arXiv:2402.13186v1 [astro-ph.CO] 20 Feb 2024

Effects of pair freeze-out on photon distributions in BBN epoch

Jeongyoon Choi,^{1, ∗} Dukjae Jang,^{2, ∗} Youngshin Kwon,^{3, †} Gwangeon Seong,^1 Myeong Hwan Mun,^4 Young-Min Kim,^5 Kyujin Kwak,^1 and Myung-Ki Cheoun^4 1Department of Physics, Ulsan National Institute of Science and Technology (UNIST), Ulsan 44919, Republic of Korea 2School of Physics, and International Research Center for Big-Bang Cosmology and Element Genesis, Beihang University, Beijing 100083, P. R. China 3Department of Science Education, Ewha Womans University, Seoul 03760, Republic of Korea 4Department of Physics and OMEG Institute, Soongsil University, Seoul 06978, Republic of Korea 5Korea Astronomy and Space Science Institute, Daejeon 34055, Republic of Korea (Dated: February 22, 2024)

We investigate the evolution of non-extensivity in the photon distribution during the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) epoch using Tsallis statistics. Assuming a minimal deviation from the Planck distribution, we construct the perturbed Boltzmann equation for photons, including the collision terms for pair creation and annihilation processes. We analyze the possibility that these collisions could cause a slight increase in the number of high-frequency photons within the BBN era, and consequently, the primordial plasma might be temporarily placed in a state of chemical non-equilibrium. We also discuss the restoration of the photon distribution to an equilibrium state as the Universe enters the matter-dominated era. These findings, which suggest possible changes in the photon distribution during the epoch between the BBN and the recombination, offer insights that support the previously proposed ansatz solution to the primordial lithium problem in Ref. [6].

Keywords: Big bang nucleosynthesis, primordial lithium problem, non-extensive statistics

I. INTRODUCTION

Standard Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (SBBN) refers to the prevailing theoretical framework that describes the production of light elements in the first few minutes after the Big Bang. It provides a detailed account of the formation of light elements such as deuterium (D), helium isotopes (^3He and^4He), and lithium (^7Li). Remarkably, the primordial abundances of deuterium and helium isotopes are well explained by SBBN. The success of SBBN in predicting the observed abundances of these light elements, along with the cosmic microwave background (CMB) observations, lends support to the hot Big Bang theory and sheds light on the conditions of the early Universe. However, the so-called primordial lithium problem, which indicates a discrepancy between the theoretical prediction and the observational data of primordial^7Li abundance, suggests that the SBBN model may need to be revised or updated.

To address this conundrum, various avenues have been explored in prior research. These include the investigation of the potential role of long-lived exotic particles as a solution [1] and the examination of possible observational biases that could affect the determination of the primordial lithium abundance [2]. Moreover, the implications of adopting Tsallis statistics have been examined, leading to discussions about changes in the nuclei distribution function [3–5]. By introducing the entropic index q, the sole additional parameter for Tsallis statistics, it becomes feasible to adjust the high-energy tail of the nuclei distribution functions and the related reaction rates. However, it has been found that the application of Tsallis statistics to nuclei distribution does not fully resolve the primordial lithium problem [5].

Recently, some of the current authors [6] proposed that taking nonideal properties of the plasma into account could be a clue to elucidate this problem of BBN. SBBN assumes that BBN occurs within a thermal plasma, and describes how the constituents of primordial plasma are distributed in terms of their velocity or energy by using Boltzmann-Gibbs (BG) statistics. Because this assumption was supported by rapid interactions between the plasma constituents, which have characteristic time-scales shorter than the cosmic expansion, the primordial plasma in an equilibrium state has won widespread acceptance. However, we took note of the electron chemical potential increasing dramatically at T ≲ 10^9 K, which might be able to lead the primordial plasma to a weakly nonideal state. Then, we adopted the Tsallis statistics for describing photon distribution to reflect the nonideal effect, which appears more appropriate than the standard BG statistics. (For more details on the model construction, refer to Ref. [6].) We found that the abundances of the light elements up to^7Li calculated with the Tsallis distribution of photons can explain the observational data within errors when a proper value of q is chosen. Although this solution is effective for the

∗ Shared first authorship: These authors contributed equally to this work. † Corresponding author: youngshin.kwon@ewha.ac.kr

primordial lithium problem, it raises a crucial question: whether or how using Tsallis statistics is physically valid for the photon distribution in the BBN era. The present work aims at finding the answer to that question by constructing and solving the Boltzmann equation for photons with relevant collision terms.

When the temperature of the Universe reached about 10^9 K, the energy of most photons would no longer be sufficient for electron-positron pair production (2γ → e^+e^−). It disrupted the detailed balance between the pair production and annihilation. While the pair annihilation (e^+e^− → 2γ) continued until consuming all positrons and leaving slightly excess electrons, the pair production could not replenish them. Accordingly, the chemical equilibrium between the pairs and photons is not established, at least for a while, and we hypothesize that therein lies the last piece of the puzzle for primordial abundances. In this study, we examine if the broken detailed balance between the pair production and annihilation processes can induce a deviation from the Planck distribution for photons by adding those processes into the collision term of the Boltzmann equation.

To achieve a comprehensive understanding of the modifications in photon distribution during the BBN epoch, it is essential to solve the Boltzmann equation by taking into account all pertinent constituents, namely photons, electrons, positrons, and nuclei. This task would be intrinsically complex because of the intricate nature of the system and the associated coupled set of partial differential equations. To mitigate this complexity, we make some approximation. We assume that only photons deviate from equilibrium to a small extent, i.e., all particles except photons are in equilibrium and a change in q, which describes the Tsallis statistics of photons, is small. With this assumption, we expand the generalized Planck distribution utilizing Tsallis statistics to first order, subsequently deriving the first-order Boltzmann equation. Our analysis based on the perturbed Boltzmann equation suggests that the pair annihilation process during the BBN epoch can potentially augment q. Furthermore, we provide a discussion for the distorted photon distribution restoring to a Planck distribution observed during the matter-dominated era.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II, we present the formalism utilized to describe the evolution of the parameter q through the perturbed Boltzmann equation. In Sect. III, we focus on the evaluation of the collision term, particularly emphasizing key collision processes such as pair creation and annihilation. In Sect. IV, we present our results regarding the impact of Tsallis statistics on the photon distribution during the BBN epoch. In Sect. V, we discuss the potential of restoring the distorted photon spectrum to a Planck distribution to achieve consistency with the observed CMB. Finally, Sect. VI provides a summary and conclusion of this paper. Note that the natural unit of ℏ = c = 1 is used throughout this paper.

II. BOLTZMANN EQUATION

The evolution of a particle distribution is generally governed by the Boltzmann equation, represented as L[f] = C [f]. The Liouville operator, L, is associated with the streaming part of the system in the absence of collisions. It captures the system’s behavior as it approaches equilibrium or deviates from it by directing the time evolution of the distribution function. On the other hand, the collision operator, C , accounts for interactions between particles in the system. The streaming part for the evolution of photon distribution, f_γ , is detailed in the relativistic Boltzmann equation as follows: E_γ ∂f_γ ∂t − H|p_γ |^2 ∂f_γ ∂E_γ = C [f_γ (p_γ )] , (1)

where H denotes the cosmic expansion rate.

A. Perturbed photon distribution

The model involved in this study accounts for the possibility of the deviation of photon distribution, which can then be written and generalized according to the Tsallis statistics [7, 8]:

f_γ (E_γ , T_q; q) = [( 1 − (1 − q) E_γ T_q ) 1_{q−1} − 1 ]_{−1} , (2)

as a function of energy (E^2_γ = p^2_γ for photons) and temperature. Here, we introduce a q-dependent effective temperature, T_q, to distinguish it from the equilibrium temperature, T . The entropic index q quantifies the deviation from equilibrium. In the limit of q → 1, Eq. (2) converges to the Planck distribution with T . It is worth noting that the solution obtained in Ref. [6] for the primordial lithium problem was q ≈ 1.027. Considering such a slight deviation of q from unity, it stands to reason that the photons are assumed to be nearly in a global equilibrium. Consequently, Eq. (2) can be expanded in terms of perturbations around the equilibrium distribution:

f_γ (E_γ , T_q; Q) ≃ f^{(0)}_γ (E_γ , T ) + f^{(1)}_γ (E_γ , T_q; Q) . (3)

Here, the entropic index, Q ≡ 1 − q, is redefined for ease of use as a perturbative parameter. The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (3) stands for nothing but the Planckian form:

f^{(0)}_γ (E_γ , T ) = f_γ (E_γ , T_q; Q → 0) = 1 e^{Eγ /T} − 1 , (4)

and the second term is specified by the perturbation truncated at first order:

f^{(1)}_γ (E_γ , T_q ; Q) = Q [ ∂f_γ (E_γ , T_q; Q) ∂Q ] Q→0 = − Q 2T^2 E_γ e^{Eγ /T} (e^{Eγ /T} − 1)^2 ( E_γ − 2 [ dT_q dQ ] Q→0 )

= − Q 2T^2 E_γ e^{Eγ /T} (e^{Eγ /T} − 1)^2 ( E_γ − 450ζ(5)T π^4 ) , (5)

where ζ(x) is the Riemann zeta function.

B. Photon number density

By inserting Eq. (3) into Eq. (1) and performing an integration over the momentum space, we can transform the Boltzmann equation into an equation governing the evolution of the number density: d ( n^{(0)}_γ + n^{(1)}_γ ) dt + 3H ( n^{(0)}_γ + n^{(1)}_γ ) = g_γ (2π)^3 ∫ C [f^{(0)}_γ + f^{(1)}_γ ] dp_γ E_γ , (6)

where g_γ represents the statistical degrees of freedom for photons and is given as g_γ = 2. The zeroth- and first-order number densities are written, respectively, as follows:

n^{(0)}_γ = 2 (2π)^3 ∫ dp_γ f^{(0)}_γ (E_γ , T ; Q) =

2ζ(3)T^3 π^2

, (7)

n^{(1)}_γ = 2 (2π)^3 ∫ dp_γ f^{(1)}_γ (E_γ , T_q; Q) = −AT^3Q , (8)

where A = 2π^2 15 − 1350ζ(5)ζ(3) π^6

. (9)

C. Linear collision term

The general form of the collision integral C [f_γ ] for photon-induced processes is given in Ref. [9]: g_γ (2π)^3 ∫ C [f_γ ] dp_γ E_γ = − ∫ ∏ i=γ,1,2,3 dΠ_i |M|^2 (2π)^4 δ^4(p_γ + p_1 − p_2 − p_3) F (p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) (10)

with

dΠ_i = g_i (2π)^3 dp_i 2E_i . (11)

Here g_i is the statistical degrees of freedom for species i. F (p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) is defined as:

F (p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) ≡ f_2(p_2)f_3(p_3) ( 1 + f_γ (p_γ ) )( 1 ± f_1(p_1) ) − f_γ (p_γ )f_1(p_1) ( 1 ± f_2(p_2) )( 1 ± f_3(p_3) ) , (12) where the positive and negative signs correspond to bosons and fermions, respectively.

By substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (12), one can find that the collision term is linear with respect to each order, that is, C [f^{(0)}_γ + f^{(1)}_γ ] = C [f^{(0)}_γ ] + C [f^{(1)}_γ ]. The linearity of the collision term significantly simplifies the problem, enabling us to consider the effects of each order of the distribution function independently. Therefore, under the assumption that the zeroth order remains in equilibrium, such that L[f^{(0)}_γ ] = C [f^{(0)}_γ ], Eq. (6) can be rewritten as follows:

dn^{(1)}_γ dt + 3Hn^{(1)}_γ = g_γ (2π)^3 ∫ C [f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )] dp_γ E_γ . (13)

D. Liouville term

The evolution of n^{(1)}_γ in Eq. (13) can be converted into a differential equation for Q. This subsection aims to reformulate the Liouville term in Eq. (13) into an expression involving Q. To achieve this, it is essential to establish the time-temperature relation, which can be derived from the Friedmann equation. Owing to energy conservation governing the photon energy density, H is expressed in its standard form:

H^2 = ( ȧ a )_2 = 8πG 3 ρ_{total} , (14)

where a represents the scale factor, and ȧ is its time derivative. By using the relation between the energy density and temperature in the radiation-dominated era, it can be rewritten by H = T^2 m_{pl} √ 8π^3g_∗ 90 ≡ BT^2 , (15)

where g_∗ represents the total degrees of freedom for the effectively relativistic particles and m_{pl} stands for the Planck mass. Since the scale factor follows a ∝ t^{1/2} in the radiation-dominated era, the time-temperature relation is simply as follows: t = 1 2H = 1 2BT^2

, (16)

which gives rise to the time-derivative of T : dT dt = −BT^3 . (17)

By using the time-temperature relations of Eqs. (16) and (17), the Liouville term in Eq. (13) takes the form of

dn^{(1)}γ dt + 3Hn^{(1)}_γ =

∂n^{(1)}γ ∂T dT dt + 3Hn^{(1)}_γ = ( −3AT^2Q − AT^3 dQ dT ) ( −BT^3 ) + 3 ( BT^2 ) ( −AT^3Q )

= ABT^6 dQ dT . (18)

III. COLLISION TERM IN FOCUS

In this section, we turn our attention to the evaluation of the collision term, focusing primarily on key collision processes such as Compton scattering and pair creation and annihilation. However, it should be noted that our methodology effectively omits the Compton process within the non-relativistic limit (T < 0.5 MeV). This exclusion is well-founded, as the momentum change in electrons due to interaction with photons is negligible in this low-energy regime (see Appendix for further details). Additionally, higher-order processes, such as double Compton scattering and bremsstrahlung, can be safely neglected, given the significant reduction in electron number density at lower temperatures. As a result, our analysis is specifically tailored to examine pair creation and annihilation as the dominant collisional mechanism.

To apply Eq. (10) for pair creation and annihilation, that is, γ(E_γ , p_γ ) + γ(E_1, p_1) ⇌ e^−(E_2, p_2) + e^+(E_3, p_3), the transition amplitude is calculated as follows:

|M|^2_{pair} = 2e^4 [ p_γ · p_3 p_γ · p_2 + p_γ · p_2 p_γ · p_3

+ 2m^2_e ( 1 p_γ · p_2 + 1 p_γ · p_3 ) − m^4_e ( 1 p_γ · p_2 + 1 p_γ · p_3

)_2] , (19)

FIG. 1. Logarithmic plot of the collision term M(T ) as a function of temperature, where M(T ) is evaluated in MeV^4.

and F (p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) = f_e− (p_2)f_e+ (p_3) ( 1 + f_γ (p_γ ) )( 1 + f_γ (p_1) ) − f_γ (p_γ )f_γ (p_1) ( 1 − f_e− (p_2) )( 1 − f_e+ (p_3) ) . (20)

By setting electrons and positrons to remain in equilibrium – a reasonable assumption given the small momentum transfer, as supported by Ref. [10] – we can rewrite Eq. (20) based on Eq. (3) as follows:

F (p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) = F^{(0)}(p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) + QF^{(1)}(p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) + O(Q^2) , (21)

where each term is expressed as:

F^{(0)}(p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) = f_e− (p_2)f_e+ (p_3) ( 1 + f^{(0)}_γ (p_γ ) )( 1 + f^{(0)}_γ (p_1) )

− f^{(0)}_γ (p_γ )f^{(0)}_γ (p_1) ( 1 − f_e− (p_2) )( 1 − f_e+ (p_3) ) (22) and F^{(1)}(p_γ , p_1; p_2, p_3) = f_e− (p_2)f_e+ (p_3) [( 1 + f^{(0)}_γ (p_γ ) ) f^{(1)}_γ (p_1) + f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ ) ( 1 + f^{(0)}_γ (p_1) )]

− [ f^{(0)}_γ (p)f^{(1)}_γ (p_1) + f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )f^{(0)}_γ (p_1) ] (1 − f_e− (p_2)) (1 − f_e+ (p_3)) . (23)

Given that Q does not depend on momentum integration, we can formulate the collision integral for the first-order perturbation as follows: g_γ (2π)^3 ∫ C [f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )] dp_γ p_γ = QM(T ) . (24)

Here, M(T ) is defined by the following expression:

M(T ) ≡ − ∫ ∏ i=γ,1,2,3 dΠ_i |M|^2_{pair}F^{(1)}(p_γ , p_1, p_2, p_3) (2π)^4δ^3(p_γ + p_1 − p_2 − p_3) δ(E_γ + E_1 − E_2 − E_3) . (25)

The evaluation of this collision integral employs Gauss-Legendre and Gauss-Laguerre quadrature methods, following the approach described in Ref. [11]. The resulting values of M(T ) are plotted in Fig. 1.

By applying Eqs. (18) and (24), we rewrite the perturbed Boltzmann equation given in Eq. (13) as shown in below: dQ dT = M(T ) ABT^6 Q . (26)

FIG. 2. Solution of q(T ) = 1−Q(T ) as a function of temperature with the initial condition of a minuscule deviation Q_0 = −10^{−37} at T_0 = 0.0235 MeV.

IV. RESULTS

The solution of Eq. (26) is given as

Q(T ) = Q_0 exp [∫_T T_0

M(T^′) ABT^{′6} dT^′ ] , (27)

where a constant Q_0 can be positive or negative and will be determined by an initial condition Q(T_0). Setting Q_0 = 0 at a specific T_0 leads to a trivial solution, Q = 0, as driving the system towards perfect equilibrium by rapid collisions in the BBN epoch. This trivial solution is equivalent to the assumption of SBBN. The cosmological principle, which posits that the Universe is homogeneous and isotropic on large scales, underlies this assumption.

However, a perfect thermal equilibrium in the early Universe is unlikely. Even negligibly small, non-zero fluctuations could emerge because of various instabilities and other unknown factors. Minor seed fluctuations in temperature could significantly impact the anisotropic evolution of the Universe (akin to phenomena observed in the CMB). In this context, we investigate the implications of a non-zero initial condition Q_0 in solving Eq. (26). Fig. 2 presents, as an example, the numerical solution obtained with an initial condition of Q_0 = −10^{−37} at T_0 = 0.0235 MeV. This selected initial condition leads to behavior that the original entropic index, q, exceeds unity and eventually stabilizes at the solution of q ≃ 1.027 reported in Ref. [6], resulting in a slight enhancement of the high-energy tail of the photon distribution. It is not the unique condition under which q is saturated at such a solution. The initial condition could, in principle, be further optimized to a more minuscule Q_0 at a higher T_0. As indicated in Fig. 2, the initial small deviation in q(T ) evolves rapidly as the temperature cools. However, this increasing trend in q(T ) does not persist because the collision term M(T ) also swiftly decreases in magnitude, as shown in Fig. 1. Consequently, the Boltzmann equation transitions to a collisionless regime at low temperatures, where M(T ) → 0. In this regime, Eq. (26) simplifies to dQ/dT → 0, leading to a constant Q(T ). Hence, in Fig. 2, Q(T ) becomes constant at T < 0.02 MeV.

The freeze-out of electron-positron pairs is attributed to the disruption of the detailed balance between pair creation and annihilation. This process already begins during the early stages of BBN when the thermal energy per particle becomes insufficient to create such pairs. The extremely small deviation in Q_0 might represent a vestige of these early-stage BBN conditions. Given that the magnitude of deviation |Q| is on the order of the temperature fluctuation δT/T , setting |Q_0| = 10^{−37} is effectively negligible, especially when compared to the CMB fluctuation δT/T ∼ 10^{−5}. Nonetheless, the pair freeze-out process could cause this small fluctuation to evolve and become pronounced enough to contribute to BBN abundances, particularly affecting the primordial lithium abundance. This would be one possible interpretation of our calculation in this work.

V. DISCUSSION

A. Reequilibration

In the previous section, we demonstrated that a seed fluctuation in the photon distribution could grow up through the freeze-out of electron-positron pairs during the BBN epoch. However, CMB observations suggest that the photon distribution closely approximates the Planck distribution [12]. Therefore, it is crucial for the altered Q to revert to the Planck distribution prior to the recombination era. While a detailed exploration of this recovery mechanism would necessitate the consideration of specific micro-processes affecting photons in the evolving Universe, we provide a rudimentary estimation based on the Boltzmann equation for Q.

With the cooling of the Universe, the radiation energy density diminishes rapidly, leading to a transition from a radiation-dominated era to a matter-dominated era. In the matter-dominated era, where the scale factor follows a ∝ t^{2/3}, the time-temperature relation can be expressed as dt = −2H^′dT/(3H^2), where H^′ = dH/dT , and the annihilation rate becomes zero, namely, M(T ) = 0. In this scenario, Eq. (13) becomes:

dn^{(1)}_γ dt + 3Hn^{(1)}_γ =

∂n^{(1)}_γ ∂T dT dt + 3Hn^{(1)}_γ = 0 , (28)

yielding dQ dT = Q ( − 3 T + 2H^′ H ) . (29)

The solution to this differential equation is given by:

Q(T ) =

C_0H^2 T^3

, (30)

where the constant C_0 remains to be determined. In the matter-dominated era, H^2 is proportional to the energy density of matters, and for non-relativistic species, this energy density exhibits an exponential dependence on temperature. Consequently, the Q value in Eq. (30) decays rapidly as the temperature lowers. This leads to a convergence of the deviated Q value toward zero in the matter-dominated era. A more detailed study of this recovery mechanism, taking into account the relevant micro-processes for photons, is left for future work.

B. Remarks on prior study

As mentioned earlier, Ref. [6] addressed the primordial lithium problem by using Tsallis statistics to parameterize a distorted photon distribution during the BBN epoch. It led to a specific value of q ≃ 1.027 at T ≃ 4×10^8 K, indicating a deviation from the Planck distribution. Such a deviation was a key to resolving the primordial lithium problem. Our current work not only verifies these findings but also significantly extends them. While the resulting q(T ) in this study is markedly dependent on the chosen initial conditions, certain choices yield results that align well with our previous study. Importantly, our studies challenge the SBBN model by suggesting that the photon distribution can deviate from the Planck distribution. It could be a crucial point that refines the SBBN and opens up new avenues for understanding the early Universe and the primordial abundances.

While the choice of initial conditions continues to be a subject for further exploration, the consistency in the qualitative behavior across both studies demonstrates the idea that deviations from the Planck distribution of photons could be intrinsic features of the early Universe.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we investigated the temporal evolution of the entropic index Q in Tsallis statistics, employing the firstorder Boltzmann equation with pertinent collision terms. Our findings indicate that during the BBN epoch, collisional processes for the freeze-out of e^+e^− pairs can yield a decrement in Q, thereby causing a distortion in the high-energy tail of the photon distribution. To achieve a physically meaningful solution for Q that resolves the primordial lithium problem, we optimized the initial condition of the Boltzmann equation, letting the initial fluctuation be minuscule but non-vanishing. As a consequence, the decline in Q ceases around T ≤ 0.02 MeV, attributable to the decay of the collision term, culminating in the stabilization of Q at the terminal stage of the BBN epoch.

Furthermore, we discussed the long-term behavior of Q as the Universe transitions into the matter-dominated era. Preliminary analysis suggests that the influence of Q on the cosmic expansion rate diminishes during this period, hinting at a potential convergence of the deviated Q towards zero. This aspect requires further exploration, particularly to elucidate the micro-processes contributing to this recovery mechanism in the evolution of the Universe. Our results imply that the variations in Q predicted by our model could be detectable exclusively through BBN observations. A more comprehensive analysis, encompassing the evolution of Q throughout the early cosmic history – including both the BBN epoch and subsequent eras – is essential for a deeper understanding of the photon distribution and the fundamental physics governing the early Universe.

It is noteworthy that observational evidence for tiny fluctuations during the BBN era is not directly available, unlike the CMB, which offers a clear snapshot of temperature fluctuations at the time of recombination. The temperature fluctuations during BBN may have been precursors to the density and temperature fluctuations observable in the CMB. Exploring the link between these two epochs can yield valuable insights into the evolution of the early Universe, particularly regarding inflationary theory and the development of cosmic structures.

Appendix A: Collision integral for Compton scattering

For the Compton scattering of γ(E_γ , p_γ ) + e^−(E_1, p_1) ⇌ γ(E_2, p_2) + e^−(E_3, p_3), Eq. (10) can be written as g_γ (2π)^3 ∫ C_{comp} [f_γ (p_γ )] dp_γ E_γ = − ∫ ∏ i=γ,1,2,3 dΠ_i (2π)^4δ^{(3)}(p_γ + p_1 − p_2 − p_3) δ(E_γ + E_1 − E_2 − E_3)

× |M|^2_{comp} [ f_γ (p_2)f_e− (p_3) ( 1 + f_γ (p_γ ) ) (1 − f_e− (p_1)) − f_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_1) ( 1 + f_γ (p_2) ) (1 − f_e− (p_3)) ] , (A1)

In the non-relativistic limit, the squared matrix elements |M|^2_{comp} can be approximated as a constant M. Pauli blocking and Bose-Einstein condensation effects can be neglected, simplifying the terms 1 − f_{e−} and 1 + f_γ to approximately one,

f_γ (p_2)f_e− (p_3) ( 1 + f_γ (p_γ ) )( 1 − f_e− (p_1) ) − f_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_1) ( 1 + f_γ (p_2) )( 1 − f_e− (p_3) ) ≃ f^{(1)}_γ (p_2)f_e− (p_3) − f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_1) . (A2)

Then, the integral becomes g_γ (2π)^3 ∫ C_{comp} [f(p_γ )] dp_γ E_γ ≃ M (2π)^8m^2_e ∫ dp_γ p_γ ∫ dp_1 ∫ dp_2 p_2 ∫ dp_3

× δ^{(3)}(p_γ + p_1 − p_2 − p_3) δ(E_γ + E_1 − E_2 − E_3) × [ f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_1) − f^{(1)}_γ (p_2)f_e− (p_3) ] (A3) ≃ M (2π)^8m^2_e ∫ dp_γ p_γ ∫ dp_2 p_2 ∫ dp_3

× δ ( p_γ + | |p_2 + p_3 − p_γ | |^2 − p2_3 2m_e − p_2 )

× [ f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_2 + p_3 − p_γ ) − f^{(1)}_γ (p_2)f_e− (p_3) ] . (A4)

The momenta could be approximated as p_γ ∼ p_2 and p_1 ∼ p_3 for small momentum transfer via Compton processes, which is relevant when the mass is heavier than the photon energy at low temperature. Therefore, g_γ (2π)^3 ∫ C_{comp} [f(p_γ )] dp_γ E_γ = M (2π)^8m^2_e ∫ dp_γ p_γ ∫ dp_2 p_2 ∫ dp_3 δ(p_γ − p_2) [ f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_3) − f^{(1)}_γ (p_2)f_e− (p_3) ]

= M (2π)^8m^2_e ∫ dp_γ p_γ ∫ 4πp_γ dp_γ ∫ 4πp^2_1dp_1 [ f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_3) − f^{(1)}_γ (p_γ )f_e− (p_3) ]

= 0 . (A5)

Hence, the Compton scattering does not contribute to the collision integral for f^{(1)}_γ .

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

D.J. was partly supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12335009), and the National Key R&D Program of China (2022YFA1602401). M.H.M. was supported by the National Research Foundation of

Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (Grant No. NRF- 2021R1F1A1060066). M.K.C. was supported by NRF under grant numbers, NRF-2021R1A6A1A03043957 and NRF-2021R1F1A1046575. M.H.M. and M.K.C. were also supported by NRF-2020R1A2C3006177. K.K. was supported by NRF-2022R1F1A1073890 and 2023 UBSI Innovation Project of UNIST. Y.M.K. was supported by NRF-2022R1C1C2012226.

[1] M. Kusakabe, K. S. Kim, M. K. Cheoun, T. Kajino, Y. Kino and G. J. Mathews, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 214, 5 (2014). [2] J. C. Howk, N. Lehner, B. D. Fields and G. J. Mathews, Nature 489, 121 (2012). [3] C. A. Bertulani, J. Fuqua and M. S. Hussein, Astrophys. J. 767, 67 (2013).

[4] S. Q. Hou, J. J. He, A. Parikh, D. Kahl, C. A. Bertulani, T. Kajino, G. J. Mathews and G. Zhao, Astrophys. J. 834, no.

2, 165 (2017) [5] M. Kusakabe, T. Kajino, G. J. Mathews and Y. Luo, Phys. Rev. D 99, no.4, 043505 (2019). [6] D. Jang, Y. Kwon, K. Kwak and M. K. Cheoun, Astron. Astrophys. 650, A121 (2021). [7] U. Tirnakli, F. Büyükkiliç and D. Demirhan, Physica A 240, 657 (1997). [8] C. Tsallis, J. Statist. Phys. 52, 479-487 (1988). [9] E. W. Kolb and M. S. Turner, Front. Phys. 69, 1-547 (1990). [10] S. D. McDermott and M. S. Turner, arXiv:1811.04932 [hep-ph].

[11] L. C. Thomas, T. Dezen, E. B. Grohs and C. T. Kishimoto, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.6, 063507 (2020). [12] Y. Akrami et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys. 641, A7 (2020).