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ABSTRACT

We consider the production of dark matter during the process of reheating after inflation. The
relic density of dark matter from freeze-in depends on both the energy density and energy distri-
bution of the inflaton scattering or decay products composing the radiation bath. We compare the
perturbative and non-perturbative calculations of the energy density in radiation. We also consider
the (likely) possibility that the final state scalar products are unstable. Assuming either thermal or
non-thermal energy distribution functions, we compare the resulting relic density based on these dif-
ferent approaches. We show that the present-day cold dark matter density can be obtained through
freeze-in from preheating for a large range of dark matter masses.

September 2021



Contents

5

Introduction
Perturbative particle production after inflation

Non-perturbative particle production
3.1 Production of spin-0 bosons
3.2 Production of spin-1/2 fermions

Production of dark matter

4.1 Production rates and particle distributions

4.2 Dark matter production from inflaton scattering to bosons
4.3 Dark matter production from inflaton decay to fermions

Summary

A Parametric resonance

B Preheating of fermions

17

20
20
22
25

27

30

34



1 Introduction

Reheating and a graceful exit from inflationary expansion is a necessary component of any model of
inflation. For most applications, it is sufficient that the radiation dominated epoch of the Universe
begins at a suitably high temperature to allow for standard Big Bang nucleosynthesis and baryogen-
esis. While the former requires only that the reheating temperature, Tgry, is greater that ~ 1 MeV,
the latter typically requires Try > O(TeV). Similarly, the production of weakly-interacting dark
matter only requires that the reheating temperature was sufficiently high so that the dark matter
candidate was brought into thermal equilibrium with the radiation bath. However, in some cases,
the production and abundance of very weakly-interacting massive particles (WIMPs) such as the
gravitino depends explicitly on the value of the reheating temperature [1-4]. More generally, the
abundance of any ‘feebly’ interacting massive particle (FIMP) will also depend on Try [5-9].

In these cases, it is usually sufficient to assume that reheating occurs instantaneously. For example,
one can often assume that once the period of exponential expansion has ceased, and the inflaton begins
oscillating about its minimum, inflaton decay (which occurs roughly when the effective inflaton decay
rate I'y is equal to the Hubble expansion rate, H) will produce radiation [1, 10] which eventually
thermalizes [11-14]. Here, we define the ‘moment’ of reheating when the energy density stored in the
inflaton, pg, is equal to the energy density of the newly produced radiation, denoted by pg. In this

case,
2

T
pr(TrRu) = %QRHTE{H , (1.1)

where grp is the number of relativistic degrees of freedom at Try.

More accurately, reheating is not an instantaneous process, and if the radiation thermalizes rapidly
as it is produced, the temperature of the dilute bath may far exceed that of the reheating temper-
ature when py = pr [9, 15-21]. In the case of the weak scale gravitino, the thermal production
cross section is independent of the temperature and therefore constant in time, implying a grav-
itino abundance proportional to Tgry. However, when the particle production cross section depends
strongly on temperature, o ~ T™ with n > 6, the abundance depends on the maximum temperature
attained during the reheating process [17-19, 21-32] (see also [33] for a pedagogical introduction on
the subject). Thus, the details of the reheating process between Tyax and Try become important.
Relaxing the assumption of instantaneous thermalization, the dark matter abundance could be pro-
duced in-between the end of inflation and the equilibration of the primordial plasma, well before the
end of reheating [14].

As noted above, the radiation bath is produced as the inflaton decays. For an inflaton potential,
which is dominated by a quadratic term near its minimum, reheating always occurs as the inflaton
energy density is depleted. A thermal bath may also be produced by scatterings such as ¢¢ — xx,
where x is another scalar field. However, in this case, the produced radiation never comes to dominate
the total energy density, as the radiation density falls off as a* and the inflaton energy density
scales as a3, where a is the cosmological scale factor [21]. In contrast, when the inflaton potential
is dominated by a quartic (or higher-order) term, with V(¢) ~ ¢, the produced radiation density
scales as a_k% whereas the inflaton density scales as a_k%, which means that reheating occurs
for kﬁ—g > kl—JfQ, or k > 3 [21]. Nevertheless, quadratic potential scatterings that do not lead to
reheating without additional decay channels that drain the energy density of the inflaton, can have
an important effect on particle production in the early stages of reheating.



In this work, we consider an inflaton potential dominated by a quadratic term after inflation. We

approximate
1

V(9) = gmgd? = M*Mp, ¢ < Mp, (1.2)
where Mp = /87 /G N ~ 2.4 X 10'® GeV is the reduced Planck mass. We assume that the scale of
A is set by the normalization of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies [34], which
typically gives A ~ O(107!1). The full Lagrangian should also include couplings of the inflaton to
fermions, 1, and bosons, x, of the form

—ydrp ¢ — Ui,
LD o (1.3)
—§¢2x2 b — XX,

where y is a Yukawa-like coupling and ¢ is a four-point coupling. It should be noted that we do not

n.,2
consider interactions of the form £ O —pu ¢n>£ >, with n = 1, or the non-renormalizable interactions
P

M
with n > 3, and a detailed discussion of preheating with such couplings is presented in [35]. During

reheating, the inflaton oscillates about the origin, and for oscillations about a quadratic minimum,
we can write ¢(t) = ¢o(t) - cos(v2AMpt), where we refer to ¢g(t) ~ a~3/2 as the time-dependent
amplitude that includes the effects of redshift.

Naively, one might expect that initially, for ¢y ~ Mp, decays and scatterings are kinematically
forbidden when y¢y > \/WM p and Uqbg > 2)\M]23, respectively. However, during each oscillation,
some decays and scatterings occur as ¢(t) passes through the origin. It was found in [21] that
the naive perturbative processes can be corrected by defining effective couplings, yeg and oeg, both
proportional to R~2 for R > 1, where the induced mass parameter is given by

2
7 (02) - omiv.

R(t) = §>< (1.4)

2
o (%}?) ;99— XX,

and yeg = y and o8 = o for R < 1. Reheating processes and pr are then reduced by a factor

R-1/2 — %/i(t) o However, it was also recognized in [21] that R > 1 signified the potential

importance of non-perturbative effects also playing a role.! These effects are among the primary
subjects of this work.

The perturbative approximation provides an adequate description of inflationary reheating and
relic production for sufficiently small couplings. However, above this model-dependent threshold
the perturbative description breaks down, on one part due to the relevance of quantum-mechanical
enhancement /blocking effects dependent on the spin of the inflaton decay products, and on the
other hand on the relevance of inverse processes. The effect on the background dynamics (back-
reaction) due to particle production is not limited to a depletion of the energy density of ¢. When
quantum fluctuations are sufficiently amplified, mode-mode couplings and non-linear interactions

!'Naively, one may expect that the final state suppression is exponential, e~ ™%/ x/me, However, once inflaton

oscillations commence, during some fraction of each oscillatory period, the final state masses become small enough to

1/2

allow the scattering to proceed. This results in a power-law suppression oc R~ "/~ rather than an exponential suppression

21].



will mediate in the conversion of the energy density of the ¢ condensate into gradients, potentially
leading to the fragmentation of the field. In the following sections we study the transition between
the perturbative, the linear non-perturbative, and the non-linear non-perturbative regimes in terms
of the energy densities of the inflaton and its decay products, and subsequently apply these results
to dark relic production during reheating.

We will show that even though the non-perturbative effects themselves do not lead to successful
reheating and a radiation-dominated era, they can play a role in particle production in the early
stages of reheating and delay the reheating process. The paper is organized as follows: In the next
section, we consider the perturbative production of a radiation bath composed of either bosons (in
the case ¢¢ — xx) or fermions (in the case ¢ — 7). In the former we review the effect of the
effective boson mass which is induced by its coupling to the inflaton. In Section 3, we review the
methods used for our numerical calculation of the energy density in radiation. More details are
given in Appendix A. We concentrate primarily on boson production in Section 3.1 and we explicitly
include the effects of preheating in Section 3.1.1, the effects of back-reactions in Section 3.1.2, and
the effects of boson decay in Section 3.1.3. Fermion production is discussed in Section 3.2. Further
details on our non-perturbative calculation involving fermions is given in Appendix B. We apply
these results to the production of dark matter in Section 4. We start by introducing the dark matter
production rates and particle distribution functions in Section 4.1 which are applied to the case
of bosonic production of dark matter in Section 4.2 and fermionic production in Section 4.3. Our

summary is given in Section 5.

2 Perturbative particle production after inflation

The end of the inflationary epoch of the early Universe in most scenarios is not only marked by
the transition to a decelerated expansion, d¢ < 0, but also by the beginning of a stage of coherent
oscillations of the spatially homogeneous inflaton field ¢. As stated in the Introduction, in this work
we assume that the inflaton is massive (i.e., dominated by a quadratic potential near the origin) and
that its potential near its minimum can be approximated as in Eq. (1.2). The oscillations of the
inflaton are accompanied by particle production processes which originate from the coupling of the
inflaton field, ¢, to the Standard Model and/or dark sector (1.3). At the perturbative level, these
processes are described by the following Friedmann-Boltzmann set of equations,

Py +3Hpy = —T4py,
pr+4Hpr = Typy,
ps+pr = 3H*Mp,

where H = % is the Hubble parameter and I'y is the decay/scattering rate of ¢. Note that neither
the nature of the radiation bath nor of the decay rate are explicit in these expressions; the inflaton
could in general have multiple decay channels to bosonic and fermionic matter, or to gauge bosons.
Moreover, the individual rates need not be constant in time, as is the case of inflaton annihilation
processes, or due to a time-dependent kinematic suppression of the rate, described by the parameter

R(t) (see [21, 36, 37] and below).

Although our analysis is largely independent of specific form of V(¢), to illustrate our point we
will consider an inflationary potential of the form motivated by T-models [38] which can be derived



in the context of no-scale supergravity [19],

2
V(g) = AMD [\/6 tanh < \/gwpﬂ , (2.4)
which when expanded about the minimum takes the form in Eq. (1.2). This model is easily generalized
to obtain quartic or higher-order polynomial expansions about the origin. As noted above, X is set
by the normalization of the CMB anisotropies, and we take A = 2.05 x 10~!!, corresponding to 55
e-folds of inflation for the Planck pivot scale. At large values of ¢, the Universe undergoes a period
of exponential expansion which ends when G = 0, at a(tenq) = Geng When ¢(tend) = Gena =~ 0.84 Mp,
corresponding to pg(tend) = Pend =~ 2 X 1()*11Mj‘_f,. For a > aenq, the inflaton begins to oscillate about
the origin and its energy density scales like non-relativistic matter,

po(a) = pona (- )3 , (25)

Qend

so long as I'y < 3H ~ \/3,0(1/ 2 /Mp. Subsequently, when I'y, remains constant, the energy density of
the inflaton begins to decrease.
For the processes in Eq. (1.3), the decay/scattering rate is given by

1 ylefmqﬁ ’ ¢ - QZ@Z} )
'y = — 9 (2.6)
&t | Teir P¢(t)
L om PP — XX s

where the calculations of the effective couplings, yeg and oeg can be found in [21], with R given in
Eq. (1.4). Here, y%; ~ 0.38y%/RY/? and o ~ 02/RY2 for R > 1, while yeg ~ y and oeg ~ o if
R < 1. When R < 1, as the radiation bath begins to appear, and the energy density of radiation

L)) ] e

4 1
reat () |y - (%29) g0

evolves as

r
PR = 2pend7¢ (27)

Hend

where Heng = pend/\/gMP-

As one can see, for a > aenq, decays to fermions lead to a temperature dependence T o< a™
1

3/8
)

while scatterings to bosons leads to T' o« @™, making reheating impossible without decays. From

Eq. (2.7), we see that as pr begins to increase, it reaches a maximum at amax/Gend = (%)2/ b and

(max/Gend = %7 respectively, which gives

1/3 8/5 B
prlr%lax = 2pend7¢

Heng 8 :
1(° Pend
9<9> 0y’ PP = XX -

(2.8)

The evolution of the radiation and inflaton energy densities are shown in Fig. 1 for y = o = 107",
The inflaton energy density is shown by the red curve. The energy density falls off as a=3 as given
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Figure 1: Fvolution of the energy densities during reheating of the inflaton (solid red) and radiation produced
by inflaton decays to fermions (dashed, orange) and annihilations to bosons (blue). In the latter, we show
separately the case when the effective masses of the decay products are ignored (dotted) and included (dashed-
dotted). The total energy density of the decay/annihilation products is also shown (black solid). We set
y=0=10"7, pena = 2x 1071 M} and X\ = 2.05 x 10711, assuming T-attractor inflation boundary conditions.
The arrow points toward the region where R > 1, indicating the region where non-perturbative effects are
expected to affect the evolution of pr. The ‘moment’ of reheating is defined when py = pr, which occurs at
a/Aena =~ 2.4 x 1019,

in Eq. (2.5) until a/aenq ~ 1019 where the decay rate to fermions becomes comparable to the
Hubble rate, and the density begins to fall off exponentially. For this value of y (and \), the ratio
RY? = 27%” < 1 even for ¢o(t) ~ Mp and the kinematic effects do not affect the decay to fermions.
The energy density in fermions is shown by the orange dashed curve. The energy density in radiation
due to bosons is shown by the blue dotted and dashed-dotted curves when kinematic suppression is
ignored (labelled as m, = 0) and included, respectively. In the case of annihilation to bosons, the

Rz Mo A g (2.9)
2m, 20

when ¢o(t) ~ Mp and pgr near its maximum is reduced relative to the case m, = 0 where the
suppression is ignored (R = 1). We also find that, since R evolves as a2 with Renq = 2% ~ 104,
R(t) ~ 1 for ﬁ ~ 20, which is clearly seen in the figure by the change in slope of the solid black
curve, which represents the sum of the radiation contributions from bosons and fermions. When

suppression factor

a < (2%)1/ 3 Gend, non-perturbative effects are expected to be important. At larger a, the two blue

4

curves run parallel to each other and scale as a=*. Thus in the absence of decays to fermions,

reheating does not occur. The ‘moment’ of reheating is shown in the figure when py, = pr at
4~ 2.4 % 101° [21]. A more precise treatment of the non-perturbative effects is given in the next

Aend
section.



3 Non-perturbative particle production

We now proceed to study the excitation of scalar and fermion fields coupled to the inflaton using
non-perturbative tools. Unlike the perturbative approximation, which relies on particle production
rates computed averaging over the oscillations of ¢, we now take into account the short-time non-
adiabaticity encoded in the time-dependence of the effective masses of xy and . In doing so we
recover well-known results while exploring in detail others that are not as widely known, and which
are crucial for the correct determination of the present dark matter relic abundance. In the following
subsection we discuss spin-0 preheating, while in Section 3.2 we present spin-1/2 preheating.

3.1 Production of spin-0 bosons
3.1.1 Preheating

In this section we consider the excitation of a spin-0 field due to its direct coupling to the inflaton
during reheating. For such a field, the relevant action is given by?

Sy = /d4x\/7[ X0 X —miE ()X + -] (3.1)

where m, () is the time-varying mass of the spin-0 boson, and we have omitted the self-interaction
terms and couplings that are not related to the spatially homogeneous inflaton. It should also be
noted that we disregard the inflaton coupling to the curvature because the gravitational particle
production [39, 40] is subdominant compared to non-perturbative particle production in the range
of couplings that we will consider.
The equation of motion for the field yx is given by
a2 V2 d
= _ X 413H = 0. 3.2
(g~ 3+ 0 ) 3 (3.2

To proceed further, we switch for convenience to conformal time, 7, related to cosmic time t via
dt/dt = a, and introduce the re-scaled field X = ay, which leads to

2 "
[d —vio L4 2m? (7‘)] X =0, (3.3)

where we introduce the notation ' = d/dr.
We expand the quantum field X in terms of its Fourier components,

X(r,x) = / (;f)];/Q e P [Xp(T)&p + X;(T)dT_p:| , (3.4)
where &Z, and a, are the creation and annihilation operators respectively, that obey the commutation
relations [ap, d;,] =d(p—p') and [ap, ap]| = [&I,, ;] = 0. From Eq. (3.3), we find that the equation
of motion satisfied by the mode functions is

a//
X) + [p2 - a%ni} X, = 0. (3.5)

2In this work, we use the metric g,, = diag(1, —1, -1, —1).



To ensure that the canonical commutation relation between the field, X, and its conjugate momentum
is satisfied, the Wronskian constraint, XPX;’ — X;Xl’) = ¢ is imposed. The zero-particle initial
condition is taken as the positive frequency Bunch-Davies vacuum,

1 Wy

NN X, (1) = — (3.6)

\/ 2wy ’
where the angular frequency is in this case defined as

Xp(10) =

"
2 _ a

Wy = P o + ani, (3.7)

and the mode equation of motion (3.5) can be recast as X, + wZ%Xp =0.
The energy density in the field x can be readily determined from its energy-momentum tensor,
TH with

. 1
T = %+ 202 (VX)* + imiXQ ) (3-8)

and the energy of each mode X, is given by E, = wy(np + 3) = 3|X) >+ 3w2|X,|*. We obtain for the
normal-ordered, UV convergent expectation value of the energy density the following expression [41],

1 3
= Pl /d Pwprtp (39
where in this case the particle occupation number is given by
x| (3.10)
» :

1
2
np = +W;2>|Xp|}_§-

1
e

In Figs. 2 and 3 we show the scale factor dependence of the energy density in the scalar field x for
a selection of couplings o with 10 < o/A < 108, In each panel, py is shown as a function of the scale
factor in the early stages of reheating. For the larger values of 10* < o /X < 10° in Fig. 3, the inflaton
energy density py is also shown by the solid red curve. The dotted blue lines corresponds to the
“naive” result, m, = 0, which ignores the instantaneous induced mass of x due to the non-vanishing
VEV of the inflaton, and the dashed-dotted blue lines correspond the solution of the perturbative
set keeping the kinematic effect induced by the oscillation of ¢ when m, # 0, as discussed in the
previous section. These results are computed by solving the perturbative Egs. (2.1)-(2.3). It can be
seen clearly from the figures that the processes become suppressed due to R > 1. Indeed, one can
see a subtle change in slope of the blue dashed curves when R 2 1 at progressively larger values of
a/aena ~ (20 /A)/3, which increase with o /A.

The solid black lines in Figs. 2 and 3 correspond to the non-perturbative production of bosons ¥,
PR = py- Initially, for any arbitrary value of /), we see a delay in the production of bosons due to
the fact that the exponential production of final state bosons has not had sufficient time to produce
particles as estimated in the perturbative analysis. As discussed in Appendix A, for small values of
o/ the exponential growth of particle production ends when

16m?
2 -1 2.3 ¢
meH <1 = 0% —, 3.11
e %S oty (3.11)
_ 9% i ; A
where ¢ = % is the resonance parameter and we assumed that at the end of inflation H ~ VAo /\V3
¢

for ¢ < 1, which can be calculated from Eq. (2.4). From this bound we can estimate that the explosive
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Figure 2: Instantaneous energy density in relativistic bosons during reheating sourced via the coupling %¢2X2
for values of o/X = 10, 100, and 1000. We show the energy density pr = py determined perturbatively when
the ¢-induced mass of x is ignored (dotted blue), accounting for this induced mass (dashed-dotted blue), and
computed non-perturbatively (solid black) as a function of the scale factor. We also show the energy density
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PR = px + pr when x decays rapidly assuming the coupling y, = 1 (dashed purple).
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Figure 3: Instantaneous energy density in relativistic bosons during reheating sourced via the coupling %¢2X2
for values of o /X = 10%, 10°, and 10°. We show the energy density pr = py determined perturbatively when
the ¢p-induced mass of x is ignored (dotted blue), accounting for this induced mass (dashed-dotted blue), and
computed non-perturbatively in the Hartree approzimation (transparent black) as a function of the scale factor.
The solid black curves are computed using CosmoLattice. We also show the energy density pr = py +py when
X decays rapidly assuming the coupling y,, =1 (dashed purple).
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particle production approximately ends at a/aeng = 1.6 (4.5) for /A = 10 (100) respectively, which
is in agreement with Fig. 2. Since the rate of particle production scales with o/, for larger values
of this ratio the mode functions cross through a larger number of resonance bands. However, as
the resonance parameter ¢ decreases due to expansion of the Universe, the resonance bands become
narrower, thereby delaying the explosive particle production accordingly. This delay is a characteristic
of the Mathieu equation that we describe in Appendix A.

As the scale factor a increases, the amplitude of oscillations decreases sufficiently, ¢g ~ a=3/2

, SO
that the induced mass m, becomes significantly smaller than m, causing the energy density p, to
scale as radiation with p, ~ a—*. At this point, we recover the same perturbative slope, as in the
case where the suppression effect induced by R is neglected (dotted blue lines).

For /A < 10, the energy density of x is smaller than that obtained in the perturbative case,
even after accounting for the kinematic factor R. The relatively weak non-perturbative production
of bosons is dominated by the first inflaton oscillations, with n, < 1 (see Fig. 12 in Appendix B).
Adiabaticity is violated more weakly as the amplitude of ¢ decreases. For such weak couplings, the
effect of the initial Hubble friction, with a value of H,,q inherited from inflation, leads to the observed

suppression in the rate of particle production. More precisely, we can re-write Eq. (3.7) as

W2 = p?+a? {mi ! _23“’]{2} : (3.12)
where w denotes the equation of state parameter. As H?/ mi ~ 4(\/o) at the end of inflation, and
—1/3 < w < 1 during the first oscillation of ¢, the result is a suppression in the particle production
rate of . Only for /A > 1 can the ¢” /a term in wf, be ignored and the usual Floquet analysis in the
absence of expansion is valid during the first zero-crossings of ¢ (see Appendix A for more details).

For larger values of the inflaton-matter coupling, the resonant production of x is capable of
overcoming the Hubble damping. The maximum of p,, which is reached during the first oscillation
of ¢ for 10 < o/X\ < 300, can be easily estimated. This is the case for the middle panel in Fig. 2.
The occupation number for each X, can be approximated as

np ™~ exp (—M> , (3.13)

7|

after the first zero crossing of ¢ [42—44]. At the subsequent maximum of the ¢ oscillation, integration
gives p, o< 0°/* by straightforward substitution of (3.13) into (3.9) with w, ~ \/p? + 0¢2.? It can
also be verified that at this maximum, the ratio of the perturbative to the non-perturbative results,
including the R-suppression, is py pert./Py,non-pert. ~ (O’/)\)l/4.

For larger values of o/, we see that the resonant production leads to a strong enhancement in
the energy density, which occurs when the bound Eq. (3.11) is violated. Occupation numbers grow
exponentially with cosmic time, n, > 1 (see Fig. 13 in Appendix B). This enhancement continues
to grow until o /A ~ 10%, when the back-reaction effects become important, discussed in more detail
in the following subsections. Non-perturbative effects only become important and influence the
evolution of ps when o/\ 2 10*. Below this value, classical perturbative analysis for pp Temains

valid.

3More precisely, p, o o°/* for o/\ 2 20.
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Fig. 4 summarizes our results for the numerically computed maximum energy density in x, py max,
shown as a function of the coupling o/ (left panel, solid black line). In the right panel, we show
the corresponding scale factor. In the left panel, we further show the perturbative estimate for the
maximum of p, (red dashed line). For o/A < 300, p, is maximized at the first ¢ oscillation and
grows monotonically with o. As discussed above, this monotonic growth does not scale linearly with

5/4 behavior

o either because of the suppression by expansion, for o/A < 20, or due to the p, x o
for 20 < o/A < 300. The (R-suppressed) perturbative over-estimation in turn can be blamed on
a breakdown of the averaging-over-oscillations procedure used to estimate the rate, due the short

time-scale here considered.
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Figure 4: Maximum energy density in x, and the scale factor at which this maximum is reached, as a function
of o/X. The backreaction band corresponds to the region for which py, > 0.1py at @ = amax. The solid curves
are computed in the Hartree approximation. The red dots were computed using CosmoLattice. For comparison
we also show in the left panel the perturbative approximation (dashed).

For larger coupling, up to o/A ~ 5 x 103, the general trend is still of a growing Py,max, but this
trend is non-monotonic. Instead, we note the appearance of peaks, which correspond to a maximal
energy in y that occurs at later times, with a/aeng > 5. Indeed, for larger values of o, there is
an increase in the number of unstable bands that each mode can pass through with time. Thus,
the larger the value of o, the more possibilities there are to increase the production of particles x
(and thus achieve larger py max) over a longer period of time, which means at larger values of the
scaling factor a. Finally, for o /X > 5 x 103, we enter the backreaction region, which we now proceed
to discuss below. We observe that p, max plateaus to values between 10714 — 10_15]\/.1'}?437 equal or
(slightly) larger than pg at the corresponding time (see Fig. 3). The stochastic nature of the bosonic
resonance, however, makes difficult to pinpoint exactly the moment in time at which this maximum
is reached, as demonstrated by the disordered behavior of a.x in the back-reaction domain.

3.1.2 Back-reaction

For all of the values of /A shown in Fig. 2, the energy density of x is always small compared to
that of the inflaton. Nevertheless, for a sufficiently large coupling o, the two become comparable. If
this is the case, the effect of the non-perturbative particle production on the background dynamics
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cannot be ignored. In the homogeneous limit (that is, ignoring mode-mode couplings of the inflaton
perturbations and the decay products, i.e. rescattering), the effect on the equation of motion of ¢ is
captured by the Hartree approximation [41],

$+3Ho+Vi+o(x*)¢ = 0. (3.14)

From Eq. (3.14), we see the source of the back-reaction processes. Large values of o will explosively
generate a large population of x, oc (x?), which in turn will source in the evolution of ¢, and thus
pe- The UV-finite scalar expectation value can be computed from Eq.(3.4) writing x, = X,/a:

%) = (%;Cﬂ/d?’p <|Xp|2 — 2;) : (3.15)

Fig. 3 shows the evolution of the energy densities of x and ¢ in the Hartree approximation for
o/\ = 10%, 10° and 10°. This approximation is shown as the semi-transparent curves. In all three
cases, the scalar decay product y comprises a non-negligible component of the energy density of
the Universe, p, > 0.1pg4, at least near the maximum of p,. In the top panel, for o/\ = 104,
backreaction is barely visible and only affects py at py max. We observe here, as discussed earlier,
that the exponential growth regime for p, is delayed by a few tens of ¢ oscillations, as the resonance
builds up. Nevertheless, the inflaton dominates the energy density at all times and the deviation in
the decrease of py due to redshift is essentially imperceptible. In the middle and lower panels, with
o/\ = 10° and 10°, the effect of backreaction is more clearly observed. Here the resonant growth of
X is so efficient that p, ~ ps around a/aenq = 20 and 10 respectively.

It is important to note that without the addition of the Hartree term to the equation of motion
(3.14) and without accounting for the contribution of p, to H, the exponential increase in p, would
continue beyond this threshold. This would suggest the completion of the reheating process, albeit
suggesting as well a violation of (total) energy conservation. We see here that when we properly
account for the effect on the background, the growth of p, is arrested and p, ~ pg only until
a/aeng ~ 40 for o/X = 10°. Subsequently, resonant production shuts off as m, drops below my
(see Appendix A for details), and the inflaton again dominates the energy density of the Universe
since it redshifts as matter, while p, redshifts as radiation. At this point, we are in the perturbative
regime and unsurprisingly, we observe that this decoupling happens at the same moment that the
slope changes in the perturbative approximation (dashed lines). A crude estimate of the time of
appearance of the perturbative regime is to estimate m, |44, < Mgy, which gives

, \ /3
( e ) —[oZed )  ~35 (3.16)
Qend pert. m¢

for o = 10° \.

For the third and last panel, with o/A = 10°, the evolution is similar to the previous case,

although the momentary domination of y over ¢ is stronger and lasts longer. As a consequence, the
backreaction regime is reached earlier (around a/amax = 8) through a well-defined single regime of
exponential growth and the scalar y quickly dominates the energy budget of the Universe. In the
Hartree approximation, the inflaton condensate retains its integrity, and the strong coupling results
in a pattern of high frequency oscillations as energy is transferred between the inflaton and y. We
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4 i.e. radiation.* As a result, the

note that, despite this exchange, p, ultimately decreases as a™
inflaton eventually dominates the energy density of the Universe, until it decays at a later time by
means of an alternative decay channel.

So far we have discussed the effect of the depletion of ¢ into x at the homogeneous (Hartree)
approximation. This approximation, however, does not take into account the disruption of the
homogeneous inflaton condensate, which will be induced by the rescattering of y particles into ¢,
leading to inflaton particle production, nor the scattering between these particle ¢ and y. At the
Fourier level, this manifests as mode-mode couplings of the inflaton perturbations and the decay
products. Accounting for these effects in the corresponding equations of motion results in a set of
non-linear operator equations in the fields, which pose a challenging mathematical problem. To get
around these issues, it is commonly argued that at large occupation numbers, which are obtained
shortly after the beginning of preheating for a sufficiently large coupling, the quantum fields can be
approximated as classical, and hence, their perturbations can be simply studied by solving a classical
system of equations.” Without the need to track each (quantum) mode function, the resulting set of
partial differential equations can be solved with non-spectral methods. A favored integration scheme
involves finite-difference techniques on a spatial lattice, in the presence of a spatially homogeneous and
isotropic spacetime.’ This is the case of codes such as LatticeEasy [51], Defrost [52], PyCool [53],
GFiRe [54] and CosmoLattice [55, 56], the last of which we use in the present work.

In Fig. 4 the lattice-computed values of py max and amax are shown for discrete values of o /A
depicted by red dots. Outside the backreaction regime the resulting values are in agreement with our
conventional spectral code. However, for larger values of the coupling, the lattice calculation results
in slightly lower values of py max compared to the Hartree approximation. Notably though, there is
agreement in apmax.

The effect of re-scattering leads to the disruption of the ¢ condensate in favor of particles and
suppresses the available amplitude in the inflaton oscillations that feeds the parametric resonance.
In addition, energy is transferred from the amplified modes to those lying in the stability regions,
resulting in a further slow-down of the resonant particle production after the peak in p, is reached.
Hence, py max is lower than in the Hartree approximation as seen in Fig. 4. This energy exchange
process results in a Universe dominated by y and a fragmented ¢ [57-60].

The Universe is momentarily democratic, with pg ~ p,, with an equation of state intermediate
between that of matter and radiation, until the resonance is fully extinguished in the narrow resonance
regime (see above), and ¢ and x enter their corresponding redshift regimes, py o a3 and Py X a™?
respectively. This can be observed in the solid black and red curves in Fig. 3.

We can estimate the fraction of the energy density in py that is in the spatially homogeneous
condensate by computing the spatial average of ¢ and its time-derivative, which we denote by ¢ and
(ﬁ, respectively. We then estimate the condensate contribution as

1~ _
Pé, condensate =~ §¢2 + V((b) ) (317)

4Notice that the fact that the radiation bath evolves as a~* as if there was no entropy injection from the annihilation
of inflaton is characteristic of scatterings in a quadratic potential. It essentially comes from the fact that the production
rate proportional to pi is more redshifted than a™* [21].

®Due to this requirement, lattice methods are not suited for the study of reheating for occupation numbers n, < o(1),
which is the case of o /A < 103, as shown in the top two right panels of Fig. 2.

5i.e. neglecting metric fluctuations, which nevertheless may also be excited by the parametric resonance [45-50].
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and the reminder, pg particles =~ Pé — P, condensate- Fig. 5 shows the oscillation-averaged result of
this decomposition for two different couplings. We indeed observe in the right-hand panel that for
o/X = 105, the backreaction from the strong parametric resonance rapidly replaces the coherent
component of ¢ for an incoherent one. Hence, at later times the Universe becomes dominated by free
particle inflatons instead of an oscillating condensate. Notably, for the set-up chosen in this work i.e

a quadratic potential, both outcomes lead to the same expansion history, namely a matter dominated
Universe.
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Figure 5: Average over inflaton oscillations of the energy density of the inflaton, its condensate component,
defined in Eq. (3.17), and the remainder, which we identify with inflaton particles. Left panel: In the absence
of strong backreaction, the integrity of the condensate is preserved during preheating. Right panel: For strong
backreaction, the inflaton condensate is quickly replaced by a plasma of inflaton and x particles. Without a
condensate it is difficult to compute time averages reliably, hence the noise.

In the end, the net effect of the destruction of the condensate by the scattering of x on the
homogeneous field ¢ is a premature decoupling of p, because of a weakening of the non-perturbative
effects generated in the Mathieu equation. As was the case for the Hartree approximation, this effect
can be effectively parameterized by a change in pe,q with respect to a pure perturbative approach.
This can be seen by the slight deflection in the total energy density in pg as the condensate is
destroyed in Fig. 5. Thus as a result of the back scattering, the Universe which enters a phase where
it is dominated by ¢-particles rather than a ¢-condensate.

3.1.3 Boson decay

In general, the decay products of the inflaton will be themselves unstable. For example, if the inflaton
couples to the Higgs boson of the Standard Model, its decays and scatterings will populate the radia-
tion bath first with massive fermions, and eventually the full set of Standard Model fields. Moreover,
if the width of x is sufficiently large, it will alter the resonant/suppressed particle production that
characterizes preheating. Let us for definiteness consider the decay of x into a fermion pair ff, with
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coupling” yy- The decay rate is therefore given by

2 am2 \*?
T, = Xy () (1— m2(i)> . (3.18)

In the absence of strong backreaction, the energy density of the Universe is dominated by ¢, and we
can easily compare this rate with the instantaneous expansion rate,

2 2\ 3/2 2\ 3/2
& < m 1_ Amy ~ 0.06y> (g>1/2 1— Amy (3.19)
H ~ 8rtHena mZ(t) RV my(®) ) '

We note then that the condition for efficient decay is yi(a /A2 > 20 assuming f is massless. This
condition scales only with the square root of the inflaton-matter coupling, but with the square of
the x-f coupling. Therefore, even for o ~ 102), dissipation can be efficient for y, ~ O(1). Larger o
must of course be explored fully numerically as previously discussed. We note that if we associate
with the Higgs boson, and vy, = y;, we expect decays to be important.

When the dissipation into SM light degrees of freedom is efficient, the equations of motion need to
be modified. Assuming that the decay of x can be reliably described by the rate (3.18), the modified
equations of motion take the form [61, 62]°

a2 v? d
(dt2 T2 + (3H + FX)£ + mi(t)) x = 0, (3.20)

pr+4Hpy = T)x>. (3.21)
Alternatively, in terms of conformal time and the re-scaled y mode functions
1
Y, = aexp <2 /aFX dT) Xp s (3.22)

these equations can be rewritten in a quantization-friendly form as follows,

Y/ +QY, =0, (3.23)
P+ 4Hpy = al'yx>. (3.24)
Here?
02 = 2 o o a1 9 3
p = p +a mX — ; — Z(CLFX) — 5&7—[FX, (325)

with H = @' /a, and the regularized kinetic energy of x can be written as

o e Jaxdr ne L 2
X" = W d’p ( Yyl _Z|Yp_ZQPYp| : (3.26)

We note from Eq. (3.25) that for an unstable x the effective mass is reduced by I',-dependent
factors. Nevertheless, for the dominant term,

1 yt
2,2 2r2 _ 22
a’my — a Iy = a®my (1 — 2567r2> , (3.27)

"We can imagine for example that x is the Higgs field, and yx the top-quark Yukawa coupling.
8Here we neglect the gradient contribution to p#, as argued in detail in [61].
9We disregard conformal time derivatives of I' as the rate (3.18) is computed adiabatically in perturbation theory.
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that is, for 4y < 1, this reduction is essentially negligible, and the resonance response of the field is
maintained. However, the energy density is affected by the exponential decay,

— [alydr 1 1
€ 3 2 2 2
P = ot /d POy, my = g [+ W] - 5 (3.28)

and will therefore be converted into a homogeneous plasma before the end of reheating for a suffi-
ciently large .

The purple dashed lines representing pr = p, + py in Figs. 2 and 3 show the result of solving
the system of equations (3.23) and (3.24) in the presence of the oscillating inflaton for y, = 1. This
choice is inspired by identifying x with the Higgs field and f with the top quark. In all cases, during
the first oscillation, the production of particles is not limited by expansion, as I'y, 2 H. Thus, unlike
the stable x scenario, the energy density can be deposited almost immediately into fermions, and the
instantaneous maximum in pg is close to the perturbative value.

Since the ratio Iy /H is independent of the scale factor, if the decay dominates over the expansion
rate at the beginning of the (p)reheating process, it will always dominate. In this sense, we will not
observe the parametric resonance in pgr described in the previous section: as soon as a y-particle is
produced, it decays into a radiation bath. This is clearly seen in Figs. 2 and 3. Note also that in
this case pgr evolves as pr oc a~4, typical for a bath of relativistic particles (we took m ¢ =10). Due
to the rapid decay of x to radiation, there is no longer a suppression in the energy density due to
the delay in production discussed above. As a result, the maximum energy density in radiation is in
fact similar to the perturbative case with m, # 0. That is, we can approximate the non-perturbative

—1/2 a4t the maximum.

production in this case using perturbative analysis with the suppression R
However now, the radiation bath is massless and the energy density falls off as a~%, faster than in
the perturbative case with m, # 0.

At later times, the o-dependence of the exponential decay of x is noticeable. For o/A = 10, x
decays gently throughout the time spanned by the figure, and the radiation reaches energy densities
similar to the perturbative result before reaching the redshift regime. For o/\ = 102, one observes
that after a few oscillations, p, has decayed sufficiently to stop sourcing p, and the resulting radiation
rapidly enters the redshift regime, at around a/aenq = 5. Notably, pg is smaller than the stable x
cases, perturbative and non-perturbative. For even larger values of o, the decay rate of x grows
accordingly, and very efficiently dissipates p, after two or less oscillations. The redshift regime is
almost immediately reached, and the resulting p, is parallel to the dotted perturbative line, but
smaller by several orders of magnitude. The backreaction regime is therefore never reached.

3.2 Production of spin-1/2 fermions

A similar study can be carried out with respect to the production of fermions, paying attention
to some subtleties specific to fermionic fields, in particular concerning the treatment of covariant
derivatives in a Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background. From the following
action,

So = [ d'av=g0 (179, mult)) v, (3.20)

we can define the field U = a?/2¢, and the equation of motion can be written in a familiar flat-space
Dirac equation in terms of the conformal time T,

(Y0 — amy (1)) ¥ = 0, (3.30)
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which is derived in Appendix B. This choice of variables is convenient since it is straightforward to
quantize the field operator ¥ as we did in the scalar case (see Eq. (3.4)), and in terms of the usual
mode expansion, we find

Z / Tk e P [ug)(ﬂ&g) +o (0T (3.31)

where the commutation relations are given by {ap, &T } = {bp, bT }=0d(p—p'), {ap,ap } = {ap d; } =

{a;r,, b .} =0, and v(r) Cﬂ]g 7 With ¢ = 7v24° the charge conjugation matrix.
We find that the expectation value correspondmg to the energy density in v takes the form
1 * *
py = (27r)3a4/d3p [amy ([Ua|* = |U[*) — p (U1Us + U Us) + 2wy] (3.32)

where the mode functions Uy 2 are introduced in Appendix B, and the angular frequency is given by

wf, = p? + (amy)?. (3.33)

The last term in the previous expression, independent of the field values, corresponds to the
adiabatic regulator for the integral. It guarantees the convergence of the integral, and is equivalent
to the normal-ordering of the Hamiltonian operator [63-67]. With this regularization, p, vanishes in
the absence of particle production. This can be more explicitly shown by writing the energy density
as follows,

1 3
Py = (27T)3a4/dpwpnp7 (3'34)

where the number density per comoving mode can be written as

ama\ 12 ama\ 12
<1+ d)) UQ—(l— ¢> Uq

Wp Wp

2
1
’)’Lp:§

(3.35)

In this definition for n, we have included the multiplicity due to the internal degrees of freedom of
1. Albeit an unconventional choice, it will simplify our discussion of particle production in the next
section.

We summarize our results in Fig. 6, which shows the evolution of the energy density of ¥ for
different Yukawa couplings. In the panels, py is shown as a function of the scale factor in the early
stages of reheating. We have assumed that the bare mass of 1) can be neglected, my o = 0. For
comparison, we also show the corresponding energy densities that can be computed by solving the
perturbative equations (2.1)-(2.3) with pr associated with py. As in Figs. 2 and 3, the “naive” result,
which ignores the instantaneous induced mass of i due to the non-vanishing VEV of the inflaton,
is shown as the dotted curves. The dashed curves correspond to the solution of the perturbative
set, where the kinematic effect induced by the oscillation of ¢ is kept. The constant evolution of
py (in the form of a plateau) for large values of Yukawa coupling y, can be easily understood from
the expression (1.4) and remembering that p, evolves naively according to py o a=3/? (see e.g.,
Eq. (2.7)). Taking into account the kinematic suppression

()"

R_1/2 —
\/iy ¢end

(3.36)

Gend
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Figure 6: Instantaneous energy density in relativistic fermions during reheating sourced via the coupling
ypp. Shown is the energy density as a function of the scale factor determined perturbatively ignoring the ¢-
induced mass of ¥ (dotted), accounting for this induced mass (dashed-dotted), and computed non-perturbatively
(solid).
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one obtains a py independent of the scale factor a. For a small value of y, R < 1 and there is no
suppression as one can see by the overlapping dotted and dashed curves in the upper panel of Fig. 6.

The effect of Fermi-Dirac statistics is steeper when one performs the non-perturbative analysis.
At the beginning of reheating the suppression plays no role, and py max is always within O(1) of
the dotted curve showing the naive perturbative result in Fig. 6. This can be verified analytically
upon integration of (3.13), valid for the first oscillation also in the fermionic case. For y < 1073
the non-perturbative result on average reproduces the perturbative one, although the instantaneous
bursts of particle production can leave an impact on dark matter production rates, as we discuss in
Section 4. Occupation numbers never saturate the Pauli limit of n, = 2 (see Fig. 12 in Appendix B).
For y > 107>, the decay of the inflaton into 1) is blocked by the saturation of the particle momentum
modes (see Fig. 13 in Appendix B). The production of ¢ occurs through the population of UV
modes, which is less efficient than the perturbative estimate, and the result is a rapidly decreasing
py- This continues until redshift can efficiently counter the Pauli suppression, and a plateau in py,
appears. Eventually the non-perturbative computation asymptotes to the perturbative results (for
the couplings herein explored) implying that the perturbative estimate for the reheating temperature

9)\ 1/4
T; ~ [ — Mp. 3.37
- (QOW%RH) yMp (3.37)

is unchanged [19],

For even larger couplings, the Pauli suppression and the need to track UV modes makes the numerical
analysis difficult, although the expectation is a reduction in Try relative to the estimate (3.37).

4 Production of dark matter

4.1 Production rates and particle distributions

The decay products of the inflaton may correspond to the initial states necessary for the out-of-
equilibrium production of dark relics. If we specialize to the case of dark matter (DM) production
via scatterings, then, under the freeze-in approximation, the number density of DM will be determined
by the solution of the Boltzmann equation

d
TZZM +3Hnpm = R(t) s (4'1)
where a3 a3 | M|2d92
B P, Py 13
R(t) = / (27)32E; (27)32E, h(P)f(P) 3272 (4.2)

denotes the particle production rate for the process 14+2 — DM+3.10 We can simplify this expression
by neglecting the initial and final state particles

o1
102476

R(t) / f1 fo E\dE, E2dEsd cos 619 / |IM2dQ3, (4.3)

though we use the full expression in all our non-perturbative calculations. If the scattering is due to
light decay products, i.e particles that do not couple directly to the inflaton, (as in the case of the

10WWe denote P = P as the physical momentum.
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decaying boson discussed in Section 3.1.3), m1 2 < mg, the dependence on thresholds in the rate will
not be important as reheating proceeds. Let us assume for simplicity that the parent particles are
equal, 1 = 2, and that the mean, unpolarized squared scattering amplitude can be parametrized in

the following way,
g5l

M2 = 167 (4.4)

A2
where s stands for the Mandelstam variable. This generic form of the amplitude is chosen so that, for
massless scatterers, the integrated cross section is ¢ = sz /A"2 ie. it scales with the n-th power of
the center-of-mass energy. In the absence of infrared divergences, for a different combination of s, t,
u, our results will generically only differ by numerical factors, which can be absorbed into the value

of A. In the perturbative case, well after the beginning of reheating, the rate can be approximated
by

pil 0 o)’
R(t) ~ ——— dEfE272) . 4.5
0 = s g ] 4#7537) )
For thermalized parent particles, the distribution function is simply given by
feq - eE/Til’ ( 6)

where T is the instantaneous temperature, and we have assumed that (E?) ~ T? > m?. The rate
can then be analytically evaluated [17, 68],

2'T(2 + 3)%C(% + 3)2T™+6 L, 1,2 =x,

) = m(n 4 4)An+2 g (1 — 2—<%+2))2 , 1,2=19. (47

On the other hand, for not-yet-thermalized parent scatterers, assuming f, < 1, we can also find
an analytical approximation for R upon determining the non-thermal distribution functions, f(E,T)
[14, 68].11 At a given time (¢1), these solutions (for both y and 1)) take the form f(FE) o p¢I‘¢/Hmé.
Then using mg/E o a(t)/a(t1), we find that

KB = S (59 0 (- () om0, s
FolEot) ~ m (%)3/29(%/2—@. (4.9)

For the scalar case, the higher power of m/E comes from the fact that the distribution is proportional
to pi/H ~ p:;/z ~ (a(t)/a(t1))*/? ~ (my/E)*?. Note the appearance of a low energy cut-off
E = mg(aend/a) since particles produced with energy mg have only a finite time to redshift to lower
energy. We also note that the two distribution functions f, and fy; behave quite differently. The
density of scalar particles dn, = d3PX fx is peaked at low energies, while in the case of fermions, dn,
is more peaked towards high energies (Ey, ~ mg/2). This comes directly from the additional redshift
in the case of scattering ¢¢ — xx which is proportional to pi so that the final state scalars are quickly
redshifted low energy particles which dominate the distribution. This is not the case for the decay

"Note that the assumption f, < 1 is violated when R > 1. This occurs for large o/\ and initially in the fermionic
case. For a related discussion in the scalar case see [69, 70].
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¢ — 1) where the more energetic particles are always produced at Ey = mg/2 over-compensating
for the redshifting fermion spectrum. As we will see, this behavior will impact the production of
dark matter. Using these distribution functions, we can again integrate Eq. (4.5). We find

3

on+2 N n=372
[1—(“‘“1) 2} A3 1,2=y,

) , (n—3)2 a
m’ T
¢ Pol ¢ 2
R(t) (n—|—4)A”+2< i ) 2" [log(a/aenq)]” ,n =3 1,2 =y, (4.10)
16
1 2 pu— .
(n+3)2’ ’ v

Finally, to include the production during the preheating phase, we cannot rely on any analytical
treatment, and one needs to extract numerically the distribution function f, from the number density

malt) = Gz [ P ha(Pu). (411)

where in this definition the internal number of degrees of freedom is factored into f,. From Egs. (3.10)

and (3.35) we can then extract

1
WPt) = gl Xy —iXGl, o (412)
and
1 my 1/2 My 12 |2
p p p—aP

4.2 Dark matter production from inflaton scattering to bosons

We show in Fig. 7 the evolution of the dark matter density as function of the scale factor when the
dark matter is generated by the products of inflaton scattering ¢¢ — xx for different values of o/
(10, 10 and 10%). That is, xx — DM + ---. Assuming the matrix element given in Eq. (4.4), we
compute the number density of dark matter particles by solving the Boltzmann equation (4.1). The
resulting relic density of dark matter can be inferred from Fig. 7 using

Qrngh2 — TDMIDM npm(ao) mpm npm(a) x (a/ap)®\ mpum (4.14)
DM De 8 x 10747 GeV3 ) 1 GeV 8 x 10747 GeV? ) 1 GeV’ '

where ag is the present scale factor (ap = 1). For an amplitude of the form in Eq. (4.4), we can

n+5
express the yield npy(a)a® % such that Eq. 4.14 becomes

- 92.4)" x 10103 Jend ( . 41
0.1 [”DM(‘L) a3 M A X 2ATA0TE =t ] ) (4.15)

To evaluate aeng/ag, we make the simplification that the energy density before and after reheating
scales as a—® and a~* respectively. Then we can obtain aenq/ap in terms of the energy density at
reheating, pryg TI%H,

1/4 3/4
Gend _ (aend> <GRH) _ <PRH>1/3 ( P0 >1/4 N ad a4 _ PR/HPO/ ~2.3% 10~ ( PRH )1/4
ag aRH ag Pend PRH a} Pend 1040 GeV4 ’

(4.16)
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where we took the present density of radiation as pg = 3.7 x 107°! GeV* and Pend = 2 X 10~ Mf_f,.
The relic density becomes

Qpuh? 12 a® A2 ] (10' Gev\""? Pt MmDM
~2.3x 10 2.4)" - (417
0.1 e P A A" ey (Taey) - (417

Comparing this result with Fig. 7, we see for example that the correct relic abundance can be obtained
for a dark matter mass mpy ~ 100 EeV assuming A = 10! GeV, o/\ = 10, pllpl/é = 10'" GeV and
n = 2, using the late time value of npy(a/@eng)>A* /M; ~ 10740, Alternatively, we obtain the correct
relic density for mpy ~ 20 eV with /A = 10* and n = 6 in the non-perturbative case (using the
solid-black curve).

In addition to the absolute value of the density, we see the effect of the different types of dis-
tributions discussed in the previous subsection. The blue dotted and red dot-dashed curves both
use the perturbative approach with m, # 0, however they are distinguished by the choice of distri-
bution functions. For the blue dotted curves, we take the thermal distribution given by Eq. (4.6),
and for the red dot-dashed curve we use the non-thermal distribution given in Eq. (4.8). In the
most naive case where the products of the inflaton scattering are instantaneously thermalized (blue
dotted curve), the production rate of dark matter is the lowest (see also [23]). When we assume
the non-thermal distribution in Eq. (4.8), we observe an enhancement of ~ 5 orders of magnitude.
This difference arises due to the difference in the typical energy of the decay products, (F)therm ~ T’

vS. (E)non-therm ~ Mg. In terms of the rates, Eqs. (4.7) and (4.10), Riherm ~ K:—:S, whereas the non-
6+n
thermal rate is Ryon-therm ~ 0 ]XIJL’H 10575 when we take Mg ~ 107°Mp and Pé ~ pPend- If we take

n = 6, the ratio of the non-thermal to thermal rate is roughly 107240*(Mp/T)12 and T ~ Tipax can
be estimated from Fig. 4. The enhancement in the rate is what largely contributes to the enhanced

production of dark matter seen in Fig. 7.

The non-perturbative result using the distribution in Eq. (4.12), is shown by the black curve
in Fig. 7. For low values of /), as we noted in the description of Fig. 2, the appearance of the
radiative bath in the non-perturbative case is delayed relative to that in the perturbative result due
to the time it takes to pass through the first unstable region. The non-perturbative and perturbative
non-thermal dark matter production rates are then comparable up to one order of magnitude. For
larger values of o, we find that the density based on the thermal distribution is suppressed by up
to 13 orders of magnitude relative to the non-perturbative case. For example, for o/A = 10* and
n = 6, with the same value of A = 10'* GeV and p}{é = 10'0 GeV as discussed previously, a 200 TeV
dark matter candidate would be necessary to fulfill the relic abundance constraint with the thermal
hypothesis. We also note that for larger values o/\ > 10%, we see a clear jump in the dark matter
production in Fig. 7 (bottom) for any value of n, corresponding to the passage through a resonant
band at a/aenq ~ 10. This increases the amount of dark matter by more than 10 orders of magnitude
compared to the non-thermal distribution, and 15 orders of magnitude larger than if one would have
considered thermal distribution (for n = 2).

Shown as the purple dashed curve in all panels of Fig. 7 is the re-scaled dark matter number
density in the case of unstable x with y, = 1, corresponding to the case treated in Section 3.1.3.
Here the contribution to npy could come from two sources: the x particles resonantly produced by
¢, or from the plasma of secondary decay products ps. Under the assumption that these secondary
products quickly thermalize and can produce dark matter with the same amplitude as yx, the more
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Figure 7: Instantaneous (scaled) number density of dark matter for o /X = 10, 103 and 10*, and n = 2,4, 6 in
the case of scalar preheating. As in previous figures, the solid black curve is based on the full non-perturbative
rate (4.2) to determine npwm, while the dashed purple curve corresponds to the case of unstable x with y, = 1.
The thermal (dotted blue) and non-thermal (dashed-dotted, red) distributions with R-suppressed perturbative
results evaluated from (4.7) and (4.10) are also shown.
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energetic resonantly produced scalars always dominate the production. At small o, the difference
with respect to the stable x scenario is small, at most ~ 40% in the case when o /\ = 10. In this case,
the bulk of the (stable) non-perturbative production of dark matter occurs early on (there is little
delay) and the effect of thermalization is unimportant as even in the unstable case, the bulk of the
particle production occurs early on. As /) is increased, as we saw in Figs. 2 and 3, there is a delay in
the production of the scalars x, and hence in the production of dark matter as seen by the solid black
curves in Fig. 7. If x is unstable, and rapidly thermalizes, the production of dark matter effectively
occurs only in the first few oscillations before thermalization is complete. This is seen by noticing
that the purple dashed curve initially tracks the black solid curve and then hits a plateau when
thermalization occurs. For larger sigma, the decay of x is more efficient, and the dark matter relic
abundance is suppressed by up to 16 orders of magnitude, for o/\ = 10*, n = 2. This corresponds
roughly to the 16 orders of magnitude suppression in pi when y, = 1 relative to the non-perturbative
case with y, = 0. In this case, the production of dark matter from unstable x’s is actually similar
to that of the perturbative thermal case (blue dotted curves) except for large n where because of
the energy dependence in the dark matter production cross-section, there is still some enhanced
production as the purple curve again initally tracks the black curve until thermalization sets in.

As already noted in [21] in the context of thermal production, we see that in all cases dark
matter effectively decouples from the relativistic plasma at the time-scale when p, max is reached.
The subsequent reheating of the Universe due to the eventual decay of ¢ only dilutes this early
population of dark matter, as shown in Eq. (4.17).

For small o, the (non-thermal) Boltzmann picture adequately mimics the full preheating result, as
seen in the first row of Fig. 7. The form of the distribution function (4.8) indicates that for n < 3 low
momentum modes, corresponding to the earliest created particles, account for most of the creation
of dark matter. For n > 3, it is the high momentum modes, produced last, that saturate Qpyp.
Nevertheless, due to the redshifting number density of ¢, the dark relics from ¢¢ — xx are produced
within the first few oscillations, i.e. with minimal redshift, and the difference in qualitative behavior
between the different values of n is not significant. Importantly though, in the non-perturbative
picture, the excitation of deep sub-horizon modes is suppressed but not forbidden, unlike the result in
perturbation theory, Eq. (4.8). These UV modes, although sparsely populated, have a large impact
in the dark matter production rate due to its steep energy dependence. Hence, the perturbative
approximation is worse as the power n in (4.4) is increased. In the presence of broad parametric
resonance, this difference only grows.

4.3 Dark matter production from inflaton decay to fermions

Fig. 8 compares the fermionic thermal perturbative approximation (4.7) to the non-thermal rate
(4.10) and to the non-perturbative rate, computed by numerical integration of (4.5) using the dis-
tribution in Eq. (4.13). The main difference between these 3 hypotheses lies in the shape of their
distribution function. Indeed, by comparing (4.6) and (4.9), we clearly see that if we consider a non-
thermal bath, the majority of the fermions resulting from the disintegration of the inflaton, will have
energies of the order of m,/2, much larger than the average energy of a thermal bath at temperature
T. For any n, npm ~ a=3/2 for R < 1. One consequence is a larger production of dark matter
when the production rate depends strongly on the energy, as is the case assuming the amplitude in
Eq. (4.4). Moreover, for larger n the thermal rate decreases faster with a (because 7716 is redshifted
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Figure 8: Instantaneous number density of dark matter for a selection of couplings y and cross-section powers
n in the case of fermion preheating. In solid black the full rate (4.2) is used to determine npy. The thermal
(dotted blue) and non-thermal (dashed-dotted, red) R-suppressed perturbative results evaluated from (4.7) and
(4.10) are also shown.
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faster for larger values of n) and the density reaches a plateau (logarithmic in the case of n = 6 and
constant for n > 6).

In the non-perturbative case, for small values of the Yukawa coupling (y = 107%) and n = 2, the
dark matter production is very similar to the perturbative non-thermal case (compare the red-dashed
line to the black-full line in Fig. 8). For larger y, the R-suppression initially reduces the perturbative
production of dark matter relative to the non-perturbative case. For the latter, the Pauli blocking of
the population of momentum modes momentarily reduces the production of ¢ from inflaton decay,
and npy plateaus correspondingly. When this blocking is overcome (and R < 1) the black and the
red-dashed curves converge. Note that for n = 2 a thermally sourced npy grows at the same rate
as the non-thermal one. When thermalization is finally achieved,'? non-thermal production ceases
and the growing thermal fraction of dark matter eventually dominates, saturating 2py; at the end
of reheating. Hence, for y < 10~° non-perturbative fermion production with n < 2 does not make a
significant impact on the dark matter relic abundance. On the other hand, for y > 107>, the Pauli
delay could affect the thermalization rate of the relativistic plasma, and consequently the relative
fraction of thermally and non-thermally produced dark matter.

Non-perturbative effects become more important for larger values of n (> 2), even for small
couplings y. In these cases, shown as the two rightmost columns in Fig. 8, the initial burst of
production results in an initial plateau behavior of npy x a®. Indeed, in the top panel of Fig. 6 we note
that, although on average the perturbative and non-perturbative estimates agree, at the maximum of
py the non-perturbative result is the largest. The same occurs with an even larger difference for larger
y. This first burst of particle production produces a population of dark matter that dominates over
subsequent production bursts even after accounting for its redshift. Hence the plateau for n = 4 and
n = 6. Nevertheless, at later times, the growing abundance of subsequently produced dark matter
eventually overcomes this redshift, and the non-perturbative estimate converges to the perturbative
one. Upon thermalization, this non-thermal population of dark matter freezes-in. For n > 2, thermal
production cannot catch up with the non-thermal population.

5 Summary

Two well studied mechanisms for producing dark matter are thermal freeze-out and freeze-in. In
the former, the dark matter candidate is in thermal equilibrium with the radiation bath. As the
temperature falls below the dark matter rest mass, annihilations (or something similar) keep the
number density at the equilibrium value which is now dropping exponentially. Its relic density is
typically determined by its equilibrium density once these interactions freeze-out. That is, when
their interaction rate drops below the Hubble expansion rate. In contrast, in freeze-in production
mechanisms, the dark matter may never be in thermal equilibrium. It may be produced thermally
from the existing radiation bath, but at a rate which is below the expansion rate. Roughly, the
abundance of dark matter in this case can be approximated by npy/ny ~ I'/H, where T is the dark
matter production rate. Both mechanisms as described above rely on a thermal bath created by the
reheating process after inflation.

Reheating and thermalization, however, are not instantaneous processes. As the Universe exits
from its inflationary expansion, particle production begins as the inflaton begins is series of oscillations

2Perturbatively, athermatization = 0.33y~ %/ aena in the case of Standard Model interactions [14].
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about its minimum. During these oscillations, inflaton scatterings and/or decays begin to populate
the Universe with relativistic particles. These particles will eventually thermalize and if produced in
sufficient abundance will come to dominate the overall energy density and reheating will be complete.
But both thermalization and dominance take time. During this time, scattering may produce dark
matter before reheating is complete, and the abundance of dark matter produced prior to reheating
may be the dominant mechanism for dark matter production.

The production of dark matter will obviously depend on both the energy density of the nascent
bath of relativistic particles, and their energy distributions (thermal or otherwise). In this paper, we
considered a series of assumptions about the state of the pre-thermal bath, including both pertur-
bative and non-perturbative effects. To ultimately compute the dark matter relic density through
freeze-in, we first concentrated on the production of the radiation bath. We considered both (sepa-
rately) the production of scalars from inflaton scattering and the production of fermions from inflaton
decay.

In case of scalar production, we first assumed that the scalars are instantly thermalized and
neglected the effects of kinematic suppression due to their effective mass from the coupling to the
inflaton. With this assumption, the energy density (and temperature) of the radiation peaks early
on and falls off as pr oc a=*. Including the suppression, we found a lower peak density which falls
off as pr o a3 until the effective mass is sufficiently small and subsequently pr o a~4. Neither
of computations included non-perturbative effects. When included, we found that while initially
suppressed, after a delay of several oscillation periods, the energy density grows through parametric
resonance, particularly when the coupling o/ is large (> 10%). For very large coupling (> 10%),
it is necessary to include the effects of backreaction. We also included the case where the scalars
produced from inflaton scattering are unstable. If the lifetime is sufficiently short, the effect of the
parametric resonance is obviated and the density falls off as a=* after reaching a quick peak close to the
perturbative value (when effective masses are included). If the scalars are associated with the Higgs
boson, then the rapid decay scenario is the most realistic. In all of the cases considered, reheating
does not occur through inflaton scattering as the radiation density is ultimately sub-dominant unless
the inflaton finally decays (to either scalars or fermions). We repeated these assumptions for the
production of fermions from inflaton decay (though we did not consider the decay of the fermions).

In addition to the determination of the energy density, to compute the dark matter abundance, we
must specify the energy distribution functions of the particles in the relativistic bath. We considered
three options for the initial distributions: a thermal distribution, Eq. (4.6), a non-thermal distribu-
tion, Egs. (4.8) and (4.9), and the exact distribution derived from the non-perturbative approach,
Egs. (4.12) and (4.13). Using these distribution functions, we computed the dark matter density from
scalar and fermion scattering, assuming a scattering rate derived from Eq. (4.4). In the scalar case,
we considered the thermal and non-thermal distributions for the perturbative approach including the
effective scalar mass. We also considered the non-perturbative calculation with and without scalar
decay. Generally the thermal/perturbative calculation underestimated the dark matter production,
sometimes by a very large factor. The non-perturbative calculation with stable scalars always pro-
duced the most dark matter. When scalar decays were included in the non-perturbative calculation,
the dark matter density initially tracked the stable case briefly (until a/aenq ~ 2), when decays
begin and significant dark matter production through the thermal bath of decays production became
subdominant. Once again we repeated this exercise for fermionic inflaton decay products.
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The final dark matter density depends on all of the choices made above. The most complete
calculation we considered, includes the effect of parametric resonance and the rapid decay of the
inflaton scattering products. For small coupling (o/A = 10), the effect of decays are minor and
the relic density is greatly enhanced when non-thermal distributions are used. As o/ is increased,
we found that decays can greatly suppress the relic density and furthermore, the final abundance
becomes sensitive to the energy dependence of the dark matter production cross section. Finally
for o/\ = 10%, the final abundance is in fact similar to the abundance obtained from the thermal
perturbative approach.

We have also seen that the correct present-day relic abundance can be obtained for a large range
of dark matter masses. In Fig. 9, we show the requisite dark matter mass to obtain Qh? = 0.1 in the
non-perturbative calculation for both the stable (y, = 0) and unstable (y, = 1) scalar products as

a function of o/\. We use Eq. (4.17) and the results for nDM(a)%Z\IE;LTJLQ5 from Fig. 7. Results are
1/4

plotted assuming A = 104 GeV and PR = 10'0 GeV, for n = 2,4, and 6. For example, for the case
of unstable scalar products, we find a mass range mpy = 103 — 10'® GeV and an even wider range
in the stable case. Thus leaving a wide variety of potential dark matter candidates to be produced
during the reheating process after inflation.
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Figure 9: Dark matter mass necessary to saturate the measured relic abundance as a function of the coupling
o and the power n in (4.4), for scalar preheating. Left: stable x. Right: unstable x with y, = 1.
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A Parametric resonance

In this Appendix we discuss the narrow and broad parametric resonance when the inflaton oscillates
about a quadratic minimum V(¢) ~ A¢?. We note that here we use cosmic time and Planck units.
The equation of motion of the inflaton field ¢ is given by

d+3Hdp+2\p = 0. (A1)

After the end of inflation, the inflaton oscillates about a quadratic minimum and we enter a matter-
dominated period. The solution to the equation of motion (A.1) is given by

6(t) = do(t) - cos (myt) . (A2)

where my = V2, ¢o(t) ~ iﬁ—;‘)‘;, and the scale factor averaged over a few oscillations is given by

a(t) = dend ( ! )2/3 | (A.3)

tend

Using this solution together with the field redefinition, z,(t) = a%2(t)x,(t), we can rewrite the
equation of motion (3.2) in the Fourier space,

ip+wia, = 0, (A.4)

where in this case the angular frequency of each mode, wy, is given by

2= Py oot (mat) - 20— 2 () (A5)
wy = —= +opgcos® (met) —=————] , .
P a? 0 ¢ 2a 4 \a

where the last two terms are responsible for gravitational particle production. Using Eq. (A.2) we
can rewrite the expression for angular frequency as

2 p? 2, 9 2

Wp = 3 +op(t)” + ZwH , (A.6)
where w = p/p is the equation of state parameter. When the Universe is dominated by coherent
oscillations of the inflaton field ¢, after a few oscillations following the beginning of reheating, w — 0,
and the last term can be safely ignored. However, this approximation cannot be used for the first
couple of oscillations right after the end of inflation. When inflation ends, wepq = —1/3, and if we

use the Hubble parameter value at the end of inflation for T-model attractor,

Heng = V3 tanh <¢\e/%d> , (A.7)
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Figure 10: Energy density in relativistic bosons during reheating sourced via the coupling %0¢2X2 foro/A=1.
Shown in blue for pr = p, are the perturbative estimates ignoring (dotted) or accounting (dashed-dotted)
for the phi-induced mass of x. The non-perturbative results accounting (solid, black) or not (solid, orange)
for expansion in the effective angular frequency are also shown. We additionally show the energy density
PR = py + py when x decays rapidly assuming the coupling y, =1 (dashed purple).

we find that the ratio between the last two terms is

9. 772
4w}2[end w A e (A.8)
J¢end 8 o

Therefore, the friction term %wH 2 can only be ignored during the initial stage of reheating if o > \.
This is further illustrated in Fig. 10, where we show for o/\ = 1 the effect of ignoring Hubble-
dependent terms in the effective frequency of the y-modes. Not only is the resulting energy density
larger by over an order of magnitude relative to the correct non-perturbative result, but it is in near
agreement with the perturbative estimate.

For our initial condition of x,, we take the positive-frequency of Bunch-Davies vacuum,

e—iwpt
Ty , (A.9)
£/ 2wp
and the comoving particle occupation number in the mode p is given by [41]
wp (|2p]? 2 1
= — (| —/—— ——=. A.10
m = % (B i) - 3 (A.10)
It should be noted that the occupation number n, does not have a factor of comoving volume a? in
the denominator.
To understand the parametric resonance, it is convenient to introduce the following variables:
: 2 2 md)
i p X oPg My
z=mgt + —, A, = +2q=—%, =— = , A1l
" P micﬂ e m?ﬁ 1 4mi Qmi ( )
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Figure 11: Mathieu stability/instability chart. The white regions corresponds to instability bands, where the
oscillating mode becomes unstable and grows exponentially, leading to explosive particle production. The red
regions correspond to stable regions, where the mode solutions oscillate. We also show two distinct flow lines
corresponding to the modes p = 6.4 x 10> (left gray line) and p = 2.6 x 10~° (right gray line). The arrows
on the gray lines show the time evolution. Below the line A, = 2q, the tachyonic resonance occurs.

where (mi) = (0¢?) = 393, E>2< =p?/a® + <mi>, and ¢ is the resonance parameter, which can be
used to rewrite Eq. (A.5) in a well-known Mathieu equation form:

xy + (Ap — 2qcos2z) x, =0, (A.12)

where in this case prime denotes a derivative with respect to the variable z.13

We can interpret A, as the ratio of the mean energy squared of a mode with comoving momentum
p/a and the effective mass (m,) to the inflaton mass squared, whereas \/2¢ represents the mass ratio
(my)/me. The properties of Mathieu equation (A.12) can be understood from its stability /instability
chart, which we illustrate in Fig. 11. The red regions correspond to stable regions, where the mode
solutions oscillate, and the white regions correspond to exponentially unstable regions, where the
mode solutions grow exponentially as x, x exp(ppz) [41]. The characteristic exponent typically lies
in the range 0 < pp < 0.28 [72]. From Eq. (A.10), we can find that the particle occupation number
ny(t) ~ |xp|* ~ exp(2upz), and it grows exponentially in the unstable regions.

13In the following discussion we neglect the backreaction and rescattering effects of created particles.
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If the resonance parameter is small, ¢ < 1 or (m,) < mg, the narrow resonance occurs near
A, ~1% 1=1,2,..., which can be seen from Fig. 11, and the strongest resonant particle production
will occur near the first instability band, A, ~ 1 £ ¢. However, due to expansion of the universe,
the resonance parameter g decreases rapidly and the resonance stops. Therefore, significant particle
production in an expanding universe occurs only for ¢ > 1. If we assume that the perturbative
inflaton decay during the parametric resonance is inefficient, I' < H, then we can estimate the time
when a given mode remains in an unstable band by At ~ ¢H~!. Because the momenta p redshifts,
eventually we reach the limit ¢ < 1 and enter the inefficient narrow resonance regime. In the narrow
resonance regime, during the time At the particle occupation number increases by a factor

q2m¢

eHr® s MRl T (A.13)

where in this regime we estimated that the resonance is most efficient and assumes the maximal value
when g1, ~ 2, and the explosive particle production ends when

2mg < H % < (A.14)
m — :
@~ 32/2\3/2 ™
If we use the value of Hubble parameter after the end of inflaton H? ~ %, where the potential is
given by Eq. (2.4), we find the bound

2 _ 322

o L2 (A.15)
N V36

and if ¢g ~ O(1), we find that when o < A the non-perturbative particle production is inefficient. A
more detailed discussion is presented in [41].

When the resonance parameter is large, ¢ > 1 or (m,) > mg, we are in a highly non-perturbative
regime, and the particle production is characterized by the broad parametric resonance. In this case,
the resonance occurs above the line A, = 2¢, which is illustrated in Fig. 11. The band number arising
from the Mathieu equation is given by n = \//Tp, and for the fastest growing modes with p ~ 0, we
have A, ~ 2¢ ~ n%. Because the inflaton amplitude decreases as ¢g ~ 1/t ~ 1/a3/?, then q ~ 1/t2,
and with each oscillation the band number n decreases. Therefore, the modes z, start evolving from
some initial value above the line A, = 2¢ toward the origin while crossing the Mathieu instability
bands, which leads to an increase in the particle occupation number for each mode, n,. We illustrate
in Fig. (11) the time-evolution of two different momenta modes, p = 6.4 x 107° (left gray line) and
p = 2.6 x 1077 (right gray line). To understand the evolution of the comoving modes, it is convenient
to express A, as

b c c
Ap: E—FE and q = ﬁ’ (A16)
with ) s 3
b= p727 C:O_(Z)enda;nd' (A17)
my, 2m¢

A given mode will follow a line respecting A4, = a% +2¢ =15 (%)2/3 ¢*/3

+ 2q, converging to the
limit A, = 2¢, which corresponds to the fundamental mode p = 0. From Fig. (11), it can be seen
that higher momentum modes will lead to larger values of A, that will pass through more narrow

regions of the resonance bands and the exponential particle production will be significantly smaller.
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Typically, the parametric resonance ceases when the mode x,, reaches the first stability band, when
q S 1or (my) S mg, and the mode begins entering the perturbative regime.

From Eq. (1.4), we see that we can connect the induced mass parameter, that we discussed in the
Introduction, to the resonance parameter using the expression,

R = 16q, (A.18)

and if we summarize the discussion of this Appendix, we can identify the following particle production
regimes:
R>1, qg>1, Strong Broad Resonance Regime,

R > 16, q>1, Weak Broad Resonance Regime,

R > 1, q > 16’ Narrow Resonance Regime, (A.19)
1
R <1, q <K 16’ Perturbative Regime .

Therefore, as discussed in [21], R > 1 signifies the limit when the non-perturbative effects become
important.

B Preheating of fermions

In this Appendix, we discuss the non-perturbative production of fermions. We begin by considering
the excitation of a spin-1/2 fermion due to its coupling to the inflaton during reheating. In order
to account for the short time-scale violation of adiabaticity due to the oscillation of the inflaton
and the source of particle production one must study the excitation of the field mode-by-mode. At
linear order, the equation of motion for a Dirac fermion is obtained from the following action in the
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) background,

So = [ ' v=g0 (199, — mult) v, (B.1)

where the curved-space gamma matrices are defined in terms of their flat-space counterparts as
A = ehy®, where e are the components of the metric tetrad, and the covariant derivative is

defined as, .
vu = au - %W,uabsaba (BZ)

where S% = i[y“,vb], and wq, are the components of the spin connection. For a Yukawa-like
coupling, Liny = —y¢y), the time-dependent mass of the produced fermion is my () = yd(t) +my o,
which implies that only the contribution of the spatially homogeneous condensate is accounted for
the production of fermions. It should be noted that in this analysis we do not consider the fermion

1 couplings to the Standard Model which would affect thermalization.

14YWe use the following convention:

where o are the Pauli matrices.
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As in the previous section, for convenience we switch to conformal time, 7. In an FRW background,
one finds that e}y = a= 164 and —%wuabsab = %WW /%], and the equation of motion for the spinor v

takes the form,
. 3a
iv' 0, + 25570 —amy(T)[ Y = 0. (B.3)

We introduce the field redefinition, ¥ = a%/21), and the equation of motion can be rewritten in a
familiar flat-space Dirac equation with a time-dependent mass form,

(iv' 0y — amy (1)) ¥ = 0. (B.4)
To solve this equation of motion with the field operator ¥ given by Eq. (3.31), it is convenient to

introduce the two-spinors &, that are the eigenvectors of the helicity operator, %fr = r&,., with

&1 = ((1)) and & = <(1)> We introduce the generalized spinors

uOiry = L (U0 (p)
p )= V2 (U2(T)§r(p)> ’ (B-5)

where we took the momentum along the z-axis, p = p,. The spinor equation (B.4) is equivalent to
the following system of equations,

Ui(t) = —ipUs(7) —iamy Ui (7), (B.6)
Uy(t) = —ipUi(7) +iamy Us(7). (B.7)

The mode functions Uy and Us are subject to the constraints

UL + U] = 2,

(B.8)
Uy = Uu3ut

which are necessary for the consistent quantization of W. Their zero-particle initial condition can be
chosen as follows,

Ui(ng) = /1 4+ —, Us(19) = /1 — ——, (B.9)
where the angular frequency is given by
wf, = p? + (amy)?. (B.10)

In this case, the energy density in terms of the mode functions Uj 2 is given by Eq. (3.32). A more
detailed discussion on non-perturbative fermion production after inflation is presented in [64, 66, 67].

Figs. 12 and 13 highlight the difference in the growth of occupation numbers for a scalar decay
channel and a fermionic one. For weak couplings, as shown in Fig. 12, the difference between the two
cases is mainly limited to a “freezing” of n, in the scalar case, due to the redshift of the decay rate
of ¢, while occupation numbers continue to noticeably evolve for ¢ — vn). For large couplings, as
demonstrated in Fig. 13, the difference in the quantum statistics becomes evident. For , occupation
numbers are not bounded from above, and can grow exponentially fast with cosmic time due to the
parametric resonance of x. On the other hand, Fermi-Dirac statistics are manifestly observable: n,
never grows above 2.
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Figure 12: Occupation numbers as function of the comoving wavenumber at selected times, for scalar and
fermion production from inflaton decay, in the absence of strong Bose enhancement / Pauli blocking (c.f. Figs. 2

and 6).
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Figure 13: Occupation numbers as function of the comoving wavenumber at selected times, for scalar
and fermion production from inflaton decay, in the presence of strong Bose enhancement / Pauli blocking

(c.f. Figs. 3 and 6).
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