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As dense and hot bodies with a well-understood equation of state, white dwarfs offer a unique
opportunity to investigate new physics. In this paper, we examine the role of dark sectors, which are
extensions of the Standard Model of particle physics that are not directly observable, in the cooling
process of white dwarfs. Specifically, we examine the role of a dark photon, within the framework of
a three-portal Model, in enhancing the neutrino emission during the cooling process of white dwarfs.
We compare this scenario to the energy release predicted by the Standard Model. By analyzing the
parameter space of dark sectors, our study aims to identify regions that could lead to significant
deviations from the expected energy release of white dwarfs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark sectors (DS) have gained increasing importance
in recent years as a potential extension to the limitations
of the Standard Model of particle physics. In particu-
lar, several theoretical extensions have been proposed to
explain the origin of neutrino masses and mixing, with
the Type-I seesaw mechanism and its variations receiv-
ing significant attention. These models only introduce
heavy-neutral leptons (HNLs) as part of their minimal
framework [1]. However, a more compelling setup has
recently been proposed as a potential solution, where the
HNLs are considered as part of a richer low-energy dark
sector [2–12]. The non-minimal DS introduces a new par-
ticle called the “dark photon”, which can interact with
both electromagnetic and dark currents. One interesting
feature of this kind of model is that it could also explain
many of the experimental anomalies which cannot be ac-
counted for just by appealing to the SM, such as Mini-
BooNE low energy excess [9, 13–18] and the muon (g−2)
anomaly [14, 16–19], among other ones. To fully explore
the potential and test the predictions of the three-portal
model, further theoretical investigations are necessary.
However, due to the introduction of several new parame-
ters and particles, experimental testing of the model may
become more complex and challenging.

White dwarfs (WD) provide unique opportunities to
study new physics due to their extreme conditions. By
analyzing the luminosity emitted by white dwarfs, it is
feasible to probe the underlying physics in ways that are
impossible in Earth-based laboratories. One particular
aspect is the cooling process of young and hot white
dwarfs, which is primarily driven by plasmon decay into
neutrinos originating from their core [20, 21]. The poten-
tial for enhanced cooling through plasmon decay, medi-
ated by new particles, has been explored in the context
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of models with anomaly-free symmetry, such as U(1)B−L

and U(1)Lα−Lβ
. These decay processes contribute to the

production of the SM neutrinos [22] and could also lead
to the generation of new light particles [23]. Further-
more some studies have shown that there could be other
important mechanisms under the assumption of a strong
magnetic field [24–29], such as neutrino pair synchrotron
emission from electrons [30–35].

The aim of this study is to investigate the emission
of neutrinos from white dwarfs, with a focus on beyond
the SM (BSM) interactions in the neutrino production
rate. Specifically, we will use the DS model, known as
the “three-portal” model, proposed in Ref. [14]. Since
the dark photon is capable of interacting with neutri-
nos as well as electromagnetic-charged particles, its pres-
ence could potentially alter the production of neutrinos
through plasmon decay at the early stages of a WD.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we provide a concise overview of the physics of
white dwarfs. Additionally, we introduce the three-portal
model that we are considering in this study, along with
its key features. In Section III, we present the emission
rate of neutrino production, both within the context of
SM interactions and with the modified expressions that
include the DS. Our results are discussed and presented
in Section IV, followed by our conclusions in Section V.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. White dwarfs

A white dwarf is a dense star that forms after a nor-
mal star has exhausted its nuclear fuel and undergone
the final stages of its evolution. This process ejects the
outer layers of the star, leaving behind a hot, dense core
primarily composed of carbon and oxygen. The core is
supported by electron degeneracy pressure, which pre-
vents it from collapsing further and instead causes it to
contract and cool over billions of years. White dwarfs are
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incredibly dense (∼ 106 kg/m3), with a mass similar to
the Sun but a size similar to that of the Earth.

Electrons play a crucial role in determining the equa-
tion of state (EoS) and the structure of white dwarfs.
In Ref. [36], a theoretical EoS for WDs is obtained
by assuming a Wigner-Seitz (WS) cell, which is a uni-
formly negatively charged spherical cell with a positively
charged ion at its centre. Corrections to the electron
energy due to the electrostatic potential were also intro-
duced, which are the most significant correction to the
EoS. Further corrections, such as considering the non-
rigidity of ions within the WS cell and self-interactions,
were also taken into account. However, it was determined
that these corrections do not significantly affect the be-
haviour of high-density matter.

Initially, white dwarfs have extremely high tempera-
tures before cooling down to become faint objects. There
are several stages of cooling that it goes through, with
each stage characterized by a different mechanism of en-
ergy loss. The equation governing the temperature evo-
lution of WDs depends on the cooling mechanism and
the physical properties,

dT⋆

dt
= − Lγ

4πR⋆σSBT⋆
− Lν

4πR⋆σSBT⋆
. (1)

The left-hand side represents the temperature change
rate with respect to time, where T⋆ is the temperature
of the white dwarf. The right-hand side consists of two
terms, representing the rates of energy loss due to pho-
ton radiation (Lγ) and neutrino emission (Lν), respec-
tively. Here R⋆ is the WD radius, and σSB is the Stefan-
Boltzmann constant.

The dominant cooling mechanism for newborn WDs
is through the emission of neutrinos, produced primarily
through plasmon decay [20, 21]. The produced neutri-
nos easily escape the dense core of the WD, carrying
away energy and facilitating the loss of thermal energy.
As the white dwarf continues to cool down, its tempera-
ture eventually drops to approximately 103 K, at which
point it enters the photon cooling stage. In this stage,
the white dwarf radiates energy primarily in the form of
photons, and its luminosity is dominated by photon ra-
diation. Consequently, this stage is not of interest in the
discussion that follows.

B. Three portal model

In this section, we briefly describe the comprehen-
sive three-portal model that extends the SM of parti-
cle physics by introducing a new U(1) symmetry known
as U(1)X , which spontaneously breaks at the sub-GeV
scale. The new symmetry is accompanied by a Higgs sin-
glet (Φ), a gauge field mediator (Xµ), sterile neutrinos
(N), and dark neutrinos (νD). The interactions between
the new particles and the SM particles are described by
the Lagrangian [14],

L = LSM + (Dx
µΦ)

†(DxµΦ)− V (Φ, H)− 1

4
XµνX

µν

− sinχ

2
BµνX

µν +Ni/∂N + νDi /D
x
νD

− [yαν (Lα ·H̃)NC+
µ′

2
NNC+ yNNνCDΦ+ h.c.], (2)

where H̃ ≡ iσ2H
∗, Dx

µ ≡ ∂µ − igDXµ, sinχ is a small
coupling for the kinetic mixing between the hypercharge
and the gauge field Xµ. The terms in square brackets
represent the neutrino mass terms and interactions with
the Higgs.
The three-portal model incorporates three possible

communication channels between the SM and the DS.
These portals allow for interactions and exchanges of par-
ticles between the two sectors. The first portal is the
scalar portal, which occurs through the mixing of the
DS Higgs singlet with the SM Higgs doublet. This mix-
ing creates a scalar field that can interact with SM and
DS particles. The second portal is the neutrino portal,
which occurs through the mixing of SM neutrinos with
dark neutrino states. Finally, we have a vector portal,
which appears thanks to the kinetic mixing of the X field
with the hypercharge, B, and through a broken symme-
try resulting in a dark photon Z ′. This new particle can
interact with both electromagnetic and dark currents.
In the three-portal model, the mass of the dark photon

is typically assumed to be less than O(1GeV). When the
mass of the dark photon is much smaller than the mass of
the Z boson, MZ′/MZ ≪ 1, the complicated interactions
of the dark photon can be approximated by a simplified
form as follows,

LI ≃ −ϵeJEM
µ Z ′µ − gDJ

D
µ Z ′µ, (3)

where JEM
µ is an electromagnetic current, JD

µ is a dark
current that consists of dark neutrino states: ν̄DγµνD,
and Z ′µ is a dark photon. We consider ϵ a small number,
while gD is not highly constrained.
Once the electroweak and dark symmetries are spon-

taneously broken, and considering να, N and νD to be
the SM-flavor, sterile and dark states, respectively, the
neutrino mass matrix takes a form similar to an in-
verse [37, 38] or an extended seesaw [39, 40]:

L ν
mass = −1

2

(
να N νD

)03×3 mT
D 0

mD µ′ ΛT

0 Λ 0


 να

NC

νCD


(4)

where we define,

mD =

[
yαν√
2
vH

]T

, Λ =

[
yN√
2
vφ

]T

(5)

vH and vφ correspond to the SM Higgs vacuum expecta-
tion value (VEV) and the dark scalar VEV, respectively.
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Each vector runs over α (neutrino SM-flavor states) and
N (neutrino sterile states). The mass matrix can be di-
agonalized using 1

M̂ =
(
UT
α UT

N UT
D

)03×3 mT
D 0

mD µ′ ΛT

0 Λ 0


Uα

UN

UD


= UTMU.

(6)

The strength of the dark photon interaction with active
neutrinos is proportional to the components of the mixing
matrix U as ∝ gDU∗

DiUDjγνPL. Notice that the standard
PMNS neutrino mixing matrix is typically obtained by
examining the flavour and light neutrino sectors.

III. NEUTRINO EMISSION RATE

A. Review of emission rate

The release of neutrinos has a significant impact on the
energy loss of stars that are extremely hot or dense. The
production rate of neutrinos can be greatly affected by
the combined effects of the stellar plasma. For instance,
photons may decay into pairs of neutrinos (γ → νν), car-
rying away energy [20]. This is made possible by modify-
ing the dispersion relations of the photon due to thermal
effects that allow it to decay.

Throughout this section and in subsequent discussions,
we will follow the convention of calling “photon” the
transverse polarisation, while “plasmon” is the longitu-
dinal one [41].

1. Photon-self energy at finite temperature

To determine the neutrino emissivity due to plasmon
decay, we must first compute the self-energy of the pho-
ton at a finite temperature, as it plays a crucial role in
the emission rate computation. The most comprehensive
expression for the photon-self energy at a finite temper-
ature is given as [41, 42],

Πµν = 4e2
∫

d3k

(2π)3
fe(Ek) + fe(Ek)

2Ek

× Q ·K(KµQν + KνQµ) −Q2KµKν − (Q ·K)2gµν

(Q ·K)2 −Q4/4
(7)

1 In order to account for the cancellation of the chiral anomaly,
the number of dark neutrino states should consider the pair-
ing of right-handed and left-handed dark states. One way to
achieve this is by introducing Dirac terms in the mass matrix,
which would preserve the chiral symmetry. If Majorana terms
were included instead, they would explicitly break the dark gauge
symmetry. It is important to note that our calculations remain
independent of the precise approach taken in this regard

here, Q = (q0, q⃗) and K = (Ek, k⃗) represent the 4-momentum
of the photon and electron (or positron), respectively and

Q · K = q0Ek − k⃗ · q⃗. The thermal distribution of the elec-
tron (or positron) is denoted by fe(Ek) (or fe(Ek)). The
self-energy tensor of a thermal photon can be divided into
two components: longitudinal and transverse components as
follows,

Πµν = FPµν
L + GPµν

T (8)

where the projectors are:

Pµν
T =

(
δij − q̂iq̂j

)
δµi δ

ν
j

Pµν
L =

(
− gµν +

QµQν

Q2

)
− Pµν

T .
(9)

Evaluating the 00-elements of the longitudinal and trans-
verse components of the photon self-energy yields P 00

T = 0
and P 00

L = q⃗ 2/Q2, respectively. Consequently, we find that
F = Q2/q⃗ 2Π00. Similarly, considering the xx-elements of the
transverse and longitudinal components gives P xx

T = 1 and
P xx
L = 0, respectively, leading to G = Πxx. As a result, we

can express Eq. (8) as follows,

Πµν =
Q2

q⃗ 2
Π00Pµν

L + ΠxxPµν
T . (10)

We identify the first and second terms as Πµν
L and Πµν

T , re-
spectively.

It is necessary to determine various factors to calculate
the photon polarization 4-vectors at finite temperature. This
includes the dispersion functions of photons and plasmons
as well as the corresponding residual functions (Zt(q) and
Zl(q)), where q ≡ |q⃗|. In this context, the dispersion relations
for photons and plasmons provide the relationship between
the frequency ωt and ωl and the momentum q of the pho-
ton/plasmon. These relations provide information about the
energy of the photon/plasmon.

The dispersion function for the plasmon is determined us-
ing the longitudinal propagator. This propagator is found by
considering D00 = 1

q2−ΠL(Q)
. If ωl(q) represents the energy of

the longitudinally polarized plasmon on-shell, in its vicinity
it can be deduced that [41],

lim
q0→ωl(q)

D00 =
ωl(q)2

q2
Zl(q)

q20 − ωl(q)2
(11)

and the dispersion relation for ωl is obtained by setting the
denominator equal to zero, meaning that ΠL(ωl(q), q) = q2.
Therefore, we obtain

ωl(q)2 =
ωl(q)2

q2
ΠL(ωl(q), q). (12)

Furthermore, since ωl(q) is also the pole of the propagator,
the value of Zl(q) can be easily found from Eq. (11)

Zl(q) =
q2

ωl(q)2

[
− ∂ΠL

∂q20
(ωl(q), q)

]−1

(13)

Similarly, for the transverse propagator, where x is a trans-
verse direction, we have Dxx = 1

q20−q2−ΠT (Q)
. The pole of the

propagator is given by ωt(q), and in its vicinity, the propaga-
tor takes the form [41]

lim
q0→ωt(q)

Dxx =
Zt(q)

q20 − ωt(q)2
, (14)
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the dispersion relation for ωt is found to be

ωt(q)2 = q2 + ΠT (ωt(q), q), (15)

and the residual function Zt(q) is given by

Zt(q) =

[
1 − ∂ΠT

∂q20
(ωt(q), q)

]−1

. (16)

Finally, we can define the photon/plasmon polarization 4-
vectors modified due to the effects of the temperature,

εµ(q, λ = 0) =
ωl(q)

q

√
Zl(q)(1, 0)µ

εµ(q, λ = ±1) =
√

Zt(q)(0, ε±(q))µ
(17)

where ε±(q) are two unit mutually orthogonal vectors on the
plane transverse to q⃗.

During the integration of the self-energy, the quantity v ≡
k/Ek, where k ≡ |⃗k|, may lead to three different temperature
regimes: a non-relativistic, relativistic or degenerate regime.
In the non-relativistic limit (T ≪ me) where particles are non-
degenerate (T ≪ me−µ), v is equal to 0. On the other hand,
in the relativistic limit, where electrons can be considered
massless, the parameter v takes on the value of 1. This limit is
observed in either a high-density regime (µ ≫ me) or a high-
temperature regime (T ≫ me). Finally, v = vF ≡ pF /EF

in the degenerate limit, where pF ≡
(
3π2ne

)1/3
is the Fermi

momentum, EF ≡ µ(T = 0) is the Fermi energy, and ne

is the number density of electrons. In the degenerate limit,
dfe/dk peaks at vF . In such cases, we can approximate the
integrals by extracting this central value, denoted as v∗, from
the integral so that [41],

ΠL = ω2
p

3

v2∗

(
q0

2v∗q
ln

q0 + v∗q

q0 − v∗q
− 1

)
(18)

ΠT = ω2
p

3

2v2∗

(
q20
q2

− q20 − v2∗q
2

q2
q0

2v∗q
ln

q0 + v∗q

q0 − v∗q

)
(19)

ω2
p =

4α

π

∫ ∞

0

dk
k2

Ek

(
1 − 1

3
v2
)(

fe(Ek) + fe(Ek)
)
, (20)

here, ωp refers to the plasma frequency, which describes the
oscillation of the plasma itself due to changes in the separa-
tion of electric charges caused by the motion of the charged
particles. This type of oscillation is also referred to as Lang-
muir waves [43]. By using the aforementioned approximations
in Eq. (13) and (16), we can express Zl and Zt as follows,

Z−1
l =

3ω2
p

2v2∗q2

(
ω2
l

ω2
l − v2∗q2

− ωl

2v∗q
ln

ωl + v∗q

ωl − v∗q
− 1

)
(21)

Z−1
t = 1 −

3ω2
p

2v2∗q2

(
3

2
− 3ω2

t − v2∗q
2

2ω2
t

ωt

2v∗q
ln

ωt + v∗q

ωt − v∗q

)
(22)

In the computation of the photon/plasmon decay, an ad-
ditional contribution to the self-energy arises from a diagram
containing a γ5 matrix at one of its vertices. This axial contri-
bution is due to the electroweak sector of neutrinos and must
also be calculated. The magnitude of this purely transverse
tensor is given by [41]

ΠA(Q) =
2α

π

Q2

q

∫
dk

k2

E2
k

[
fe(Ek) − fe(Ek)

]
×
(

q0
2qv

ln
q0 + vq

q0 − vq
− Q2

q20 − v2q2

)
(23)

γ
-e

+e

W

jν

iν

γ

-e

+e

0Z

jν

iν

FIG. 1. Diagrams that contribute to the plasmon decay:
trough the charged and neutral currents.

Here α is the fine structure constant. By employing the same
approximation as previously mentioned, we can obtain the
following expression

ΠA(Q) = ωA
Q2

q

3

v2∗

(
q0

2qv∗
ln

q0 + v∗q

q0 − v∗q
− 1

)
. (24)

Here, ωA represents an axial frequency, which is defined as,

ωA = lim
q→0

ΠA(ωt(q), q)

q

= −2α

3π

∫
dk

k3

E2
k

d

dk

[
fe(Ek) − fe(Ek)

]
.

(25)

We now have all the necessary elements to compute the
plasmon decay and the neutrino emission rates.

2. Amplitude and decay width

Fig. 1 displays the two SM diagrams contributing to plas-
mon decay. These diagrams can be expressed in a way that
includes the previously computed self-energy,

M =
GF√
8πα

[
εµ(ωl, q)CSM

V

(
ΠL(ωl, q)

(
1,

ωl

q
q̂
)µ(

1,
ωl

q
q̂
)ν)

+ εµ(ωt, q)gµi
(
CSM

V ΠT (ωt, q)
(
δij − q̂iq̂j

)
+ CAΠA(ωt, q)(iεijmq̂m)

)
gνj
]
u(p1)γν(1 − γ5)v(p2)

(26)

GF is the Fermi constant, which appears because
M2

W (M2
Z) ≫ p2. The coefficient CSM

V takes on a value of
2 sin2 θW + 1/2 for νe, and 2 sin2 θW − 1/2 for other neutrino
species. Meanwhile, CA is equal to 1/2 for νe and −1/2 for all
others. We are explicitly stating that CV belongs to the SM
to distinguish it from the DS contribution. This is not the
case for the axial component, as it remains unaffected by the
inclusion of new physics. It should be noted that we assume
the masses of the weak bosons to be much larger than the mo-
menta involved in the process. Finally, if λ = l, t represents
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the longitudinal or transverse polarization, respectively, the
above equation can be expressed using shorthand notation

M =
GF√

2

(
Γµν
λ εν(q⃗, λ)

)
u(p1)γν(1 − γ5)v(p2) (27)

where a sum over polarisation is assumed.
The decay width of the process given a specific polarization

λ is,

Γλ(q) =
1

2ωλ(q)

∫
d3p1
(2π)3

1

2p1

∫
d3p2
(2π)3

1

2p2

(2π)4δ(4)(P1 + P2 −Q)|M|2.
(28)

The integral can be performed easily since the final states only
involve neutrinos, which are independent of the self-energy

Γλ(q) = −G2
F

12π

ωλ(q)2 − q2

ωλ(q)

(
Γαµ
λ εµ(q, λ)

)(
Γλ
αρε

ρ(q, λ)
)∗
(29)

Since the expression is evaluated at q0 = ωλ(q), it is possible
to use the dispersion relations to derive more explicit relations
for each polarisation,

Γl(q) = (CSM
V )2

G2
F

48π2α
Zl(q)

(
ωl(q)2 − q2

)2
ωl(q) (30)

Γt(q) =
G2

F

48π2α
Zt(q)

ωt(q)2 − q2

ωt(q)

×
(

(CSM
V )2

(
ωt(q)2 − q2

)2
+ C2

AΠA(ωt(q), q)2
)

(31)

3. Emissivity of the plasma

To calculate the Emissivity Q of the plasma, which rep-
resents the rate of energy loss per unit volume, we must in-
tegrate the decay rate over the phase space of the photon,
with weighting by number density and energy, and sum over
the polarization states of the photon as well as the different
species of neutrinos. Upon substitution of the previously de-
rived expressions, we obtain the following Emissivity for each
type of polarization

QT =
∑
ν

(CSM
V )2

G2
F

48π4α

∫ ∞

0

dqq2Zt(q)
(
ωt(q)2 − q2

)3
nB(ωt(q))

(32)

QA =
∑
ν

C2
A

G2
F

48π4α

∫ ∞

0

dqq2Zt(q)
(
ωt(q)2 − q2

)
× ΠA(ωt(q), q)2nB(ωt(q)) (33)

QL =
∑
ν

(CSM
V )2

G2
F

96π4α

∫ ∞

0

dqq2Zl(q)
(
ωl(q)2 − q2

)2
× ωl(q)2nB(ωl(q)) (34)

the sum of the squares of the vector and axial-vector cou-
plings, represented by CSM

V and CA respectively, overall neu-
trino species, is given by

∑
ν(CSM

V )2 = 3/4 − 2 sin2 θW +
12 sin4 θW ≈ 0.911, while

∑
ν C

2
A = 3/4. The variable nB

represents the distribution function of the photons within the
system.

γ

-e

+e

Z'

jν

iν

FIG. 2. Diagram that contributes to the plasmon decay
through the dark photon.

To calculate the neutrino luminosity, the Emissivity must
be integrated over the entire volume of the star. Assuming
spherical symmetry, this can be expressed as

LΛ = 4π

∫ R⋆

0

QΛ(r)r2dr (35)

where Λ stands for L, T or A. R⋆ is the radius of the WD
core, which is the volume considered for the plasmon decay.
The quantities used to compute the emissivities depend si-
multaneously on the radius of the WD through its density or
pF , depending on the regime. For high chemical potential, the
high degenerate approximation can be used. As we approach
the surface of the core, the non-relativistic approximation is
used instead.

B. Emission rate and the dark sector

If dark photons are present and interact with both an elec-
tromagnetic current and a current of dark neutrinos, it intro-
duces the possibility of an additional diagram in the system
that we sum to the SM ones. The new interaction is analogous
to the diagram involving the Z particle, but instead involving
the Z′ particle, as depicted in Fig. 2. In this scenario, the
dark final states would be mixed with the light states, which
can be expressed in terms of the SM neutrinos.

It is important to note that the photon/plasmon could not
produce heavier mass states at the energies characteristic of
a WD if we consider those heavy neutral leptons at the MeV
scale. The plasma frequencies of a WD are well below those
energies. In this case, we will not use the effective propagator
of the dark photo, (Q2 − M2

Z′)−1 ∼ −M−2
Z′ , just to consider

a general approach. The amplitude to neutrino mass states i
and j, coming from the diagram in Fig. 2 is,

Mij
Z′ = −εµ(Q)

∫
d4k

(2π)4
tr
[
γµSF

β (K)γνSF
β (K −Q)

]
× ϵe2

1

Q2 −M2
Z′

gD
2
U∗

iDUjD[uj(p1)γν(1 − γ5)vi(p2)]

=
GF

2
√

4πα

[
CD

ν U∗
iDUjDΠµν

]
uj(p1)γν(1 − γ5)vi(p2)

(36)

where U represents the mixing matrix for neutrino states,
with UiD denoting the mixing between a dark state D and a
light mass state i. Here SF

β (P ) is the thermal fermion propa-
gator for the electron/positron at temperature T ≡ 1/β. The
constant CD

ν is defined as

CD
ν =

√
2πα

GF

ϵgD
M2

Z′ −Q2
. (37)
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When computing the neutrino emission rates, it is convenient
to express each contribution in terms of neutrino mass states,
i and j, rather than flavour states in order to observe the in-
terference with the DS. These mass states may not necessarily
be the same, and hence, the summation must be performed
over all possible combinations,

CSM+D
V,ij =

∑
α

CSM
V,αU

∗
αiUαj + CD

ν U∗
DiUDj(

CSM+D
V,ij

)2
=
∣∣∑

α

CSM
V,αU

∗
αiUαj

∣∣2 + |CD
V U∗

DiUDj |2

+

√
8πα

GF

ϵgDU
∗
DiUDj

M2
Z′ −Q2

Re

[∑
α

CSM
V,αU

∗
αiUαj

]
(38)

where CSM
V,α is for a particular flavor α. Performing the sums

over all possible final mass eigenstates, we compute the decay
width,

(
CSM+D

V

)2
=
∑
α

(
CSM

V

)2
+

18πα

G2
F

ϵ2g2D
∣∣UD

∣∣4
(M2

Z′ −Q2)2

+

√
8πα

GF

ϵgD
∣∣UD

∣∣2
M2

Z′ −Q2
Re

[∑
α,i,j

CSM
V,αU

∗
αiUαj

]
. (39)

Here, (CSM+D
V )2 ≡

∑
ij(C

SM+D
V, ij )2 has contributions from

three terms. The first term represents the SM contribution,
while the second term is solely from the DS. The third term
represents the interference between the SM and DS ampli-
tudes.

To simplify the computation, the assumption has been
made that UDi is equal for every i, denoted as UD. This im-
plies that the mixing between each light mass state and the
dark states is real and equal without any loss of generality.
With the inclusion of the dark photon in the photon/plasmon
decay, the transverse and longitudinal emissivities are also al-
tered as a consequence,

QT = 2
G2

F

96π4α

∫ ∞

0

dqq2Zt(q)
∑
αβ

(
CSM+D

V (ωt(q), q)
)2

×
(
ωt(q)2 − q2

)3
nB(ωt(q)), (40)

QL =
G2

F

96π4α

∫ ∞

0

dqq2Zl(q)
∑
αβ

(
CSM+D

V (ωl(q), q)
)2

× ωl(q)2
(
ωl(q)2 − q2

)2
nB(ωl(q)). (41)

It is evident from Eq. (39), that the dependence on G2
F /α

vanishes for the purely DS contribution. Notice that QA re-
mains unchanged because there is no axial term next to the
thermal loop in the dark photon diagram (see Fig. 2).

Finally, using Eq. (35), (40) and (41), we can compute the
WD luminosity due to photon/plasmon decay into neutrinos.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

To obtain the total luminosity of a WD due to pho-
ton/plasmon decay is necessary to obtain the WD radial
profiles. This is achieved through the use of the Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [44], which describe

the hydrostatic equilibrium of a spherically symmetric, non-
rotating star coupled to the Salpeter EOS [36]. It is important
to note that the following analysis is performed on a hypo-
thetical young WD with 1 solar mass. We fix its temperature
to be of the order of 108 K, and using the evolutionary se-
quences given in Ref. [45], this temperature corresponds to a
WD of ∼ O(106) s old.

It is necessary to establish some limits to determine the
parameter space of the three-portal model that will be ex-
plored. One such limit concerns the quantity ϵgD|UD|2. Here,
|UD| refers to |UDi|, where i denotes a massive light neutrino
state. Current limits on this element depend on the mass scale
of the heavy states, and we want to avoid the heavy states
being so light that they can be directly produced by the plas-
mon.2 Based on Ref. [46], we can assume that |UD| ≲ 10−1.
This would imply high masses for the heavy neutrino states.
We are not particularly interested in the specific realization of
this as long as the values are not fully excluded. The param-
eter gD is not a coupling of the dark photon to SM fermionic
currents, so limits such as those found in [47] are not rele-
vant for our model. There are no direct constraints on gD
neither if we do not consider the dark photon or the HNLs to
be dark matter, we still need to keep the theory perturbative
on αD ≡ g2D/4π. Therefore, we can assume that gD ∼ O(1).
The excluded regions for ϵ depend heavily on the mass of the
dark photon and the number of extra neutrino states. We can
assume ϵ ≲ 10−2 based on [19, 48] which is safe, especially for
heavy neutrino mass states of the order of 1 − 10 GeV [49].
Hence, we can consider ϵgD|UD|2 ≲ 10−4.

On the other hand, for the mass of the dark photon, the
limits depend on several conditions: whether the dark pho-
ton or the heavy neutral leptons constitute dark matter, the
value of ϵ or gD and the mixing matrix of the neutrino sec-
tor, U . Here, we will also consider the same parameter space
of [19, 48], such that 10 MeV ≤ MZ′ ≤ 10 GeV. The La-

grangian in Eq. (3) is valid as long as
(
MZ′/MZ

)2
is negligi-

ble. Since for MZ′ = 10 GeV, this is of the order of 10−2, and
its contribution is still negligible.

A. Luminosity

Fig. 3 illustrates the total luminosity of the WD attributed
solely to plasmon decay. The plot depicts different scenar-
ios. The blue solid (dashed) lines correspond to the longitu-
dinal (transverse) contributions of the SM case. In contrast,
the green and pink regions show the longitudinal and trans-
verse contributions of the DS scenario, which includes a dark
photon with a mass of MZ′ = 1 GeV. Both bands demon-
strate the luminosity for two different coupling strengths:
ϵgD|UD|2 = 10−8 and ϵgD|UD|2 = 10−4. Note that when
the coupling is too small, the curves correspond to the SM
scenario. The maximum luminosity from new interactions in
the neutrino emission rate is about one order of magnitude
greater than the SM. This suggests that dark photons, like the
one proposed in the DS scenario, may contribute to the evolu-
tion and behaviour of WDs in ways not accounted for by the
SM. As the WD cools down, the contributions from plasmons

2 Although this effect might increase the energy lost by plasmon
decay.
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FIG. 3. Luminosity of a 1M⊙ young WD with respect to its
temperature for different BSM scenarios. The solid (dashed)
line represents the longitudinal (transverse) components. The
green (pink) bandwidth of the DS longitudinal (transverse)
contribution considers the values: ϵgD|UD|2 = [10−8 − 10−4].
The axial contribution is not just shown since no contribution
comes from the new physics.
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FIG. 4. Luminosity of a 1M⊙ young WD with a temperature
of T = 108 K, as a function of the dark photon mass for dif-
ferent BSM scenarios. The solid (dashed) line represents the
longitudinal (transverse) components. The axial contribution
is not shown since there is no contribution from new physics.
The bandwidth of the DS contribution considers the values:
ϵgD|UD|2 = [10−8 − 10−4].

decrease until they essentially disappear. Before reaching a
temperature of 108 K, the main source of energy loss is from
the longitudinal contribution (solid line). At lower temper-
atures, the transverse contribution (dashed line) dominates.
Here, we do not show the axial contribution in our analysis
since it is suppressed several orders of magnitude compared
to the longitudinal and transverse contributions.

Fig. 4 shows the luminosity of the WD, at a tempera-
ture of T = 108 K, as a function of the dark photon mass
MZ′ . Again, the solid (dashed) blue line represents the
SM longitudinal (transverse) contribution. The green and
pink areas correspond to the emission rates, including the
dark photon, and the bands represent various fixed values
of ϵgD|UD|2 = [10−8 − 10−4]. As expected, for each set
of couplings, there is an upper bound on the dark photon

101 102 103 104 105

MZ ′ [MeV]

10-4
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10-2

10-1

ε

MWD = 1M¯ , T= 108K

gD|UD|2 = 10−5

∆
a e

 (L
KB

 20
20

)

DIS (Thomas et al)
EWPO

FDS > 50%

FDS > 10%

FDS > 1%

FIG. 5. Limits on ϵ for dark photons decaying into neutrinos,
obtained with a young WD assuming T = 108 K and a dark
sector parameter of gD|UD|2 = 10−5. The luminosity due to
dark photons constitutes a maximum of FDS = 1% (lightest
green shaded area), 10%, and 50% (darkest green shaded area)
of the total SM luminosity. For comparison, we also show the
bounds from DIS [50], electron (g − 2) (LKB) [51] and [52]
proportioned in Ref. [19].

mass above, which the new physics does not visibly con-
tribute, and the luminosity curve is just a horizontal line ap-
proaching the SM. As the dark photon mass decreases, the
contribution to the luminosity grows exponentially, with the
dominant contribution coming from the longitudinal photon
states (solid lines). For instance, when the product of cou-
plings is ϵgD|UD|2 = 10−8, and the dark photon has a mass
of ∼ 10 MeV, the luminosity of the WD can be up to ∼ 2
orders of magnitude higher than the SM case. This effect
becomes insignificant for MZ′ ∼ 100 MeV and above. On
the other hand, in the case of ϵgD|UD|2 = 10−4, the effect
of the new interaction in the WD luminosity becomes irrel-
evant around 10 GeV. Notice that as the product ϵgD|UD|2
increases, the impact of the new physics in the luminosity is
visible for heavier dark photon states. This can be seen from
the green solid and pink dashed lines showing, from left to
right, ϵgD|UD|2 = 10−7, 10−6 and 10−5.

B. Results

Finally, we present a comprehensive investigation of the pa-
rameter space associated with the dark photon in the context
of the cooling of WDs. Here, we express the contribution of
dark photons as a fraction of the total SM luminosity,

FDS =
LDS+SM − LSM

LSM
× 100%. (42)

Therefore, we can perform estimations and projections of the
allowed parameter space regarding the cooling of WD medi-
ated by dark photons.

By imposing the condition that the luminosity generated
through the presence of dark photons constitutes a maxi-
mum of 1%, 10%, and 50% of the total SM luminosity, we
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can determine the excluded parameter space. In Fig. 5, we
set reasonable dark sector parameters gD|UD|2 = 10−5, and
show the estimated bounds on ϵ. The bounds are depicted
as shaded regions, ranging from the lightest to the darkest
shade of green, corresponding to 1%, 10%, and 50% maxi-
mum values of FDS , respectively. For comparison, we also
show the bounds given by Deep-inelastic scattering (DIS) [50],
electron (g− 2) (LKB) [51] and electroweak precision observ-
ables (EWPO) [52], revised and presented in [19] as model-
independent limits.

We notice that in all cases, the estimated bounds signifi-
cantly surpass the existing constraints. As the contribution
of dark photons decreases, the bound becomes progressively
more stringent. This behaviour can be attributed to the fact
that, in order to achieve a smaller DS contribution, the cou-
pling parameter ϵ must decrease accordingly. The obtained
bounds are up to one and two orders of magnitude, larger
than those given by precision measurements of the electron
anomalous magnetic moment when considering a maximum
fraction of FDS = 50% and 10%, respectively. However, the
most compelling result emerges when we restrict the luminos-
ity to only 1% of the SM luminosity. In this scenario, the
range where the bound exhibits its greatest strength extends
from 10 MeV to 1 GeV. It is important to note that we are un-
able to extend our bounds beyond 10 GeV since the validity of
the dark photon interactions taken into account relies on the

assumption that
(
MZ′/MZ

)2
<< 1. Hence, for MZ′ > 104

MeV, the strongest bounds are still given by EWPO and DIS.
There are certainly additional constraints on this parame-

ter space [53, 54]. However, in order to translate these bounds,
we would need more specific considerations on the model, es-
pecially those that affect the visible, semi-visible and invis-
ible decays of the dark photon. Since our computation is
independent of those regards, we are not showing them here.
Finally, it is worth noting that electron-neutrino scattering
can be mediated through the exchange of a dark photon. In
the context of B-L models, the constraints imposed on this
process are more stringent compared to those derived from
white dwarf cooling. This is primarily due to the fact that in
B-L models, the vector boson couples with the same strength
to the SM and the DS. On the other hand, in the case of the
three-portal model, the couplings are independent, resulting
in weaker constraints from the electron-neutrino scattering
process.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper, we have computed the total lumi-
nosity of a white dwarf due to photon/plasmon decay and
present various scenarios involving a dark photon with dif-
ferent masses and couplings. We found that for a MZ′ = 1
GeV, the maximum luminosity from new interactions, cor-
responding to ϵgD|UD|2 = 10−4, exceeds that of the SM by
approximately one order of magnitude. Additionally, we have
examined the upper bound on the dark photon mass for each
set of couplings. Above this mass, the new physics has a
minimal visible contribution, and the luminosity from new
interactions aligns with the SM one. We found that in the
case of ϵgD|UD|2 = 10−4, the dark photon mass at which the
luminosity becomes only SM luminosity is around 10 GeV.

Finally, by imposing the condition that the luminosity at-
tributed to dark photons should not exceed 1%, 10%, and

50% of the total Standard Model luminosity, we estimated
bounds on the coupling parameter ϵ for reasonable dark sec-
tor parameters gD|UD|2 = 10−5. Remarkably, our estimated
bounds consistently surpass the existing constraints, becom-
ing increasingly stringent as the contribution of dark photons
decreases. This is due to the need for smaller coupling values
of ϵ to achieve a reduced dark sector contribution. Notably,
when restricting the luminosity to only 1% of the SM lumi-
nosity, our bounds exhibit their strongest range from 10 MeV
to 1 GeV. Therefore, the cooling behaviour of WDs presents
a promising avenue to probe the existence and properties of
dark photons.
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