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A lower bound on dark matter mass
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We argue that there is a lower bound of order 107!° eV on dark matter mass if it is produced
after inflation via a process with finite correlation length. We rely on non-detection of free-streaming
suppression and white-noise enhancement of density perturbations as the observational inputs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter is essential to our understanding of the
cosmos — from the astrophysical scales relevant for dwarf
galaxies to the cosmological scales in the Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background (CMB) [1]. Dark matter makes up
approximately 84% of the non-relativistic matter in our
cosmos [2]. Its detailed nature, however, is not well un-
derstood. For example, the mass or spin of dark matter
particles is not known, and we have yet to confirm any
non-gravitational interactions of dark matter. Further-
more, we do not have a unique formation mechanism for
dark matter in the early universe. Given the relevance of
dark matter to our understanding of the cosmos, any rel-
atively model-independent constraint on some of its mi-
croscopic properties would be valuable. In this letter, we
provide such a relatively model-independent lower bound
on the mass of dark matter particles.

An approximately scale invariant initial power spec-
trum of dark matter density fluctuations for comoving
wavenumbers £ < kgps ~ 10 Mpc_1 is consistent with
current observations [3, 4]. We use two effects, (1) ex-
cess white noise power and (2) suppression of power
due to free-steaming, to provide a relatively model-
independent lower bound on the mass of the dark matter,
m > 1079 eV, assuming that the background dark mat-
ter density results from finite-momentum rather than the
homogeneous oscillations of the dark matter field. The
bound is independent of the nature of the field (scalar,
vector, tensor etc.) and details of the production mecha-
nism, but assumes this field constitutes all of dark matter
and interacts only gravitationally after production. With
more details of the production mechanism included, the
bound can be strengthened further. Our lower bound is
at least 1-2 orders of magnitude stronger than that due
to the finite Jeans scale in fuzzy dark matter [3, 5]. It is
comparable to the recent bound due to dynamical heat-
ing of stars in ultra-faint dwarf galaxies [6]. Our bound
is more general, but weaker than the one of [7, 8], who
use a model-specific version of (1) alone. Based on in-
ferred quasar spins and hence lack of superradiance, [9]
also claims a stronger bound on the mass than ours.

To demonstrate our idea, we provide a concrete exam-
ple of scalar field dark matter. We set h = ¢ = 1.
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II. WHITE NOISE

Consider a scalar field, ¢(¢,x) of mass m, that gets
excited at time ¢; after inflation with Heq < m < H;.
For now, let us neglect the inflationary adiabatic fluctu-
ations. Then, the correlation length of the excitations
is expected to be subhorizon because of causality. Near
matter-radiation equality, the matter density is given by
[10]

3
_ q
p(t) ~ mz/dlnq ﬁﬂo(t, q), (1)

where integration over all momenta (without a UV cut-
off) is a justifiable approximation because by this time
the integral must be dominated by momenta much less
than ma(t). Meanwhile, since Hoq < H;, the main con-
tribution comes from momenta much larger than k.q. For
simplicity, we take it to be a single scale k. (see Fig. 1)
e
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FIG. 1. Power spectrum of the field ¢ at t; < t < teq.

Because of the finite correlation length, at momenta
k < k, there is a white-noise contribution to the spec-
trum of the fractional density perturbation 6. The isocur-
vature transfer function is close to one and we can ap-
proximate
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kwn is understood as being defined by the above equa-
tion. With a single scale in the problem, we expect a
time-independent kg, ~ k.. Further details of the order
unity isocurvature transfer function can be found in the
supplementary material (VIG).

We stress that kyy, only parametrizes the slope of the
white-noise part of the density power spectrum at suf-
ficiently small k. It is not necessarily the location in
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FIG. 2. To illustrate our main point, we sketch the dimensionless power spectrum of dark matter density fluctuations at
matter-radiation equality including the white noise excess and free-streaming cutoff. For keq < k < ks(t), after equality this
curve approximately shifts upwards with a*(t)/a2,. Note that ke(t) < ky(t). The orange shaded region is observatlonally
constrained to be roughly scale-invariant. The orange curve is sketched using m = 1072°eV and kwn ~ 10°Mpc™'- the
suppression of power due to free-streaming for k < kops ~ 10 Mpc~! makes this spectrum inconsistent with observations. More
generally, for the white noise contribution not to exceed the scale-invariant one at k < kobs, requires kwn = 102 kobs, which

together with kg 2 kobs, leads to our lower bound: m 2 10~ Yev,

~

k space where the density perturbations become nonlin-
ear. Furthermore, while not necessary for the follow-
ing sections, a parameterization of ky, ~ k. in terms of
the time and lengthscale associated with the production
mechanism, and mass m, is provided in the supplemen-
tary material section (VIA).

The reader who is familiar with the theory of structure
formation might be skeptical about this flat spectrum.
Indeed, it is well known that the stochastic contribution
to the nonlinear P;s(t, k) arising from clustering behaves
as k* rather than k° at low k. This is a consequence of
mass and momentum conservation (see [11], chapter 28).
A white-noise contribution o k°, would imply that start-
ing from the same initial matter density p(t1), a finite-
volume universe could end up with different final values
of p(t2), as a result of random clustering. Of course, this
is impossible. On the other hand, it is perfectly possible
that an initially radiation dominated universe ends up
with different amounts of matter (i.e. different T,q) be-
cause of random fluctuations in the dark matter produc-
tion scenario. For instance, there is a finite, though ex-
tremely small, probability that after Peccei-Quinn sym-
metry breaking, everywhere in a finite-volume universe
the axion field finds itself near the bottom of the would
be axion potential.

III. FREE-STREAMING

Now we include adiabatic perturbations. Initially, they
modulate the energy density in ¢ in the standard way,
leading to the usual adiabatic contribution to the matter
power spectrum at very large scales. At smaller scales,
however, the subsequent evolution is non-standard due
to the sizable momentum ~ k, carried by the field fluc-

tuations. The small scale adiabatic perturbations will be
washed out up to a free streaming length. During radi-
ation epoch this length is known to grow logarithmically
after k. < a(t)m [12]

= | [ H__Un/a) L @Hm
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where we assume that ¢ < teq. In the supplementary
material section (VIF 2), we will see that the effect can
be approximated (at about 10%) for k < kf, as a multi-
plicative correction to the adiabatic transfer function

Pt k) 2 Pe(tis K)Tia(t, 1) x
- e sin[k/qss(t)] e
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For small k, using (4), one can define the free-
streaming cutoff more accurately via

where g (¢

m? 1

T gLt = ©
which can be physically understood as a variance of the
free-steaming length for each comoving momentum q. If
this integral gets most of its contribution from g ~ k.,
then kf, in (3) will provide a good approximation to k(t),
otherwise kg in (5) should be used instead of kf. In
general, if ¢*P,(t,q > ki) o ¢~ with @ > 2, then
kes ~ ki, otherwise kg < ki, since in the latter case,
the integral in (5) receives significant contribution from
g ~ a(t)ym > k.. In what follows, we use kg5 ~ kf,, mak-
ing our mass bound rather conservative. In an additional



conservative choice, we only consider free-streaming ef-
fects up to t = toq. At the end of the next section, when
we consider specific examples, we relax these conservative
assumptions to quantify their impact [13].

Famously, fuzzy dark matter has an associated Jeans
scale kj(t) = a(t)\/mH(t) above which the growth of
perturbations is suppressed [14]. This enters T,q(t, k),
but it is not so relevant because kgs(t) < kj(t).

IV. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

We now put these two contributions together, to get a
general expression for the dimensionless power spectrum

A2(t,k) ~ T2 (6 )AL (1, ) [

k 3
+Z§O(t7k) (k > :

where A?p(k) = k3/(2n?)Ps(k), and the factor
sin(k/kes(t))/(k/kes(t)) is a fitting formula for the free-
streaming cutoff in (4). We have also included additional
weak evolution of the isocurvature perturbations via the
isocurvature transfer functions [15]. This model, which
is valid when k < kg, and k& < kg, is useful because cos-
mological probes are most sensitive to the onset of the
new features at the smallest possible k. See Fig. 2 for a
qualitative sketch of this power spectrum.

There are two parameters related to the microphysics
of dark matter, k, ~ ky, and m, that enter this result.
First, for the white noise contribution not to exceed the
usual adiabatic one (T2 (teq, kobs)Af ~ 107%) when k <

kobs = 10 Mpcfl, we need

sin k ks (1) ] 2

k/kfs (t> (6)

kyn = 10%kops ~ 103 Mpc™?, (7)

a scale that re-enters the horizon at the temperature
of about 0.1 MeV. Note the wide separation between
kobs and kyy,. Second, for the free-streaming not to de-
plete the power spectrum significantly at kops, we need
kts(teq) 2 kobs which yields

2 (& kwnko S
m>Heqlog< aqm> bs

. W2 (8)
Taken together, we get m > 10719 eV. Note that we did
not need to know the model dependent k, ~ ky, here,
simply that it has to be larger than some value. In [7],
a stronger lower bound of 3 x 10717 eV was obtained by
assuming kyn, ~ a(t)m when H(t) = m. Interestingly,
the condition (7) can also be used to obtain an upper
bound on dark matter mass m < 100Mg [16].

Ezxplicit Examples.— To further elucidate the conser-
vative nature and relative model independence of our
bound, we consider the following parametrized form of

the field power spectra

3

;?Pw(t, q)=A(t) Ki)ue(k* —k)+ (?‘)QH(k - k*)} :

We take three pairs of {v,a} as representative exam-
ples. The {v,a} = {3,3} case is an example with a
sufficiently steep (o > 2) fall-off in the field spectrum
for ¢ > k. — typically resonant non-thermal produc-
tion leads to even steeper power laws/cutoffs (c.f. [17]).
The {v,a} = {2,1} and {v,a} = {3,1} cases are moti-
vated respectively by the inflationary production of vec-
tor dark matter scenario of [18], and the axion spec-
trum in [19] (post-inflationary Peccei-Quinn case, with
strings playing an important role). These three cases
yield kwn =~ {1,1.5,1.2}k, using (2), consistent with ex-
pectations that k., ~ ky,. For these models, we calculate
kts using (5) with a(t) = arya ~ 0.2.

Then, requiring the following three conditions to be
satisfied: (1) kwn > 102 kobs, (il) kfs(tLya) > Kobs, and
(iii) kv > /m/Heqkeq (subhorizon scales dominate at
H = m), we obtain the following lower bounds on the
DM mass:

4x10719eV  for
1x10~2eV for
2x107*2eV for

{V,Oc} = {373}7
{r.a} ={2,1},  (10)
{v,a} ={3,1}.

For the first case, the bound comes from (i) and (ii). This
is consistent (conservatively) with the bound we quote.
Such a bound remains true even if we increase a further.
For the second and third cases the bound is many or-
ders of magnitude stronger and comes from conditions
(ii) and (iii). When a = 1 the free-streaming length (5)
is dominated by the highest momenta that contribute
to the non-relativistic matter density, and during matter
domination is given by

Mleq
o [ TEea 11
Kes(ey ~ keq ki log(a(t)/aeq) )

Condition (iii) implies that this is oc m'/4 and the result-
ing mass bound is quite sensitive to numerical factors.
The most conservative, model-independent statement we
can make is that m > 1079 eV.

The more stringent bounds for the a < 2 case will be
pursued in a separate publication [20]. For preliminary
estimates which take advantage of existing simulations
[21] specific to the axions produced by a string network,
see VIB in the supplementary material.

m >

V. SUMMARY & DISCUSSION

Post-inflationary production of light scalars [7, 22],
vectors [23-28], etc. mnaturally leads to a combination
of white-noise and a free-streaming cutoff. We have used
the absence of these effects in the observational data to



provide a relatively model independent and conservative
lower bound on the mass of dark matter particles. Of
course, observing such features in future data would be
a valuable hint regarding the nature of dark matter.

The generality of our bound arises from the follow-
ing. An isocurvature white noise spectrum in the dark
matter density at sufficiently small wavenumbers follows
when the momentum integral that defines Py is domi-
nated by field modes on subhorizon scales. This is natural
for a causal production mechanism with finite correlation
length. Free-streaming follows from the assumption that
dark matter is non-interacting (apart from gravity). The
free streaming scale depends on the mass of the particle,
and is also linked to the field momentum k, that domi-
nates the dark matter density. Our lower bound is only
weakly sensitive to the details of the dark matter field
power spectrum. While in some cases, the free streaming
scale may also be sensitive to momenta higher than k.,
that would only make our bound stronger.

Although we have assumed post-inflationary produc-
tion of dark matter, our bound also applies to many
scenarios where the dark matter field is produced even
during inflation. More generally, our bound is applicable
when the density of dark matter is dominated by sub-
horizon field modes at late times, regardless of whether
DM is produced during or after inflation. For example,
the inflationary vector DM production scenario of [18]
falls under the purview of our framework, so do [29, 30]
because they lead to subhorizon field modes dominating
the energy density at late times [31]. Our bound is not
applicable when the zero mode of the field dominates the

energy density at late times — the case for axions pro-
duced via PQ breaking before inflation.

We believe our analysis is sufficient for obtaining the
quoted lower bound, however, a source of uncertainty in
our bound are some of the analytic approximations we
made to obtain (6) (which are quantified in the supple-
mentary material). Obtaining more rigorous bounds for
this class of dark matter models requires a new Boltz-
mann solver beyond, for example e.g. [32], which assume
a dominant homogeneous mode of the field. Due to an
absence of the the zero mode of the field, the new solver
will necessarily involve convolutions in Fourier space even
if one only considers linearized evolution of the dark mat-
ter fields. A calculation in the nonlinear regime (includ-
ing self-gravity of dark matter at sufficiently late times)
will require carrying our 3+ 1 numerical simulations on a
lattice. These are beyond the scope of the present letter.

Finally, note that free-streaming and white noise
have opposite effects on the short scale power. A
more quantitative bound requires fitting the spectrum
given in (6) and marginalizing over k.. Note that for
kwn ~ 10%kops, our lower bound on mass [c.f. (8)] scales
quadratically with k.ps. Hence, as observations push to
smaller scales [33], this bound will rapidly get stronger.
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VI. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
A. Parametrization & generalization

It is useful to consider a fast formation process and
relate k, and kg to the associated time and length scale.
Suppose that the field is produced around H,, = ym, in a
narrow window of wavenumbers around £ = Sa~ H., then

ky ~ kwn ~ B\/7/M/Heqkeq. The free-streaming scale
kis(toq) ~ ks/[B%710g (2k./(B%*Vkeq))]. The lower bound
on mass, corresponds to 3%y ~ 10%2. This is consistent
with subhorizon scales dominating at production, and/or
the production happening before H = m. Note that
B2~ always appears in the same combination in kg, and
kg. Also note that for 3 > 1, and %2y ~ 102, we get
a ~ apBN, SO our assumption that the universe has a
standard expansion history after that point is justified.

The results in this paper are general expectations,
though exceptions can of course be found. For exam-
ple, the free-streaming scale can be affected by allow-
ing for significant non-gravitational interactions of dark
matter after production or by deviating from the stan-
dard expansion history. The bound will also be relaxed
if post-inflationary production accounts for part of the
total dark matter.

B. Axions from a string network

A well motivated, but dynamically complex example
of non-thermal post-inflationary production of light dark
matter is that of axions produced by a string network
due to Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking after inflation
[21]. In this case, there will be two widely separated mo-
mentum scales in the final field power spectrum. The
larger one is the comoving scale that re-enters the hori-
zon at PQ symmetry breaking at f,. The smaller one
is associated to the decay of the network, which hap-
pens when H (t.) ~ mg. It is this lower scale that domi-
nates the number density and hence dark matter density.
This would imply k. ~ mga(t,). However, the numerical
study of [21] suggests that for log(f,/m,) = O(100) the
number of strings per Hubble volume is £ = O(10). This
implies the energy density in axions at ¢, is much larger
than the potential energy by a factor of £log(fa/ma)-
For a constant m,, the potential starts dominating when

a(tne) ~ a(t.)(Elog(fa/ma))'/*, suggesting
ky ~ (€log(fa/ma)) *maal(ty). (12)

We can then calculate ke (trya) as defined in (5), using
the above expression for k, (with £log(f,/ma) ~ 10%)
and a model of the field spectra (9) with {«, v} = {3,1}.
Using kes(arya) = kobs ~ 10Mpc™!, then yields m >
5 x 10~ eV. This bound is somewhat stronger than the
bound quoted in the main text for {a,v} = {3,1} (m, 2
10712 eV), since instead of using k. > \/Ma/Heqkeq, We

used k, ~ 103/4\/7”/"La/l‘,[eqkeq here.

Note that in this concrete model, the axion mass
uniquely determines f, in order to match dark matter
density. Taking into account the above enhancement in

k*
2 1/8
Jor A (mi(é log(fa/ma))3> W

At our lower bound of mass m, ~ 5 x 10~ 1eV, we need
fa ~ 6x10'3GeV, and thus a sufficiently high scale infla-
tion to be compatible with post-inflationary PQ symme-
try breaking. Hence, there is interesting accompanying
gravitational wave signatures, both primordial and sec-
ondary [22].

Finally, to apply our argument to QCD axion (again
with PQ breaking after inflation), it is important to take
the temperature-dependence of the mass into account:

T 8
m(T) ~ mq (T> . T>T,, (14)

where T, ~ 100 MeV. The scale that enters the horizon
when m(T) = H is

1/10 4/5
~ My T,
ki~ keg | — . 15
4 (ch) (ch) (15)

There is a cascade toward UV after the decay of the string
network

fex ~ k(€2 log, )4,

but still &y < keqr/Ma/Heq-

For such QCD axions to be all of dark matter, their
mass m, ~ 107%V. Therefore, k. ~ 10%q, and (11)
implies

& log, ~ 107, (16)

kgs ~ 100keq ~ 10 Mpc ™. 17
q

C. Free streaming; a simple model

Below, we will derive formulas (2) and (4). However,
the main ideas can be illustrated in a much simpler ex-
ample, in flat spacetime. Imagine randomly exciting a
free massless scalar field at t =0

(p(O,X) = A(X)7 Qb(ovx) = B(X)7 (18)

such that, in momentum space, each Ay and By = Ek /k
is an independent Gaussian variable. Their statistics are
specified by

(AxA_i)" = Pa(k), (BkB_x)' = Pg(k),  (19)

where prime means a factor of (2m)383(k; + ki) is
dropped. In time, we have

¢k (t) = Ax cos(kt) + By sin(kt). (20)



The average energy density is

2

= const.

(p(t. ) = 5 2 +V0P) = 5 [ #(Pata) + Pala)
(21)

where [ = [d’q/(27)°. Density fluctuations at mo-

menta much smaller than those that dominate p are given
by

(lt1pc) =5 [ a'1(PR@) + Phl@)cos*(d -k

+2P4(q) Pp(@)sin(@ k1)), (22)
where we assumed the variation of Ps(gq) under ¢ —
g — k| is small. At short times the mixed term can
be neglected and cos? can be set to 1. When kt > 1,
we can replace cos? ~ sin® ~ 1 /2. We can interpret the
result as a shot-noise whose amplitude remains constant
if P4 = Pp, while drops between ¢t = 0 and t > 1/k by
an O(1) factor if Pp # Pj.

Assuming that production mechanism lasts for a time
of order or longer than the peak momentum 1/k,, it is
natural to take P4 = Pg. We will work under this as-
sumption.

To model adiabatic fluctuations, consider modulating
the amplitude of the initial variations

0(0,x) = (14+¢(x))?A(x),  $(0,%) = (14¢(x))"/*B(x),

(23)
with the same spectrum (19) for A and B, and ¢ is the
co-moving curvature perturbation. Let’s focus on a single
long-wavelength adiabatic mode ((x) = (xe’®*. At time
t, and up to O((¢)

1 1 .
Pq(t)= (Aq + 2§kAq_k> cos gt+ <Bq + 2CkBq_k> sin gt.

(24)
Up to corrections that are suppressed by k/q, we find

(el =3 [ @1Pa@) + Pol) conla ~ la K1)

=3 | #1Pata) + Po@)]cos(a k1)

sin(kt) _
kt

=(k (25)
This gives dpk(t)/p =~ (x when kt < 1, while it is negli-
gible when kt > 1. This is the free-streaming cutoff.

D. Cosmological perturbations

Now we analyze the evolution of perturbations during
radiation dominance. Important limiting regimes are the
superhorizon versus subhorizon, and relativistic versus
nonrelativistic limits. At subhorizon scales, it is more
convenient to work in the Newtonian gauge, where the

metric perturbations remain small. In this gauge, the
scalar perturbations of the metric are parametrized (at
linear order) as

ds® = —(1 +2®)dt* + a*(1 4 2¥)da?. (26)
In the radiation era
aoxVt, (27)
and in terms of the conformal time dn = dt/a,
sin(vn) — vn cos(v

V33

where v? = k?/3, and ( is the scalar perturbation that
remains conserved at superhorizon scales. One can also
use a different gauge in which

ds? = —dt* + a*e** da?. (29)
We will use this gauge for some arguments in the upcom-
ing section, but for most of the appendix we work in the
Newtonian gauge.

In the Newtonian gauge, the equation of motion for ¢,
at linear order in ®, reads

L OaP(1 - B+ 30)¢] -~V [(1+ @ + V)V
a a (30)

+m?(1+ & 4 3¥)p = 0.

We are treating ¢ as an spectator field, namely, it feels
the metric perturbations but does not source them. This
is a good approximation well before matter-radiation
equality.

E. Adiabatic perturbations; superhorizon

To set the initial condition for the subsequent evolu-
tion, we need to find the effect of superhorizon adiabatic
fluctuations on fast oscillating perturbations of ¢. Ne-
glecting gradients of ® and ¥, we write the WKB solu-
tions of eq. (30):

N eFi ! dtw(t)
fk (t) = ’
V2a3(1 — @+ 30)w(?)

(31)

where

2

k
W(t) =~ m?(1 4 2®) + —
a

(1+ 20 —20). (32)

We have ignored H and H? terms in w?(t). We expand

p(t.x) = [ leg (0f (1:3) + g (915 (130, (33

where c§ (x) are random variables, related by the reality

of p(t,x),
(34)



and the x argument reminds us that their spectra depend
on ¢(x):
w\/
(e (K (09 = Pla.C): (3)

Equal and uncorrelated excitation of sine and cosine
modes imply

<c§(x)ch(x)>/ =0. (36)

The energy density uw*u”T),, at early times, when the
field fluctuations are relativistic, is (up to linear order)

5 |- 20 () + C v

(37)

%

<Pr>g

2 [ P00 - av0).

In order to get the expected result for radiation dp,./p, =
4¢/3, we must have

P(q,¢) = P(e™q,0). (38)

We will derive this shortly. Before doing so, we can check
its consistency by evaluating p after the fluctuations be-
come non-relativistic:

e~ 5 [ P01 =3000) = pur(L+0), (39)

which is the correct relation.

Equation (38) follows from the fact that in the presence
of a superhorizon adiabatic perturbation different points
on a constant t slice in gauge (29) are at the same moment
along a common history, only the = coordinate has a
different relation with the physical one. In particular,
the energy density has to be uniform. In this gauge (and
in the relativistic limit), we have

i) = = [ aP@ O - 106), (0

where we used the appropriate WKB solution (i.e. (31)
with ® — 0 and ¥ — (). For this to be (-independent
(38) must hold. Of course, (38) is saying that power is
the same in terms of the rescaled momentum e k.
Note that the WKB solutions in the ¢ gauge and the
Newtonian gauge are related by a time-diffeomorphism:

t—t(l— gg). (41)

Hence, the coefficients ¢* (and their spectrum) remain
the same.

F. Adiabatic perturbations; subhorizon

We are ultimately interested in the effect of adiabatic
fluctuations with momentum k on fluctuations of ¢ with
a much larger momentum g > k. However, we start
from a global misalignment scenario, which is simpler
but conceptually similar.

1. Inflationary/global misalignment

Constraints on the fuzzy dark matter mass come from
the lowest k& modes that are significantly modified com-
pared to the CDM scenario. Hence, it is legitimate to
assume m > H when k ~ aH. The ¢ equation can be
treated with the WKB method, except the gradient and
time-dependence of ® are no longer negligible. We write

L+d(t, %)% _,
@(t,X) — 900[ + (2’ j)] e—zm(t—S(t,x)) + c.c., (42)
a

where d,05 = O(®). Linearizing in them, neglecting
terms that are suppressed by H?/m?, and setting ¥ =
—& gives

. k2

dy — 7Sk — Sk = 4(i)k,
a
(43)
. k2
g =~y
St Am2q2"* k
When k/a < H, then ® ~ 0, and we have
2

dy = (x, Sk = ngt + const. (44)

where the integration constant was fixed by matching to
the superhorizon solution.
Away from this limit, we can eliminate S to find

k2 k4
GQat [aQ@ [(1 + ) dk:|:| + dy = Jk, (45)

4m2a? 4m?
where
Jx = 3a28t(a2<i>k) — @’k Py (46)

In the non-relativistic regime, the k? term in the square
brackets in (45) can be ignored. Let us define t; as
the time at which k/a(ty) = H(tx). Explicitly, ¢, =
a2 Heq/(2k?). In terms of the time variable

T log(t/t), (47)

QaEQHeq
the non-relativistic regime corresponds to aqueqT >
log(k*/mHeqad,). In this regime, the solution is

2 7(t) 2
dy (t) =Cx cos(ka )—i—/_ood%Jk(%)ZkT sin {ka(q— — %)} .
(48)
Since the source dominates around horizon crossing, we
extended the lower limit of the integral to —oo. At t >
tr, the gravitational potentials becomes negligible, and
we can write

sin [Bx, log(t/t.)] k

dk (t) ~ O[Ck ﬁk )



where « = 3, and t, ~ 3t;. After horizon crossing,
the perturbation grows logarithmically, as in the case
of CDM. However, eventually the Jeans length becomes
larger than the wavelength and the growth stops.

The perturbation to the phase of ¢(t,x) follows from
the first equation in (43). When ¢ > ¢,
a? . 2ay
Zdy =
2 Hi(ty)

Sk(t) = cos[Bx log(t/t.)].  (50)
Note that even for ( < 1, a large phase can be accu-
mulated because m/H (t;) > 1, though it evolves slowly

when t > t;. At linear order in (, the contribution of
this phase to pk is of order

d ) H(t

% ~ 8~ a(% sin[B, log(t/t,)], (51

which is negligible in our approximation. Therefore, at

this order we find the expected result (with d — ¢),

m*g}
a3

p(t, x) (14 d(t,x)], (52)

or equivalently, py(t) = m?p3a=3dy for k # 0.

2. Post-inflation/local misalignment

Next we consider the case where ¢ fluctuations have a
typical momentum k, much bigger than the momentum
k of the adiabatic perturbations of interest. The lowest
k-modes that are dramatically altered in this case enter
the horizon after ¢, at which k, = a(tn)m, i.e. tg > tyy.

We use the following WKB ansatz

ot x) = / ot x)ei9, (53)

and decompose ¢q in terms of positive and negative fre-
quency modes

[N

[T+ dg (t,x)] —im(t+ 2 r ﬂ+-~)+z‘m5+(t x)
t,x)=ci——1 "7 ¢ 2m? J a2 q (b
9001( ) q 2@3
+(+ ¢ —). (54)

Note that the subscript q on the real functions dqi (t,x)
and Sqi (t,x) is just a label. The spatially-independent c§
satisfy the statistical properties discussed in section VI E.
We will focus on the positive frequency part and drop the
superscript +. The negative frequency transfer function
can be obtained by sending m — —m in the positive-
frequency one. Neglecting terms that are suppressed by
H/m or Ha/q, we find the following system

k k2 .. .
dac+ 15— da e =~ Squc = Sau = 4
(55)
q-k k2
qu+lm qu+4 5 quk —Py.

In our approximation, we can replace in the first equation

Sq,k ~—®p+1i a2 Py, (56)

Then we can eliminate Sq :

.k . k
Sak= [a dq, i = dq7k_3a2¢)k—iqm Qi |, (57)

k2

and obtain a second order equation for d, which after
neglecting terms that are suppressed by k/q and ¢/am,
reads

k
(a28t + Zq
m

where
k k
a > (a28t +Z a
m 3m

To solve (58), we write

2 k4
) dgx + ) dgx = Jq .k, (58)

Jqk=3 (a26t+i ) Pr—k*a*Py. (59)

dq,k(t) :wq7k(t)€7ik‘R(q’t)7 E / dt
m DI‘

where 1)q k(t) will now satisfy a similar equation as di(t)
of the last section apart from an extra phase e’* (@)
in the source. Note that the free streaming length
R(q,t) = |R(q,t)| appears naturally in the solution for
density perturbations. This length grows logarithmically
until £eq. Therefore, for k ~ kg, we can neglect the extra
phase in the source and the q - k/m terms in (59) be-
cause the source contributes mainly around ¢; < teq, at
which point kR(q,t;) < 1. The form of the solution is
the same as (48), and given by

sin [y log(t/t.)] o _ K
ﬂk ’ k= 4ma(tk) ’

where t, = 3t, and aqx = 3 + O[kR(q, ty)].

The factorization in (60) implies that the free-
streaming suppression acts effectively as a multiplicative
transfer function:

(Px (t»g

= g B G [ Pt o Rl )

3 in[kR(q,1)]
_ 2 1 LP 8111[7,
ad (£, k) Cem d qu2ﬂ2 80(t’q) kR(q,t)

wq,k(t) R Qg kCk (61)

(62)

Note that the free-streaming length R(q, t) is much larger
than the “Jeans length”, because the logarithm in the ar-
gument of cosine is log(t/tn,) > log(t/t;). Hence, matter
perturbations are still in the logarithmic growth phase
when the free-streaming cutoff kicks in, and T,q(t, k) on
the second line can be replaced with the CDM transfer
function. In the regime of interest, i.e. k. > ma(t;) the



above equation results in eq. (4) in the main text. We
expect relative corrections of order kR(kx,t;), which for
k < ki is < log(tr, /tar)/ l0g(teq/tnr) ~ 0.1.

From the first to the second line in (62), we used
(p(t)) o = m? [ dPze” ™ >(p*(t,x)) with the form of ¢
from (53) and (54), along with our solution for d. To cal-
culate the expectation value, we used the previously de-
fined properties of c§ (see section (VIE), but without the
spatial dependence in the cac). In (62), we neglected the
contribution from S, even though it can become large.
Unlike the case of purely adiabatic perturbations, now
the gradient term a~2|V|? can also contribute at linear

order in ¢. So we use (57) to estimate its contribution.
We find

dps q-k Hyq
oPs S ~ == 63
m gk (63)

p a?

which is much less than aqk(, when k£ > aH and
qg << am.

10

G. Isocurvature perturbations

Finally, suppose we neglect the small adiabatic fluctu-
ations. Then the metric perturbations in (30) will only
be sourced by the ¢ perturbations, and they are sup-
pressed by p,/pior < 1 deep in the radiation era. Ne-
glecting those, ¢ perturbations evolve according to (53),
with d = .S = 0. Assuming equal power in the sine and
cosine modes ((35) and (36)), we get in the nonrelativistic
limit

P,(t k) = ai?) (gfeTy ). (64)

Then the density power spectrum reads
(epid) =t [ Po(ta)P(t k= d). (69)
q

Assuming that P,(t,q) is smooth around the peak mo-
mentum k, > k, we can expand this expression in powers
of k2. The zeroth order term is the leading white-noise
contribution in eq. (2) of the main text. Note that there
is no free-streaming effect here.
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