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As electromagnetic showers may alter the abundance of Helium, Lithium, and Deuterium, we can place severe
constraints on the lifetime and amount of electromagnetic energy injected by long-lived particles. Considering
up-to-date measurements of the light element abundances that point to Yp = 0.245±0.003,(D/H) = (2.527±
0.03) × 10−5,(7Li/H) = 1.58+0.35

−0.28 × 10−10, (6Li/7Li) = 0.05, and the baryon-to-photon ratio obtained
from the Cosmic Microwave Background data, η = 6.104 × 10−10, we derive upper limits on the fraction of
electromagnetic energy produced by long-lived particles. Our findings apply to decaying dark matter models,
long-lived gravitinos, and other non-thermal processes that occurred in the early universe between 102 − 1010

seconds.

I. INTRODUCTION

There are four pillars that validate the hot Big Bang Theory,
namely the Planck spectrum of the Cosmic Microwave Back-
ground (CMB), the density fluctuations imprinted in the CMB
and the distribution of galaxies, the confirmed expansion of
the universe, and the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN). Col-
lectively, these observations support the notion that the uni-
verse originated from a state of high temperature and den-
sity. BBN is rooted in thoroughly studied physics processes,
encompassing the spectra, reactions, and weak decays of
light elements. The BBN prediction for the light elements
abundances such as Deuterium, Helium-3, and Helium-4 and
Lithium-7 rely solely on one parameter, the baryon-photon ra-
tio, η = nb/nγ . The ratio of any two primordial abundances
should give η, and the measurement of the other three ele-
ments tests the BBN theory. The abundances of the light el-
ements have been measured in several terrestrial and astro-
physical environments. Although, it has often been hard to
determine when these abundances are close to the primordial
ones. Nevertheless, there is a clear agreement with the BBN
predictions for all the light nuclei. The significant improve-
ment experienced in the measurements of the light element
abundances has deepened our knowledge of the primordial
universe. For instance, for a long time the error on the baryon
density, Ωb was large enough to allow a dark baryonic com-
ponent in the universe. In the late 90’s the error was too large,
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Ωbh
2 = 0.009 − 0.02 [1]. New measurements of the Deu-

terium abundance, D/H, using quasars observations point to
Ωbh

2 = 0.022, with h = 0.674 [2], solidly confirming the
existence of a dark matter component in the universe, which
is essentially non-baryonic. In other words, BBN stands as
evidence for dark matter in the universe. We highlight that
Planck data on the CMB point to Ωbh

2 = 0.02230± 0.00021
and η = 6.104± 0.058× 10−10 [3, 4], confirming BBN pre-
dictions.

Interestingly, BBN is a phenomenon that unfolds within a
well-defined sequence of events during the first minutes of the
Universe. The remarkable agreement between BBN predic-
tions and observational data establishes BBN as an important
probe for new physics events that might alter the abundance
of those elements, which is a fact that will be explored in this
work. In particular, BBN places stringent constraints on new
physics beyond the Standard Model that injects energy into
the cosmological plasma, such as the decays of massive parti-
cles with lifetimes greater than 0.1 s [5].

There have been many works that discussed in great detail
the impact of energy injection in the BBN, and used this infor-
mation to derive limits on the lifetime of long-lived massive
particles whose decays induce electromagnetic or hadronic in-
teractions with the plasma, leading to processes that alter the
abundance of the light elements. Hadrons produced from the
decay of a long-lived particle scatter off protons and neutrons
modifying the ratio of these baryons, and consequently the he-
lium abundance. They can also destroy and modify the abun-
dance of helium and other light elements through hadrodis-
sociation. The chain reactions are non-trivial and the final
abundance of the elements are highly sensitive to the energy
injected in the form of hadrons into the plasma [5].

Supersymmetric models [6–8], and enlarged gauge groups
[9], and others [10] feature particles with a long lifetime,
τ > 102 s. When long-lived particles inject electromagnetic
energy into the plasma, i.e., photons, electrons, and positrons,
the abundance of light elements is only meaningfully affected
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when the decay happens at later times, τ > 104 s. Photodisso-
ciation plays a major role in the abundance of light elements
compared to other processes. In this work, we do not aim
to go into detail about the physical processes and review all
technical computations, for this matter, we refer the reader to
[11]. We will rather present updated limits on the lifetime and
the amount of electromagnetic energy that long-lived particles
could inject into the early universe using the most updated val-
ues of the light elements abundances. Previous works placed
limits on long-lived particles using the abundance of D, 4He,
and 7Li only. Bearing in mind the large uncertainties involved
in the primordial abundance of 6Li, we will additionally set a
limit on its primordial abundance using the 6Li/7Li ratio [12],
which will allow us to constrain a larger region of parameter
space, for τ > 106s.

In summary, our work is structured as follows: In section II
we briefly review the primordial abundances of the elements;
in section III we discuss the key ingredients for computing the
electromagnetic cascade resulting from the decay of the long-
lived particles; in section IV we present our updated limits; in
section V we draw our conclusions.

II. ABUNDANCE OF THE LIGHT ELEMENTS

The abundance of the light elements is determined by a set
of first-order differential Boltzmann equations originally de-
veloped in [13–15],

dYi

dt
= −H(T )T

dYi

dT
=

∑
(ΓijYj + ΓiklYkYl + ...), (1)

where Yi = ni/nb is the ratio between the number density of
the species i and baryon number density. The relevant interac-
tion and decay rates are encoded in Γij and Γikl, respectively.
H(T ) is the hubble rate given by,

H(T ) = T 2

(
8π3g∗GN

90

)1/2

(2)

with g∗ = gbosons + 7
8gfermions corresponding to the rel-

ativistic degrees of freedom of the species at the time, GN

being the gravitation constant, and T the plasma temperature.
Eq.1 must be solved considering that after electron-positron
annihilation, neutrinos, and photons have different tempera-
tures, Tν ≃ (4/11)1/3Tγ .

Several well-known processes occur and dictate the pro-
duction of light elements. We briefly review them below.

a. Helium-4 Weak interactions govern the n-p conver-
sion, and they scale with Γn−p ∼ G2

FT
5, where GF is the

Fermi constant. The universe cools down with H(T ) ∼√
g∗GNT 2, and eventually, the interaction rate fell faster than

the Hubble rate, resulting in a departure from chemical equi-
librium (freeze-out) around T ∼ 1 MeV. At this tempera-
ture, the ratio between the number of neutrons to proton is
n/p ∼ expmn−mp/1MeV ∼ 1/6, but continues to decrease
down to 1/7 due to β decay.

All neutrons form Helium-4 at this time, because many
background photons delay deuterium formation through
photon-dissociation. Hence, the 4He mass fraction Yp is found
to be [16],

Yp ≃ 2n/p

1 + n/p
= 0.248 (3)

Therefore, 4He mass fraction is amenable to the neutron-to-
proton freeze-out and timing at which Deuterium production
becomes efficient.

b. Deuterium When the temperature fall below 70 keV,
the exponential Boltzmann suppression on the number of pho-
tons is sufficient to significantly induce the production of Deu-
terium (D) and consequently initiate other nuclear reactions
(See the illustration in Fig.1). The Deuterium and 3He pro-
ductions occur concurrently. Most of the deuterium then col-
lided with other protons and neutrons to produce helium and
a small amount of tritium. Deuterium also plays a minor role
in the production of Lithium 7.

c. Lithium-7 The rate for producing elements with
A=6,7 is smaller than the Hubble rate. Consequently, the
abundances are tiny. As far as 7Li is concerned, around 90%
of the primordial 7Li stems 7Be having in mind the η value
inferred from the CMB.

d. Lithium-6 The primordial abundance of 6Li is often
not used to constrain new physics due to the uncertainties in-
volved. Similarly to 7Li, the abundance of 6Li is also mea-
sured in halo stars. Observations lead to 6Li/7Li ∼ 0.05 [17],
which will be the value adopted in our work. The observed
6Li abundance is understood to be of galactic origin; thus one
can use its abundance to set constraints on new physics. The
reader should keep in mind that the assessment of the 6Li pri-
mordial abundance is non-trivial, because it is related to the
7Li abundance, and there are ways to deplete 6Li while keep-
ing 7Li unaltered due to its relatively small binding energy.
We will present limits based on the 6Li abundance, which is
strongly sensitive to electromagnetic injection episodes after
107 s.

After this brief review of the light element abundances, we
will address the electromagnetic injection.

III. ELECTROMAGNETIC INJECTION

New physics processes that inject electrons, positrons, or
photons can induce photodissociation reactions, which is the
most important effect on the light elements abundances. These
particles lose energy very efficiently by scattering off the
highly abundant photon background. The scattering process
has an energy threshold. If the energy of the injected pho-
ton is sufficiently large (Eγ > m2

e/Eγ,BG), typically the pair
production γ + γ → e+e− dominates because both cross-
section and number density of the background photon are
large [18, 19]. Below this energy threshold, photons lose en-
ergy mostly via photon-photon scattering (γ+γBG → γ+γ),
Compton scattering (γ+ e± → γe±) and pair creation on nu-
clei (γ + NBG → e+e−NBG). However, if the new physics
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Figure 1. Representation of the relevant chain reactions for BBN.

process injects high-energy electrons or positrons, then in-
verse Compton scattering governs the energy loss [19]. Com-
paring the interaction rate with the expansion rate, we con-
clude that these processes are not very efficient at early times,
τ < 104 s. Therefore, these energy injection episodes are seen
as a post-event that can alter the BBN predictions.

In summary, one can account for these possibilities by in-
cluding the non-thermal photon population and abundances of
nuclei from,

−HT
dYB

dT
=

∑
A

YA

∫ ∞

0

dEγf
qse
γ (Eγ)σγ+A→B(Eγ)

−YB

∑
C

∫ ∞

0

dEγf
qse
γ (Eγ)σγ+B→C(Eγ). (4)

where the energy spectrum is found to be [12],

fqse
γ =

nXpγ(Eγ)

τXΓγ(Eγ)
, (5)

with nX being the number density of the long-lived particle,
and τX its lifetime, and pγ the photon spectrum which we
assumed to be approximated by a power law [18],

pγ(Eγ) =


K0(Eγ/Elow)

−1.5 for Eγ < Elow

K0(Eγ/Elow)
−2.0 for Elow < Eγ < EC

0 for Eγ > EC

(6)

where Elow ≃ m2
e/(80T ), and the energy threshold of pair

production EC ≃ m2
e/22T [19]. The normalization constant

K0 in Eq.6 is obtained by requiring that the electromagnetic
injected is given by EX =

∫
dEγEγpγ . We emphasize that

the power law approximation is a good approximation for en-
ergies larger than EC [5, 20] as we consider here. That said,
we can compute the change in the abundance of the light el-
ements as a function of the lifetime τ and the total electro-
magnetic energy released ζX , where τ is the lifetime of the

decaying particle. The total electromagnetic energy released
in a process of the type X ′ → X + γ as we will consider here
is given by,

ζX = EγYX (7)

where Eγ is the energy of the final state photon,

Eγ =
1

2MX′
(M2

X′ −M2
X), (8)

with YX = nX/nCMB
γ being the ratio between the number

density of species X over the number density of CMB pho-
tons. If for each X ′ particle we have the production of the
pair X + γ, then YX′ = Yγ = YX,τ = YX,0, where YX,τ sets
the number density of particles at a time t = τ . YX,0 is the
yield of the species X today. To simplify our analytical ex-
pressions, we will assume the number density of the X is pro-
portional to the one from dark matter. In other words, we take
nX = f nDM , where f is a constant factor that defines the re-
lation between the abundance of dark matter and X particles.
We include this factor to be more general, and account for the
possibility of subdominant dark matter fields. One can easily
rescale the total amount of energy released for any long-lived
particles. Knowing that nCMB

γ = 2ζ(2)π−2T 3, we get,

YX =
f nDM

nCMB
γ

=
f ΩDMρc
MXnCMB

γ,0

, (9)

which simplies to,

YX ≃ 3 · 10−14

(
TeV

MDM

)(
ΩDM

0.227

)(
f

0.01

)
. (10)

Using Eq.(7) we obtain the total electromagnetic energy re-
leased,

ζX = 1.5 · 10−11 GeV ×(
ΩDM

0.227

)(
f

0.01

)(
MX′

MX
− MX

MX′

)
. (11)

Therefore, one can use Eq.(11) to determine the amount
of electromagnetic energy released by a long-lived particle.
Moreover, one can then pick their favorite dark sector, use
Eq.(11), and map our bounds on the pair ζX − τ to constrain
their models. We will see further that BBN places severe con-
straints on dark sectors that induce electromagnetic cascades
in the early universe. This reasoning will clearly show that
one can explore the interplay between cosmology and particle
physics and use BBN as a probe for new physics.

Hence, in this work, we compare the results of Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis (BBN) old data against the most recent
Planck data, considering Planck’s measurement of η10,CMB

1,
which is in agreement with the current data [2] provided by

η10 =
nb

nγ
= 6.104± 0.058. (12)

1 The subscript 10 is a reference to the fact that we are considering the values
of η × 1010.
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This measurement of the baryon-to-photon ratio can be
used to derive a bound on the baryon relic abundance Ωbh

2

[3],

Ωbh
2 = 0.022298± 0.000212, (13)

where h is the reduced Hubble constant.
The BBN theory predicts the abundance of light elements

like D/H, 3He,4He and 7Li/H that can be inferred from astro-
nomical observations. However, it is important to emphasize
that these results depend on the assumed baryon-photon re-
lationship, which can be determined by the anisotropy spec-
trum of the CMB or by the concordance of the abundances
generated by the BBN. In Tab. I we compare the theoretical
values obtained from the BBN predictions with the old obser-
vational data [12] and with the new results provided by the
PDG [2]. As we can see for YP , D/H and 3He/H the theo-
retical and observational results converge, with only a small
fluctuation between the values. However, when comparing
the theoretical prediction with the observational data of 7Li
we verify a marked divergence between the results, where
7Li/H(teo) ∼ 3×7Li/H(obs). In our work, we took the 7Li
abundance extracted from recent observations [2]. The values
adopted for the abundance of the light elements are summa-
rized in Table.I. In Table.I we show the values resulting from
BBN theory, old and new observations. The latter was used to
derive our bounds, as we describe below.

IV. NEW LIMITS FOR THE ABUNDANCE OF OBSERVED
LIGHT ELEMENTS

In section III we saw that it is important to consider the
baryon-photon number density of the early universe to study
the BBN predictions. Thus, to impose stronger restrictions on
the abundance of light elements, we use the results presented
in section IV and set η10 = 6, varying only the lifetime be-
tween T = 104 sec and T = 1011 sec C. We present the
new energy injection limits obtained for the new constraints
of 4He, D/H, 7Li/H and 6Li/7Li, as can be seen in Fig. 2.

The most probable value of the 4He abundance (Yp =
0.2453) was found through analysis of extragalactic HII re-
gions (ionized) [2, 21]. However, the recommended confi-
dence interval for Yp is

0.2419 < Yp < 0.2487. (14)

Thus, by imposing the lower bound of Yp > 0.2419, the
constraint observed for Yp is

ζX(Yp) < 5.2× 10−11GeV. (15)

As 4He is orders of magnitude more abundant than the
other elements, no significant production of 4He can take
place. In other words, electromagnetic energy injection can
only destroy 4He. To understand the behavior of the curve
in Fig.2(a), we remind the reader of some fundamental as-
pects of electromagnetic injection. In the sudden decay ap-
proximation, where all particles decay at t = τX , a reaction

turns on when τX > 106s (Eth/10MeV )2. Keep in mind
that the photodestruction processes have an energy threshold
of 20MeV. Hence, the 4He destruction will be efficient only
for τ >∼ 106 s. For this reason, any small value of ζX will
severely destroy 4He in contradiction to observations. One
needs a very large energy injection for a shorter lifetime to al-
ter the 4He abundance. This feature explains the weakening in
sensitivity τ < 106 s in Fig.2(a). In Fig.2(a), we also exhibit
how BBN sensitivity to new physics improves with the value
of Yp.

Unlike Yp, the change of the Deuterium abundance is more
subtle. The D/H ratio will depend highly on the moment the
energy injection took place. The most important production
process is 4He + γ, because the other elements have relatively
negligible abundances to produce any significant impact on
the Deuterium abundance. The reactions that produce Deu-
terium have an energy threshold of 25 MeV, so again they are
efficient only for τX >∼ 106 s. In other words, Deuterium pro-
duction occurs mostly when there is sizeable 4He destruction.
If we increase ζX too much, the photodestruction processes
are so effective that Deuterium abundance quickly decreases,
leaving the universe filled with protons only. For τ < 106 s,
the Deuterium production does not happen, and only destruc-
tion occurs. Eventually, for τ < 103 s, the Deuterium destruc-
tion freezes. The competing processes, around 106 s, explain
the shape of the curve in Fig.2(b). In Fig.2(b), we plot an old
limit that delimited the Deuterium abundance to lie between
10−4 < D/H < 10−6 and show ours which is based on a much
more restrictive statistical range for D/H, namely [2, 22],

2.227× 10−5 <

(
D

H

)
p

< 2.827× 10−5. (16)

As we do not allow a large abundance for Deuterium, i.e. a
high D/H, our limit weakens for τ > 107 s. From Fig.2(b) we
concluded that,

ζX(D/H) ≤ 6.0× 10−10GeV, for τ ∼ 106 s, (17)

ζX(D/H) ≤ 3× 10−8GeV, for τ ∼ 108 − 1010 s. (18)

The 7Li primordial abundance stems from observations of
low metallicity stars in the halo of our Galaxy indicating [2,
23, 24],

1.23× 10−10 <

(
7Li

H

)
p

< 1.93× 10−10. (19)

We highlight that the statistical errors in the 7Li abundance
are overwhelmed by systematic errors surrounding the pri-
mordial abundance of 7Li. Therefore, one should use 7Li
abundance as a probe to new physics with care [25]. Anyway,
from Fig.2(c), we get,

ζX(7Li/H) < 2× 10−9GeV, for τ ∼ 106 − 1010s (20)

Looking at Fig.2(c), we notice that the upper bound on the
energy injection stemming from 7Li is similar to the one from
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Figure 2. Contours of the observations of the abundance of light elements in the plane ζX − τX , for η10 = 6 considering different values for
(a) mass fraction of 4He, (b) Deuterium abundance, (c) contours for 7Li/H and (d) observations for 6Li/7Li. The new contours correspond to
the most recent data from the PDG [12]

4He. As the production of 7Li is insignificant, we can only de-
stroy it. As 7Li has a smaller binding energy, it is rather sen-
sitive to electromagnetic energy injection for τ < 106 s com-
pared to 4He. These facts explain the curve shape in Fig.2(c).
Nevertheless, the 7Li abundance is subject to large uncertain-

ties.
Regarding 6Li, we included the observed constraints on

6Li/7Li as seen in Fig. 2(d). Unlike 7Li, standard BBN does
not produce 6Li in any observable quantity, so any other pro-
duction mechanism is important. The behavior of Fig.2(d) can
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Table I. Theoretical and observational analyses of the abundance of light elements in BBN.

Yields Yp D/H
(
×10−5

)
3 He/H

(
×10−6

)
7 Li/H

(
×10−10

)
6Li/7Li Ref.

Calculation 0.248 +0.001
−0.002 2.692 +0.177

−0.070 9.441 +0.511
−0.466 4.283 +0.335

−0.292

Old Observation 0.248 ±0.001 2.9 ±0.3 9. ±1. 1.23 ±0.06 [12]
New Observation 0.245 ±0.003 2.527 ±0.03 ≥ 11.± 2. 1.58 +0.35

−0.28 [2]

be understood in terms of the 4He and 7Li dynamics because
these are the two 6Li sources. For τX < 107 s, the 6Li produc-
tion rises from 7Li and 7Be due to their low energy threshold
(see Fig.1). The dominant production channel is from sec-
ondary reactions tied to the 4He destruction, otherwise. One
should bear in mind that there are even greater systematic un-
certainties regarding the 6Li abundance. Anyhow, it is clear
from Fig.2(d) that 6Li has the potential to be much more re-
strictive than any other element to an electromagnetic energy
injection in the early universe for τ > 106 s. Considering
6Li/7Li = (1.5± 0.3)× 10−5 as indicated in TableI, we find,

ζX(6Li/7Li) < 4× 10−13GeV for τ ∼ 109 − 1011 (21)

We combine all upper limits into Fig. 3, so one can clearly
see the importance of each element to constraining electro-
magnetic injections in the early universe. The shaded regions
delimit the exclusion limits from the 7Li/H ratio (blue) and the
D/H abundance (orange). The hashed red region comes from
the 4He abundance and the pink line delimit the 6Li/7Li ratio.
It is clear that Deuterium and 4He which have reliable pri-
mordial abundances suffice to probe electromagnetic energy
injection episodes. Nearly the entire region which 7Li is sen-
sitive to, has already been excluded by D and 4He. This is not
true for 6Li, though. Using the 6Li/7Li ratio, we can probe
electromagnetic energy injections down to ζX ∼ 4 × 10−13

for τ > 109 s. It represents two orders of magnitude improve-
ment over the 4He sensitivity. Therefore, a more solid de-
velopment on the 6Li/7Li primordial abundance would mean
a significant improvement in the BBN sensitivity to electro-
magnetic energy injection.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have revisited the impact of electromag-
netic injection episodes on the abundance of light elements,
such as 4He, D, 7Li, and 6Li. We were particularly interested
in the decaying scenario, X ′ → X+γ, where X had an abun-
dance proportional to the dark matter one. We have computed
the change in the abundance of those elements as a function
of the total electromagnetic energy released and the lifetime
of the decaying particle, X ′. In our analysis, we adopted the
primordial abundance of the light elements reported from re-
cent observations and used the baryon-photon ratio indicated
by Planck data, ηcmb

γ = 6.104 × 10−10. Firstly, we de-
rived separately the bounds from 4He, D, 7Li, and 6Li abun-
dances and later combined them all into one figure. We con-
cluded that Deuterium and 4He which have reliable primor-
dial abundances can already rule out energy injections down

104 105 106 107 108 109 1010 1011

x (sec)

10 13

10 12

10 11

10 10

10 9

10 8

10 7

10 6

10 5

x (
Ge

V)

D/H

D/H

6Li/7Li

7Li/H

Yp

Figure 3. Summary of the upper limits on the electromagnetic en-
ergy injection, ζX , as a function of the lifetime of the decaying par-
ticle. It is clear that Deuterium and 4He which have reliable pri-
mordial abundances suffice to probe electromagnetic energy injec-
tion episodes that took place from 102 s to 1011 s. 7Li offers impor-
tant limits only for τ ≃ 4 × 106 s. Using the 6Li/7Li ratio, we can
probe electromagnetic energy injections down to ζX ∼ 4×10−13 for
τ > 109 s. It represents two orders of magnitude improvement over
the 4He sensitivity. Nevertheless, Therefore, a more solid develop-
ment on the 6Li/7Li primordial abundance would mean a significant
improvement in the BBN sensitivity to electromagnetic energy injec-
tion

to ζX ∼ 10−9 GeV for τ ∼ 105−106 s, and ζX ∼ 10−10 GeV
for τ ∼ 108 − 1011 s, surpassing the sensitivity of 7Li to new
physics nearly in the entire parameter space. The ratio 6Li/7Li
proved to be rather restrictive to energy injection episodes for
τ > 107 s, offering an upper limit on ζX which is two orders
of magnitude better than the one from 4He abundance. Never-
theless, as BBN does not produce any meaningful amount of
6Li, this bound from the 6Li/7Li should not be taken at face
value.

Anyway, we point out that the scenario covered in our study
appears in supersymmetric models, extended gauge sectors,
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and decaying dark matter models. Hence, it is clear that BBN
represents a great laboratory for well-motivated dark sectors
that induce energy injection in the early universe.
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