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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 formation 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.
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1 Introduction

Primordial black holes (PBH) are black holes which formed in the early universe due
to accumulation of over-dense regions as a result of quantum fluctuations or strong
nonhomogeneity of very early Universe, reflecting various aspects of physics beyond
the Standard model of fundamental interactions (see e.g. [1] for review and references).
There are various scenarios for the formation of PBHs and some of them are: collapse
from inhomogeneities [2], collapse of cosmic strings [3], bubble collisions [4], from tiny
bump in the inflaton potential [5] and collapse of domain walls [6].

Since PBHs are not formed as a result of stellar collapse, their masses can have
a wide range, starting from the Planck mass to the mass of the observable universe
enclosed by the Hubble horizon today. Some of the heavy PBHs of mass of the order
of 1023g can accrete matter and coalesce. This in turn gives constraints coming from
X-ray observations and gravitational waves. The lightest PBHs which are in the mass
range M ∼ 1017 − 1023g are unconstrained and they can be the source of much of
the fraction of dark matter (DM). Since these PBHs are very light, they can emit a
variety of particles by Hawking radiation [7–10]. However, the detection of such ra-
diation remain to be seen since the signal is very faint. Apart from the production
of DM, the evaporation of PBHs can lead to the production of gravitational waves as
shown in [11–16]. The smallest PBHs of mass of the order of M < 109g should have
contributed to particle DM abundance. Since PBHs generally have a mass of the order
of the horizon mass at formation, one could expect that PBHs forming in a particular
epoch have a monochromatic mass spectrum. But there can be scenarios in which the
form of the primordial fluctuations as a function of scale could led to the formation
of PBHs over a prolonged period of time and thus can have an extended mass spectrum.
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The origin and properties of DM remains to be one of the important problems in
cosmology. In spite of extensive search of DM through various experiments, e.g col-
lider searches, indirect detection experiments and direct detection experiments, we
have come short of receiving any good signal. Since the experiments conducted to this
day has returned null results, it begs for the understanding of DM production mecha-
nisms. One of the main candidates of DM production mechanisms is the evaporation
of PBHs. A black holes loses mass by emitting all the particles that are lighter than its
temperature [17–20]. In this course of emission by Hawking radiation, it is prescribed
in many works, for example see [21] that the relics that remain after PBH evaporation
could possibly explain the abundance of DM particles. It has been assumed in many
reports that only a single DM particle species is obtained as a relic after PBH evapo-
ration. However, in principle, it is possible that PBHs emit all kinds of particles and
thus, multiple DM particle species with a broad mass spectrum could be obtained as a
relic after PBH evaporation. This later condition has been extensively studied in [22].
In the paper [23], the effect of DM mass spectrum on the initial PBH density has been
studied by taking four different mass spectra. The first one is a single mass DM, the
second being a degenerate series of masses, the third being multiple DMs with masses
in arithmetic progression and the last being multiple DMs with masses in geometric
progression.

It has been also mentioned in the article [24] that provided DM particles has enough
non-gravitational interactions, they may thermalize with the thermal bath or with a
pre-existing population of thermal dark matter particles. It has also been mentioned
that thermalization was only effective if the PBHs disappear before the freeze-out of
dark matter and this will possibly erase the information that PBHs have contributed
to the abundance of DM particles which we observe today. If the PBHs have evapo-
rated after the freeze-out of DM particles, then this would contribute directly to the
abundance of DM. However, some of the weakly interacting DM particles that come
from PBHs and which cannot thermalize, contribute directly to the DM abundance
today. If the case is such, then the relevant production mechanisms are outlined in the
article [21]. These include a freeze-in or gravitational production of very heavy DM.
Such a phenomenon must be reduced to produce the requisite amount of DM which we
observe today. The searches for the DM particles would become harder if the freeze-in
mechanism has occurred because then the weak interaction between the DM particles
and the thermal bath would become far weaker.

In this article, we give some numerical results and estimates of the possible production
of DM particles through PBH evaporation. It is assumed that the PBHs are pro-
duced by the Zel’dovich–Novikov (ZN) mechanism and the mass spectrum is narrow.
Sometimes it is even taken as a delta function but in this work, we would consider the
extended mass function where it is in the form of a power law. Such a law would match
to a a large extent with the log-normal mass distribution. Some of the works on PBH
formation with extended mass spectrum is given in the article [25]. The log-normal
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mass distribution became very popular in recent years and is introduced for the de-
scription of PBH, observed in the present times. Also, it needs to be mentioned that
the chirp signals from the LIGO events agrees to a great extent with the log-normal
distribution. It is also possible that there can be some other distribution laws which
match with experimental results to a high degree of accuracy but we will specifically fo-
cus on one of the extended mass spectrum and would analyse the resultant DM particle
ratio from it. The novelty of the extended mass spectrum which we use, see below, is
that it is confined between some maximum and minimum values of the mass parameter.

We consider a spectrum of small PBH masses such that the black holes evaporated
much before the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN). Despite getting decayed a long time
ago, their presence in the present day universe could be observable by the relics they
left as a result of emission of various particles by Hawking radiation. In what follows,
we will also see that besides DM particle relics, the PBH decays could also release a
major amount of entropy which would diminish the baryon asymmetry of the universe.
The decay of such PBH on the other hand could result in both the baryon asymmetry
and DM relics but we will focus here on the later aspect and neglect the first kind of
processes. Indeed, it can be shown that with a chosen range of values of the mass of
PBH, a significant amount of DM particles may be released which have signatures in
the present day observable universe.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present an extended
mass spectrum for PBHs and describe their decay process. In section 3, we emphasize
on the DM formation as a result of PBH evaporation, where we give the results for
a particular set of mass range of the PBHs. In section 4, we interpret our results in
terms of possible relics that the PBHs would have left in the present day universe.

2 Primordial Black Holes and Mass Spectrum

In this work we are interested in those PBHs which are rather short lived. These
PBHs evaporated in the very early stage of universe expansion, well before the onset
of (BBN). These short lived PBHs can have significant effect in the present universe.
First of all, these decays can lead to a significant influx of entropy into the plasma
which can dilute the magnitude of any preexisting asymmetry. Secondly, dark matter
can be produced as a result of PBH evaporation. In this work we are interested in the
production of dark matter. It is shown in this paper that with the proper choice of
parameter, relics produced in the process of PBH evaporation would make significant
contribution to the density of dark matter.

We consider the universe is initially in the radiation dominated (RD) stage when the
cosmological matter is mostly made up of relativistic particles. During this epoch the
energy density is given by:

ρ
(1)
rel =

3m2
Pl

32πt2
. (2.1)
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Here mpl is the Planck mass. The cosmological scale factor varies with time in the
following manner:

arel(t) = ain

(
t

tin

)1/2

. (2.2)

If the number density of the PBHs were sufficiently large and they were massive enough
to survive up to the moment when they started to dominate in the universe, the energy
density after a certain time t1 is given by:

ρnr =
m2
Pl

6π(t+ t1)2
. (2.3)

Here t1 is established from the condition of equality of (2.1) and (2.3) at the moment
of equilibrium teq. A nice review on the instant change of regime can be found in
[26] It can be shown that t1 = teq/3, while teq can be found from the equations:
ain/aeq = (tin/teq)

1/2 = ρinBH/ρ
in
rel. After a certain time t2, the PBHs evaporate and

producing relativistic matter and the expansion regime returned to the relativistic one
when all or a significant part of PBH evaporated:

ρ
(2)
rel =

3m2
Pl

32π(t+ t2)2
. (2.4)

Here t2 is determined by the condition of the equality of ρnr (2.3) and ρ
(2)
rel (2.4) at the

moment of PBH decay t = τBH .

2.1 PBH formation from the collapse of domain wall

It is well known by now that galactic centres contain supermassive black holes. How-
ever, what is still unclear is the mechanism with which galactic nuclei formed and
their evolution. There are two possible explanations in the literature; one being the
model of Stiavelli, where he considered the galaxy formation around a massive black
hole and the other being Veilleux’s idea that formation of stars and galaxies proceeded
together. Both of these models have some drawbacks. An alternative model which is
given in [27] describes the early formation of galactic nuclei from PBH, which serve
as the nucleation centres. However, in this paper, we will not discuss the nucleation
process, but explain the formation of PBH as presented in this model. In particular,
the PBH formation in this model occurs because of collapse of closed walls arising from
the succession of second order phase transitions after the end of inflation.

Consider a potential which has two different vacuum. Therefore, we get two differ-
ent distributions of these states, where the first one is that the universe contains equal
numbers of these states and the alternative possibility being that the two vacuum
states are formed with different possibilities. For the later one, the less probable vac-
uum state is surrounded by the sea of the more probable vacuum state. It is shown in
[28] that such a distribution begs for the existence of valleys in the potential during the
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inflationary period. It is then conceivable that the background fluctuations allow for
the formation of islands, where one state is in the sea of another state and the phase
transition occurs after the end of inflation in the FRW universe. The mass spectrum
of black holes formed by this mechanism depends on parameters of the scalar field po-
tential determining the direction and size of the potential valley during inflation and
the post-inflationary phase transition.

2.1.1 Closed wall formation

Consider a Lagrangian for a complex scalar field

L =
1

2
|∂φ|2 − V (|φ|), (2.5)

The form of the potential is taken to be

V (|φ|) = λ(|φ|2 − f 2/2)2 + δV (α),

δV (α) = Λ4(1− cosα)
(2.6)

where f and λ are the parameters in the above Lagrangian. The potential above has
a saddle point at v = π. We assume here that the mass of the radial component
r of the field to be large enough such that the magnitude of the field acquires the
value somewhere in the circle valley |φ| = f/

√
2 before the end of inflation. Note, the

minimum of the potential is degenerate and thus the field has the form

φ ∼ f/
√

2eiα(x) (2.7)

Let us now substitute the above value of the field in the Lagrangian. This gives us a
form of the effective Lagrangian which is given

Lv =
1

2
(∂χ)2 − Λ4(1− cos(χ/f)) (2.8)

where the dynamical variable χ = αf which serves as a massless field in the above
Lagrangian.

Here, we assume that the whole part of the Universe observed within the con-
temporary horizon was formed NU e-folds before the end of inflation. The quantum
fluctuations in the field during inflation transformed into classical perturbations. The
corresponding values of the massless field χ in the neighbouring causally-disconnected
space points differ on the average by δχ = H/2π after a single e-fold. In the next time
step ∆t = H−1 (i.e., during the next e-fold) each causally-connected domain is divided
onto e3 causally-disconnected subdomains; the phase in each of the new domains dif-
fers by δα = H/2πf from that at the preceding step. We can therefore see that more
and more domains appear in time where the phase from the initial value differs by a
significant amount.
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2.2 Domain wall collapse and PBH formation

The evolution of domain walls which were formed with the phase θ > π sharply in-
creased in their volume, after the heating of the universe. These domain walls formed
in the background of the Friedmann expansion is described by the relativistic equation
of state. At a temperature, T ∼ Λ an equilibrium state is established with the phase
θ = 2π inside the domain and θ = 0 outside the domain. A closed wall is formed at
θ = π which acts as a boundary, separating the two phases. The wall has a width of
∼ f/Λ2 and the surface energy density is f/Λ2. Let us mention that the process of
establishing the equilibrium phase values lasts longer than expected. In the meantime,
when the stage of coherent phase oscillations is sufficiently long, the energy density of
these oscillations may become dominating and thus determine the dust period of the
expansion. Now we consider the factors which influence the evolution of such a wall
and thereafter the wall collapse along with PBH formation.

Let us mention that immediately after the end of inflation, the domain size exceeds the
horizon size in the Friedman expansion stage. The contraction of the wall would begin
only when the horizon size be equal to the domain size. However, until this moment
of time, the domain size increases with the expanding universe. The field gives a small
contribution to the total energy density of the universe upon heating in the case where
the energy density of the inflaton field turns into the energy density of relativistic par-
ticles. After crossing the horizon, the internal stresses become dominant which tends
to minimize the surface of the wall. Therefore it implies that the wall tends to acquire
the minimal surface area, which is the shape of a sphere and then starts to contract
towards the center. Let us consider the case of closed spherical walls. The energy of
the plasma surrounding the wall decreases rapidly and the wall energy at a certain time
becomes comparable to the surrounding plasma energy. Simultaneously, the radius of
the domain Rw may become smaller than the horizon size Rh The energy of the wall
gets proportional to its own area at the moment when it crosses the horizon and this
energy gets totally converted to the kinetic energy of the wall. A PBH is then formed
when the wall is localized inside the gravitational radius. As the wall moves through
the surrounding plasma due to the internal force, the friction may, under certain con-
ditions, become significant and lead to a uniform contraction of the wall. Hence the
potential energy of the wall is dissipated in the surrounding medium. Only when the
wall would decrease to a certain small size Rf , the internal forces proportional to the
surface curvature will dominate and the wall will again contract with acceleration to
supply a necessary energy to the center which is sufficient to form a PBH.

2.3 Parameterization of the extended mass spectrum

As mentioned before the mass spectrum of PBHs produced by both ZN mechanism
and domain wall collapse can be a very narrow one, almost comparable to the delta
function. However in this work, we will consider an extended mass spectrum. The
extended mass spectrum generally has the form:

dNBH

dM
= f(M, t), (2.9)
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where NBH is the number density of PBH, M is the mass and t is the evolving time.
As these PBHs behave like non-relativistic particles, their differential energy density
as a function of mass is given by:

dρBH
dM

≡ σ(M, t) = Mf(M, t). (2.10)

We assume here that even though the PBHs are created in the conventional manner
but they have a wider spectrum as can be found in the early works [29–32].

We consider the scenario where the the number and energy densities of PBHs are
confined within Mmin and Mmax. The minimal value of the PBH mass Mmin should
be higher than the lower bound for which the assumption τBH ≥ teq holds. The value
of Mmax is imposed by the condition that PBH evaporation would not distort the well
known results of BBN-theory. We begin with the parameterization of the PBH mass
by using a dimensionless parameter x such that

M = xM0, (2.11)

where M0 is the mean value of the distribution. It is the value where σ(M, t) and x
takes a non-zero value in the limits:

xmin ≡Mmin/M0 ≤ x ≤ xmax ≡Mmax/M0. (2.12)

We define the dimensionless "time" η as η = t/τ(M0) where τ(M0) ≡ τ0 is the life
time of PBH with mass M0. Since all the PBHs have different life-times, their masses
and moment of creation are different as well. The differential energy evolves with time
as:

σ̇(M, t) = − [3H + Γ(M)]σ(M, t), (2.13)

where Γ(M) = 1/τ(M). τ(M) is further defined as τ(M) = 3 ∗ 103N−1effM
3
BHm

−4
pl ≡=

C
M3

BH

m4
pl
. Here C ∼ 30 and Neff is the effective number of number of particle species

with masses smaller than the black hole temperature. For more details, see [30]. Hence
Γ(M) takes the form:

Γ(M) =
m4
Pl

(CM3)
. (2.14)

In the units of η, (2.13) can be written as:

dσ

dη
≡ σ′ = −

[
3Hτ0 +

(
M0

M

)3
]
σ. (2.15)

The initial value of η is the moment of PBH formation, depends on M and has the
form:

ηform(M) =
m2
PlM

CM0
3 . (2.16)
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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). (2.17)

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)] . (2.18)

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

dz

dη
= Hτ0z (2.19)

with the Hubble parameter following:

3H2m2
Pl

8π
= ρrel + ρBH = ρrel +

∫
dMσ(M), (2.20)

Eqn. (2.15) follows the following solution:

σ(M, η) = θ (η − ηf )σ(M, ηf ) exp

[
(ηf − η)

(
M0

M

)3
](

z(ηf )

z(η)

)3

, (2.21)

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

. (2.22)

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

σ(M, ηf (M)) = ε(M)ρrel(ηf (M))/M, (2.23)

where ε(M) depends upon the scenario of PBH formation. ε(M) disappears outside
the bound of the PBH mass spectrum. We assume that within the interval ηf (Mmin) <
η < ηf (Mmax), he total fraction of PBH mass density is negligibly small in comparison
with the energy density of relativistic matter, and so the expansion regime is the non-
disturbed relativistic one. The energy density of the relativistic particles when the first
(lightest) PBH was created is:

ρrel(tin) =
3

32π

m6
Pl

M2
min

. (2.24)
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Let us consider the case when the energy density of PBH remains small as compared
to that of relativistic matter, till the formation of the heaviest PBHs. In such a case,
the last term on the r.h.s of (2.17) is neglected. Therefore, given the time interval
η(Mmin) < η < η(Mmax), the energy density ρrel is equal to

ρrel =
3

32π

m6
Pl

M2
min

1

z(η)4
. (2.25)

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))]
. (2.26)

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/(CM

2)� 1, for any η, we may expand the exponent
as

exp
[
−(M0/M)3(η − ηf (M))

]
= exp

[
−(M0/M)3η

]
(1 +m2

Pl/(CM
2)) (2.27)

We need to integrate over the variable M . Thus the equations which govern the evolu-
tion are integro-differential equations and it is expected that if we perform numerical
calculations, it will become too cumbersome to get any desired result. As an alter-
native, we can consider some simplified forms of the initial mass distribution of the
PBH such that the integrals over the variable M can be evaluated analytically. After
this is done, we can solve the differential equations rather quickly. Such toy models
would render understanding of the essential features of entropy production by PBH
with an extended mass spectrum. Unfortunately, we are unable to find a toy model for
a realistic log-normal mass distribution, see [33]. However, it is seen that the spectra
which allows for analytic integration is very close numerically to the log-normal distri-
bution. Next, we consider a couple of illustrative examples, with the assumption that
the function

F (x) = ε(M)/z(ηf (M)) (2.28)

is confined between xmin = (Mmin/M0) and xmax = (Mmax/M0). Here according to
(2.23) ε(M) is the fraction of the energy density of PBH with massM at the moment of
PBH creation. For simplicity we assume that F (x) is a polynomial function of integer
powers of x, though the latter is is not necessary.

3 Extended Mass Spectrum-I

Phase transitions at the inflationary stage can lead to spikes in the spectrum of den-
sity fluctuations, strongly increasing the probability of PBH formation in some mass
interval [35, 36] (see e.g. [1] 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. (3.1)
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where we take

a = 1, b = 50, ε0 = 10−12, N = 32× 10−12. (3.2)

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

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F(x)

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

4 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

(4.1)

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 (4.2)

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

(4.3)
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Putting the above value in (4.2), we get the following inequality

2M

m2
pl

>
f

Λ2
(4.4)

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
(4.5)

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. (4.6)

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
(4.7)

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 (4.8)

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 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. (4.9)

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,
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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 (4.10)

The spectrum in consideration here is shown in the following figure 2. Detailed about
this spectrum can be found in [37].

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.

5 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 insignificant in others. To this end, we present some simple estimates
and correspondingly some numerical 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 dimensionless parameter x. Thus we have

x =
M

M0

(5.1)

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. (5.2)
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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
(5.3)

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), (5.4)

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 (5.5)

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

dBHin = (n
(in)
BH )−1/3 = 11.62× 10−17M6ε

−1/3
12 cm. (5.6)

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

dBHeq = dBHin /ε12 = 11.62× 10−5M6ε
−4/3 (5.7)

The temperature of relativistic matter at equilibrium moment was

Teq = εTinS
1/3
eq = 3.67ε12M

−1/2
6 GeV, (5.8)

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−212M6sec (5.9)

After this time, till the moment of decay,

t = τ = 30M3
BH/m

4
pl = 30M3

6 × 1018 × 1

(2.18)4 × 1020
× 1

8.53× 1047
sec

= 1.5× 10−10M3
6 sec (5.10)
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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 (5.11)

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. (5.12)

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. (5.13)

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

TBH =
m2
pl

8πM
= 0.48× 107M−1

6 GeV. (5.14)

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) = dBHeq .z(τ) ≈ 0.23× 10−5M
7/3
6 cm (5.15)

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 . (5.16)

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. (5.17)

The number of PBHs in this common cloud is

Ncloud = (τBH/dBH(τ))3 = 7.593× 1018M2
6 (5.18)

and their number density just before the decay was

nBH(τ) = d(τ)−3 = 8.21× 1016M−7
6 cm−3. (5.19)
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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. (5.20)

The density of cool background particles with temperature Tcool is

0.1g ∗ T 3
cool = 3.03× 1037ε−112M

−11/2
8 cm−3 (5.21)

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, (5.22)

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

q2 = (p1 − p2)2 = −2(E1E2 − p1.p2). (5.23)

Finally we have

Ė = 0.1g ∗ T 3
coolα

2/E1 ≈ 10−4T 2
cool. (5.24)

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

tcool ≈ 10−10sec (5.25)

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. (5.26)

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 (5.27)

According to (5.20), 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 (5.28)

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

ṅX + 3HnX = −σannX vn2
X (5.29)
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The Hubble parameter which enters (5.29) is given by the expression

H =
(8π3g∗

90

)1/2 T 2

mpl

≈ 0.4T 2
in

z2mpl

(5.30)

where z = ain/a is the ratio of the initial scale factor to the running one and for Tin,
we take Tfin given by (5.26). Introducing r = nXz

3 and the changing the time variable
to z, we arrive at

dr

dz
= −σannvmpl

0.4T 2
in

r2

z2
(5.31)

which can be solved and we get

nX =
nin

z3(1− 1/z)
→ 1

Qz3
, (5.32)

where Q = (σvmpl)/(0.4T
2
in).

According to observational data, we have

ΩDM = 0.26 and ΩCMB = 5.5× 10−5 (5.33)

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

σannvmpl ∼ 3× 1011GeV−1 (5.34)

and

nX ≈ 10−12z−3T 2
inGeV (5.35)

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× 103GeV (5.36)

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 0.035
1 8.21× 1016 0.1106
10 8.21× 109 0.35
100 8.21× 102 1.1068
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Extended mass spectrum-II
M6 nBH(cm−3) nX/nrel

0.1 8.21× 1023 0.035
1 8.21× 1016 0.1106
10 8.21× 109 0.35
100 8.21× 102 1.1068

As can be seen from the two tables the ratio of the relic abundance to that of the
relativistic particles is exactly the same for both spectra with the condition that their
parameter space is the same.

2 4 6 8 10
M6

20

30

40

nX

nrel

2 4 6 8 10
M6

20

30

40

nX

nrel

Figure 3. 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.

As can be seen from the above figure (3) 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.

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
ϵ12

50

100

150

200

250

Nx

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
ϵ12

50

100

150

200

250

Nx

Figure 4. 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.
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It is clear from the above figure (4) the relic abundance depends on the energy
density of the primordial black holes. The dependence is given by the following relation:

nX ∼
1

ε412
(5.37)

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.

6 Conclusion

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

In the recent work [38], 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 evapora-
tion 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 [39]. 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.
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