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ABSTRACT

We investigate the out-of-equilibrium production of scalar dark matter (DM) from the inflaton
condensate during inflation and reheating. We assume that this scalar couples only to the inflaton
via a direct quartic coupling and is minimally coupled to gravity. We consider all possible production
regimes: purely gravitational, weak direct coupling (perturbative), and strong direct coupling (nonperturbative). For each regime, we use different approaches to determine the dark matter phase
space distribution and the corresponding relic abundance. For the purely gravitational regime, scalar
dark matter quanta are copiously excited during inflation resulting in an infrared (IR) dominated
distribution function and a relic abundance which overcloses the universe for a reheating temperature
Treh > 34 GeV. A non-vanishing direct coupling induces an effective DM mass and suppresses the
large IR modes in favor of ultraviolet (UV) modes and a minimal scalar abundance is generated when
the interference between the direct and gravitational couplings is maximal. For large direct couplings,
backreaction on the inflaton condensate is accounted for by using the Hartree approximation and
lattice simulation techniques. Since scalar DM candidates can behave as non-cold dark matter, we
estimate the impact of such species on the matter power spectrum and derive the corresponding
constraints from the Lyman-α measurements. We find that they correspond to a lower bound on
the DM mass of & 3 × 10−4 eV for purely gravitational production, and & 20 eV for direct coupling
production. We discuss the implications of these results.
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Introduction

1.1

Motivation

The existence of dark matter (DM) has been known since 1933, when F. Zwicky studied the motion
of galaxies in the Coma Cluster and discovered that it contained substantially more invisible dark
matter than luminous matter [1]. Zwicky’s dark matter hypothesis was further confirmed by Babcock
in 1939 [2], and by Rubin and Ford in 1970 [3] from the measured rotation curve of the Andromeda
galaxy. Although the existence of dark matter has been known for almost nine decades, there is still
no consensus on its nature.
One of the most popular and well-studied candidates for cold dark matter (CDM) is the weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP). According to the standard WIMP paradigm, dark matter would
have been produced early in the universe through thermal scattering, and subsequently decoupled
from the thermal bath through the freeze-out mechanism. Typical WIMP masses are expected to be
around the electroweak scale (1 GeV − 1 TeV) and these particles would interact with the Standard
Model (SM) particles only through weak and gravitational interactions. However, the increasingly
stringent limits from direct DM detection searches, such as XENON1T [4], LUX [5], and PandaX [6],
and the absence of detection from indirect DM and collider experiments serve as a motivation to
consider alternative models of dark matter [7, 8].
Among the viable dark matter production processes is the so-called freeze-in mechanism [9, 10].
Typically, in such models, the coupling between the visible and dark sectors is assumed to be
sufficiently small to ensure the out-of-equilibrium production of feebly interacting massive particles
(FIMPs). This feeble coupling ensures that the current DM relic abundance ΩDM h2 = 0.1198 ±
0.0012, determined from the measurements of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) by the
Planck collaboration [11], is saturated, while evading all current direct detection bounds.
In various scenarios, a suppression from a large ultraviolet (UV) scale have been invoked to justify
such a feeble coupling with the visible sector, from constructions inspired by Grand Unification
Theory (GUT) [12, 13] to high-scale supersymmetry [14–17]. More recently, several works have
explored the possibility for such a feeble coupling to arise from the gravitational interactions [18–
28], identifying this UV scale with the Planck scale MP . In these cases, dark matter production
is very sensitive to the highest temperature achieved in the universe and to the (post-)inflationary
dynamics of the universe. Since a typical coupling to the visible sector is significantly reduced
compared to standard WIMP scenarios, these models are difficult to probe using conventional direct
detection or collider experiments. However, one promising possibility to test such scenarios is to
exploit the common properties for these dark matter candidates of possessing a potentially sizable
free-streaming length. The impact on the matter power spectrum of such non-cold dark matter
(NCDM) scenarios featuring a non-vanishing pressure component have been investigated in recent
phenomenological studies, constraining such feebly coupled dark matter candidates [29–33].
In this work we explore the out-of-equilibrium production of scalar DM in a minimal setup during
reheating1 . Namely, we invoke a dark sector, minimally coupled to gravity, that only directly couples
to the inflaton field. This sector is responsible for the accelerated expansion of the universe, which
1

We refer to the epoch of reheating as the transition between inflation and the radiation domination era. We refer
to the time of reheating as the instant when radiation starts to dominate the energy budget of the universe, i.e., the
end of reheating epoch. Preheating denotes the process of non-perturbative particle production during the early epoch
of reheating.
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explains the present-day homogeneous, isotropic, and spatially flat state on large physical scales. We
consider all regimes for this coupling: purely gravitational, weak direct coupling (perturbative) and
strong direct coupling (non-perturbative). To determine the relic abundance and structure formation
constraints, we compute the phase space distribution (PSD) of DM using a variety of approaches,
including the integration of the Boltzmann equation, the numerical solution of the quantum equation
of motion in the Hartree approximation, and the integration over a configuration-space lattice of the
full classical partial differential equations of motion for the inflaton+DM+gravity system (for gravity
at the background level). We show that, depending on the strength of the inflaton-DM interaction,
the bulk of the DM relic abundance can be produced before, at, or after the end of inflation.
We emphasize the assumption that the dark matter scalar χ does not directly participate in the
population of a thermal bath, which ultimately occurs in a reheating process. We do not consider
models where χ is part of the thermal bath nor do we assume that it acts as a catalyst in the
population of the visible and dark sectors [34–36]. In all cases, we assume that the population of
the visible sector occurs perturbatively without the bosonic parametric resonance. The decay of the
inflaton into fermions is well suited for these purposes.
1.2

Model

The usual cosmic inflation scenarios assume that at the end of the inflationary epoch, when the
transition to a decelerated expansion occurs, the scalar inflaton field φ begins oscillating coherently
about a minimum of the potential. Ultimately, the inflaton decays into elementary particles and
the universe enters the reheating epoch. In this work, we explore the possibility of direct scalar
dark matter production from the inflaton decay when the inflaton oscillates about a quadratic
minimum of the potential. As stated in the Introduction, we explore this process in the gravitational,
perturbative, and non-perturbative regimes. The dynamics of the φ sector during inflation are
determined by the following action,


Z
1
4 √
2
Sφ =
d x −g (∂µ φ) − V (φ) ,
(1.1)
2
where g ≡ det(gµν ) is the metric determinant. For definiteness, we consider an inflaton potential
motivated by T-model α-attractors [37, 38],2


2
√
φ
V (φ) = λMP4
6 tanh √
,
(1.2)
6MP
√
where MP = 1/ 8πGN ' 2.435×1018 GeV is the reduced Planck mass (GN is Newton’s gravitational
constant) and λ is the normalization constant that is determined from the amplitude of the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) anisotropies [11, 39]. From the action (1.1), we find that the equation
of motion for the homogeneous inflaton is given by
φ̈ + 3H φ̇ +

∂V
= 0,
∂φ

(1.3)

where H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter and a is the cosmological scale factor. Here the dot
represents the derivative with respect to cosmic time. If we assume that the background dynamics
2

The results presented in this paper are not limited to T-model α-attractors, and generically apply to the inflationary
potentials with a quadratic minimum.
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are solely determined by the motion of the homogeneous inflaton field, φ, from the Friedmann
equation we find
1
ρφ ≡ φ̇2 + V (φ) = 3H 2 MP2 ,
(1.4)
2
where ρφ is the energy density of the inflaton. Inflation ends when the expansion ceases to be
accelerated, ä = 0, which is equivalent to the condition φ̇2end = V (φend ).3 Here the subscript “end”
denotes the quantities at the end of inflation. Subsequently, during the inflaton oscillations about
the minimum of V (φ), the effective scalar potential (1.2) can be approximated by
V (φ) ' λφ2 MP2 ≡

1 2 2
m φ ,
2 φ

with φ  MP ,

(1.5)

2λMP .

(1.6)

where the inflaton mass is defined as
mφ ≡

p

V 00 (φ) =

√

A straightforward computation in the slow-roll approximation reveals that for T-models of inflation,
the normalization constant λ can be approximated as [38],
λ '

18π 2 AS∗
.
6N∗2

(1.7)

Here AS∗ denotes the amplitude of the curvature power spectrum at the pivot scale k∗ and N∗ is the
number of e-folds between the horizon exit at this scale and the end of inflation. For T-attractors,
N∗ can be determined from the solution of the following equation [40],


Γφ
1
1
1
N∗ ' 58.36 − ln N∗ + ln
−
ln greh .
(1.8)
2
6
mφ
12
In this expression Γφ denotes the perturbative decay rate of the inflaton into the Standard Model
radiation bath during reheating, and greh is the number of relativistic degrees of freedom of the
Standard Model particles at the time of reheating. The magnitude of λ is therefore determined by
the duration of the reheating epoch, parametrized by the perturbative decay rate Γφ . Nevertheless,
as we show in this work, we can scale out the value of λ from our results. Therefore, for definiteness,
we use Eq. (1.7) with the nominal choice of N∗ = 55 e-folds and the amplitude of the curvature power
spectrum at the Planck pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1 , AS∗ = 2.1 × 10−9 [11, 39]. The normalization
constant and the inflaton mass are then given by λ ' 2.05 × 10−11 and mφ ' 1.56 × 1013 GeV,
respectively. Using these specific values, we evaluate the energy density at the end of inflation,
ρend =

3
V (φend ) ' 7.1 × 1062 GeV4 ,
2

with

φend ' 0.84 MP .

(1.9)

During its oscillation, the inflaton field is characterized by the solution of Eq. (1.3), and can be
parametrized as
φ(t) ' φ0 (t) · P(t) ,
(1.10)
where the envelope φ0 (t) incorporates the redshift and decay effects, and the periodic function P(t)
encodes the short time-scale oscillation of φ about the minimum of the potential. As is well known
3

The end of inflation can also be defined in terms of the slow-roll parameter H ≡ −Ḣ/H 2 = 1.

4

in models with quadratic minima, combining Eqs. (1.3) and (1.5), one finds that P(t) ' cos (mφ t)
and the envelope scales as φ0 (a) ∝ a−3/2 during reheating. The mean energy density and pressure
averaged over one oscillation can be expressed as [38, 41]
1
ρφ ' hφ̇2 i + hV (φ)i ' V (φ0 ) ,
2
1
Pφ ' hφ̇2 i − hV (φ)i ' 0 ,
2

(1.11)
(1.12)

and the equation of state parameter is wφ ≡ Pφ /ρφ ' 0. From Eqs. (1.4), (1.5), and (1.11), we see
that the inflaton energy density during reheating falls off as ρφ (a) ∼ hφ(t)2 i ∝ a−3 and behaves as
a matter-like component at the background level.
In what follows, we assume that the decay of the inflaton into Standard Model particles occurs
perturbatively through the two-body decay processes. When this is the case, the decay rate Γφ
can be taken as constant in time.4 As it is customary, we parametrize it in terms of an effective
Yukawa-like coupling y,
y2
Γφ ≡
mφ ,
(1.13)
8π
i.e., reheating proceeds through a two-body decay into a pair of fermions. By construction, this rate
is dark sector-independent. Under these assumptions, the inflaton energy density and the radiation
bath satisfy the following Friedmann-Boltzmann system of equations,
ρ̇φ + 3Hρφ = −Γφ ρφ ,

(1.14)

ρ̇R + 4HρR = Γφ ρφ ,
ρφ + ρR = 3H

2

MP2

(1.15)
.

(1.16)

Here ρR denotes the radiation energy density. We use this system of differential equations to solve
numerically for ρφ (t), ρR (t), and a(t). During reheating, the evolution of the energy density of the
inflaton condensate can be found by integrating the continuity equation (1.14) [41],

ρφ (t) = ρend

a(t)
aend

−3

e−Γφ (t−tend ) .

(1.17)

Regarding the dark sector, we consider a scalar dark matter field, χ, that is minimally coupled
to gravity and inflaton via a four-point dimensionless coupling, σ, characterized by the action


Z

√
1
1
Sχ =
d4 x −g (∂µ χ)2 −
m2χ + σφ2 χ2 ,
(1.18)
2
2
where mχ is the bare mass of the dark particle. From this action, we immediately note that the
inflaton condensate generates a time-dependent contribution to the effective dark matter mass, given
by
m2eff (t) = m2χ + σφ(t)2 .
(1.19)
4

Even for a quadratic inflaton potential and two-body decay processes, the decay rate may obtain a time-dependence
if the effective mass of the decay products, which contains a term of the form |yφ|, is large with respect to mφ . The
effect is an initial suppression of the decay rate, with the kinematic blocking becoming irrelevant in the late stages of
reheating. For further details see [36]. In Section 2, we show how to account for the kinematic blocking effect for the
scalar decay product χ.

5

In this work, we cover a wide range of values of the coupling σ, always assuming that the bare
mass of χ is smaller than the mass of the inflaton, mχ < mφ . Therefore, the decay of φ into χ is
kinematically allowed at least during part of its oscillation, when meff (t) < mφ .
In the following sections, we derive the equation of motion for the field χ and discuss its production
in the gravitational, perturbative, and non-perturbative regimes. We also derive the lower bounds
on mχ from the Lyman-α measurement of the matter power spectrum.
1.3

Notation and conventions

In this work, we extensively discuss the production of scalar dark matter particles, χ, arising from
the effective coupling 21 σφ2 χ2 in the action (1.18), that occurs dominantly at early times right after
inflation during the initial stage of reheating. To simplify our discussion, we follow the discussion
of [42, 43] and introduce the re-scaled dimensionless comoving momentum
 
a
P
,
(1.20)
q ≡
T? a0
where P denotes the magnitude of the physical momentum of χ, a is the scale factor, with a0 being
its present value, and


aend
T? ≡ mφ
,
(1.21)
a0
is a time-independent energy scale, convenient for characterizing the present-day dark matter abundance. Here aend = a(tend ) is the scale factor at the end of inflation and the product q T? is the
comoving momentum. The number density of the produced χ particles is given by
Z 3
d P
nχ (t) =
fχ (P, t) ,
(1.22)
(2π)3
where fχ (P, t) is the phase space distribution (PSD) of the field χ. Using Eqs. (1.20) and (1.21), we
can rewrite the above equation in terms of the re-scaled comoving momentum, q,

nχ

a
aend

3
=

m3φ
2π 2

Z

dq q 2 fχ (q, t) ,

(1.23)

where we have integrated over the angular variables of physical momentum P that are irrelevant
in the absence of spatial inhomogeneities. The quantity that appears in Eq. (1.23) corresponds to
the comoving number density, which conveniently tracks the production and decoupling regimes for
the dark matter (DM) particle, since it becomes constant once DM production ends. Similarly, we
define the phase space distribution of the inflaton [38, 44],
fφ (P, t) = (2π)3 nφ (t)δ (3) (P) ,

(1.24)

where nφ (t) is the instantaneous inflaton number density, and we assumed that φ is spatially homogeneous. To ensure that it is normalized correctly, the following expression
Z
d3 P
fφ (P, t) = 1 ,
(1.25)
(2π)3 nφ
must be satisfied.

6

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2 we review the perturbative and nonperturbative production of scalar dark matter. In Section 3 we discuss the dark matter production
with small couplings σ < λ, whereas in Section 4 we study particle production for large coupling
σ > λ. In Section 5 we impose the Lyman-α constraints on the mass of warm dark matter (WDM)
candidates. In Section 6 we explore the possibility for the scalar χ to constitute a dark radiation
component and compute the corresponding effective number of relativistic species. In Section 7
we discuss the generality of our results and we compare them with the literature. Our results are
summarized in Section 8. Appendix A contains two different perturbative dark matter production
calculations: the first one treats the inflaton as a condensate, whereas the second treats the inflaton
as a collection of particles. Throughout this paper, we use natural units kB = ~ = c = 1 and the
metric signature (+, −, −, −).

2

Scalar particle production during inflation and reheating

In this section, we describe the excitation of the momentum modes of the dark scalar field in the
expanding background determined by the inflationary dynamics. First, we show how to derive
the phase space distribution of produced dark matter using a perturbative approach and calculate
the resulting dark matter relic abundance. Second, we discuss the non-perturbative dark matter
production, including the effects arising from the oscillating inflaton condensate and Ricci curvature.
2.1

Perturbative production of scalar dark matter

We begin by exploring the perturbative production of scalar dark matter from the oscillating inflaton
condensate that is treated as a classical field. We assume that the condensate is homogeneous, decays
perturbatively, and its phase space distribution is given by Eq. (1.24). In the perturbative regime,
the phase space distribution of the produced dark matter scalar field, fχ , can be found by integrating
the Boltzmann transport equation,
∂fχ
∂fχ
− H|P |
= C[fχ (|P |, t)] ,
∂t
∂|P |
where C[fχ ] is the collision term given by
Z
d3 P 0
1
d3 K
C[fχ (|P |, t)] = 0
(2π)4 δ (4) (K − P − P 0 )|M|2φ→χχ
P
(2π)3 nφ (2π)3 2P 00
h
i
× fφ (K)(1 + fχ (P ))(1 + fχ (P 0 )) − fχ (P )fχ (P 0 )(1 + fφ (K))
∞ Z
1 X
d3 K n
d3 P 0
= 0
(2π)4 δ (4) (Kn − P − P 0 )|Mn |2
P
(2π)3 nφ (2π)3 2P 00
n=1
h
i
× fφ (K)(1 + fχ (P ))(1 + fχ (P 0 )) − fχ (P )fχ (P 0 )(1 + fφ (K)) .

(2.1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

Here Kn = (En , 0) is the four-momentum of the inflaton condensate, where En = n mφ denotes
the energy of the n-th mode of oscillation, and Mn is the transition amplitude in one oscillation
for each oscillating field mode of φ from the coherent condensate state |φi to the two-particle final
state |χχi [38, 44].5 We note that a factor of 2 was included on the right-hand side to account for
5

Here the overbar indicates that the symmetry factors associated with identical initial and final states are included
in the definition of the transition amplitude squared, |Mn |2 .
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two identical dark matter particles χ that are produced from a single inflaton decay. Since we are
considering a quadratic potential near its minimum (1.5), a factor of φ2 appears in the amplitude.
This factor is in turn proportional to the square of the periodic function P(t) defined in (1.10),
P∞
and it can be expanded in terms of Fourier modes as P 2 (t) =
P̂ e−inωφ t = cos2 (mφ t). In
P∞ n=1 n2
P
2
this case, the transition amplitude squared is proportional to n=1 |Mn | ∝ ∞
n=1 |P̂n | , and we
find that only the second mode of oscillations n = 2 contributes to the sum [27, 38]. The detailed
computation of the dark matter production amplitude is provided in Appendix A.
Assuming that the inflaton number density nφ is large, we can approximate the Bose enhancement
factor for the inflaton as 1 + fφ (K) ' fφ (K), and the Boltzmann equation (2.1) reduces to
Z
∂fχ
∂fχ
1
d3 P 0
− H|P |
= 0
(2π)4 δ(2mφ − P 0 − P 00 )δ (3) (P + P 0 )|M2 |2 (1 + fχ (P ) + fχ (P 0 ))
∂t
∂|P |
P
(2π)3 2P 00
π|M2 |2
δ (|P | − mφ β(t)) (1 + 2fχ (|P |)) ,
(2.4)
=
2m2φ β(t)
where

s
β(t) ≡

1−

m2eff (t)
m2φ

(2.5)

denotes the kinematic factor and meff (t) is the time-dependent effective dark matter mass given by
Eq. (1.19). The quantum mechanical Bose-enhancement factor, which appears in the right side of
(2.4), can be scaled out by defining the “classical” distribution fχc , as follows [45, 46]:
fχ (|P |, t) ≡

i

1h
exp 2fχc (|P |, t) − 1 .
2

(2.6)

Substitution into Eq. (2.4) leads indeed to the simplified Boltzmann equation
∂fχc
∂fχc
π|M2 |2
− H|P |
=
δ (|P | − mφ β(t)) ,
∂t
∂|P |
2m2φ β(t)

(2.7)

which has the solution [43, 47]
fχc (|P |, t)

t



|M2 (t0 )|2
a(t)
0
dt
δ
|P | − mφ β(t )
β(t0 )
a(t0 )
tend
Z t
0 2

π
0 |M2 (t )|
0
−
t̂
=
dt
δ
t
β(t0 )2 H(t0 )
2m3φ tend
π
=
2m2φ

=

Z

0

π |M2 (t̂)|2
θ(t − t̂) θ(t̂ − tend ) ,
2m3φ β(t̂)2 H(t̂)

(2.8)

where t̂, the time arising from the argument of the Dirac delta function, satisfies the following
algebraic constraint,
mφ
a(t)
= β(t̂ )
.
(2.9)
|P |
a(t̂ )

In the previous derivation, we disregarded the term β 0 (t0 ) since the classical phase space distribution
is computed adiabatically in perturbation theory. In general, Eq. (2.8) must be solved numerically
due to the time-dependence of β(t), which encodes the decreasing value of φ(t) during reheating.

8

Nevertheless, we can find the approximate solution in the limit when the kinematic suppression is
negligible, which corresponds to mχ  mφ and σ  (mφ /φend )2 . Assuming β(t) ' 1 and using
the transition amplitude squared (A.15), we find that the classical phase space distribution (2.6)
becomes [36]
πσ̂ 2 ρ2φ (t̂ )
θ(t − t̂) θ(t̂ − tend ) ,
(2.10)
fχc (|P |, t) =
16m7φ H(t̂ )
where the effective coupling σ̂ is given by
m2
σ̂ ≡ σ − λ 1 + eff2
2mφ

!
,

(2.11)

also shown in Eq. (A.16).6 Note that in the case when meff  mφ , the effective coupling can be
approximated as σ̂ ' σ − λ, and destructive interference at tree level occurs when σ = λ.
During reheating, when tend  t  Γ−1
φ ' treh , the inflaton oscillations redshift approximately
2
as pressureless matter, ρφ (t) ∝ φ0 (t) ∝ a(t)−3 , and from Eq. (2.10), we obtain the classical phase
space distribution at early times:





πσ̂ 2 ρ2φ (t) mφ 9/2
aend
c
fχ (|P |, t) '
θ(mφ − |P |) θ |P | − mφ
, (tend  t  treh , β ' 1) ,
a(t)
16m7φ H(t) |P |
(2.12)
−6
−3/2
2/3
2
. Rewriting
where we used a(t)/a(t̂ ) ' (t/t̂ ) with ρφ (t̂ ) ∝ a(t̂ ) and H(t̂ ) ' H(t)(a(t̂ )/a(t))
this solution in terms of the re-scaled comoving momentum, q, given by Eq. (1.20), we obtain
fχc (q, t) =

πσ̂ 2 ρ2φ (t)
16m7φ H(t)



a(t)
aend

9/2

q −9/2 θ(q − 1)θ



a(t)
aend


−q ,

(tend  t  treh , β ' 1) .

(2.13)

During the inflaton oscillations ρ2φ (t)/H(t) ∝ (a(t)/aend )−9/2 , and the prefactor of the phase space


distribution rapidly tends to a constant value. Hence, we can write fχc (q, t) ∝ q −9/2 θ(q−1)θ aa(t)
−
q
,
end
which vanishes for q < 1 and cascades toward large q at the same rate as the scale factor grows,
with a distribution tail that scales as q −9/2 .
To calculate the present dark matter relic abundance, one needs to extend the computation of
the phase space distribution, and hence the number density, of the produced dark matter beyond
the end of reheating. Reheating ends when the energy density of the inflaton is equal to the energy
density of the produced radiation, ρφ (treh ) = ρR (treh ), and we define the reheating temperature
through [38]
4
π 2 greh Treh
12
ρR (treh ) =
≡
(Γφ MP )2 ,
(2.14)
30
25
where greh denotes the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom at reheating. The analytical
expression (2.13) is valid only for t  treh and cannot account for the transition between the
matter and radiation domination era. For t ∼ treh ' Γ−1
φ , the exponential factor in Eq. (1.17)
becomes important and the energy density of the inflaton decreases as ρφ (t) ∝ φ20 (t) ∝ a−3 (t)e−Γφ t .
6

Here the second term in σ̂ is the purely gravitational perturbative contribution for the dark matter production
process φ φ → χ χ invoking the exchange of a graviton. However, this perturbative approximation does not account
for the contribution arising from superhorizon modes, which requires the non-perturbative formalism discussed in the
next section.
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Figure 1: Perturbative phase space distribution of light scalar dark matter produced during reheating for
the coupling σ/λ = 10 and Yukawa-like couplings (defined by Eq. (1.13)) y = 10−5 , 10−6 , and 10−7 . The
continuous curves correspond to the numerical solution of Eqs. (1.14)-(1.16) and (2.8) with β ' 1. The dashed
curves are the fit approximation (2.15), evaluated at the corresponding end of reheating scale factor.

This results in an extra momentum dependence in the prefactor of Eq. (2.13), which has the
2
form of a Gaussian tail, ρ2φ (t̂ ) ∝ e−κ(|P |/mφ ) [43]. Numerically solving the Friedmann-Boltzmann
system of equations (1.14)-(1.16), we find that the “classical” phase space distribution (2.10) can be
approximated as7

fχc (q, t)

'

√

3/2

3πσ̂ 2 ρend MP −9/2 −1.56
q
e
16m7φ



aend
areh

2

q2

θ(q − 1) ,

(t  treh , β ' 1) ,

(2.15)

which is time-independent and where the exponential factor is the Gaussian tail of the distribution.
This fit is in good agreement with the fully numerical solution as illustrated by Fig. 1. The dashed
black curves correspond to the fit (2.15), whereas the solid lines show the numerical solutions for
different Yukawa-like couplings y = 10−5 , 10−6 , and 10−7 with σ/λ = 10.
The comoving dark matter number density can be evaluated in a straightforward manner following
Eq. (1.23). For areh  aend , it does not depend on the Gaussian tail of the distribution, and results
in
√ 3/2


3ρend MP 2
a 3
nχ
'
σ̂ .
(2.16)
aend
48πm4φ
The present dark matter relic abundance is then given by
Ωχ =

mχ nχ (a0 )
,
ρc

(2.17)

where ρc denotes the critical energy density at the present time. From the asymptotic value of
the comoving number density (2.17), we can evaluate Ωχ if the amount of expansion between the
7

Note that this PSD is a particular example of the generalized distribution fχ (q, t) ∝ q α exp(−βq γ ), which typically
appears in connection with out-of-equilibrium particle production scenarios (see [43] for more examples).
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end of inflation and today, a0 /aend , is known. This quantity can be found from the standard
computation [48–50]. Assuming entropy conservation after the end of reheating, we can write
1/2
 1/4  1/3

11
a0
90
H0 1
1/12 Hend MP
=
greh
,
(2.18)
2
aend
π2
43
T0 Rrad
H0
where T0 = 2.7255 K and H0 = 100 h km s−1 Mpc−1 with h ∼ 0.7 [11, 51]. Here Rrad denotes the socalled ‘reheating parameter’ [48], for which the subscript ‘rad’ denotes evaluation at the beginning
of the radiation domination era (after the end of reheating).8 For perturbative reheating with a
quadratic minimum of V (φ), Rrad can be approximated as follows [40, 52]




 2
1/12 
1/6
2
Γφ 1/6
Treh
aend ρend 1/4
5π greh
'
'
Rrad ≡
,
(2.19)
arad ρrad
Hend
72
Hend MP
where the first approximation is determined analytically, and for the final expression we used
Eq. (2.14). Substituting into (2.17), including the scaling factor for the Hubble expansion rate
h, we find
1/2

43πσ̂ 2 h2 mχ Treh T03 ρend
√
Ωχ h '
3168 30 m4φ H02 MP

1/2 

  2
mχ
λ
Treh
σ̂
' 0.12
.
−11
6
10
2.05 × 10
7 × 10 GeV
10 GeV
λ
2

(2.20)

In the second line, we have used the T-model of inflation. This result would be applicable for
any value of the effective coupling σ̂, as long as the effect of bosonic enhancement or kinematic
blocking effects can be neglected. When they cannot be, the numerical solution of the Boltzmann
equation would be sufficient to determine the corresponding value of Ωχ . Nevertheless, as we discuss
below, a significant modification to the perturbative prediction arises if one does not ignore the
non-adiabaticity induced by the fast oscillation of the inflaton about the minimum of its potential.
2.2

Non-perturbative production of scalar dark matter

In this section, we discuss dark matter produced non-perturbatively by taking into account the nonadiabatically changing effective mass of χ. We start with the dark matter scalar field action (1.18),
and find that the equation of motion for the field χ is given by
 2

d
∇2
d
2
2
− 2 + 3H + mχ + σφ χ = 0 .
(2.21)
dt2
a
dt
In order to simplify the equation of motion and quantize the scalar field χ, it is convenient to switch
to conformal time, τ , which is related to cosmic time t via dt/ dτ = a. By introducing the re-scaled
field
X ≡ aχ ,
(2.22)
we can rewrite the equation of motion (2.21) in the following form:
 2

d
a00
2
2 2
2 2
−∇ −
+ a mχ + σa φ X = 0 ,
dτ 2
a
8

(2.23)

In other words, quantities with a subscript ‘rad’ are evaluated at w ' 1/3, with w the equation of state parameter.
On the other hand, quantities with a subscript ‘reh’ are evaluated at inflaton-radiation equality, with w ' 1/6.
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where prime represents the derivative with respect to the conformal time, τ . In terms of its Fourier
components, the quantum field X can be written as
Z
i
d3 p −ip·x h
†
∗
e
X
(τ
)â
+
X
(τ
)â
(2.24)
X(τ, x) =
p
p
p
−p ,
(2π)3/2
where p is the comoving momentum and â†p and âp are the creation and annihilation operators,
respectively, which obey the commutation relations [âp , â†p0 ] = δ(p − p0 ) and [âp , âp0 ] = [â†p , â†p0 ] = 0.
From Eq. (2.23), we find that the mode functions Xp satisfy the equation of motion
Xp00 + ωp2 Xp = 0 ,

(2.25)

where the angular frequency is given by
ωp2 ≡ p2 −

a00
+ a2 m2χ + σa2 φ2 .
a

(2.26)

The canonical commutation relations between the field, Xp , and its conjugate momentum are fulfilled
if the Wronskian constraint Xp Xp∗0 − Xp∗ Xp0 = i is imposed. To solve the mode equations (2.25),
we choose the positive frequency of the Bunch-Davies vacuum,
iωp
Xp0 (τ0 ) = − p
,
2ωp

1
,
Xp (τ0 ) = p
2ωp

(2.27)

where we assumed that |τ0 ωp |  1. The particle occupation number for the scalar field is given by
np =

1
ωp Xp − iXp0
2ωp

2

,

(2.28)

which is consistent with the fact that the initial conditions (2.27) correspond to the zero-particle
initial state.
The energy density of the field χ can be determined from the energy-momentum tensor T µν , with
T 00 =

1 2
1
1
χ̇ + 2 (∇χ)2 + m2χ χ2 ,
2
2a
2

(2.29)

where from this expression we find that the energy of each mode, Xp , is given by the expression


1
1
1
Ep = ωp np +
= |Xp0 |2 + ωp2 |Xp |2 .
(2.30)
2
2
2
Using the equations above, the UV convergent expectation values of the number and energy densities
of χ are given by the following expressions [53],
Z
1
nχ =
d3 p np ,
(2.31)
(2π)3 a3
Z
1
ρχ =
d3 p ωp np .
(2.32)
(2π)3 a4
Comparing the number density expressions (1.22) and (2.31), we observe that the phase space
distribution computed non-perturbatively is
fχ (P, t) = naP (t) = np (t).
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(2.33)
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Figure 2: Gravitational contribution to the effective mass m̂2eff normalized by the Hubble parameter at the
2
end of reheating. Left panel: Evolution of R/6Hend
during the inflation-reheating transition. Right panel:
2
Oscillatory behavior of R/6Hend during reheating, together with its two envelopes.

By expressing the Ricci curvature scalar R at the background level as R = −6a00 /a3 , one can
rewrite the angular frequency (2.26) in the form
ωp2 = p2 + a2 m̂2eff ,

1
with m̂2eff = m2χ + σφ2 + R .
6

(2.34)

The quantity m̂eff is the DM effective mass generated in a curved space-time and related to the
flat-space effective mass meff , defined in Eq. (1.19), by m̂2eff = m2eff + 61 R, where we note that
the term 16 R is responsible for the non-perturbative gravitational particle production [54–62]. For
a sufficiently small bare mass m2χ , coupling σ, and comoving momentum p, the effective squared
frequency becomes negative, and in general, this leads to a tachyonic excitation of the corresponding
mode. Specifically, the Ricci scalar can be expressed via the second Friedmann equation as

1
a00
1 
2
.
(2.35)
4V
−
φ̇
R = − 3 = −
6
a
6MP2
We show in Fig. 2 the evolution of the Ricci scalar during inflation and reheating. At the end of
2 M2 = V
inflation, when Vend = φ̇2end and Hend
end /2, the angular frequency squared becomes
P

2
.
(2.36)
ωp2 (tend ) = p2 + a2end m2χ + σφ2 − Hend

2 , the modes that satisfy condition p2 < a2
2
2
2
Therefore, for m2χ + σφ2 < Hend
end Hend − mχ − σφ
would not be in the corresponding Bunch-Davies vacuum at the beginning of reheating. Instead,
these modes have grown during inflation due to tachyonic instability. Thus, to accurately track
their evolution, one must follow them from very early times, when Eq. (2.27) applies deep inside the
horizon during inflation. Before horizon crossing, p  aH and ωp2 > 0. The amount of growth is
correlated with the amount of time that each mode has spent outside the horizon. Hence, for the
imaginary ωp and very weak coupling to the inflaton, the corresponding phase space distribution is
expected to be heavily red-tilted.
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Figure 3: Phase space distribution of a gravitationally excited scalar field (σ = 0) evaluated at a/aend = 120
for a range of DM masses, coded by color. The dashed black curve corresponds to the numerical integration
of the Boltzmann equation (2.8), which is valid for q > 1.

Particle production for small couplings (σ/λ ≤ 1)

3

In this section, we describe in detail the production of scalar DM for weak inflaton-DM couplings,
namely σ/λ ≤ 1. We begin by describing the production of χ particles in the absence of direct
coupling with φ, and quantify the enhancement of infrared modes due to their de Sitter growth.
We then show how this growth is suppressed as the coupling σ is increased until we reach maximal
interference between direct and gravitationally mediated production at σ ' λ.
3.1

Purely gravitational production

We first consider the dark matter production in the limit σ → 0, i.e., pure gravitational production.9
As discussed in the previous section, in this regime the tachyonic excitation of the χ modes will be
present during inflation. Hence, to numerically solve the equation of motion (2.25) with the BunchDavies initial conditions (2.27), one must track the evolution of the corresponding mode starting
with times τ0 when it is deep inside the horizon. Therefore, we solve the equation of motion for
Xp together with the inflaton equation of motion (1.3) with the initial condition φini > φend . For a
given numerical infrared (IR) cutoff in the computation of DM phase space distribution, we choose
(φini , φ̇ini ) such that the IR scale is well inside the horizon, and that these initial conditions lie in
the inflationary attractor in the field-velocity phase portrait (see e.g. [64]).10 In addition, unlike the
previous work of [60, 65], we focus only on the excitation of light scalar fields, mχ  mφ , and use
the inflaton potential (1.2).
The resulting shape of the gravitationally sourced PSD of χ is shown in Fig. 3 for a selection
of scalar bare masses evaluated at a/aend = 120. To determine the importance of superhorizon
9

For a recent review on gravitational particle production, see [63].
Throughout this work we refer to the domains with q  1 and q  1 as the infrared and ultraviolet regimes of
the PSD, respectively.
10
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Figure 4: Phase space distribution of a gravitationally excited scalar field of mass mχ = 10−2 Hend . Left:
distribution as a function of the comoving momentum for the selected values of the scale factor a/aend during
reheating. For small values of a/aend , the distribution is cut below the instantaneous horizon scale if ωp2 < 0.
Right: distribution as a function of the scale factor for a selected value of the comoving momentum, q = 0.002.

modes at the end of inflation, we use Eq. (2.36) and choose the masses relative to the value of the
Hubble parameter at the end of inflation, Hend ' 0.4 mφ ' 6.3 × 1012 GeV. From the definition of
q (1.20), we see that the modes that were outside the horizon at the end of inflation correspond to
q . 0.4 and the modes with q > 1 are produced after the end of inflation. We also observe that
for the modes that were outside the horizon at the beginning of reheating, the tachyonic nature
of the effective frequency during inflation leads to a red-tilted distribution. For mχ  Hend and
q  1, this tilt corresponds to fχ ∝ q −3 , in accordance with the growth of a light scalar field
minimally coupled to gravity during a de Sitter phase [66]. Therefore, the corresponding number
density diverges logarithmically in the IR in the absence of a cutoff scale. It is only for mχ & mφ
that the distribution becomes blue-tilted for q < 1 [65].
In the ultraviolet (UV) regime, the distribution has the behavior expected from the perturbative
computation in Section 2.1 for mχ  Hend . Namely, the distribution falls as fχ ∝ q −9/2 and becomes
sharply suppressed at q = a/aend . For comparison, the numerical integration of the Boltzmann
equation (2.8) is shown as the dashed black curve. Since in this regime, β ' 1 and fχ  1,
this dashed curve is indistinguishable from the analytical approximation (2.13) with the transition
amplitude (A.15), except for some oscillations for q ∼ O(1), which appear during the transition
from inflation to reheating. We note that the “field-picture” (solid curves) and the “fluid-picture”
(dashed black curve) only agree for q & 2. The IR modes are not accounted for in the perturbative
computation of Section 2.1, as there it is assumed that the scalar field modes are excited only after
the end of inflation. Hence, we impose the cutoff at q = 1 in Eq. (2.13) and show it in Fig. 3.
The left panel of Fig. 4 shows the PSD for pure gravitational production, with mχ = 10−2 Hend ,
as a function of the growing scale factor during reheating. We observe that the hard cutoff of the
perturbative approximation (2.13) at q = a/aend becomes a better fit to the numerical distribution as
the value of a increases. The right panel shows the evolution of the PSD for the smallest comoving
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momentum in the left panel, q = 0.002, as a function of the scale factor a. It shows how the
distribution relaxes to its final value as reheating proceeds. This relaxation is oscillatory, massdependent, and asymptotes to a final value well after the end of inflation.
The de Sitter growth of the IR modes of the PSD leads to a logarithmically-divergent comoving
number density as q → 0. This divergence of nχ requires a natural IR cutoff scale. As argued in [65–
68], this scale can be identified with the present comoving scale, p0 = a0 H0 , under the assumption
that inflation began when this scale was still inside the horizon. Modes with smaller wavenumbers are
outside our cosmological horizon and hence must be counted as part of the homogeneous background.
In terms of the re-scaled comoving wavenumber, this cutoff can be expressed as


a0
H0
.
(3.1)
q0 =
mφ aend
Following the standard computation [48–50] and assuming entropy conservation after the end of
reheating, we can equivalently write
!1/2
 1/4  1/3
90
11
Hend MP
H0 1
1/12
q0 =
,
(3.2)
greh
2
2
π
43
T0 Rrad
mφ
where Rrad denotes the so-called reheating parameter defined in Eq. (2.19). In terms of the IR cutoff
q0 , the dark matter relic abundance can be parametrized as
m χ nχ
ρc



Z ∞
mχ
Hend H0
1
1
=
dq q 2 fχ (q, t) ,
Hend 2π 2 q0
3q03
MP2

Ωχ '

(3.3)

where we assumed that the produced light scalars are non-relativistic at the present time.11 Computationally, it is not necessary to numerically solve the system of Friedmann-Boltzmann equations (1.14)-(1.16) together with the mode equation (2.25) until the end of reheating. On the one
hand, the UV (q ≥ 1) contribution to the integral (3.3) is rapidly saturated near the beginning of
R a/a
reheating, as 1 end dq q 2 fχ ∝ 1 − (a/aend )−3/2 . In practice, accounting for the UV cascade up to
a/aend ' 40 is sufficient to obtain a sub-percent accurate result. On the other hand, as we have discussed above, in the IR the PSD relaxes to its final value upon horizon re-entry. For a given q  1,
the convergence to the asymptotic distribution becomes slower as the mass of χ decreases, and requires running the numerical integrator to later times during reheating, which in turn leads to a loss
of precision. For this reason, we compute the relic abundances down to masses mχ = 10−3 Hend , and
we extrapolate our results to lower values.
With the previously mentioned caveats taken into account, the numerical integration for Ωχ
produces Fig. 5. We note that for all cases the relic abundance is a growing, approximately linear
function of the reheating temperature. Additionally, when mχ  Hend , a universal massless limit is
reached [65], given by


Treh
2
Ωχ h ' 0.12
.
(3.4)
34 GeV
11

For the considered mass range the difference between the fully numerical evaluation of energy density and nonrelativistic matter approximation ρχ ' mχ nχ is smaller than 0.5%. We further justify this approximation below by
computing the corresponding matter power spectrum free-streaming scale.
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Figure 5: Relic abundance of gravitationally produced scalar dark matter. The scalar mass range is the
same as that in Fig. 3. The vertical and horizontal lines intersect at Ωχ h2 = 0.12 and Treh = 34 GeV, and
gravitationally produced scalar dark matter is ruled out for Treh & 34 GeV.

For small masses, the increased tachyonic growth of fluctuations at low momentum is compensated
exactly by the decrease in the energy density of these very cold modes. We conclude that for light
scalar fields, the absence of a direct coupling to other fields (in particular to φ) or the curvature R
is therefore ruled out if Treh & 34 GeV.12
3.2

Weak inflaton coupling

We now discuss the inflaton-DM coupling, focusing on the weak coupling regime, with 0 < σ ≤ λ.
In this case, the IR modes dominantly contribute to the DM relic abundance, similar to the purely
gravitational dark matter production with σ = 0. We can justify this schematically by recalling the
relation between the averaged kinetic and potential energies of the inflaton over oscillations during
reheating [36, 38],
hφ̇2 i ' hφV 0 (φ)i .
(3.5)
If we evaluate the averaged Ricci scalar contribution (2.35) and assume the opposite relative phases
between φ̇2 and V (φ) in Eq. (2.35), we can express the effective angular frequency as
ωp2 ' p2 + a2 m2χ + (σ − λ)a2 φ2 .

(3.6)

Therefore, the effective frequency will become negative for the light scalar dark matter if σ < λ.
For this reason, as mentioned previously, we track the evolution of the mode functions Xp during
inflation. We point out that this argument qualitatively recovers the pure gravity-σ interference
present in the perturbative computation, discussed above and in more detail in Section 2.1 and
Appendix A.
12

This statement is true as long as additional couplings are sufficiently small and do not affect the dark matter phase
space distribution and conserve the dark matter number density.
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Figure 6: Phase space distribution of an excited scalar field with bare mass mχ = 10−2 Hend evaluated at
a/aend = 120, for a selection of inflaton-DM couplings σ/λ < 1, coded by color. The dashed black curve
corresponds to the numerical integration of the Boltzmann equation (2.8) for the ratio σ/λ = 10−1/4 .

Fig. 6 shows the phase space distribution fχ (q, t) at a/aend = 120 for selected values of σ/λ ≤
1 with mχ = 10−2 Hend . The purple line corresponds to the phase space distribution of purely
gravitational production (in Fig. 3 it is shown by the yellow line). In all cases the convergence
of the comoving number density for q > 1 modes is rapid, and the value of nχ (a/aend )3 can be
assumed to be saturated for a/aend & 40. This is a consequence of the fact that for most curves,
the fχ ∝ q −9/2 perturbative trend at q > 1 is present. In particular, the dashed black curve shows
the result of the numerically integrated Boltzmann equation (2.8) for σ/λ = 10−1/4 with the DM
production amplitude (A.15). Similar to the σ = 0 case, the analytical approximation (2.13) is
a good approximation for the solid and dashed curves with q > 2; when σ/λ < 1, the bosonic
enhancement and the kinematic blocking effects can be ignored, and fχ ' fχc . Although not shown
explicitly in the plot, the same is true for all the curves with a smaller coupling. We now proceed to
analyze the results from Fig. 6 by addressing the differences between the various regimes of couplings
σ/λ and discuss the associated dark matter production.
Soft interference (σ/λ . 10−2 ) For the parameters in this range shown in Fig. 6, the phase
space distribution for non-vanishing inflaton-DM coupling is essentially indistinguishable from the
gravity-mediated scenario. For such couplings, the PSD has a red tilt that is almost as steep as for
the purely gravitational case. This renders the distribution convergent, although the IR sensitivity
is still present due to the smallness of the cutoff scale q0 .
Mild interference (10−2 . σ/λ < 1) For such couplings, the PSD becomes clearly distinguishable
from the gravity-mediated scenario. The red tilt of the distribution in the IR is visibly suppressed,
due to the increased effective mass of χ during inflation, c.f. (2.34). The sensitivity of the comoving
number density (1.23) to the IR cutoff becomes milder as the coupling increases. As we show in
more detail below, when σ/λ & 10−1/2 , the integral (3.3) becomes completely insensitive to the
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present-horizon cutoff q0 , and instead the bulk of the contribution to nχ comes from modes excited
around the end of inflation, with q ∼ O(10−1 − 1).
Strong interference (σ/λ ' 1) The sole exception to the fχ ∝ q −9/2 trend at q > 1 in Fig. 6
occurs when σ ' λ. The non-perturbative numerical results show an fχ ∝ q −15/2 behavior in the
UV region with a clear peak at q ∼ 0.3, corresponding to dominant particle production near the end
of inflation. For this case, the perturbative analysis predicts an amplitude squared in Eq. (A.15)
that reaches a minimum for a coupling ratio very close to unity σ/λ ' 1. This regime corresponds
to the maximal destructive interference between the gravitational and direct DM-inflaton coupling
and would result in a minimal, yet not vanishing, dark matter production rate. Accounting for the
effective mass term meff in (2.11) results in fχ ∼ q −21/2 , which does not match the PSD shown in
the figure. This difference arises because in the Boltzmann approach the effective dark matter mass
is overestimated by treating the inflaton field as an envelope and neglecting fast oscillations around
the minimum of its potential. On the other hand, the non-perturbative shape of the PSD shown in
Fig. 6 is obtained by correctly taking into account the inflaton oscillation and the phase differences
between the σφ2 and the R/6 terms in the effective frequency of χ (2.34).
3.3

Dark matter abundance

We summarize the results of this section and calculate the dark matter relic abundance for purely
gravitational production and production with small couplings σ . λ. For σ/λ ≤ 1, we use Eq. (3.3)
to determine numerically the DM closure fraction. If σ/λ  1, the relic abundance depends on the
reheating temperature through the horizon-scale cutoff, as well as the factor of q0−3 . On the other
hand, if σ/λ & 10−1/2 , Ωχ depends on Treh through q0−3 only, and therefore, Ωχ ∝ mχ Treh . If we
set the density parameter to its observed value, Ωχ h2 ' 0.12, this constraint leads to a functional
dependence of the reheating temperature and the scalar field mass. In general, we have found that
one can parametrize this dependence as a power law


 m γ
Treh
χ
' τ
.
(3.7)
1 GeV
1 GeV
This result is illustrated in Fig. 7 for a selection of inflaton-DM couplings. To ensure that the
numerical results are accurate, we have constructed this plot based on our numerical results down
to mχ = 10−3 Hend and extrapolated to smaller values of mχ . We work in the perturbative reheating
regime, for which it is necessary to satisfy the bound Treh < mφ . We note that for 0 ≤ σ/λ ≤ 1, we
cover the −1 ≤ γ ≤ 0 spectrum of possible powers in the parameter equation (3.7). The numerical
values obtained from our phenomenological fit for the parameters γ and τ are shown in Fig. 8.
Therein we note that for σ/λ & 10−1/2 , we have Ωχ ∝ Treh mχ , supporting the statement made
above. We mention that the limit γ → −1 implies that the final comoving number density does
not depend on the present-scale horizon cutoff q0 , and also that nχ is independent of the mass
mχ as long as mχ  mφ . Therefore, for σ/λ & 10−1/2 , the limit mχ → 0 may be used in the
analytical/numerical computation of the PSD during reheating.
Saturating the DM relic abundance constraint, with Treh (and therefore q0 ) fixed through Eqs.
(3.2)-(3.3) as a function of the mass, we determine the value of the comoving number density for
each coupling. Our results are summarized in Fig. 9. The non-perturbative values for nχ computed
using the spectral method presented in Section 2.2, labeled as “Hartree”, are shown as the solid
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Figure 7: Parameter space for light scalar dark matter (mχ < mφ ) with a weak coupling to the inflaton,
σ/λ ≤ 1. Each line corresponds to the observed dark matter abundance Ωχ h2 = 0.12. The gray shaded
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1010

−0.6
106

−0.8
−1.0

102
10−3

10−2

10−1

1

σ/λ

10−3

10−2

10−1

1

σ/λ

Figure 8: Fit parameters γ and τ for Eq. (3.7) as a function of the ratio σ/λ.

curves. We show the number density for mχ /Hend = 10−2 (black curve) and mχ /Hend = 10−1 (gray
curve). As expected, for smaller masses the present value of the comoving number density is larger,
an enhancement that is compensated by the factor of mχ in the expression for the density parameter
Ωχ (3.3). For σ/λ ≤ 1, the comoving nχ is maximal for pure gravitational production due to the
enhancement of the superhorizon modes. For couplings σ/λ & 10−1/2 , we observe that the mass
dependence vanishes, and the black and gray curves converge. We also note the expected particle
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approximations. For σ/λ . 10−1/2 , the comoving number density depends on the scalar mass. In this regime
the solid black (gray) line is evaluated for mχ /Hend = 10−2 (mχ /Hend = 10−1 ) at the corresponding reheating
temperature which saturates the dark matter relic abundance. For the Boltzmann approximation, we show
the “classical” (dash-dotted red) and full solutions (dash-dotted dark red), given by Eqs. (2.8) and (2.6),
respectively.

production minimum, located near (but not exactly at) σ ∼ λ. Numerically, we find this minimum
at σ/λ ' 0.87 with nχ (a/aend )3 ' 10−20 .
In the same Fig. 9, we show the comoving number density of χ that was calculated using the
“classical” Boltzmann approximation (2.8) (dash-dotted red curve) and the full Boltzmann solution (2.6) (dash-dotted dark red curve). For the range of couplings considered in this section, we
note that the classical approximation drastically underestimates the amount of produced particles
due to the absence of a contribution from the IR modes. We also observe a strong suppression of
the dark matter production rate at σ ' λ, well below the non-perturbative value.

4

Particle production for large couplings (σ/λ > 1)

We now turn to study the production of light scalar dark matter during reheating in the large
coupling regime, σ ≥ λ. Here it is convenient to split the discussion into two cases. First, we begin
by addressing the DM production in the absence of backreaction effects. The fraction of energy
transferred from the inflaton condensate into the χ quanta is below the percent level compared to
ρχ , and therefore one can assume that neither the equation of motion for φ nor the Hubble parameter
H is significantly affected by this particle production channel. Second, we address the production
of χ particles in the presence of backreaction. In this regime, the formalism presented in Section 2.2
is proven to be insufficient, and we resort to the use of lattice codes to address the effect of strong
DM production on the evolution and destruction of the inflaton condensate.
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inflaton-DM couplings σ/λ > 1 in the Hartree approximation.

4.1

No backreaction (1 < σ/λ . 5 × 103 )

The production of light scalar DM in the “intermediate” regime of couplings, which are significantly
large so that the gravitational effects can be ignored, but sufficiently small to avoid the backreaction
effects, is arguably the simplest range to study. In this case, the scalar field χ can be treated as a
spectator field, and the equations of motion (1.3), (1.4), and (2.25) are sufficient to determine the
evolution of the PSD and hence the comoving number density of χ. Moreover, as it was argued
previously in Section 3.2, and shown explicitly in Fig. 9, for these couplings, the comoving number
spectrum q 2 fχ (q) is blue-tilted for q < 1 and leads to an mχ -independent comoving number density
for mχ  mφ . This simplifies the integration of the equations of motion, as one can simply neglect the
bare mass of χ during reheating. Finally, as we demonstrate below, the relative absence of particle
production during inflation suggests that the perturbative Boltzmann approximation provides an
adequate approximation for both the PSD and the relic abundance of χ. Numerically, we find that
the backreaction effects can be ignored for σ/λ . 5 × 103 . At this limiting value, ρχ comprises at
most 10% of the total energy budget of the universe during reheating, and the PSD computed in the
spectator approximation and the Hartree approximation (see the next subsection) are practically
indistinguishable.
Using the non-perturbative formalism of Section 2.2, we show in Fig. 10 the result of the numerical
integration of the phase space distribution fχ (q, t) within the no backreaction regime for a selection
of inflaton-DM couplings evaluated at a/aend = 120. For all cases, the IR domain of the spectrum
is blue-tilted, leading to a convergent value of nχ . In the UV, for q  1, we immediately recognize
the perturbative Boltzmann tail, with fχ ∼ q −9/2 . We also note that the relative amplitudes of the
tails follow the perturbative prediction, growing with the square of the coupling σ. Also, in all cases
the predicted sharp drop at q = a/aend can be explicitly observed. However, it must be emphasized
that outside of the far UV regime, the amplitude of the PSD does not follow the trend predicted
by Eq. (2.13). For example, in the IR we note that the amplitude of the spectrum does not grow
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monotonically with σ, and as the coupling increases, the PSD peak amplitude grows faster than
the amplitude of the UV tail. These effects are a manifestation of the resonant growth of the χ
fluctuations.
We now briefly review some important aspects of preheating. For σ > λ we can neglect the
gravitational dark matter production arising from the R/6 term and the bare mass term mχ in
the effective mass (2.34). Therefore, we can apply the usual Floquet analysis used for the broad
parametric resonance [53, 69, 70]. We rewrite the equation of motion of the inflaton in Fourier
space (2.21) as
ẍp (t) + ω̄p2 xp (t) = 0 ,
(4.1)
where here we use cosmic time with the field redefinition xp (t) = a3/2 (t)χp (t), and the angular
frequency is given by ω̄p2 ' p2 /a2 + σφ(t)2 , not to be confused with ωp defined in (2.26). Since
the early universe is dominated by coherent inflaton oscillations about a quadratic minimum, with
φ(t) = φ0 (t) · cos(mφ t), we can rewrite the mode equation (4.1) as a well-known Mathieu equation
d2 xp
+ (Ap − 2 κ cos 2z)xp = 0 ,
dz 2

(4.2)

where we introduced the variables
z = mφ t +

π
,
2

Ap =

p2
+ 2κ,
m2φ a2

κ =

σφ20
.
4m2φ

(4.3)

Here the quantity κ is known as the resonance parameter. The properties of the Mathieu equation
are characterized by the Mathieu stability/instability chart, which can be found in [36]. When
the resonance parameter is significantly large, κ  1, the non-perturbative particle production
is primarily characterized by the broad parametric resonance. In this case, Ap > 2κ, and the
dominant particle production occurs when the mode solutions xp cross the unstable Mathieu bands
and begin growing exponentially. In the exponentially unstable regions, the mode solutions grow as
xp ∝ exp(µp z) [53], and the characteristic exponent typically has the values 0 . µp . 0.28 [71]. The
particle occupation number in the exponentially unstable regions grows as np (t) ∼ |xp |2 ∼ exp(2µp z).
Importantly, the total band number increases with the value of the resonance parameter κ, and
for the fastest growing modes with zero momentum, the band number is approximately given by
√
p
nband ' Ap ' 2κ. When the mode xp finally crosses the first instability band the parametric
resonance and the explosive particle production stops. A more detailed discussion on the Floquet
analysis is presented in Appendix A of [36].
An increase in the effective coupling σ/λ corresponds to an increase in the resonance parameter
κ. In Fig. 10, the main features of the parametric growth can be identified in the form of the PSDs
shown there. The larger the coupling, the higher the maximum of the distribution, correlated with
the mode function crossing over several, wide resonance bands. The modes that are most enhanced
correspond to the IR modes, populated at the early stages of reheating. In contrast, the UV modes
do not experience exponential growth, and for them, the distribution follows the perturbative result.
Finally, at the evaluation time corresponding to a/aend , the resonance has already shut down, and
the PSD is effectively frozen for q < 120. Modes with a larger comoving momentum continue to be
populated perturbatively until the end of reheating.
When the resonance parameter κ is very large, the field quantum fluctuations become significant,
and the mode-mode couplings and non-linear effects can no longer be ignored. In such a case,
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the inflaton condensate gets fragmented into gradients. Therefore, we need to take into account
the rescattering of the produced dark matter χ into φ, which leads to the fragmented inflaton
particle production and the scattering between the χ and φ particles. The backreaction regime
with very large values of κ can be treated in the simplest way using the Hartree approximation.
However, such a simple picture is not always sufficient. From the Fourier analysis perspective, this
could be understood in terms of mode-mode couplings between the inflaton fluctuations and scalar
dark matter. To get around these issues, it is convenient to assume that these quantum fields
behave as classical fields and solve a classical system of equations on a spatial lattice. As mentioned
before, the backreaction effects become important when ρχ becomes larger than around 10% of
the total energy density of the universe during reheating [34, 72]. Therefore, in this work, we use
CosmoLattice [73, 74] to calculate the PSDs and number densities in the backreaction regime. We
discuss it in detail in the next subsection.
Fig. 11 shows a more detailed comparison between the perturbative and non-perturbative predictions for the phase space distribution of χ. The left panel corresponds to the PSD generated
during reheating with the coupling ratio σ/λ = 10. The continuous curve corresponds to the nonperturbative calculation, labeled as “Hartree”, and shown also in Fig. 10. The dashed red curve
corresponds to the numerical solution of the Boltzmann equation in the absence of bosonic and
kinematic effects, i.e., the solution to Eq. (2.8) with meff = 0. We note that this approximation is in
good agreement with the “exact” solution for q & 3. However, for smaller values of q, this approximation overestimates the non-perturbative solution by up to an order of magnitude at q = 1. This is
partly due to the effect of the initial Hubble friction, which leads to suppression in the rate of nonperturbative χ production (c.f. Eq. (2.36)). The most important effect of this difference arises from
the kinematic suppression during the first couple of oscillations. When σ/λ = 10, m2eff /m2φ ' 3.5
at a = aend , decreasing below unity before the completion of the first φ oscillation. Therefore, the
kinematic suppression factor β is less than unity after the decay becomes kinematically allowed. We
show in Fig. 11 the solution to the Boltzmann equation in the absence of the bosonic enhancement
but including this kinematic suppression (dotted blue line). We note that this curve approximates
the distribution better throughout the range q ≥ 1. Also, this approximation extends into the IR
regime due to the reduced value of the momentum for β < 1 in (2.8). However, the blue tilt of the
black curve is not matched, and instead, the distribution is flat.
The solution to the Boltzmann equation, which includes both the enhancement and kinematic
effects, is shown in Fig. 11 as the dash-dotted purple curve. In the left panel, we note that this curve
is also a good fit to the non-perturbative result for q ≥ 1, albeit the peak of the PSD is slightly
overestimated. However, we observe that for q < 1 the distribution grows rapidly toward the IR.
The mathematical reason for this is the interplay between the kinematic suppression and the bosonic
growth: fχc in Eq. (2.8) contains a factor of β −2 , which upon substitution into Eq. (2.6) results
in the unbounded enhancement of deep IR modes. To suppress this effect in the computation of
number densities, in what follows we impose the condition q ≥ 1 for the Boltzmann PSDs.
The right panel of Fig. 11 corresponds to the PSD of χ with a coupling σ/λ = 107/2 . Such a
coupling is close to the backreaction regime, but the Hartree approximation leads to the correct PSD
and relic abundance. Similar to the left panel, the solution for fχc without the kinematic suppression
simply behaves as a power law with exponent −9/2, adequately matching the post-resonance tail,
but in this case, underestimating the distribution for the resonantly-enhanced modes with q . 30.
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Figure 11: Comparison of the phase space distribution between the Hartree approximation (solid black)
and the solution to the Boltzmann equation at different degrees of approximation, evaluated at a/aend =
120. We show the numerical solution of (2.8) with β = 1 (dashed red), β 6= 1 (dotted blue), and the full
numerical solution of (2.4) (dash-dotted purple). In the right panel, we include the PSD obtained from a
lattice computation down to fχ ' 0.1 (green curve).

Including only the kinematic suppression leads to the dotted blue curve, which corresponds to a
flat spectrum for q . 10, and it underestimates the distribution even more severely. On the other
hand, the full Boltzmann solution with fχ , which contains the bosonic enhancement effect, is shown
to vastly overestimate the distribution. Only for q & 20 is this approximation close to behaving
as the envelope of the non-perturbative solution. We conclude that as the coupling σ increases,
the perturbative Boltzmann solution in either of the successive degrees of approximation provides a
poor approximation to the non-perturbative PSD of χ. In the same panel, we also observe the PSD
obtained from the classical lattice computation (green curve), described in the following subsection.
The failure of the Boltzmann approximation can also be observed in Fig. 9. The range explored
in this section corresponds roughly to the non-shaded area with σ/λ > 1. We note that, compared
to the black Hartree curve, the fχc Boltzmann approximation gives the correct number density only
for a discrete set of couplings. Note that in the plot this perturbative approximation does not
match the non-perturbative trend followed by nχ as a function of σ/λ. On the other hand, the full
perturbative result, fχ , which contains the kinematic and bosonic effects, accurately predicts the
value of the comoving number density in the range 101/2 . σ/λ . 103/2 . Below this range, nχ is
underestimated, while above this range nχ is severely overestimated. This is consistent with our
previous discussion of Fig. 11.
For the Hartree approximation, in Fig. 9 we observe a monotonically growing trend for couplings
between σ/λ = 1 and σ/λ . 150. For these inflaton-DM coupling strengths, the bulk of the DM relic
abundance is produced after the first few oscillations of the inflaton field, with χ crossing a small
number of resonance bands (typically one). For larger σ, the global trend is still that of a growing
nχ (a/aend )3 , but the local trend is not monotonic. As discussed in [36] in the context of the energy
density of χ, we observe the appearance of localized peaks. These peaks correspond to comoving
number densities that are saturated at later times, a/aend & 10. The reason for it is that for large
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values of the coupling, the mode functions of χ can cross a larger number of (broad) instability
bands as the resonance builds up. However, the parametric resonance is a quasi-stochastic process,
which is mapped into a quasi-random steepness of the exponential growth of nχ with the coupling
σ.
We next discuss briefly the effects of instantaneous preheating. During the first oscillation of the
inflaton field φ, the production of dark matter particles χ is strongly suppressed. However, when
the coupling ratio is large, σ/λ  1, the resonant dark matter production overcomes the Hubble
damping, and one can readily estimate the occupation number for each mode xp


π(p2 + m2eff )
np ' exp −
,
(4.4)
|ṁeff |
after the first time when the field φ crosses the origin of the potential [75, 76]. One can show that the
produced energy density scales as ρχ ∝ σ 5/4 , and the large values of the ratio σ/λ lead to a strongly
enhanced production of ρχ during the first few oscillations [36]. The maximum energy density in
χ can in fact be reasonably well approximated by accounting only for the first zero-crossing of the
inflaton up to σ/λ ∼ O(102 ). On the other hand, the same cannot be said about the comoving
number density. For all couplings, as we have mentioned above, saturation of nχ a3 requires the
accumulation of growth over several oscillations. The difference in behavior is owed to the fact that
the energy density of light χ redshifts as a−4 , and thus any growth subsequent to the first instance of
φ = 0 is very efficiently diluted by expansion. Only in the presence of strong, broad resonance, the
instantaneous preheating approximation fails, and a fully numerical computation of the maximum of
ρχ is necessary. The effect of the resonance becomes more important until the backreaction regime
is reached, which occurs around σ/λ & 5 × 103 . We now proceed to explore DM production in this
range of couplings.
4.2

Backreaction regime (σ/λ > 5 × 103 )

If the inflaton-DM coupling is above the σ/λ ' 5 × 103 threshold, backreaction effects need to be
taken into account since the effect of particle production on the background dynamics cannot be
ignored. At the lowest order, this can be accounted by including the contribution of ρχ to the
expansion rate of the universe,
ρφ + ρχ = 3H 2 MP2 ,
(4.5)
and considering the effect of the growth of the fluctuations of χ in the homogeneous equation of
motion of the inflaton,
φ̈ + 3H φ̇ + Vφ + σhχ2 iφ = 0 ,
(4.6)
where [36, 77]
1
hχ i =
(2π)3 a2
2

Z



1
2
d p |Xp | −
.
2ωp
3

(4.7)

This approximation, which ignores the mode-mode coupling of the inflaton perturbations with the
momentum modes of χ, is known as the Hartree approximation [53]. The comoving spectra shown as
the continuous curves in Figs. 10 and 11 are computed using the Hartree formalism. For all couplings
shown in the figures, the Hartree approximation accurately provides the late-time χ distribution.
The inflaton field is mostly homogeneous, and hence perturbative particle production described by
the decay of the φ condensate eventually populates the Boltzmann tail of the PSD.
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Fig. 9 shows the comoving number density of DM using the Hartree approximation in the backreaction regime as the solid black curve. We observe that in this region, the effects of the broad
resonance results in the presence of quasi-stochastic features, which depend on how many resonance
bands were crossed during reheating. We also note that above σ/λ = 104 , the DM number density
appears to be saturated, as already identified in Ref. [77]. This maximum density may be estimated
by noting that this quantity cannot exceed the inflaton comoving number density at the end of
inflation, which is nφ (aend ) ' ρend /mφ ' 3.2 × 10−6 MP3 . This number is in good agreement with
the observed plateau in nχ .
Up to σ/λ . 5×103 , the Hartree approximation accurately describes the evolution of the inflatonDM system throughout the duration of reheating. However, for larger values of σ, the resonance
parameter κ defined in Eq. (4.3) can become very large and non-linear effects can no longer be
ignored. The Hartree approximation only correctly accounts for the production of χ in the early
stages of preheating. In the later stages of preheating, the inflaton condensate gets fragmented into
gradients. Therefore, we need to take into account the rescattering of the produced dark matter χ
into φ, which leads to the fragmented inflaton particle production and the scattering between the χ
and φ particles.
In the Fourier formalism of Section 2.2, accounting for these effects would result in mode-mode
couplings that lead to a set of non-linear quantum-operator equations. Nevertheless, as it is clear
from Fig. 10, for sufficiently large couplings the occupation number of the momentum modes np  1.
If this is the case, the quantum fields can be treated as classical fields, and the inflaton-DM dynamics
is amenable to be studied via the solution of the non-linear classical equations of motion
∇2 φ
+ V,φ (φ, χ) = 0 ,
a2
∇2 χ
χ̈ + 3H χ̇ − 2 + V,χ (φ, χ) = 0 ,
a
φ̈ + 3H φ̇ −

(4.8)
(4.9)

together with the Friedmann equation (4.5). Non-spectral methods, which involve finite-difference
techniques on a spatial lattice are particularly favored. To study scalar DM production in the strong
backreaction regime, we use the lattice numerical code CosmoLattice v1.0 [73, 74]. We favor this
code for its ease of use, in particular, to set up the system (4.8)-(4.9) for arbitrary potentials and
initial conditions, and the ease to extract the PSDs for both fields. However, it must be mentioned
that this code is not complete due to the absence of metric fluctuations, which can be excited by
the parametric resonance [71, 78–82], and the lack of dissipative effects [34, 35]. In the following
discussion, we present our numerical results for the background energy density and for the DM phase
space distribution.
Energy density. As we have mentioned above, the inflaton field loses its coherence in the presence
of rescattering. Following the treatment presented in Ref. [36], one can estimate the energy density
of φ in the form of a spatially homogeneous condensate ρφ,condensate by evaluating the quantity
ρφ,condensate ≡

1 ¯2
φ̇ + V (φ̄) ,
2

(4.10)

¯
where φ̄ and φ̇ are the spatial average of the field and its time derivative over the lattice volume,
respectively. The energy density fraction of φ in the form of particles can be estimated as the remaining contribution to the φ energy density, given by ρφ,particle ≡ ρφ − ρφ,condensate . We show in
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Figure 12: Energy density and oscillation-averaged equation of state parameter hwi as a function of the scale
factor for a selection of couplings 3 × 103 < σ/λ < 4 × 105 obtained from CosmoLattice. The quantities ρφ
(dashed black) and ρχ (dark red) are the instantaneous inflaton and DM energy density, respectively. The
quantities hρφ,condensate i (blue) and hρφ,particle i (orange) represent the condensate and particle contribution to
the inflaton energy density, respectively, while hρφ i (green) corresponds to the sum of these two contributions.
These quantities are defined in Sec. 4.2.

Fig. 12 the corresponding oscillation-averaged quantities hρφ,condensate i, hρφ,particle i, and hρφ i determined from lattice simulations as well as the instantaneous ρφ,χ energy densities in addition to the
total oscillation-averaged equation of state (EOS) parameter13
Z a+∆a
1
w(ã) dã ,
(4.11)
hw(a)i ≡
∆a a
where ∆a is the time interval between the two successive zero-crossings of the field value. From
Fig. 12, one can immediately see that for couplings as small as σ/λ = 3 × 103 , the produced dark
matter density is insufficient to trigger a significant disruption of the condensate as the contribution
hρφ,particle i to hρφ i is practically negligible. For such a coupling, the averaged EOS parameter remains
13

The equation of state parameter w is defined as being the total background pressure devided by the total energy
density.
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unaffected and close to hwi ' 0, as expected in the weak coupling regime. For a coupling σ/λ = 104 ,
at around a/aend ' 10 − 15, the produced dark matter density becomes sufficient to alter the
dynamics of the inflaton and to disrupt partially the condensate as the contribution hρφ,condensate i
becomes subdominant compared to hρφ,particle i. For such couplings, the EOS parameter slightly
differs from hwi ' 0 as the contribution from the relativistic dark matter particles to the expansion
rate of the universe becomes non-negligible, and the inflaton fragments. For large couplings such as
σ/λ = 4 × 104 , after a/aend & 10 − 15, a rapid dark matter production fragments the condensate
efficiently, and the universe becomes dominated by an admixture of relativistic dark matter particles
and a particle-like inflaton component, which causes the EOS parameter to reach the values of
hwi ' 0.4 before relaxing to a pressureless value as the expansion proceeds. As the coupling is
pushed towards larger values σ/λ = 4 × 105 , a state of quasi-equilibrium is reached and the total
produced dark matter density is saturated.
Phase space distribution. Below σ/λ ' 5×103 , the lattice code reproduces the PSD for the dark
matter particle for sufficiently large occupation numbers. As an example, the right panel of Fig. 11
compares the Hartree distribution for σ/λ = 107/2 (black) with the lattice PSD (green). For q . 20,
both curves are very similar to each other, including the peaked features due to the resonant jumps
in the production of particles for q & 2. One visible difference is a smoother distribution maximum in
the lattice case. However, the most important difference is the absence of the Boltzmann tail for the
lattice distribution. It can be seen from the figure how all five estimates to fχ approximately converge
at q ' 20. For larger values of q, the kinematic blocking and bosonic enhancement effects can be
disregarded. Since in this case the PSD is fχ  1, the lattice approximation cannot be expected
to be reliable. What we obtain as an output from the lattice code is an unphysical, growing UV
distribution, which we have therefore cut out from the figure. As the φ field can be verified to
maintain its homogeneity, for q & 20 the Boltzmann result is expected to accurately describe the
population of the dark matter UV modes.
On the other hand, for σ/λ & 5 × 103 , the inflaton loses its spatial homogeneity, and its PSD
widens away from its initial Dirac delta form (1.24). To better visualize the effect of the backreaction
on the evolution of the PSD of χ, we show a series of snapshots of fχ for a sequence of scale factor
values a/aend in the left panels of Fig. 13. The right panels show the growth of the comoving number
density as a function of a/aend in the Hartree (solid black) and the lattice (solid gray) approximations.
The first row corresponds to σ/λ = 104 . For this relatively low value of the coupling, as it is near
the backreaction limit in Fig. 9, the main effects of the rescattering can already be observed. At
early times, a/aend . 13, the growth of the distribution of nχ agrees with the Hartree result. The
number density goes through several stages of exponential growth, and the last exponential growth
occurs around a/aend ' 10 and boosts the number density by about five orders of magnitude.
After this sudden growth, the energy density peaks at ρχ /ρφ ' 0.4, which affects the expansion
rate H. Most importantly, it also affects the dynamics of the inflaton through the backward process
χχ → φφ. This depletes the condensate in favor of free χ and φ particles, as shown in Fig. 12.
The energy exchange erases the resonance peaks of the distribution, and a rapid transfer of energy
toward the UV modes is observed. For q . 30, the spectrum evolves toward having only two
plateau-like regions, with fχ ∼ q −3/2 , separated by a step-like feature, indicative of Kolmogorov-like
turbulence [83, 84]. This turbulent plateau propagates toward the UV, and beyond it, the PSD
appears exponentially suppressed with a quasi-thermal tail fχ ∼ e−α(t)q (and similarly for φ). We
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Figure 13: The phase space distribution as a function of the comoving momentum q evaluated at different
values of a/aend (left), and the comoving number density as a function of the scale factor a/aend (right), for
selected values of the inflaton-DM coupling σ/λ in the backreaction regime. Obtained from CosmoLattice
with N = 5123 lattice points and kIR = 1.

30

note that rescattering populates relativistic modes more efficiently than the perturbative decay of
the φ condensate. This can be verified by comparing the lattice results with the Hartree PSD, shown
in the left panel of Fig. 13 as the dashed black curve, evaluated at a/aend = 43.
Due to the efficient UV cascade during backreaction, the energy density of χ is dominated by
relativistic modes, and the energy density redshifts as radiation, ρχ ∝ a−4 . This rapid dilution
eventually terminates the strong coupling between the φ and χ sectors, and backreaction ends.
After this point, the shape of fχ at low momentum is frozen. The UV cascade can now only proceed
through the perturbative scattering of free inflatons. The quasi-thermal tail of fφ is mapped into
the growth in the UV of the exponential tail of χ via the Boltzmann equation [43]. The result is a
frozen comoving number density, a frozen PSD for fχ & 1, and a frozen RMS value for q, which we
discuss in the next section. Particle production eventually stops when the inflaton is fully depleted
into visible matter and radiation.
The middle and the bottom rows of Fig. 13 show the scale factor dependence of the PSD and the
comoving number density of χ for two additional couplings in the backreaction regime, σ/λ = 109/2
and 105 . Regarding the dynamics of the system, for these two couplings, our discussion is similar
to the previous discussion for the σ/λ = 104 case. The key differences are the following: As the
coupling strengths vary, so does the pattern of resonant growth of the field. For 109/2 , the Hartree
and lattice evolution decouple around a/aend ' 11, while for 105 it occurs earlier, at a/aend ' 7.
We also note that the final number density can be lower or higher than the corresponding Hartree
result. Most importantly, the UV cascade gets stronger as the coupling increases.
The comoving number density for a wide range of couplings σ/λ  1, evaluated using lattice
methods, is shown as the dashed blue line in Fig. 9. We note that below the backreaction regime, the
lattice results align with the Hartree results. On the other hand, in the presence of backreaction, the
Hartree approximation does not agree with the lattice results, and for our analysis we use the more
accurate lattice calculations. We have abstained from exploring arbitrarily large couplings, as for
σ/λ & 106 reaching the end of backreaction requires significant time and computational resources.
Moreover, due to the lack of control over the formation of configuration space structures, such as
oscillons, Q-balls, or black holes [81, 85–93], dissipative effects, and the growth of metric fluctuations,
we do not extrapolate our results beyond this range.
4.3

Dark matter abundance

In the absence of mass and IR-cutoff dependences of the comoving number density of χ for σ > λ,
the DM relic abundance (3.3) can be rewritten as





nχ (a/aend )3
mχ 
2.05 × 10−11
Treh
2
Ωχ h ' 0.12
.
(4.12)
λ
1 GeV
1010 GeV
1.8 × 10−12 MP3
The reheating temperature necessary to saturate the observed abundance scales inversely with the
DM mass and the comoving number density. This relation is shown explicitly in Fig. 14 for couplings
in the intermediate regime and beyond. We have included the line for σ = λ, which is also shown in
Fig. 7. The parameter space above this line is excluded, as this coupling yields the smallest possible
dark matter number density due to the gravitational interference. As the coupling σ increases, the
Ωχ h2 = 0.12 contours are displaced to the left (or downwards) in a manner determined by the
comoving number densities, shown in Fig. 9. We note that for σ/λ & 107/4 , it is possible to saturate
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Figure 14: Parameter space for light scalar dark matter (mχ < mφ ) with a strong coupling to the inflaton,
σ/λ ≥ 1. Along each line we use the observed dark matter relic abundance Ωχ h2 = 0.12. For σ/λ > 107/2 ,
we use the lattice results. Shaded in gray (top left corner) is the region excluded by the Lyman-α measurement
of the matter power spectrum.

the abundance at reheating temperatures lower than that for the case of gravitational-strength
coupling.

5

Lyman-α constraints

Contrary to the standard WIMP scenario, dark matter candidates produced in an out-of-equilibrium
state with a generic momentum distribution could possess a non-negligible pressure component and
depart substantially from the cold dark matter paradigm. This non-neglible pressure component,
related to the energy density ρχ via the equation of state Pχ = wχ ρχ , would result in a suppression of
clustered structure overdensities on the galactic distances. The suppression corresponds to a cutoff
in the present matter power spectrum P(k) in Fourier space for modes with the wavenumber k larger
than the free-streaming horizon wavenumber kH (a). This horizon scale can be expressed as [43, 94]
"Z p
#−1
a
10wχ (ã) dã
kH (a) '
,
(5.1)
3H(ã) ã
0
where H ≡ aH is the conformal Hubble rate. The non-observation of this cutoff in the matter power
spectrum allows to set constraints on non-thermal dark matter scenarios. In particular, the Lymanα forest measurements constrain the cutoff scale to be kH (a = 1) ' 15 h Mpc−1 . This constraint is
typically presented as a lower bound on the mass of warm dark matter (WDM) candidates mWDM >
Ly-α
mWDM
produced via thermal freeze-out [95–101],
mLy-α ' (1.9 − 5.3) keV at 95% C.L.
(5.2)
WDM
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As can be seen from Eq. (5.1), the suppression of the power spectrum at large k is controlled by the
parameter wχ in the limit wχ  1.14 In this case, the equation of state parameter can be expressed
as
T?2 hq 2 i
,
(5.3)
wχ '
3m2χ a2
where T? (denoted also by TNCDM in the literature) is a characteristic energy scale used to define the
dimensionless comoving momentum q. In this work, T? has been defined via Eqs. (1.20) and (1.21).
The normalized second moment of the distribution function hq 2 i is computed for a generic distribution f (q) as
R
dq q 4 f (q)
2
hq i ≡ R
.
(5.4)
dq q 2 f (q)
One can estimate the Lyman-α lower bound on the dark matter mass m > mLy-α by matching the
χ

χ

EOS parameter of Eq. (5.3) to the EOS parameter of a WDM candidate whose mass corresponds
to the constraint of Eq. (5.2). This condition yields [43]

s
hq 2 i
T
?
Ly
α
-α = m
.
(5.5)
mLy
χ
WDM
TWDM,0
hq 2 iWDM
Therefore, the constraint of Eq. (5.5) only depends on the first and second moments of the corresponding PSD. Having the phase space distributions for the complete range of couplings, we now
proceed to discuss the effect of the power spectrum constraint on the parameter space of the scalar
dark matter χ. We emphasize that one fundamental assumption about the procedure used here is
an initial (early times of radiation domination era) adiabatic DM overdensity [43]. A discussion
regarding the nature of perturbations is postponed to Sec. 7. In the remaining part of this section,
we assume adiabatic initial conditions for the dark matter perturbations.
5.1

The perturbative DM mass bound

We begin by deriving the Lyman-α bound on the production of χ quanta in perturbation theory.
From our computation of nχ , we expect the validity of this result to hold for a very limited range
of the inflaton-DM couplings. Nevertheless, it is instructive to compute this bound as it can be
determined analytically. Moreover, we also find that for almost all values of the effective couplings
σ/λ . 5 × 103 , for sufficiently large q, the UV tail of the distribution is populated perturbatively. As
we show below, this makes the Boltzmann result an indispensable benchmark to extract the power
spectrum constraint from the numerically computed PSD of χ.
We have found that perturbatively, fχ ∼ fχc ∼ q −9/2 for q  1, and this result does not depend
on the kinematic suppression or bosonic enhancement effects (see, e.g., Fig. 11). The comoving
number density of dark matter, which is proportional to the denominator of Eq. (5.4), is practically
insensitive to the end of reheating, as it rapidly converges to an asymptotic value for areh  aend .
On the other hand, the numerator of Eq. (5.4) grows without a bound if the cascade to higher q with
fχ ∼ q −9/2 proceeds until arbitrarily late times. However, this does not occur as the production of
χ is heavily suppressed after reheating. The Gaussian tail in Eq. (2.15) then plays the role of the
regulator required to compute the RMS momentum.
14

For a detailed discussion, see [43]
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Figure 15: Linear transfer function, defined in Eq. (5.10), for scalar DM production with σ/λ = 10. The
result was computed with CLASS and based on the numerical distribution shown in Fig. 10, completed with
the perturbative Boltzmann tail (2.15) near and beyond the end of reheating. Different curves correspond
to different duration of the reheating epoch, demonstrating the convergence for areh  aend . The transfer
function for the WDM case is shown for comparison with a black line.

In order to obtain a closed form expression for the structure formation constraint on mχ , we
substitute the approximation for the PSD of dark matter at present times (2.15) into the definition
of hq 2 i, given by Eq. (5.4). In this limit, that does not include the kinematic and statistical effects,
we find



r
areh
areh 2 Γ 1/4, 1.56(aend /areh )2
2
,
(5.6)
hq i ' 0.641
' 2.433
2
aend
Γ (−3/4, 1.56(aend /areh ) )
aend
where in the last step we used areh  aend . Combining the expression for T? , defined in (1.21), and
using the ratio aend /a0 , given by (2.18), with

 

areh
ρend 1/4 Hend 1/6
'
,
(5.7)
aend
ρreh
Γφ
the substitution into Eq. (5.5) yields
mχ

!
-α 4/3
mLy
−1/4 −1/12
WDM
mφ ρend greh
> 15.78 keV
3 keV
!
1/4 

-α 4/3 
mLy
427/4 1/12
λ
WDM
' 32.4 eV
.
3 keV
2.05 × 10−11
greh

(5.8)

(5.9)

Note that all the dependence on the duration of reheating and on the inflaton-DM coupling σ cancels
out. The very early decoupling of the scalar field χ results in a dark matter candidate that can mimic
a cold dark matter relic even for masses as low as a few eV. We show in Fig. 15 the form of the
transfer function

1/2
P(k)
T (k) ≡
(5.10)
PΛCDM (k)
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where P(k) is the linear matter power spectrum evaluated for σ/λ = 10 and computed with
CLASS [42, 102], and PΛCDM (k) is the linear power spectrum expected in the ΛCDM model. As
we discussed in Section 4, for this value of the effective coupling, the perturbative approximation fχc
is a good fit for the exact PSD calculated using the Hartree formalism. In order to properly mimic
the end of reheating, the distribution shown in Fig. 11 has been completed with the corresponding
Gaussian tail, as given by Eq. (2.15).
We show five lines in Fig. 15. The solid black line corresponds to the WDM transfer function
for mWDM = 3 keV. The remaining color-coded lines correspond to the numerical evaluation of
T (k) for different duration of reheating, with mass set to the computed lower bound, mχ = 33.8 eV.
This mass is obtained via a second re-scaling of Eq. (5.9), as described below (see Eq. (5.11)). We
note that the curve corresponding to areh = 30 aend has a different cutoff scale than the WDM case.
Nevertheless, as reheating is delayed, the WDM and χ bounds are almost identical, coinciding for
areh /aend > 100. This asymptotic behavior is consistent with the corresponding saturation of the
comoving number density at a(t)  aend . The coincidence of the transfer functions for our light
scalar DM and WDM validates the use of Eq. (5.5) to derive Eq. (5.9).
In the following (sub)sections we derive the form of the Lyman-α bound in the weak and strong
coupling regimes based on the matching formula (5.5) and using the numerically computed phase
space distributions.
5.2

Bounds on DM production at weak coupling

We first derive the bounds that structure formation imposes on the mass of the DM scalar χ using
the numerically computed phase space distributions in the Hartree approximation. In this section,
we consider small couplings σ/λ ≤ 1. For all couplings in this range, we expect a weaker bound
than the perturbative bound (5.9). For σ/λ < 1 this occurs due to the dominance of the cold IR
modes in the PSD. For σ = λ, this happens because of the suppression of the UV modes due to the
interference between gravitational and decay production of χ.
For σ/λ  1, the PSD form is shown in Figs. 3 and 6. In this regime, the integral of q 2 fχ ,
which determines the comoving number density, is sensitive to the horizon scale cutoff q0 . However,
the integral of q 4 fχ is not IR sensitive, and the dominant contribution comes from the perturbative
UV tail. Therefore, to calculate the RMS comoving momentum, we consider the following steps:
(1) We extend the PSD into the IR, as described in Section 3, given that q0  1 for the reheating
temperatures that saturate ΩDM . This IR extension is mass-dependent, and we construct it for
a wide range of masses mχ  mφ . (2) We also extend the distribution into the UV, including
the perturbative Gaussian tail in (2.15) that appears for particles produced beyond the end of
reheating. This UV extension is mass-independent, as shown in Fig. 3. (3) We use this doublyextended distribution to numerically evaluate hq 2 i from Eq. (5.4). (4) For all cases, we find that
p
hq 2 i ∝ mαχ areh /aend for areh  aend , with α < 1/2. The mass dependence arises from the
contribution of the IR modes to the normalization of the RMS integral. (5) This mass-dependent
prefactor for hq 2 i allows us to re-scale the perturbative mχ bound (5.9) to the corresponding nonperturbative value by solving the following equation
s


hq 2 inon-pert
Ly-α
Ly-α
mχ
=
m
.
(5.11)
χ
non-pert
pert
hq 2 ipert
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As expected, the general result is the weakening of the Lyman-α constraint at small couplings
due to the dominance of the cold IR modes in the PSD. The saturation of the relic abundance
and the structure formation bounds are shown simultaneously in Fig. 16 and in Fig. 7. Notably,
the lower bound on the mass for the gravitationally-produced scalar dark matter corresponds to
mχ > 3.4 × 10−4 eV. Therefore, super-light15 scalar dark matter is allowed in the absence of a direct
coupling to φ, although requiring a reheating temperature below the electroweak scale. The Ly-α
constraint strengthens as the coupling σ increases. Here one must recall that for σ/λ . 10−1/2 , the
PSD and the comoving number density depend on the DM mass. Hence, the power spectrum bound
is saturated for masses many orders of magnitude beyond our numerical capabilities, and only in
-α with CLASS.
this range of couplings we are not able to cross-check our claimed value for mLy
χ
For larger couplings, 10−1/2 . σ/λ < 1, the comoving number density is independent of mχ and
the previously discussed re-scaling scheme for the Lyman-α bound is simplified, as hq 2 inon-pert in
(5.11) is mχ -independent. Moreover, the consistency check with CLASS is feasible, and in all cases
we find a good agreement, up to a few percent in the worst cases. The corresponding Lyman-α
bounds are also shown in Fig. 16 as the black dashed line. In this range of couplings, we note that
the strongest constraint on mχ comes not from T (k), but from the requirement that Ωχ h2 = 0.12.
More specifically, the simultaneous saturation of the Ly-α and the relic abundance constraints would
require reheating temperatures of magnitude far beyond the bound Treh < mφ , as can be inferred
from Fig. 7. This constraint is artificial, imposed by the assumption of a perturbative decay of
φ into the visible sector, as described in Section 1.2. The end result is lower bounds as large as
mχ & 1.7 × 105 GeV for σ/λ . 1.
The sole weak coupling for which the re-scaling program based on Eq. (5.11) is not applicable,
is σ = λ. In this case, as it is discussed in Section 3.2, the PSD decreases at a faster rate than the
generic Boltzmann distribution, with fχ ∼ q −15/2 . The steeper decrease in the UV translates in a
RMS comoving momentum that becomes independent of the duration of reheating for areh  aend .
Therefore, in this case, the Ly-α bound by itself carries a dependence on the reheating temperature
from T? ,
!
1/3
-α 4/3 p
mφ Treh
mLy
WDM
2
mχ > 9.58 keV
(5.12)
hq i 1/3 .
3 keV
ρ
end

In principle, the dependence on Treh can be eliminated assuming the DM abundance is saturated.
If this were the case, we could make use of the relation (3.7) between Treh and mχ , with γ = −1
(see Fig. 8), and substitute in the previous equation. However, the solution for mχ that saturates
both bounds would require Treh  MP . If we instead substitute Treh ' mφ in (5.12), we obtain
mχ & 2.8 eV, which is the value shown in the dashed line in Fig. 16. We note, nevertheless, that
this mass is far from saturating the relic abundance with Treh = mφ , and instead, the smallest DM
mass consistent with the mechanism studied in this paper corresponds to mχ ' 1.2 × 105 GeV.
5.3

Bounds on DM production at large coupling

For σ/λ > 1, the Hartree approximation correctly accounts for the production of scalar DM during
reheating in the absence of strong backreaction. In this Hartree range, the re-scaling of the perturbative bound (5.9) via (5.11) is feasible, and straightforward, since the second moment of the
15

Not to confuse it with coherent ultra-light scalar DM, with mχ & 10−22 eV [103, 104].
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Figure 16: Combined relic abundance and structure formation constraints on the mass of a scalar DM
candidate with action (1.18) for the complete range of couplings considered in this work (in gray). The black
dashed line corresponds exclusively to the matter power spectrum lower bound on mχ . In those regions
constrained more strongly by Ωχ h2 = 0.12, the bound comes from the perturbative reheating assumption,
Treh < mφ (lower bound on mχ ) or Treh > TBBN (upper bound on mχ ). The top panel shows the full range
of masses up to mχ < mφ . The bottom panel shows the detail of the matter power spectrum constraint.

PSD is mass-independent, with a perturbative dependence on the duration of reheating. That is,
p
hq 2 inon-pert ∝ areh /aend , and the constant of proportionality alone determines the re-scaling of the
Lyman-α bound. A graphical demonstration of the robustness of this program is shown in Fig. 15,
discussed in detail above.
The resulting values for mχ can be seen in Fig. 16, in the range corresponding to 1 < σ/λ . 5×103 .
We note that, unsurprisingly, the mass constraint does not deviate significantly from the Boltzmann
value (5.9). However, throughout this range, the saturation of the DM density parameter Ωχ with
Treh < mφ imposes a stricter bound by several orders of magnitude. In the top panel of the figure,
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we also observe that for σ/λ & 1.5 × 103 , an upper bound on mχ appears. Particle production at
strong couplings enters the broad resonance range and super-heavy DM could easily overclose the
universe. The increase in ρχ would need to be compensated with a reheating temperature lower
than that necessary for successful Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN), TBBN ' 2 MeV.
Veering into the backreaction regime, for couplings σ/λ & 5 × 103 , the effect of the broad parametric resonance is a copious production of DM, and the fragmentation of the inflaton condensate.
As we discussed in Section 4.2, the lack of coherence of the inflaton results in the loss of the Boltzmann tail in the UV, and the UV cascade proceeds instead via the population of an exponential,
quasi-thermal tail. When backreaction ends and the pure redshift regime begins, the shape of this
tail freezes and the UV cascade can proceed perturbatively via the scattering of inflatons, φφ → χχ,
completing the exponential tail of the distribution in the UV. The absence of a power-law tail implies then that hq 2 i → const. at the end of backreaction. Therefore, similarly to the σ = λ case,
the RMS value of the rescaled comoving momentum converges to an areh -independent constant for
areh /aend  1, and the Lyman-α bound is dependent on the reheating temperature, as shown in
Eq. (5.12).
For large couplings, we can then substitute into (5.12) the relation (3.7) between Treh and mχ
(with γ = −1) without violating the assumption that Treh < mφ . Algebraic manipulation leads to
the following expression for the power spectrum constraint,
!
Ly-α
m
3/4 −1/4
WDM
mχ > (0.98 MeV)5/4
hq 2 i3/8 τ 1/4 mφ ρend .
(5.13)
3 keV
Specializing to T-attractor inflation, we can equivalently write
!

1/8
-α
mLy
λ
2 3/8 1/4
WDM
mχ > 0.26 eV
hq i τ
.
3 keV
2.05 × 10−11

(5.14)

The RMS comoving momentum and τ can be directly calculated from the distributions obtained
from the lattice code. Upon inputting the corresponding DM mass bound and the PSD for a set
of four couplings in the backreaction regime into CLASS one obtains Fig. 17. In all cases, the freestreaming scale is a good match to the WDM one at mWDM = 3 keV. We note that the growth of
the bound with the coupling is not monotonous, due to the quasi-stochastic nature of the parametric
resonance during reheating. We also note that T (k) are evaluated at the reheating temperatures
for which the Lyman-α and the Ωχ bounds are simultaneously saturated. A smaller Treh requires a
larger DM mass to saturate the density parameter constraint.
The dashed black line in Fig. 16 shows the Lyman-α bound as a function of the inflaton-DM
coupling strength. We observe that, for σ/λ & 5 × 103 , the effect of fragmentation and the corresponding cascade populates UV modes in an efficient manner. Therefore, the lower bound on
mχ is determined solely by the absence of suppression of structure below k ' 15 h Mpc−1 scales.
Interestingly though, we note that the numerical value of the minimum DM mass is not far from
that predicted by the Boltzmann approximation, being mχ & 27 eV for σ/λ = 105 .

6

Effective number of relativistic species

As stated in the Introduction, in this work we explore the production of scalar dark matter in
the purely gravitational, weak direct coupling (perturbative), and strong direct coupling (non-
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Figure 17: Linear transfer function, defined in Eq. (5.10), computed with CLASS, for scalar DM production
in the backreaction regime. For each coupling, the combined ΩDM and Lyman-α constraints are saturated
for the smallest possible scalar mass (maximum reheating temperature), as given by Eq. (5.14). The transfer
function for the WDM case is shown for comparison with a black line.

perturbative) regimes. We find a weakening of the Lyman-α constraint on the DM mass with
respect to WDM, which can be explained by the very early production of DM during reheating (or
during inflation). However, such a light dark particle could contribute to the effective number of
degrees of relativistic species, Neff , at early times, during BBN, or recombination. After the end of
reheating, the total energy density of the universe can be written as
"
#
 
7 Tν 4
ρ = 1+
Neff ργ + ρχ + · · · ,
(6.1)
8 T
where ργ corresponds to the energy density in photons, Tν is the effective neutrino temperature,
satisfying the constraint Tν /T = (4/11)1/3 after the electron-positron annihilation, and the dots
correspond to the contribution of all other contents of the universe. For couplings σ/λ & 10−1/2 ,
that we discussed in Section 3.2, the form of the PSD of the dark species χ is independent of its
mass. Therefore, we can maximize the contribution to Neff by identifying χ not with a dark matter
component, but with a dark radiation one, with mχ → 0. In this case, the correction to the Standard
Model value, Neff = 3.046, is given by
∆Neff

8
=
7



T
Tν

4

ρχ
.
ργ

(6.2)

The energy density of χ can be evaluated at late times by finding its maximum value during preheating before χ decouples and begins redshifting like radiation. This maximum energy density, denoted
by ρχ,max , can be evaluated in the Hartree approximation, or with the use of lattice codes [36].
Similarly, we denote the scale factor at which this maximum is reached by amax . Evaluating the
photon energy density in terms of the temperature at sufficiently late times, with the ratio T /Tν
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fixed to its present value, we can then rewrite Eq. (6.2) as
 
120 11 4/3 ρχ,max  amax 4
∆Neff =
7π 2 4
T4
a
"
!
 4 2
 #1/3 


m4φ
ρχ,max
amax 4
4
π
Treh 4
4 11
g(T )
'
.
7
4
30 ρend
mφ
ρend
aend

(6.3)

To derive the second line, we have assumed adiabatic expansion after the end of reheating. Using
the T-attractor model of inflation values, with mφ given by Eq. (1.6) and ρend given by Eq. (1.9),
we find

 




Treh 4/3
amax 4
Treh 4/3 ρχ,max
−3
−4
g(T )
. 2.4 × 10
, (6.4)
g(T )
∆Neff ' 6.7 × 10
mφ
ρend
aend
mφ
where to calculate the second inequality we used the numerical values from [36].16 In the range
of couplings shown in Fig. 9, the maximum value for ∆Neff corresponds to σ/λ ' 109/2 , as
computed with CosmoLattice. In the Hartree approximation, the limit is stronger, ∆Neff .
7 × 10−3 (g(T )Treh /mφ )4/3 . Using the former, we note that the constraint Treh /mφ , which is
necessary for the validity of our results, implies that BBN does not restrict the production of
dark χ radiation since at this scale 2.3 < Neff < 3.4 [105–107]. At the CMB temperature,
∆Neff . 1.5 × 10−2 (Treh /mφ )4/3 , and the required sensitivity for Treh ∼ mφ is below the current
detectability threshold, and slightly smaller than the projected sensitivity [11, 108, 109]. Moreover,
the lower reheating temperatures or weaker φ-χ couplings would render this dark component undetectable in the CMB. For example, when σ/λ = 1, the contribution to ∆Neff is weakened by ∼ 15
orders of magnitude. We conclude that the strong scalar preheating, followed by the perturbative
decay of the inflaton, does not lead to a measurable contribution to the amount of non-photonic
relativistic species.
In the weak coupling regime, with σ/λ . 10−1/2 , the PSD of χ depends on the scalar mass.
We compute the contribution to ∆Neff for pure gravitational production, from the smallest mass
compatible with the Ly-α constraint, mχ ' 3.4 × 10−4 eV. As we discussed in Section 3.1, saturation
of the DM relic abundance fixes Treh ' 34 GeV. Given that the equation of state in this case is not
that of pure radiation, we follow the discussion presented in [43, 110–112] and include only the
contribution to Neff from the relativistic modes,
 
8 T 4 ρχ − mχ nχ
∆Neff '
,
(6.5)
7 Tν
ργ
where we separated the DM energy density into relativistic and non-relativistic parts. After some
algebraic manipulation, it can be shown that in terms of the rescaled comoving momentum q, the
energy density of relativistic modes can be computed as
q

Z
m4φ  aend 4 ∞
2
2
2
ρχ − mχ nχ =
q + qR − qR fχ (q) .
(6.6)
dq q
2π 2
a
0
Here the relativistic scale qR , mirroring the derivation of Eq. (2.18), can be written as
!1/3

1/6
m 
2 M2
Hend
mχ a
392040g02
χ
P
qR ≡
'
.
mφ aend
1849π 4 g(T )2
T
Treh m3φ
16

We used ρχ,max ' 7.1 × 10−16 MP and amax /aend ' 17.8.

40

(6.7)

At TCMB ' 0.26 eV, we find that qR ' 2 × 104 for σ = 0. Therefore, this large scale has the effect
of suppressing the contribution of all the non-relativistic, sub-horizon modes of the phase space
distribution. The computation can then be completed using the Boltzmann form of the PSD (2.15).
Expanding (6.5), we obtain
∆Neff

43
'
84



215
36π 4
−33

' 5 × 10

1/3

3
g(T ) mφ Treh
2 M2
g0 Hend
P

.

!4/3 Z
0

∞

q

2
2
dq q
q + qR − qR fχ (q)
2

(6.8)

Hence, a light DM scalar produced gravitationally during inflation and reheating has no measurable
effect on the effective number of degrees of freedom.

7

Discussion

7.1

Comparison with previous work

The authors of Ref. [66] analyzed the non-adiabatic excitation of a light spectator scalar field during
inflation, minimally coupled to gravity and not coupled to φ. To analytically track its evolution, the
authors approximated the inflationary phase by using an exact de Sitter era followed by a period of
radiation domination after instantaneous reheating. They found a distribution function f (q) ∼ q −3
at low momentum for a light scalar field, mχ  mφ , which grows due to the tachyonic instability
during inflation. Our numerical analysis shows that for all light masses, mχ  Hend ' 0.4mφ , down
to mχ ∼ 10−3 Hend ,17 the phase space distribution at low momentum behaves as f (q) ∼ q −3 for
modes that cross the horizon deep inside the inflation era. Therefore, we find that our numerical
results are consistent with the analytical estimate of [66]. The authors of Ref. [65] found a similar
scaling for the dark matter number density in the regime of DM masses much lighter than the
inflaton mass.
A key difference between our treatment and Ref. [66] is the reheating epoch. Ref. [66] assumes
an instantaneous transition between the quasi-de Sitter era and radiation domination, whereas we
account for the delay in the decay of the inflaton. A simplified treatment of instantaneous reheating leads to the need to introduce a UV cutoff in the DM phase space distribution. Since this
cutoff results in a loss of relativistic modes, it was concluded in Ref. [66] that DM mass as low as
mχ ∼ 10−5 eV can saturate the DM relic abundance, while being compatible with the structure
formation constraints. On the other hand, our careful computation and analysis of the form and
amplitude of the PSD during reheating allows us to determine both constraints without the UV
cutoff. We find that the dominant contribution to the dark matter number density comes from
the long physical wavelengths with q < 1, which strongly redshift during preheating resulting in a
population of cold DM particles. However, the UV tail of the distribution is affected by the perturbative gravitational production during preheating. This UV tail controls the equation of state
parameter, and by extension determines the Lyman-α constraint. For this reason, we find that only
mχ & 0.3 meV leads to a sufficiently cold dark relic.
17

Results for smaller masses demand more computational power and precision, as the mode functions must be
tracked down deep inside the horizon in the quasi-de Sitter era, and far into the reheating epoch due to the oscillatory
relaxation shown in Fig. 4.
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Additionally, in this work we have quantitatively explored the degree at which the excitation of
super-horizon modes during inflation is suppressed as the effective coupling σ/λ is dialed toward
unity and beyond. However, we did not discuss the models with a non-minimal coupling to gravity,
L ⊃ −(1/2)ξχR2 , that were discussed in [66]. The presence of this coupling could suppress the nonadiabatic growth of long wavelength modes during inflation. In the conformal limit, with ξ = 1/6,
the adiabaticity of super-horizon modes during inflation is not violated, resulting in a suppressed
DM number density production.
On the perturbative side, gravitational production of dark matter with a graviton mediator
has been studied in [26–28, 113, 114], where it was shown that such processes play a dominant
role during reheating. Similar processes involving the inflaton condensate scattering to thermal
bath particles were studied in [27, 115]. However, we argue here that such a simple perturbative
picture of gravitational production of dark matter is insufficient since it does not account for the
tachyonic growth of the superhorizon modes. Additionally, a simple perturbative calculation ignores
potential isocurvature constraints (see the discussion below). Therefore, to calculate the full dark
matter relic abundance arising from the gravitational production one needs to take to adopt the full
non-perturbative approach that we considered in Section 3.1. We leave a complete analysis of the
gravitational particle production and the superhorizon mode contribution for future work.
7.2

Isocurvature perturbations

During inflation. As it is commonly encountered in the literature, one typically finds that the
presence of a light scalar state during inflation might induce large isocurvature perturbations. Dark
matter isocurvature perturbations relative to photon are constrained by Planck measurements, given
by βiso ≡ PS (k∗ )/(Pζ (k∗ ) + PS (k∗ )) < 0.038 at 95% C.L. with the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1 [39],
where Pζ (k) and PS (k) is the curvature and isocurvature perturbation power spectrum, respectively.
This bound constrains the dark matter perturbations to be almost completely adiabatic at k∗ .
In this work, we assumed that the light scalar field χ does not obtain a vacuum expectation
value during inflation, and it is characterized by the Bunch-Davies initial state which corresponds
to vanishing occupation numbers. As extensively argued in [66, 116], the computations performed
in the pioneering work of Ref. [117] do not apply to our scenario precisely due to the lack of a
DM misalignment.18 The dark matter occupation numbers for the pivot scale evaluated at horizon
crossing aH = k? still correspond to the Bunch-Davies initial state, since such a mode would not
have experienced a phase of negative frequency squared ωp2 < 0 that leads to tachyonic preheating
(assuming small inflaton-DM coupling σ/λ  1). Moreover, in this case, the dark matter energy
density is subdominant. In the standard single field slow-roll models of inflation, the purely adiabatic
(curvature) perturbations are produced. However, if the coupling ratio is large, σ/λ > 1, the DM
production during inflation is negligible because the χ field obtains a large effective mass via its
coupling to the inflaton. As a consequence, we do not expect a significant isocurvature perturbation
generation during the inflationary phase for the entire spectrum of couplings σ/λ considered in this
work.
During preheating. During reheating, the pivot scale k? remains superhorizon, reentering the
horizon only during the radiation-domination era. This implies that at this scale, the power spectrum
fluctuations are only affected by the non-adiabatic pressure component [119].
18

See [118] for a related discussion arising from scalar fields during inflation.
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For small couplings σ/λ < 1, dark matter is primarily produced before the end of inflation, and
therefore,one should not expect to generate the isocurvature perturbations during reheating [116].
For couplings 1 < σ/λ < 103 , DM is produced during the early stage of reheating, but its energy
density is always negligible compared to that of the inflaton. Therefore the same conclusion that the
isocurvature contribution is negligible applies. For large couplings σ/λ > 103 , the backreaction on
the inflaton condensate can no longer be ignored and the dark matter energy density is comparable
to that of the inflaton, as illustrated in Fig. 12. To determine the isocurvature contribution in this
regime one would need to perform a detailed numerical analysis, including metric perturbations and
configuration-space clumping, which lies beyond the scope of this work.
7.3

Generality and extent of our results

The results presented in this work show that the production of scalar particles during preheating
is generic, and go beyond the dark matter framework. In principle, they can be applied to any
light (mχ  Hend ), uncoupled massive spectator scalar for models of inflation with a quadratic
minimum. In particular, the results in the small coupling regime σ/λ < 1 would be qualitatively
unchanged, provided that the inflaton sector reproduces the effects of typical slow-roll inflation with
a single inflaton field, i.e., a quasi-de Sitter phase of constant expansion acceleration. In particular,
imposing the non-overclosure constraint would require Treh . 34 GeV, at least in the case of the
T-model inflation. For σ/λ > 1, DM is produced during reheating, and our results would also be
robust under the modification of the inflationary sector, as long as the potential possesses a quadratic
minimum. A modification of this assumption would alter the expansion history during reheating and
affect the production rate [38]. Moreover, the inflaton is generically more prone to fragmentation
for minima flatter than V ∝ φ2 [120–123]. The presence of a direct dark-visible sector coupling, or
preheating in the visible sector, could also affect our general results.
It is worth emphasizing that, under the assumption of a minimal coupling to gravity, there is a
minimum amount of scalar particles that are produced before the radiation domination era. The
suppression is determined by the size of the interference between the gravitational and direct inflatonscalar coupling, which is maximal for σ ' λ. This minimal abundance could have consequences for
other particle production scenarios which assume a vanishing DM population at the beginning of
the radiation domination era, such as freeze-in scenarios.
Another important result of this work concerns the analytical matching procedure used to estimate the Lyman-α constraints, adapted from [43]. This matching procedure relies on the assumption
that higher multipoles ` in the Legendre expansion of the perturbation of the dark matter PSD can
be neglected. This results in an equation of state parameter wχ that can be expressed in terms
of the second moment of the distribution function. In Ref. [43], this procedure was tested assumγ
ing “smooth” DM distributions of the form fχ (q) ∼ q α e−βq . In this work we have shown that
the matching procedure is validated even for non-smooth distributions, i.e., distributions featuring
peaks over several orders of magnitude, as is the case of PSDs computed in the parametric resonance
regime below the backreaction threshold.
We must emphasize the fact that our results are given in terms of the ratio σ/λ. We have
specialized for definiteness to a coupling λ ∼ O(10−11 ) as given in Eq. (1.7) in order to reproduce
Planck measurements for T-models of inflation with N∗ = 55. However, we expect our conclusions to
be robust upon the modification of the pivot scale normalization of λ. As our analysis is performed
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in the range of couplings σ/λ ∈ [0, 10−5 ], for the largest coupling considered in this work σ 2 ∼ λ
which implies that for larger couplings, higher orders in perturbation theory would become relevant
and would affect the inflaton potential. The role of higher dimensional operators has recently been
considered in Ref. [124].

8

Conclusions

The inflationary paradigm, outside of Higgs-inflation models, relies on the addition of at least one
extra scalar degree of freedom to the Standard Model that is needed to correctly set the initial
conditions for the hot, thermal universe. Therefore, it is natural to investigate the consequences of the
presence of further additional spin-0 fields in the early stages of the universe. In some scenarios, their
presence can modify the predicted spectrum of scalar fluctuations via multifield effects [116, 125–133],
allowing a mechanism for the creation of the matter-antimatter asymmetry [134–146], or provide a
compelling mechanism for the origin of dark matter through the coherent excitation of such scalars
from the quantum fluctuations that are present during inflation [103]. In this work, we have studied
the presence of an additional scalar degree of freedom, denoted by χ, which couples minimally to
gravity, and only directly to the inflaton field via the four-legged vertex ∝ φ2 χ2 . The absence of
other couplings makes χ stable and therefore a natural dark matter candidate.
The accelerated expansion of the universe during reheating is a “hard reset” on the matter and
radiation energy densities compared to the Big Bang. The universe is driven into a cold, empty
state, and it is only repopulated with Standard Model particles during the coherent oscillation of
the inflaton and its simultaneous decay. A natural expectation is to have a dark sector that can
couple only to the inflaton that is also populated during reheating. Nevertheless, for scalar dark
matter, this need not be the case, and the bulk of the relic abundance can be populated earlier,
during the inflationary epoch. Depending on the value of the direct coupling, dark matter production
is driven by different processes. For each production regime discussed in this work, the main results
are summarized below and the corresponding dark matter distribution is illustrated in Fig. 18.
Pure gravitational production. In the case of a vanishing inflaton-dark matter coupling, the
phase space distribution is primarily populated during inflation. The momentum modes of a scalar
with a mass below the Hubble scale experience a tachyonic growth when they leave the horizon.
While outside the horizon, these long-wavelength modes cannot be identified as particles, but upon
their re-entry during reheating, or the matter/radiation-dominated eras, they will contribute to the
non-vanishing momentum population of dark particles. We find that the distribution for modes
produced during inflation is red-tilted, and therefore corresponds to the dominant contribution to
the dark matter density contrast. Particle production continues during reheating, populating a tail of
relativistic particles that are well described by the solution to the perturbative Boltzmann equation.
This high-momentum population would provide a sufficiently averaged free-streaming velocity and
lead to the suppression of structure formation at small scales. Applying the matching formalism
of [43], we find that masses larger than ∼ 0.3 meV are consistent with the Lyman-α constraint on
the amplitude of the matter power spectrum and that the observed relic abundance is saturated
only if the reheating temperature is ∼ 34 GeV.
Weak coupling. Increasing the inflaton-dark matter coupling, we find that for σ/λ < 1, the
production of dark relics is dominated by the gravitational effects and suppressed by the direct
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Figure 18: Dark matter phase space distribution for a selection of couplings covering the landscape of regimes
considered in this work: gravitational production σ/λ = 0 (Sec. 3.1), strong interference σ/λ = 1 (Sec. 3.2),
broad resonance σ/λ = 103 (Sec. 4.1), and backreaction σ/λ = 104 (Sec. 4.2) from top-left to bottom-right
panels. Each panel shows the characteristic scaling of the distribution function at particular q regimes. In
addition, for each panel, the Lyman-α constraint on the DM mass is shown. For σ = 0, we also show the
only value of the reheating temperature that saturates ΩDM . For σ/λ = 104 , an upper bound on mχ is also
presented, arising from the requirement that Treh > TBBN .

coupling due to an interference effect in the amplitudes. Up to σ/λ . 10−1/2 , the superhorizon
long-wavelength modes dominate the momentum distribution. Therefore, small dark matter masses
between 0.3 meV and ∼ 30 eV are allowed by the structure formation constraints. Saturation of
ΩDM occurs only for relatively small values of Treh below the electroweak scale for couplings smaller
than 10−2 . For larger couplings, the abundance may be saturated for temperatures between the
electroweak scale and the inflationary scale.
Strong interference. A minimum in the dark matter production rate occurs for σ/λ ' 1. For
this value, the interference between gravity and the four-legged coupling is maximal. The Boltzmann equation is not capable of adequately approximating the phase space distribution, and non-
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perturbative methods are necessary. In this case, most dark matter particles are created at the end
of inflation and the smallest reheating temperature that can lead to the measured density parameter
is given by Treh ' 105 GeV. The smallest mass for which our assumptions about the mechanism of
reheating are valid, and which saturates ΩDM , coincidentally corresponds to mχ ' 105 GeV.
Strong coupling, no backreaction. For couplings 1 . σ/λ . 5 × 103 , we find that most of the
dark matter is produced during the first oscillations of the inflaton during reheating. Parametric
resonance becomes the dominant particle production process at this stage. This resonant growth
eventually stops after a few inflaton oscillations, and particle production continues through the
perturbative decay of the inflaton. In this regime, we find that the saturation of the relic abundance
also guarantees a cold-like matter power spectrum. A wide range of masses mχ & MeV is allowed,
dependent on the strength of the coupling.
Strong coupling, backreaction. Finally, in the range of strong couplings, σ/λ & 5 × 103 , the
picture of inflaton decaying into dark matter particles needs to be modified. The interaction leads
to rescattering effects, which deplete the homogeneous inflaton condensate in favor of free inflaton
particles. The result is a distribution that is populated first through the parametric resonance, and
later through the non-linear rescattering, when the energy densities of the inflaton and dark sectors
become comparable. The final outcome is a distribution that lacks the perturbative Boltzmann UV
tail, and instead exhibits a quasi-thermal tail. The saturation of the dark matter relic abundance
is possible with temperatures as high as the inflaton mass scale, and as low as the lower bound
imposed by primordial nucleosynthesis. On the other hand, the Lyman-α constraint requires masses
& O(20) eV, with upper limits mχ . O(107 ) GeV to avoid the overclosure of the universe.
One of our main conclusions is the following: except for a narrow domain in the range of the
effective coupling, centered at σ/λ ' 10, the Boltzmann approximation always fails at predicting
the correct relic abundance of scalar dark matter coupled only to the inflaton. Implementing the
Bose-enhancement effects in the perturbative Boltzmann equation results in a relic abundance far
exceeding the value predicted by the non-perturbative analysis. In the pure gravitational regime, the
perturbative analysis cannot account for the excitation of the superhorizon modes during inflation
and therefore underestimates by at least several orders of magnitude the total amount of dark matter
particles that are produced.
Given that our estimate of scalar production is not limited to the non-relativistic dark particle
case, we have also explored the possibility of identifying χ with a dark radiation component. We
find that, unless the reheating temperature is at the upper perturbativity bound, and the scalar is
produced in the presence of strong backreaction, the impact on the effective number of non-photonic
relativistic degrees of freedom is beyond our current experimental sensitivity.
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A

Perturbative dark matter production

In this Appendix, we discuss the perturbative production of scalar dark matter. We first perform
the calculation by treating the inflaton as a decaying condensate [38, 44] and considering dark
matter production through inflaton scattering induced by gravity-mediated s-channel diagrams and
via direct quartic coupling [26, 27]. In a second approach, we compute the resulting dark matter
production by treating the inflaton as a collection of vanishing-momentum quanta. We show that
both approaches lead to identical results. The total action can be expressed as
S = SEH + Sφ + Sχ ,

(A.1)

where the Einstein-Hilbert action is given by
SEH

1
= −
2

Z

√
d4 x −gMP2 R ,

(A.2)

and Sφ and Sχ are given by Eqs. (1.1) and (1.18), respectively. One can expand the space-time
metric by considering a small deviation with respect to the Minkowski metric gµν ' ηµν + 2hµν /MP ,
where hµν is the canonically-normalized perturbation, and from Eq. (A.1) we find the following
interaction terms

 σ
1
LI = −
hµν Tφµν + Tχµν − φ2 χ2 .
(A.3)
MP
2
Tφµν is the energy-momentum tensor of the inflaton, given by Eqs. (A.11) and (A.21) when the
inflaton is treated as a condensate and a collection of particles, respectively, and Tχµν is


1 2 2
µν
µ
ν
µν 1 α
Tχ = ∂ χ∂ χ − g
(A.4)
∂ χ∂α χ − meff χ ,
2
2
where meff is the effective dark matter mass given by Eq. (1.19) that accounts for mass contribution induced by the oscillating inflaton. The field hµν describes a massless spin-2 graviton whose
propagator carrying momentum k in de Donder gauge is [148]
Πµνρσ (k) =

η ρν η σµ + η ρµ η σν − η ρσ η µν
.
2k 2

(A.5)

To calculate the matrix element corresponding to the pair production of scalar dark matter quanta,
described by the final state |f i = |χχi, we can treat the inflaton either as an oscillating condensate
that decays to dark matter or as a collection of particles within a condensate that lead to dark
matter production through an s-wave scattering process. We discuss two different approaches in the
following subsections.
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A.1

Inflaton treated as a condensate

At the beginning of reheating, the inflaton oscillates about a quadratic minimum and behaves
like matter.19 The energy density of the inflaton is governed by the Friedmann-Boltzmann equation (1.14), and the right-hand side of this equation characterizes the energy transfer per space-time
volume (Vol4 ),
∆E
Γφ ρφ ≡
,
(A.6)
Vol4
with
∆E ≡

Z


 Z

d3 pB
d3 pA
0
0
4
p + pB |hf | exp i d x LI |0i|2 ,
(2π)3 2p0A (2π)3 2p0B A

(A.7)

where hf | = hA, B| is the final two-particle state, |ii = |0i is the initial state assumed to be a vaccuum
state, and LI is the interaction Lagrangian. One can express the transition amplitude squared from
the inflaton condensate to the final state |A, Bi by summing over each inflaton oscillation mode,

 Z
∞
X
4
|Mn |2 (2π)4 δ (4) (pn − pA − pB ) .
|hf | exp i d x LI |0i|2 = Vol4

(A.8)

n=−∞

Here |Mn |2 is the transition amplitude squared of the n-th oscillation mode and pn = (En , 0) is
the inflaton four-momentum, where En = n mφ denotes the energy of the oscillation mode. If we
combine this expression with Eqs. (A.6) and (A.7), we obtain [149, 150]
Γφ

∞
1 X
=
|Mn |2 En βn (mA , mB ) ,
8πρφ

(A.9)

n=1

with the kinematic factor
s
βn (mA , mB ) ≡

(mA + mB )2
1−
En2



(mA − mB )2
1−
.
En2

(A.10)

The creation of scalar dark matter particles χ from the coherent inflaton oscillation modes can
be derived by treating the inflaton as a classical field (perfect fluid). In this case, the inflaton
energy-momentum tensor is given by
Tφµν = (ρφ + Pφ )uµ uν − Pφ g µν


(1 + wφ ) µ ν
2wφ µν
= 2
u u −
g
V (φ),
(1 − wφ )
1 − wφ

with uµ uµ = −1 ,

(A.11)

where uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) is the inflaton four-velocity, and in the second line we expressed the energymomentum tensor as a function of the scalar potential V (φ). The transition amplitude is calculated
using the interaction Lagrangian (A.3) together with Eqs. (A.4) and (A.11):





2m2eff
2m2eff
1
2
2
M = σφ − 2 1 +
V (φ) = φ σ − λ 1 +
.
(A.12)
s
s
MP
19
Here we discuss only the quadratic case, and more general models with quartic or higher minima are discussed
in [38].
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Note that this expression does not depend on the equation of state parameter, wφ . With M ∝
φ2 (t) = φ20 (t) · P 2 (t), where we used Eq. (1.10), the periodic function P(t) that characterizes rapid
inflaton oscillations can be expanded in terms of the Fourier series as
P(t) =

∞
X
n=−∞

Pn e−inωφ t

and

P 2 (t) =

∞
X
n=−∞

P̂n e−inωφ t ,

(A.13)

where for a quadratic minimum, P(t) = cos(mφ t) and P 2 (t) = cos2 (mφ t), with the angular frequency
of oscillation given by ωφ = mφ . One can readily show that only the second mode n = 2 contributes
to the Fourier series of P 2 (t), with P̂2 = 1/4, and the corresponding matrix element is given by
"
!#
2
m
,
(A.14)
M2 = φ20 P̂2 σ − λ 1 + eff2
2mφ
√
where we used s = En = n mφ . If we take into account the symmetry factor associated with two
identical final states,20 the transition amplitude squared can be expressed as
"
!#2
2
2
4
m
1
φ
1 ρφ 2
φ4
|M2 |2 = × 0 σ − λ 1 + eff2
σ̂ ,
(A.15)
≡ 0 σ̂ 2 =
2 16
32
8 m4φ
2mφ
where we used the mean inflaton energy density (1.11) and introduced the effective coupling
!
m2eff
σ̂ ≡ σ − λ 1 +
.
(A.16)
2m2φ
Notice that the relative minus sign leads to destructive interference at tree level.21
One can combine the transition amplitude squared (A.15) with Eq. (A.9), and find
s
m2eff
ρφ σ̂ 2
Γφ→χχ =
1
−
.
mφ 32πm2φ
m2φ
A.1.1

(A.17)

Production rate

We first calculate the phase space distribution of the produced dark matter scalar field, fχ . Disregarding the Bose enhancement effects for the dark matter products χ and assuming that there are
no backreaction effects that would produce inflatons in the condensate, the Boltzmann transport
equation (2.1) becomes:
∞ Z
∂fχ
∂fχ
d3 P 0
1 X
d3 K
− H|P |
= 0
(2π)4 δ (4) (Kn − P − P 0 )|Mn |2 fφ (K) ,
(A.18)
∂t
∂|P |
P
(2π)3 nφ (2π)3 2P 00
n=1

where Kn = (n mφ , 0). If we use the inflaton phase space distribution (1.24) and integrate over
d3 P /(2π)3 , we find the Boltzmann equation for the number density:
∞ Z
X
dnχ
d3 P
d3 P 0
+ 3Hnχ = 2
(2π)4 δ (4) (Kn − P − P 0 )|Mn |2 ≡ R(t) ,
(A.19)
dt
(2π)3 2P 0 (2π)3 2P 00
n=1

20

We clarify that there is no symmetry factor associated with the initial vacuum state.
Similar models with destructive interference at tree level were recently discussed in the context of gravitational
particle production with non-minimal couplings to gravity [28].
21
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where R(t) is the time-dependent production rate (per unit volume per unit time). Integration over
the final states leads to the following rate:
s
s
∞
ρ2φ σ̂ 2
m2χ
m2
1 X
|M2 |2
2
R(t) =
|Mn | βn =
1− 2 =
1 − eff
,
(A.20)
4
4π
4π
mφ
mφ 32π
m2φ
n=1

where we used Eq. (A.15). Since the inflaton energy density can be expressed as ρφ ' mφ nφ , which
ρ
implies that R(t) = mφφ Γφ→χχ , using Eqs. (A.17) and (A.20) we see that this relationship is satisfied
and the results are consistent.
A.2

Inflaton treated as a collection of particles

We repeat the same exercise and calculate the dark matter production rate assuming that dark
matter is produced via an s-channel graviton exchange. If we treat the inflaton as a collection of
particles, its stress-energy tensor is given by


µν
µ
ν
µν 1 α
Tφ = ∂ φ∂ φ − g
∂ φ∂α φ − V (φ) .
(A.21)
2
The scattering process φ(p1 ) + φ(p2 ) → χ(p3 ) + χ(p4 ) can be parametrized by22
χ
φ
Mφφ→χχ ∝ Mµν
Πµνρσ Mρσ
,

(A.22)

where the graviton propagator is given by (A.5), and the partial amplitudes arising from the energymomentum tensors (A.4) and (A.21) can be expressed as
Mµφ,νχ =


1
p1µ p2ν + p1ν p2µ − ηµν p1 · p2 − ηµν m2φ, eff .
2

(A.23)

The transition amplitude squared for the process φφ → χχ, with the center-of-mass energy s =
4m2φ ,23 is given by
1
|M|2φφ→χχ = σ̂ 2 ,
(A.24)
2
where we included the symmetry factors associated with identical final states, and the effective
coupling σ̂ is given by Eq. (A.16). The produced dark matter number density can be calculated
from the following equation:
Z
dnχ
+ 3Hnχ = 2 dΠ1 dΠ2 dΠ3 dΠ4 (2π)4 δ (4) (p1 + p2 − p3 − p4 )|M|2φφ→χχ fφ (p1 , t)fφ (p2 , t) ≡ R(t) ,
dt
(A.25)
d3 pi
where dΠi ≡ (2π)3 2Ei , and if we use the inflaton phase space distribution (1.24), we recover the
production rate (A.20).
22

Similar s-scattering processes with a graviton mediator involving production of scalar dark matter were considered
in [22].
23
Since in the scattering rate we average over non-thermal inflaton phase space distribution (1.24), the average
momentum of the collection of particles within a condensate is zero.
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