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Light scalar dark matter coupled to a trace of energy-momentum tensor
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We consider dark matter represented by the light scalar field whose coupling to the ordinary matter is
extremely suppressed. We assume that this interaction can be described as the coupling of the square of the
field to the energy-momentum tensor. We study the effect of this interaction on the evolution of dark matter
scalar, as well as bounds on the model parameters that come from the variation of fundamental constants at

big bang nucleosynthesis.
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I. INTRODUCTION

An interesting possibility for dark matter explanation is
the light scalar dark matter. Such scalar fields with
extremely low masses of order 1072° eV are common
in string theory models [1-4], as well as in another
Standard Model (SM) extensions. The spatially homo-
geneous light scalar field is thought to be displaced from
the minimum of the potential, thus, leading to the
oscillations behaving as the cold dark matter in the
expanding Universe made of the condensate of the scalar
particles with zero momenta. This type of dark matter
interacts with normal matter only gravitationally and,
thus, is practically invisible for detection in experiments
and observations. However, light dark matter can have
other couplings to the SM particles. This would raise the
chances of its detection in experiments.

The scalar field can be coupled to the SM in many
different ways. Here we restrict ourselves on the quadratic
in the field ¢ interaction which preserves the ¢ — —¢
symmetry. Namely, we assume that the scalar field describ-
ing dark matter is coupled to the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor.

In this work, we consider the action for the scalar field
coupled to the energy-momentum tensor,

2
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Here we concentrate on the mass range
m =101+ 102! eV' [in this range, the scalar starts
to oscillate after big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN)], although
we discuss larger masses too. The value of A is thought to be
close to the reduced Planck mass Mp = 2.43 x 10'® GeV.

The interaction (1) leads to the variations of the funda-
mental constants, such as masses of particles and SM
couplings. These variations in principle can be measured
directly in different experiments such as atomic clocks (see
[9] for a recent review). But the most stringent (indirect)
constraints are set by the BBN epoch since the amplitude of
the field is much larger at that time. The BBN bounds on
dark matter couplings were obtained in [10]. However,
these studies do not account for an important effect. In the
presence of coupling (1), the evolution of the scalar field
differs from the case of free massive scalar because the
value of 7% /A? can be larger than the mass term. The goal
of this paper is that we compute the evolution of the scalar
field before BBN including the interaction term and set
more accurate bound on this kind of dark matter. We
obtained that the amplitude of the scalar field is falling
before the stage of oscillations which leads to additional
constraints. The reason is that for the significant part of the
parameter space it is impossible to provide the correct dark
matter abundance.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II A we discuss
contributions of all the SM particles that are in thermal
equilibrium with the radiation bath in the early Universe to
the trace of energy-momentum tensor. In Sec. II B we obtain
an analytical solution for the approximate choice of the trace
of energy-momentum tensor for a qualitative understanding
of the field dynamics. Then, in Sec. IIC under the
assumption that this scalar field forms all dark matter, we

'Dark matter with low masses, m < 102! eV, was recently

constrained from the star cluster dynamics [5], galactic rotation
curves [6], and SDSS Lyman-a forest data [7,8].
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use these results to derive a constraint. In Sec. IIT A we
discuss the bounds that appeared from considering the
influence of the dark matter scalar on the BBN dynamic.
In Sec. IV we suggest the model that can come over this
restriction. In Sec. V we summarize our results.

II. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION OF THE
SCALAR FIELD COUPLED TO THE
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

A. Trace of the energy-momentum tensor during
the radiation dominated stage

During radiation domination, the equation of state
p = p/3 implies that the energy-momentum tensor is trace-
less, T = p — 3p = 0. However, this relation is approxi-
mate. T% receives contributions from different sources. At
temperatures higher than 100 GeV its value is defined by the
gauge trace anomaly [11-13],

T} = pp.

At lower temperatures, the main effect is provided by
the particles that become nonrelativistic. In this case, in
hydrodynamic limit, the trace can be written down as
follows [14],

T4(T) /
_ 91 m2T 2/
m;/T exp

where we have introduced u = E/T as the integration
variable in the last line; i is the index of all SM particle
species that are nonrelativistic at the temperature T’; m; is the
particle’s mass, g; is the number of degrees of freedom for
the particle species; T is the temperature of the radiation
bath; and the + sign in the denominator applies to fermions,
while the — sign applies to bosons. Figure 1 shows the
numerical dependence of 7% /p on the temperature.

In particular, at the time of BBN, the trace is mostly
determined by the annihilation of electrons and positrons.
The value of = T%/p varies with the temperature from
1073 (at high temperatures) to 1072 during the annihilation
of electrons and positrons. Thus, for analytical estimation
of the effect of the interaction between dark matter and
SM plasma, in the next section, we use a constant value
of f=1073.

B~ 1073 (2)
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Vo= (mi/T)?
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(3)

B. Analytic solution to the field equations

Here we use a formula (2) for T, in order to study how
the evolution of the scalar field is affected by the time-
dependent contribution to its effective mass. As a first
approximation, we take a constant value of # ~ 1073, In this
case, we obtain the following equation of motion for the
field ¢,

B(M
0.08}
0.06}
e
0.04} t, W=, He, Z2°
0.02}
- : : T, Gev
10 0.01 1 100
FIG. 1. The function 3(T) = T%/p as a function of the temper-

ature. f# deviates from zero when the temperature falls below the
mass of a particle that is in thermal equilibrium with the radiation
bath. It includes contributions from all the SM-particles. The
discontinuity at the temperature of 170 MeV corresponds to the
QCD phase transition.

. 3. .
2o +5f¢ +(m*P+a?)p=0, P(t)=A, P(19)=0,
(4)
3pM2,
where a = A Here we set the initial conditions at some

moment of time, 7,. If we switch off the extra coupling to
the trace of energy-momentum tensor, the concrete value of
ty < 1/m does not matter since the solution is constant
until #~ 1/m (here we neglect the falling solution). We
show that it is not the case if the coupling to matter is
included. In analogy with the axion, we interpret the initial
moment as a moment of phase transition when the shift
symmetry gets broken to the discrete subgroup and the
scalar gains the mass and interaction terms. We assume that
it happens fast, so in such a way that we can simply start the
evolution from the moment #,. The natural value of ¢ at this
moment is of order A, since ¢ has a discrete symmetry.

This equation has an analytical solution in terms of
Bessel functions,

¢(l> = C1m3/4[_1/4.]%\/m(ml)
+ C2m3/4t‘1/4.1_%m(mt), (5)

where the dimensionless constants C; and C, are defined
by the initial conditions.
At small r <« 1/m the solution has a form

11-VI-1627)
) , (6)

00 = ("

t

in case of a < 1/4, and

103535-2



LIGHT SCALAR DARK MATTER COUPLED TO A TRACE OF ...

PHYS. REV. D 101, 103535 (2020)

o(t) ~ A<t70) v sin (y In (m?t + const) > .

=16 — 1. (7)

4

when a > 1/4.

After t = 1/m the scalar in both cases starts to oscillate.
The solution that corresponds to the initial conditions
(B14) is,

¢ = A(mity)i1=V1=160) (1) =3/4 cos (mt + const), (8)

for the case of a < 1/4, and

We see that the coupling of dark matter to the energy-
momentum tensor drastically changes the behavior of the
field before oscillations. Namely, the solution is falling
which can lead to several bounds of the model parameters.
It is clear that in some cases the field value would fall so
fast that it cannot provide the needed amount of dark matter
anymore. In general, the dynamics of the scalar could be
quite complicated, see Fig. 2 for numerical computations.
In the next section, we find the model parameters which
still allow for the scalar field to explain all dark matter in
the late Universe.

C. Constraints from the dark matter production

¢ ~ A(mt)=3/*(mty)"/* cos(mt + const), 9) As we mentioned above, the extra coupling to the trace of
energy-momentum tensor leads to the falling of the field’s
for a > 1/4. amplitude. Due to this falling, it does matter when the phase
0.251
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FIG. 2. The variety of solutions for different parameters of the model. Numerical results were obtained for the trace of the form (3), see
also Fig. 1. In the last two plots, we draw the solution in a model without the coupling to the matter (orange line) which produces the

same amount of dark matter in the late Universe.
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transition of the field ¢ has happened. As we see later, it is
not possible in all cases to obtain the energy density required
for this field, in order to explain dark matter.

To obtain constraints on the parameters that allow our
field to be the observed dark matter, we employ the
conservation of entropy n/s = const. Here n is the number
density of dark matter particles and s is the total entropy
density of all particles in thermal equilibrium with the
radiation bath.

At the moment ¢ ~ 1/m, the field starts to oscillate and
its energy density is,

2A2

(py) = 5 (mfo)%“_ 1-16a%) (10)

for case a < 1/4 (A > \/24pMp); and
2A2
2

when a > 1/4 (A < \/24pMp).
Dividing these expressions by m, we obtain the number
density n, of dark matter particles for this epoch:

m

(pg) ~ (mig)2, (11)

A2
g T (g 116, (12)

for case a < 1/4 (A > \/24pMp); and

A? l
ny~ ’"T (mty )}, (13)
when a > 1/4 (A < \/24pMp).
The entropy density s at the time is

2%
s = Egp(Tosc)T?)sc- (14)

Here g,(T) is the number of degrees of freedom in the
cosmic plasma as a function of the temperature 7" of the
radiation bath and T, is the temperature at which the field

starts to oscillate,
mMp,
T.. = \ [——, 15
0SsCc 1,66\/'% ( )

where Mp, = 1.2209 x 10'° GeV is the Planck mass [15].

The current energy density of the dark matter is charac-
terized by density parameter Qpy = ppm/LPeric = 0.2581
[15], where pg; = 0.53 x 107 GeV/cm?® is the critical
density. Thus, the number density n, can be evaluated as,

ny = pcrit'Q'DM/m' (16)
The present value of the entropy density is
5o =2.9x 10° cm=. (17)

Now let us write down the conservation of entropy for
the moments 7 ~ 1/m and today:

I’l(/, ny
— =— 18
- (18)

Substituting here (12)—(17) and solving this equation for
ty, We obtain,

2
m) A2 ifAZ\/mMP.

to(m, A) = % ( 45s0m>A?
1 (4”2'QDM/)crit)2’ if A< \/ZZ,BMP

m\ 4550m>*A>

Then, using this equation and the ratio between the age
of the Universe ¢ and its temperature 7,

T = \ 1.61‘21:}97”/2’ (19)
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FIG. 3. The sensitivity of binary pulsar observations to the

quadratically coupling between dark matter and ordinary matter
on the example of several known systems [16] versus constraints
obtained in Sec. II C. Black symbols are constraints derived using
the existing data on the time derivative of the orbital period of
binary system (P) which interacts with the dark matter back-
ground; values above the symbols are excluded. Orange symbols
show the sensitivity that can be achieved if (P) is measured for a
given system with the accuracy of 107'6. Empty symbols
correspond to resonances on higher harmonics. The colored
regions of the dark matter parameter space are excluded by PTA
[17] (olive), and Cassini bound on stochastic GW background
[18] (red). Olive lines show future sensitivities of European
Pulsar Timing Array (upper) and Square Kilometer Array
(lower), as estimated in [19]. Also, this plot shows the constraint
(20) that comes from the requirement that the field starts its
evolution (i.e., gains the mass) before BBN and neutron freeze-
out (blue region); and after BBN (yellow region), see the model
constructed in Sec. I'V. In the dark blue region, in order for ¢ to be
all dark matter, one needs ¢ () < A.
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we can express the temperature T(m,A) of the phase
transition of the field ¢. Since we do not specify how
the scalar ¢ gains its mass, we assume that the moment
T, happened before the weak interaction freeze-out
(Ty ~3 MeV). In this case, the details of this process do
not affect BBN. Thus,

Tf < To(va)v (20)

which provides us with the constraints in the parameter
space (m, A), see Fig. 3.

From Fig. 3 we find that the values of the scale A
allowing for the scalar field to be all the dark matter are
quite high. These scales lie beyond the availabilities of the
existing observations of binary pulsars. The effects of the
lightest dark matter on the pulsar dynamics can be observed
only if the time derivative of the period is measured with the
accuracy of 107'°. However, this bound comes from
the condition that the evolution of the scalar field (i.e.,
the phase transition in the model of the axionlike particle)
starts before BBN. In Sec. IV, we show that the model
avoiding this bound still can be constructed. For this model,
the yellow region of Fig. 3 is allowed which makes it
reachable for the pulsar timing observations.

III. THE BBN CONSTRAINTS ON
THE COUPLING TO MATTER

A. Variations of the fundamental constants
induced by the scalar field

The coupling of the DM field to the stress-energy tensor
of the ordinary matter directly leads to small variations
of particle masses. For example, in the low energy SM
effective action, the electron mass term contributes to 77 as,

Th(e) = mpy. 21)

Therefore, the coupling (1) leads to the shift of the electron
mass,

m, = md (1 +%§> (22)

Note that masses of quarks are changed in a similar way.
However, the variations of the proton and neutron mass
and the neutron lifetime requires more involved computa-
tions because they are also affected by the QCD strong
coupling scale Agcp [20]. The result computed for the SM
p-function is

14 ¢?
Aqcp = A%CD (1 - EF) (23)

The neutron-proton mass difference, the crucial quantity for
the BBN calculations, is then obtained as [21]

¢2
m, —m, = (m, —mp)()(l +WF>,

2 14
w=f;+ 9 27 +1~0.82. (24)
Here f; = 0.113 = 0.053 [19] characterizes the strange
quark impact on the nucleon mass difference, 2/9 comes
from the dependence of the heavy quarks (c, b, ) mass
thresholds on the scalar field, ¢.
The Fermi constant is affected by the varying scalar field
as well,

0 i
Gr = GF<1 - 2P> (25)
The neutron lifetime scales as 7, ~ Gzm3, thus
2
T, 279,(1 —I—%) (26)

If these two fundamental constants, m,, — m » and z,,, differ
from their SM values, the dynamics of BBN is affected.
Namely, helium production is highly sensitive to the
difference between neutron and proton mass. In the next
section, we discuss the numerical results for the primordial
production of “He in the model with light scalar dark matter.

B. Numerical results for the helium production

Calculation of the primordial helium abundance at the
time of BBN requires the numerical computation of the
asymptotically surviving neutron abundance X, = Z—B in
the presence of a scalar field ¢p. Here n,,, np are neutron and
baryonic number densities respectively, ng = n, +n,. In
our computations, we used an analytic description of the

neutron freeze-out process given in 221

X, (T) =X,(0(T)) = X»'(y)

+ [T dye’ (X)) exp(K(y) - K(Y)). (27)

S—

Y(T) = Am($)/T.$p = ¢(T), (28)

where Am(¢) is the neutron-proton mass difference in the
presence of the field ¢ which is given by (24).

*Here we have in mind that the dynamics of BBN is changed
only slightly (typically the constants deviate from their SM values
by the factor 1 + 1073) otherwise the analytical approach does
not work anymore and full computation within the nuclear
network is required. However, as we are interested only in the
cases when the helium amount satisfies Planck bound we expect
that the approximate computation of helium production still
works.

103535-5



ALEKSANDR BELOKON and ANNA TOKAREVA

PHYS. REV. D 101, 103535 (2020)

The equilibrium neutron abundance is
X H(T) = (14 )7L, (29)

The function K(y) defining the rate of neutron produc-
tion is given by,

o -{(i-5e )+ G3)). o

45 2 M,
b= s =253, 31
“(4n3g,,<TBBN>> o @am@? B

where Tppy ~6.3968 x 107 GeV is the moment of
helium production [15], in terms of the temperature; and
7,(¢) is the neutron lifetime in presence of ¢ which is
given by the (26).

Thus, the mass fraction of helium in the presence of the
light scalar field is given by3

IBBN

X ()22, T - / S0 ). (32)

(m.A)

where fggy =~ 180 s is the time of the BBN [15]. In our
model with the scalar field, the resulting Helium fraction
appears to be larger than those in the Standard Model.

For the helium fraction we conservatively took a 2¢
bound from [23].4

Xige < 0.2505. (33)

We computed numerically the helium production with
the scalar field normalized on the dark matter abundance,
for several values of m, A. We used a numerical solution
for the field ¢ obtained with the realistic behavior of the
trace of energy-momentum tensor (see Fig. 1). We took
the initial moment from (20) and assume that the
derivative of the field is zero. Then, we chose the initial
field value in such a way that the amplitude of the late
time oscillations corresponds to those of dark matter.
Within this solution, we found that in most points
satisfying the constraint Fig. 4 the amount of helium
falls into the allowed region. However, we obtained some
small exclusion regions. They correspond to the masses
of dark matter at which the field starts to oscillate at the
time of BBN, thus providing nontrivial dynamics during

This approximate formula, nevertheless, provides with correct
results, since the neutrons freeze-out much earlier than fggy and
the neutron decay does not affect the production of neutrons.

The recent helium abundance measurements were reported in
[23-25]. The first two results are in a good agreement while the
last paper gives somewhat larger abundance (see [25] for the
discussion on possible reasons of such a deviation). CMB data
itself [26] lead to weaker constraints on helium abundance.

18.0f ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ .
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o o o o
o o ¢ o o o
o o o o o o
o o o o o o
e o o o o o
— e o o o o o
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o o o o 0 o
e o 0 0 0 o
e 0o 0 0 0 o
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FIG. 4. The colored regions of the dark matter parameter
space (m, A) are allowed by the mentioned constraints. Blue
region is a constraint derived using the existing data on the
amount of dark matter in the Universe (Section IIC). Red
points are the lattice nodes in the parameter space for which the
resulting abundance of helium satisfies the Planck bound. Blue
points are not compatible with the observed range. The region
upper the line on the top of the colored region is also allowed
by the BBN constraint. However, one needs ¢ < A, in order to
produce the correct amount of dark matter.

this transition period. Since the values of constants in
these cases can have large (and time-dependent) devia-
tions from the Standard model values, the dynamics of
BBN can be different from the usual one. In particular,
the deuterium production can be affected. In Appendix B
we show that for deviations smaller than 0.1 percent the
final deuterium abundance is still within the observational
constraints [27], although the bound coming from
deuterium can be stronger than those from helium. We
leave an accurate study of deuterium production for
future work.

For dark matter with low masses, we obtained the bound
on the scale A approximately consistent with the results
obtained in [28]. For a dark matter which starts to oscillate
during the neutron freeze-out and BBN, our constraint is
somewhat weaker than those of [28] because, in opposition
to this paper, we did not make averaging of the oscillations.
The integral (27) appears to be closer to the SM one, due to
the oscillatory behavior of the integrand, as compared to the
case of the averaged field. Thus, we obtained that, in fact,
the model is bounded mostly by the requirement that we set
the initial conditions before the neutron freeze-out. In the
next section, we construct an example of the model which
allows for overcoming this constraint.
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IV. CAN DARK MATTER BE
PRODUCED AFTER BBN?

In the previous section, we obtained that the limits
coming from the condition that the scalar field forms all
dark matter do not leave a window for other searches of
dark matter. At first glance, the values of m and A available
for the astrophysical probes with binary pulsars are for-
bidden by these constraints. Does it mean that these
searches are not motivated? Here we show that it is still
possible for this type of dark matter to avoid the BBN
constraints, together with the constraints from the initial
time of the phase transition, if dark matter is formed after
BBN. In this case, the values of fundamental constants
during BBN are the same as in the Standard model.
However, in the late Universe, the constants can vary with
the scalar field value providing dark matter coupled to the
mass [16] relevant for pulsar timing searches. Here we
present a concrete model that allows for avoiding the BBN
constraints.

Assume the scalar field has a discrete shift symmetry and
its potential has a usual form,

V(g) = m>A? (1 — cos <i> ) ) (34)

This scalar is coupled with the Standard Model particles via
the term

Lin (¢, T) = TW(T) <1 — cos <4;,b> > . (35)

Here we take

“y g T
TH(T) = po. 3T, (36)

In the late Universe, the minimum of the effective
potential V + L, is ¢ = 0. Thus, expanding the action
around this minimum one obtains the model (B14) with the
quadratic coupling to 7). However, in the early Universe,
it can happen that the interaction term dominates over
the potential and the scalar is in another minimum,
¢/A ~x/2. This lasts until some critical temperature T
(see Fig. 5),

71'2

Kpq. 0 T3 = 0.23m>A%. (37)

At this temperature, the minimum disappears and the scalar
starts rolling down and oscillating. From the conservation
of entropy, one can derive an amount of dark matter in the
present Universe. The scalar field explains all dark matter if
the condition

mA = 1.25 x 1072%73/2 GeV?, (38)

Veff
T=1.4T,

0.5 1.0 15 2

= Q/N
0

FIG. 5. Effective potential (34), (35) for different values of
temperature before the minimum disappears.

is satisfied.’ The condition that BBN is not affected by this
scalar dark matter (we take Ty < 1 keV, which corre-
sponds to the time of when BBN is finished) implies,

Kkp 2 5.7 x 1075 (39)

At the same time, since it is natural to have the
coupling constant k < 1, we expect kB < 1072. These
bounds leave the allowed region for m and A which is
shown in Fig. 4. One can see that this region is quite
large and it covers values available for the observations
of binary pulsars.

Let us check that, under the listed conditions, BBN is
indeed not affected by the varying fundamental constants.
In this model, during BBN the scalar is in the other
minimum ¢, /A = /2 — 0.068(T,/T)* where the inter-
action term with matter can be written as,

T\ 8
Lin ~ 0.01xT% <7°> . (40)

This means that the SM couplings at the temperature T
differ from the present ones by Ag/g~0.01a(T,/T)?
which is negligible for the interesting values of
Ty~ 1 keV. Thus, the model (34), (35) is indeed a self-
consistent description of dark matter which leads to varying
constants and quadratic coupling to masses in the late
Universe and, at the same time, does not affect BBN. Note
that this mechanism of dark matter production also does not
lead to extra entropy and does not affect the Universe
expansion rate. Thus, this model allows for avoiding all the
observational constraints related to BBN.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we considered a light scalar field which is
introduced to explain all dark matter in the late Universe.

>We assume that the field starts to oscillate immediately after
the moment T'y. This assumption works if A < 4 x 10'3,/kp.
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Analogically to the case of the axion, after the phase
transition breaking its shift symmetry, this field gains a
mass and coupling to matter. We examined the case in
which this coupling is universal (i.e., the field interacts with
the trace of energy-momentum tensor) and quadratic in the
field. We found that in the early Universe, the average value
of T might be much larger than the mass term in the
equation of motion, providing with the drastic change of
the dynamics before the oscillation period. We took into
account this effect and obtained the accurate bounds on the
mass and coupling to matter which allows for the field to be
dark matter. We found that if the field was initiated before
BBN the allowed region is, unfortunately, far from the
parameters which can be probed within the observations of
binary pulsars.

This kind of dark matter would affect the values of all the
fundamental constants. This leads to the constraints coming
from the abundance of light elements produced during the
nucleosynthesis. In this work, we computed the helium
production with the fundamental constants (the neutron-
proton mass difference m, —m, and the neutron lifetime
7,) varying with the field evolution. We found that, except
for several small exclusion regions, the final helium
abundance appears to fall into the region allowed by the
Planck data. Thus, the bound connected with the very
possibility to obtain the correct amount of dark matter
occurred to be more restrictive. However, the bound set by
the deuterium abundance can appear to be somewhat
stronger than the discussed ones.

Unfortunately, this bound does not leave a possibility to
probe this model in experiments and observations.
However, we suggested a model that allows for avoiding
the constraints coming from BBN, as well as the bounds
connected with dark matter production. We have shown
that the scalar field can start to evolve after BBN leaving all
the fundamental constants unchanged during the primordial
production of the light elements. In this case, the coupling
to matter is less suppressed which allows for the exper-
imental searches for this kind of dark matter coupled
to mass.
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APPENDIX A: COMPUTATION OF HELIUM
PRODUCTION

In this Appendix, we discuss briefly the Standard BBN
model. A more detailed review is given in [22].

The evolution of the fractional neutron abundance X, is
described by the balance equation,

7 (A1)

= /1p11(t)<1 - Xn(t)> - ’lnp(t)Xn(t)’

where 4, is the summed rate of the reactions which convert
neutrons to protons,

Apn = Mnv, = pe”) + A(ne* — pr,) +A(n — pe~v,),
(A2)

and 4,, is the rate of the reverse reactions which convert
protons to neutrons is given by the detailed balance,

Apn="lppe 21O Am=m,—m,=1293MeV. (A3)

The equilibrium solution is obtained by setting
dX,(1)/dt =0,
Apn (1)

’elq f) = pn —(1 Am/T(1) —l’ A=1 A, Ad

(1) =" = (1+e8n/T0) pr s (A4)

while the general solution is
{ X, (1) = [y dtI(t, 0)A() + (1, 1) X, (1), (A3)
I(t,1) = exp (— [} di" A(t")).

Since the rates 4,, and 4,, are very large at early times,
(1, t;) will be negligible for a suitably early choice of the
initial epoch, hence the initial value of the neutron
abundance X,,(¢;) plays no role and thus does not depend
on any particular model of the very early Universe. For the
reason, t; may be replaced by zero and the above expression

simplifies to
t d (A7
—/ I(t,t’),( ””(, )>.
0 di' \ A(?)

(A6)

Xn(f)zj)tdt’l(t,t’),l(ﬂ):’1/1:1((5)

The neutron freeze-out temperature can be evaluated
from dimensional considerations which give

g2 \ 1/
Ty~ (= ~1 MeV, (A7)
GyMp
where G is the Fermi constant.
The rates of reactions is given by the formula
Alnve — pe”) = A(ne™ — pu,)
= AT3(24T? + 12TAm + 2(Am)?). (A8)

The constant A is related to 7, as follows,
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1
— = 0.01584(Am)>.

T}'l

(A9)

Hence the total reaction rate can be expressed in terms of
the neutron lifetime as,

Apn(1) 2 2A(nv, — pe™) = —= (12 + 6y + y?),
A
y= Tm a = 253. (A10)

The integrating factor in (A5) can now be calculated,

1) =exp (= [y G507 ) —expli () =K ()

(Al1)

45 \12 M
b=al-— £, (A13)
4r’g, 7,(Am)

The neutron abundance is therefore,

X, (y) = X3(y) + / T ayer (XS3(y) exp(K(y) - K(y')).

(Al14)

By the time of BBN the neutron abundance surviving at
freeze-out has been depleted by f-decay to,
Xn(tBBN) = Xn(y - oo)e_IBBN/Tn' (A]S)
Nearly all of these surviving neutrons are captured in “He
because of its large binding energy (Asy, = 28.3 MeV).
Hence the resulting mass fraction of helium is simply
given by

Xope = 2X,(tBpN)- (Al6)

APPENDIX B: ESTIMATES FOR THE
DEUTERIUM PRODUCTION

In this Appendix, we show that the effect of varying
coupling constants on the deuterium production is expected
to be quite small. This conclusion holds for quite small
deviations, at the level of 0.1 percent while for larger
deviations a comprehensive numerical analysis is still
required.

Freeze-out concentration of deuterium is given by the
relation [29]

2R,
x{)ziA — (B1)
exp(An)
where
R, =2X ApD
’ HDD

In this formulas 4,, is the a + b reaction rate, 1y is a
baryon-to-photon ratio multiplied by 10'° and

A(T) = 2aR,K(T)T, a=085x10°. (B2)
A numerical function K(7) equals to
1 SK  Spp
K(T)=—-———3n4p: = (B3)
4“'710(%—?) K Jpp

Therefore, this function is also influenced by the change of
the fundamental constants through the reaction rate App.
From these formulas we can derive

ApD 04, Ao
O0R, =2-—06X, +2X,—-2X, 5/1DD, (B4)
App App /1
and
Ry _ O%pp _0lpp | OX, (BS)
R2 ﬂpD /1DD Xp

Using (B1) we can write down the following equatlon for
a variation of deuterium freeze-out concentration 5X7, D>

2R, 2R,

sxt =
P exp(Anig) — 1 (exp(Any) — 1

g exp(An;9)1100A,
(B6)

and then, taking into account (B2) and (B3), we arrive at

X _[oRs_ oA| _[oRs _ (oF: iy
X, | R A Ry Ry ~ Zpp

5/1 OR
22t (k= 1) =7 (B7)
/IDD Ry
Here « stands for the following ratio,
A A
exp(Ang) — 1

for the values of A = 0.1 and 7,5 = 6.1 [29].
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Substituting this value into (B7) we obtain

5X)) 51 SR
e Dr13-200 L 03222,
X ApD R,

(B9)

Thus, we have to find numerical values for the reaction
rates given in (B9) in terms of the field ¢.
In general, reaction rate is given by the expression [30],

(ov) :%(27:(1)4/300 (g) P exp {—% (%) '/3(2;;05)2/3} .

(B10)

Here M is an effective mass of the colliding nuclei and for
the a + b reaction equals to M' a is the fine-structure

constant which equals to 1/ 137
For the D + D reaction we have

M=m, (B11)

Hereafter we neglect the binding energy of a deuterium
nucleus and set mp ~ 2m,,.
For the D + p reaction we have

M=—-m

M- (B12)

For a deviation of the a + b reaction one can obtain

- (5) G2(F) ). @13

Taking into account that 4,, = (ov),,ng, np is a baryon
concentration [29], we conclude that

5<Gv>ab

<Gv>ab

6lah _ 6<Gv>ab

/Iab B <Gv>ab ‘

(B14)

Let us turn to the last term of the right-hand side of (BS).
Assuming that all neutrons are confined in “He we can write

X
L= X,

Also we assume that all baryonic matter is consisted
of protons and neutrons so we can conclude that
X, =1-X, = 1-2X4,. Thus, we have

X s1e
X, X

(B15)

Eventually, from (B9), (B10), (B13), (B14), and (B15)
we obtain

sx?) 5Xuge (O
0+ ()
X X4He mp

(-0
+13( )@ ;( )]/3(27ra)2/3>. (B16)

In our model, the change of the fundamental constants
(in this case, proton mass) due to the coupling with the
scalar field ¢ is given by the relation,

om, P*

= (B17)

mp,

where o =~ 0.82.
Taking the following values of the SM constants,

m, = 0.938 GeV,
TBBN ~ 6.4 x 10_5 GeV,

and the value of the allowed helium-4 abundance deviation,
from (B16) one can obtain,

sx4) 5X
b _0703< >+0.3ﬁ. (B18)
X mp X4He
and using the relation (B17) we have,
35X}, ¢
—=~0.576- + 0. 3 B19
X{) A2 * X4He ( )

If > /A% < 0.001 than the helium constraint is satisfied and
the last term is smaller than 0.005. The first term appears to
be of the same magnitude leading to the total deviation of
deuterium abundance at the level of 1 percent which is
allowed by the observational constraints [27]. This deu-
terium bound on the scalar field magnitude during BBN
could be somewhat stronger than those of the helium since
for ¢p? /A% ~0.001 we obtained the helium abundance in
the allowed range. However, the dependence of ¢ on time
can, of coarse, change this order-of-magnitude estimate of
the deuterium production. Therefore, more accurate analy-
sis of deuterium production including the time dependence
of the scalar field is required. We leave this problem for
future study.
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