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Abstract

Primordial Black Holes (PBH) could dominate in the early universe and, evaporating
before Big bang Nucleosynthesis, can provide new freeze in mechanism of dark matter (DM)
production. The proposed scenario is considered for two possible mechanisms of PBH for-
mation and the corresponding continuous PBH mass spectra so that the effect of non-single
PBH mass spectrum is taken into account in the results of PBH evaporation, by which PBH
dominance in the early universe ends. We specify the conditions under which the proposed
scenario can explain production of dark matter in very early Universe.

1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics has been incredibly successful in describing the
behavior of elementary particles and their interactions, except for those involving gravity. How-
ever, there are still some issues with the SM, including its inability to explain the particulate
nature of Dark Matter (DM). Dark Matter is a type of matter that does not interact with light
or any other form of electromagnetic radiation, which makes it invisible to telescopes and other
forms of traditional observation. Despite this, the presence of DM is evident in the universe, as
it accounts for more than one fourth of the energy budget [1, 2].

There have been proposals for several mechanisms for the production of DM, including the
WIMP (Weakly Interacting Massive Particle) and FIMP (Feebly Interacting Massive Particle)
scenarios, which require DM candidates to have a coupling with the SM sector. However, it is
also possible for DM particles to be produced from the evaporation of Primordial Black Holes
(PBHs) via Hawking radiation, which would make them completely isolated from the SM sector.
This means that they would be immune to various direct detection and collider constraints that
apply to other forms of DM [3, 4, 5, 6].

PBHs can be produced in the early universe from quantum fluctuations and later on dominate
the energy density of the universe, only to eventually evaporate away completely by radiating DM
particles along with other SM states before the advent of Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN). The
production of DM from PBH evaporation in the context of a single PBH has been widely studied
in the literature. However, a recent study [7] has explored the possibility of DM production from
PBH mass and spin distributions, where the PBHs are produced simultaneously at the moment
when the PBH corresponding to the peak mass value is produced.
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In a typical scenario of DM production from a single PBH evaporation, a DM particle in the
rather wide mass range (1−109) GeV cannot satisfy the relic density (Ωh2 = 0.120±0.001 as per
Planck data [1]) in the PBH dominated region of parameter space [8] due to BBN constraints.
However, it is possible that this constraint can be lifted in the presence of multiple PBHs. In
this work, we investigate the similar phenomenon with a non-monochromatic PBH distribution
where the PBHs are formed corresponding to the peak value of the PBH. We compute the ratio
of the relic abundance to that of the relativistic particles corresponding to two different PBH
spectrums. The results come out to be the same as the ratio just depends on the peak value of
the distribution. However, if we allow for distributions with different peaks, the results vary.

This paper is arranged as follows. In the next section, we describe two different mass spectrums
for pbh, both of which are extended ones. One of them is motivated from phase transitions at
the inflationary stage and the other one arises due to collapse of domain walls. In section 3, we
describe the formation of dark matter and present some estimations which gives us the ratio of
DM particle densities to that of relativistic particle densities. In section 4, we conclude with a
discussion of the results.

2 Primordial Black Holes and Mass Spectrum

In this work, we focus on short-lived PBHs that evaporated early in the universe’s expansion,
prior to the onset of BBN. These short-lived PBHs have significant implications in the present
universe. Firstly, their decays can introduce a substantial influx of entropy into the plasma, po-
tentially diluting any preexisting asymmetry. Secondly, the decay of PBHs can generate a baryon
asymmetry. Lastly, PBH evaporation can result in the production of dark matter. Specifically,
we investigate the production of dark matter in this study and demonstrate that, by appro-
priately selecting parameters, relics generated from PBH evaporation can make a substantial
contribution to the dark matter density.

Initially, we assume the universe is in a radiation-dominated (RD) stage, where most of the
cosmological matter consists of relativistic particles. During this epoch, the energy density is
given by:

ρ
(1)
rel =

3m2
Pl

32πt2
. (1)

where mPl is the Planck mass. The cosmological scale factor evolves with time according to:

arel(t) = ain

(
t

tin

)1/2

. (2)

If the number density of PBHs is sufficiently high and their mass allows them to persist until
they begin dominating the universe, the energy density after a certain time t1 is given by:

ρnr =
m2

Pl

6π(t+ t1)2
. (3)

where t1 is determined from the condition of equality between the ρrel and ρnr at the equilibrium
time teq. The value of t1 can be calculated as t1 = teq/3. The equilibrium time teq can be
obtained from the equations:

ain/aeq = (tin/teq)
1/2 = ρinBH/ρinrel. (4)

Following a certain time t2, the PBHs undergo evaporation and produce relativistic matter,
causing the expansion regime to return to the relativistic stage when all or a significant portion
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of the PBHs have evaporated. The energy density during this stage is given by:

ρ
(2)
rel =

3m2
Pl

32π(t+ t2)2
. (5)

where t2 is determined by the condition of equality between ρnr (3) and ρ
(2)
rel (5) at the time of

PBH decay, t = τBH .

2.1 Parameterization of the extended mass spectrum

In this study, we investigate an extended mass spectrum for PBHs. The extended mass spectrum
is generally described by the equation:

dNBH

dM
= f(M, t), (6)

where NBH represents the number density of PBHs, M denotes the mass, and t corresponds to
the evolving time. Since these PBHs exhibit non-relativistic behavior, their differential energy
density with respect to mass can be expressed as:

dρBH

dM
≡ σ(M, t) = Mf(M, t). (7)

We make the assumption that although the PBHs are formed through conventional mechanisms,
they possess a broader spectrum, as suggested in earlier works [36, 37].

In our scenario, we consider a range of PBHs with number and energy densities confined
between Mmin and Mmax. The minimum PBH mass, Mmin, must be greater than a lower bound
that ensures the assumption τBH ≥ teq holds. The maximum PBH mass, Mmax, is determined
by the requirement that PBH evaporation does not distort the well-established results of BBN-
theory.

To parameterize the PBH mass, we introduce a dimensionless parameter, x, such that

M = xM0, (8)

with M0 representing the mean value of the distribution, we define it as the value at which
σ(M, t) and x become nonzero within the limits:

xmin ≡ Mmin/M0 ≤ x ≤ xmax ≡ Mmax/M0. (9)

We introduce the dimensionless "time" parameter η, defined as η = t/τ(M0), where τ(M0)
represents the lifetime of a PBH with mass M0. Here, τ0 denotes the lifetime of a PBH with
the mean mass M0. Due to the varying lifetimes of individual PBHs, their masses and creation
times also differ. The evolution of the differential energy is then described by:

σ̇(M, t) = − [3H + Γ(M)]σ(M, t). (10)

The quantity Γ(M) is defined as Γ(M) = 1/τ(M), where τ(M) is given by τ(M) = (3 ×
103N−1

effM
3
BHm−4

pl ). Here, C is approximately 30 and Neff represents the effective number of
particle species with masses smaller than the black hole temperature. Additional information
can be found in the reference [36]. Thus, the expression for Γ(M) can be written as:

Γ(M) =
m4

Pl

(CM3)
. (11)

In the units of η, (10) can be written as:

dσ

dη
≡ σ′ = −

[
3Hτ0 +

(
M0

M

)3
]
σ. (12)
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The initial value of η is the moment of PBH formation, depends on M and has the form:

ηform(M) =
m2

PlM

CM0
3 . (13)

Evidently σ(M) = 0 when η(M) < ηform.
The energy evolution of the relativistic matter can be written as:

dρrel
dη

≡ ρ′rel = −4Hτ0ρrel +

∫
dM(M0/M)3σ(M). (14)

The red-shift factor as a function of η normalised to the value of the scale factor at the moment
of the least massive PBH formation:

z(η) = a(η)/a [ηform(Mmin)] . (15)

The temporal evolution of z is governed by the Hubble parameter and can be written as:

dz

dη
= Hτ0z (16)

with the Hubble parameter following:

3H2m2
Pl

8π
= ρrel + ρBH = ρrel +

∫
dMσ(M), (17)

Eqn. (12) follows the following solution:

σ(M,η) = θ (η − ηf )σ(M,ηf ) exp

[
(ηf − η)

(
M0

M

)3
](

z(ηf )

z(η)

)3

, (18)

where for simplicity we chose ηf ≡ ηform(M). The theta function ensures that the function
vanishes outside the bounds.

The initial value of the PBH energy density at the moment of creation depends on the factor
ϵ(M) which is defined as:

ϵ(M) =
ρinPBH

ρinrel
. (19)

And hence the initial value of the PBH energy density takes the form:

σ(M,ηf (M)) = ϵ(M)ρrel(ηf (M))/M. (20)

The term ϵ(M) is influenced by the specific scenario of PBH formation and becomes negligible
outside the bounds of the PBH mass spectrum. We make the assumption that within the
interval ηf (Mmin) < η < ηf (Mmax), the total fraction of PBH mass density is significantly
smaller compared to the energy density of relativistic matter. As a result, the expansion regime
remains undisturbed and remains in the relativistic stage. The energy density of relativistic
particles at the time of the first (lightest) PBH formation can be expressed as:

ρrel(tin) =
3

32π

m6
Pl

M2
min

. (21)

If the energy density of PBH remains much smaller than that of relativistic matter until the
formation of the heaviest PBHs, the last term on the right-hand side of equation (14) is disre-
garded. In this case, within the time interval η(Mmin) < η < η(Mmax), the energy density ρrel
equals

ρrel =
3

32π

m6
Pl

M2
min

1

z(η)4
. (22)
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And the differential energy density becomes:

σ(M,η) =
3m6

Pl

32πMM2
min

ϵ(M)

z(ηf (M))

θ(η − ηf (M))

z3(η) exp [(M0/M)3(η − ηf (M))]
. (23)

In this equation η runs in the limits η(Mmin) < η < η(Mmax) or ηf (M) < η < η(Mmax),
depending upon which lower limit is larger.

Since (M0/M)3ηf (M) = m2
Pl/(CM2) ≪ 1, for any η, we may expand the exponent as

exp
[
−(M0/M)3(η − ηf (M))

]
= exp

[
−(M0/M)3η

]
(1 +m2

Pl/(CM2)) (24)

To simplify the numerical calculations involved in integrating over the variable M and obtaining
desired results, we can consider simplified forms of the initial mass distribution of the PBH.
This allows us to evaluate the integrals over M analytically, as demonstrated in the following
section (2.2). In the next step, we assume the following form of the function:

F (x) = ϵ(M)/z(ηf (M)). (25)

The function is restricted between xmin = (Mmin/M0) and xmax = (Mmax/M0), as stated in
equation (20). Here, ϵ(M) represents the fraction of the energy density of PBH with mass M
at the time of PBH formation. To simplify the analysis, we assume that F (x) is a polynomial
function of integer powers of x, although this assumption is not required.

2.2 Extended Mass Spectrum-I

Phase transitions at the inflationary stage can lead to spikes in the spectrum of density fluctu-
ations, strongly increasing the probability of PBH formation in some mass interval [?, ?] (see
e.g. [9] for review and references). To illustrate this possibility we take by hands an interesting
form of the spectrum given by

F (x) =
ϵ0
N

a2b2(1/a− 1/x)2(1/x− 1/b)−5. (26)

where we take

a = 1, b = 50, ϵ0 = 10−12, N = 32× 10−12. (27)

The maximum value of F (x) is at x0 = 0.6, with Fmax = 1.

2.3 Extended Mass Spectrum-II

Let us now consider the second mass spectrum which arises due to PBH formation from the
collapse of domain walls. We first give some estimates for the minimal and maximal mass of the
PBHs using the parameters of the scalar field model. Let us recall that the width of the domain
wall is inversely proportional to the mass of the scalar field ϕ

l ∼ f

Λ2
∼ 1

mϕ
(28)

where mϕ is the mass of the scalar particle. The PBH formation occurs when the gravitational
radius of the fluctuating field is larger than the width of the domain wall, i.e,

τg > l (29)

The above estimate can be interpreted in terms of the mass of the PBH in the following way.
The gravitational radius rg is given as follows

rg =
2M

m2
pl

(30)
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Figure 1: The extended mass spectrum as a result of PBH formation from ZN
mechanism.

Putting the above value in (29), we get the following inequality

2M

m2
pl

>
f

Λ2
(31)

This inequality in turn gives the estimate of the minimal mass of the PBH in terms of the
parameters f and Λ. The minimal mass is given by

Mmin = f
(mpl

Λ

)2
(32)

To satisfy the BBN constraint, the minimal mass of the PBHs should be less than 109g. Thus,
we need to choose the parameters judiciously such that

Mmin = f
(mpl

Λ

)2
> 106g. (33)

The above condition gives us the estimate that some of the black holes should evaporate before
the BBN. However, if we want to consider the case that all such PBHs evaporate, we should set
a condition on the maximal mass of the PBHs. The maximal mass of the PBHs is estimated
by the condition that the wall starts to dominate when it enters the horizon. We better avoid
this dominance because of the following reason. Initially there are some pieces of the universe
in which there are walls and matter/radiation. If walls start to dominate in the sense that
the energy density of the walls is greater than that of the matter/radiation, it corresponds to
superluminal expansion. The maximal mass obtained from this constraint is given by

Mmax = Mmin

(mpl

f

)2
(34)

We consider the common scenario for both of these spectra where the entire spectrum of PBHs
completely evaporate prior to BBN. This is given by the condition that

Mmax = Mmin

(mpl

f

)2
< 109g (35)

It is not necessary that the maximal mass of the PBHs follow the above condition. Indeed, we
can have only a part of the whole spectrum to evaporate that could give rise to DM particles.
However, there are many sensitive probes based on the estimation of light elements abundance
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which compels us to put an upper bound to the maximal mass of PBHs as is given above. To
this end, let us give some quick estimates. In order to have a consistent inflationary regime, we
take the parameter f and Λ to be

f = 1014GeV and Λ = 1010GeV. (36)

These values simply imply that it does not lead to over production of gravitino and other
particles of that sort and confine ourselves only to stable SUSY relics which can be primarily
dark matter particles. As can be seen below, the number density of the PBH can be pretty high
and it depends on the peak and the character of the spectrum, decreasing with the increase of
PBH mass. In fact the approximate analytical form the spectrum can expressed as:

F (x) = 1.19628− 0.96x− 0.13x2 + 0.18x3 − 0.022x4 − 0.13x5 + 0.078x6 (37)

The spectrum in consideration here is shown in the following figure 2. Details about this
spectrum can be found in [40].

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F(x)

Figure 2: The extended mass spectrum as a result of PBH formation from domain
wall collapse.

2.4 To calculate 37 with f = 1014 GeV and Λ = 10−6 GeV

With the above conditions, if we want to get the distribution as follows: Let us parameterise

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F(x)

Figure 3: Same as fig.2.

the mass parameter as x = M
Mmax

, where M is the mass of the PBH. Hence xmax = 1 and
xmin = (f/mpl)

2. Here we have f = 1014 GeV and mpl = 1.2 × 1019 Gev . Using these,
the interpolated analytical form of the spectrum takes the form, while maintaining the same
structure (graphically) is as follows in eqn. 38:
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F (x) = 1.0− 0.201726x− 1.87373x2 + 0.576069x3 + 1.62629x4 + 0.648115x5 − 1.57501x6 (38)

3 Dark Matter Formation

Let us now estimate the density of stable SUSY relics produced in PBH evaporation and show
their contribution to the cosmological dark matter is significant in some cases whereas insignif-
icant in others. To this end, we present some simple estimates and correspondingly some nu-
merical values. Note, we work only with the Extended Mass Spectrum-I here. At the end of
the calculation, we present two tables, one for each spectrum which gives the ratio of the DM
particle densities to that of relativistic particle densities.

Consider the Extended Mass Spectrum-I. We parameterize the mass of PBH using the dimen-
sionless parameter x. Thus we have

x =
M

M0
(39)

where M is the PBH mass and M0 is the peak value of the mass density distribution. At the
peak value of F (x), we have x = 0.6. Let us take M0 = 106g as the first case. The moment of
PBH production with mass M is:

tin =
M

m2
pl

=
M6 × 106

(2.18× 10−5)2

= 5.3× 10−33M6sec. (40)

where M6 = M(g)/106(g)

We assume that PBHs make a small fraction of the energy density of relativistic matter at
the moment of production. Thus, the energy density and number density at t = tin are

ρ
(in)
BH =

3ϵ

32π

m6
pl

M2
, n

(in)
BH =

3ϵ

32π

m6
pl

M3
(41)

where ϵ << 1. The energy density of relativistic matter at t = tin is

ρ
(in)
rel =

3

32π

m6
pl

M2
=

π2g∗(in)

30
T 4
(in), (42)

where g∗(in) ∼ 100 is the number of relativistic species at T = Tin ∼ 1.72 × 1012 GeV/
√
M6.

The ratio of PBH number density to that of relativistic particles at the moment of creation is
estimated to be

rin =
n
(in)
BH

n
(in)
rel

=
ρ
(in)
BH

ρ
(in)
rel

Tin

0.3M
= 1012ϵ×M

−3/2
6 = 5.73ϵ12M

−3/2
6 (43)

The average distance between PBHs at the moment of their creation is

dBH
in = (n

(in)
BH )−1/3 = 11.62× 10−17M6ϵ

−1/3
12 cm. (44)

Here ϵ12 = 1012ϵ. At the moment of equilibrium, the distance of BH separation was

dBH
eq = dBH

in /ϵ12 = 11.62× 10−5M6ϵ
−4/3 (45)
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The temperature of relativistic matter at equilibrium moment was

Teq = ϵTinS
1/3
eq = 3.67ϵ12M

−1/2
6 GeV, (46)

where Seq is the ratio of the number of particle species at T = Tin to that at T = Teq, which is
≈ 10.

The universe expanded in a relativistic regime before equilibrium was attained and the scale
factor in such a universe rose as a(t) ∼ t1/2. The equilibrium is reached at the moment of time

teq = tin/ϵ
2 = 5.3× 10−33M6ϵ

−2 = 5.3× 10−9ϵ−2
12 M6sec (47)

After this time, till the moment of decay,

t = τ = 30M3
BH/m4

pl = 30M3
6 × 1018 × 1

(2.18)4 × 1020
× 1

8.53× 1047
sec

= 1.5× 10−10M3
6 sec (48)

the universe expanded in matter dominated regime with the scale factor going like a(t) ∼ t2/3.
SO during this stage, the scale factor rose as

z(τ) =
( τ

teq

)2/3
= 0.02(ϵ12 ×M6)

4/3 (49)

Correspondingly, the energy density of PBHs just before their moment of decay is larger than
the energy density of the relativistic background and the amount is calculated by the redshift
factor z(τ), which is

ρBH(τ)

ρrel(τ)
= 0.02(ϵ12 ×M6)

4/3. (50)

Now, the temperature of the relativistic background just before the black hole decay was

Tcool ≡ Trel(τ) = Teq/z(τ) = 183.5ϵ
−1/3
12 M

−11/6
6 MeV. (51)

The temperature of the particles produced during the BH decay is equal to

TBH =
m2

pl

8πM
= 0.48× 107M−1

6 GeV. (52)

Hence, the lightest SUSY particles of the minimal SUSY model with mass mX ∼ 103 GeV should
be produced abundantly in process of PBH evaporation.
The average distance between PBH just before their decay was

dBH(τ) = dBH
eq .z(τ) ≈ 0.23× 10−5M

7/3
6 cm (53)

The total number of energetic particles produced by the decay of a single PBH is given by

Nhot ≈
MBH

3TBH
=

8π

3

( M

mpl

)2
= 1.8× 1022M2

6 . (54)

We assume the following model that the result of BH evaporation is a cloud of energetic particles
with temperature as TBH and with radius τBH given by

τBH = 4.5M3
6 cm. (55)
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The number of PBHs in this common cloud is

Ncloud = (τBH/dBH(τ))3 = 7.593× 1018M2
6 (56)

and their number density just before the decay was

nBH(τ) = d(τ)−3 = 8.21× 1016M−7
6 cm−3. (57)

The density of hot particles with temperature TBH , created by evaporation of this set of black
holes is

nhot = nBH .Nhot = 14.78× 1038M−5
6 cm−3. (58)

The density of cool background particles with temperature Tcool is

0.1g ∗ T 3
cool = 3.03× 1037ϵ−1

12 M
−11/2
8 cm−3 (59)

where we took g∗ = 10 at T < 100MeV.
The cooling proceeds through the Coulomb-like scattering and hence the momentum of hot
particles decreases according to the equation

Ėhot = −σvncoolδE, (60)

where δE is the momentum transfer from hot particles to the cold ones. For massless particles,

q2 = (p1 − p2)
2 = −2(E1E2 − p1.p2). (61)

Finally we have

Ė = 0.1g ∗ T 3
coolα

2/E1 ≈ 10−4T 2
cool. (62)

The loss of energy of hot particles of the order of their temperature would be achieved during
very short time

tcool ≈ 10−10sec (63)

As a result of mixing and thermalization between the hot and cool components, the temperature
of the resulting plasma would be

Tfin = Tcool(ρhot/ρcool)
1/4 ≈ 69.007M

−3/2
6 MeV. (64)

Then, the total number density of relativistic particles would be equal to

nrel = 0.1g ∗ T 3
fin = 328608.99M

−9/2
6 (MeV )3 = 0.04× 1039M

−9/2
6 cm−3 (65)

According to (58), the number density of X-particles immediately after evaporation should be
about 1039M−5

6 cm−3. After fast thermalization, the ratio of number densities of Xs to that of
all relativistic particles becomes

nX/nrel = 35 (66)

The evolution of the number density of X-particles is given by the following equation

ṅX + 3HnX = −σann
X vn2

X (67)

The Hubble parameter which enters (67) is given by the expression

H =
(8π3g∗

90

)1/2 T 2

mpl
≈ 0.4T 2

in

z2mpl
(68)

10



where z = ain/a is the ratio of the initial scale factor to the running one and for Tin, we take
Tfin given by (64). Introducing r = nXz3 and the changing the time variable to z, we arrive at

dr

dz
= −

σannvmpl

0.4T 2
in

r2

z2
(69)

which can be solved and we get

nX =
nin

z3(1− 1/z)
→ 1

Qz3
, (70)

where Q = (σvmpl)/(0.4T
2
in).

According to observational data, we have

ΩDM = 0.26 and ΩCMB = 5.5× 10−5 (71)

or we can say in terms of energy density that (ρX/ργ)obs ≈ 5× 103. We now have

σannvmpl ∼ 3× 1011GeV−1 (72)

and

nX ≈ 10−12z−3T 2
inGeV (73)

Now, the red-shift factor z depends on both M6 and the initial energy density (ϵ). Thus, an
appropriate choice of both these parameters would yield a significant amount of dark matter
relic. Indeed, if we choose ϵ = 10−14, the resultant number density of X (DM particles) is given
by

nX ≈ 1.1× 103 cm−3 (74)

In the following tables we have shown the variation of the ratio of the dark matter particles
to the relativistic particles for different values of the ratio of the mass of PBH to that of the
mean mass of the spectrum. For brevity, the notation is kept same as M6. The parameter space
for the Extended mass spectrum-II is kept same as that of the first one in order to lay out the
comparison more clearly.

Extended mass spectrum-I
M6 nBH(cm−3) nX/nrel

0.1 8.21× 1023 110.68
1 8.21× 1016 35
10 8.21× 109 11.068
100 8.21× 102 3.5

Extended mass spectrum-II
M6 nBH(cm−3) nX/nrel

0.5 1.05× 1019 49.49
1 8.21× 1016 35
20 6.41× 107 7.826
150 0.48× 102 2.857

As can be seen from the two tables the ratio of the relic abundance to that of the relativistic
particles is different for both spectra, becaause their parameter spaces are chosen to be different.
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Figure 4: The variation of the ratio of the relic to that of the relativistic particles
produced as a result of PBH evaporation is shown. The left panel corresponds to
that of Extended Mass Spectrum-I and the right panel to that of Extended Mass
Spectrum-II.

However, it is not hard to see that the ratio only depends on the peak value of the pbh spectrum
and not on the entire distribution.

As can be seen from the above figure (4) the two panels are identical and hence showing
the production of relics due to PBH evaporation is not dependent on the mechanism of the
production of PBHs. It is also clear that the the ratio of the mean mass of the black hole to the
peak value of the black hole is inversely proportional to the relic abundance. Lesser the ratio,
greater is the relic abundance.
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Figure 5: The production of dark matter particles as a result of PBH evaporation
is shown. The left panel corresponds to that of Extended Mass Spectrum-I and the
right panel to that of Extended Mass Spectrum-II.

It is clear from the above figure (5) the relic abundance depends on the energy density of
the primordial black holes. The dependence is given by the following relation:

nX ∼ 1

ϵ412
(75)

Thus, lesser the initial energy density of the primordial black holes, more is the relic abundance.
Since the ratio of the DM particles to that of relativistic matter is again proportional to the
inverse fourth power of the initial energy density, we can get a significant ratio (> 1) by adjusting
the value of the initial energy density appropriately.

4 Conclusion

Production of primordial black holes can lead to a specific form of their mass spectrum, reflect-
ing physical mechanism of their creation. Such mechanisms relate the mass interval and specific
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features of the PBH spectrum to the BSM physics at very high energy scales.

In the recent work [41], it is shown how the evaporation of a singular PBH, which can be
approximated as a delta function mass spectrum, can lead to the instant change of regime and
contribute to the dark matter density of the universe. It was shown how the energy density
of the PBH affected the density of the dark matter. On the same note, it is established in
this work that the initial energy density of the PBHs at the very early stage of the universe
expansion plays a significant role in the production of dark matter (relic abundance) as a result
of PBH evaporation. This idea has been tested for the cases when PBHs were formed by the ZN
mechanism accomplished by strongly increased probability of their formation in some interval
of small PBH mass and also for the case when they were formed by the collapse of domain
wall. In both the cases, the resulting number density of the dark matter particles is significant.
We conclude with the claim that the dark matter production process due of the evaporation of
PBHs does not depend of the mechanism of PBH formation for the same peak mass in their
mass distribution. However, the PBH mass spectrum may be flat as it is the case for PBH
formation at the post-inflational matter dominant stage of massive scalar field [42]. There is
no evident peak mass value in such case and the proper analysis of evolution of PBH dominant
stage and DM production in PBH evaporation need special study, which we plan in our future
work.

5 Acknowledgments

The authors are thankful to Kousik Loho and Baradhwaj Coleppa for useful discussions. Further,
the authors express their gratitude to A.S. Sakharov, J. Turner and her group and Vincent
Vennin for pointing towards some recent and interesting work on the production of relic particles
and gravitational waves as a result of PBH evaporation. The work of A.C. is supported by the
project RES/SERB/PH/P0202/2021/0039. The research by M.K. was carried out in Southern
Federal University with financial support of the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of
the Russian Federation (State contract GZ0110/23-10-IF). The work of P.C. is supported by the
EPSRC fellowship.

References

[1] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck], Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters, Astron.
Astrophys. 641 (2020), A6 [erratum: Astron. Astrophys. 652 (2021), C4] doi:10.1051/0004-
6361/201833910 [arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO]].

[2] G. Hinshaw et al. [WMAP], Nine-Year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP)
Observations: Cosmological Parameter Results, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 208 (2013), 19
doi:10.1088/0067-0049/208/2/19 [arXiv:1212.5226 [astro-ph.CO]].

[3] E. Aprile et al. [XENON], Dark Matter Search Results from a One Ton-
Year Exposure of XENON1T, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) no.11, 111302
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.111302 [arXiv:1805.12562 [astro-ph.CO]].

[4] D. S. Akerib et al. [LUX], Results from a search for dark matter in the complete LUX
exposure, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) no.2, 021303 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.021303
[arXiv:1608.07648 [astro-ph.CO]].

[5] X. Cui et al. [PandaX-II], Dark Matter Results From 54-Ton-Day Expo-
sure of PandaX-II Experiment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) no.18, 181302
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.181302 [arXiv:1708.06917 [astro-ph.CO]].

13

http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.5226
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.12562
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.07648
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.06917


[6] A. Boveia and C. Doglioni, Dark Matter Searches at Colliders, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci.
68 (2018), 429-459 doi:10.1146/annurev-nucl-101917-021008 [arXiv:1810.12238 [hep-ex]].

[7] A. Cheek, L. Heurtier, Y. F. Perez-Gonzalez and J. Turner, Evaporation of primordial black
holes in the early Universe: Mass and spin distributions, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) no.1,
015005 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.108.015005 [arXiv:2212.03878 [hep-ph]].

[8] A. Cheek, L. Heurtier, Y. F. Perez-Gonzalez and J. Turner, Primordial black hole evapora-
tion and dark matter production. II. Interplay with the freeze-in or freeze-out mechanism,
Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) no.1, 015023 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.015023 [arXiv:2107.00016
[hep-ph]].

[9] M.Y. Khlopov, Primordial black holes. Res. Astron. Astrophys. 10 (2010) , 495–528,
doi:10.1088/1674-4527/10/6/001.

[10] T. Kokubu, K. Kyutoku, K. Kohri and T. Harada, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.12, 123024
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.123024 [arXiv:1810.03490 [astro-ph.CO]].

[11] A. C. Jenkins and M. Sakellariadou, Primordial black holes from cusp collapse on cosmic
strings, [arXiv:2006.16249 [astro-ph.CO]].

[12] T. H. Jung and T. Okui, Primordial black holes from bubble collisions during a first-order
phase transition, [arXiv:2110.04271 [hep-ph]].

[13] S. S. Mishra and V. Sahni, Primordial Black Holes from a tiny bump/dip in the Inflaton
potential, JCAP 04 (2020), 007 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2020/04/007 [arXiv:1911.00057 [gr-
qc]].

[14] J. Liu, Z. K. Guo and R. G. Cai, Primordial Black Holes from Cosmic Domain Walls,
Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.2, 023513 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.023513 [arXiv:1908.02662
[astro-ph.CO]].

[15] A. Cheek, L. Heurtier, Y. F. Perez-Gonzalez and J. Turner, Redshift Effects in Particle
Production from Kerr Primordial Black Holes, [arXiv:2207.09462 [astro-ph.CO]].

[16] A. Cheek, L. Heurtier, Y. F. Perez-Gonzalez and J. Turner, Primordial black hole evapo-
ration and dark matter production. I. Solely Hawking radiation, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022)
no.1, 015022 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.015022 [arXiv:2107.00013 [hep-ph]].

[17] A. S. Sakharov, Y. N. Eroshenko and S. G. Rubin, Looking at the NANOGrav signal
through the anthropic window of axionlike particles, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) no.4, 043005
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.043005 [arXiv:2104.08750 [hep-ph]].

[18] G. Domènech, C. Lin and M. Sasaki, Gravitational wave constraints on the primordial
black hole dominated early universe, JCAP 04 (2021), 062 [erratum: JCAP 11 (2021),
E01] doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/11/E01 [arXiv:2012.08151 [gr-qc]].

[19] G. Domènech, V. Takhistov and M. Sasaki, Exploring evaporating primor-
dial black holes with gravitational waves, Phys. Lett. B 823 (2021), 136722
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136722 [arXiv:2105.06816 [astro-ph.CO]].

[20] T. Papanikolaou, Gravitational waves induced from primordial black hole fluctuations: The
effect of an extended mass function, [arXiv:2207.11041 [astro-ph.CO]].

[21] T. Papanikolaou, V. Vennin and D. Langlois, Gravitational waves from a universe filled
with primordial black holes, JCAP 03 (2021), 053 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/053
[arXiv:2010.11573 [astro-ph.CO]].

14

http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12238
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.03878
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.00016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03490
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.16249
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.04271
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00057
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.02662
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.09462
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.00013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.08750
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08151
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.06816
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.11041
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.11573


[22] J. Martin, T. Papanikolaou and V. Vennin, Primordial black holes from the preheating in-
stability in single-field inflation, JCAP 01 (2020), 024 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2020/01/024
[arXiv:1907.04236 [astro-ph.CO]].

[23] P. Auclair and V. Vennin, Primordial black holes from metric preheating: mass fraction
in the excursion-set approach, JCAP 02 (2021), 038 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/02/038
[arXiv:2011.05633 [astro-ph.CO]].

[24] M. Lemoine, Moduli constraints on primordial black holes. Phys. Lett. B 2000, 481, 333–
338, doi:10.1016/ S0370-2693(00)00469-X.

[25] M.Y. Khlopov, A. Barrau and J.Grain, Gravitino production by primordial black hole
evaporation and constraints on the inhomogeneity of the early Universe. Class. Quantum
Grav. 2006, 23, 1875–1882, doi:10.1088/0264-9381/23/6/004.

[26] P. Gondolo, P. Sandick and B. Shams Es Haghi, Effects of primordial black holes on dark
matter models, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) no.9, 095018 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.095018
[arXiv:2009.02424 [hep-ph]].

[27] M. J. Baker and A. Thamm, Probing the particle spectrum of nature with evaporat-
ing black holes, SciPost Phys. 12 (2022) no.5, 150 doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.5.150
[arXiv:2105.10506 [hep-ph]].

[28] T. Kitabayashi, Primordial black holes and dark matter mass spectrum, [arXiv:2204.07898
[hep-ph]].

[29] N. Bernal and Ó. Zapata, Self-interacting Dark Matter from Primordial Black Holes, JCAP
03 (2021), 007 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/007 [arXiv:2010.09725 [hep-ph]].

[30] B. Carr, F. Kuhnel and M. Sandstad, Primordial Black Holes as Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. D
94 (2016) no.8, 083504 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083504 [arXiv:1607.06077 [astro-ph.CO]]

[31] B. Carr and F. Kuhnel, “Primordial Black Holes as Dark Matter: Recent Developments,”
Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 70 (2020), 355-394 doi:10.1146/annurev-nucl-050520-125911
[arXiv:2006.02838 [astro-ph.CO]].

[32] W. Qin, S. R. Geller, S. Balaji, E. McDonough and D. I. Kaiser, “Planck Constraints and
Gravitational Wave Forecasts for Primordial Black Hole Dark Matter Seeded by Multifield
Inflation,” [arXiv:2303.02168 [astro-ph.CO]].

[33] J. A. de Freitas Pacheco, E. Kiritsis, M. Lucca and J. Silk, “Quasiextremal primordial
black holes are a viable dark matter candidate,” Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) no.12, 123525
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.123525 [arXiv:2301.13215 [astro-ph.CO]].

[34] R. J. Scherrer and M. S. Turner, Decaying particles do not “heat up” the Universe, Phys.
Rev. D 31, 681.

[35] S. G. Rubin, M. Y. Khlopov and A. S. Sakharov, Primordial black holes from nonequilibrium
second order phase transition, Grav. Cosmol. 6 (2000), 51-58 [arXiv:hep-ph/0005271 [hep-
ph]].

[36] A. Dolgov, M. Kawasaki, N. Kevlishvili, Inhomogeneous baryogenesis, cosmic antimatter,
and dark matter, arXiv:0806.2986.

[37] P. Ivanov, P. Naselsky and I. Novikov, Inflation and primordial black holes as dark matter,
Phys. Rev. D 50 7173, (1994).

arXiv:astro-ph/9605094.

15

http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04236
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.05633
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.02424
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.10506
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.07898
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.09725
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06077
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.02838
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.02168
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.13215
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005271
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.2986
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9605094


[38] M. Kawasaki, K. Murai, Formation of supermassive primordial black holes by Affleck-Dine
mechanism, JCAP01(2019)027, arXiv:1907.02273.

[39] P. Gondolo, P. Sandick and B. Shams Es Haghi, Effects of primordial black holes on dark
matter models, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) no.9, 095018, arXiv:2009.02424

[40] S. G. Rubin, A.S. Sakharov and M. Yu. Khlopov, The Formation of Primary Galactic Nuclei
during Phase Transitions in the Early Universe, Journal of Experimental and Theoretical
Physics, Vol. 92, No. 6, 2001, pp. 921–929.

[41] B. Coleppa, K. Loho and S. Shil, Dark Matter Phenomenology in the Littlest Seesaw Model
with an Extended Dark Sector in presence of Primordial Black Hole, [arXiv:2209.06793
[hep-ph]].

[42] M.Y. Khlopov, B.A. Malomed, Y.B. Zel’dovich, Gravitational instability of scalar fields
and formation of primordial black holes. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 215 (1985) 575–589.

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.02273
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.02424
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.06793

	Introduction
	Primordial Black Holes and Mass Spectrum
	Parameterization of the extended mass spectrum
	Extended Mass Spectrum-I
	Extended Mass Spectrum-II
	To calculate 37 with f=1014 GeV and =10-6 GeV

	Dark Matter Formation
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments

