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A dark photon is a hypothetical particle that is similar to a photon with a small mass and
interacts very weakly with ordinary matter through a kinetic mixing with the ordinary photon. In
this paper, we propose a new way to probe the existence of dark photons through the Bremsstrahlung
effect on ultra-high-energy cosmic rays (UHECRs). Using the standard soft photon calculation, we
demonstrate that the dark photon Bremsstrahlung process could lead to significant energy loss
for protons in the ultralight dark photon scenario, and that this effect could be tested against
observational data of UHECRs. We also provide exclusion limits which can be compared with
existing limits on ultralight dark photons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmic rays are charged particles coming from sources
beyond our solar system. Since its first discovery a cen-
tury ago, the sources and propagation mechanisms still
remain the active research topics. The energy range of
cosmic rays spans over many orders of magnitude (106 eV
to 1020 eV). This aspect of the cosmic rays has been at-
tractive since it involves the high energy processes which
could potentially hint us towards a new physics scale.

The general feature of the cosmic rays spectrum can be
described by a broken power law dN

dE ∝ E−α, where α is a
spectral index responsible for a particular range of ener-
gies (see [1] for extensive review). At the energies below
several PeV scale, the spectral index has been measured
to be α ≈ 2.75. Then the steepening of the spectrum is
observed at E ∼ 1015.5 eV which is also known as the
“knee". The spectrum continues with α ≈ 3.1 up to the
“angle" with E ∼ 4 × 1017 eV. After that it becomes
less steep with α ≈ 2.2 − 2.5 up to the very tail end
of the observed spectrum ∼ 1020 eV. Ultra-high-energy
cosmic rays (UHECR) are defined as cosmic rays with
energy higher than 1019 eV. There are many unknown
aspects of the UHECR, in particular, the origin of cos-
mic rays at these energies has been challenging so far.
Although some possible sources of the UHECR require
no new physics such as neutron stars, active galactic nu-
clei (AGN) [2, 3], there have been interesting proposals
from beyond standard model theories of particle physics
(BSM) such as dark matter, axion and extra dimension
[4–7].

Despite the fact that the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
has been running for a decade, there is still no new con-
crete evidence of any new physics yet. One interesting
possibility is that new physics might not interact via
usual standard model gauge interactions. The interac-
tion with new physics could come indirectly from the
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mixing between gauge bosons instead. If the new physics
sector has its own U(1) gauge symmetry, the kinetic mix-
ing term with the standard model photon lead is always
allowed. Therefore the existence of new U(1) gauge bo-
son known as dark photon [8–12] could be probed via
the mixing term with the usual photon. In past decades,
many attempts have been made to detect dark photon,
such as gravitational wave detection [13, 14], helioscope
[15–17], and spectroscopy [18, 19]. Detecting dark pho-
ton could also be the signal of the dissipative dark sector
[20–22].

In this paper, we propose another way to probe
the dark photon by considering the dark photon
Bremsstrahlung process in the UHECR. We show that
the energy loss of protons from soft and hard dark photon
Bremsstrahlung are significant and hence could change
the UHECR spectrum. Using the simple broken power
law consisting of two astronomical sources as the origi-
nal flux of cosmic rays, the simple model of dark photon
Bremsstrahlung can be tested against the observational
data of UHECR. We also provide the exclusion limits
from our study and compare them with existing limits
on ultralight dark photon.

This paper is organised as follows: In section II, the
mixing dark photon and photon is presented and we pro-
vide all analytical expressions of the soft dark photon
Bremsstrahlung from proton scattering. The free param-
eters of our model will be fitted with the relevant exper-
imental data from UHECR and the results are discussed
in section III. In section IV, we close the paper with the
conclusion of our findings in this work.

II. DARK PHOTON RADIATION FROM
PROTON SCATTERING

Since 90% of cosmic rays composition are protons, we
use the dark photon bremsstrahlung from protons as the
main source of dark photon radiation. Let us review the
calculation of an ordinary photon bremsstrahlung in this
section.
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A. Soft photon Bremsstrahlung

The soft bremsstrahlung is the process of photons ra-
diating from charged particles [23, 24]. The main pro-
cess we are considering is the proton scattering which
could induce the soft photon radiation from initial/final
states shown in Fig.(1). Note that the detail of a hard
process involved in the diagram is not relevant to the
calculation. In the cosmic ray scattering, these hard pro-
cesses include inverse Compton scattering, proton-proton
or proton-nucleon scattering. Let’s consider first the am-
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FIG. 1: The diagram of soft photon radiated from the
proton scattering.

plitude from the diagrams

iM = −ieū(p′)

(
M0(p

′, p− k)
i(�p+ �k +m)

(p− k)2 −m2
γµϵ∗µ(k)

+γµϵ∗µ(k)
i(��p

′ + �k +m)

(p′ + k)2 −m2
M0(p

′ + k, p)

)
u(p),(1)

where M0 is the amplitude for proton scattering. Since
this photon is soft in the sense that the momentum is
much smaller than those of protons, we can approximate

|k| ≪|p′ − p| (2)
M0(p

′, p− k) ≈M0(p
′ + k, p) ≈ M0(p

′, p).

After the approximation, we can obtain the amplitude
for our processes

iM = ū(p′)[M0(p
′, p)]u(p) ·

[
e

(
p′ · ϵ∗

p′ · k
− p · ϵ∗

p · k

)]
. (3)

Next the phase-space integration is performed on the
photon momentum and photon polarizations. The cross
section becomes

dσ(p → p′ + γ) = dσ(p → p′) ·
∫

d3k

(2π)3
1

2k
×

∑
λ=1,2

e2
∣∣∣∣p′ · ϵ(λ)p′ · k

− p · ϵ(λ)

p · k

∣∣∣∣2 , (4)

where ϵλ is the transverse unit polarization vectors.
Therefore, the differential probability of a single photon
radiation is then

dσ =
d3k

(2Π)3

∑
λ

e2

2k

∣∣∣∣ϵλ ·
(

p′

p′ · k
− p

p · k

)∣∣∣∣2 . (5)

Next, we sum over the polarization vectors and replace
it with the identity:

∑
ϵµϵν = −gµµ. The probability

becomes

dσ =
d3k

(2π)3
e2

2k

(
2p · p′

(k · p′)(k · p)
− m2

(k · p′)2
− m2

(k · p)2

)
.

Choosing a frame in which p0 = p′0 = E, we obtain the
set of 4-momenta as

kµ = (k,k)

pµ = E(1,v) (6)
p′µ = E(1,v′).

Although photon receives an effective mass via interac-
tion with plasma [25–28], the above assumption on pho-
ton momentum still holds since the energy scale involved
in the cosmic ray processes is much larger than the ef-
fective photon mass. This assumption is also valid in the
case of massive dark photon. Then the total probability
becomes

σ =
α

π

∫ |q|

0

dk
1

k
I(v,v′), (7)

where |q| = |p − p′.| is the maximum 3 momentum for
the photon. The function I is the differential intensity
of the photon, dErad/dk, defined as

I(v,v′) =

∫
dΩk̂

4π

(
2(1− v · v′)

(1− k̂ · v)(1− k̂ · v′)

− m2/E2

(1− k̂ · v′)2
− m2/E2

(1− k̂ · v)2

)
, (8)

which is independent of k. We now can break the integral
into two parts for two peaks of radiated energies k̂ ·v and
k̂ · v′. Then let θ = 0 along each peak and perform the
integrals over θ = 0, we have

I(v,v′) ∼
∫ cos θ=1

k̂·v=v′·v
d cos θ

1− v · v′

(1− v cos θ)(1− v · v′)
(9)

+

∫ cos θ=1

k̂·v′=v′·v
d cos θ

1− v · v′

(1− v · v′)(1− v′ cos θ)
.

After performing the integrals, we get

I(v,v′) ≈ log

(
1− v · v′

1− |v|

)
+ log

(
1− v · v′

1− |v′|

)
= 2 log

(
−q2

m2

)
, (10)

where q2 = (p′ − p)2. Thus, the differential cross section
of photon radiation is written as the Sudakov double log-
arithm:

dσp→p′+γ ≈ dσp→p′ · α
π
ln

(
−q2

µ2

)
ln

(
−q2

m2
p

)
(11)
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where mp is the proton mass. However, this is not the
only contribution to the physical scattering process of
p′ → p in the infrared (IR) limit. There is a loop contri-
bution to the proton vertex in which µ is treated as the
IR cutoff scale of the process. In the limit µ → 0, the
cross section to the first order of α is written as

dσp′→p ≈ dσ0

[
1− α

π
ln

(
−q2

µ2

)
ln

(
−q2

m2
p

)]
. (12)

Although the soft photon radiation and the IR correc-
tion are both divergent, the observed cross section com-
ing from the combined contribution is finite. For any
real experiment, a measurement can only detect photons
above a certain energy limit, El. This results in the finite
observed cross section

dσmeasure ≈ dσ0

[
1− α

π
ln

(
−q2

µ2

)
ln

(
−q2

m2
p

)
+

α

π
ln

(
E2

l

µ2

)
ln

(
−q2

m2
p

)]
.

≈ dσ0

[
1− α

π
ln

(
−q2

E2
l

)
ln

(
−q2

m2
p

)]
. (13)

However, this result comes from only the leading order
correction. It turns out that if we consider to the correc-
tion to all order the result becomes

dσ = dσ0 × exp
[
−α

π
ln

(
−q2

E2
l

)
ln

(
−q2

m2
p

)]
. (14)

B. Dark Photon Bremsstrahlung

Next we will set up a simple model of dark photon.
We start from the Lagrangian of photon and dark photon
sector respecting U(1)EM and U ′(1) gauge symmetries

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

4
F̃µν F̃

µν − ϵ

2
Fµν F̃

µν . (15)

The last term of the Lagrangian is a mixing term be-
tween 2 gauge bosons allowed by U(1) and U ′(1). For

FIG. 2: Diagram for dark photon coupling with charge
particles

the massive dark photon case, gauge bosons are assumed
to acquire masses via the Stueckelberg Lagrangian,

L = −1

2
M2

aAaµA
µ
a − 1

2
M2

bAbµA
µ
b −MaMbAaµA

µ
b . (16)

After the diagonalization of the kinetic terms, we can
write the dark photon Lagrangian as

L = −1

4
F ′
µνF

′µν +
1

2
m2

γ′A′
µA

′µ (17)

− 1√
1− 2δϵ+ δ2

e(δ − ϵ)√
1− ϵ2

A′µJSM
µ ,

where A′
µ is the dark gauge boson field, e is the usual

charge in the normal EM theory, δ = Ma

Mb
and m2

γ′ =

M2
a +M2

b . Note that the presence of the mass terms re-
moves the freedom of choosing how dark photon is cou-
pled to the standard model current even when the mass
matrix is already diagonal, i.e., Mb → 0. For our effec-
tive approach, we simply assume that the Stueckelberg
mechanism gives mass to only one of the U(1) gauge bo-
son (δ = 0) and the effective coupling between the dark
photon and the standard model charged current JSM

µ be-
comes

L = −e′A′µJSM
µ ,

e′ ≡ − eϵ√
1− ϵ2

, α′ ≡ e′2

4π
=

αϵ2

1− ϵ2
, (18)

where α = e2/4π = 1/137 is the standard EM fine struc-
ture constant. Note that in the vanishing mass limit of
dark photon, the dark photon still maintains a non-zero
coupling with the standard model current as discussed
in [11]. Due to this reason, this type of Lagrangian is
mostly used in the experimental limits of dark photon.

The extra contribution from dark photon radiation can
be treated as the energy loss function as following. As-
sume that the energy of the incoming proton is

√
s0. Af-

ter dark photon radiation, the energy of the outgoing
proton becomes

√
s. Therefore the 4 momenta of the

incoming proton and outgoing proton are written as

pµ =

(√
s0
2

,p

)
, p′µ =

(√
s

2
,p′
)
. (19)

Note that s and s0 are not necessary the center of mass
energies of the scattering process.

The loss function is defined as the multiplication factor
in the cross section as

dσ(p → p+ γ′) = dσ0F (s, y), (20)

where dσ0 is the scattering process of the protons. The
energy of dark photon E and the fraction y are defined
as

E ≡
√
s−√

s0
2

, y ≡ E
√
s
2

. (21)
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In the case of soft dark photon bremsstrahlung from
proton scattering, the energy of dark photon is in the
range of low energy, i.e., mγ′ < E < mp where the lowest
possible energy of the dark photon is its own mass and the
highest energy considered soft is the mass of the proton.
In order to find the loss function for soft dark photon, we
rewrite Eq.(14) by replacing the lowest energy threshold
with the dark photon mass, El → mγ′ and the EM fine
structure constant with the dark photon one. The cross
section becomes

dσ = dσ0 × exp

[
−α′

π
ln

(
−q2

m2
γ′

)
ln

(
−q2

m2
p

)]
. (22)

Notice that the effect of soft dark photon radiation is ab-
sent when the mass of the dark photon vanishes (dσ → 0
as mγ′ → 0). This is the dark photon decoupling limit for
the soft radiation since the massless dark photon IR di-
vergent is perfectly cancelled by the soft radiation leaving
no observable effect. The transfer momentum can then
be written as

−q2 = −(p′µ − pµ)
2 (23)

=

√
ss0
2

− 1

2

√
s0 − 4m2

p

√
s− 4m2

p cos θ − 2m2
p

where θ is the angle between p and p′ as shown in Fig.(3).

FIG. 3: The angle θ is defined as an angle between
incoming momentum (p) and outgoing momentum (p′)

Then integrate all over possible values of the scattering
angle, the loss function becomes

F (s, y) =

∫ π

0

dθ exp
[
−α′

π
× (24)

ln

 s(1−y)
2 − 1

2

√
s(1− y)2 − 4m2

p

√
s− 4m2

p cos θ − 2m2
p

m2
γ′


ln

 s(1−y)
2 − 1

2

√
s(1− y)2 − 4m2

p

√
s− 4m2

p cos θ − 2m2
p

m2
p

 .

For the hard dark photon Bremsstrahlung case, the
energy of the dark photon is higher than the assumption
made in II A. In the energy range E > mp, we use the
following relation instead:

dσ(p → p+ γ′) = dσ0 ×
α′

α
. (25)
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FIG. 4: The losing factor as a function of α′ and mγ′ .
The top panel is for soft dark photon Bremsstrahlung

where s = 1019 eV and E = 0.1 GeV. The bottom panel
is for hard dark photon Bremsstrahlung where s = 1019

eV and E = 10 GeV.

The reason behind this assumption is that the cross sec-
tion of the dark photon radiation should be similar to the
one with the photon radiation in the high energy limit
except for the different coupling. Therefore the simple
scaling is assumed in the losing function for the hard
dark photon Bremsstrahlung,

F (s, y) =
α′

α
. (26)

Now consider the probability of a proton with energy,√
s, losing a fraction of energy y due to the dark photon

radiation which is written as

P (s, y) =
Events with dark photon radiation

All events
. (27)

Interpreting this in terms of the cross section, we define
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the losing factor, LF (s, y), as

LF (s, y) ≡ P (s, y) =
σ(p → p+ γ′)

σ0 + σ(p → p+ γ′)

=
F (s, y)

1 + F (s, y)
. (28)

In Fig.(4), the losing factor for soft dark photon and hard
dark photon have been shown as a contour plot of α′ and
mγ′ . Note that for the soft dark photon effect vanishes
when mγ′ → 0 and α′ → 1. However, for the hard dark
photon effect which is dominating over the larger range
of energy, the losing factor tends to zero as α′ → 0 as
expected. Another interesting feature about the hard
photon effect is that the losing factor is independent of
the dark photon mass. This is because the presence of
an almost massless dark photon contribute similarly to
photon ones in the proton scattering. In fact if we assume
that the coupling α′ = α the losing factor is exactly 0.5
as the photon and dark photon radiation is twice as large
as the photon radiation alone.

The direct result of this effect on the flux of protons on
a particular energy,

√
s0, is that there are 2 contributions

to the original cosmic rays spectrum, i.e., the increase in
flux due to protons from a higher energy radiating dark
photon and the decrease in flux due to protons at that
energy lose energy radiating dark photon. Thus, we can
calculate the cosmic rays spectrum at energy,

√
s0, using

the factor of losing energy,

I(s0) =

∫ ∞

s0

dsI0(s)LF (s, y)
dy

ds
(29)

+ I0(s0)

(
1−

∫ s0

(2mp+mγ)2
ds LF (s0, y

′)
dy′

ds

)
,

where y = E√
s

2

= 1−
√

s0
s and y′ = E√

s0
2

= 1−
√

s
s0

.

The Eq.(29) is the prediction of cosmic rays spectrum
at energy s0. The first term shows the increased spec-
trum at energy s0 from proton radiating dark photon at
higher energy at s > s0, and the second term represents
the drop in spectrum corresponding to dark photon radi-
ation at s = s0. The original spectrum, I0, is the incident
cosmic ray spectrum, which has two components, cosmic
rays originated from extragalactic sources (IE) and cos-
mic rays originated within our galaxy (IG) [29–31]

I0 = IG + IE (30)

IE = I(0)
E (

√
s0)

−αE × exp (−
√
s0/EE)

IG = I(0)
G (

√
s0)

−αG × exp (−
√
s0/EG),

where I(0)
E and I(0)

G are proportional constants. The
spectral indices and cut-off energies for Telescope Ar-
ray [31] and Pierre Auger Observatory [30] are given by
(αE , αG, EE , EG) = (2.68, 3.28, 1010.81 GeV, 109.69 GeV)
and (αE , αG, EE , EG) = (2.52, 3.30, 4.7×1010 GeV, 4.9×

109 GeV) respectively. Therefore, the parameters in this
model, {α′,mγ′ , I(0)

E , I(0)
G }, will be subjected to the ex-

perimental data in the next section.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The experimental data chosen in this project are Tele-
scope Array [31] and Pierre Auger Observatory [32–34],
since they are at the tail end of the cosmic ray spec-
trum (109 − 1012 GeV) representing the UHECR. First,
the chi-square is minimized to determine the value of
the four parameters {α′,mγ′ , I(0)

E , I(0)
G }, where the chi-

square function is defined as

χ2 =

N∑
i=1

(
I(si0;α

′,mγ′ , I(0)
E , I(0)

G )− Iobs(s
i
0)
)2

σ2
i

. (31)

The variance, σ2
i , is taken to be the systematic error

of the observation data (20% for Telescope Array and
14% for Pierre Auger Observatory). The model flux from
the best fit parameters comparing with the experimental
data is shown in Fig.(5). However, it turns out that the
chi-square value of the best fit of these parameters is not
significantly better than the chi-square value of the best
fit of the model with only astrophysical fluxes.

In order to set the constraint on the model with dark
photon radiation, we perform the log-likelihood ratio test
between the model with dark radiation and the model
without dark photon radiation. The test statistic pa-
rameter is given by

λ = −2
(
χ2(α′,mγ′ , I(0)

E , I(0)
G )− χ2(I(0)

E , I(0)
G )
)
. (32)

The best values of I(0)
E and I(0)

G are chosen from the mini-
mum of the chi-square of the model with no effect of dark
photon radiation. Then the parameter space of α′ and
mγ′ is scanned for the test statistic with 0.995 signif-
icance level. The mixing parameter is then calculated
from the dark photon coupling constant using Eq.(18) as

ϵ =

√
α′

α+ α′ . (33)

The result is shown in Fig.(6), with the other experi-
mental constraints on dark photon such as photon mass
limits from planetary magnetic field [37–39], limit from
CMB spectrum (COBE/FIRAS) [25, 35], limit from de-
viation of Coulomb’s law [18], limit from Light Shining
through a Wall (LSW) experiment [16], CERN Resonant
Weakly Interacting Sub-eV Particle Search (CROW) [17],
and solar lifetime (SUN-T) [36]. It is worth noting that
the effect of dark photon bremstrahlung has been stud-
ied in the context of π0 decay which gives the constraints
that are relevant to a higher mass scale [40]. Although
the soft dark photon radiation effect alone would prefer
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FIG. 5: The plot of cosmic rays spectrum in high
energy range predicted by our model with the

observation data. The top panel shows model fitting
and data from Telescope Array with systematic error
20% [31] where the bottom panel shows model fitting

and data from Pierre Auger Observatory with
systematic error 14% [32–34].

a lower dark photon mass and a strong mixing as indi-
cated in the losing fraction, the result from the Telescope
Array and Pierre Auger data indicates the strong pres-
ence of hard radiation on the UHECRs. This is because
the shape of the limit resembles the losing fraction in the
hard dark photon Bremsstrahlung case, i.e., the effect of
hard radiation increases with the strength of the dark
photon coupling, independent of the dark photon mass.
The result suggests that the strong mixing parameters
ϵ > 0.3 have been ruled out. The constraint from Tele-
scope Array is slightly stronger than the one from Pierre
Auger. This is because the model fluxes fit better with
data from Telescope Array. Bremstrahlung covers a wide
range of mass and it provides the strongest constraint in
the region of ultralight dark photon (mγ′ < 10−15 GeV).

FIG. 6: The plot show the constraints of dark photon
mass (mγ′) with the kinetic mixing parameter (ϵ). The

red area show the limit from dark photon
Bremsstrahlung process. The dash and the solid line
represent the limit calculated from Pierre Auger and

Telescope Array respectively. Other areas are the
constraints from the experiment, COBE/FIRAS[25, 35],

Coulomb[18], CROWS[17], LSW[16], SUN-T[36] ,
Jupiter[37, 38], Earth[39]

Note that our results are comparable with the constraint
derived from the inverse Compton-like scattering of ul-
tralight dark photon [41]. Recently there are evidences
that a significant fraction of cosmic rays at high energy
could be nuclei as heavy as iron [42]. In this case, the
dark photon Bremsstrahlung effect for the heavy nuclei
will be enhanced by the factor Z2, where Z is the atomic
number of the nuclei. However, we do not consider this
effect in this study since the percentage of heavy nuclei
in the UHECR is still largely undetermined.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we suggest a new method to investigate
the potential existence of a dark photon through its ki-
netic mixing with usual photon. By applying the stan-
dard calculation for soft photon radiation, we show that
the Bremsstrahlung process for dark photons could result
in significant energy loss for protons scattering. This
effect can be compared to observational data of ultra-
high-energy cosmic rays to test for the presence of dark
photons. The UHECR data from Telescope Array and
Pierre Auger Observatory data were used to determine
the value of four parameters, {α′,mγ′ , I(0)

E , I(0)
G }, by min-

imizing the chi-square function. Using the log-likelihood
ratio test between the model with dark radiation and
the model without dark photon radiation, the constraint
from dark photon Bremsstrahlung effect is derived. The
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result shows that the constraint is strongest in the region
of ultralight dark photon.
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