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ABSTRACT: Solar nuclear reactions can occasionally produce sub-MeV elusive beyond
the Standard Model particles that escape the solar interior without further interactions.
This study focuses on massive spin-one particles. We construct the general theoretical
framework and identify two crucial mixing sources involving the photon, which facilitate
communication between the hidden and visible sectors: kinetic mixing with the photon,
and plasma-induced mixing due to thermal electron loops. For both cases, we focus on the
second stage of the solar proton-proton chain and evaluate the fluxes of monochromatic
5.49 MeV hidden vectors produced by the p(d,® He)y' nuclear reaction. We then inves-
tigate their terrestrial detection via Compton-like scatterings. The incoming fluxes are
polarized, and we evaluate the cross sections for Compton-like scatterings for transverse
and longitudinal vectors. Finally, we apply this framework to a concrete case by inves-
tigating the sensitivity of the forthcoming Jiangmen Underground Neutrino Observatory
(JUNO) experiment and identifying parameter space where current terrestrial bounds will

be improved.
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1 Introduction

The convincing observational evidence for dark matter (DM) [1, 2] leaves no doubt about
the need for physics beyond the Standard Model (SM). This is not the only shortcoming
of the SM, an incomplete list of open issues includes neutrino masses, matter-antimatter
asymmetry, and the strong CP problem. The presence of a “dark” or “hidden sector” con-
sisting of light and weakly-coupled particles that do not experience any known interaction
naturally appears in motivated frameworks addressing these issues. Examples include the
QCD axions [3-6], dark photons [7—10], and new Abelian gauge bosons [11-22]. A note-
worthy effort has been recently dedicated to the search for dark sectors [23-26], and some
discrepancies between theoretical predictions and experimental measurements have been
suggested as possible hints of a dark sector [27-33]. These hypothetical degrees of freedom
interact with visible matter through several “portal” interactions that are constrained by
the symmetries of the SM. There are four well-known portals classified in terms of the

mediator: Higgs portal, axion portal, neutrino portal, and vector portal.



This work focuses on the phenomenological consequences of a (spin-one) vector portal
particle. We assume for concreteness that such a new and light degree of freedom is the
gauge boson of additional Abelian gauge symmetry, a scenario that is indeed ubiquitous
in many ultraviolet (UV) complete theories such as string compactification for unifying all
forces. We also take the dark Abelian gauge symmetry to be broken spontaneously, and
the resulting gauge field 7' gets a non-vanishing mass. Although this is our general set-up,
our analysis can be easily translated into scenarios with a different origin for the vector
field (e.g., a composite resonance from a strongly-interacting confining dark sector) with
the appropriate identification of couplings. For this reason, we use the term hidden vector
to refer to the hypothetical particle throughout this study, encompassing scenarios where

~' serves as the mediator of a new Abelian force and cases where it does not.

As far as laboratory-based experimental searches are concerned, a high-frequency test
of the Coulomb law [34, 35] and high-quality microwave cavities [36] set strong constraints
on the mass m. of hidden vectors. Further constraints arising from the hidden vector
decays can be listed as beam-dump [37-43], collider searches [44-50], and rare-meson-decay
[51-54] experiments. Searches using laser experiments are also becoming very important
tools to probe dark sector particles [55-62]. In addition, stellar objects can be seen as
laboratories to study various properties of these light, weakly interacting particles [63, 64].
Interestingly, various measurements of the neutrino flux of Supernova SN 1987A [65-67]
showed how one can set strong constraints on hidden-sector particles like axions [68-78]
and dark gauge bosons [79-86]. The Sun itself is one of the most important natural sources
of feebly interacting particles that could be detected on Earth [87]. An attempt to analyze
the axion flux from nuclear processes in the Sun has been made in Ref. [88]. Several
helioscope experiments, including CAST [89, 90], come up with their sensitivity by aiming
to detect solar axions, while the latest SNO data [91] provide a bound on the axion-nucleon
coupling. Borexino has provided bounds on different axion couplings [92] by considering
solar axion produced by the p +d — 3He + a(5.49 MeV) nuclear reaction [6]. A similar
analysis has been performed recently by Ref. [93] to improve the Borexino bounds with the

next-generation Jiangmen Underground Neutrino Observatory (JUNO).

In this work, we continue with the same approach developed in [93] and extend the
idea to investigate hidden vectors +' produced by the p +d — 3He + +' (5.49 MeV) nuclear
reaction. Given the set of future detectors, the planned JUNO provides an ideal platform
to search for monochromatic and weakly interacting particles, since it combines a large
fiducial mass (~ 20 kton) and an exquisite energy resolution (3%/+/E(MeV) [94].

The landscape of UV completions for the general set-up analyzed here is rather broad.
We describe the general theoretical framework in Sec. 2, where we do not specify the dark

gauge charges of the SM fields. Before doing so, we discuss the identification of physical



states in the most general case and argue how this procedure is different in dense media
(such as the solar core when production occurs) and in the vacuum (approximately the
detector environment). By identifying the physical fields, we can uncover the key mixing
mechanisms responsible for the concealed hidden vector interactions with SM particles. On
the one hand, a renormalizable kinetic mixing between the two Abelian field strengths is
allowed by the symmetries of the theory, and it would be enough to ensure viable production
and detection channels. Even if the kinetic mixing is absent, we can still have a consistent
story of production in the solar core followed by terrestrial detection thanks to plasma
mixing effects as long as the electron carries a vector-like dark gauge charge. Electron
thermal loops generate an effective mixing between the hidden vector and the SM photon
responsible for the production, whereas detection goes on regularly via electron coupling.

Having these two mixing sources in mind, Sec. 3 identifies the broad framework studied
in this work. Our focus is on the Abelian extension of the SM gauge group where dark
charges of SM fields, if any, are vector-like. Furthermore, we require that dark gauge
charges are consistent with electroweak gauge invariance. We perform a complete analysis
where we provide production and detection rates in Sec. 3, and JUNO projections in Sec. 4.

Throughout our work, we identify the two main new physics scenarios described below.

e Kinetic Mixing. The only communication channel between visible particles and
the hidden vector is a non-vanishing kinetic mixing. Production rates for transverse
and longitudinal polarizations are provided in Fig. 2, and the JUNO sensitivity on

the relevant parameter space is shown in Fig. 5.

e Plasma Mixing. The kinetic mixing is assumed absent or subdominant and the ef-
fect is controlled by a non-vanishing vector-like dark gauge charge of the electron field.
Plasma effects induce an effective v/’ mixing that is responsible for the production

rate provided in Fig. 3, and the resulting JUNO projections in Fig 6.

Broadly speaking, current experimental bounds as well as projections for future ex-
periments can be classified into two main categories. On the one hand, the hidden vector
can be stable on cosmological timescales and present in the Universe with a relic density
that reproduces the observed one for dark matter. If this is the case, experimental searches
looking for vector dark matter proceed with the implicit assumption that there is a local
mass density ps, ~ 0.4 GeV/cm? in the solar system. However, the hidden vector could
still exist without being stable and/or cosmologically abundant. Even in this case, there
is plenty of experimental signatures due to these new particles. Solar production is one of
the most studied examples, and there are two main strategies to search for them: looking
for deviations in the stellar properties (e.g., cooling), and direct detection of these hidden

vectors here on Earth. The latter approach, which is the one pursued in this work with



direct detection at JUNO, leads typically to weaker bounds since there is a higher price to
pay in terms of feeble couplings to the hidden sector. This is confirmed by Figs. 5 and 6.
Remarkably, Fig. 5 shows how JUNO will provide the best terrestrial bounds in the mass
range 50keV < m. < 1MeV for the kinetic mixing scenario.

We conclude our study in Sec. 5. As illustrated by Figs. 2 and 3, the Sun provides a
polarized flux of hidden vectors, and the Compton-like scattering cross section for detection
has to be evaluated accordingly for the two different polarizations of the incoming particle.

We spelled out the technical details of these calculations in App. A.

2 Massive Hidden Vectors: General Framework

Our general analysis is valid for any massive spin-one particle coupled to light SM degrees of
freedom. It is reasonable to imagine a microscopic theory in which this new hypothetical
degree of freedom interacts with all SM particles. However, when considering the low
energies of interest, a phenomenological approach becomes viable, focusing only on a few
key interactions that are relevant. In this section, we briefly comment on the UV origin
of our framework and then we develop the low-energy Lagrangian needed for our analysis.
Finally, we identify the physical states arising from different mixing effects and derive their
interactions. Crucially, this procedure in the vacuum is different from the same operation
in the solar interior where the large electron density leads to collective effects that alter
particle propagators. For this reason, we discuss these two cases separately.

Our conceptual starting point is a UV complete theory valid at energies high enough
so that the SM enjoys the full Gspg = SU(3). x SU(2)p x U(1)y gauge symmetry. We
extend the SM field content with a new massive spin-one particle 7/, and we denote by
AL the associated quantum field. For concreteness, we focus on the case where A;L is an
Abelian gauge boson of a new local symmetry U(1)" and therefore the full gauge symmetry
in the complete theory is Gy = Gsm x U(1)'. However, this working hypothesis is not
necessary and our phenomenological analysis captures also other scenarios such as the one
of a massive vector resonance arising from strong dynamics in the dark sector. We remain
agnostic about the origin of the vector boson mass m./, and we do not commit to any spe-
cific scenario. Examples include just adding a Stueckelberg mass or a spontaneous breaking
of the U(1)’ via a dark Higgs mechanism. While the Stueckelberg case contains a suffi-
ciently heavy scalar field for 7/ to acquire a mass, the Higgs mechanism case introduces an
additional Higgs field, the excitation of which could affect low-energy phenomenology [95].
In this paper, we consider such a scalar particle heavy enough to be integrated out, thus
phenomenological consequences of 4" do not rely on how to realize its mass. In general,
our implicit assumption is that whatever mechanism provides such a mass does not affect

physics at the low energies under our investigation.



If one restricts to renormalizable interactions, there are two main channels for the
vector field A}, to communicate with the visible universe. First, its field strength can
kinetically mix with the SM Abelian counterpart. At high energies, where the electroweak
symmetry is unbroken, the only gauge-invariant kinetic mixing is with the hypercharge.
Once we consider energies below the weak scale, with the electroweak group broken into
the electromagnetic subgroup, the field A; kinetically mixes with both the photon A, and
the massive Z,, boson. The latter interaction leads to negligible effects at low energies and
we ignore it. The second option is realized concretely when SM matter fields carry non-
vanishing U(1)’ charges. The lack of gauge anomalies, perhaps with the aid of dark sector
fermion fields, is a non-trivial requirement that the theory must satisfy in this case [96-107].

At energies below the weak scale, we can integrate out the weak gauge bosons, the top
quark, and the Higgs boson. The residual unbroken gauge group is SU(3).xU (1)gmx U (1),

and the Lagrangian of the framework we have just described takes the form
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We omit kinetic and mass terms for fermion fields, and we do not specify QCD interactions
since we always work in the phase where nuclear matter is confined. We ignore higher-
dimensional operators suppressed by powers of the weak scale. The first three operators
in Eq. (2.1) are quadratic in the Abelian gauge fields and diagonal. The kinetic terms
contain the field strengths F,, = 9,4, — 9,4, and F/’W = 0,4, — &,A;“ and we account
for a non-vanishing mass m., for the dark gauge boson. We define e and €’ to be the
gauge coupling constants for U(1)gy and U(1)', respectively. Photon interactions respect
electromagnetic gauge invariance, and they are proportional to the electromagnetic current
Jhy = Zw qq/,i/}y“w, where the sum runs over all SM fermions + (with electric charge qy).
The next paragraph describes the two operators mixing dark and visible sectors.

A renormalizable kinetic mixing between the two Abelian factors proportional to a
dimensionless coefficient ¢ is allowed by gauge invariance. Even if it is vanishing at some
high scale Ayy, it can be induced radiatively at low energies by heavy matter fields that
carry both Abelian charges. A Dirac fermion ¥ that carries electric charge ¢y and dark

gauge charge q(I,l induces a kinetic mixing term at one-loop level, which at low energy is

given by [9]
3 (equ)(€'qy) , (Aty

where Ny denotes the number of its internal degrees of freedom (e.g., spin, color). The

scenario in which the only communication channel is a non-zero kinetic mixing has been

'We take vector-like quantum numbers for ¥ so that it couples to AIL with the vector current.



commonly referred to as the dark photon since the associated physical eigenstate in the
vacuum couples to the SM electromagnetic current, which will be explained in Sec. 2.1.
For SM fields carrying dark gauge charges, we have the last term in Eq. (2.1). We keep
the discussion general for this section without specifying the explicit form of J*. At high
energy, and in the general case, we have dark gauge boson interactions with both vector and
axial currents of quarks and leptons. At the low energies that are relevant for production
and detection, we have to translate these couplings into interactions with baryons.

We specify the explicit expression for J* in the next section and compute explicitly
the rates. Before doing so, we have to switch to a canonical field basis and identify physical
states. This procedure is different in the vacuum and in the solar interior where the hot

plasma affects vector self-energies. Thus, we discuss the two cases separately.

2.1 Physical states I: vacuum

Once massive vectors reach terrestrial detectors, the environmental conditions allow for

the use of Eq. (2.1) without further corrections. We identify the canonical basis via

€ 1

A, - A, +

] M 1 _ 52

This GL(2, R) transformation [21] leads to canonical kinetic terms for any finite value of .

Phenomenological constraints impose € < 1 and we neglect O(¢?) terms. Thus, the vector

mass m. is unaffected by this transformation. Gauge boson interactions with fermions in
the canonical basis and at the leading order in € result in

L| D eJhyAu + (eehy + € J™) A, . (2.4)

vacuum
Electromagnetic interactions remain the same as in the SM, whereas the dark gauge boson

acquires an additional e-suppressed coupling to the electromagnetic current.

2.2 Physical states II: medium

The procedure to identify canonically normalized fields is different in the solar interior
because the hot ionized plasma affects particle self-energies. This effect is already present
in the SM case with a modification of the photon self-energy IT55 [108, 109]. Another
important effect for our analysis is an effective mass mixing Hg Z, between the two vec-
tors [82, 110-112]. There is also a correction to the diagonal self-energy Hﬁ%,, but it can
be neglected since there is a higher price to pay in terms of couplings mixing the two sec-
tors. We conclude this section with proper treatment of medium effects, and we provide

the effective Lagrangian needed to evaluate solar production.



Medium effects alter the transverse photon polarizations and provide a longitudinal

one. For a photon with four-momentum K* = (w, E), we have the polarization vectors
é1 iéy

1 ~
Longitudinal: E/ﬁ = \/ﬁ <k,W]€) . (26)

Here, é; and é; are two normal unit-vectors in the plane orthogonal to the propagation

Transverse: ¢

HE

direction, and we define the magnitude of the spatial momentum k = |k| and its direction

E=k /k. The polarization tensor reads as
I = ((eJgn) (eJ5m)) = 71 Z et +mefer” . (2.7)
Te=t,—

The two factors mr and 7y, account for medium effects. The real parts of 71, modify the
dispersion relations for the respective polarizations, whereas the imaginary parts of 7 1, are
associated with the absorption of the excitation with four-momentum K* = (w, k) [113].
For our purposes, we can take the limit where medium electrons are non-degenerate and

non-relativistic, and in this case, we have the simple expressions [111, 114]

k‘2
Re [mp] ~ %2)1’ Re [m,] ~ %2)1 <1 — > . (2.8)

The plasma frequency wy, is given by

=AM ) 50Ky e v (2.9)
YA T T Y 63 x 10 em—3 ) '

where, m. denotes the electron mass, n. represents the electron density, and « corresponds
to the fine structure constant. The last expression is evaluated for typical electron densities
in the solar core. A medium-induced dispersion is typically momentum dependent due to
the breaking of Lorentz invariance by singling out the medium rest frame. The imaginary
parts of 711, become relevant once we approach the resonant region w? — k%> =Re [TT.L]-
In this work, the typical energies at play are large, w ~ 5.49 MeV > w;,) ~ 0.3keV. Hence,
while the resonance condition cannot be achieved for the longitudinal component, the
production of the transverse ones would be resonantly enhanced at w? —k* = Re[rr] = wgl.
The compton scattering controls the absorption rate in the high energy regime [111, 114],
and the imaginary part of mr reads as

8ra

2
e

Tm [rr] & —w (1 - e—w/T) e . (2.10)

Plasma effects provide an additional mixing source through thermal loops of particles

carrying both electromagnetic and U(1)’ charges. This effect is controlled by the lightest



(a) U’(1) charges (b) the kinetic mixing (c) the plasma mixing I,
Figure 1: Feynman diagrams responsible for the effective dark gauge boson interactions in the medium.
particles in the plasma, and we consider the case where electrons are charged under both

the Abelian gauge symmetries since the effect of baryons is suppressed by their heavy mass.

The term induced by an electron loop is given by [82, 84-86]

e/ql
I, = ((eJgy)('T")) = JSH%, (2.11)
where ¢.(= —1) and ¢, denote the vector-like dark charge of the electron.

The diagrams in Fig. 1 illustrate the effective 4/ interactions in the solar interior. A
tree-level coupling proportional to the dark gauge coupling ¢’ could be there if the dark
current J'* is non-vanishing (Fig. 1a). If a non-vanishing kinetic mixing couples the vector
field A’# to the electromagnetic current, one has to include the thermally resummed photon
propagator as denoted by the double wavy line in Fig. 1b. Finally, the quadratic mixing
in Eq. (2.11) along with the same resummed photon propagator leads to an additional
interaction between the dark gauge boson and the electromagnetic current. The loop with
the double line in Fig. 1c indicates the leading effect leading of the correction Hf;,';, given
in Eq. (2.11). These three interactions are described in the weak mixing regime (e, < 1)
by the following effective Lagrangian

!/

2
m_,
L edium 2 €T A, + <em2” + 2 qgﬁ“) el AL (2.12)

2
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We always consider on-shell (i.e., w? — k? = mg,) hidden vectors on external legs. When
medium effects are absent (i.e., 7p1, = 0), Eq. (2.12) correctly recovers the expression valid

in the vacuum as given in Eq. (2.4).

3 Production and Detection Rates

Having set up the general formalism, we are now ready to evaluate production and detection
rates. As a first step, we specify an explicit realization of the framework described by
Eq. (2.1) focusing on theories where dark gauge charges of SM fermions, if any, are vector-

like. The current coupled to Aj, contains only the vector part (ie., J* =3, qq’bqﬂ yHap),



thus Ward-Takahashi identity [115, 116] holds 9, J’* = 0 and the current J'* is conserved
at the classical level for this class of theories. This conservation law could be broken by
gauge anomalies (e.g., baryon or lepton numbers), and this would lead to energy-enhanced
production rates and significant constraints from high-energy experiments [117, 118].

In order to deal with solar production and terrestrial detection, we need to identify
in the Lagrangian in Eq. (2.1) the interactions with the only phenomenologically relevant
degrees of freedom: proton (p), neutron (n), electron (e), and neutrinos (v;). Thus the

low-energy Lagrangian needed for the phenomenology we are interested in reads as

1 1 2

m:=, e
ﬁlowfenergy = 4F,uyF'uV - ZF;WFI“V + T’YA;LAIH + §FMVF/'M/+
e (pY'p —erte) Ayt (3.1)
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Interactions with the photon A, are proportional to the electromagnetic current, and

baryon interactions with the dark gauge boson are quantified by the following couplings

4 = 2q, +4q an = q, + 24 - (3.2)

Electron and neutrino couplings are related by electroweak gauge invariance (qél = q’Vi with
e; the charged leptons), and the projector P, = (1—+5)/2 isolates the appropriate neutrino
chirality. The Lagrangian in Eq. (3.1) contains just a few parameters: vector boson mass,
kinetic mixing, and three dimensionless couplings (neutrino couplings follow from gauge
invariance). Any UV complete model can be mapped into this low-energy effective theory.

It is useful to discuss the consequences of electroweak gauge invariance on the isospin
properties of the low-energy interactions in Eq. (3.1). Isovector couplings originate from
tree-level isospin breaking term if q; # q},- The relations in Eq. (3.2) imply that this is
possible if we have ¢, # ¢};, and such a charge assignment with the same component of a
weak doublet having different Abelian charges would not respect SU(2), gauge invariance.
Thus we constrain U(1)" charge assignments to be isoscalar. As an example, the baryon

number B would fit within our choice.

3.1 Production from solar nuclear reactions

Hidden vectors can be produced non-thermally as final states of solar nuclear reactions.
We focus on the second step of the proton-proton chain, p + d — 3He + ~(5.49 MeV),
where protons and deuteriums form helium nuclei [88]. While this nuclear process produces
a photon v most of the time, it can lead occasionally to a monochromatic 4/ via the mixing
effects discussed in the previous section. The final state hidden vector would have the same

energy of 5.49 MeV, and the production is controlled by its interactions with nucleon fields.



At the leading order in the multipole expansion [119-121], deuterium fusion proceeds
via electric dipole “E1” and magnetic dipole “M1” transitions that are characterized by
orbital angular momentum [ = 1 (p-wave) and [ = 0 (s-wave), respectively. Both transitions
in the long wavelength region are governed by the isovector component of the interactions
with nucleons. For the El1 transition, this follows from the fact that the proton and
the deuteron are pure isospin eigenstates and there is no electric dipole radiation when
the center-of-mass frame coincides with the center-of-charge frame [119, 120, 122]. The
magnetic dipole transition is also predominantly isovector [88, 89, 123].

Hidden vectors cannot be produced via the tree-level interaction illustrated by Fig. la
because we choose pure isoscalar couplings (i.e., ¢, = ¢} leading to ¢, = ¢;,). Providentially,
a non-vanishing isovector component is effectively generated by the mixing with the photon
because electromagnetic interactions violate isospin due to the different electric charges
of up and down quarks. As illustrated in Figs. 1b and lc, and quantified explicitly in
Eq. (2.12), there are two mixing sources: kinetic mixing (¢ # 0) and plasma mixing
(¢, # 0). They both lead to isovector interactions with nucleons [85, 86, 124].

The fluxes provided in this subsection need to be understood as the number of vectors
produced in the solar core per unit of time divided by the surface of a sphere with a radius
equal to one astronomical unit. This does not need to be the actual flux hitting a detector
on Earth since attenuation processes can be in action between production and detection.
We quantify their importance in the next subsection where we discuss absorption from the
solar medium and decays outside the Sun during the propagation towards the Earth.

We examine below the two distinct scenarios where only one mixing source is switched
on. This applies to any generic U(1)" extension of the SM containing both sources since

one of them typically dominates the 4" production rate.

Production via kinetic mixing

The scenario where the communication with the SM proceeds via the kinetic mixing only
has been dubbed in the literature as the dark photon. In this case, the interaction respon-
sible for production in the solar core is the first term in the parenthesis of Eq. (2.12). Dark
photon interactions with the SM particles are proportional to the EM current, and the
production of 7/ particles via the deuterium fusion simply follows the photon one with an
additional factor involving the plasma effect as well as the kinetic mixing parameter €. The
flux of 5.49 MeV transverse (T) and longitudinal (L) dark photons results in [125-127]

2 2
é k3 ms3,
D]~ 2 — - .
[ 70]T drd2, X3 X €m2,—7TT 5 (3.3)
¥
2 2 2
o k3 m2, 1— Py ™My
Poolf L x — 7 7 3.4
[ ’YO]L 47Td% Xw3 X 6m3/_WL X 9 w2 (3.4)
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The subscript ‘0’ in the above expressions denotes the flux on Earth if it is not diminished
by effects such as solar medium absorption or vector decays. Both expressions are propor-
tional to the deuterium fusion rate ¢, = 1.7 x 103 s7! [88, 128-130] and normalized per
unit surface 4rd? with dg = 1.5 x 10 m the Earth-Sun distance. The modified disper-
sion relation for a massive spin-one particle, namely k& # w since the spatial momentum

of the hidden vector is related to its energy w via k = , /w?

— m%,, brings three additional
powers of the ratio (k/w); one power is just due to the final state phase-space, and the
two remaining ones follow from the multipole expansion [125]. Both relations receive an
additional multiplicative correction proportional to the kinetic mixing parameter squared
and the resummed thermal photon propagator with self-energies 717, given by Egs. (2.8)
and (2.10). There are no additional corrections for the production rate of transverse dark
photons. For the longitudinal polarization, there are two additional corrections that we
have to account for. First, we have to isolate the contribution due to the E1 transition
because longitudinal polarizations are intrinsically electric (i.e., k x €, = 0), and we also
have to put an additional overall 1/2 factor for the longitudinal degree of freedom com-
pared with the transverse components. This is the origin of the (1 — Py1)/2 factor with
Py = 54% [131] the fraction of the M1 transition at the relevant energy. Second, we also
have an additional multiplicative factor (m./ w)? that follows from the conservation law
of the electromagnetic current.?

The expected fluxes [®,/]7 1, of dark photons as a function of m,s and normalized
in units of €2 are shown in Fig. 2 for transverse (red curve) and longitudinal (blue curve)
polarizations. The former is provided by Eq. (3.3) and the mass dependence enters only via
the ratio m.//wp1. In the large mass region, m., > wy, the production rate is independent
of the mass. As we approach mass values m., ~ wp the production is resonantly enhanced
as manifest from the peak in the red curve in Fig. 2. The width of such a resonance is
determined by the imaginary part of 7 in Eq. (2.10). Plasma screening effects suppress the
production of transverse dark photons for m., < wp via the power law behavior (m./ wp1)4.
The discussion about the flux of longitudinal dark photons provided by Eq. (3.4) is much
simpler. First, there is no resonance peak for the reasons discussed in the previous section.
Being away from the resonance implies also that the leading mass dependence is via the

power law (m.//w)? which is the last factor in Eq. (3.4).

Production via plasma mixing

The second case we investigate in our work is for a non-vanishing U(1)" charge of the
electron (i.e., ¢, # 0). As discussed in the previous section, this induces the in-medium

mixing of dark gauge bosons with photons through a thermal electron loop. This effect is

2The transition amplitude is proportional to the electromagnetic current which is conserved kuJby =

0 3 . . : * p _ RIpm—wliy 3 My
wJgm — kJgy = 0. Thus the amplitude is proportional to the factor ef, , Ji = =2 ——M = —Jgy — .
ad
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Figure 2: Hidden vectors flux from the second state of the pp chain for the kinetic mixing case (¢ # 0).

The red and blue lines indicate the flux of the transverse and longitudinal polarizations, respectively.

quantified by Eq. (2.11), and it provides an effective 4" couplings to the EM current [82].
Hence, even if the kinetic mixing is absent or sub-dominant, the p(d,® He)y' reaction could
proceed via the plasma mixing. In this scenario, the flux of 5.49 MeV vectors also follows
the EM transition rate and their explicit expressions can be obtained from the ones in

Egs. (3.3) and (3.4) via the replacements Emz, — % 77,1, inside the absolute values

2
/ o k3 eq. 7
PN LOPOR RNV i COLS S 3.5
[ v O]T 47“% w3 eqe m?y, — 7T (3.5)
2 2
/ 10) k3 e'q 9 1—Pypy my
G|l ~ T T x| —2€ X J 3.6
[ Y U]L 471.6% w3 eqe m’2}" — 7L 2 w2 (3.6)

The expected fluxes for this case are shown in Fig. 3. For transverse polarizations
(red line), the flux is constant in the low mass region (m. < wpl), and it does not change
until we reach m., ~ wy, where we find a resonant peak. At larger masses, it decreases
according to the power law behavior (wp/m./)*. The flux of longitudinal vectors (blue
line) is proportional to the factor (m.//w)?, as it was in the dark photon scenario, but it

is further suppressed by the factor (wp/w)* due to plasma effects.

3.2 Attenuation of the incoming flux: solar absorption and decays

The solar medium could potentially alter the propagation of 4’ after production. As
an example, the massive vectors can be reabsorbed into the medium near their produc-
tion point via Compton-like scatterings. The absorption rate can be estimated by com-

bining the imaginary part of the transverse photon self-energy in Eq. (2.10) with the

- 12 —



L2 1 11 e 1Y A 1| R R R 11| R R R MR
- - ]
o, 10 7
£ r ]
5 C ]
L2 C ]
s S0 =
~ - N
(=) C l
o 0 .
Py C m
~ v — -
\@‘ C H
= S =
= r 1
& _iof -
— r
_ps b vl Tl el vl

10! 102 103 104 10 100

m / eV

Figure 3: Hidden vectors flux from the second state of the pp chain for the plasma mixing case (g # 0).

The red and blue lines indicate the flux of the transverse and longitudinal polarizations, respectively.

medium effective 7/ coupling to the electron in Eq. (2.12), and it approximately results
in (ce — e’qé)zlm?y,/(m,zy, — 71 1) |*(ane/3m?2). In the standard solar model [132, 133], the
electron number density decreases exponentially ne(r) o« exp[—10.547/Rg] along the radial
direction [134], where Rz = 6.96 x 10'? cm is the solar radius. Thus, the absorption mostly

occurs near the innermost region of the Sun. The optical length is written by

R@ m2/ (0%
L~ d AY: v _
T, /o r (ee —€'qp) gy ne (1)
) ) (3.7)
=0(0.1) (ee e’q')2 Ty 2 n (0)R
—_— . - @ .
“my —moL| _ 3m2 ‘

Moreover, transverse vectors could resonantly oscillate with photons when the resonance
condition m., = wyp is achieved, while no resonance effect is present for the longitudinal
polarization as discussed around Eq. (2.10). Such a resonant conversion probability relies

on the adiabaticity at the resonance point, which is parametrized by [135, 136]

—1
dlogw? | m2 mZ
2 1 2
Yad = 2 (ce — €'q)) —a P (J =0(0.1) (ee — €q}) aj Ry (3.8)

where we use wgl N in the second relation. The conversion probability reads as

TYad
s~ 1— exp (— > ) : (3.9)

where the second term corresponds to the level-crossing probability described by the

Landau-Zener formula [137-139]. Due to the exponential change of "ng along the radial di-

rection, a resonant conversion becomes non-adiabatic (i.e., 7,q < 1) at |ce—€’gl|< O(1079).
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Even if the hidden vectors manage to escape the Sun, they can still decay before
reaching the Earth. The net result is to diminish effectively their incoming flux whether
the decays are visible or not. A decay channel that is always kinematically allowed is the
one into three photons, v/ — 77, and the process proceeds via an electron loop [140].
At masses above the kinematical threshold (m., > 2m.), massive vectors can decay into
electron-positron pairs again through the coupling to electron. If couplings to neutrino
are present (e.g., gauging lepton numbers), there would be additional decay channels into
neutrino-antineutrino pairs, v — v;;. Laboratory searches [141, 142] and cosmological
analysis [143] bound the neutrino mass to m, < O(1)eV, and massive vectors in the
broad range 2m, < m, < 2m, can decay to this additional channel. We find it useful
to identify the electron coupling because it plays a crucial role for decays as well as for
the detection discussed in the next subsection. The low density in both cases allows us
to neglect collective effects and use the Lagrangian for physical states in the vacuum in

Eq. (2.4). Focusing only on the electron coupling, we find

L|Geeon = g, eyed, ge = —ce+€q. . (3.10)

The decay width for the three-photon final state explicitly reads as

2 3 m?
~ —8yJe @ Ty
Ly & (47 % 1075) = — mé , (3.11)

and it is always negligible in our analysis. The width to electron-positron pairs evaluated

in the vector rest frame, and averaged over the three polarizations, results in

2 2 2
_gemy 2m, 4m
yemer = "o <1 i mg) o m?ye 6 (myy —2me) , (3.12)

!

where ©(x) is the Heaviside step function. If couplings to neutrinos are present, the rate
calculation is analogous to the one leading to Eq. (3.12) with replacement of g. — g, and
me — m,, where g, and m, are the 7 coupling to the neutrino and the neutrino mass,
respectively, and an additional 1/2 factor due to the chiral (left-handed) coupling.
Reabsorptions and conversions of 4’ across the solar medium deplete the fluxes given in
the previous section by an overall factor of exp[— (7, + myaa/2)]. In addition, the effective
flux reaching the terrestrial detector gets another overall correction accounting for decays.

The flux that eventually reaches terrestrial detectors results in
m
[<I>,y/] = exp [— (T,y/ + 5%(1)} exp |—I'y

Here, [@7/0] was derived in Sec. 3.1 for the different cases, I';; denotes the total 4" decay

bl d@} (@] - (3.13)

W Uy

width including both visible and invisible channels, the ratio m./ /w is a Lorentz time
dilatation factor, and v, = /1 — mi, Jw? is the vector velocity. Resonant conversions
dominate the opacity in the mass range 1072 < M. Jwpl < 1, reabsorption via Compton-

like scatterings controls the redistribution of 4"’s energy into the medium otherwise.
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3.3 Terrestrial detection

Once the massive vectors reach finally terrestrial laboratories, there are in principle several

processes allowing for their detection. The leading one is the Compton-like scattering
Y +e—y+e. (3.14)

The detection rate is controlled by the combination g, = (—ece+¢’q)) identified in Eq. (3.10).
We derive the cross sections op for transverse (P = T) and longitudinal (P = L) polariza-
tions in Appendix A, providing their expressions in Eqgs. (A.27) and (A.28), respectively.
The final expressions are rather long and we do not report them here. Once the hidden

vector mass becomes negligible (i.e., m, < w,m.), the expressions simplify

or ~85¢% x 107 cm? (3.15)
M~ 2 _
o ~1.2 g2 (1kgV) x 1073 em? . (3.16)

We take the massless limit for transverse polarizations, whereas for the longitudinal ones
we keep only the leading term in the small vector mass. The initial state electron is at
rest in the laboratory frame, and the (square root of the) energy in the center of mass
quantified by the Mandelstam variable s reads s = m? + mz, + 2mew. We show in Fig. 4
the product between the vector initial velocity v, and the cross section op of the Compton-
like scattering process for transverse (solid) and longitudinal (dashed) polarizations. We fix
the vector mass to two different values: m. = 1MeV (red) and m., = 3MeV (green). The
scattering rate of all polarizations is equivalent when w = m’v; in such a limit the vector is
at rest in the rest frame of the target electron, and therefore the transverse and longitudinal
polarizations are indistinguishable due to the isotropic environment of the detector.
Besides mediating Compton-like scattering, the coupling to the electron in Eq. (3.10)
could also induce decays to e* pairs once they become kinematically allowed. These visible
decays during their propagation inside the detector would provide an additional detection
channel. However, this is never important for our analysis because once visible decays
become available the net flux detected on Earth is drastically reduced. Apart from elec-
trons, hidden vectors can also scatter coherently with ionized nuclei (e.g., carbon), but
their rate is negligible due to the suppression by heavy nuclear masses. In principle,
massive vectors can be absorbed also via other scattering processes. For instance, in a
process similar to the photoelectric effect v + e — e*, the vector is absorbed and an elec-
tron e* is emitted with an energy equal to the difference between the absorbed boson

energy and the electron binding energy. The cross section for this process is approximately
2/3
,Y/

photoelectric effect at the energy w. Hidden vectors can produce electron-positron pairs in

Orle—er & O-’}’e%e*gg (3“}2/16770”77‘2) U;’l(l - v

: /3) with oyeex the cross section for the

the electric field of nuclei or electrons but these processes are subdominant with respect to
the Compton scattering in the JUNO detector (see Fig. 1 in Ref. [93]).
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Figure 4: Cross section op of the Compton-like scattering process v’ + e — 7 + e, multiplied by the
velocity v./, as a function of the incident v energy w for m., = 1 MeV (red) and 3MeV (green). The solid
and dashed lines correspond to transverse (P = T) and longitudinal (P = L) polarizations, respectively.

4 Hidden vectors at JUNO

The primary goal of the next-generation multi-purpose underground liquid scintillator (LS)
JUNO detector is to resolve the neutrino mass ordering. Because of its excellent energy res-
olution capability and the large fiducial volume (FV), the JUNO detector can be used also
to test various new physics predictions, such as proton decay, neutrino non-standard inter-
actions, and hidden sector particles. In this section, we investigate the JUNO sensitivity

to the new physics scenarios presented in this work.

The main features of JUNO have been thoroughly described in Refs. [94, 144]. The LS
detector has a fiducial mass of 20 kton of Linear alkyl benzene (LAB), C19Hsz, doped with
3 g/L of 2,5-diphenyloxazole (PPO) and 15 mg/L of p-bis-(o-methylstyryl)-benzene (bis-
MSB), contained in a sphere of radius 17.7 m. The energy resolution is 6/E = 3%/VE,
where both @ and E are in MeV. To detect 8B solar neutrinos with threshold energy of
2 MeV, an energy-dependent FV cut is considered (see Ref. [145] for more details). In
particular, for events with energy larger than 5 MeV, a FV of 16.2 kton contained in a
sphere of radius 7 = 16.5 m is assumed. After all the selection cuts described in [145],
about 60,000 solar neutrino events and 30,000 radioactive background events are expected
in 10 years of data taking, as shown in Table 4 and Fig. 11 of Ref. [145]. In our work, both

types of events represent the background of the solar dark gauge boson signal.

The detection rate at JUNO can be quantified according to what detection channel is

dominant. For our study, Sec. 3.3 discusses how the detection proceeds via Compton-like
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scattering only, and the expected number of events per time interval At results in

A-ZVeV
At

=[] O Neawr R @R @€, (4.1)
Compton—like

where [@7/] is the net vector flux on Earth given by Eq. (3.13), Niar the number of targets,
and o the scattering cross section. Here, R and e represent the detector energy resolution
and the detector efficiency, respectively, and we assume ¢ = 1 for all detection channels

over the energy threshold throughout this work. We report for completeness also the decay

rate if visible decays (such as 37 or e*) are allowed inside the detector
ANy Vi
=P/ ® = ®eE€, 4.2
At Decays [ ! ] ll ( )

where Vy is the detector F'V and [; is the decay length in the laboratory frame for i—th

decay channel. Combining everything together, the total number of expected events reads

Nev= > [®y]p |:N60'p+ i " rBr (v — vis) | ¢ (4.3)
P=T,L Uy W
Here, N. ~ 5.5 x 103 is the total number of electrons in the 16.2 kton FV (V}) of the
spherical structure with the radius 16.5m, implying Vy = 1.9 x 10*m?, and ¢t = 10 years
is the measurement time duration. We derive the Compton-like scattering cross section in
Appendix A. The total decay rate I',/, which is multiplied by the factor (m.//w) to account
for the Lorentz dilation, includes both visible and invisible channels, and v, denotes the
vector velocity in the laboratory frame. The branching ratio to visible decay channels

Br(y" — vis) in Eq. (4.3) is required since only visible decays lead to detectable events.

4.1 Fitting procedure

We evaluate now the future reaches of JUNO detector on the hidden vector models. We
adopt the likelihood prescription developed in [93] for our numerical analysis, and we briefly
summarize below the main steps. In order to forecast the detector sensitivity, we express

the x? function which contains the information on dark photons as

2 Ni,exp €shb 2 €rb 2
X = 2 X Z Ni,pre — Ni,exp + Ni,exp X 10g Ni +(— + | — 5
i i,pre

S (B—E;)?

N; =(14+ep) X Bjsh + (14 6p) X Bijyp + — Xe 2602
i,pre ( sb) i,sb ( b) i,rb m&

where Njexp and Nj pre Tepresent the expected solar neutrino events and the predicted

number of events in the presence of dark photon corresponding to the i** energy bin, with
energy E; [145], respectively. Also, B; g, and B; 1, represent the solar neutrino and the

radioactive background events,® while ey and €, are the nuisance parameters, and the

3We adopt Niexp = Bisb + Birb.
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Figure 5: Exclusion regions and projected JUNO sensitivity for the dark photon scenario communicating
with the SM via a non-vanishing kinetic mixing (¢ # 0). In the (m./,¢) plane, the red region with a
dashed boundary represents the discovery reach of the JUNO experiment at the 90% C.L. sensitivity. The
blue and green regions indicate the current constraints based on cosmology and terrestrial experiments,
respectively. The magenta, brown, orange, and purple regions are excluded by astrophysics with respect to
the Sun, horizontal branch stars [146], red giants [147], and core-collapse supernovae [81, 84, 86, 148-150],

respectively; see Ref. [151] and the references therein for more details.

corresponding solar and radioactive background normalization uncertainties are given by
osp = 5% and oy, = 15%, respectively. We model the new physics contribution by using
a Gaussian function, with S parameterizing the expected hidden vector peak intensity
centered at E' = 5.49 MeV and with a width & = 0.07 MeV (see Fig. 2 of [93] for details).
Through a x? test, we find that the projected JUNO sensitivity at the 90% confidence level
(C.L.) is Siim = 97 counts in 10 years, as shown by Fig. 3 in [93].

4.2 Results

We present the JUNO discovery reach by starting with the dark photon scenario. For this
case, the only communication channel with the visible sector is a non-vanishing kinetic
mixing parameter (¢ # 0). Fig. 5 shows an overview of the parameter space. We show
in red the region that will be probed by the JUNO at 90% C.L. sensitivity. For masses
mfy > 2m, dark photons can decay into electron-positron pairs, and the corresponding

attenuation depletes exponentially the vector flux for values of the kinetic mixing parameter
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that in principle would allow for detection. Thus, JUNO cannot probe dark photon masses
above the MeV scale, explaining the sharp cut at m, =~ 1 MeV in the JUNO sensitivity
region in Fig. 5. On the contrary, for masses below the electron-positron threshold, JUNO
will probe kinetic mixing parameters 3 x 1077 < ¢ < 107° for masses in the range Wpl
300 eV < my S 2me ~ 1MeV. For my < wyp the lower limit of the JUNO sensitivity
scales linearly with the mass since [Ne,|® o 54m§, (see Eq. (3.3)). The deep at m = wy
is due to the resonance at m., = wp. Finally, for m.» 2 wp the event rate is independent
of the dark photon mass since [Ne,] o< e*. JUNO will provide the best terrestrial bounds
for the dark photon scenario in the mass range 50 keV < m. < 1 MeV.

As shown in Fig. 5, JUNO will be sensitive to a region already excluded by astrophysical
arguments. In particular, for m., 2 50 keV, where JUNO will provide the strongest
terrestrial bound, the projected limit overlaps with the bounds from Horizontal Branch
(HB) stars, Red Giants (RG) and core-collapse supernovae (SNe). The HB and the RG
constraints have been recently revised in Ref. [147], using simulations with a self-consistent
inclusion of dark photons as an additional energy-loss channel, focusing on the region of
the parameter space with ¢ < 10713 where dark photons freely escape the stellar interior.
For the large values of the kinetic mixing which can be probed by JUNO (¢ > 1077),
the hidden vector reabsorption in the stellar interior cannot be neglected. Since stellar-
evolution simulations considering dark-photon reabsorption are still missing, for ¢ > 10713
the HB and RG bounds shown in Fig. 5 are obtained extrapolating the ones from Ref. [147].
On the other hand, the SNe constraints [81, 84, 86, 148—-150] shown in Fig. 5 take into
account the trapping regime, where produced hidden vectors do not freely escape the
SN core. Nonetheless, such analyses are subject to large theoretical and observational
uncertainties (see, e.g., Ref. [152] for a recent discussion on the issues related to the observed
events from SN 1987A) and no SN simulation with a self-consistent inclusion of trapped
hidden vectors is available. As a result, it is worthwhile to probe this region of the parameter

space with different approaches.

We note that the 5.49 MeV solar hidden vector flux is evaluated assuming the stan-
dard solar model without changes due to extra hidden vector emission. This may lead
to inconsistency with the evolutionary history of the Sun [146, 153]. A significant hidden
vector production inside the Sun can affect the solar evolution and leave imprints on some
observables, such as the 8B and "Be neutrino fluxes and the helioseismologic quantities.
The magenta region in Fig. 5 corresponds to such constraints based on the solar evolu-
tion, which rely on the solar hidden vector luminosity dominantly distributed in the range
of the core temperature (~ keV). In this context, the 5.49 MeV hidden vector spectrum
contributes to the luminosity as ¢7(k3/w2)52|m3//(m3/ — ) [P~ 62\m3,/(m3, —71)|*Le.

Therefore, the evaluation of the JUNO sensitivity at masses above 10keV, corresponding
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Figure 6: Exclusion regions and projected JUNO sensitivity for the dark gauge boson scenario commu-
nicating via plasma mixing (q. # 0). For this case, we have two different dashed boundaries for the red
regions representing the discovery reach of the JUNO experiment at the 90% C.L. sensitivity. The dashed
red and dashed black boundaries correspond to the case of ¢, = 0 and q;, = q., respectively. The gray
and green regions indicate the current constraints based on fifth force tests and terrestrial experiments, re-
spectively. The blue and dashed green regions come from the cosmological bounds and reactor experiments
for q),, = g.; see the main text for more details. The magenta, brown, and cyan regions are excluded by

astrophysics with respect to the Sun, horizontal branch stars, and core-collapse supernovae, respectively.

to the brighter red-colored region, is self-consistent in terms of the solar profile.

Fig. 6 reports the exclusion plot for the plasma mixing scenario (¢, # 0). In this case,
a non-vanishing coupling ¢/, of the massive vector to SM neutrinos can alter the projected
sensitivity. The red region delimited by the red dashed line is the projected sensitivity
at 90% C.L. for q,’,e = (, while the dashed black line delimits the sensitivity in the case
of g, = ¢, (in agreement with electroweak gauge invariance). For our analysis, we pick
m, = 1eV as a fiducial value. As in the kinetic mixing theory, the parametric behavior of
the lower part of the JUNO sensitivity for the in-medium mixing theory depends on the
flux @, given in Eq. (3.5) with an additional (¢’q.)? factor from detection. For m., < wp
the JUNO sensitivity is independent of the dark gauge boson mass since [Ng,]% o (€/¢))*.

Also in this case, there is a deep at m., ~ wp and for larger masses the JUNO
sensitivity scales as €/ql oc m.s since [Ne,]% oc (e’qé)4m;,4 for m., > wp. Decays into

neutrino pairs allowed for ¢;,  # 0 suppress the net flux, thus the upper limit scales as e'q], o
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m;,l. In the absence of coupling to neutrinos, hidden vectors could still be absorbed into
the solar medium. In particular, for m., < wp they are mainly reabsorbed after resonant
conversions, leading to an upper limit which scales as €’q] m;,l. On the other hand, for
M.+ > wpl the main absorption channel is the Compton-like scattering, which limits the
JUNO sensitivity to values €’ ¢, < 2 x 1075, In Fig. 6, the magenta and brown regions
show astrophysical constraints based on the stellar evolution of the Sun and HB stars [82,
154, 155], respectively, and the cyan region comes from observables related to core-collapse
SNe [86, 148] and neutron star cooling [84-86]. In addition, the gravity experiments testing
fifth forces lead to the stringent constraints at masses below O(1)eV [156-161], depicted
by the gray region. The current terrestrial bounds from XENONI1T [162] exclude the
green-colored region. For coupling to neutrinos (g, # 0), there would be also cosmological
constraints from Big Bang nucleosynthesis [83, 155] that would exclude the blue region
delimited by the dashed blue line (to derive this constraint we set the electroweak preserving
charge assignment ¢, = ¢.). Furthermore, reactor experiments [163] give the bound for
¢, = ¢, at masses above 500eV (dashed green). Unlike the previous case, our projected
sensitivity covers regions already excluded by other terrestrial bounds with the exception
of a small region at masses m., ~ 1keV if neutrino couplings are switched on. However,
this region is excluded by the solar arguments and therefore it has to be carefully identified

through evolutionary solar profiles as discussed already for the kinetic mixing scenario.

5 Final Remarks

The last decade has been witnessing a regular increase in interest in light and weakly-
coupled new particles. There are at least two reasons behind this activity: the lack of
a new physics discovery at the weak scale by the Large Hadron Collider and searches
for Weakly Interacting Massive Particles and the blossoming of several novel ideas for
experimentally tackling such a low-mass region. Stars provide a natural environment to
produce these hypothetical light states in their interior. In the Sun, thermal processes can
produce particles up to masses around the keV scale, and supernovae can even go above
the MeV scale. Stars like the Sun provide an additional non-thermal production process
via nuclear reactions, allowing for the study of sub-MeV particles in these environments.
Typically, cooling arguments put upper bounds on the couplings of these new particles that
are often stronger than the ones obtained in laboratories.

In this work, we have employed the second step of the pp chain in the solar core to
produce “massive hidden vector bosons”. Instead of relying upon cooling arguments, we
have investigated the discovery reach of the forthcoming JUNO experiment to detect di-
rectly this monochromatic flux of 5.49 MeV spin-one particles. We focused on the Abelian

extension of the SM gauge group, and we assumed the new gauge group to be broken
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spontaneously so that the resulting gauge boson field AL is massive. We restricted our-
selves to vector-like dark gauge charges (if any) that are consistent with electroweak gauge
invariance. This charge choice led to only isoscalar dark gauge interactions between nu-
cleons and the new massive vector. Due to the isovector nature of the transition in the
deuterium fusion process, tree-level dark gauge interactions cannot be responsible for the
production of massive vectors. However, we have identified two possible mixing between
the dark gauge boson and the SM photon that could control the production rate: the ki-
netic mixing between the two Abelian field strenghts [9], and the plasma mixing through
the thermal electron loop that is ensured once the electron has a non-vanishing dark gauge
charge [82, 84]. The production rates via these two mechanisms are shown in Figs. 2 and 3.
Once these particles are produced and made their way to the Earth, they can be detected

via Compton-like scatterings.

We have investigated the discovery potential of the JUNO detector by adopting the
statistical analysis developed by Ref. [93]. The parameter space region within the reach of
JUNO is shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 for the kinetic mixing and plasma mixing scenarios,
respectively. For the kinetic mixing scenario, JUNO can achieve a sensitivity better than
current terrestrial bounds in the mass region 50keV < m. < MeV. On the contrary, for
the plasma mixing scenario, JUNO will cover regions already excluded by other terrestrial
bounds with the only exception of a tiny region around m, ~ keV. Finally, given the high
energy threshold, it would be challenging for the upcoming neutrino oscillation experiment
like Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment [164] at Fermilab to detect 5.49 MeV hidden
sector particles. On the other hand, its competing project Hyper-Kamiokande experiment
[165] in Japan has an appropriate energy threshold but because of its lower energy reso-
lution, a/MeV = O.GW , provides an order of magnitude weaker bounds to hidden
sectors than the JUNO (see Ref. [93] for bounds on axion couplings).

The two scenarios studied in this work are useful for exemplifying the most general
case but are certainly not exhaustive. We can easily extend the framework developed
here to study any U(1) gauge extensions of SM. A very instructive example is the gauged
B — L model (if we want the model to be anomaly-free we need to introduce right-handed
neutrinos). The baryon number gauge charge assignments lead to isoscalar coupling and
therefore negligible effects on the production of solar 4/, the lepton number charge induces
the plasma mixing for the production and mediates detection via scatterings and decays.
The lepton number also involves neutrinos, so the solar 4/ flux on the Earth would be
further reduced by v — v decays as discussed above. The kinetic mixing parameter in
this case is a free parameter in the Lagrangian that has to be fixed by some renormalization
condition. Even if we set it to vanish at some energy scale, it would be radiatively induced

by loops of particles carrying both Abelian charges. If we assume the kinetic mixing to be
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Figure 7: Exclusion region plot for the B — L extension of the SM. The red region in the (m.,e’)
plane (with ¢’ the dark gauge coupling) represents the JUNO discovery reached the 90% C.L. The blue,
gray, and green regions indicate the current constraints based on cosmology, fifth force tests, and terrestrial
experiments, respectively. The magenta, brown, and cyan regions are excluded by astrophysics with respect

to the Sun, horizontal branch stars, and core-collapse supernovae, respectively.

vanishing at some UV scale Ayy, and we find that loop of SM particles gives a low-energy
value that results in € ~ (ee’/37%)log [Afjy /vhw]. Assuming Ayy = 100 TeV and taking
vEw =~ 246 GeV, we have the kinetic mixing € ~ 0.12¢’. Likewise, for the other motivated
scenario where we gauge the combination of lepton numbers L, — L, the irreducible
kinetic mixing from radiative corrections results in e ~ (e€’/12x%)log(m?/m2) ~ €'/70.
Fig. 7 shows the discovery reach for the B — L case. The red region indicates the JUNO
sensitivity at 90% C.L. (the small island around wy, due to the resonant feature), and
this result is valid regardless of the low-energy value of the kinetic mixing . In this case,
neutrino decay depletes the signal in the parameter space region sensitive to kinetic mixing.
These simple observations motivate the analysis of explicit UV complete models building

upon the present work.

From a slightly broader perspective, our work contains novel results on the physics of
massive spin-one particles that can be employed beyond the experimental setup of JUNO
analyzed here. The production rates derived in Sec. 3.1 quantify the incoming flux of

feebly-interacting vectors reaching a generic detector on Earth. An option worthwhile to
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investigate is along the lines of the study performed by Ref. [91], where dissociation of
deuterons at the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory (SNO) was exploited as a probe of axion
couplings to nuclei. The same analysis could be performed if the dissociation is generated
by massive vectors produced in the solar core, and the production rates computed in this
work will be an essential input to this analysis. On the opposite end of the story, the
Compton-like scattering cross sections provided in Sec. 3.3 (with details in App. A) for
polarized initial states could improve existing studies in the current literature. Whether
we consider thermal production in the solar interior (with energy around the keV scale) or
products of nuclear reactions (with energy around the MeV scale), the Sun is a powerful
source of polarized massive vectors. If we do not invoke any cooling argument but instead
alm at detecting the feebly-interacting spin-one bosons on Earth, the proper procedure is
to evaluate the detection cross sections for the different polarizations with the appropriate
weight. This signal is actually searched for by dark matter direct detection experiments
(see, e.g., Refs. [166-169]). Consistent implementation of the polarized fluxes is still missing
in the literature, and the cross-sections provided in this work will also serve as crucial input.

We defer these further applications of our calculations to future work.
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A Compton-like scattering cross section for polarized hidden vectors

The Compton-like scattering where an incoming massive vector from the Sun hits a target
electron at rest, and leads to a final state with one photon and one electron, is a key process
for the hidden vector detection in our analysis. Crucially, the flux of vectors produced in

the solar interior is polarized, and as a consequence, we have to compute the Compton-like
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cross section for each given polarization. We provide in this Appendix the computational
details for the scattering cross section.

We use the following notation to describe the four momenta involved in the scattering

Y (k) +e (p1) = v(q) +e (p2) -

Here, we put in parenthesis the four-momentum associated with each particle. Conservation
of energy and momentum reads k + p1 = ¢ + p2, and we find it useful to introduce the

Mandelstam variables

s=(k+p1)*=(qg+p2)?,
t=(p—p2)®=(g-k)?*,
u=(p1—q)* = (k—p2)*.

They are related by the constraint s +t +u = 2m? + m,ZY,.

Laboratory frame kinematics

We perform the calculation in the laboratory frame where the target electron is at rest and
the incoming vector is monochromatic. Initial state four-momenta read k* = (w, kl;') and
Py = (me,0) with w fixed to 5.49 MeV and k? = w? — m?y,. The polarization vectors are
indeed the ones given in Egs. (2.5) and (2.6). We reproduce them here for convenience and

this time we use the dispersion relation to write them only in terms of w and m.,

é1 £ iéy
Transverse: e = (O, \/§> , (A.1)

1 ~
Longitudinal: e = (\ Jw? — m?y/,wk:) . (A.2)
My

As usual, é; and é5 are two normal unit vectors in the orthogonal plane. We define the final

state electron four-momentum as ph = (Ejab, Plab) with p%ab = Elzab —m2, and 6y,}, to be the
angle that the electron spatial momentum makes with the direction of the incoming vector:

k- Plab = !E\ |Plab | cos O1ap. With these definitions, the Mandelstam variables explicitly read

s :mil —i—mg + 2wme

t= — 2me(Elab - me) s

u= —me(2w — 2, + me) .
The laboratory frame kinematics is sketched in the left panel of Fig. 8. Our ultimate goal
is to compute the scattering cross section. We notice how the Mandelstam variables are

completely identified by one piece of information about the initial state, the value of w,

and one piece of information about the final state, the electron energy FEi,,. In particular,
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Figure 8: Scattering angles in the laboratory frame where the initial state electron is at rest (left) and

the center of mass frame (right).

they do not depend on the scattering angle 6y,,. If we were computing the unpolarized
cross section, this set of information would be enough. However, we are going to compute
the scattering cross section for a fixed polarization of the incoming vector (see Eq. (A.2))
and therefore we have to compute Lorentz invariant product between the particle four-
momenta and the polarization vectors themselves. We do not need to compute all possible
combinations. First, we know how the polarization vectors are orthogonal to the four-
vector of the particle they describe (i.e., k - €p,(k) = 0). Furthermore, we can always use
four-momentum conservation to express ¢ - €p, (k) in terms of the other Lorentz invariant
products. Ultimately, we only need to compute the Lorentz invariant products between

the polarization vectors and the electron four-momenta

Transverse: p1-er =0, (A.3)
R e, Ltié
D2 - €1 = —Plab ° % . (A.4)
Me 4 w2 — ’mg/
Longitudinal: pL-€,=——, (A.5)
My
Elab w? — m2, — W El2b — mg COS elab
\/ o' \/ “la
p2 €L = . (A.6)
My

The Lorentz invariant products between the initial state electron four-momentum and the
polarization vectors are straightforward. The corresponding quantities with the final state
electron four-momentum require more attention. First, we notice how the products with
the two transverse polarization vectors in Eq. (A.3) isolate the two components of pip
orthogonal to the incoming vector direction. The analogous quantity with the longitudinal
polarization in Eq. (A.5) depends on both Fj,, and cosf,p,, and these two kinematical
variables are not independent. We choose to identify the final state with the value of Ej,p,.
The connection between cosf),, and E,, is eased once we study the kinematics in the

center of mass frame.
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Center of mass kinematics

The center of mass frame (or, more properly, the center of momentum frame) is identified
by the condition that the total spatial momentum is vanishing. We introduce a generic

Lorentz boost connecting the two frames as follows

E'=~(8.) [E - Bpy] P =B [p) — BE] , Pi=p1. (A7)

Primed and unprimed kinematical variables correspond to the center of mass and laboratory
frames, respectively. Furthermore, we have the Lorentz factor v(8.) = (1 — ﬁf)_l/ 2, and
the parallel (||) and orthogonal (L) directions are identified with respect to the incoming
vector spatial momentum. The requirement that the initial state momentum along the

incoming direction (p)) is vanishing in the center of mass frame leads to the relations

w2 — m2
v w+m w+m
Bo=+——, v(By) = < = S (AB)
W+ me \/m?y, + m?2 + 2wm, Vs

The advantage of working in the center of mass frame is that both initial and final states are
monochromatic. In particular, the final state electron has energy and spatial momentum
size that are function of /s only

s m?2 . s m?
E§:f<1+;>7 \pé’:f(l_(se).

2

Thus the final state is identified by the scattering angle 6, that is illustrated in the left
panel of Fig. 8.

Final state electron kinematical variables.

The relations identified above in the two frames allow us to describe completely the final
state electron. First, we employ the inverse Lorentz boost to write down the electron

energy in the laboratory frame
Elan, = v(Bs) [Ey — B | P3| cos0,] . (A.9)

The scattering angle in the center of mass frame can take any value between 0 and 7. Thus
the final state electron energy is bounded from both above and below, E ; < Fja, < Egb.
The kinematical thresholds explicitly read

w+me)(s +m?2) £, /w? —m2, (s — m?
E: —( st A ) (A.10)

lab — 25

The only leftover task is to express the scattering angle 6y, as a function of Ej,,. The

center of mass frame kinematics is useful here as well

P21 — | P3| sin O,
tan91 p=— = = ) Al]_
P py (B [ |53 cos b, + BLEY) (A.11)
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We use the relation in Eq. (A.10) to express the center of mass scattering angle 6, in terms
of Fp.1, and we take the energy and the size of the spatial momentum in the center of mass
frame from Eq. (A.9). Once we put everything together, and we convert the tangent into

a cosine (since it is what we need, see Eq. (A.5)), we find

TTL6 + w) (Elab — me) — 2/

cos Opap = . (A.12)

2\/w2—m \/Elab m2

Scattering cross section

The differential cross section reads

where the subscript P refers to the polarization state of the incoming vector that can be
either transverse (P = T) or longitudinal (P = L). The Lorentz invariant flux factor I

appearing in the cross section results in

2
:\/(k:-pl) —mg,mgzme w2—mi,.

The Lorentz-invariant phase space factor d®g,, accounts for all possible kinematically
allowed final states. In the center of mass frame, the Lorentz invariant phase space takes
the well-known form and once we use the information that the squared matrix element
respects cylindrical symmetry around the incoming direction of the massive vector the
phase space is just proportional to dcos#f,. The relation in Eq. (A.9) allows us to derive
the corresponding quantity in the laboratory frame, and after we differentiate it we find

dPgina = 1; <1 — m2> dcosf, =

S

1

8y /w2 — mg,

To summarize, the general expression for the differential cross section reads

dEp .

dop _ |./\/lp’2
dEyp 32 me(w? — m,Zy,) '

(A.13)

Polarized squared matrix elements

The couplings in the Lagrangian that mediate this process are
ﬁCompton—like = (_eA;L —I—geAL) é'y“e .

The first term comes from the electromagnetic interaction of the electron field, the coupling

with the dark vector field has to account for mixing effects as well. As discussed in this

/ l

paper, the general expression reads go = —ce + qLe’. We have a polarized flux of dark
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b1 D2 P1 D2

Figure 9: Feynman diagrams for the Compton-like scattering. The blue lines correspond to the hidden
vector 7/ whereas regular wavy black lines to the SM photon . We have contributions from both the
s-channel (left) and the u-channel (right).

vectors coming from the Sun, and for this reason, we evaluate the transition amplitude for
a fixed initial-state polarization P of the incoming +' particle. The Feynman diagrams for
the Compton-like scattering are shown in Fig. 9, and we write the total matrix element as

the sum of these two contributions
tMp=iMp +i Mp’ .

The two individual terms contributing to the transition amplitude, s- and u-channels,

explicitly read

i(p, + K +me)

ng) =1u(p2)(—iey") p— (igey")u(p1) epu(k) el ()", (A.14)
iMY —u(m)(z‘gw“)W(—i67V)u<p1) epu(k) €L (a)" . (A.15)

e

The dark gauge boson polarization vectors ep,(k) are given in Egs. (2.5) and (2.6). We
sum over the final state photon polarizations ezl,(q), and only the two transverse ones given
in Eq. (2.5) are available in this case. Once we square the matrix element, and average
and sum over initial and final states with the only exception of the fixed polarization P,

we find the general expression

P 62 2
Mpf? = S e (Z ezﬁ<q>ezy<q>*> (epu(k)epa(k)’) - (4.16)
1=+

The overall factor of 1/2 averages over the initial state electron spins. The leptonic tensor

explicitly reads
+%+me —f+me
[HvaB — Ty [(izjg me) <,yup18m2 A ,yuplu?mg 7V> %

s—mjZ

(p, +me) (7“W7ﬁ + VBW’V“)] : (A.17)
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We always sum over the final-state photon polarizations

2635(‘1)53”((1)* = —9vp - (A.18)
1=+
As anticipated, we do not average over the initial state polarizations P of the massive vector,
and this makes the calculation more difficult since we cannot employ the well-known result

for the sum over all polarizations

k. k,

> eru(R)epy(k)” = D eru(k)ery (k)" + eru(k)ers (k)" = —gu + ~15% . (A.19)
P T—+ My

We work in the laboratory frame where the polarization vectors are defined. For a generic

laboratory frame that moves with four-velocity Uy, we have the following relations [170]

X - k. ky,
Z erp(k)ery (k)" = — G — ﬁ ) (A.20)
T=+
. k. k, 5 k. k,
6Lu<k)6Lu(k) = —Guw + TTMT - (—QW - I/:IQ) s (A.21)
,y/

where we define g, = g, —U,U,, and INﬂ# =k, —(k-U)U,. For our specific calculation, the
target electron is at rest and therefore U, = (1,0). Thus the Lorentz boost to achieve the
center of mass frame is aligned with the momentum of the massive vector. Furthermore,
we take advantage of the fact that the hidden vector couples to a conserved current and
therefore if we write the matrix element Mp = ep,(k)M* the condition k,M* = 0 must be
satisfied. This has two immediate consequences. First, the sum over all polarizations can
be replaced by Eq. (A.19) without the last term proportional to k,k,. Second, the squared
matrix element for the longitudinal vector takes a particularly simple form after we plug the
explicit expression for the polarization vector and we impose current conservation. In the
end, the polarization part of the squared matrix element can be replaced by the following

simple expressions [86]

2
« kuM#=0 My
> eru(Rers(k)” == = g = ———guogu0 (A.22)
T=+ g
2
« kuMH=0 my,
€Lu(k)€LV(k) r W2 — m?\/ 9uogvo - (A'23)

For a generic case where the massive vector couples to a non-conserved current (e.g.,
the electron axial current), we have to include the explicit expression for the polariza-
tion vectors. As already discussed, we can always employ four-momentum conservation
and the conditions k*ep,(k) = 0 and ep,(k)elh(k) = —1 to have only the Lorentz invari-

ant with electron initial and final state momenta provided by Egs. (A.3) and (A.5). We
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performed our calculations by using both methods, conditions in Egs. (A.22) and (A.23)
from current conservation and explicit polarization vectors, and we employed the FeynCalc
package [171, 172] to perform the Dirac algebra and the Lorentz indices contractions. In
the next subsection, we provide our final results for both the differential and total cross

sections.

Final expressions for the differential and total cross sections

Once we have the squared matrix elements, we can write down the differential cross section
as given by Eq. (A.13). For the P = T case, we sum over the two transverse polarizations
and average over them, whereas we have one only one option for the P = L case. We find
the differential scattering cross sections

do 6293
dBlap  64mm2(w? —m2)2(2wme +m2,)2(me — Blap + w)?

X {&umg (*4WElab + mf{/ + 6w2) — 2memi/ (m:‘;/ (w—2E1,p) (Blap +w) — 2w (w— Eap) (76wE1ab +4E12ab +3w2) +m

+20m?, (=16w° Epap, + 1lwELy, + Biap + 6w°) + 40 (w = Biap) (—20EB1ap + By, + 20%)

’

)
+8m? (wm?/ (3w — Biap) + 20° Bab (Bla, — Tw) — mi, +100*) + 4m? (m3, (2B1ap (v — 2B1ap) — 307)
)
)

2 2 2 2 4 2 2 3 3 6
+ mg (Sw mZy (w — E1ap) (3Elab (Elab — 2w) + 4w ) +4am (—Gw Epap + TwE,y, + Ep,p +w ) — 6L,.ﬂn’Y
+ am? (2wmi, (mz — Eiap (Brap + llw)) +5m3, (Brap — @) + 40° Blap, (5F1ap — 8w) + 16w5) + 16w?m?

- m?,/ (w — Enap) (mzl -2 (2E1ab (BErab — w) + w2))]

(A.24)

doy,  €292m?, (Brap (20me +m?2,) = @me + w) (2me (me + w) +m?,))

dEan 32Wm3(mi/ — w?2)2(2wme + mi/)Q (me — Elap + w) 2

X [4E12ab (21.‘1171E + mg + m?y/) — 4E,} (Mme + w) (Q'mE (me +w) + m?y/) + 4wmgm,2y/ + Swzmg + 8wm2 + 4m§ + mft/] .

(A.25)

The total cross section for transverse (P = T) and longitudinal (P = L) results from

the integration over the kinematical extremes provided by Eq. (A.10), and we find

Eltb do P
e . A.26
oF /Elab dEhap ( )
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The explicit integrations lead to the following results

2 2
e“g;
o = (A.27)
2 2 _,2)2 2
1287m¢ (m’y, w ) (2wme —+ 'm)y,)
2 2 4 2 2 2 2
(mfy, + mee) (m’y, + (2w — me) memZ, + 2w me) (w 4+ me — w2 — mz,)
% | =

(mg —+ 2wme + m?y/) 2

(m?{, + mee) 2 (mi, + (2w — me) memi, + 2w2mg) (w + me + /w2 — m%) 2

(mg + 2wme + m?y,) 2

6 2 2 4 3 2 2, 4
+4 (— ((w + QmQ)m_Y,) — Me (Qw + 2mew + me) mey + 2wm (5w + 2me)m’y/ + 4w mg (2w + me)) (—w —me + /w2 — m:"y,)

mg + 2wme + m:,

4 (7 ((w + 2me) mg) — Me (2w2 +2mew + mz) mi, + 2wmg (5w + 2me) mi, + 4w2m§ (2w + me)) (w + me + /w2 — m?{,)

+

mg + 2wme + m,zy,

(mg{ —+ mee) (w +me — Jw2 — m?y/)
+ 2 | log

6 2 4 2 4 3 2 2
mg I yp— m:, — log(2) (mw — 2w mos + 16w m, + 16wm (w —+ m,y,)

(m?y/+2wmc) <w+mc+ w27m3,> 4
e

— 4m? (2w4 — 7m,2y/w2 + mft/)) — 2log (mg, — szmf‘y/ + 16w?m

2 (mg —+ 2wme + mi,)

4dme (mg + 2wme + m%) (—mi, + 2w (w + 2me) mi/ + 4w2mg)

+16wmg (w2+mi/>74m§ (2w477mi/w2+mi ))* Wt me 4 /w2 ,m’2y

2 2 4 2 2,2
Ame (me + 2wme + m‘y/) (—m’y, + 2w (w + 2me) mZ, + 4w me)

W+ me — wzfmi,

g?m?,
op, =
327rm§ (’m,y/ — w) 2 ('m,y/ + w) 2 (Zwme =+ mi,)

y 2, /w2 — m‘zy/ (4mem_2y, (mQ — 5me (Me + w)) + 'mft/ (w —3me) + 4mz (me + w) (w2 —4dme (Mme + Zw)))

2wme + mz —+ m:,

(A.28)

(mee + m?y,) (me — Jw? — m‘zy/ +u)

2wme + mg + m:,

(2wme + mf{/) (’mE + w2 — mi, —+ w)

2wme + mz + m?y,

+ (—4m§m3 — 4mg (2me + w) (2me + 3w) + mi/) log | —

— log

These expressions take the simple form in the limit of small hidden vector mass

o e2g? 2w, (2w(20 + 1) (20 +8) +2) + (20 — 2)10w — 2) (22, + 1)?log(22,, + 1)
~ 167m2 z3 (2xy, + 1) 2

(A.29)

22w (Tw+1) ((Tw—8)Tw—4
e e2g§m,2y, ( r(z +2)££il Jro—) | (2 + 2) 3z + 2) log (22, + 1))
L= 16mmid xd

. (A30)

where we provide the expressions in terms of the dimensionless variable z,, = w/m, quan-

tifying the initial state energy in units of the electron mass.
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