion in the plasma, an
effect that was not fully captured in earlier analyses [56].
In this low-mass regime, however, the loop-induced decay
γ0 → 3γ results in considerably long lifetimes. When the
lifetime becomes comparable to or exceeds the recombi-
nation time, the corresponding entropy injection occurs too
late to significantly modify the photon-to-neutrino temper-
ature ratio. This interplay leads to the sharp, lifetime-
dependent exclusion for mγ0 < 2me seen in Fig. 4.
Nevertheless, in this parameter region, DPs are so effi-
ciently produced and long-lived that they already conflict
with standard cosmology and its associated observables.
In other words, the ΔNeff constraint for mγ0 < 2me lies
entirely within the parameter space excluded by over-
production, as discussed in Sec. III A. For this reason,
we do not include it in the main summary plot, Fig. 1.
Additional constraints related to ΔNeff arise from BBN,

which proceeds at temperatures of T ∼ 0.01–1 MeV.
Due to higher temperatures, dark radiation from light
DPs could, in principle, contribute to an increase of Neff
(i.e.,ΔNeff > 0) during this BBN epoch, which impacts the
expansion rate of the Universe as the cosmological param-
eter to govern dynamics in BBN, such as the freeze-out of
the neutron-to-proton ratio. However, the production of
lighter DPs is typically delayed relative to the freeze-out of
weak interactions, because plasma effects strongly suppress
DP–photon mixing at high temperatures. As a result, the
direct contribution of DPs themselves to Neff during BBN
is negligible.
Furthermore, entropy injection from decaying DPs

(particularly for mγ0 > 2me) can imprint observable effects
on BBN. Such preferential entropy injection into the EM
sector accounts for a reduction of the relative neutrino
energy density (i.e., ΔNeff < 0), which alters not only the
expansion rate but also neutrino-induced weak processes
relevant for the proton-neutron interconversion [57–59].
In addition, entropy injection dilutes comoving baryon
densities, which subtly shifts the predicted primordial
element abundances [57,59]. We find that the resulting
BBN constraints [57] are comparable to our Planck ΔNeff
bounds, as both depend on similar requirements for the DP

relic abundance and lifetime. Therefore, while BBN pro-
vides complementary information in terms of ΔNeff , in our
scenario it does not impose additional constraints beyond
those derived from the CMB. Beyond the ΔNeff consid-
erations, energetic cascade photons produced by DP decay
after BBN can dissociate light nuclei; these photodissoci-
ation bounds are discussed in detail in Sec. III D.

C. CMB anisotropy

An EM energy deposition through DP decay into
electron-positron pairs, occurring after recombination,
would heat up and ionize the neutral gas in the Universe.
Such modifications to the cosmological thermal history
during the dark ages leave observable imprints on the
CMB, particularly in the temperature and polarization
anisotropy spectra. As extensively discussed in literature
[60–66], precise CMB measurements place stringent con-
straints on the properties of decaying (or annihilated) dark
matters associated with energy injection.
To derive the CMB constraints on DPs, we follow the

prescription outlined in Ref. [61], which provides a con-
sistent fit to the results in the literature, using Planck 2018
data [67]. The CMB anisotropy constraints on DPs reads

mγ0Yγ0

ρDM=s0
≤

τγ0

τmin
exp

��
tCMB

τγ0

�
2=3
�
; ð10Þ

where τγ0 ¼ Γ−1
eē is the lifetime of nonrelativistic DPs, with

the decay rate Γeē given by

Γeē ¼ ε2
α

3

m2
γ0

ω

 
1þ 2m2

e

m2
γ0

! ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 − 4

m2
e

m2
γ0

s
:; ð11Þ

where at rest (ω ¼ mγ0). Here, τmin refers to the corre-
sponding lifetime constraints for dark matters decaying into
electron-positron pairs with a mass of mγ0 , as derived in
Ref. [62], and we take tCMB ≃ 8.7 × 1013 sec. The blue-
shaded region in Figs. 1 and 5 describes the CMB
constraint.
Notice that the lower part of the curve can be derived

analytically. Ignoring the exponential in Eq. (10), and
considering that the bound from Ref. [62] is almost flat
between 1–10 MeV (around ∼3 × 1024 s), one finds

ε ≳ 1.5 × 10−17
�
MeV
mγ0

�
1=4

; ð12Þ

which is in good numerical agreement with the plot. The
upper part of the curve instead coincides with having
τγ0 ≃ tCMB.
One may also consider constraints from distortions of the

CMB energy spectrum, which is precisely measured and
tightly constrained by cosmic background explorer–far
infrared absolute spectrophotometer [68]. There are two
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relevant types of spectral distortions, μ-type and y-type,
which rely on photon-scattering processes that redistribute
the injected energy (e.g., double Compton and Compton);
see Refs. [65,66] and references therein. However, within
the DP parameter space of interest, the fractional energy
injection required to generate a detectable spectral
distortion is substantially larger than that needed to imprint
measurable changes on the CMB anisotropy power spectra.
Consequently, current FIRAS sensitivities may not yield
competitive constraints on DPs compared to the anisotropy
bounds discussed above.

D. BBN

BBN offers a powerful probe of physics beyond the
Standard Model, as it took place only a few seconds to
minutes after the big bang, when light nuclei first formed.
The observed primordial abundances of light elements are
in remarkable agreement with the predictions of standard
cosmology, and even small deviations can thus impose
stringent constraints on new particles that could alter
nuclear abundances.
The decay of DPs into the EM sector can modify the

final outcome of BBN. Once the Universe cools below
T ≃ 0.1 MeV, photons energetic enough to dissociate
nuclei (especially deuterium) become too rare to counteract
nuclear synthesis. At this stage, roughly three minutes after
the big bang, the formation of light elements ceases and
their primordial abundances become fixed.
The decay of DPs into electron-positron pairs triggers

an EM cascade, as the injected electrons, positrons, and
photons interact with the background plasma. Assuming
that the cascade develops instantaneously, the resulting
zero-generation photon spectrum takes the form of a broken
power law with a sharp cutoff at the minimum value of
fm2

e=22T;mγ0=2g, reflecting photon-photon pair creation
processes [69], That is to say, high-energy photons are
efficiently dissipated before they can interact with nuclei.
For details of this analytic spectrum, see Refs. [70,71].

Because nuclear binding energies exceed ∼1 MeV,
photo-dissociation by the EM cascade becomes rel-
evant only after BBN is complete. We therefore use the
standard primordial abundances as initial conditions, adopt-
ing the light-element yields computed with PArthENoPEedstar

3.0 [72–74].
We solve the Boltzmann equation, including nuclear

destruction terms from energetic cascade photons produced
by DP decays. The stationary distribution of these cascade
photons depends on the DP number density and decay rate,
as well as on the zero-generation photon spectrum dis-
cussed above. It results from the balance between photon
injection and energy degradation through scatterings with
the background medium [75,76]. Analytic cross sections
for all relevant photo-dissociation channels, validated
against experimental data, are taken from Ref. [77].
For the observationally inferred light-element abundan-

ces, we adopt the recommended Particle Data Group values
[78]:

D=H ¼ ð25.47� 0.29Þ × 10−6; ð13Þ
Yp ¼ 0.245� 0.003: ð14Þ

Accounting for both observational and theoretical uncer-
tainties—which for D=H amount to σthD ¼ 0.6 × 10−6

(arising from nuclear reaction rates), and are negligible
for Yp compared with the observational one—we derive the
corresponding BBN constraints at the 2σ level. For DP
masses around mγ0 ∼ 10 MeV—relevant given the low
initial temperature Ti ≃ 6 MeV—the dominant constraint
arises from the photodissociation of primordial deuterium.
We note that recent ExtremelyMetal-Poor Representatives

Explored by theSubaruSurvey [79] observations report a low
Yp ¼ 0.2370þ0.0034

−0.0033 . Since our BBN bound is driven pri-
marily by the deuterium abundance (with the impact on Yp

being subdominant for the DP energy-injection mechanism
considered here), adopting this alternative helium value
would shift/broaden the helium likelihood but does not
qualitatively change the BBN constraint.

E. X-rays

The decay of cosmological DPs into the EM sector can
contribute to various astrophysical observations, such as
x-ray flux from the Galactic Center or diffuse x-ray
background. For the decay of DPs to leave a significant
observational imprint, their lifetime is required to be
comparable to or longer than the age of the Universe.
This long-lifetime condition can be naturally achieved for
DPs with masses below 2me, where the leading decay
channel, γ0 → γγγ, is induced at the one-loop level. The
corresponding rest-frame decay rate Γ3γ is given by [80,81]

Γ3γ ¼ ε2
17α4

273653π3
m9

γ0

m8
e
Gðmγ0 Þ; ð15Þ

FIG. 5. Blue-shaded region corresponds to the CMB constraint
from the latest Planck results. The orange-shaded region is
excluded by BBN.
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where Gðmγ0 Þ accounts for deviations from the Euler-
Heisenberg approximation at higher masses; see Ref. [81].
The inclusive photon spectrum per DP decay, defined as
dNγ=dx̂≡3ðdΓ3γ=dx̂Þ=Γ3γ with x̂¼Eγ=ðmγ0=2Þ in the
range of [0, 1], is described by

dNγ

dx̂
¼ 3 ×

x̂3

51

�
1715 − 3105x̂þ 2919

2
x̂2
�
; ð16Þ

where the factor of 3 accounts for the three photons
produced in each decay.
Photons stemming from the DP radiative decay can result

in an excess over the expected photon background flux.
Given that current x-ray observations are consistentwith SM
predictions within instrumental sensitivities, any such
excess provides a sensitive probe of DP relics. The expected
differential Galactic x-ray flux from DP decay reads

dΦγ

dEγdΩ
¼ c

�
2

mγ0

dNγ

dx̂

�
×

�
Γ3γ

4πmγ0

Z
dsργ00

�
; ð17Þ

where c is the speed of light and ργ00 ¼ mγ0Yγ0s0e−Γ3γt0 is the
current dark photon relic density, accounting for exponential
depletion via decay. Here, Yγ0 is the yield in the absence of
subsequent decays, s0 is the current entropy density, and s
denotes the line of sight. Integrating over the area of interest
introduces the parameterDγ0 ¼

R
dsdΩργ00, which indicates

the dark photon column density for the corresponding
observed region. In our analysis, we assume that the local
dark photon density profile follows the morphology of the
total dark matter density; i.e., that the local and global ratios
of dark photons with respect to the whole dark matter (DM)
abundance remain consistent asDγ0=D ¼ ργ00=ρ̂DM with the
global dark matter density ρ̂DM.
There are several x-ray observations of various galaxies

where the observed flux is consistent with the SMprediction
within the instrumental sensitivity limits: X-ray Multi-
Mirror Mission-Newton [82–85], Nuclear Spectroscopic
Telescope Array [86–88], and International Gamma-Ray
Astrophysics Laboratory [89]. These studies provide con-
straints on the lifetime of single-component dark matter
decaying into two photons, which imposes a monochro-
matic photon energy spectrum at the energy of half the dark
matter mass for each decay.
ForDPswith sub-MeVmasses, however, the trident decay

channel γ0 → 3γ produces a continuum photon spectrum
rather than a line, resulting in a broader x-ray feature. We
adopt the analysis of Ref. [90], which derived Galactic x-ray
constraints on DP dark matter using INTEGRAL data. Since
Ref. [90] assumes that DPs constitute the entire dark matter
abundance, we rescale their lifetime limit as

mγ0Yγ0

ρDM=s0
≤

τγ0

τDM
exp

�
tU
τγ0

�
; ð18Þ

where tU is the age of the Universe and τDM denotes
the corresponding lifetime constraint reported in Ref. [90].
The red-shaded region in Fig. 6 is excluded by the equa-
tion above.
Besides their contribution to the present Galactic x-ray

flux, the radiative decay of DPs during earlier cosmic
epochs can also impact the diffuse extragalactic x-ray
background. For masses around the MeV scale of interest,
the production of DPs occurs well before the recombination
era. Moreover, DPs become nonrelativistic at the time of
decay, which happens much later than the recombination
era to contribute to the cosmic radiation background. Under
these conditions, the diffuse photon background flux from
the decay of cosmic DPs reads

dΦγ

dEγdΩ
¼ Yγ0s0Γ3γ

4πEγ

Z
1

0

dx̂
c

HðẑÞ e
−Γ3γtðx̂Þ dNγ

dx̂

× e−κðẑ;EγÞΘ
�
x̂ −

Eγ

mγ0=2

�
; ð19Þ

with

tðx̂Þ ¼ 2

3H0

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Ωm

p sinh−1
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

ΩΛ

Ωmðx̂ðmγ0=2Þ=EγÞ3
s

: ð20Þ

Here, κðẑ; EγÞ accounts for the optical depth, which factors
in the attenuation of photons during propagation with the
present energy Eγ emitted at a redshift ẑ ¼ x̂ðmγ0=2Þ=Eγ;
we exploit the result from Ref. [91] to describe this
attenuation, in particular using their public Mathematica
notebooks. Based on the given upper limits on the cosmic
background radiation in Ref. [92], the green-shaded region

FIG. 6. Red- and green-shaded regions are excluded by
Galactic and extragalactic x-ray observations, respectively, which
constrain the x-ray flux from dark photon decays not to exceed
the observed background within the corresponding instrumental
sensitivities. The black solid line indicates the upper limit from
the overproduction argument.
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in Fig. 6 illustrates the constraint from the diffuse x-ray
background.

IV. SUPERNOVA DARK PHOTONS

During a core-collapse supernova (CCSN), the iron core
of a massive red supergiant becomes gravitationally unsta-
ble and collapses under its own weight [93–96]. This
collapse halts when nuclear densities are reached, leading
to the formation of a stiff, neutron-rich object known as a
protoneutron star (PNS). In the first few seconds after core
bounce, the temperature of the PNS can reach approx-
imately ∼30–50 MeV. Hence, massive DPs with masses in
the MeV to several hundred MeV range can be copiously
produced within the PNS. Based on Eq. (5), the DP
luminosity per volume is given by

dPγ0

dV
¼
Z

d3k⃗
dN γ0

dVdtd3k⃗
ω

¼ ε2m4
γ0

2π2

Z
dΩγ0

4π
dω

ω2vγ0

eω=T − 1

×
X
i¼T;L

gi
jIm πij

ðm2
γ0 − Re πiÞ2 þ jIm πij2

; ð21Þ

with v0 ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −m2

γ0=ω
2

q
. Here, we retain the angular

integral of dΩγ0=4π. As we will see, although produced
DPs radiate isotropically, their absorptive width along the
propagation trajectory, i.e., optical depth, exhibits angular
dependence.
In a PNS, electrons are highly degenerate and relativistic,

ð3πneÞ1=3 ≫ T;meff
e , where ne is the electron number

density and meff
e the electron effective mass in the medium.

The plasma frequency, ω2
pl ≃ ð64π=3Þ1=3αn2=3e , is of order

Oð10Þ MeV. Due to the form of the in-medium photon
polarization tensors, which we report in the Appendix A,
Eqs. (A1) and (A2) that remain valid in the dense PNS
environment as the hard-dense-loop approximation [97],
we notice that resonances for the transverse mode occur
when the DP mass is Oð10Þ MeV. This is because the
value of Re πT is on the order of the plasma frequency
across the entire energy range. On the other hand, for
longitudinal modes, Re πL ∼ 3ω2

plm
2
γ0=ω

2, and a resonance
energy ω ∼ ωpl always exists for the low mass regime,
mγ0 < ωpl.
The dominant production channel for DPs inside a

PNS is bremsstrahlung in neutron-proton scatterings
(nþ p → nþ pþ γ0), by which vector bosons can be
radiated at the leading dipole order [98,99] when the
c.m. is not consistent with the center of charge. We employ
two valid approximations that make the computations
simpler, the soft-radiation approximation [100,101] and
the nondegenerate and nonrelativistic conditions of the
nuclear medium (for details, see Refs. [98,102]). Under

these approximations, the scattering amplitude can be
separated into the neutron-proton scattering part and the
photon interaction with the dipole current. We exploit the
neutron-proton scattering cross section derived from empir-
ical data as shown in Ref. [98].
Furthermore, we take into account the multiple coherent

scattering effects [103,104], which are significant in a high-
density medium of a PNS. The absorption photon rate via
the inverse neutron-proton bremsstrahlung is given by

Γibr
i ¼ 32α

3π

nnnp
ω3

�
πT
mN

�
3=2

× hσð2Þnp ðTÞi
�

ω2

ω2 þ Γ2
np=4

�
×

�m2
γ0

ω2

�
i¼L

; ð22Þ

where nnðpÞ denotes the number density of neutrons

(protons), and hσð2Þnp ðTÞi is the thermally averaged
neutron-proton scattering cross section taken from
Ref. [98]. The last term appears only for the longitudinal
component due to the current conservation. The factor

of ω2=ðω2 þ Γ2
np=4Þ with Γnp ≈ nnhσð2Þnp ðTÞið3T=mNÞ1=2

represents the Lorentzian shape ansatz accounting for the
high-density behavior in neutron-proton bremsstrahlung
scatterings [105].
We remark that negatively charged particles heavier than

electrons, most notably muons [106] and charged pions
[107], and, in nonminimal scenarios with additional (e.g.,
flavor-violating) couplings, hyperon-induced transition
channels [108] may also contribute to DP production.
Their thermal abundance in the PNS can reach the ∼1%
level relative to nucleons due to sizable chemical potentials
comparable to their masses ð∼100 MeVÞ. While their
overall contribution to the total emissivity is subdominant,
these species can populate the high-energy tail of the DP
spectrum, potentially leaving observable signatures that
depend sensitively on the spectral shape rather than the
integrated luminosity. However, since the abundances of
these particles carry significant model and equation-of-state
(EOS) uncertainties, we do not include them in our numeri-
cal analysis; for a discussion of their possible impact, see
Ref. [109], and Ref. [110] for the case of axions.
In the region far outside the PNS, DP production (and

also absorption) is governed by the semi-Compton process,
e− þ γ → e− þ γ0, which is less sensitive to the medium
density than bremsstrahlung scatterings. While semi-
Compton scatterings in these outer layers contribute negli-
gibly to the total DP luminosity, they can nonetheless have a
nontrivial impact on supernova dynamics, particularly shock
revival for a successful explosion [111]. In Appendix D, we
present an approximate analytic derivation of the semi-
Compton absorption rate, which is related to the production
rate via detailed balance, under various relevant conditions.
The integral over the momentum range of the DP

production rate in Eq. (21) can be divided into two regions,
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around the resonance energy and outside the resonance
energy, as follows:

dPγ0

dV
¼ dPγ0

dV

����
res

þ dPγ0

dV

����
out
: ð23Þ

Due to Im πi ≪ Re πi at the resonance energy, denoted by
ωres, we can approximate

1

ðm2
γ0 − Re πiÞ2 þ jIm πij2

≃
1�

∂Re πi
∂ω

	
2ðω − ωresÞ2 þ jIm πij2

≃ δðω − ωresÞ × π

����� ∂Re πi
∂ω

����jIm πij
�

−1
: ð24Þ

Therefore, the production rate from the resonance reads

dPγ0

dV

����
res
≃
ε2m4

γ0

2π

Z
dΩγ0

4π

X
i¼T;L

gi

����∂Reπi
∂ω

����−1 ω2
resvres

eωres=T−1
; ð25Þ

where vres ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −m2

γ0=ω
2
res

q
and

���� ∂Re πi
∂ω

���� ¼ m2
γ0

ωresv2res

�
2þ m2

γ0

ω2
res

−
3ω2

pl

m2
γ0

�m2
γ0

ω2
res

�
i¼L

�
: ð26Þ

The contribution from outside the resonance energy is
explicitly calculated from Eq. (21) with the neutron-proton
bremsstrahlung scattering rate given in Eq (22).

A. Implications

Dark photons produced in CCSNe can affect several
observable aspects of the explosion and its aftermath.
Building on the DP production rate described above, we
consider multiple supernova observables to derive con-
straints on the DP parameter space. For our fiducial
analysis, we adopt the LS220-s18.88 supernova simulation
profile, which represents the one-dimensional counterpart
of a self-consistent three-dimensional explosion model
with a PNS mass of 1.81M⊙ [112]. Figure 7 illustrates
the time evolution of the temperature (upper panel) and the
radial profiles of the temperature (red) and plasma fre-
quency (blue) at 0.2 sec (dashed) and 1 sec (solid)
postbounce (lower panel). The profiles at tpb ≃ 0.2 s are
particularly relevant for the DP case, since for some DP
masses the cooling rate can be larger at earlier times due
to the nature of resonant production (this is somewhat
peculiar; another similar case is the Majoron model studied
in Ref. [113]). We also compare our results with four
additional models from the Garching supernova archive,
thus bracketing the uncertainties associated with the SN
modeling.

We also want to stress that no clear evidence of a
compact remnant has yet been observed at the location
of SN1987A, and in particular no pulsarlike signal. In
principle, this could call into question a neutrino-driven
explosion mechanism for SN1987A, although the remnant
could simply be a nonpulsar neutron star, and the hot blob
recently reported by the Atacama Large Millimeter Array
radio telescope and the James Webb Space Telescope can
be interpreted as a hint of such a source (see Sec. VIII. 6 in
Ref. [114] for a more detailed discussion about this). In any
case, among the arguments that we examine here, only the
standard cooling argument and the SN failure argument
rely on a specific, neutrino-driven explosion mechanism.
By contrast, low-energy supernovae (LESNe), fireball
formation, supernova γ-ray signals, and Galactic positron

FIG. 7. Upper panel: time evolution of the temperature in the
LS220-s18.88 supernova model; contour lines correspond to the
indicated value in MeV. Lower panel: radial profiles of temper-
ature (red) and plasma frequency (blue) at 0.2 sec (dashed) and
1 sec (solid) postbounce, respectively.
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injection are independent on the explosion mechanism and,
taken together, supersede the standard cooling argument,
making SNe a robust probe. Nevertheless, we recall that
much above the free-streaming boundaries, self-consistent
simulations would be desirable.

1. Cooling argument

The gravitational binding energy of the nascent PNS
(≈3 × 1053 erg) is predominantly released in the form of
neutrinos within the Standard Model. For the first few
seconds after core bounce, neutrinos remain trapped in the
dense stellar matter surrounding the PNS, forming a
neutrino sphere. Energy diffusion through this region leads
to a cooling phase lasting Oð10Þ seconds. The observed
duration of the neutrino burst from SN1987A, detected by
Kamiokande-II, Irvine–Michigan–Brookhaven, and
Baksan [115–117], agrees remarkably well with this
prediction. To remain consistent with these observations,
any exotic energy-loss mechanism must be subdominant to
the standard neutrino cooling. This requirement is encap-
sulated in the so-called Raffelt criterion [110,118], which
constrains the specific energy-loss rate of new particles,
ensuring that the overall cooling timescale is not signifi-
cantly shortened.
DPs produced in PNS can contribute to extra energy

leakage if they escape the region cooled down by neutrino
diffusion. In the course of propagation, DPs may either be
absorbed into the nuclear medium through scatterings or
decay into electron-positron pairs if the mass exceeds the
two-electron mass threshold. This absorption process
depends on the production location of a DP and its direction
of travel. The optical depth for a DP produced at radius r
with energy ω, traveling at an angle θγ0 relative to the radial
direction, is given by

τcool ¼
Z

dlΓ̂γ0

 ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

r2 þ l2 þ 2rl cos θγ0
q �.

v0; ð27Þ

where l represents the path length from the production
point (l ≥ 0), and Γ̂γ0 is the DP absorptive rate. The
effective cooling rate due to DPs is then expressed as

Pγ0 jcool ¼
Z

dV
dPγ0

dV
e−τcool ; ð28Þ

with the volume emissivity dPγ0=dV given by Eq. (21).
For DP masses below 2me, the optical depth is

primarily determined by scatterings near a PNS due to
relatively higher density, allowing integration over arbi-
trarily large distances. On the other hand, for masses
above 2me, DPs can decay into electron-positron pairs
outside the PNS, which leads to a significant contribution
to the optical depth without suppression at large radii.
In our analysis, we set an upper integration limit for
radius rup ¼ 20 km (i.e., the corresponding upper limit of

l ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
r2up − r2 sin2 θγ0

q
− rup cos θγ0), which appropriately

accounts for the geometric size of the PNS and the
neutrino sphere.
The DP absorption rate is written as

Γ̂γ0 ≃
ε2m4

γ0

ðm2
γ0 − Re πiÞ2 þ jIm πij2

× ð1 − e−ω=TÞ½Γibr
i þ ΓsC

i þ Γeē
i � ð29Þ

for each polarization mode i ¼ T;L. Inside the PNS, the
absorption of DPs is controlled by the inverse neutron-
proton bremsstrahlung, the rate (Γibr

i ) of which is described
in Eq. (22). On the other hand, the semi-Compton scatter-
ing process, e−γ0 → e−γ, dominates the DP absorption
outside of the PNS due to its weaker power dependence of
the number density (i.e., ∝ ne). For DP masses above 2me,
an additional absorptive channel opens up via decay into
electron-positron pairs. Ignoring the positron abundance,
the decay rate Γeē

i is given by

Γeē
i ≃

1

16π
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω2 −m2

γ0

q Z
xþ

x−

dx
jM̄ij2

e
μe−ωx

T þ 1
; ð30Þ

where μe is the chemical potential of electrons, and

x� ¼ ð1�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ð1 − 4m2

e=m2
γ0 Þð1 −m2

γ0=ω
2Þ

q
Þ=2 defines the

integration range. The squared matrix elements read

jM̄ij2 ¼ 8πα ×

(
ðm2

γ0 þ 2m2
eÞ − ξðxÞ ½i ¼ T�

2ξðxÞ ½i ¼ L�;
ð31Þ

with ξðxÞ ¼ ð2xð1 − xÞω2 −m2
γ0=2Þm2

γ0=ðω2 −m2
γ0 Þ; for the

detailed derivation, see Ref. [102].
Figure 8 shows the DP luminosity as a function of

the kinetic mixing parameter ε for several representative
masses. In the low-coupling regime, where DPs freely
escape from the PNS, the luminosity scales as ε2. At larger
couplings, the typical optical depth in Eq. (27) exceeds
unity, leading to a suppression of the effective DP lumi-
nosity due to increased trapping and reabsorption. For
lighter masses, a peak appears at intermediate couplings,
where resonantly produced DPs are also resonantly reab-
sorbed near their production region, as shown by the red
and blue lines in Fig. 8 for mγ0 ¼ 1 MeV and 2 MeV,
respectively. This implies that at higher couplings, the DP
luminosity becomes dominated by nonresonant production
processes. In this context, heavier DPs (such as the case
withmγ0 ¼ 30 MeV shown by the green line) exhibit only a
single peak due to the absence of resonance effects. For DP
masses below the 2me threshold, where decay into elec-
tron-positron pairs is kinematically forbidden, absorption is
dominated by scattering processes; above this threshold,
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the additional decay channel into electron-positron pairs
significantly enhances the optical depth.
Consequently, we derive cooling constraints from the

SN1987A neutrino observations by comparing the effective
DP cooling rate at 1 sec postbounce with the corresponding
neutrino luminosity (see, e.g., the gray line in Fig. 8). The
red region in Fig. 9 illustrates the parameter space where
the effective DP emission rate exceeds the diffusive
neutrino luminosity, based on the LS220-s18.88 simulation
profile. We additionally show cooling constraints obtained
from other supernova models of the Garching group
[119,120] with different progenitor masses and/or nuclear
equations of state: LS220-s20.0 (blue dashed), SFHo-s18.8
(green dashed), and SFHo-s18.6 (cyan dashed). The LS220
EOS employs a Lattimer-Swesty compressible liquid-drop
model with an incompressibility of K ¼ 220 MeV, while

the SFHo EOS [121] is based on relativistic mean-field
theory and yields a more compact PNS with slightly higher
central densities and temperatures. The comparison across
these simulations, covering progenitor masses between
18.6 and 20.0M⊙, allows us to gauge the sensitivity of
our results to uncertainties in the progenitor structure and
the nuclear microphysics. Overall, the resulting constraints
are largely consistent across most of the parameter space,
with some deviations only in the trapping regime for
mγ0 ≲ 1 MeV—where the result is sensitive to the target
density for scattering—and in the heavy-mass region,
where the constraint depends more strongly on the maxi-
mum temperature of the profile.
We also compare our updated results with those pre-

viously reported in the literature [102]. Figure 10 shows
this comparison, where the black solid line represents the
result from Ref. [102] obtained using their fiducial super-
nova profile. As pointed out by the authors of Ref. [110],
their evaluation of the optical depth assumes a purely
radial propagation [i.e., cos θγ0 ¼ 1 in Eq. (27)] with an
additional geometric correction. This prescription tends to
overestimate the optical depth, leading to a stronger
constraint in the trapping regime. Nevertheless, their bound
for mγ0 ≲ 1;MeV is less stringent than ours because their
fiducial profile contains a higher electron density outside
the PNS, which enhances the optical depth through the
semi-Compton scattering contribution. For comparison,
we confirm that adopting a purely radial optical depth
treatment (blue dashed line) indeed reproduces this
overestimation.
Finally, we note that the Stefan-Boltzmann (SB)

approach provides a good approximation to the cooling
bound in the trapping regime for low-mass DPs, where mγ0

FIG. 8. Dark photon luminosity as a function of the kinetic
mixing parameter ε for masses of 1 MeV (red line), 2 MeV (blue
line), and 30 MeV (green line), evaluated at 1 sec postbounce.
The gray line indicates the neutrino luminosity.

FIG. 9. Constraints from the SN1987A cooling argument for
different SN models: LS220-s18.88 (red-shaded region), LS220-
s20.0 (blue dashed line), SHFo-s18.8 (green dashed line), SFHo-
s18.6 (cyan dashed line).

FIG. 10. Our SN1987A cooling constraints (red-shaded region)
using the Garching LS220-s18.88 model, compared with the
previous results from Ref. [102]. We also show results (blue
dashed line) obtained by evaluating the optical depth assuming
purely radial propagation. As pointed out by Ref. [110], such an
incorrect procedure leads to an overestimation of the constraints.
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is smaller than the typical temperature at the PNS boundary
(T ∼ 10 MeV). The differential SB luminosity [110] reads

dPSB
γ0

dω
¼
X
i¼T;L

4πR2
ω

gi
8π2

ω3

eω=TðRωÞ − 1
; ð32Þ

where Rω denotes the radius at which the radial optical
depth becomes 2=3 (i.e., [τcool�cos θγ0¼1 ¼ 2=3). Since the

DP absorption rates from bremsstrahlung and semi-
Compton processes depend on the DP energy ω, each
energy corresponds to a different diffusion radius Rω. In
particular, the absorption rate decreases with increasing
ω, implying that the dominant emitted DP spectrum in the
trapping regime shifts toward higher energies as ε
increases [102]. For very heavy DPs, however, the SB
approximation ceases to be valid. In this regime, the
dominant production region lies deep inside the PNS,
near the maximum temperature, where the transport of
energy even in the trapping limit remains essentially
ballistic rather than diffusive.

2. Low-energy supernova explosion

Even if DPs successfully escape the PNS, they can still
interact with materials in the outer layer of the progenitor.
Such interactions may deposit energy into the mantle,
subsequently increasing the total kinetic energy of SN
explosive ejecta [122–124].
The explosion energy of a CCSN is inferred from light-

curve properties and spectroscopic analysis. While the
typical range of the SN explosion energy is around 1
bethe (1 bethe ¼ 1051 erg), some SN cases imply an order
of magnitude lower explosion energy, on the order of
0.1 bethe [125,126]. We exploit observations of low-
energy supernova explosions to constrain DPs, following
Ref. [123], which pioneered this method using the axion–
photon coupling as an illustrative example.
DPs deposit energy in the mantle through scatterings

with materials or via their decay into visible particles.
Scattering processes, which are proportional to the number
density of charged particles, become significantly less
efficient outside the PNS, where the density drastically
decreases. Therefore, the absorption of DPs via scatterings
would be inefficient in transferring their energy to the
mantle. On the other hand, the decay of DPs is almost
independent of the thermal properties of the outer stellar
medium (e.g., electron degeneracy).
For DP masses below 2me, decays occur only via the

radiative three-photon channel, which is extremely sup-
pressed and leads to lifetimes too long to contribute to SN
explosion energy. On the other hand, for mγ0 > 2me, their
decay into electron-positron pairs is kinematically allowed,
and the lifetime can be short enough to deposit their energy
into the mantle. Hence, low-energy supernova explosion
observations can give a relevant constraint for mγ0 > 2me.

We follow the procedure in Ref. [127] to derive the
constraint from low-energy SN explosion observations.
Based on the energy-deposition framework developed in
Refs. [122,123], Ref. [127] provides an improved treatment
that properly accounts for the effective energy transfer from
feebly interacting particles produced inside the PNS. In
particular, it offers a consistent description of the strong-
coupling regime, where DPs are efficiently absorbed or
decay within the dense PNS medium, leading to diffusive
energy transport. The energy deposited in the mantle by DP
decays can be expressed as [127]

Emantle ¼
Z

dt
h
Pð1Þ

PNS − Pð2Þ
PNS − Pð1Þ

prog − Pð2Þ
prog

i
: ð33Þ

Here, Pð1Þ
PNS ¼ Pγ0 jcool represents the total DP luminosity

generated inside the PNS that is available for energy

deposition, while Pð2Þ
PNS correspond to the portion escaping

the progenitor. The terms Pð1Þ
prog and Pð2Þ

prog denote the DP
production in the mantle, with decays occurring inside the
PNS and outside the progenitor, respectively.

In the weak-coupling regime, where PðiÞ
PNS ≫ PðiÞ

prog and
the mean free path of DPs exceeds the PNS radius (so that
energy transport is ballistic), the deposited energy in the
mantle reads

Emantle ¼
Z

dt
Z

dV
dPγ0

dV
ðe−τcool − e−τR� Þ: ð34Þ

The DP volume emissivity (dPγ0=dV), the optical depth at
the boundary of the PNS (¼ τcool) are described above,
and τR� indicates the optical depth for the progenitor
surface, which is dominated by the decay probability
due to the large progenitor radius. The volume integration
range for DP production is limited to the PNS region
(RPNS ¼ 20 km). For mγ0 > 2me, we find

τR� ≃ Γeē
R�
v0

; ð35Þ

with the vacuum decay rate of the electron-positron channel
(neglecting the medium effect in the mantle) as follows:

Γeē ¼ ε2
α

3

m2
γ0

ω

�
1þ 2m2

e

m2
γ0

� ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 − 4

m2
e

m2
γ0

s
: ð36Þ

In the small-ε regime of our interest, DPs freely escape
the PNS (i.e., τcool ≪ 1) and decay predominantly
within the progenitor (i.e., τR� ≫ 1). Equation (34) then
simplifies to

Emantle ≃
Z

dt
Z

dV
dPγ0

dV
; ð37Þ
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corresponding to the total energy emitted in DPs from
the PNS. This allows a simple estimate of the bound by
comparing the DP luminosity with the neutrino luminosity
at 1 sec postbounce (Sec. IVA 1).
At large couplings, where the DP absorption or decay

length becomes shorter than the PNS radius, the ballistic
description in Eq. (34) may no longer apply, but the energy
transport from the PNS would become diffusive [127] (i.e.,

Pð1Þ
PNS ∼ Pð1Þ

prog ≫ Pð2Þ
PNS;P

ð2Þ
prog). Such a diffusive heating

relies on the DP thermal conductivity, which is set by
the mean free path λγ0 ≃ v0=Γeē ∝ ε−2. The resulting dif-
fusive energy deposition rate can be approximated analyti-
cally (see Ref. [127] for detailed derivation), as follows:

dEmantle

dt
¼ 2R2

PNS

3πT2

�
−
∂T
∂r

�Z
dEγ0

λγ0E3
γ0pγ0e

Eγ0=T

ðeEγ0=T − 1Þ2 ; ð38Þ

evaluated at the PNS surface, r ¼ RPNS.
However, this approximation breaks down for DP

masses above 50 MeV, since it assumes diffusive DP
emission at the PNS radius where T < 10 MeV. For
heavier DPs, their emission are dominated deeper inside
the PNS, where the temperature is higher, and thus even in
the strong-coupling regime the transport remains effec-
tively ballistic. In this case, Eq. (37) remains valid.
To evaluate Emantle, we use the SN simulation profile for

the LS220-s18.88 model, incorporating all postbounce time
snapshots, and adopt a progenitor radius of R� ≃ 1014 cm.
The cyan region in Fig. 11 (and the corresponding
“LESNe” region in Fig. 1) is excluded by the condition
of Emantle < 0.1 bethe. As expected, the low-energy SN
explosion provides a more stringent constraint on DPs than
the cooling argument.

The black curve in Fig. 11 indicates the result from
the simplified approach described in Eq. (37) with the
effective emission duration of 2 sec. This approximate
bound agrees well with the full numerical result, except
near mγ0 ∼ 10 MeV, where transverse resonance produc-
tion becomes significant. In the numerical calculation, this
resonance is smeared out by accounting for the time-
evolving profiles.

3. Absence of prompt SN1987A γ-ray signals

In standard core-collapse SN scenarios, any energetic
photons produced within the PNS are promptly trapped and
thermalized due to the extremely high density of the stellar
medium. Consequently, no prompt γ-ray signal is expected
to accompany the core collapse. However, new particles
such as DPs, which interact only feebly with SM particles,
can escape the progenitor. If they subsequently decay into
photons, these events may yield detectable γ-ray signals,
potentially observable with minimal delay relative to
neutrino emission.
At the time when the diffusive neutrino burst from

SN1987A was observed, the Gamma-Ray Spectrometer
(GRS) aboard the Solar Maximum Mission satellite [128]
was operational. It monitored the γ-ray flux in three energy
bands: 4.1–6.4 MeV, 10–25 MeV, and 25–100 MeV [129].
The observation period extended for 223.2 sec postbounce
before the satellite switched to calibration mode. No excess
was detected in any energy range, leading to upper bounds
on the γ-ray fluence, as follows:

F γ < 6.11 cm−2½4.1 − 6.4 MeV�; ð39Þ

F γ < 1.48 cm−2½10 − 25 MeV�; ð40Þ

F γ < 1.84 cm−2½25 − 100 MeV�: ð41Þ

Since the region where DP-induced photons can arrive
within the observation window is much closer to the
progenitor than the SN1987A distance (d� ¼ 51.4; kpc),
the expected γ-ray fluence from DP decays can be
approximated as

F γ ≃
Z

dr
Z

d cos θγ

Z
dEγ

Z
dω

1

4πd2�

dN γ0

dω
e−Γγ0 r=v

0

×
1

v0
∂
2Γrad

dEγd cos θγ
Θðtdelay < 223.2 secÞ; ð42Þ

where dN γ0=dω is the spectrum of the total number of DPs
emitted from the SN, integrated over the entire PNS and all
postbounce snapshots. Dividing by 4πd2� gives the DP
fluence at Earth in the absence of decay. While Γγ0 is the
total decay rate of DPs with the energy ω, Γrad denotes the
partial decay rate into channels with a final-state photon.
The variables Eγ and θγ are defined as the photon energy

FIG. 11. Cyan-shaded region shows the constraint from low-
energy supernova explosions, derived from energy deposition
in the mantle due to dark photon decays. The black dashed
line indicates the result obtained using the approach based on
the cooling argument (red), with an effective emission dura-
tion of 2 sec.
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and angle relative to the DP boost in its rest frame,
respectively. The observed photon energy at Earth is then

given by Eγγ
0ð1þ v0 cos θγÞ with v0 ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −m2

γ0=ω
2

q
and

γ0 ¼ ω=mγ0 .
The nonvanishing DPmass and a nonstraight line of sight

of radially emitted DPs (corresponding relative angle to the
straight line is correlated with θγ) impose a delay in the
arrival of photon signals from the DP decay, which reads

tdelay ≃
r

v0γ02ð1þ vγ0 cos θγÞ
: ð43Þ

The observational constraint, tdelay < 223.2 sec, in the
last term of Eq. (42) leads to the integration limits.
Furthermore, for the signals to be detectable, DPs must
decay outside the photosphere, i.e., r > R�.
We thus derive constraints on DPs from the nonobser-

vation of prompt SN1987A γ-ray emission. For masses
above the dielectron threshold, mγ0 > 2me, the decay
γ0 → eþe− is kinematically allowed, yielding a short DP
lifetime with a total DP decay rate given by Eq. (36). The
dominant radiative mode is final-state radiation (FSR),
γ0 → e−eþγ, for which we adopt the differential rate from
Appendix B of Ref. [130]. The resulting constraint on the
DP parameter space, derived from the absence of an
SN1987A γ-ray excess, is shown in orange in Fig. 1 and
labeled as “SN1987A γ.”
Apart from SN1987A, one may also consider the γ-ray

signals from Type Ic SNe, which have much more compact
progenitors and therefore allow one to access different
regions of parameter space by stacking many such events
detected by Fermi-Large Area Telescope [131] (stacking
multiple events is necessary, because if a clear timing of the
onset of the explosion is not available, a single Type Ic SN
cannot individually provide constraints). Furthermore, it
would be interesting to study the impact of DPs on early
time observations of SN explosions, such as those of
SN2023ixf [132]. We leave these studies for the future.

4. Galactic positron injection

Injection of a significant number of positrons into the
Milky Way can substantially enhance the diffuse γ-ray
emission from the Galactic Center region. As these posi-
trons propagate through the interstellar medium, they lose
energy via Coulomb interactions with ambient electrons,
emit bremsstrahlung radiation, and eventually annihilate.
The annihilation of nonrelativistic positrons, predomi-
nantly through the formation of positronium (a bound state
of an electron and a positron), gives rise to the observed
511 keV γ-ray line flux [133]. Precise measurements of this
511 keV line by the SPI spectrometer onboard the
INTEGRAL satellite [134–137] have placed stringent
limits on the Galactic nonrelativistic positron injection
rate, constraining it to be no larger than Oð1043Þeþs−1.

The average number of positrons injected into the
Galaxy per CCSN, which eventually thermalize and
contribute to the 511 keV emission through the decay of
SN-produced dark photons outside the progenitor, can be
expressed as

N SN
eþ ¼

X
i¼I;II

ri

Z
dtdω

dN γ0

dtdω
e−τR�

Z
dEeþ

dNeþ

dEeþ
PEeþ→me

;

where PEeþ→me
denotes the survival probability for a

positron with initial energy Eeþ to become nonrelativistic
through interactions with the ambient Galactic medium
[138]. Here, dNeþ=dEeþ represents the positron spectrum
from the decay of a boosted dark photon with energy ω; the
general transformation between the boosted and rest-frame
spectra is presented in Appendix E.
There are two main CCSN subclasses that contribute to

this rate: Type II and Type Ib/c. They are distinguished by
the presence (Type II) or absence (Type Ib/c) of hydrogen
features in their spectra, which reflects the difference in
progenitor envelope size and composition. Accordingly, the
relative weight ri in the sum in Eq. (44) accounts for the
occurrence rate of each SN type in the Galaxy.
Following Ref. [139], we adopt the upper limit on the

number of positrons injected per CCSN,

NSN
eþ < 1.4 × 1052; ð44Þ

assuming the CCSN rate in the Milky Way Galaxy of
2.3 per century [140]. For analysis, we take the progenitor
radii of R� ¼ 5 × 1012 cm for Type Ib/c and 1014 cm for
Type II, with the relative fraction rI ¼ 33% and rII ¼ 67%
[140], respectively. Since the core collapse and the sub-
sequent PNS formation are essentially identical for both
classes, we assume an equivalent DP production mecha-
nism. By integrating over all the time snapshots, the
yellow-shaded region in Fig. 12 (and the corresponding
“511 keV line” region in Fig. 1) is excluded by the
condition in Eq. (44).
Analogous to the low-energy supernova explosion con-

straint discussed in Sec. IVA 2, one can estimate the
Galactic positron injection constraint, based on a simple
rescaling of the SN cooling limits. In the regime where DPs
freely escape the PNS, the constraint can be rescaled as

NSN
eþ ∼

X
i¼I;II

ritSN

�
ε

εcool

�
2 Lν

hωi e
−τR� ðhωiÞ; ð45Þ

where εcool denotes the kinetic mixing corresponding to
the SN1987A cooling constraint (the boundary of the red-
shaded region in Fig. 12), and Lν is the total neutrino
luminosity. We take an effective duration of tSN ¼ 2 sec
and assume a monochromatic DP spectrum with the
average energy hωi; one can evaluate this latter
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numerically, but a decent approximation (especially for DP
masses above ∼20 MeV is hωi ∼mγ0 þ T. The black
dashed lines in Fig. 12 show this approximation, which
agrees well with the full numerical result except around
mγ0 ∼ 10 MeV, where the broad transverse-resonance spec-
trum becomes relevant. For masses below 3 MeV, the
production is dominated by longitudinal resonance, which
imposes a sharply peaked DP spectrum centered near hωi.
While here we have considered only the annihilation of

nonrelativistic positrons, predominantly through the for-
mation of positronium, one can also consider relativistic
positrons losing energy by scattering on free and bound
electrons in the interstellar medium, and then leading to a
continuum emission above 511 keV [141]. This type of
radiation leads to constraints (using Imaging Compton
Telescope and Energetic Gamma Ray Experiment
Telescope data) which are slightly better or slightly worse
than the ones considered here, depending on the treatment
of the background (see Fig. 9 of Ref. [142]).

5. Fireball

The fireball model was originally proposed to explain the
characteristics of γ-ray burst (GRB), intense flashes of
energetic photons peaking in the sub-MeV range [143]. In
this model, a compact source drives a relativistic outflow
that carries energy either through the kinetic energy of
ultrarelativistic particles or through electromagnetic
Poynting flux. The initially optically thick plasma sur-
rounding the source is referred to as a fireball. As the
outflow expands and becomes optically thin, its internal
energy is released as γ-rays. (See Ref. [143] and references
therein for a comprehensive review.)
Novel particles produced in CCSNe and decaying

electromagnetically—such as the DPs considered here—
can act as an “engine” for forming a fireball around the
progenitor star [144]; see Refs. [145,146] for an analogous

study in the axionlike particle scenario. Following the
approach of Ref. [145], we assess whether DPs could
trigger fireball formation.
When DPs decay into electron–positron pairs,

γ0 → eþe−, they inject a dense population of charged
particles just outside the stellar surface. The characteristic
radius at which most decays occur is RFB ≃ vγ0

Γeþe−
, where

Γeþe− is the DP decay rate to an eþe− pair, and the spread in
the decay radii defines the shell thickness Δ, which
typically satisfies Δ ≪ RFB. The number density of elec-
trons (and positrons) then reads

ne� ≈
N γ0e−R�=RFB

4πR2
FBΔ

; ð46Þ

where N γ0 denotes the total number of DPs emitted from
the PNS.
A fireball can form only if the electron-positron plasma

is sufficiently dense to maintain thermal equilibrium and
chemical equilibrium. The first requirement is that the
optical depth to pair annihilation, e−eþ → γγ, be large:

ne�σeþe−→γγΔ ≫ 1; ð47Þ
where σeþe−→γγ is the annihilation cross section. In the
comoving frame of the expanding plasma, the c.m. energy
of the e� pairs is set by the DP mass, yielding the
approximation σeþe−→γγ ≃ 4πα2=m2

γ0 [147]. A second con-
dition ensures that number-changing processes such as
bremsstrahlung, e−eþ → e−eþγ, are efficient, as follows:

2ne�σee→eeγΔ ≫ 1; ð48Þ
with σee→eeγ ¼ 8α2½logðmγ0=3meÞ þ γE þ 5=4�=m2

e [147],
assuming an initial plasma temperature of order mγ0.
Substituting Eq. (46) into Eqs. (47) and (48) shows that
both conditions are independent of Δ. The black-shaded
region labeled “Fireball [Pioneer Venus Orbiter (PVO)]” in
Figs. 1 and 13 indicates the portion of the DP parameter
space in which either of the above conditions is satisfied
and a fireball can form around the SN progenitor.
Fireball formation has important implications for inter-

preting several observational constraints on DPs [130]. In
deriving bounds from the SN1987A γ-ray search by the
GRS, we assumed that photons from final-state radiation
escape freely and retain their original spectrum. If a fireball
forms, however, this radiation is trapped and thermalized,
and is instead released as a GRB-like signal in the sub-MeV
range—outside the GRS sensitivity window. Similarly,
fireball formation affects the Galactic positron-injection
constraints from SN DPs: if bremsstrahlung efficiently
increases the particle number [Eq. (48)], the plasma cools
while maintaining energy conservation, and most positrons
annihilate once the fireball becomes optically thin at
T ≪ MeV [130,143,145,146]. As a result, the SN1987A

FIG. 12. Yellow-shaded region is excluded by Galactic positron
injection leading to the observed 511 keV line. The black dashed
lines represent the approximate estimate obtained by rescaling the
SN1987A cooling constraint (red-shaded region).
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γ-ray and Galactic positron bounds do not apply within the
black-shaded “fireball” region in Figs. 1 and 13.
Beyond evading other constraints, the thermalized emis-

sion from a fireball can itself provide a probe of new
particles. At the time of SN1987A, the Pioneer Venus
Orbiter (PVO) was sensitive to photons in the 0.2–2 MeV
range—consistent with the expected thermalized fireball
spectrum. The nonobservation of a γ-ray excess by PVO
constrains the total fireball energy to ESN1987A

FB ≲3×1043 erg
[145]. In the dark gray region of Figs. 1 and 13, DPs would
deposit more energy than this limit, leading to an exclusion.
A similar mechanism can occur in binary neutron-star

mergers if a long-lived remnant forms before collapsing
into a black hole. The event GW170817 likely produced a
hypermassive neutron star surviving for ∼1 sec [148,149].
To estimate DP emission in this context, we consider two
representative thermal profiles: (i) the LS220-s18.88 SN
profile at tpb ¼ 8 s, and (ii) a simplified one-zone model
with T ¼ 18 MeV, R ¼ 16 km, and duration δt ¼ 1 sec
following Ref. [146]. For both, we evaluate the thermal-
ization criteria in Eqs. (47) and (48), adopting Eq. (46) for
ne� and requiring decays occur beyond Rmin ¼ 1000 km.
X-ray observations of GW170817 by CALET/CGBM,
Konus-Wind, and Insight-HXMT/HE place an upper
limit of EGW170817

FB ≲ 3 × 1046 erg on any GRB-like fireball
emission. The corresponding exclusion based on the
LS220-s18.88 profile is shown as the pink-shaded region
in Figs. 1 and 13, while the pink dashed curve denotes the
result for the one-zone model.

6. Diffuse γ-ray background

CCSNe have occurred isotropically throughout cosmic
history, and the emission of DPs from each event

cumulatively contributes to a cosmological DP population.
The contribution to the comoving DP density per redshift
interval is given by

dnγ0

dz
¼ dncc

dz

Z
dω

dN γ0

dω
; ð49Þ

where dncc=dz represents the CCSNe event rate per
comoving volume. Here, we ignore any attenuation from
the intergalactic medium, since the optical depth at these
energies and low redshift is negligible. The subsequent
radiative decay of DPs tones up the diffuse cosmic γ-ray
background, which should not exceed the measured value
[92]. In the following, we consider only DPs with masses
below 2me and their direct radiative decay into photons.
For larger masses, the DPs can decay into electron-positron
pairs, with associated final state radiation. The associated
bounds in this mass region, however, are already excluded
by other probes and we will not include them.
For the masses of interest here (smaller than 2me) DPs

remain relativistic at the time of decay, and the resulting
diffuse photon flux can be written as

dΦγ

dEγ
≃

c
4π

Z
∞

0

dz
dncc
dz

Z
∞

Eγð1þzÞ
dω

dN γ0

dω

�
1þ z
ω

�

×

�
1 − exp

�
−
Z

z

0

dz0Γγ0 ðz0Þ
���� dtdz0

����
��

×

�
Γrad

Γγ0

�
dNγ

dx

����
x¼Eγð1þzÞ=ω

; ð50Þ

where Γγ0 ðz0Þ is the total DP decay rate evaluated at the
redshifted energy ω0 ¼ ωð1þ z0Þ=ð1þ zÞ and Γrad is the
partial decay rate for the radiative channel. The Hubble
time is expressed as jdt=dzj ¼ 1=ð1þ zÞH with the Hubble
rate H, as follows:

HðzÞ ¼ H0

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Ωmð1þ zÞ3 þΩΛ

q
; ð51Þ

where H0 is the present Hubble constant, and Ωm and Ωλ

are the matter and dark energy densities, respectively. We
neglect photon absorption during propagation, as the
CCSN rate dncc=dz is concentrated at relatively low red-
shifts (z≲ 3). The last term dNγ=dx represents the photon
energy spectrum per radiative decay of a boosted DP with
the initially produced energy ω in terms of the covariant
ratio of x ¼ Eγð1þ zÞ=ω∈ ½0; 1�. The explicit derivation of
dNγ=dx from the given energy spectrum in the rest frame of
the DP, denoted by dNγ=dx̂ with x̂ ¼ E=ðmγ0=2Þ for the
photon energy E in the rest frame of the DP, is provided in
Appendix E. In the highly boosted limit (i.e., ω ≫ mγ0), the
boosted spectrum simplifies to

dNγ

dx
≃
Z

1

x

dx̂
x̂

dNγ

dx̂
: ð52Þ

FIG. 13. Fireball constraints on the dark photon scenario from
both the Pioneer Venus Orbiter at the time of SN1987A (dark
gray-shaded region) and x-ray observations of GW170817 by
Calorimetric Electron Telescope/CALET Gamma-ray Burst
Monitor (CALET/CGBM), Konus-Wind, and Insight-Hard X-
ray Modulation Telescope/High Energy X-ray telescope (HXMT/
HE) (pink-shaded region for the LS220-s18.88 SN profile and
pink dashed curve for the one-zone model).
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For masses below MeV, DPs are dominantly produced
by resonant conversion of longitudinal plasmons at the
energy around the plasma frequency, approximately
20 MeV, which results in DPs being relativistic during
decay. Therefore, the description above is relevant
with dN γ0=dω ≈N γ0δðω − ωRÞ.
In the highly boosted limit, the spectrum in the lab frame

becomes

dNγ

dx
¼ 5239 − 34300x3 þ 46575x4 − 17514x5

1020
: ð53Þ

The factor of 3 accounts for the total number of photons
per the decay. Substituting into the general expression
yields the diffuse photon flux from SN-originated DPs,
as follows:

dΦγ

dEγ
≃

c
4π

Z
∞

0

dz
dncc
dz

N γ0Θ
�

ωR

1þz
−Eγ

��
1þz
ωR

�

×

�
1−exp

�
−
Z

z

0

dz0
Γ̂3γ

ω0=mγ0

���� dtdz0
����
��

dNγ

dx̂

����
x̂¼Eγð1þzÞ=ωR

;

ð54Þ

where ωR denotes the approximately monochromatic DP
energy from resonant production.
The blue-shaded region in Fig. 14 (and the correspond-

ing “Diffuse γ (SN)” region in Fig. 1) illustrate the
constraint derived from the diffuse γ-ray background.
The cosmic core-collapse rate is related to the comoving
star formation rate ρ̇�ðzÞ, through dncc=dz ¼ ρ̇�ðzÞkcc with
the coefficient kcc for core-collapse ratio per mass. For
analysis, we adopt the star formation rate from Ref. [150]
and take kcc ¼ ð143M⊙Þ−1 [151], which yields the most

conservative (i.e., lowest) estimate of the cosmic core-
collapse rate among those discussed in Ref. [110].
The expression in Eq. (54) can be further simplified in

terms of the DP lifetime, following the approach for axions
in Ref. [110]. For short-lived DPs (Γγ0 ≫ H0), most decay
shortly after production, and the exponential suppression
can be neglected. Since the cosmic SN rate peaks near
z ≈ 1, we approximate�

dΦγ

dEγ

�
Γγ0≫H0

≈
c
4π

�
dncc
dz

�
z¼1

N γ0Θ
�
ωR

2
− Eγ

�

×

�
2

ωR

�
dNγ

dx̂

����
x̂¼2Eγ=ωR

: ð55Þ

Considering the approximately measured diffuse photon
flux in the γ-ray spectrum range as E2

γðdΦγ=dEγÞ≃
2 × 10−3 MeVcm−2 s−1 ster−1, the dashed green line in
Fig. 14 shows the resulting limit in the short-lifetime
regime, consistent with the full numerical calculation for
mγ0 ≳ 0.5;MeV, scaling as ε ∝ m−1

γ0 .
In the long-lived regime (Γγ0 ≪ H0), most DPs sur-

vive until late times, and the photon flux is instead
approximated as�
dΦγ

dEγ

�
Γγ0≪H0

≈
c
4π

Z
∞

0

dz
dncc
dz

N γ0Θ
�

ωR

1þ z
− Eγ

�

×

�
1þ z
ωR

�Z
z

0

dz0
Γ̂3γ

ω0=mγ0

���� dtdz0
����

×
dNγ

dx̂

����
x̂¼Eγð1þzÞ=ωR

: ð56Þ

The corresponding estimate is shown by the dashed
magenta curve in Fig. 14, which exhibits a scaling ε ∝ m−3

γ0 .
In principle, for mγ0 > 2me one could also consider

constraints from photons produced via FSR in the decay
γ0 → e−eþγ, similarly to the SN1987A γ-ray analyses.
In the diffuse case, however, the corresponding limits
are already ruled out by either SN1987A observations or
by the 511 keV line constraints, so we do not show them.

7. Can dark photons prevent SN explosions?

Traditional SN1987A DP bounds come from cooling
arguments: too much energy loss from the PNS via DP
emission would shorten the observed neutrino burst.
Moreover, for most cases, the emission of new particles
is computed around ∼1 sec after bounce and it comes from
the central core, where the PNS is hot and dense enough,
and the typical emission of particles such as the QCD axion
is at its maximum. However, DP energy loss is rather
peculiar due to the DP resonant production; thus cooling
can be largest in the gain layer below the stalled shock wave

FIG. 14. Blue-shaded region is excluded by the extragalactic
γ-ray background, contributed by radiative decay of dark photons
from cosmic core-collapse supernovae. The magenta dashed and
green dashed lines represent approximate analytical limits cor-
responding to lifetimes much longer and much shorter than the
age of the Universe, respectively.

HEAVY DARK PHOTON HANDBOOK: COSMOLOGICAL … PHYS. REV. D 113, 075001 (2026)

075001-19



and counteract the usual shock rejuvenation by neutrino
energy deposition and thus prevent the explosion [111].
In fact, in the Bethe-Wilson framework [93] of CCSN, a
gain region exists between the gain radius and the stalled
shock front, rgain < r < rshock, where neutrino absorption
dominates over emission and deposits energy that helps re-
energize the shock. DPs, in contrast, provide an additional
energy-loss channel that drains energy from the same
region, potentially suppressing shock revival if the cooling
is sufficiently strong. In this regime, arguments based on
subsequent PNS cooling become irrelevant: the mere
requirement that the explosion occurs already leads to
more restrictive and robust limits, independent of the
SN1987A neutrino signal.
To investigate the impact of this cooling channel, one can

compute the differential DP luminosity (dPγ0=dr) as a
function of radius and compared it with neutrino heating
and cooling at various times before shock revival [152].
The net neutrino heating rate per unit volume in the gain

region can be approximated as [152]

Qþ
ν ≈

160 MeV
s

ρ

mu

Lνe;52

r27hμνi
�

Tνe

4 MeV

�
2

; ð57Þ

where ρ is the matter density, mu the atomic mass unit,
Lνe;52 the νe luminosity in units of 1052 erg s−, r7 the radius
in 107 cm, and hμνi the neutrino flux factor approaching
unity in the free-streaming limit. This estimate assumes
equal luminosities and spectral shapes for νe and ν̄e
(Lνe ≃ Lν̄e), Fermi-Dirac spectra without degeneracy
(hϵ2νei ≈ 21T2

νe), and typical composition Yn þ 2Yp ≃ 1.
The temperature Tνe is defined at the neutrinosphere, the
energy-sphere—where neutrinos decouple energetically
from the background.
Along the same lines, one can derive the corresponding

neutrino cooling rate per unit volume [152],

Q−
ν ≈

145 MeV
s

ρ

mu

�
T

2 MeV

�
6

; ð58Þ

where T is the local matter temperature and ρ the density in
the gain region. This expression follows from

Q−
ν ¼ σ0T6ρð3α2 þ 1Þ

8π2m2
emu

½YpF 5ðηeÞ þ YnF 5ð−ηeÞ�; ð59Þ

with F 5 the relativistic Fermi integral; see Eq. (32) in
Ref. [152]. In the second line of Eq. (58), we assumed
Yn þ Yp ≃ 1 and low electron degeneracy, appropriate for
shock-heated layers rich in e� pairs. Unlike the heating
rate, which scales as T2

νe with the neutrino temperature at
the neutrinosphere, the cooling rate depends on the sixth
power of the local temperature. The gain radius, rgain, is
defined by the balance condition Qþ

ν ¼ Q−
ν , yielding [152]

rgain;7

�
Tg

2 MeV

�
3

≃ 1.05

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Lνe;52

hμνig

s �
Tνe

4 MeV

�
; ð60Þ

where Tg ≡ TðrgainÞ is the local temperature at the gain
radius.
Figure 15 illustrates the time evolution of the plasma

frequency at the gain and the shock radii (upper panel)
and the corresponding radial profiles of differential lumi-
nosities at 0.2 sec postbounce for the supernova explosion
model LS220-s18.88; the DP parameters are fixed at
mγ0 ¼ 0.3 MeV and ε ∼ 10−8 corresponding to the super-
nova cooling limit. We compute the DP emissivity and
compare it with the neutrino cooling and heating rates. A
resonance occurs within the gain region at r ∼ 80 km,
where DP cooling largely exceeds the effective neutrino
heating. In such a case, a successful supernova explosion
within the Bethe-Wilson framework can be prevented,

FIG. 15. Upper panel: time evolution of the plasma frequency at
the gain radius (red line) and at the shock radius (blue line),
multiplied by a factor of

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
3=2

p
. Lower panel: differential

luminosity profiles as a function of radius at 0.2 sec postbounce
for dark photons (blue line), neutrino heating (red line), and
neutrino cooling (green line). For the dark photon emission, we
adopt mγ0 ¼ 0.3 MeV and the corresponding kinetic mixing at
the supernova cooling limit. These plots were reproduced with
permission from Ref. [111].

CAPUTO, PARK, and YUN PHYS. REV. D 113, 075001 (2026)

075001-20



as also confirmed for some parameters by the 2D simu-
lations in Ref. [153]. The resulting excluded parameter
space for 0.1 MeV≲mγ0 ≲ 0.5 MeV is shown in Fig. 1
(“SN Failure”), although most of it is already ruled out by
cosmological probes. More interesting regions of the
parameter space could be probed studying the impact on
the explosion for larger DP masses, mγ0 ≳ 0.5 MeV, for
which resonant production of T modes occurs in deeper
regions below rgain, where it could alter the diffusive
neutrino flux and affect the explosion mechanism. Such
a case, however, deserves self-consistent numerical simu-
lations, which we plan to perform in the future. Further
details can be found in Ref. [111].

V. CONSTRAINTS FROM ACCELERATORS

Although this is not the focus of our work, we find it
useful to include for comparison also bounds from collider
probes, given that DPs can affect both precision observ-
ables and direct searches at accelerators.
One of the earliest probes arises from the anomalous

magnetic moments of the electron and muon [15], since a
kinetically mixed dark photon induces loop corrections
proportional to αε2=2π. Formγ0 > 2me, dark photons decay
to charged fermions and depending on parameters, the
decay can be prompt or displaced, requiring complemen-
tary search strategies. Electron fixed-target and beam-
dump experiments are sensitive to dark photons in the
MeV–GeV range [7,25,38,154,155]. Fixed-target setups
search for narrow resonances in the invariant-mass distri-
bution of eþe− pairs produced in eZ → eZA0 reactions,
while thick-target beam-dump experiments (e.g., E137,
E141, E774 [156,157]) probe smaller mixings by exploit-
ing long-lived dark photons decaying downstream of the
dump. Proton-beam dumps also produce dark photons
via meson decays such as π0; η → γA0 [13,14], providing
sensitivity to similar parameter regions. Electron–positron
colliders (e.g., BABAR, Belle, Belle-II, KLOE) search for
eþe− → γA0 followed by A0 → fþf−, using bump-hunt
techniques in the invariant-mass spectrum [30]. The pro-
duction cross section scales as σγA0 ∝ ε2=E2

beam, making
low-energy colliders particularly competitive for sub-GeV
dark photon masses. At higher energies, proton–proton
colliders such as the LHC can probe heavier dark photons
via Drell-Yan production, prompt low-mass dimuon reso-
nances [158,159] or (more model dependent) exotic Higgs
decays [29,160], while LHCb extends coverage to smaller
masses through displaced-vertex searches in meson decays
[161,162]. Rare meson decays such as π0; η; K;ϕ → γA0
[8] provide additional, though currently subleading, con-
straints. Finally, dark sectors may contain a dark Higgs
boson (h0) enabling associated production (eþe− → A0h0),
leading to distinctive multilepton or displaced signatures
studied at BABAR [30], Belle [163], KLOE-2 [164], and
Belle-II [165].

In Fig. 1, the gray-shaded region shows the compilation
of constraints obtained using the DarkCast tool [35–37]
and Ref. [38], as well as forecasts for Search for Hidden
Particles facility at CERN [38,166]. For the masses and
couplings of interest for this work, the relevant bounds
come from beam-dump experiments.

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we have re-examined the irreducible
constraints on DPs. On the cosmological side, we fixed
the reheating temperature of the Universe to TRH ¼ 6 MeV,
which corresponds to the lowest value still compatible with
BBN according to the most recent evaluation of light-
element abundances and Neff [52]. Within this cosmological
setup, we consistently derived all related observables,
including diffuse and Galactic γ-ray emission, CMB anisot-
ropies, variations of Neff , and the impact on primordial
element abundances. After addressing these cosmological
implications, we turned to the production of DPs in CCSN
environments and derived the associated constraints, such as
those from neutrino cooling, prompt and diffuse γ-ray
emission, fireball formation, Galactic positron injection,
low-energy supernova energetics, and the possible stalling
of the SN shock wave. We also surveyed current collider
limits, which provide a complementary probe to the cos-
mological and astrophysical bounds, particularly in the
regime of large DP masses and sizable kinetic mixing.
Taken together, these results delineate the most robust
and model-independent exclusion region for dark photons
over many orders of magnitude in mass, highlighting the
complementarity between laboratory, astrophysical, and
cosmological probes.
Finally, we recall that our constraints apply to the

minimal DP model, and that any coupling to a dark
sector [167] may alter some of the bounds discussed.
For example, if the DP can decay invisibly into dark sector
particles, all limits from fireball formation, γ-rays, 511 keV
line, LESNe must be rescaled. Similarly, cosmological
bounds assume that production is driven by freeze-in via
kinetic mixing with the Standard Model; however, the relic
abundance can be significantly modified in the presence of
a richer dark sector. We leave the study of these different
scenarios for future work.
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APPENDIX A: PROPERTIES OF THE
SM PLASMA

In this appendix, we summarize well-known results about
the SM plasma. We focus on the scenario in which a
maximal temperature is as low as Oð1Þ MeV, as required to
ensure the consistency of the standard cosmology; in
this paper, we take 6 MeV. Thus, the light degrees in the
SM thermal bath contain photons, electrons, and neutrinos.
Although there exists a relatively small baryon asymmetry in
the form of nucleons, its impact on our discussion is
negligible due to its massiveness. Accordingly, the real parts
of πT;L are mainly contributed by the coherent scatterings
with surrounding electrons/positrons and read [168,169]

Re πT ¼ ω2
pl

�
1þ 1

2
Gðv2�k2=ω2Þ

�
; ðA1Þ

Re πL ¼ ω2
pl

m2
γ0

ω2

1 −Gðv2�k2=ω2Þ
1 − v2�k2=ω2

; ðA2Þ

where ω and k denote the energy and momentum of the
external DP state, respectively. The plasma frequency ωpl is
given by

ω2
pl ¼

X
i¼e∓

4α

π

Z
∞

0

dpfi
p2

E

�
1 −

1

3
v2
�
; ðA3Þ

where fi denotes the phase space distribution of i with their
energy E and momentum p, v ¼ p=E, and v� is the typical
electron velocity given by

v2� ¼
R
∞
0 dpfppð5v3=3 − v5ÞR∞
0 dpfppðv − v3=3Þ : ðA4Þ

The function G is defined as

GðxÞ ¼ 3

x

�
1 −

2x
3
−
1 − x
2
ffiffiffi
x

p log
1þ ffiffiffi

x
p

1 −
ffiffiffi
x

p
�
: ðA5Þ

APPENDIX B: THERMAL PRODUCTION
IN THE EARLY UNIVERSE

In this appendix, we provide details about resonant and
nonresonant production of DPs.

1. Resonant production

We start providing the analytic derivation of the thermal
production of DPs at the resonance point. The following
derivation is valid for narrow resonance width cases, which
are typically satisfied.

a. Transverse modes

For the transverse polarization, Re πT is of the order of
ω2
pl across the entire momentum range. Since the typical

energy range of produced DPs is an order of temperature,
which is larger than ωpl, we can employ the relativistic
approximation for the energy-momentum of DPs (i.e.,
ω ≃ k) leading to

Re πT ≃ ω2
pl

�
1þ 1

2
Gðv2�Þ

�
: ðB1Þ

Although each momentum of transverse DPs may experi-
ence resonance at different epochs in principle, the time
difference within the dominant energy range of temperature
is shorter than the Hubble scale; taking momentum-
independent Re πT in Eq. (B1) is a valid simplification.
Therefore, the resonance of the transverse polarization
occurs approximately at the specific temperature Tres.
Plugging Eq. (5) with Re πT in Eq. (B1) into the
Boltzmann equation in Eq. (7), we can derive

½Yγ0 �resT;L ≃
ε2m4

γ0

π2

Z
dT

1

sTH

�
1 −

1

3

d log g�s
d log T−1

�

×
jIm πTj

ð∂Re πT=∂TÞ2ðT − TresÞ2 þ jIm πTj2

×
Z

dω

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω2 −m2

γ0

q
eω=T − 1

≃ ε2m2
γ0

π3

12ζð3Þ
�
nγ
s
ð∂Re πT=∂TÞ−1

T=m2
γ0

×
1

TH

�
1 −

1

3

d log g�s
d log T−1

��
T¼Tres

: ðB2Þ
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Here, we approximate ðð∂Re πT=∂TÞ2ðT − TresÞ2 þ
jIm πTj2Þ−1 ≃ δðT − TresÞ × πð∂Re πT=∂TÞ−1=jIm πTj,
which is valid within the narrow resonance width condition
Im πT ≪ Re πT. Moreover, we neglect mγ0 for integral over
ω due to ωpl ≪ T, enabling it to be expressed by the photon
equilibrium number density nγ.

b. Longitudinal modes

The resonance feature for the longitudinal polarization
differs from the case of the transverse polarization.
According to Eq. (A2), the real part of the longitudinal
polarization can be approximated as

Re πL ≃m2
γ0
ω̃2

ω2
; ðB3Þ

where ω̃2 ¼ Oðω2
plÞ.2 This indicates that the resonance for

the longitudinal polarization, Re πL ¼ m2
γ0 , occurs at the

specific energy ω ¼ ω̃ at any temperature, as long as
mγ0 > ωpl. Following the transverse case above, the con-
tribution to the DP abundance from the resonance of the
longitudinal polarization reads

½Yγ0 �resL ≃
ε2m2

γ0

2π2

Z
dT
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sTH
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3

d log g�s
d logT−1
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×
Z
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ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω2−m2

γ0

q
eω=T−1

jIm πL=m2
γ0 j

ð2=ω̃Þ2ðω− ω̃Þ2þjIm πL=m2
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ε2m2

γ0

2π

Z
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1

sTH
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1−

1

3

d log g�s
d log T−1

�ω̃ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω̃2−m2

γ0

q
2ðeω̃=T−1Þ ;

ðB4Þ

where we approximate jIm πL=m2
γ0 j=ðð2=ω̃Þ2ðω − ω̃Þ2 þ

jIm πL=m2
γ0 j2Þ ≃ δðω − ω̃Þ × πðω̃=2Þ.

Figure 16 illustrates ½Yγ0 �resT;L for the transverse (solid) and
longitudinal (dashed) polarizations.

2. Nonresonant production

We provide the DP production rate for the following
processes: e∓ þ γ → e∓ þ γ0 (Compton-like scatterings),
e− þ eþ → γ þ γ0 (annihilation), and e− þ eþ → γ0 (coa-
lescence). The following expressions and derivations can
also be straightforwardly generalized to other charged
particles as scattering targets.
In the following derivations, we neglect plasma effects,

as they are irrelevant under the conditions where these
processes become important. Although this assumption is

strictly valid only for temperatures satisfying ωpl < mγ0 ,
the IR-dominated nature of DP production renders this
approximation reliable for our purposes (see the discussion
in the main text). In this limit, plasma effects can be
ignored, and the polarization sum simplifies to

X
T;L

ϵμγ0ϵ
�ν
γ0 → −gμν þ kμkν

m2
γ0
; ðB5Þ

where the contribution of the last term vanishes due to
electromagnetic current conservation.
For a generic 2 → 2 process, 1þ 2 → 3þ γ0, the DP

production rate is given by

γγ0 ¼
Z Y

i¼1;2;3

gid3p⃗i

ð2πÞ32Ei

gγ0d3k⃗

ð2πÞ32ω f1f2ð1� f3Þ

× jMj2ð2πÞ4δ4ðp1 þ p2 − p3 − pγ0 Þ; ðB6Þ

where pi ¼ ðEi; p⃗iÞ, fi is the distribution function and gi
denotes the internal degrees of freedom of species i. Here,
pγ0 ¼ ðω; k⃗Þ is the four-momentum of the DP, andM is the
corresponding matrix element The� sign accounts for Bose
enhancement or Pauli blocking in the final state, though
these effects are negligible in the analysis below.
Since plasma corrections are neglected, the phase-space

integration can be evaluated in the c.m. frame following
the standard method in Ref. [50]. Assuming the Boltzmann
statistics, fi ¼ e−Ei=T , the DP production rate can be
written by

γγ0 ¼
g1g2
32π4

T
Z

∞

smin

ds
λðs;m1;m2Þffiffiffi

s
p K1

� ffiffiffi
s

p
T

�
σ12→3γ0 ðsÞ ðB7Þ

where σ12→3γ0 ðsÞ is the corresponding cross section
averaged over the angular dependence in terms of the
squared c.m. energy s with the integral range of

FIG. 16. Freeze-in dark photon abundance partially contributed
from the resonance, ½Yγ0 �resi , for i polarization.

2When electrons/positrons are relativistic (i.e., T ≫ me), ω̃2 is
an order of ω2

pl increased by a factor log½ω2=m2
γ0 �, which is never a

large number for the cases of interest.
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smin ¼ Max½ðm1 þm2Þ2; ðm3 þmγ0 Þ2�, and the Källén
function λ is defined as

λðx; y; zÞ ¼ ðx − ðyþ zÞ2Þðx − ðy − zÞ2Þ: ðB8Þ

The corresponding differential cross section reads

dσ12→3γ0

dΩ
¼ 1

64gigjπ2s

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
λðs;m3; mγ0 Þ
λðs;m1; m2Þ

s
jMj2: ðB9Þ

For the Compton-like scattering process e∓ þ γ →
e∓ þ γ0, the cross section is given by

σsC¼
ε2e4

16πs

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
λðs;me;mγ0 Þ

p
sðs−m2

eÞ3
�
s3þð15m2

eþ7m2
γ0 Þs2

þm2
eð2m2

γ0 −m2
eÞsþm6

e−m4
em2

γ0

−ðs2−ð6m2
eþ2m2

γ0 Þs−3m4
eþ2m2

em2
γ0 þ2m4

γ0 Þ

×
4s2ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

λðs;me;mγ0 Þ
p Coth−1

� m2
γ0 −m2

e−sffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
λðs;me;mγ0 Þ

p ��
: ðB10Þ

The cross section for the electron-positron annihilation
process reads

σann ¼
ε2e4

4πs3=2
1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

s − 4m2
e

p
ðs −m2

γ0 Þ

�
−s2 − 4m2

es −m4
γ0

þ 2
ffiffiffi
s

p ðs2 þ 4m2
es − 8m4

e − 4m2
em2

γ0 þm4
γ0 Þffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

s − 4m2
e

p
× Tanh−1

� ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
s − 4m2

e

s

r ��
: ðB11Þ

Note that the factor ðs −m2
γ0 Þ−1 of the denominator in the

production rate may cause IR divergence if mγ0 > 2me.
Following the prescription in Ref. [45], this can be
regulated by replacing

ðs −m2
γ0 Þ−1 → ðs −m2

γ0 þ 2mγ0mγðTÞÞ−1; ðB12Þ

where mγðTÞ is the thermal photon mass from electron-
photon plasma and is approximately given by m2

γ ≈ ω2
pl.

When kinematically allowed, inverse-decay (i.e., coa-
lescence) processes, e− þ eþ → γ0, can also contribute
significantly to DP production. Using detailed balance
and following Ref. [50], the corresponding reaction density
can be expressed in terms of the equilibrium DP phase
space and its vacuum decay width as

γγ0 ðTÞ ¼
gγ0m2

γ0T

2π2
K1

�
mγ0

T

�
Γeþe− ; ðB13Þ

where gγ0 ¼ 3 for a massive vector, K1 is the modified
Bessel function, and the decay width at the rest frame reads

Γeþe− ¼ αε2

3
mγ0

�
1þ 2m2

e

m2
γ0

� ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −

4m2
e

m2
γ0

s
: ðB14Þ

Here, we provide a useful analytical result for the DP
abundance from electron-positron coalescence; for details,
see Ref. [170]. Performing the Boltzmann equation in
Eq. (7) with defining x≡mγ0=T, we obtain

Yγ0 ≃
Z

TRH

T0

γγ0

sHT
dT

¼ 45

ð1.660Þ4π4
gγ0MPlΓeþe−

g�sg
1=2
� m2

γ0

Z
∞

xRH

x3K1ðxÞdx; ðB15Þ

with xRH ≡mγ0=TRH. Since contributions at T ≪ mγ0 are
exponentially suppressed, the lower integration limit T0 is
irrelevant. It is convenient to factor out the full-range
integral

R
∞
0 x3K1ðxÞdx ¼ 3π=2 and define

SðxÞ≡ 2

3π

Z
∞

x
u3K1ðuÞdu; Sð0Þ ¼ 1: ðB16Þ

Then, the yield takes the compact form

Yγ0 ¼
135

1.6608π3
gγ0MPlΓeþe−

g�sg
1=2
� m2

γ0
S

�
mγ0

TRH

�
: ðB17Þ

For x ≫ 1, where K1ðxÞ ≃
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
π=ð2xÞp

e−x, one finds

SðxÞ ≃ 2

3
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p x5=2e−xðx ≫ 1Þ; ðB18Þ

which makes the expected Boltzmann suppression explicit
when mγ0 ≫ TRH. A smooth analytic fit valid for all x that
reproduces Sð0Þ ¼ 1 and Eq. (B18) is

SðxÞ ≃ ½0.266þ 0.734e−x�e−xð1þ x2Þ5=4: ðB19Þ

APPENDIX C: HIGHER INITIAL
TEMPERATURE LIMIT

We extend the analysis presented in the main text, where
we considered the minimal cosmological initial temper-
ature of Ti ¼ 6 MeV, to explore higher-temperature sce-
narios as a more general case. As an illustrative example,
we take Ti ¼ 100 MeV and examine how the resulting
cosmological bounds on DPs are modified.
Since the DP production rate governed by renormaliz-

able interactions is IR-dominated, the contribution of
nonresonant scattering processes (see Appendix B 2) to
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the thermal freeze-in abundance is largely insensitive to Ti
when the DP mass is below this temperature. Consequently,
as shown in Fig. 3, for mγ0 ≲ 0.74 MeV corresponding toffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
3=2

p
ωplð6 MeVÞ, the thermal DP abundance is essen-

tially identical for both Ti ¼ 6 MeV (black solid line) and
Ti ¼ 100 MeV (gray dashed line). At higher masses,
however, the abundance increases due to additional pro-
duction channels. Resonant conversion from photons
occurs up to

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
3=2

p
ωplð10 MeVÞ ≃ 12 MeV; while this

mechanism dominates for subthreshold masses as
mγ0 < 2me, its contribution becomes subdominant (about
10% of the total) for heavier DPs, where kinematically
allowed coalescence processes begin to dominate. At even
higher masses, additional coalescence channels involving
both leptons and hadrons become kinematically accessible.
Their contribution to the total DP production rate can be
expressed using Eq. (B13), with the relevant decay widths
for each channel. For leptonic coalescence processes such
as μ−μþ → γ0, the decay width follows Eq. (B14) with
the appropriate lepton mass. For hadronic processes like
π−πþ → γ0, the decay width reads [76]

Γππ ¼
1

12
αππeffε

2mγ0

�
1 − 4

m2
π

m2
γ0

�
3=2

; ðC1Þ

where αππeff denotes the effective scalar QED coupling
[76,171]. We adopt the empirical fitting functions for
αππeff in the cases of the charged pions [171] and the charged
kaons [172], based on measurements of the e−eþ → π−πþ
and e−eþ → K−Kþ from the BABAR Collaboration.
Building upon the derivation of the thermal DP abun-

dance, we perform the same cosmological analyses as
outlined in Sec. III. The results for Ti ¼ 100 MeV are
illustrated in Fig. 17. For mγ0 < 2me, the constraints
from overproduction (gray-shaded region) and Galactic/
extragalactic photon observations (red- and green-shaded
regions, respectively) remain nearly identical to those in
the Ti ¼ 6 MeV case, except for an enhancement in the
range mγ0 ≳ 0.74 MeV due to additional resonant contri-
butions to the DP abundance. For intermediate masses,
2me ≲mγ0 ≲ 100 MeV, the bounds from ΔNeff , CMB
energy injection, and BBN (mainly due to deuterium
dissociation) are also comparable to those obtained for
Ti ¼ 6 MeV.
At higher masses, mγ0 ≳ 100 MeV, the CMB constraint

extends up to mγ0 ∼ 300 MeV, while new bounds emerge
from hadronic effects during BBN once mγ0 exceeds the
pion threshold, 2mπ . These additional BBN constraints
originate from the injection of mesons (e.g., π�) produced
in DP decays. Such mesons can alter the neutron-proton
interconversion rates via reactions such as pþπ−↔nþπ0

and nþ πþ ↔ pþ π0, thus modifying the neutron freeze-
out fraction prior to nucleosynthesis [173]. Since charged
pions have short lifetimes (τπ ∼ 10−8 s) and are rapidly

thermalized in the primordial plasma, their number density
can be approximated by a quasistatic equilibrium form of
nπ� ≈ τπΓγ0nγ0 . The resulting modification of the neutron-
proton ratio can be evaluated by incorporating this meson
population into the Boltzmann equations governing weak
interactions; for details, see Refs. [173,174]. This alters the
freeze-out neutron fraction and consequently the predicted
4He abundance, leading to the BBN constraint shown as the
orange-shaded region in the high-mass regime of Fig. 17.
In Fig. 18, we compare our updated BBN constraint

(orange-shaded regions) with the earlier result from
Ref. [76] (brown dashed lines). For lower masses, where

FIG. 17. Constraints on the dark photon model with
Treh ¼ 100 MeV. The blue-shaded region is excluded by
CMB. The orange-shaded regions correspond to BBN. The
purple-shaded region shows ΔNeff constraints. The gray-shaded
region is excluded by the overproduction of dark photons.
The red- and green-shaded region is ruled out by Galactic/
extragalactic x-ray flux.

FIG. 18. BBN constraints for an initial temperature of Treh ¼
100 MeV (orange-shaded regions) compared with the previous
BBN result from Ref. [76] (brown dashed lines). We have verified
that, when adopting the same values for the measured D=H ratio
and nuclear reaction rates as in Ref. [76], our results below the
GeV scale agree very well, except for a 10% discrepancy of
unknown origin around mγ0 ∼ 100 MeV.
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reduction of the relic deuterium abundance is induced by
the radiative DP decay, our bound is slightly weaker due to
the inclusion of sizable theoretical uncertainties in the
nuclear reaction rates affecting deuterium synthesis. At
higher masses, where hadronic energy injection occurs, our
result is in good agreement with Ref. [76] up to 0.8 GeV,
above which the thermal DP abundance is exponentially
suppressed. We have verified numerically that, when we
adopt the same values for the measured D=H ratio and
nuclear reaction rates as in Ref. [76], our results below the
GeV scale agree, except for a 10% discrepancy of unknown
origin for mγ0 ∼ 100 MeV.

APPENDIX D: COMPTON-LIKE SCATTERING
RATE IN THE SUPERNOVA ENVIRONMENT

We compute the Compton-like scattering rate for DPs,
e− þ γ0 → e− þ γ, which contributes to both DP absorption
and, by detailed balance, their inverse production process,
under conditions relevant to core-collapse supernovae. As
discussed in Sec. II, DP interactions follow the same
structure as electromagnetic interactions, up to an overall
factor of the kinetic mixing parameter ε. The detailed
balance relation connects the absorption and emission
rates [see Eq. (4)], allowing the Compton rate for photons
to be reinterpreted. Hence, we derive the Compton
scattering rate for photons involving the dispersion of
DPs, and one can easily apply these results to evaluate the
DP interaction rate in CCSNe. In what follows, we focus
on the transverse polarization modes; the longitudinal
mode contribution can be obtained by multiplying the
transverse result by a factor of m2

γ0=ω
2, which follows

from current conservation.
The general expression for the absorption via Compton-

like scatterings reads

ΓsCðωÞ ¼
2

2ω

Z
d3p⃗i

ð2πÞ32Ei
fi

Z
d3p⃗f

ð2πÞ32Ef
ð1 − ffÞ

×
Z

d3p⃗γ

ð2πÞ32Eγ
jMj2ð2πÞ4δ4ðkþ pi − pf − pγÞ;

ðD1Þ

where piðfÞ ¼ ðEiðfÞ; p⃗iðfÞÞ denotes the four-momentum of
the incident (scattered) electron, k is the four-momentum
of the incoming photon with the DP dispersion, and pγ ¼
ðEγ; p⃗γÞ is that of the outgoing photon state. For the final
photon state, we neglect the statistical factor and the plasma
correction (i.e., Eγ ≃ jp⃗γj). In the relativistic regime, the
leading-order squared matrix element, averaged over initial
spin degrees of freedom, reads

jMj2 ¼ 32π2α2
�
pi · k
pi · pγ

�
: ðD2Þ

Although a full analytic expression valid across all regimes
is cumbersome, useful approximate results can be obtained
for conditions characteristic of CCSNe. Below we discuss
two representative limits relevant for DP absorption and
production.
DPs produced in the PNS may be reabsorbed in the outer

stellar layers through Compton-like scattering, γ0 þ e− →
γ þ e−, since the bremsstrahlung process, being propor-
tional to the square of the target density, becomes ineffi-
cient in the dilute outer regions. In this case, the relevant
DP energies are comparable to or higher than the PNS
temperature of 30–50 MeV. At the outer PNS boundary
(r ≳ 20 km), the temperature decreases significantly, while
the matter remains degenerate (μe ≫ T). For the parameter
space of interest, we typically have ω ≳ μe in this case of
absorption outside the PNS.
In this degenerate limit, the Fermi-Dirac distribution may

be approximated by a Heaviside step function, implying
that electrons are filled up to μe, and scattering is only
allowed for final electrons with Ef > μe. Performing the
phase-space integration under these conditions yields

ΓsC ≈
α2

2π

μ2

ω
log

�
μω

m2
e

�
: ðD3Þ

This expression provides a reliable estimate of the
Compton-like absorption rate for DPs escaping the PNS
core and is the dominant absorption mechanism outside the
neutrino sphere.
DP production in the outer supernova layers can also

impact the explosion dynamics, potentially preventing
successful shock revival (see Sec. IVA 7). Analogous to
the absorption discussed above, the DP production outside
the PNS is governed by Compton-like scatterings. In these
regions, such as the gain region, the electron density is
much lower, and the temperature exceeds the chemical
potential (T ≫ μe), corresponding to the classical limit.
Pauli blocking can then be neglected, and the rate can be
expressed as

Γγ0 ¼ 2

Z
d3pi

ð2πÞ3 fiσsCvmol; ðD4Þ

where vmol ¼ ðs −m2
eÞ=2ωEi is the Møller velocity, and

the cross section takes the well-known form

σsC ¼ 2πα2

s
log

�
s
m2

e

�
: ðD5Þ

Assuming the Maxwell-Boltzmann for electrons as a good
approximation in this case results in

ΓsC ≈
α2

π

T2

ω
log

�
ωT
m2

e

�
: ðD6Þ
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Note that Eq. (D6), derived under the assumptions
T ≫ μe and ω ∼ T, remains approximately valid even in
the degenerate regime (μe ≫ T) as long as T ∼ ω, up to a
factor of about 2. This is because only electrons near the
Fermi surface, within a narrow energy width ∼T, participate
effectively in the scattering. The dominant contribution
arises from backward scatterings in the c.m. frame, where
the outgoing electron acquires a higher energy, making Pauli
suppression less. In this regime, however, the Compton-like
process typically becomes subdominant compared to brems-
strahlung, owing to the higher target density dependence of
the latter. Finally, we stress that for all the results of this
paper, we have used the complete, fully numerical produc-
tion and absorption rates for DPs. However, the analytical
formulas reported here agree extremely well with the
numerics across all the parameter space of interest.

APPENDIX E: SPECTRUM OF THE DECAY OF
DARK PHOTONS IN THE BOOSTED FRAME

We provide the energy spectrum of daughter particles
from the decay of boosted dark photons, in terms of the
spectrum in the rest frame.

Let us consider the dark photon decay channel into
degenerate particles; for instance, γ0 → 3γ or γ0 → e−eþ.
Denoting the decay rate at the rest frame, Γγ0 , the spectrum
of a daughter particle i in the boosted dark photon frame
with the energy ω is given by

dNi

dE

����
E¼ω

¼ Ni

2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
γ02 − 1

p Z
Emax
0

Emin
0

dE0

1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
E2
0 −m2

p
×

1

Γγ0

dΓγ0

dE0

Θ
�
mγ0

2
− E0

�
; ðE1Þ

where γ0 ¼ ω=mγ0 , m is the mass of daughter particles, and
Ni indicates the number of degree of i. The integration
range of E0 reads

Emax;min
0 ¼ Eγ0

�
1�

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 − γ−2γ0

q ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −m2=E2

q �
: ðE2Þ
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