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Abstract: This review delves into the pivotal primordial stage of the universe, a period that holds
the key to understanding its current state. To fully grasp this epoch, it is essential to consider
three fundamental domains of physics: gravity, particle physics, and thermodynamics. The thermal
history of the universe recreates the extreme high-energy conditions that are critical for exploring the
unification of the fundamental forces, making it a natural laboratory for high-energy physics. This
thermal history also offers valuable insights into how the laws of thermodynamics have governed
the evolution of the universe’s constituents, shaping them into the forms we observe today. Focusing
on the Standard Cosmological Model (SCM) and the Standard Model of Particles (SM), this paper
provides an in-depth analysis of thermodynamics in the primordial universe. The structure of
the study includes an introduction to the SCM and its strong ties to thermodynamic principles. It
then explores equilibrium thermodynamics in the context of the expanding universe, followed by a
detailed analysis of out-of-equilibrium phenomena that were pivotal in shaping key events during
the early stages of the universe’s evolution.

Keywords: primordial universe; thermal equilibrium; entropy; (non-)relativistic species

1. Introduction

The primordial stage of the universe represents a crucial epoch that fundamentally
shapes our current understanding of cosmology, offering insights into the origins of the
universe and its subsequent evolution. To comprehensively describe this stage, it is
necessary to integrate insights from three fundamental domains of physics: gravity, particle
physics, and thermodynamics. These interconnected fields provide a robust framework
for understanding the high-energy conditions that dominated the early universe, and
that are critical for exploring the unification of the fundamental interactions and the
development of cosmic structures. The gravitational interaction, as described by the theory
of general relativity (GR), plays a foundational role in the dynamics of the early universe.
GR governs the behavior of spacetime on cosmic scales, providing the mathematical
framework for understanding how matter and energy influence the curvature of space-
time, and the Standard Cosmological Model (SCM), which is deeply rooted in GR, offers
a comprehensive explanation of how gravity influenced the expansion and thermal history
of the universe. According to the SCM, the gravitational collapse of primordial fluctuations
in the early universe led to the formation of the large-scale structures we observe today,
such as galaxies, galaxy clusters, and superclusters. These primordial fluctuations are be-
lieved to have originated from quantum perturbations during the inflationary period [1–3],
a brief phase of exponential expansion that occurred just fractions of a second after the
Big Bang. As the universe expanded, these fluctuations grew under the influence of gravity,
eventually leading to the complex web of structures that populate the cosmos [4–6].

The role of gravity in the early universe is not only limited to the formation of struc-
tures but is also fundamental to the overall evolution of the universe. The interplay between

Entropy 2024, 26, 947. https://doi.org/10.3390/e26110947 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/entropy

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

03
01

8v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  5
 N

ov
 2

02
4

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/e26110947?type=check_update&version=1
https://doi.org/10.3390/e26110947
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/entropy
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-8485-3140
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9388-8373
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9758-3366
https://doi.org/10.3390/e26110947
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/entropy


Entropy 2024, 26, 947 2 of 50

gravity and the thermal energy of the primordial plasma was crucial in determining the
rate of expansion and the cooling of the universe. This balance between gravitational forces
and thermal pressures set the stage for critical processes like Big Bang nucleosynthesis
and recombination. During nucleosynthesis, which occurred within the first few minutes
after the Big Bang, the cooling universe allowed protons and neutrons to combine and
form the first atomic nuclei, primarily hydrogen, helium, and trace amounts of other light
elements. This process is pivotal for understanding the elemental composition of the
universe as predicted by the SCM and confirmed by observations of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) and the abundance of light elements. Recombination, occurring about
380,000 years after the Big Bang, marks another crucial phase in the evolution of the
universe. As the universe expanded and cooled further, electrons and protons
combined to form neutral hydrogen atoms, leading to the decoupling of matter and radi-
ation. This decoupling allowed photons to travel freely through space, giving rise to the
CMB radiation, which serves as a fossil record of the early universe. The study of the CMB
has provided profound insights into the conditions of the early universe, offering evidence
for the SCM and constraints on cosmological parameters such as the Hubble constant, the
matter density, and the curvature of the universe [7,8].

The high-energy conditions present in the early universe are fundamentally linked
to particle physics, particularly as described by the Standard Model (SM). This model,
which has been foundational in our understanding of fundamental particles and their
interactions, describes the behavior of quarks, leptons, and gauge bosons. During the
primordial epoch, the universe was in a state of extreme temperature and density,
existing as a hot, dense plasma of these fundamental particles, and consequently one
may consider that this early period of the universe served as a natural laboratory for
high-energy physics. The extreme conditions created environments that are unattainable in
contemporary terrestrial experiments, providing a unique opportunity to test and explore
theoretical frameworks that extend beyond the SM. Among these are the theories of grand
unification and supersymmetry, which attempt to unify the electromagnetic, weak, and
strong nuclear forces into a single coherent framework [9,10]. Grand unification theories
(GUTs) suggest that at sufficiently high energies, these three fundamental forces merge
into a single force, a concept that has profound implications for our understanding of the
universe’s origin and the fundamental structure of matter. Supersymmetry, on the other
hand, proposes a symmetry between fermions and bosons, predicting the existence of
superpartner particles for each particle in the SM, which could potentially resolve several
outstanding issues, such as the hierarchy problem and the nature of dark matter.

The thermal history of the universe, particularly during critical epochs like the quark–
gluon plasma phase and the electroweak phase transition, also offers profound insights
into phenomena that cannot be replicated in terrestrial laboratories. The quark–gluon
plasma phase, for example, represents a state of matter where quarks and gluons, normally
confined within protons and neutrons, exist freely in a hot, dense soup. As the universe
cooled, it underwent a series of phase transitions that were pivotal in shaping the observable
universe. One of the most significant of these transitions was the formation of hadrons
from quarks and gluons as the quark–gluon plasma cooled and condensed. This was
followed by the decoupling of neutrinos and photons, which occurred as the universe
expanded and cooled further. The decoupling of photons, in particular, led to the formation
of the above-mentioned CMB, the afterglow of the Big Bang, which provides a snapshot
of the universe when it was just 380,000 years old [11–13]. This decoupling event also
marks the moment when the universe became transparent to radiation, allowing photons to
travel freely through space, carrying with them information about the early universe [5,14].
Indeed, the early universe, with its extreme conditions and rapid evolution, in the context
of the SM offers a unique and invaluable window into the fundamental processes that
govern our universe.

Thermodynamics is central to understanding how the universe evolved from its hot,
dense state to the more structured cosmos we observe today. The laws of thermodynamics,
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particularly the conservation of energy and the increase in entropy, governed the behavior
of the primordial plasma and dictated the conditions under which particles could interact
and combine into more complex structures [15,16]. The adiabatic expansion of the universe,
a process described by the first law of thermodynamics, led to the cooling of the plasma,
allowing for the synthesis of light elements during Big Bang nucleosynthesis, a process that
has been extensively studied and validated through observations of primordial element
abundances [17,18]. Moreover, the thermal history of the universe provides a framework
for understanding the decoupling of radiation and matter, which gave rise to the CMB.
Indeed, the detailed structure of the CMB, including its anisotropies, is a direct consequence
of the thermodynamic processes in the early universe and offers critical evidence for the
SCM. These anisotropies, which manifest as tiny temperature fluctuations in the CMB,
are imprints of the density fluctuations in the primordial plasma. They provide critical
evidence for the SCM, allowing cosmologists to infer key parameters such as the age,
composition, and geometry of the universe. The study of these anisotropies has been
instrumental in refining our understanding of the early universe, supporting the theory of
cosmic inflation and providing insights into the nature of dark matter and dark energy.

Thus, thermodynamics is not just a peripheral aspect but is central to the cosmological
narrative, providing the framework through which the early universe’s evolution
is understood. From the cooling of the primordial plasma to the formation of the first
elements and the decoupling of radiation, thermodynamic principles have shaped the
universe’s trajectory, leaving imprints that we can observe and study today. These insights
are critical for constructing a coherent picture of the universe’s origins and its evolution
over billions of years. This paper is devoted to an in-depth study of thermodynamics
in the primordial universe, framed within the context of the SCM and SM. The thermal
history of theuniverse is heavily influenced by the gravitational model adopted, and this
study seeks to build a comprehensive description of the primordial universe by integrating
these models.

This work is organized in the following manner: In Section 2, we introduce the Stan-
dard Model of Cosmology, highlighting its deep connection with the thermodynamic
description of the universe. In Section 3, we lay the groundwork for exploring thermo-
dynamics in the context of the primordial epoch. Section 4 presents a brief exposition of
out-of-equilibrium phenomena, which are crucial for understanding key events in the early
universe, such as baryogenesis and the formation of cosmic structures. In Section 5, we
provide a brief overview of inflation, and a selection of slow-roll inflationary models that
are in agreement with the Planck data. In Section 6, we present a brief description of the
thermal history of the universe. Finally, in Section 7, we conclude with a comprehensive
summary of the main topics presented, synthesizing the insights gained from studying the
thermodynamics of the primordial universe and highlighting the ongoing challenges and
future directions in this field of research.

2. Standard Model of Cosmology
2.1. Theoretical Framework

To built a cohesive description of the primordial universe, a framework that is able to
picture the grand scale of the universe is needed. Currently, the most effective theoretical
framework for this purpose is the SCM, which combines GR [15,19–21] with the Cosmolog-
ical Principle [22]. The latter asserts that at large scales, the universe appears homogeneous
and isotropic. The use of GR establishes the field equations, known as the Einstein field
equations, which link the spacetime geometry to non-gravitational fields. These equations
can be derived from the principle of least action [15,20], where the fundamental action
consists of the Einstein–Hilbert action and a matter Lagrangian, Lm, and is expressed
as follows:

S =
∫

d4x
√
−g
[

1
16πG

(R − 2Λ) + Lm

]
, (1)

where g is the determinant of the metric, G is Newton’s gravitational constant, Λ is the
cosmological constant, and

√−gLm is the Lagrangian density for the matter fields. By
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varying this action with respect to the metric degrees of freedom, gµν, one obtains the
following field equations

Rµν −
1
2

Rgµν + Λgµν = 8πGTµν , (2)

where Tµν is the energy–momentum tensor of the matter fields defined as

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν . (3)

The Cosmological Principle dictates the appropriate metric to characterize the gravita-
tional field, which is assumed to be the Friedmann–Lemaitre–Roberson–Walker (FLRW)
metric, given by

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
[

dr2

1 − kr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ d2ϕ)

]
, (4)

where a(t) represents the scale factor of the universe, while r, θ, and ϕ are spatial comoving
coordinates denoting a radial coordinate and two spherical angular coordinates, respec-
tively. The curvature parameter k can take values of −1, 0, or +1, corresponding to a
universe with negative, zero (flat), or positive curvature, respectively. The metric signature
convention used throughout this work is (−,+,+,+).

Furthermore, we consider an energy–momentum tensor consistent with the symme-
tries of the FLRW metric, given by [15]

Tµν = (ρ + p)uµuν + pgµν , (5)

where ρ represents the energy density of the universe’s matter content, and p is the isotropic
pressure. This form of the energy–momentum tensor corresponds to that of a perfect fluid.
Substituting this tensor into the Einstein field Equation (2), and considering the FLRW
metric (4), yields the following dynamical equations

H2(t) +
k

a2(t)
=

8πG
3

ρ +
Λ
3

, (6)

Ḣ(t) + H2(t) = −4πG
3

(ρ + 3p) +
Λ
3

, (7)

where H ≡ ȧ(t)/a(t) is the expansion rate of the universe, where the overdot denotes
a derivative with respect to cosmic time t. Equation (6) is referred to as the Friedmann
equation and is derived from the 00 component of Einstein’s field equations. On the
other hand, Equation (7) is the Raychaudhuri equation, serving as an expression for the
acceleration. It is obtained by subtracting the Friedmann equation from the i− i components
of the Einstein field equations.

Additionally, this set of equations can be used in combination with the conserva-
tion equation that results from the fact that the Einstein tensor, Gµν, satisfies the con-
tracted Bianchi identities, leading to the conservation of the energy–momentum tensor, i.e.,
∇µTµν = 0. The conservation equations reads

ρ̇ = −3H(t)(ρ + p) , (8)

which stems from the conservation of energy and is inherent in the structure of the gravi-
tational field equations. To complete the system of equations governing the evolution of
the scale factor, it is necessary to introduce an appropriate barotropic equation of state, i.e.,
p = wρ. For all components, the simplest equation of state is provided by

∑
i

pi = ∑
i
(γi − 1)ρi , (9)
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where γi is a constant parameter, and γi − 1 represents the speed of sound, v2
s , in the fluid i

characterizing the i-th component of the universe’s matter content. This equation of state
facilitates the integration of the energy conservation Equation (8), leading to

ρ(t) = ∑
i

ρi,0

(
a(t)
a0

)−3γi

= ∑
i

ρi,0(1 + z)−3γi , (10)

where ρ(t) ≡ ∑i ρi(t) represents the total energy density of the universe at a given time
t and ρi,0 ≡ ρi(t0) and a0 ≡ a(t0) are constants of integration which, without loss of
generality, can be respectively established by the values of each component i of the matter
content of the universe and the value of the scale factor at the present day, t = t0.

2.2. Evolution of the Universe from the Friedmann Equations

To analyze the time evolution of the universe, or the dynamic behavior of the scale
factor, the universe’s history is typically divided into several cosmological epochs, each
dominated by a single fluid with a constant parameter γi. Key epochs of interest include
the radiation fluid (i = R), where p = ρ/3 (γR = 4/3); incoherent matter (i = M), where
p = 0 (γM = 1); and vacuum energy (i = V), where p = −ρ (γV = 0), which is equivalent
to a cosmological constant. Additionally, stiff matter fluid (i = S), characterized by p = ρ
(γS = 2), may also be relevant.

From Equation (10), the density profile for each epoch is ρ(t) ≃ ρi(t) ∝ a(t)−3γi .
Substituting this profile into the Friedmann Equation (6) shows that for γi > 2/3, the
curvature term, k2/a2, dominates only at later times, assuming a cosmological constant
does not dominate earlier. Thus, for early universe modeling, assuming a flat model (k = 0)
is reasonable unless otherwise specified. This simplifies the Friedmann Equation (6) and
allows for integration, yielding the cosmological solutions

a(t) ∝ t
2

3γi , H(t) =
2

3γi

1
t

, if γi ̸= 0, (11)

a(t) ∝ e
√

Λ
3 t, H(t) =

√
Λ
3

, if γi = 0 . (12)

These solutions indicate that the early universe was radiation-dominated, the adoles-
cent universe was matter-dominated, and without vacuum energy, and the late universe
would remain matter-dominated. However, current observations suggest otherwisem as
the accelerated expansion rate of the universe cannot be achieved in the current framework
with only matter-dominated content [23,24]. Furthermore, if the universe experienced
an initial period of inflation, there was a very early epoch dominated by vacuum energy,
leading to an exponential expansion characterized by the cosmological solution (12).

Additionally, the Friedmann equation can be expressed in a more convenient form
through the introduction of two dimensionless parameters: the critical density, determined
by setting Λ = k = 0 in the aforementioned equation, defined as

ρc =
3H2(t)

8πG
, (13)

and the dimensionless density parameter, denoted as Ω(t), representing the ratio of the
energy density ρ to the critical density (ρc) at a given time

Ω(t) ≡ ρ(t)
ρc(t)

. (14)

With these definitions, Equation (6) can be reformulated as

k
a2H2(t)

= Ω(t)− 1 . (15)
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This establishes a correlation between the sign of k and the sign of Ω − 1.
Specifically, for k = 0 (indicating a flat model), Ω = 1; for k = 1 (indicating a closed
model), Ω > 1; and for k = −1 (indicating an open model), Ω < 1.

Therefore, using Equation (10) and taking into account that the present day value of
the critical density parameter is given by ρc,0 = 3H2

0 /(8πG), one can write the density
parameter in terms of the redshift z as follows

Ω(z) =
H2

0
H2(z)

[
∑

i
Ωi,0(1 + z)3γ + ΩΛ

]
, (16)

where ΩΛ ≡ Λ/(3H2
0) and Ωi,0 ≡ ρi,0/ρc,0 are, respectively, the contributions from the

cosmological constant and from the i-th fluid component for the present day
density parameter.

Moreover, the density parameter can be expressed in terms of partial density parameters
assigned to a specific component or species i as Ω0 = ∑i Ωi,0 = ∑ ρi,0/ρc,0, where i = R
denotes relativistic species and i = M represents non-relativistic species. By integrating
the equation for the conservation of energy (8), using the barotropic Equation (9), the
Friedmann equation can ultimately be formulated as

H2(z) +
k2

a2(z)
= H2

0

[
∑

i
Ωi,0(1 + z)3γi + Ωv

]
. (17)

3. Equilibrium Thermodynamics in the Expanding Universe

To comprehensively elucidate the history of the early universe, it is imperative to
track the thermal evolution of its primary constituents. The early universe is known to
have been in a state close to thermal equilibrium, a conclusion drawn from the study
of the CMB radiation. Since its discovery in 1965 [25], the CMB has been extensively
measured, with the most recent and precise observations provided by the Planck satellite [8].
The CMB is one of the most important observables of the primordial universe. After
accounting for perturbation effects, the CMB closely matches the spectrum of a black body.
This near-perfect black body spectrum persisted until the decoupling of neutrinos.

In a system at thermal equilibrium, as was the case for much of the primordial
universe, statistical mechanics can be utilized to calculate key quantities such as energy
density, pressure, and entropy density. These quantities depend on the particle number
density at any given time, with the contributions from different particles being primarily
influenced by their properties, particularly mass and degeneracy. For much of the early
universe, equilibrium thermodynamics provides a good approximation for describing these
conditions. This section will cover the essential principles needed for such a description.
For a more detailed discussion, the following references are recommended, as this review
draws heavily from them, especially from [6,26–32]. Additionally, several sections related
to cosmology in the Review of Particle Physics [33–36] have also been consulted.

3.1. Kinetic and Chemical Equilibrium

In the realm of thermodynamics, when an isolated system persists over a consid-
erable period, it reaches a state of thermal equilibrium. At this point, all its observable
features, like the distribution of particles, settle into their most likely configurations. This
includes various macroscopic properties such as particle density (represented by n), energy
density (ρ), pressure (p), and entropy density (s). These quantities are expressed as integrals
using a distribution function denoted as f (xa, pa). Taking in account the Cosmological
Principle that states that the universe, at large scales, is spatially homogeneous and isotropic,
one is led to assume that the phase space density must be isotropic and homogeneous.
Consequently, the distribution function can be simplified to f (xa, pa) = f (|⃗p|, t) = f (E, t),

where E =
√

p⃗2 + m2 represents the relativistic energy [6,26,27]. Thus, disregarding its
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explicit dependence on time (which will be revealed through its connection to temperature),
the phase space distribution function for a specific particle species i in kinetic equilibrium,
within the ideal gas approximation, takes on the form of either the Fermi–Dirac (FD) or
Bose–Einstein (BE) distributions [6,26,27]

fi( p⃗) =
[

exp
(

Ei( p⃗)− µi
T

)
± 1
]−1

, (18)

where Ei denotes the energy associated with the particle species denoted by i, and mi
represents its respective rest mass. Furthermore, ui is the chemical potential of the parti-
cle species, where the superscript (+) indicates fermions adhering to Fermi–Dirac (FD)
statistics, and the superscript (−) designates bosons following Bose–Einstein (BE) statistics.
Suppressing the term ±1 leads to an expression that aligns with the
classical and distinguishable particles approximation characteristic of Maxwell–Boltzmann
(MB) statistics. While this approximation does not yield an exact distribution function,
it holds significance, particularly when a degenerate Fermi species (ui ≳ Ti) or a Bose
condensate is absent. In such cases, the adoption of MB statistics introduces only a modest
quantitative deviation from exact statistics, as noted in [6]. Notably, this deviation is often
confined to less than 10% [37]. An advantageous aspect of this approximation emerges
in scenarios involving non-relativistic species of particles, specifically when mi ≫ Ti, and
mi ≫ T + µi, leading to the exactness of MB statistics.

To complement the previous description, one has to explore the dynamics of the
chemical potential. This quantity signifies the infinitesimal alteration in energy resulting
from the inclusion of a new particle of a specific type, albeit being undisclosed. This
essential thermodynamic attribute, applicable in scenarios involving a variable number of
particles, is encapsulated by the fundamental relation that assumes the following form [6]

dE = TdS − pdV + ∑
i

µidNi , (19)

where S is the entropy, V is the volume, and Ni is the particle number of the species i.
This enables the establishment of a condition for interactions commonly observed in
an equilibrium gas: ∑i µidNi = 0. The significance of this condition lies in its role in
maintaining the equilibrium state. A deviation from this condition would necessitate a
change in the number of particles for different species, effectively lowering the free energy
expressed as F = E − TS, where E denotes the internal energy, and under conditions of
constant temperature and volume, one has the following differential relation:

dF = ∑
i

µidNi . (20)

Hence, to sustain equilibrium, encompassing both kinetic and chemical equilibrium,
the particle distribution functions in the equilibrium gas have to not only conform to
their customary thermal expressions as outlined in Equation (18) but also exhibit an
interrelation between the chemical potentials of distinct particle species engaged
in interactions. Specifically, under conditions of chemical equilibrium, the chemical
potential µi becomes additively conserved across all reactions. Consequently, if
equilibrium persists in a reaction such as a1 + a2 + ... ↔ b1 + b2 + ..., the chemical
potentials of the involved particles are related by the following expression

∑
k

µak = ∑
k

µbk
. (21)

Nevertheless, concerning radiation, photons exhibit the ability to be emitted or
absorbed in arbitrary reactions and, for any charged particle, there exists an inelastic
scattering reaction given by i + i → i + i + γ, where i represents a particle species.
These reactions imply that under conditions of chemical equilibrium, the relation
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µi + µi = µi + µi + µγ holds. Consequently, in a state of complete equilibrium, the photon
manifests a chemical potential of zero. When scrutinizing reactions involving the annihila-
tion of particles and antiparticles, such as i + i ↔ 2γ, 3γ..., the equilibrium state dictates a
correlation between the chemical potentials of particles and antiparticles, characterized by

µi + µi = 0 , (22)

this leads to the inference that the chemical potentials of particles and their
corresponding antiparticles possess equal magnitudes but opposite signs. Furthermore,
in specific scenarios where particle species exhibit self-conjugation (i = i) or a symme-
try prevails between particles and antiparticles (ni = ni), maintaining chemical equilib-
rium in annihilations dictates that µi = µi = 0. Consequently, it becomes evident that
under such circumstances, the distribution functions are solely determined by a single
parameter, namely, the temperature. In essence, the distribution function transitions from
being expressed as f (xa, pa) to the simplified form f (T).

To further build a more concise description, it proves beneficial to introduce chemical
potentials associated with conserved quantum numbers Q(a). For a given particle species i,
the chemical potential is expressed as

µi = ∑
k

µkQ(k)
i , (23)

where Q(k)
i signifies the quantum numbers carried by particle i. Importantly, these

quantum numbers are assumed to be independent of each other and collectively form a
comprehensive set of conserved quantum numbers as outlined by Dolgov [38].
If these quantum numbers remain conserved across all reactions, the relation presented in
Equation (21) automatically holds. Consequently, all chemical potentials can be expressed
in terms of the chemical potentials associated with these conserved quantities. Thus, the
number of chemical potentials corresponds to the number of independent conserved quan-
tum numbers. In instances where the charge densities nQ(k) are known, the determination

of the chemical potentials for the charges Q(k) becomes feasible. In this context, the number
density of each particle species ni can be expressed as a function of µi, resulting in a system
of equations

∑
i

Q(k)
i ni = nQ(k) , (24)

and in conjunction with Equation (23), this system comprehensively determines all µi in
terms of nQi [38].

Considering the current SM, there are five independent conserved charges present:
electric charge, baryon number, electron–lepton number, muon–lepton number, and
tau–lepton number. These lead to five corresponding independent chemical potentials [15].
These chemical potentials are determined by the respective number densities of the
conserved quantities. Within this topic, from all the elementary particles, the chemical
potential of neutrinos is a delicate subject, and we endorse [39,40] for more details.

3.2. Gases of Free Particles and Interactions in an Expanding Universe

Given the preceding discussion, it is crucial to be cautious when applying
equilibrium thermodynamics to dynamic situations like the expanding universe.
In such cases, both the temperature (T) and chemical potential (µ) evolve to maintain
energy continuity and particle number conservation. Importantly, an expanding uni-
verse is inherently non-equilibrium, and as a result, the distribution function may de-
viate from standard equilibrium forms, and its time-dependent behavior may require
explicit consideration.

For example, in gases consisting of stable, non-interacting particles, namely, those
that do not decay or interact significantly with their surroundings, i.e., freely propagating
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particles, their number within a proper volume d3x in the interval d3p is a conserved
quantity [6,26], and can be expressed as

dNi =
gi

(2π)3 fi(x, p, t)d3xd3p = Cte , (25)

where gi is the internal degrees of freedom (number of spin states) associated with the par-
ticle i [6,31,32]. Assuming the SCM, gases containing freely moving particles are expected
to exhibit both homogeneity and isotropy. This means that their distribution functions
become independent of spatial coordinates and depend only on momenta and time, as
noted before. Furthermore, according to the FLRW geodesic equation of motion, governing
the paths of these free particles, the physical three-momentum decreases with the scale
factor as (|p| ∝ a−1), and the proper volume spatial element behaves as (d3x ∝ a3).

Now, examining Equation (25), it becomes evident that if the distribution function
is known at a specific time (t = td) and expressed as fi(|pd|, td) ≡ fid(|pd|), then at
a later time (t > td), the distribution function follows the relation fi(|p|, t)d3xd3p =
fid(|pd|)d3xdd3pd = fid(a|p|/ad)d3xd3p. In simpler terms, this implies that the distribution
function is entirely determined by the redshifted momentum. Therefore, if a particular
stable particle species is in equilibrium and suddenly decouples from its surrounding
medium at a time (t = td), its distribution function before the decoupling (t ≤ td) adheres
to its usual thermal form, while after the decoupling (t > td), it is simply given by
f eq
i (a|p|/ad).

When accounting for interactions, it is essential to determine whether the particles
are coupled or decoupled. A preliminary step in this analysis involves comparing the
interaction rate, Γint, associated with the relevant processes of the species, to the expansion
rate of the universe:

Γint > H, coupled , (26)

Γint < H, decoupled . (27)

Although true equilibrium is difficult to achieve in an expanding universe, the gradual
nature of expansion generally allows the particle composition to approach a state close
to local equilibrium. Due to the universe’s homogeneity, local thermodynamic quantities
effectively reflect global values. Therefore, if particle interactions are much faster than
the universe’s expansion rate, equilibrium-like distributions of particles can emerge on
the timescale of expansion. For a particular species of particles, this implies that it will
pass through successive states resembling equilibrium whenever the condition (26) is met.
In essence, the thermal history of the universe can be seen as a competition between the
rate of particle interactions and the rate of cosmic expansion. However, when Γint < H,
this does not necessarily mean that equilibrium will break down. For such a departure
from equilibrium to occur, the rate of a key reaction essential for maintaining equilibrium
must remain lower than the Hubble parameter H.

If a particular stable and massless particle species i with a vanishing chemical potential
(µi = 0) is in equilibrium at a time t < td, and then it abruptly decouples at time td, the
distribution function of the particle species at a later time will be simply determined by

fi(|p|, t) = f eq
i

(
a(t)|p(t)|

ad

)
=

[
exp

(
|p(t)|a(t)

Tdad

)
± 1
]−1

= f eq
i

(
|p|
Ti

)
. (28)

Here, Td = T(td) and ad = a(td) represent the temperature and the scale factor at
the moment of decoupling, respectively. The temperature of the decoupled species at any
subsequent time t is given by

Ti(t) =
ad

a(t)
Td . (29)

Despite the fact that the decoupled particle species may not be in thermal equilibrium,
its distribution function possesses the same shape as the equilibrium distribution function,
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f eq, for massless particle species. However, the effective temperature is always decreasing
as Ti ∝ a−1. In particular, for observed decoupled photons of the CMB with approximately
zero or negligibly small chemical potential (|µγ/Tγ| < 10−4) [38], it can be inferred that
if the universe was ever in equilibrium, the photon distribution has consistently been
Planckian (given by Equation (28) with the − sign). Thus, the photon number density,
energy density, and pressure can be straightforwardly computed and have consistently
been given by

nγ =
gγ

(2π)3

∫
f Pl
γ (|p|)d3p =

gγ

2π2

∫ E2
γ

eEγ/Tγ − 1
dEγ =

2ζ(3)
π2 T3

γ , (30)

ργ =
gγ

(2π)3

∫
Eγ f Pl

γ (|p|)d3p =
gγ

2π2

∫ E3
γ

eEγ/Tγ − 1
dEγ =

π2

15
T3

γ , (31)

pγ =
gγ

(2π)3

∫ |⃗p|2
3Eγ

f Pl
γ (|p|)d3p =

gγ

6π2

∫ E3
γ

eEγ/Tγ − 1
dEγ =

1
3

ρ
eq
γ =

π2

45
T3

γ , (32)

respectively, where gγ = 2 accounts for the two photon polarization states and an integra-
tion over all angles is performed so that d3p = 4π |⃗p|2d|⃗p| with Eγ = |⃗p|. In the context of
maintaining thermal equilibrium with the surrounding medium, photons exhibit a shared
temperature with the equilibrium thermal background (Tγ = T). However, upon decou-
pling, the temperature of the photons undergoes a continual decrease with the scale factor,
expressed as Tγ = ad/a(t)Td. The number density of any other potentially decoupled
particle species will also always be given by

ni =
gi

(2π)3

∫ [
exp

(
|p|a
Tdad

)
± 1
]−1

d3p = gn
effi

(
ζ(3)T3

d
π2

)( ad
a

)3
, (33)

where gn
effi

= geffi = gi or gn
effi

= 3/4gi depending on whether the particle species i is
a boson or a fermion respectively. Under the condition that these particle species are in
equilibrium with photons prior to their decoupling, their number density at any given
time remains consistently comparable to the photon number density. Consequently, each
of these decoupled species persists as a relic background in the universe. Therefore, the
temperature at which decoupling occurs is often called the “freezing temperature”, denoted
as Tf . Its rough estimation is facilitated through a relationship commonly known as the
“freezing relation”

Γint(Tf ) = H(Tf ) . (34)

Alternatively, if a specific particle species, denoted as i, undergoes decoupling at a time
td when it has already transitioned to a non-relativistic state (Td ≪ mi), and the condition
mi − µi ≫ T is satisfied, the distribution function of this particle species reverts to the MB
distribution function at the moment of decoupling. In this scenario, the kinetic energy
is notably lower than the rest mass mi, enabling the approximation Ei = mi + p2/(2mi).
As a result, at later times (t > td), the distribution of the particle species can be precisely
characterized by

fi(|⃗p|, t) = f MB
i

(
a(t)

a
p(t)

)
=

1
(2π)3 exp

(
−mi − µiD

Td

)
exp

(
|⃗p|
2m2

i

a(t)2

a2
dT2

d

)
, (35)

where µiD is the species chemical potential at the time of the decoupling. Therefore, post-
decoupling, the distribution function of the particle species retains its equilibrium form,
albeit with an effective chemical potential denoted as µi(t), and temperature denoted as Ti.
These are expressed as follows:

µi(t) = mi +

(
µiD − mi

Td

)
Ti(t) , Ti(t) =

(
ad

a(t)

)2
Td . (36)
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This phenomenon is distinctly indicative of an effective temperature that diminishes
at a rate surpassing that observed in the instance of decoupled massless particle species.
Particles decoupling in a non-relativistic state are often viable candidates for what is
referred to as “cold dark matter”. In this context, they persist indefinitely in the universe,
manifesting as a cold relic background.

However, if a particular particle species i possesses a small but non-zero mass and is
relativistic at the point of decoupling (mi ≪ Td), its distribution function becomes “frozen”
in the configuration of a massless particle species distribution function.
Consequently, its spectrum remains thermal, with the effective temperature declining
with the scale factor a−1 as long as T ≫ mi. However, once the thermal bath’s temperature
drops below the particle’s mass, the distribution function and number density adhere to the
frozen-in-form characteristic of relativistic particles. Despite this, the equilibrium
distribution function assumes the MB distribution form, and the energy density
corresponds to that of a non-relativistic particle species, i.e., ρ ≃ mn. As a result, the distri-
bution function no longer aligns with an equilibrium distribution, marked by T ∝ a−1. This
scenario characterizes what is known as “hot dark matter” and “warm dark matter” [41–44].
In these instances, the particle species decouples in a relativistic state, maintaining massless
distribution functions in momenta.

In the absence of interactions, particles decoupling at a semi-relativistic temperature
(Td ∼ m) also deviate from maintaining an equilibrium distribution. While the provided
description remains highly accurate in many scenarios, it is crucial to emphasize that for
a comprehensive understanding of the evolution of particle phase space distributions,
particularly in the case of massive particle species, the Boltzmann equations should be
rigorously solved.

3.3. The Matter Content of the Universe

When equilibrium exists among the primary components of the universe’s matter
content, the total thermodynamic quantities, such as the total number density, energy
density, and pressure, can be accurately estimated by considering only the contributions
from species that are in equilibrium. In these situations, calculating these quantities
becomes straightforward as previously discussed. If the universe was ever in a state of
equilibrium, it is reasonable to expect that, in many cases, even when equilibrium among
the main components is no longer maintained, the material composition of the universe can
still be effectively described by including contributions from particle species that follow
thermal distribution functions, albeit with temperatures different from the equilibrium
temperature of the cosmic medium, denoted as T. Incorporating these contributions
into the overall equilibrium quantities is often beneficial and simple to do. Thus, if the
non-equilibrium components can be described by an equilibrium distribution function, the
total number density, energy density, and pressure can be expressed as follows:

n = ∑
i

gi
(2π)3

∫
fi (⃗p)d3 p =∑

i

gi
2π2

∫ ∞

mi

√
E2

i − m2
i Ei

exp[(Ei − µi)/Ti]± 1
dEi

=
T3

2π2 N∗

({
Ti
T

}
,
{

mi
Ti

}
,
{

µi
Ti

})
, (37)

ρ = ∑
i

gi
(2π)3

∫
Ei (⃗p) fi (⃗p)d3 p =∑

i

gi
2π2

∫ ∞

mi

√
E2

i − m2
i E2

i

exp[(Ei − µi)/Ti]± 1
dEi

=
π2T4

30
E∗
({

Ti
T

}
,
{

mi
Ti

}
,
{

µi
Ti

})
, (38)
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p = ∑
i

gi
(2π)3

∫ |⃗p|2 fi (⃗p)
3Ei (⃗p)

d3 p =∑
i

gi
6π2

∫ ∞

mi

(E2
i − m2

i )
3/2

exp[(Ei − µi)/Ti]± 1
dEi

=
π2T4

90
P∗

({
Ti
T

}
,
{

mi
Ti

}
,
{

µi
Ti

})
, (39)

where the second relation is obtained performing integration over angles using EdE =
|⃗p| d|⃗p| and E∗({xi}, {zi} {yi}) = ∑i E±

i (xi, zi, yi), N∗({xi}, {zi}, {yi}) = ∑i N±
i (xi, zi, yi)

and P∗({xi}, {zi}, {yi}) = ∑i P±
i (xi, zi, yi) can be respectively viewed as a convenient

parametrization of the effective degrees of freedom [6,31,32] in number density, energy den-
sity, and pressure of a genuine BE gas in thermal equilibrium, namely, ρ = E∗ργ/gγ,
n = N∗nγ/ζ(3)gγ and p = P∗pγ/gγ, where

N±
i

(
Ti
T

, zi =
mi
Ti

, yi =
µi
Ti

)
≡ gi

(
Ti
T

)3 ∫ ∞

zi

√
u2 − z2

i u

exp(u − yi)± 1
du , (40)

E±
i

(
Ti
T

, zi =
mi
Ti

, yi =
µi
Ti

)
≡ 15

π4 gi

(
Ti
T

)4 ∫ ∞

zi

√
u2 − z2

i u2

exp(u − yi)± 1
du , (41)

P±
i

(
Ti
T

, zi =
mi
Ti

, yi =
µi
Ti

)
≡ 15

π4 gi

(
Ti
T

)4 ∫ ∞

zi

(u2 − z2
i )

3/2

exp(u − yi)± 1
du , (42)

where u = E/T, and the expressions illustrate the contributions of each species to the
overall degrees of freedom in the aforementioned thermodynamic quantities.

As previously discussed, the statistical approach used here aims to link the key ther-
modynamic quantities—the number density, total energy density, and total pressure—with
the temperature of the medium involved. To accomplish this, we express all relevant
quantities in terms of the photon temperature, which represents the equilibrium temper-
ature of the medium. The parameters N∗, E∗,P∗ are introduced to simplify the anal-
ysis of these thermodynamic quantities, as they capture the essential behavior of each.
Additionally, parameterizing in terms of temperature, mass, and chemical potential fa-
cilitates the computation of the required integrals, providing a useful framework for
applying approximations, such as m ≪ T, which corresponds to the ultra-relativistic case.
Generally, the integrals (40)–(42) cannot be expressed in terms of standard special functions
and require numerical methods for evaluation under certain limiting conditions.
However, in some cases discussed later, these integrals can be solved analytically.

3.3.1. Non-Relativistic Case

In the specific case of approximated Maxwell–Boltzmann statistics, the integrals (40)–
(42) can be computed and expressed in terms of special functions. The corresponding
integrals can be formulated as

NMB
i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
=

π4

45
T
Ti
PMB

i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
= gi

(
Ti
T

)3 (mi
Ti

)2
eµi/Ti K2(zi) , (43)

EMB
i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
=

45
π4

(
Ti
T

)(
1 +

K1(zi)

3K2(zi)

)
NMB

i . (44)

In this context, Kn(z) denotes a modified Bessel function of the second kind, and
the superscript signifies the reinterpretation of the integral functions (40)–(42) in terms
of the Maxwell–Boltzmann (MB) distribution function. This reinterpretation involves the
omission of the ±1 term present in the original functions. As previously highlighted, in the
absence of degenerate fermions and a Bose condensate, the approximation introduced by
this statistical approach only results in a minor quantitative deviation compared to the exact
Fermi–Dirac (FD) and Bose–Einstein (BE) statistics. Consequently, in the pertinent physical
limit of interest, where the particle species is non-relativistic (mi ≫ Ti) and mi ≫ Ti + µi,
this approximation becomes exact. The second condition gives rise to occupation numbers
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significantly below unity, indicating a dilute system, a circumstance that aligns with the
assumption made earlier. This condition is commonly met in cosmological contexts when
the first one is satisfied. However, it is notably violated in systems characterized by high
density, such as white dwarfs and neutron stars. Consequently, N j

i , E j
i , and P j

i become
independent of the superscript, denoted as j = MB, +, −. Taking into consideration
that for z ≫ 1 (m ≫ T), K2(zi) =

√
π/(2zi)e−z + O(1/zi) and

(
1 + K1(zi)

3K2(zi)

)
= 1

2 + zi
3 ,

a straightforward derivation follows

N±
i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
= gi

√
π

2

(
Ti
T

)3 (mi
Ti

) 3
2
e−

mi−µi
Ti , (45)

P±
i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
=

45
π4

(
Ti
T

)
N±

i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
, (46)

E±
i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
=

45
π4

(
Ti
T

) [
1
2
+

(
mi
3Ti

)]
N±

i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
, (47)

leading to the non-relativistic number density (ni), energy density (ρi), and pressure (pi)

ni = gi

(
miTi
2π

)3/2
e−

mi−µi
Ti , (48)

ρi = mini +
3
2

niTi , (49)

pi = niTi ≪ ρi , (50)

respectively.
In the scenario of massless particles (mi = 0), it is possible to express the integrals in

Equations (40)–(42) in terms of special functions. The results are as follows:

N±
i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= ∓2gi

(
Ti
T

)3
Li3(∓eµi/Ti ) (51)

E±
i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= P±

i

(
T, 0,

µi
Ti

)
= ∓ 90

π4 gi

(
Ti
T

)4
Li4(∓eµi/Ti ) , (52)

where Lis(x) are polylogarithmic functions. For small but not vanishing chemical potentials,
these can be expressed as

N+
i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= gi

(
Ti
T

)3
[

3ζ(3)
2

+
π2

6

(
µi
Ti

)
+ log(2)

(
µi
Ti

)2
+ ...

]
, (53)

N−
i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= gi

(
Ti
T

)3
[

2ζ(3) +
π2

3

(
µi
Ti

)
+

1
2

(
3 − 2 log

(
µi
Ti

))(
µi
Ti

)2
+ ...

]
, (54)

E+
i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= P+

i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= gi

(
Ti
T

)4
[

7
8
+

135ζ(3)
2π4

(
µi
Ti

)
+

15
4π2

(
µi
Ti

)2
+ ...

]
, (55)

E−
i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= P−

i

(
Ti
T

, 0,
µi
Ti

)
= gi

(
Ti
T

)4
[

1 +
90ζ(3)

π4

(
µi
Ti

)
+

15
2π2

(
µi
Ti

)2
+ ...

]
. (56)
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3.3.2. Relativistic Case

In the pertinent physical limit of interest, where the species are relativistic, Ti ≫ mi,
one can consider vanishing chemical potentials (µi = 0), which is a reasonable approxima-
tion given that |µ| ≪ T, and a straightforward derivation can be made from Equations (51)
and (52) by setting µi = 0 or from Equations (40) and (41) using mi/Ti → 0 and µi/Ti → 0.
With this being said, the relativistic case presents

N±
i

(
Ti
T

, 0, 0
)
= 2ζ(3)gn

effi

(
Ti
T

)3
, (57)

E±
i

(
Ti
T

, 0, 0
)
= P

(
Ti
T

, 0, 0
)
= geffi

(
Ti
T

)4
, (58)

that leads to the relativistic number density of species i and energy density of relativistic
particle species i

ni =
ζ(3)
π2 gn

effi
T3

i , (59)

ρi =
π2

30
geffi T

4
i = 3pi , (60)

where gn
effi

= 3/4gi and geffi = 7gi/8 if the particle species under consideration is a fermion
and gn

effi
= geffi = gi if the particle species is a boson.

Based on the results for both non-relativistic and relativistic scenarios, the total energy
density can be derived through two key considerations. First, by examining equilibrium
conditions, the total energy density can be approximated by focusing mainly on relativistic
species, as the contributions from non-relativistic species are exponentially smaller [6].
Next, we assume that the medium has a temperature T equal to that of the photon gas.
With these assumptions, the total energy density can be calculated using Equation (38),
resulting in [6]

ρ =
π2

30
g∗T4 , (61)

where

g∗(T) = ∑
i=bosons

gi

(
Ti
T

)4
+

7
8 ∑

i=fermions
gi

(
Ti
T

)4
, (62)

counts the effectively massless degrees of freedom [6] (i.e., species with mass mi ≪ T).
The sum over particle species can be divided into two types of contributions. The first type,
denoted as gequilibrium

∗ , accounts for relativistic species that are in thermal equilibrium with
the medium, meaning their temperature is Ti = T. This case provides

gequilibrium
∗ = ∑

i=bosons
gi +

7
8 ∑

i=fermions
gi . (63)

The second contribution, gdecoupled
∗ , occurs when the species are not in thermal equilib-

rium with the photon gas, Ti ̸= T,

gdecoupled
∗ (T) = ∑

i=bosons
gi

(
Ti
T

)4
+

7
8 ∑

i=fermions
gi

(
Ti
T

)4
. (64)

Hence, these outcomes hold true for any given ultra-relativistic particle species i
exhibiting a small chemical potential (µi ≪ Ti) and possessing a distribution function with
an equilibrium shape. Notably, in the case of the number density, the obtained results align
with Equation (33) as expected.
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3.3.3. Net Particle Number

The comparison between a species and its antiparticle is often of interest, and in a state
of complete equilibrium, its excess can be easily computed. With chemical equilibrium
implying that the chemical potential of a particle species i = i+ is equal in magnitude
and symmetric in sign to the chemical potential of its antiparticle i = i−, denoted as
µ ≡ µi+ = −µi− , the net density number of a particle species i+ over its antiparticle i− can
be computed by using Equation (37) giving [6]

ni+ − ni− =



giT3
i

6π2

[
π2
(

µ
Ti

)
+
(

µ
Ti

)3
]

, for relativistic fermions (Ti ≫ mi)

giT3
i

6π2

[
2π2

(
µ
Ti

)
− 1

3

(
µ
Ti

)3
]

, for relativistic bosons (Ti ≫ mi)

2gi

(
miTi
2π

)3/2
sinh

(
µ
Ti

)
e
(
− mi

Ti

)
, for all non-relativistic species (Ti ≪ mi)

(65)

It is also often useful to express these quantities in terms of small chemical potentials,
in which case for |µ| < m (no Bose condensation)

ni+ − ni− =
gia±c

6
T3

i

(
µi
Ti

)
α±c

i

(
mi
Ti

)
, (66)

where

α±c
i

(
zi =

mi
Ti

)
≡ 6

π2a±c

∫ ∞

zi

u
√

u2 − z2
i

eu

(eu ± c)2 du , (u = Ei/T) , (67)

with a+1 = 1, a−1 = a±0 = 2 and the superscripts +1, −1 and ±0 standing respectively for
FD, BE, and MB statistics. Note that in the massless limit (mi = 0), α±c(0) = 1.

3.4. Entropy in the Expanding Universe

Entropy holds a crucial position in the thermodynamic description of the universe,
particularly due to its relationship with the scale factor. Within the field of thermodynamics,
entropy is also fundamental to the discipline’s core principles. This is especially true in
scenarios involving a varying number of particles, where entropy’s significance is high-
lighted by the general formulation given in Equation (19). This formulation is structured
around the understanding that energy and the number of particles are extensive properties,
scaling proportionally with the volume of the system, whereas temperature and pressure
manifest as local characteristics independent of volume. Consequently, entropy itself is
classified as an extensive property. It is beneficial, therefore, to reformulate the fundamental
thermodynamic equation by expressing the energy, number of particle, and entropy in
terms of their densities within a cosmological volume V. This reformulation leads to the
following expression:

(Ts − ρ − p + µn)dV + (Tds − dρ + µdn)V = 0 , (68)

where ρ = E/V, n = N/V and s = S/V. This relation is valid both for the entire system
and any of its parts and so, using it for a region of constant volume inside the system, it is
possible to obtain Tds = dρ − µdn, and using it subsequently for the entire system, gives
the entropy density [31]

s = ∑
i

ρi + pi − ∑i µini
Ti

=
2π2

45
S∗

({
Ti
T

}
,
{

mi
Ti

}
,
{

µi
Ti

})
T3 , (69)
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where S∗({Ti/T}, {mi/T}, {µi/T}) = ∑i S±
i (Ti/T, mi/T, µi/T) with S±

i defined as

S±
i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
≡ T

Ti

(
3
4
E±

i +
1
4
P±

i

)
− 45

4π4
µi
Ti
N±

i , (70)

represents the contributions of each species i to the effective degrees of freedom within
entropy. Equation (69) corresponds to the general expression without assuming any specific
case, where the computation of such a general case requires numerical methods. However,
the relativist and non-relativist cases can be calculated analytically.

In the relativistic case, considering Ti ≫ mi and vanishing chemical potentials, the
expression for S±

i is given by

S±
i

(
Ti
T

, 0, 0
)
=

geffi

2ζ(3)gn
effi

N±
i

(
Ti
T

, 0, 0
)
= geffi

(
Ti
T

)3
, (71)

which in turn allows to compute the total energy density for relativistic species

srelativistic = ∑
i

2π2

45
geffi T

3
i . (72)

Another way to obtain this result is to use directly the first equality of Equation (69)
with µ = 0 and considering that in the relativistic scenario, the energy density and pressure
have the relation ρ = 3p, allowing in combination with Equation (60) to write the entropy
density for relativistic species as

srelativistic = ∑
i

ρi + pi
Ti

=
4
3 ∑

i

ρi
Ti

= ∑
i

2π2

45
geffi T

3
i . (73)

For the non-relativistic case, one considers mi ≫ Ti satisfying the condition
mi − µi ≫ T that allows to compute S±

i as

S±
i

(
Ti
T

,
mi
Ti

,
µi
Ti

)
=

45gi

4π4

√
π

2

(
5
2
+

mi − µi
Ti

)(
Ti
T

)3 (mi
Ti

) 3
2
e

µi−mi
Ti , (74)

leading to the following total entropy density for non-relativistic species

snon−relativistic = ∑
i

ni

[
5
2
+ ln

(
gi
ni
(

miTi
2π

)
3
2

)]
, (75)

where Equation (48) is used to express the entropy density in terms of the number density.
Once more, this result can be obtained directly by using the first equality of Equation (69),

Equation (49), and Equation (50), yielding [31]

snon−relativistic = ∑
i

5
2

ni +
mi − µi

T
ni . (76)

To calculate the total entropy density, one can approximate that relativistic species will
dominate the contribution when comparing the results for relativistic and non-relativistic
cases. Therefore, using Equation (60), the total entropy density can be expressed as [6]

s = ∑
i

ρi + pi
Ti

=
2π2

45
g∗ST3 , (77)

where

g∗S = ∑
i=bosons

gi

(
Ti
T

)3
+

7
8 ∑

i=fermions
gi

(
Ti
T

)3
. (78)
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A notable point to consider is that when all relativistic species are in thermal equilib-
rium—meaning they share the same temperature, it is a good approximation to assume that
g∗S equals g∗ [6]. The entropy of all relativistic species remains conserved as long as their
distribution functions stay thermal. In this scenario, any entropy production from non-
equilibrium processes is negligible compared to the total entropy, which is overwhelmingly
dominated by the relativistic species. Therefore, treating the expansion of the universe as
adiabatic is an excellent approximation. In this context, entropy serves as a reliable tool for
tracking the evolution of the scale factor in relation to temperature, which is then given by
the following expression:

a ∝ g−1/3
∗S (T) T−1 . (79)

It is worth mentioning that when a particle species decouples, the temperature of
the remaining equilibrium radiation decreases at a slower rate. This occurs because the
number of degrees of freedom within the equilibrium radiation decreases [6]. Additionally,
the temperature of the decoupled species decreases as T−1, in contrast to the g−1/3

∗ (T)T−1

dependence observed in equilibrium radiation. This discrepancy arises because the entropy
density of the decoupled species remains conserved independently, and therefore, it does
not interact with or contribute to the degrees of freedom of the equilibrium radiation.

These results clearly demonstrate the significant impact of the second law of thermo-
dynamics on our understanding of the primordial universe. According to this law, the
entropy of any closed system must increase, remaining constant only during equilibrium
or adiabatic processes, where the system evolves gradually while maintaining thermal
equilibrium. In the context of an expanding universe, applying the fundamental principles
of thermodynamics to a comoving volume, defined as V ≡ a3, reveals that during thermal
equilibrium, the following condition holds:

d(a3s)
dt

=
d
dt

[
a3

T
(ρ + p − µn)

]
=

a3

T

[
3H(ρ + p) +

dρ

dt
+

dp
dt

− s
dT
dt

− n
dµ

dt
− µ

(
dn
dt

− 3Hn
)]

, (80)

where the subscript i labeling the particle species and the corresponding summation is
omitted, and recognizing that for vanishing chemical potentials ṗ = sṪ, it follows from the
conservation of energy Equation (8) that for vanishing chemical potentials,

d(a3s)
dt

= 0 . (81)

It becomes clear that the equation governing energy conservation can be interpreted
directly in terms of entropy. When equilibrium is maintained and the chemical potentials
for particle species vanish, this equation transforms into one that describes the conservation
of entropy within a comoving volume, expressed as S = a3s. This insight has broader
implications. First, it applies to any particle species with a distribution function of the form
f = f eq(E/T), where T(t) is a time-dependent temperature, as long as they follow the
energy conservation equation. This generalization also holds true for any decoupled stable
particle species that maintain a thermal distribution with their own distinct temperatures.
Second, by revisiting the fundamental thermodynamic relation, we can introduce chemical
potentials not only for individual particle species but also for conserved quantum numbers.
When dNi represents the differentials of such conserved quantum numbers, dNi = 0
whenever these quantum numbers are preserved. Thus, even when chemical potentials are
non-zero, the previously derived results remain valid.

From this discussion, two important conclusions can be drawn. First, for
a universe undergoing adiabatic expansion, or more precisely, when entropy within
a comoving volume is conserved, a direct relationship can be established between the
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universe’s expansion (or equivalently, its redshift) and its cooling, characterized by the
following parameters:

a
(

T,
{

Ti
T

}
,
{

mi
Ti

}
,
{

µi
Ti

})
= cte

(
45

2π2

)1/3
S−1/3
∗

({
Ti
T

}
,
{

mi
Ti

}
,
{

µi
Ti

})
T−1 , (82)

(1 + z1) T0 =

(
S1/3
∗ ({Ti/T1}, {mi/Ti}, {µi/Ti})

S1/3
∗ ({Ti/T0}, {mi/Ti}, {µi/Ti})

)
T1 , (83)

and the number of a given species i in a comoving volume, Vi = a3ni, is proportional to the
number density of the species N divided by s, that is, Vi = cte. × ni/s = cte × N, where N
is conveniently defined as

N ≡ ni
s

. (84)

Subsequently, from Equation (82) it is possible to establish the differential relation:

da
a

= Hdt = −
(

dS∗
3S∗

+
dT
T

)
⇒ H = −

(
Ṡ∗

3S∗
− Ṫ

T

)
, (85)

which in turn, combined with the dynamical Equation (6) for the flat model, written in
terms of ρ = π2E∗T4/30, can be used to find the time–temperature relation

t = −
∫ (8π3GN

90
E∗T4

)−1/2(dS∗
3S∗

+
dT
T

)
. (86)

which relates the age of the universe with the temperature.

3.5. Baryons in the Universe

Building on the conclusions drawn in the preceding section, it is evident that the
conservation of entropy per comoving volume can be employed to introduce quantitative,
time-independent characteristics of asymmetries in conserved quantum numbers [31,38].
Specifically, this framework allows for the examination of baryon asymmetry in the uni-
verse, characterized by the presence of baryonic matter and the apparent absence of anti-
matter for practical purposes. In the absence of baryon number-violating processes, the
baryon asymmetry must be conserved within a comoving volume, thereby ensuring that

(nb − nb̄)a3 = cte , (87)

where nb and nb̄ are the number densities of baryons and antibaryons, respectively, and so,
from Equation (84), it can be immediately seen that the ratio

B ≡ nB
s

, (88)

where nB ≡ nb − nb̄ represents a time-independent characteristic of baryon asymmetry,
assuming the expansion of the universe remains isotropic. This condition is typically
satisfied with high precision throughout most of the universe’s history. In the post-photon
decoupling, the number of non-interacting photons in a comoving volume remains constant,
with Tγ ∝ a−1(t) and nγ ∼ a−3(t). Consequently, after this point, as long as there is no
further violation of the baryon number, the ratio nB/nγ remains unchanged.

At higher temperatures, however, the annihilation of massive particles occurs when
the temperature drops below their respective masses. These annihilations heat the pri-
mordial plasma, increasing the photon number density. Therefore, it is more practical to
introduce the quantity B, which remains effectively constant in a state of thermal equi-
librium throughout the expansion. Within the SM of particle physics, in the absence of
new long-lived particles, there is no further transfer of entropy to the photons after the
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e+e− annihilation and as a result, nγa3 also remains constant. Therefore, when lower
temperatures are reached, specifically around T ≲ 1 MeV, the baryon-to-photon ratio is used

η ≡ nB
nγ

, (89)

which, for this temperature range, also remains constant and can easily be related to the
quantity B by

η =
s

nγ
B =

(
2π2

45 S∗,0

)
(

2ζ(3)
π2

)
B

≈ B
0.14

. (90)

The baryon-to-photon ratio is roughly equal to 10B so that the two quantities practically
coincide with each other. At higher temperatures, the baryon-to-photon ratio may differ
by one to two orders of magnitude due to the contribution of heavier particles to the
entropy density, resulting in the dilution of the baryon-to-photon ratio by the same amount.
Additional sources of dilution include possible first- and second-order phase transitions in
the early universe and the out-of-equilibrium decay of unstable particles. These processes
could significantly diminish the original baryon asymmetry characterized by nB/s. All
evidence suggests that the present-day baryon asymmetry nB/s ∼ 10−11 [8,34–36,45–47].
This meager value has profound implications for the thermal history of the universe. Most
importantly, this result supports the approximation made to compute the total entropy
density, as it allows us to conclude that the number density of non-relativistic species
is always small in the cosmic medium at low temperatures when protons and neutrons
are non-relativistic.

From a phenomenological perspective, the observed baryonic asymmetry presents
a significant gap in our understanding of the primordial universe. According to the
Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, our best current theory, the Big Bang should
have produced equal amounts of particles and antiparticles. This would have led to
their complete annihilation, leaving behind a universe filled only with photons [48].
However, this prediction contrasts sharply with what we actually observe. The existence of
baryonic asymmetry suggests that a physical mechanism must have created this imbalance
at some point during the universe’s evolution. The processes responsible for generating
this asymmetry are known as baryogenesis mechanisms and offer the best explanation for
this issue.

The foundational work in baryogenesis was published in 1967 when A.D. Sakharov
proposed that the baryon asymmetry might not result from unnatural initial conditions
but could instead be explained through microphysical laws [49]. These laws suggest
that an initially symmetric universe could dynamically develop the observed asymmetry,
providing a theoretical framework for understanding this phenomenon within particle
physics and cosmology. Sakharov outlined a “recipe” for generating this asymmetry, which
has become fundamental to the study of baryonic asymmetry. The three conditions defined
by Sakharov are as follows:

1. Baryon number violation;
2. Violation of C (charge conjugation symmetry) and CP (the composition of parity and C);
3. Departure from the equilibrium.

Each of these conditions plays a crucial role in successfully generating asymmetry.
The first condition allows for the creation of baryons by ensuring that the baryon number
is not conserved. The second condition favors the production of matter over antimatter.
The third condition helps maintain the asymmetry by suppressing any reverse processes
when the system moves out of equilibrium. However, it was later discovered that while
the Sakharov conditions are effective in creating asymmetry, they are not strictly necessary.
It is possible to develop successful baryogenesis mechanisms that do not meet all three
conditions [50–54].
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The majority of baryogenesis mechanisms rely on physics beyond the SM (for more
details, see [55–59]), showing how this asymmetry can be a portal to new physics. The
need for physics beyond the SM arises not only as a potential solution to the asymmetry
problem, where Grand Unified Theories (GUTs) were initially considered due to their
natural incorporation of baryon number violation, but also due to the limited CP violation
of the SM and the shortcomings of electroweak baryogenesis, a mechanism that relies solely
on the SM [60–64].

Since electrons and nucleons are present today, this implies that during the primordial
era, the chemical potential for baryons, µB, was non-zero and positive. Moreover, because
the universe is electrically neutral and electrons are the lightest negatively charged particles,
the excess of electrons over positrons must balance with the excess of nucleons over
antinucleons. For each particle species, µ(T) can be determined based on the conserved
quantities and the current number of fermions (electrons and nucleons). This analysis shows
that in the early universe, µ ≪ T when T ≫ m. Specifically, the baryon chemical potential
is very small at temperatures around T ≳ 200 MeV [31]. At lower temperatures, the net
baryon density is so negligible compared to the photon density that this chemical potential
can be effectively disregarded in calculations of total thermodynamic quantities [34–36].
The same reasoning applies to other chemical potentials (noting that, for practical purposes,
photons always have zero chemical potential).

However, it is important to emphasize that while at temperatures 200 MeV ≲ T ≲
100 GeV, baryon number B, lepton numbers Le, Lµ, Lτ , and electric charge Q are con-
served quantum numbers, at higher temperatures, this conservation may not hold true [31].
In most scenarios above T ∼ 100 GeV, there is no violation of the baryon number, al-
though some models propose such violations even at lower temperatures [31]. Gener-
ally, it is assumed that the universe was initially symmetric in matter, and the observed
asymmetry was generated by baryon number-violating processes occurring out of equilib-
rium. In this situation, the chemical potential for baryons would initially vanish, with the
aforementioned processes producing the small asymmetry observed today. Consequently,
the chemical potential for baryons, and therefore for electrons, could typically be disre-
garded. Nevertheless, this view can be contested. For example, if the baryon asymmetry in
the early universe was higher than it is today and was subsequently diluted to its present
value by processes such as entropy generation or baryon-violating processes occurring in
equilibrium, the previous conclusion would not hold.

3.6. Equilibrium in the Expanding Universe

Given the expanding nature of the universe, maintaining equilibrium under such
conditions is complex and not straightforward. Consequently, a variety of cases and
situations must be considered, analyzed, and discussed. The previous results suggest that
in the usual cosmological framework, especially at the high temperatures typical of the
early universe, chemical potentials are expected to be very small and can be neglected
to a good approximation. This simplification greatly simplifies calculations, as thermal
distribution functions and all thermodynamic quantities then depend solely on temperature.
By ignoring chemical potentials, we can compare the asymptotic forms of N±

i , E±
i , and

P±
i in both relativistic and non-relativistic limits. Specifically, the term z3/2

i exp(−zi),
common to N±

i , E±
i , and P±

i in the non-relativistic limit, reaches a maximum at zi = 1.5,
approximately 0.401, and becomes exponentially suppressed for higher zi values.

In equilibrium, the contributions from non-relativistic particles to these quantities are
exponentially smaller compared to those from relativistic particles. This difference arises
because, in the non-relativistic limit, particle densities, energies, and pressures decrease ex-
ponentially with temperature, whereas in the relativistic limit, they decrease more gradually.
Thus, when equilibrium is maintained among the primary components of the universe’s
matter content, it is usually a good approximation to include only relativistic particles in the
total thermodynamic quantities. Even the contributions from semi-relativistic particles can
often be disregarded, as they introduce only a minor error, which is generally insignificant
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for most situations. Using this approximation, the Friedmann equation can be expressed as
given by Equation (61):

H2 =
8π3GN

90
g∗(T)T4 (91)

leading to

H = 1.66g1/2
∗ (T)

T2

mPl
, (92)

where mPl = G−1/2
N = 1.22 × 1019 GeV is the Planck mass. It should be noted that g∗(T)

is inherently temperature dependent because as temperature varies, particle species may
transition between relativistic and non-relativistic states, thereby contributing to or being
excluded from the sum respectively. The specific value of g∗(T) at a given temperature
is also influenced by the underlying particle physics model. Generally, considering its
temperature dependence,

√
g∗ typically ranges between 2 and 20. For example, within

the standard SU(3)× SU(2)× U(1) model, g∗(T) can be specified for temperatures up to
O(100) GeV. However, at higher temperatures, g∗(T) becomes model dependent. In the
minimal SU(5) model for T ≳ 1015 GeV, g∗(T) = 160.75. Furthermore, if only the contribu-
tions of relativistic particle species are considered, then E∗ = P∗ = g∗. Consequently, as
expected, p = ρ/3 is recovered, corresponding to an expansion dominated by radiation
(RD) and a single-fluid interpretation. By taking only into account relativistic particles, the
time–temperature relation can be simply found by the substitution of Equation (92) into
Equation (11), which yields

t =
0.301√
g∗(T)

mPl
T2 ∼

(
T

MeV

)−2
sec. (93)

Indeed, if we focus solely on the contributions from relativistic species and ignore
how E changes over time—assuming E = P = S = g∗ remains constant—the same
result can be achieved. This can be confirmed by integrating the precise time–temperature
relationship outlined in Equation (86). In equilibrium, the temperature of the universe is
expected to decrease over time according to the relation t ∝ T−2. Therefore, if equilibrium
is maintained, the early universe would be characterized by extremely high temperatures
and would be predominantly filled with relativistic particles (T ≫ mi). During this era,
all interactions would be mediated by massless gauge bosons, with their cross sections
described by σk ∼ αnT−2. Here, α represents the coupling constant relevant to the process,
typically ranging from 0.01 to 0.1, and n = 1 or 2 corresponds to decays or two-body
reactions, respectively. Thus, in the high-temperature regime of the early universe, the
scattering cross sections for various processes are approximately given by the same formula.
This also applies to the interaction rates per particle as indicated by the same expression:

Γ ≡ nTσ|v| , (94)

where v represents the relative velocity between particles, and nT denotes the number
density of target particles. Given that the universe is primarily composed of relativistic
particles, where the velocity |v| is approximately 1 and the number density nT scales with
the cube of the temperature (T3), interaction rates are generally estimated to be Γ ∼ αnT.
Thus, requiring the thumb rule Γ > H as a minimal condition for equilibrium allows to
conclude that for

T > 0.602
αnmPl√

g∗
∼ 1016 GeV , (95)

equilibrium may be established at high temperatures; however, below the threshold
defined by Equation (95), all perturbative interactions are expected to freeze out,
rendering them ineffective in maintaining or establishing thermal equilibrium.
Paradoxically, the equilibrium condition is satisfied when the time is short
(t > 10−38 s), or equivalently, when the temperature is high but constrained by the bound
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given in Equation (95). At temperatures exceeding 1016 GeV or times earlier than 10−38 s,
neither known interactions nor those predicted by Grand Unified Theories are capable of
thermalizing the universe.

However, the possibility of other processes capable of establishing thermal
equilibrium at temperatures below the bound given by Equation (95) cannot be excluded.
For instance, quantum gravitational processes occurring before the Planck time, tPl ∼ 10−43

s, might play a significant role [65–67]. For temperatures above 200 GeV, all known
species of elementary particles, that is, all particles of the SM, starting from the pho-
ton till the top quark (mt = 172.69 ± 0.30) GeV [36], are relativistic. In fact, in the
SM scenario, particles only acquire mass after the electroweak (EW) phase transition
such that for temperatures above the EW scale, E∗SMP = P∗SMP = S∗SMP = g∗SMP = 106.75,
and the previous description remains perfectly exact. It is evident that when annihilations
or decays are not occurring, the aforementioned statement holds true. However, at tem-
peratures below approximately 100 GeV, the masses of particle species become significant,
causing their number densities, energy densities, and pressure to decline as the temperature
approaches their mass thresholds. This reduction occurs through particle annihilation or, if
the particles are unstable, through their decay.

At higher temperatures, such reactions are continually occurring; however, they are
balanced by particle–antiparticle pair production or inverse decay processes. In contrast,
at lower temperatures, the thermal energies of the particles are insufficient to sustain these
balancing processes. Consequently, the contribution of a given particle species to the energy
density and pressure diminishes gradually, rather than instantaneously, often requiring
several Hubble times to become negligible. During periods when a particle species is
semi-relativistic, where it is not fully described by either T ≪ mi or T ≫ mi, its impact on
total pressure, energy density, and entropy density can be significant. In these cases, E∗,
P∗, and S∗ do not remain constant and must be calculated numerically. However, this sce-
nario is relatively rare compared to the two primary cases: relativistic and non-relativistic.
Even when considering these intermediate cases, E∗ changes slowly, making it reason-
able to approximate E∗ ≈ g∗ (constant) and E∗ ≈ P∗. Thus, for most practical pur-
poses regarding the expansion time scale, the approximate result given by Equation (93)
is adequate.

However, for the relation between a and T, a more accurate relation is needed and
should indeed be provided by the result obtained by the conservation of the entropy
and given by Equation (82). Indeed, for as long as the equilibrium situation is held and
only the contributions from the relativistic particles are being accounted for, S∗ ≃ E∗.
This is of course false if the relativistic content is not entirely in equilibrium or if the
contribution of semi-relativistic particles is being taken into account since in this last
situation, P∗ ̸= E∗ ̸= cte and thus S∗ ̸= E∗ ̸= cte and it may be indeed more appropriate to
use the accurate result given by Equation (86). Yet, the conservation of the entropy allows
to establish an exact relation between the scale factor and temperature at two different
times, skipping this kind of detail.

Furthermore, as the temperature falls and some particles species become
non-relativistic, the reaction rates for the processes involving these species as target
particles also become exponentially suppressed. Additionally, massive bosons that
mediate some types of interactions may also become non-relativistic and the cross section
for the interactions involving these bosons may also become suppressed by the boson
rest masses (σ ∼ α2T2/m4

X), thus suppressing the respective interaction rates as well.
Each of these scenarios, individually or combined, may disrupt equilibrium due to the
interaction rates becoming insufficient (Γint < H).

As a result, the rest masses that remain after annihilations (and possible decays)
start to dominate, marking the transition of the universe into its matter-dominated (MD)
epoch. This phase represents the universe’s “adolescence” phase. This shift mirrors what
happened with nucleons and electrons: as the temperature dropped below their rest
masses, they annihilated with their antiparticles. For nucleons, this annihilation began
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right after their formation during the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) phase transition.
However, there was a slight excess of nucleons compared to antiparticles, allowing this
surplus to survive the annihilation. Since nucleons are the lightest baryons, the baryon
number today is mainly found in protons and neutrons. Therefore, for temperatures T ≲ 10
MeV, the baryon number is effectively concentrated in nucleons

nN̄ ≪ nN and nN ≡ nn + np = nB , (96)

where nN̄ , nN , nn, and np are the number densities of nucleons, antinucleons, neutrons, and
protons, respectively. On the other hand, since the universe is electrically neutral and the
negative charge lies in the electrons, after the electron–positron annihilation, the number
of electrons must equal the number of protons.

4. Out-of-Equilibrium Phenomena

While the previous description captures the thermodynamic evolution of the early
universe, a thorough understanding also requires considering out-of-equilibrium phenom-
ena [68]. Many aspects of new physics, such as dark matter, have speculative results that
are built in out-of-equilibrium scenarios, processes like freeze-in, a pivotal process for
dark-matter [69–72], and freeze-out [73,74]. Both processes play a pivotal role in the full
description of the early universe and in this review, we will give a brief introduction to the
freeze-out mechanism. Therefore, in this section, we present a comprehensive review of
out-of-equilibrium phenomena in the context of the primordial universe. Once more, this
section draws inspiration and some results from [6] and for more in-depth details of most
of the topics presented, we recommend [75–78].

4.1. Boltzmann Equation in the Expanding Universe

As previously noted, the Boltzmann equation is the formal tool to describe
the evolution of scenarios beyond equilibrium, as it provides a crucial framework for
accurately tracking particle phase space distributions. Its significance is further enhanced
by the fact that, in most physically relevant scenarios, it can be approximately solved
under well-justified assumptions. This yields detailed results regarding the present-day
abundances of various species, thereby offering valuable insights into the thermal history
of the universe and its potential implications for key areas of microphysics. In its general
form, the Boltzmann equation in Hamiltonian formalism can be expressed as

L̂[ f ] = C[ f ] , (97)

where C is the collision operator and L̂ is the Liouville operator. In its covariant form, the
Liouville operator is given by [75,76]

L̂( f ) = pc ∂ f
∂xc − Γc

ab pa pb ∂ f
∂pc , (98)

where Γc
ab is the metric connection and pa = (E, p) is the quadri-momentum. For

the Robertson–Walker metric, the non-zero components of the connection can easily be
found (see for instance [15,20,21]) and since in this case f (x, p, t) = f (|p|, t) = f (E, t),
the Liouville operator may be cast in the form

L̂[ f (E, t)] = E
∂ f
∂t

− H|p|2 ∂ f
∂E

. (99)

For a given particle species i, the Boltzmann Equation (97) can be written in terms of
its density of states dni, using f = (2π)3dni/gid3 pi so that upon integration by parts, it can
be cast in the form (see for instance [6] for further details)

dni
dt

+ 3Hni = Icoll
i , (100)
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where
Icoll
i ≡ gi/(2π)3

∫
C[ fi]d3 pi , (101)

is the collision integral, which for a generic process of the type i1 + i2 + ... + in ↔ j1 + j2 +
... + jn, is given by

Icoll
i1 = −

∫ [
W(i1i2...in → j1 j2...jn)

n

∏
k=1

fik (1 ± f jk ) (102)

−W(j1 j2...jn → i1i2...in)
n

∏
k=1

f jk (1 ± fik )

]
dΠik dΠjk .

fak is the phase space densities for any species ak and the sign (+) applies to boson species
and the sign (−) to fermions species and

W(i1i2...in → j1 j2...jn) ≡ (2π)4δ4

(
n

∑
k=1

pik −
n

∑
k=1

pjk

)
|M(i1i2...in → j1 j2...jn)|2 (103)

with |M(i1i2...in → j1 j2...jn)|2, that sometimes is called the Feynman amplitude, being
the matrix element squared for the generic process α + β... → λ + σ averaged over the
initial and final spins and including the appropriate symmetry factors for identical particles
in the initial or final states (we refer to [79] for how to calculate this term). Finally, dΠik
is given by

dΠik ≡
gik

(2π)3

d3 pik
2Eik

, (104)

where g counts the internal degrees of freedom. If a particle species is involved in more
than one process, it is essential to include all of these processes in the collision term.

The Boltzmann Equation (100) is a powerful tool of statistical mechanics, as it provides
a complete statistical description of interactions (for an in-depth discussion of this topic,
we refer the reader to [26]). In general, the Boltzmann equations constitute a coupled
system of integral–differential equations governing the phase space distributions of all
species present. Nonetheless, in the context of solving practical problems, the phase
space distribution functions of all species, except for a few, can be approximated by their
equilibrium distributions due to their rapid interactions with other species. Consequently,
this simplification reduces the problem to a single integral–differential equation for the
species of interest, which we denote in the following work as χ.

Furthermore, in the scenario where χ represents a stable particle, and assuming that
all other species maintain equilibrium phase space distributions, the entropy per comoving
volume remains conserved. This approximation holds because, with the exception of the
species χ, all other species are assumed to have negligible chemical potentials and maintain
equilibrium distribution functions. Therefore, in this case, it is useful to introduce the
quantity X = nχ/s as a dependent variable, which is related to the actual number of χ’s in
a comoving volume and allows to write the left-hand side (LHS) of Equation (100) as [6]

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = sẊ . (105)

In the same way as performed in the Section 3.3, it is useful to introduce the adimen-
sional variable that is the ratio of the mass of χ and temperature: z = mχ/T.

Considering the subject of the following sections, it is useful to introduce a hypothet-
ical cosmological solution in the form of a power law. This solution is derived from the
field equations of a theory that, while not necessarily GR, is still bound by the require-
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ment to satisfy the covariant conservation of energy (8). This solution is characterized
by the following:

ρ(t) =
Pi

a3γi (t)
, (106)

a(t)
Ai

= (t − ti0)
b, H(t) =

b
t − ti0

, (107)

where ti0, Ai, and Pi are constants of integration, and b is a constant parameter. As clearly
demonstrated by Equation (106), this hypothetical solution obeys the conservation of energy.
Consequently, the conservation of entropy per comoving volume is maintained under the
same conditions as those prescribed by GR. In fact, the GR cosmological solutions, described
by Equation (11), are recovered when b = 2/3γi. Therefore, the time–temperature relation
for this solution can be succinctly expressed as follows:

t − ti0 = CiT−1/b , (108)

which yields the following differential relation:

dt =
Ci
b

m−1/b
χ z

1−b
b dz =

dz
zH(z)

=
z

1−b
b

H(z = 1)
dz , (109)

with Ci being a constant which can be easily determined by specifying b and the ther-
mal expansion rate, H(T), namely through the relation H(z = 1) = m1/b

χ H(T = 1) =

bm1/b
χ /Ci. Note that a factor S∗ should indeed have been included in Equation (108).

Consequently, an additional term involving its derivative should have been incorporated
into Equation (109). However, this latter term is small and, to a good approximation, S∗
can be fixed by the value of g∗S around the freeze-out. Additionally, there are
well-motivated approximations that significantly simplify the collision integral, the first of
which is the use of Maxwell–Boltzmann statistics for all species instead of the exact statistics.
This assumption neglects the scenarios of Bose–Einstein condensation or Fermi degeneracy.
In their absence, the blocking and stimulated emission factors can be disregarded, as
1 ± f ≃ 1 [6]. Another simplification can be established by assuming CP invariance
which implies

|M(i1i2...in... → j1 j2...jn...)|2 = |M(j1 j2...jn → i1i2...in)|2 = |M|2 . (110)

Under these two assumptions, the collision integral becomes rather reduced and sim-
plified and adopting the hypothetical cosmological solution (106) and (107), the Boltzmann
Equation (100) assumes the simple form

X′ = − z
1−b

b

s(z)H(z = 1)

∫
W(i1i2...in → j1 j2...jn)

n

∏
k=1

[ fik − f jk ]dΠik dΠjk , (111)

where the prime ′ stands for d/dz, and s(z) = 2π2g∗Sm3
χz−3/45 = s(z = 1)z−3 is the

entropy density written in terms of the variable z.

4.2. Stable Particles: The Freeze-Out of Species

The kinetic Equation (100), which governs the evolution of the number density of
stable particles (particles with lifetimes significantly longer than the age of the universe);
besides stable particles, one can also consider unstable particles, bringing new considera-
tions such as if a given massive particle species λ is unstable but relatively long lived, it can
decouple from the surrounding medium before decaying (for further details see [80])—we
will not explore this case in this work, rather leaving it for further studies) can be solved
approximately with a high degree of accuracy by introducing additional assumptions be-
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yond those previously considered. These supplementary assumptions can be summarized
as follows:

1. Only annihilations and inverse annihilation processes need to be included.
Given that the particles are stable, it is generally adequate to consider only annihilation
and inverse annihilation processes when tracking the evolution of their phase space
distribution. These processes are primarily responsible for any significant changes in
the number of particles of interest [6]. We are considering processes such as

χχ̄ ↔ KK̄ , (112)

with K, K̄ standing for all the species into which χ’s can annihilate. For simplicity,
we only consider 2vs2 annihilation and that the asymmetry between χ’s and χ̄’s is
negligible. In this scenario, we consider that the particle species K̄, K̄ are in complete
equilibrium and their chemical potentials are zero. Conversely, if chemical equilibrium
is not maintained, the chemical potentials for particles and antiparticles are equal in
magnitude but opposite in sign such that µχ = −µχ̄.

2. The products of annihilation are in complete thermal equilibrium.
These products generally experience interactions that are stronger than those between
the original “parent” particles [6]. As a result, they will rapidly achieve thermal
equilibrium after their formation.

3. The particle species under inspection is in kinetic equilibrium.
In this scenario, its distribution function has the form [6]

fχ(p) = e−(E−µ)/T = eµ/T f eq
χ (p) , (113)

so that exp(µ/T) = nχ/neq
χ , where nχ represents the actual number density and

neq
χ is the equilibrium number density. This assumption is justified by the fact that

as the number density of the relevant particle species decreases, the annihilation of
these particles requires a partner species with a similarly suppressed number den-
sity. Since chemical equilibrium is maintained through annihilation processes, it will
be disrupted sooner than the kinetic equilibrium, which only requires interactions
with abundant massless particles. Given that the particle species is stable and decay
processes are excluded, the collision integral can be expressed as Icoll = Iel + Iann,
where Iel and Iann denote the collision integrals for elastic scattering and annihilation,
respectively. For non-relativistic particles (where m > T), the elastic scattering integral
Iel is significantly larger than the annihilation integral Iann due to the exponential
suppression of heavy particles. Consequently, the large value of Iel enforces kinetic
equilibrium. Therefore, for a distribution function of the form given by (113), integrat-
ing the Boltzmann equation over dΠ results in the disappearance of this large integral,
though its effect is still reflected in the distribution function (113) [38].

Under these assumptions, the collision integral for a particle species χ following the
general process χχ̄ → j1 j̄1 can be integrated, yielding [6]

Icoll
χ =

〈
σ(χχ̄ → j1 j̄1)|v|

〉
[(neq

χ )2 − n2
χ] (114)

where
〈
σ(χχ̄ → j1 j̄1)|v|

〉
is the thermally averaged annihilation cross section times the

relative velocity, and the Boltzmann equation resumes then to the form of the
Zeldovich–Lee–Weinberg equation, which for any hypothetical cosmological solution
of the type given by Equations (106) and (107) can be written as (for further details see [6]))

z
X′

Xeq =
ΓA

H(z)

[
1 −

(
X

Xeq

)2
]

, (115)
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where ΓA ≡ neq
χ ⟨σA|v|⟩ = sXeq⟨σA|v|⟩ is the total annihilation cross section; σA is the

thermally averaged total scattering cross section, which is defined as including all possible
final states and thus all possible annihilation channels; and Xeq is the equilibrium value
of nχ/s.

From Equation (115), it is evident that the ratio Γ/H serves as a quantitative indicator
of the effectiveness of the processes under consideration. Specifically, as Γ/H approaches
values significantly less than unity, the relative change in the number of X particles within
a comoving volume diminishes. Consequently, as Γ/H decreases with time or temperature,
the efficiency of the annihilation processes wanes. This decline in effectiveness results in
an increasing deviation of the actual number of χ particles in a comoving volume from its
equilibrium value. Eventually, the annihilation processes become negligible, leading to a
state where the number of χ particles effectively “freezes in” within the comoving volume.
This observation provides a novel perspective on the implications of the thumb rule (26)
and (27) and the freezing relation (34).

Equation (115) can be solved approximately [6] by making some simple assumptions,
which involve considering two distinct temperature regimes. To achieve this, it is useful
to parameterize the temperature dependence of the annihilation cross section, which can
generally be performed in a manner similar to that used in [6], by

⟨σA|v|⟩ = σ0z−n(1 + dz−m) , (116)

where n, m, and d are constant parameters depending on the type of annihilation by which
the processes proceed. Using this parametrization, Equation (115) can be written as

X′

(Xeq)2 = −λz(−n+1/b−4)(1 + dz−m)

[
1 −

(
X

Xeq

)2
]

, (117)

where
λ = σ0

( s
H

)
z=1

, (118)

with s(z = 1) = 2π2

45 g∗Sm3
χ. Thus, assuming that at high temperatures (low z), X follows

very near its equilibrium value, that is, X is weakly deviated from the equilibrium (X ≈
Xeq), it can be written that X = Xeq(1 + δX), where δX ≪ 1 and since in this situation
both Xeq and X are varying very slowly and approximately by the same amount, then
(Xeq)′ ≈ X′. Thus, neglecting the quadratic terms in δX, the solution to Equation (117) is
given in this approximation by [38]

δX ≈ −(2λ)−1

(
z(n−1/b+4)

1 + dz−m

)
(Xeq)′

(Xeq)2 = (2λXeq)−1

(
z(n−1/b+4)

1 + dz−m

)
K1(z)
K2(z)

, (119)

where, in performing the last step, it is noticed that Xeq ∝ z2K2(z) and d
dz (z

2K2(z)) =
−z2K1(z). As the universe continues to expand and cool, it will eventually reach a critical
redshift, z∗, where the deviation from equilibrium becomes significant, reaching a value of
unity. Beyond this point, Equation (117) can be approximated as

X′ ≈ −λz(−n−4+1/b)(1 + dz−m)X2 . (120)

If we assume that this regime is initiated by the condition δX = k, where k is a constant
on the order of unity (with k = 1 generally providing a reasonably accurate result), then
Equation (119) can be used to derive an expression for a threshold redshift, denoted as z∗.
Above this threshold, the deviation from equilibrium becomes significant, and one has

z(n−1/b+4)
∗ = 2λk(1 + dz−m

∗ )Xeq(z∗)
K2(z∗)
K1(z∗)

. (121)
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It thus becomes evident that z∗ provides a refined estimate for the redshift at which
freeze-out actually occurs. However, in most of the cases, there is typically a small deviation
from z∗ from the actual value at which the freezing occurs, z f . Additional care must be
taken when interpreting the true meaning of z∗ and z f as depending on the exponent of z,
as it is possible that δX or ΓA/H may not necessarily increase (or decrease) with z. In such
cases, as z increases, X may approach its equilibrium value, and z∗ or z f would then indicate
the point where equilibrium is established rather than the point of freeze-out. However,
within the context of GR, this scenario typically does not occur, as equilibrium is established
very early on. Consequently, this consideration will not be explored further here.

Considering 1/b ̸= n + m + 4 and 1/b ̸= n + 4, the integration of Equation (120) from
z∗ to z gives

X(z) =
B1

B1
X(z∗)

+ ξ
, (122)

where B1 = (n − 1/b + 3)(m + n − 1/b + 3)λ−1 and ξ being given by

ξ =

[(
−n +

1
b
− 3
)
(1 + dz−m)− m

]
z(−n+ 1

b −3)

+

[(
n − 1

b
+ 3
)
(1 + dz−m

∗ ) + m
]

z
(−n+ 1

b −3)
∗ , (123)

The case where 1/b = n + 4 and 1/b ̸= n + m + 4, the integration yields

X(z) =
[

λ ln
(

z
z∗

)
+

d(z−m − z−m
∗ )

m + 1
+

1
X(z∗)

]−1

. (124)

In the case of an isentropic expansion, the results from Equations (122)–(124),
combined with Equation (121) offer a method to approximately track the evolution of the ac-
tual value of X in the temperature range where z > z∗. In this context, the final abundance of
X, or its present-day abundance, is simply given by the asymptotic value X f ≡ X(z → ∞).
Assuming that the conditions 1/b − n − 3 < 0 and 1/b − n − 3 − m < 0 hold, which
is generally true within GR, the final abundance is provided by Equation (122) giving

X f =

(
n − 1

b + 3
)

z
n− 1

b +3
∗

λ

{
1 +

(
n− 1

b +3
m+n− 1

b +3

)
dz−m

∗ +

[
2k(n− 1

b +3)(1+dz−m
∗ )

(1+k)z∗

]
K2(z∗)
K1(z∗)

} , (125)

where X(z∗) = (1 + δX(z∗))Xeq(z∗) = (1 + k)Xeq(z∗). Equations (121) and (125) provide
a powerful and simple tool to treat the freeze out, both of relativistic and non-relativistic
particle species, with the means provided by the asymptotic forms of the Kn(z) functions.

4.2.1. Relativistic Freezing: Hot Relics

Considering that the deviation from the equilibrium becomes large when the particle
species X is still relativistic (T ≫ m), then one can consider, in good approximation,
K1(z)/K2(z) ≃ z/2 and so, the substitution of Equation (121) into Equation (125) leads to

X f ≃ Xeq(z∗)

{
1

k + 1
+

[
(n − 1

b + 3) + m/(1 + dz−m
∗ )

4c(m + n − 1
b + 3)(n − 1

b + 3))

]
z2
∗

}−1

≈ (k + 1)Xeq(z∗) ≃
45gχ(k + 1)
2π4g∗S(z∗)

, (126)

where it is assumed in the last steps that z2
∗ < 4λB1. In this case, due to the differences in

the MB statistics relative to the exact ones, gχ should be exchanged by ζ(3)gn
χ.
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This correction reduces the error associated with using Maxwell–Boltzmann statistics
and results in

X f =
45ζ(3)gn

χ(k + 1)
2π4g∗S(z∗)

, (127)

which is evidently equivalent to neq(z∗)/s(z∗), where neq represents the equilibrium num-
ber density calculated using the exact distribution functions in the relativistic limit. There-
fore, the freeze-out of relativistic species is insensitive to details of the freeze-out (decou-
pling) since the value of X f is just the equilibrium value of X at the moment it freezes in and
thus z∗ is manifested only on the adequate value of g∗S, which should be used. The freezing
of relativistic species can in good approximation be computed by the freezing relation.

4.2.2. Non-Relativistic Freezing: Cold Relics

Considering that the freezing occurs when the species are already non-relativistic
(mχ ≫ T) requires special attention to the details of the freeze-out. Since in this case z∗ ≫ 1,
then K1(z∗)/K2(z∗) ≃ 1, which, after substitution in Equations (121) and (125), respectively
results in

z∗ ≃
[

2λk(1 + dz−m
∗ )

z∗
Xeq(z∗)

] 1
n−1/b+3

≃
[

45
2π4

√
π

8
gχ

g∗S
λk(1 + dz−m

∗ )z1/2
∗ e−z∗

] 1
n−1/b+3

, (128)

X f ≃
(n − 1/b + 3)z(n−1/b+3)

∗

λ
[
1 +

(
n−1/b+3

m+n−1/b+3

)
dz−m

∗ + 2k(n−1/b+3)(1+dz−m
∗ )

(1+k)z∗

] . (129)

In contrast, the equilibrium scenario gives

Xeq =
45

2π4

√
π

8
g

g∗S
z3/2e−z , (130)

The value of z∗ can be computed numerically or it can be given semi-analytically by

z∗ ≈ ln

(√
2

π3
gχ

s(z = 1)
λ

)
−
(

n +
5
2
− 1

b

)
ln z∗ + ln(1 + dz−m

∗ )

≃ ln

(√
2

π3 2λ

)
−
(

n +
5
2
− 1

b

)
ln

[
ln

(√
2

π3
gχ

s(z = 1)
λ

)]

+ ln

1 + d

[
ln

(√
2

π3
gχ

s(z = 1)
λ

)]−m
 , (131)

provided that the logarithmic term does not dominate. Using the GR solution for the
radiation-dominated case, in which H(z = 1) = 1.67g1/2

∗ m2
χ/mPl and 1/b = 2 and

so, λ = 0.262(g∗S/g1/2
∗ )mPlmχσ0, it is straightforward to observe that Equation (129)

results in

X f ≃
[

3.80g1/2
∗ (n + 1)z(n+1)

∗
g∗SmPlmχσ0

]/[
1 +

(
n + 1

m + n + 1

)
dz−m

∗

]
, (132)

that for m = 0, resulting in the same parametrization for ⟨σA|v|⟩ done in [6], gives

X f ≃
[

3.80g1/2
∗ (n + 1)z(n+1)

∗
g∗SmPlmχσ0

]
, (133)

which coincides with the result obtained in [6].
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5. Inflation

Originally introduced by Alan Guth in 1983 [1] as a solution to the flatness and horizon
problems associated with the standard Big Bang cosmology [81], the concept of inflation was
also proposed to address the monopole problem that arises from the spontaneous symmetry
breaking (SSB) in Grand Unified Theories (see [6] for more details about these problems).
As previously discussed, these SSB events would have triggered phase transitions, leading
to the formation of topological defects. Monopoles are an example of such defects, and
their overproduction during non-inflationary phase transitions results in a relic monopole
abundance that is inconsistent with the observational data. In Guth’s model, known as
old inflation, a brief period of exponential expansion is driven by a strong first-order phase
transition. This implies that while inflation could potentially resolve the monopole problem
associated with the SSB of GUTs, the phase transition triggered by the SSB could, in turn,
provide the mechanism for generating inflation itself.

Generally, these phase transitions can be described as being driven by a scalar field
or a set of fields, commonly referred to as the inflaton (denoted by ϕ). The evolution of
the inflaton is determined by its finite-temperature effective potential, which initially has
a single minimum but develops a second minimum as the temperature decreases.
At a critical temperature, Tcr, these two minima become degenerate. As the effective
finite-temperature potential evolves, the expectation value of the inflaton shifts from
a metastable (false) phase to a stable (true) phase. At temperatures significantly above the
critical temperature, the metastable phase is entropically favored, possessing the lowest
free energy density. However, as the temperature drops below the critical temperature,
the free energy of the stable phase falls below that of the metastable phase. Nevertheless,
the universe remains trapped in the false vacuum due to an energy barrier separating the
two phases. In this scenario, as the universe undergoes supercooling in the false vacuum
state, the energy density of the false vacuum becomes the dominant component of the
universe’s total energy density. This effectively acts like a cosmological constant, driv-
ing a period of exponential expansion. However, the challenge with this model is that
while sufficient inflation is needed to solve the cosmological puzzles, there is no mech-
anism within this framework to transition out of the false vacuum state. Although this
work was ground-breaking, this original mechanism specifically fell into oblivion with the
emergence of mechanisms with fewer problems but that kept the core idea of the old
inflation, an extremely fast expansion of the universe. In recent years, it has become
more widely accepted that inflation in the early universe does not occur through a strong
first-order phase transition. Instead, the most promising models are now based on the
general principle of slow-roll inflation. Notable examples of these models include new
inflation or slow-roll inflation (Linde, 1982 [82]; Albrecht and Steinhardt, 1982 [83]) and
chaotic inflation (Linde, 1983 [3]). In these frameworks, the universe evolves smoothly
from a false vacuum state to a true vacuum state. This transition occurs as the inflaton field
gradually rolls from its initial false vacuum expectation value down an effective potential
slope towards its true vacuum expectation value, thereby avoiding quantum tunneling.
Inflation is a complex subject and we refer the reader to [6,29,84–93] for more in-depth
details about this concept and its sub-topics. This section is based on and was inspired
by [6,29,88].

5.1. Slow-Roll Inflation: The Mechanism and Its Dynamics

To obtain inflation, one needs to ensure that the scale factor grows at an accelerating
rate, ä > 0. Attending this demand and using the acceleration Equation (7) in terms of the
scale factor (neglecting Λ)

ä
a
= −4πG

3
(ρ + 3p) , (134)

one can see that for ä > 0, then p > −ρ/3, indicating a type of matter with negative
pressure. This corresponds to a form of matter that induces a repulsive gravitational effect.
Such behavior is present in the vacuum energy, which leads to the exponential growth of
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the scale factor as described by the de Sitter universe solution in general relativity, seen in
Equation (12). This rapid expansion is the hallmark of inflation.

From a more dynamic perspective, scalar fields also exhibit negative pressure, making
them crucial components in the inflationary paradigm. Given this, it becomes evident that
inflation is closely tied to the dynamics of scalar fields. To gain a deeper understanding of
the slow-roll mechanism, it is essential to begin with the study of scalar field dynamics:

Sϕ =
∫

d4x
√
−g
[
−1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ − V(ϕ)

]
, (135)

where by employing the variation in the inverse metric gives the energy momentum of the
scalar field

Tµν = ∂µϕ∂νϕ − 1
2

gµν

(
gαβ∂αϕ∂βϕ + 2V(ϕ)

)
, (136)

allowing to compute the energy density and pressure as

ρϕ = Tµνuµuν =
1
2
(uµ∇µϕ)2 + V(ϕ) +

1
2
∇⃗ϕ · ∇⃗ϕ , (137)

Pϕ =
1
3

Tµνhµν =
1
2
(uµ∇µϕ)2 − V(ϕ) +

1
6
∇⃗ϕ · ∇⃗ϕ , (138)

which in turn, for a homogeneous field configuration, ϕ = ϕ(t), gives

T00 = ρϕ =
1
2

ϕ̇2 + V(ϕ) , (139)

T11 = Pϕ =
1
2

ϕ̇2 − V(ϕ) . (140)

Additionally, using a flat FLRW metric and considering a homogeneous field
configuration, the action (135) reduces to

Sϕ =
∫

dtd3x a3(t)
[

1
2

ϕ̇2 − V(ϕ)

]
, (141)

that by varying with respect to the scalar field, from the principle of least action, it gives
the field equation

ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ = −Vϕ . (142)

This formulation corresponds to the Klein–Gordon equation, where subscript notation
denotes differentiation with respect to the specified variable. From this equation, the term
3Hϕ̇ is particularly significant, as it plays a crucial role in the development of slow-roll
inflation. By taking the time derivative of the energy density, as defined in Equation (139),
it is possible to derive the continuity equation and, when this is combined with the pressure
Equation (140) and the Klein–Gordon equation, it results in the standard form typically
expected for the continuity equation

ρ̇ϕ = −3H(ρϕ + Pϕ) , (143)

giving ä ∝ −(ρϕ + 3Pϕ). It is simple to see that the density and pressure are, in general,
not related by a conventional constant equation of state as the typical description for a
perfect fluid. However, the main behavior of this relation is encoded in the relation between
the kinetic term of the inflaton and its potential energy. If the kinetic term if much smaller
than the potential energy, then ρϕ ≈ −Pϕ. The inflaton potential acts as an temporary
cosmological constant, being the source of the exponential expansion (behavior similar
to Equation (12)).
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With this defined, the dynamics of inflation can be determined by combining the
Friedmann equation

H2 =
1

M2
Pl

[
1
2

ϕ̇2 + V(ϕ)

]
, (144)

and the Klein–Gordon Equation (142), making a set of coupled equations. This coupling
manifests itself as follows: the energy stored in the inflaton field influences and determines
the Hubble rate, leading to a dynamic evolution of the friction term 3Hϕ̇. This friction term,
in turn, affects the evolution of the field itself, creating a feedback loop between the field
dynamics and the expansion rate of the universe. Combining Equations (144) and (142),
the time evolution of the Hubble parameter is given by

Ḣ = −1
2

ϕ̇

M2
Pl

. (145)

Using this equation in combination with the first Hubble slow-roll parameter, ε,
an important parameter for the concretization of inflation, defined as

ε ≡ Ḣ
H2 , (146)

we can rewrite this parameter as

ε =
3
2 ϕ̇2

1
2 ϕ̇2 + V

. (147)

Inflation only occurs if ε ≪ 1; thus, the kinetic energy density must only give small
contributions to the total energy density, hence the name slow-roll inflation. Additionally,
we also must ensure that the acceleration of the scalar field is also small, allowing for the
slow-roll behavior to persist. For this, the dimensionless acceleration per Hubble time is
defined as

δ ≡ − ϕ̈

Hϕ̇
, (148)

which, when it is small, ensures that the friction term is dominant and the speed of the scalar
is determined by its potential, more specifically, by the slope of the potential. Moreover,
ensuring a small δ is the same as ensuring that the expansion continues, as the inflation
kinetic energy stays subdominant if δ is small.

Concerning the duration of the inflationary period, it is important to note that the
physical Hubble rate remains nearly constant throughout inflation. Consequently, the
decrease in the comoving Hubble radius during inflation corresponds to the increase in the
scale factor. This increase is typically quantified by the number of e-foldings, defined as

Ntot ≡ ln
(

aend
ainitial

)
. (149)

Additionally, it is also useful to define another slow-roll parameter, η, to measure how
long inflation lasts. This parameter is given by

η ≡ dln(ε)
dN

=
ε̇

Hε
, (150)

that sometimes is also expressed and represented as

εn+1 ≡ ε̇n

Hεn
, (151)

being called the (n + 1)st Hubble slow-roll parameter with n ≥ 1. If |η| < 1, the fractional
changes in ε per e-fold are small, and inflation can continue. By taking the time derivatives
of Equations (147) and (150), the second slow-roll parameter can be expressed as

η = 2(ε − δ) , (152)
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which shows that if {ε, |δ|} ≪ 1, then {ε, |η|} ≪ 1 as well.
The three parameters introduced, besides defining the regime where inflation occurs

and persists, can also be used to approximate some of the previous equations resulting in
new parameters, the potential slow-roll parameters: εV and ηV . The parameter ε, when much
smaller than unity, allows to write Equation (144) as

H2 ≈ V
3M2

Pl
, (153)

indicating that in this regime, the Hubble expansion is determined by the potential
of the inflaton. The approximation related with the parameter δ happens in the
Klein–Gordon equation. Considering δ ≪ 1, then Equation (142) is given by

3Hϕ̇ ≈ −Vϕ , (154)

which elucidates the relation between the slope of the potential and the speed of inflation.
Combining the approximated Friedmann Equation (153) and the approximated
Klein–Gordon equation, the slow-roll parameter is expressed as

ε ≈
M2

Pl
2

(
Vϕ

V

)2
≡ εV . (155)

At last, taking the time derivative of Equation (154) and using Equation (152),
one obtains

η ≈ M2
Pl

Vϕϕ

V
≡ ηV . (156)

5.2. Reheating: The Basics

The rapid expansion of the universe during inflation presents a significant challenge,
as it causes the universe to cool dramatically. To overcome this problem, the most widely
accepted idea involves the inflaton field converting its energy density to a thermal bath
that fills the universe at the beginning of the standard radiation-dominated epoch. This
mechanism is called reheating, which signals the onset of the hot Big Bang phase. Although
reheating is typically viewed as a sub-topic of inflation, the complexity of its physics and
the intricacies of its mechanisms make it a distinct field of research in its own right. A
variety of reheating mechanisms have been explored extensively in the literature (for a
more comprehensive and detailed examination, we refer readers to the works in [94–98]),
each playing a key role in the behavior of the inflaton field. One prominent mechanism,
known as broad parametric resonance [85], involves the inflaton field oscillating around
the minimum of its potential. This process leads to the production of a large number of
particles, efficiently reheating the universe after around 20 oscillations. Another notable
mechanism is instant preheating [99], which takes place when the inflaton field is near the
bottom of its potential. During this process, particles with initially low mass are produced,
but within roughly half an oscillation, these particles rapidly gain mass up to the scale
associated with the Grand Unified Theory. These massive particles then decay into heavy
fermions via Yukawa interactions, which subsequently decay into lighter particles, forming
a plasma composed of relativistic fluid. As the inflaton continues to oscillate, this plasma
grows in density, eventually dominating and reheating the universe. In this review, we will
cover only the fundamental aspects of classical reheating, where the energy of the inflaton
is converted into particles and radiation in a thermal manner.

To understand the reheating idea, it is important to understand how inflation happens
dynamically. From the dynamical point of view, inflation takes place when the inflaton
field rolls slowly relative to the rapid expansion of the universe. However, as the slow-roll
phase nears its end, the effective potential steepens, causing the inflaton field, denoted
as ϕ, to oscillate rapidly around the true vacuum expectation value, which is the global
minimum of its potential, ϕ0. The coherent oscillations of the inflaton field about this global
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minimum, where V(ϕ0) = V′(ϕ0) = 0, correspond to a condensate of zero-momentum ϕ
particles with mass mϕ = V′′(ϕ0). These particles decay due to quantum particle creation
of other fields that interact with ϕ. The damping of the oscillations through quantum
particle creation is analogous to the decay of ϕ particles into other lighter species to which
they couple. This process can be described by the classical equation of motion for ϕ in the
regime of rapid oscillation, which can be formulated as follows [6]:

ρ̇ϕ + 3Hϕ + Γϕρϕ = 0 , (157)

with Γϕ being the decay decay width of the ϕ particle. This concept of single body decay
is the central point of the so-called old theory of reheating. Additionally, the equation corre-
sponds to the equation governing the decay of a massive particle species as a consequence
to the entropy conservation. The solution for Equation (157) is [6]

ρϕ = M4
(

a
aosc

)−3
e−Γϕ(t−tosc) , (158)

where M4 is the vacuum energy of the scalar field at that time and osc indicates the
epoch when the coherent oscillations start. Ultimately, the decay products of the inflaton
thermalize to a temperature, TRH, given by [6]

TRH ≃ 0.55g−1/4
∗ (mPlΓσ)

1/2 , (159)

so that a hot thermal universe is restored. Equation (159) has been further developed in
recent years using the Boltzmann equations as discussed in Refs. [100–103]. This tempera-
ture sets an upper limit on the post-inflationary temperature and signifies the onset of the
adiabatic, radiation-dominated phase of the universe. At the end of inflation, the universe
can be thought of as being in a nearly “frozen” state. Any initial entropy would have been
eliminated by inflation, leaving the energy confined to the cold, coherent motion of the infla-
ton field. As a result, reheating is a crucial process; any viable model of inflation must also
account for how the universe was reheated and eventually thermalized to a temperature of
at least around 1 MeV, in order to preserve the successful predictions of nucleosynthesis.

On the other, the reheating mechanism can have a deeper connection with gravity.
Ford [104] proposed that plasma energy primarily arises from the creation of gravita-
tional particle production (CGPP) rather than directly from the inflaton, a mechanism
known as gravitational reheating. Reheating is considered complete when the plasma
constitutes the dominant energy component of the universe and while the majority of the
plasma’s energy originates from the inflaton, a small portion could potentially derive from
CGPP [105]. However, this contribution is typically on the order of H2

in f /M2
Pl , making it

negligibly small. Alternatively, one could consider scenarios in which the energy from
the inflaton diminishes before being transferred to a plasma. For instance, if the inflaton
potential has a locally quadratic minimum, its energy density decreases slowly, behaving
like matter with ρϕ ∝ a−3. Conversely, if the potential is sufficiently flat with V(ϕ) = 0,
the inflaton undergoes a kination phase, with its energy density declining rapidly as
ρϕ ∝ a−6. In the latter case, reheating would need to proceed without any significant energy
transfer from the inflaton [106]. These ideas and the pioneering research performed by Ford
led to gravitational reheating being extensively explored by numerous studies [107–125],
especially in relation to braneworld inflation, quintessential inflation, and curvaton models.
Although direct reheating through Standard Model processes, such as interactions with the
Higgs, has been investigated [126], most analyses involve a new, massive, and unstable
particle that undergoes CGPP, mediating reheating into the Standard Model. By varying
this particle’s mass and potentially its non-minimal coupling to gravity, a wide range of
reheating temperatures can be achieved. Moreover, gravitational reheating is strongly
constrained [111,114,115,118] mainly due to the production of inflationary gravitational
waves that develop a blue-tilted spectrum that rises toward higher frequencies.
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If multiple particle species undergo CGPP, collectively carrying enough energy to offset the
energy contained within the two polarizations of gravitational wave radiation gravitational
reheating may remain feasible [106].

Furthermore, it should be noted that there are mechanisms in which particle production
can be significantly more efficient than the scenario previously described. Specifically, when
ϕ0 = 0, the non-adiabatic excitation of inflaton fluctuations through parametric resonance
leads to a breakdown of the conventional view, where the inflaton is seen as a large collection
of statistically independent particles. Instead, the spatial and temporal coherence of the
inflaton can result in a dramatic shift away from the traditional theory of reheating. This
phenomenon is known as preheating [90,127]. To illustrate this, consider the simple case
where the inflaton is coupled to a scalar field χ. The adiabatic parameter, given by [90]

Ra ≃
mϕg2ϕ2

(m2
χ + g2ϕ2)3/2 , (160)

where g is a dimensionless coupling constant, indicates when the WKB approximation
breaks down. The regime where Ra ≪ 1 is referred to as the adiabatic region because,
in this case, the number of particles remains an adiabatic invariant—it does not change
over time, implying that no particle production occurs. Conversely, in the region where
Ra ≫ 1, the particle number is no longer conserved as an adiabatic invariant, and significant
particle production is likely. In particular, non-adiabatic particle production occurs when
mχ < |gσ2|. Even if g2 < 0, Ra can still diverge, allowing for the production of particles
with masses greater than that of the inflaton. This scenario is notable because, in cases
where inflaton decay is purely perturbative, the production of such massive particles would
be kinematically forbidden. For more details, see [90] and the references therein.

5.3. Cold and Warm Inflation

With a foundational understanding of reheating established, a profound question can
be presented within the framework of the standard slow-roll inflation model:
Is it necessary to separate the expansion phase and reheating into two distinguished
time periods? This question stems from two key consequences of separating these phases.
First, in a cold universe, the necessary density perturbations are assumed to originate
from quantum fluctuations of the inflaton field. Second, the sharp drop in temperature
following the expansion necessitates a localized mechanism that can quickly convert suffi-
cient vacuum energy to achieve reheating. Concerned by these issues, Arjun Berera and
Li-Zhi Fang proposed in [128] that integrating these two distinct stages, expansion and
reheating, into a single continuous process could potentially resolve the inconsistencies that
arise when each is considered separately, where they demonstrated that slow-roll inflation
can be parametrically consistent with the presence of a thermal component, ultimately
leading to a new thermal description. This work resulted in what we today call Warm
inflation [129,130]. Warm inflation is a rich sub-topic of inflation, and recently one of its
founders, Arjun Berera, published an exemplary review on the topic [130].

5.4. Models for Inflation

The fundamental physics behind inflation is not fully understood and is still being
investigated. There are a multitude of models for inflation, with most coming from Effective
Field theories [131]. Additionally, one of the best models we currently have to describe
inflation is based on modified gravity. Alexei Starobinsky [2] observed that quantum
corrections to general relativity play a significant role in understanding the early uni-
verse. These corrections generally lead to the inclusion of curvature-squared terms in the
Einstein–Hilbert action, resulting in a form of f (R) modified gravity. Given the necessity of
inflation in early cosmology, Starobinsky initially investigated this topic using semi-classical
Einstein equations with free quantum matter fields. However, it was soon recognized that
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late-time inflation, relevant to the observable universe, can be primarily governed by the
contribution of the squared Ricci scalar in the effective action [2,132,133]

S =
M2

Pl
2

∫
d4x

√
−g(R +

R2

6m2 ) , (161)

with m being the mass of the inflaton (for an in-depth review of this model we refer
to [134]). In the scalar–tensor representation, this action leads to the famous Starobinsky
potential [135]

V(ϕ) =
3
4

M2
Plm

2
(

1 − e−
√

2/3ϕ/MPl
)2

. (162)

Modified gravity presents a natural ability to tackle the theoretical origin of inflation
with a plethora of models, in addition to the aforementioned model. For this subject, we
refer to [136–139] for an in-depth review of such models and also [140–144] for models
that are not contained in the previous references. Furthermore, inflation can also have a
connection with high-dimension theories such as Branes [145–148], Strings [93,149,150],
and Supergravity [149,151–153]. The standard model with the Higgs field also shows a
possible role in inflation [154–156]. There is a wide variety of models for inflation with all
the various origins. In Table 1, we present the models that agree with the Planck data [8].

Table 1. A selection of slow-roll inflationary models that are in agreement with the Planck data [8].
The models were chosen based on the criteria presented in Table 5 of [8] with the Starobinsky model
as reference.

Model Potential Parameter Range

Starobinsky Λ4
(

1 − e−
√

2/3ϕ/MPl

)2 . . .

Power-law [157] λM3
Plϕ . . .

Power-law [158] λM10/3
Pl ϕ2/3 . . .

Non-minimal coupling [159] λ4ϕ4 + ξϕ2R/2 0.3 < log10(µ2/MPl) < 4.85
Hilltop quadratic model [160] Λ4(1 − ϕ2/µ2

2 + . . .
)

0.3 < log10(µ2/MPl) < 4.85
Hilltop quartic model [160] Λ4(1 − ϕ4/µ4

4 + . . .
)

−2 < log10(µ4/MPl) < 2
D-brane inflation (p = 2) [145–147] Λ4(1 − µ2

D 2/ϕp + . . .
)

−6 < log10(µD 2/MPl) < 0.3
D-brane inflation (p = 4) [145–147] Λ4(1 − µ4

D 4/ϕp + . . .
)

−6 < log10(µD 4/MPl) < 0.3
Potential with exponential tails [161,162] Λ4[1 − exp (−qϕ/MPl) + . . . ] −3 < log10 q < 3

E-model (n = 1) [151,152] Λ4
{

1 − exp
[
−
√

2ϕ
(√

3αE
1 MPl

)−1]}2n
−2 < log10 αE

1 < 4

E-model (n = 2) [151,152] Λ4

{
1 − exp

[
−
√

2ϕ

(√
3αE

2 MPl

)−1
]}2n

−2 < log10 αE
2 < 4

T-model (m = 1) [151,152] Λ4 tanh2m
[

ϕ
(√

6αT
1 MPl

)−1] −2 < log10 αT
1 < 4

T-model (m = 2) [151,152] Λ4 tanh2m

[
ϕ

(√
6αT

2 MPl

)−1
]

−2 < log10 αT
2 < 4

6. Brief Thermal History of the Universe

With all the previous subjects explored, we can now provide a brief description of the
thermal history of the universe, as most of its story can be constructed with the notions
previously presented. With this being said, the thermal history of the universe is roughly
the following:

1. Quantum Gravity? (T > TPl ∼ 1019 GeV) Below this point, quantum corrections
to GR should make it invalid, and a theory of quantum gravity is expected to be
necessary to obtain a correct description. In inflationary scenarios, this is usually
called pre-inflationary cosmology.

2. Inflation. Epoch of accelerated expansion of the universe, which is likely exponential
in nature, can be characterized by the de Sitter solution. This solution is defined
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by Equation (12). During this period in the universe’s history, adiabaticity breaks
down, and equilibrium thermodynamics does not hold.

3. End of Inflation and particle production. In this period, dark expanding “emptiness”
filled by the scalar (or some other) field, inflaton, exploded, creating light and other
elementary particles. This is the period of reheating.

4. Beginning of the radiation dominated universe. The universe becomes well described
by equilibrium thermodynamics, being adiabatically cooled down. If current ideas
are correct, during this epoch, the universe underwent several phase transitions.
During the stages at which phase transitions occur, adiabaticity could be broken.

5. Grand unification phase transition (T ∼ 1015 GeV–1017 GeV) [6]. The objective of
Grand Unified Theories (GUTs) is to unify the electromagnetic, electroweak, and
strong interactions into a single gauge group that should remain a valid symmetry at
the highest energy scales. As the energy decreases, the theory undergoes a series of
spontaneous symmetry breakings (SSBs) into successive subgroups. Cosmologically,
these SSBs would correspond to phase transitions occurring during the evolution
of the universe, potentially leading to the formation of topological defects (see, for
instance, Ref. [33]). Specifically, at a certain point, the strong force separates from the
other fundamental forces. This occurs as the temperature drops below a threshold
where supermassive gauge bosons X and Y, as well as supermassive Higgs (H) bosons,
can be created. As the temperature continues to decrease, these supermassive bosons
(X, Y, and H) eventually decay, possibly violating baryon number conservation and/or
generating entropy. It should be emphasized, however, that in inflationary scenarios,
this phase of the thermal history can be situated before the period of inflation.

6. EW phase transition (T ∼ 140 GeV) [163]. Some of the gauge bosons and other
particles acquire mass via the Higgs mechanism.

7. QCD phase transition (T ∼ 155 MeV) [164]. Quarks lose their so-called asymptotic
freedom, a property they exhibit at high energies, resulting in the absence of free
quarks and gluons. Consequently, the quark–gluon plasma transitions into a hadron
gas. During this process, composites of three quarks (baryons) and quark–antiquark
pairs (mesons) are formed.

8. Neutrino decoupling (T ∼ 1 MeV) [165]. Prior to this point in the history of the
universe, neutrinos were maintained in thermal equilibrium through weak
interactions of the type ν̄ν ↔ e+e−, where ν and ν̄ represent generic neutrinos and
antineutrinos, respectively, and e+ and e− represent positrons and electrons,
respectively. The reaction rate for such processes is approximately given by [6]

Γint ≃ G2
FT5 , (163)

where GF ≃ 1.166 × 10−5 GeV−2 is the Fermi constant. Comparison of this rate with
the expansion rate of the universe,

Γint
H

≃
G2

FT5mPl

T2 ≃
(

T
1 MeV

)
, (164)

leads to a freezing temperature of about 1 MeV. Before neutrino decoupling, it is
generally assumed that all relativistic species are in thermal equilibrium with the
photons. These species include the photons themselves, with gγ = 2 degrees of
freedom; the electrons and positrons, which together have ge± = 4 degrees of freedom;
and the nearly massless neutrinos, with gν = 2Nν degrees of freedom, where Nν is
the number of generations of nearly massless neutrinos. Therefore, before neutrino
decoupling, the effective number of degrees of freedom for entropy, g∗S, is given by 2+
7(2+ Nν)/4. After decoupling, the neutrinos, once in thermal contact with the plasma,
no longer share the same temperature with the photons due to the weak interactions
being insufficient to maintain equilibrium during subsequent stages. Consequently,
from this point onward, g∗S should be calculated using

[
22 + 7Nν(Tν/Tγ)3]/4.
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9. Electron–positron annihilation (T ∼ 0.5 MeV). Shortly after the neutrino decoupling,
the temperature drops below the mass of the electron–positron, which thereby become
non-relativistic. Thereafter, the entropy in the e+e− is transferred to the photons
but not to the neutrinos, which are already decoupled from the thermal plasma.
Therefore, conservation of the entropy per comoving volume implies that

Sbefore annihilations
Safter annihilations

=
Sat the decoupling

Safter annihilations

=

(
22 + 7Nν

4

)(
adν

Tdν

aTγ

)3/[
2 +

7
4

Nν

(
Tν

Tγ

)3
]

= 1, (165)

where Tν is the characteristic temperature of a generic neutrino, and Tdν
and adν

represent, respectively, the temperature of the generic neutrino and the value of the
scale factor at the moment of the decoupling and, since the effective temperature
of the neutrino behaves after the decoupling accordingly with Equation (29), that is
Tν = Tdν

adν
/a, it is straightforward to conclude from Equation (165) that Tν/Tγ =

(4/11)1/3. At the present time, the species known to be relativistic are the neutrinos
and the photons, and thereby, it can be easily established that the effective degrees of
freedom in the energy density in radiation and in the entropy density are presently
given by

g∗,0 = 2 +
7
4

(
4

11

)4/3
Nν = 2 + 0.454Nν , (166)

g∗S,0 = 2 +
7
11

Nν = 2 + 0.636Nν . (167)

It becomes obvious that g∗S(Tγ) ̸= g∗(Tγ). This is due to the fact that at the present
time, both the photons and the neutrinos are decoupled, and therefore their entropies
are separately conserved, a fact that is used implicitly when considering Tγ ̸= Tν. Yet,
it must be emphasized that for most of the history of the universe subsequent to the
inflationary epoch, all relativistic particle species share the same temperature, and
thus, g∗S can be replaced in most situations by g∗ as already pointed out.

10. Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (T ≃ 10 − 0.1 MeV). At about 1 MeV, the ratio between
the neutron number and the proton number (usually termed neutron-to-proton ratio)
freezes out. Shortly thereafter (T ∼ 0.1 MeV), the synthesis of light elements begins
(for more in-depth studies, see [45,166,167]).

11. Matter–Radiation Equality. After nucleosynthesis, the universe reaches a point after
which the matter comes to dominate over the radiation. According to the stages of
the universe previously defined, such a point marks the entrance of the universe in
its adolescence, and it is usually called the matter–radiation equality. So, comparing
the density profile for radiation with the density profile of matter in the single fluid
interpretation and defining ρM as the total energy density in matter, that is, the energy
density which is not in the form of radiation or some sort of vacuum energy, it is
also possible to find that the matter–radiation equality is attained at a redshift, zeq,
given by

1 + zeq =
ρM,0

ρR,0
=

30
π2

ΩM,0ρc,0

g∗S,0T4
γ,0

, (168)

where in the last step, the equation ρR,0 = π2g∗,0/30Tγ,0 is used in order to establish
the present day radiation energy density. On the other hand, noticing that since the
annihilation of the electrons S∗ is effectively constant and given by g∗S,0, it is possible
from the relation between the red shift and the cooling of the universe provided by
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Equation (83) to establish that the temperature, Teq, at which matter equals radiation,
is given by

Teq =
30
π2

ΩM,0ρc,0

g∗S,0T3
γ,0

. (169)

This turning point marks the onset of structure formation.
12. Photon decoupling and recombination (T ∼ 0.2 MeV–0.3 MeV). In the early universe,

the interactions between photons and electrons were rapid when in comparison to
the expansion rate of the universe, and so radiation (photons) and matter (electrons,
protons and nuclei) were kept in good thermal contact, thus remaining in equilibrium.
However, eventually, the universe reached a point were the thermal contact between
these two components was no longer maintained and radiation decoupled from
matter. The threshold temperature marking this point can be computed by means of
the usual procedure (Γγ = H) and the appropriate reaction rate, which for this case is
given by the electron scattering rate

Γγ = neσT , (170)

where ne is the number density of free electrons and σT = 8πα2
em/(3m2

e ) = 6.65 ×
10−25 cm2 is the Thomson cross section. Note that indeed this is the relevant reac-
tion because if on the one hand the scattering from protons is irrelevant, since its
corresponding cross section is suppressed by a factor 1/m2

p, on the other hand the
electrons bound into hydrogen atoms have their charge effectively shielded and thus
do not contribute to Thomson scattering. From the reaction rate given by (170), it
can be seen that for as long as the free electrons are abundant, radiation and matter
are kept in thermal equilibrium; however, as temperature decreases, electrons and
nuclei start to combine to form neutral atoms. This is the period of recombination
and corresponds to an epoch of the density number of free electrons sharply falling.
During this period, the photon mean free path λ ≃ Γ−1

γ grew rapidly or, if preferred,
Γγ decreased rapidly, and soon a point was reached where it finally became longer
than the horizon distance (H−1). This point marked the decoupling of photons from
matter, as their interactions with each other were no longer able to maintain them
in thermal equilibrium, and from this point on, the universe became transparent
to radiation. Today, these photons manifest themselves as the CMB, and after this
point, T refers to the photon temperature Tγ. The observed CMB temperature today
is [8,168]

Tγ,0 = 2.7255 ± 0.0006 K . (171)

13. The Dark Age. There were no stars yet, and as the cosmic expansion redshifted
CMB photons towards the infrared, they became invisible heat radiation and became
completely dark. This lasted for several hundred million years.

14. Formation of the first stars and reionization. In the darkness, the seeds of structure
formation were already planted, and as masses began to gather, the first stars lit up
one by one.

15. Present time t0.

7. Summary and Conclusions

The primordial epoch of the universe is a period of extraordinary importance for
understanding the broader context of cosmological evolution. This phase, which occurred
shortly after the Big Bang, laid the groundwork for the formation of all structures we
observe in the universe today, from galaxies to stars and planets. In this review, we delved
into the thermodynamic framework that governs this early stage, drawing on insights
from both the Standard Model of cosmology and the Standard Model of particle physics.
These two models, which are among the most well-established theories in their respec-
tive fields, provide a comprehensive description of the physical laws and interactions
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that shaped the universe during its infancy. For most of the early universe, a very good
approximation is that it was in thermal equilibrium. This means that, during this time,
the particles and radiation were uniformly distributed and in balance, allowing
the system to be effectively described using the principles of equilibrium thermodynamics.
By applying this framework in conjunction with the Cosmological Principle, which states
that the universe is homogeneous and isotropic on large scales, we can define fundamental
quantities such as number density, energy density, and pressure. These quantities are
essential for characterizing the state of the universe at different points in its evolution.

Given the complexity of calculating these quantities, we distinguish between two
key regimes: the relativistic regime, where the temperature (T) is much greater than
the particle mass (m), and the non-relativistic regime, where the temperature is much
lower than the particle mass. These two regimes allow us to categorize the primordial
universe into distinct phases, each with its own thermodynamic properties. The non-
relativistic phase, in particular, plays a crucial role in constructing the timeline of the
universe’s evolution, as it marks the period where particles began to cool and form the
structures that would eventually lead to galaxies and stars. Moreover, the second law of
thermodynamics provides a vital link between entropy and these fundamental quantities.
In the early universe, the total entropy density was, to a very good approximation, primarily
determined by the contributions from relativistic species. The conservation of entropy
density, which is a key principle in thermodynamics, allows us to compute the asymmetry
between matter and antimatter. This asymmetry is one of the most profound mysteries of
the primordial universe, as it ultimately led to the dominance of matter over antimatter,
enabling the existence of the matter-based universe we observe today.

While the early universe is often considered to have been in thermal equilibrium,
maintaining such an equilibrium in an expanding universe is a complex challenge that
requires careful consideration. As the universe expands, its temperature decreases, which
affects the ability of particles to interact and remain in equilibrium. Thus, one of the key
discussions explored in this work is the point at which the universe’s temperature drops
low enough for decoupling events to occur. Decoupling refers to the moment when certain
particles no longer interact frequently enough to remain in thermal equilibrium with the
rest of the universe. When the temperature decreases to a certain threshold, particles in
the non-relativistic regime, where their thermal energy is much lower than their rest mass,
begin to decouple. This shift marks the transition to a non-relativistic scenario, where
the dynamics of the universe are primarily governed by these decoupled particles. The
analysis of this transition is carried out using the concept of effective degrees of freedom,
which represents the number of ways in which particles can store energy. This concept
is applied to each major thermodynamic quantity, such as energy density and entropy,
to understand how the behavior of the universe changes as it cools and expands. The
reduction in effective degrees of freedom during decoupling is a crucial factor in shaping
the subsequent evolution of the universe.

We also examine the critical role of out-of-equilibrium phenomena, which are
essential for understanding systems that have moved beyond thermal equilibrium.
A key tool in this analysis is the Boltzmann equation, a fundamental equation in
statistical mechanics that models the behavior of particle distributions over time.
Using the Boltzmann equation, we develop a statistical framework that leads to two
significant results: the freezing of “hot relics” and the freezing of “cold relics”. “Hot
relics” are particles that decouple from the thermal bath while still in the relativistic regime,
meaning they retain substantial kinetic energy even after decoupling. In contrast, “cold
relics” decouple during the non-relativistic phase, when their speeds are much lower.
The freezing of these relics is a pivotal event in the universe’s thermal history, as it de-
termines the distribution and abundance of particles that would eventually become the
building blocks of galaxies, stars, and other cosmic structures. By integrating insights
from both equilibrium and out-of-equilibrium processes, we construct a comprehensive
timeline of the universe’s evolution. This timeline outlines the major epochs and events,
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from the earliest moments after the Big Bang to the formation of the first atoms, galaxies,
and beyond. Each phase of the universe’s history is briefly described, highlighting how the
interplay between thermal equilibrium and out-of-equilibrium phenomena has shaped the
cosmos into its present form.

In conclusion, mastering the theoretical framework of thermodynamics during the
primordial epoch of the universe is crucial for comprehensively understanding the sequence
of pivotal events that shaped the cosmos before this era concluded. This framework
provides the foundation for analyzing the intricate processes that occurred in the earliest
moments after the Big Bang, offering insights into how the universe evolved into its current
state. One of the first major events in this timeline is cosmic inflation, a rapid expansion
that occurred fractions of a second after the Big Bang. Understanding the thermodynamic
conditions during inflation is essential for explaining how the universe transitioned from a
chaotic, high-energy state to a more stable one. This transition set the stage for the formation
of the large-scale structure of the universe and helped address several fundamental issues
in cosmology, such as the horizon and flatness problems. Another critical phenomenon is
the generation of baryonic asymmetry as mentioned above, which refers to the observed
imbalance between matter and antimatter in the universe. Theoretical models suggest that
certain processes during the early universe, likely occurring out of thermal equilibrium,
created this asymmetry. By applying thermodynamic principles to these scenarios, we can
explore the possible mechanisms that led to the dominance of matter over antimatter, a key
factor that allowed galaxies, stars, and planets to form.

Following these events, the process of nucleosynthesis, where the first atomic nuclei
were formed, marks another significant milestone. This process, which occurred within the
first few minutes after the Big Bang, is governed by the interplay between particle physics
and thermodynamics. Understanding the temperature and density conditions during this
period allows us to predict the relative abundances of the light elements, such as hydrogen,
helium, and lithium, that we observe today. These predictions have been remarkably
successful, providing strong evidence for the Big Bang model. As the universe continued
to expand and cool, the formation of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) became a
defining moment. The CMB is the relic radiation from the time when the universe became
transparent, approximately 380,000 years after the Big Bang. The thermal description of
the universe during this period is essential for understanding the properties of the CMB,
which carries a wealth of information about the early universe, including the seeds of
cosmic structure.

Large-scale matter creation is essential in cosmology, as it explains the origin of
large-scale structures and the evolution of cosmological fluid components. In this context,
the study of matter creation within the framework of irreversible thermodynamics of open
systems is particularly relevant. The investigation of particle production in expanding
universes began with Erwin Schrödinger’s pioneering work in 1939–1940 [169,170], where
he observed that a scalar particle could spontaneously produce pairs of particles. Leonard
Parker later extended this idea, showing that photons could stimulate the creation of pairs
of photons in an expanding FLRW universe [171]. Despite Schrödinger’s findings, early
research lacked the mathematical tools to fully support these ideas, and it was not until the
late 1960s that Parker formalized a mechanism for gravity-induced particle creation using
quantum field theory in curved spacetime [172–175]. His work linked FLRW geometry to
particle production, with implications for inflationary perturbations [171].

In the 1980s, Ilya Prigogine and collaborators [176–178] proposed an alternative
cosmological model based on irreversible thermodynamics to reconcile particle creation
with entropy increase. They argued that the adiabatic, reversible nature of the Einstein
field equations could not explain irreversible particle creation. Their model introduced
an irreversible creation term in the energy–momentum tensor. However, this frame-
work lacked a clear physical interpretation within GR, where energy conservation posed
limitations. More recently, modified gravity theories that include non-minimal geome-
try–matter couplings [179–188] have provided new insights into Prigogine’s approach.
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In these theories, non-conservation of the energy–momentum tensor allows for a physical
interpretation of irreversible energy flow from the gravitational field to matter, leading
to particle creation [189]. The effects of this process on cosmological evolution have
been studied in various models [189–193]. In summary, while several mechanisms can
generate particles, the framework of non-minimal geometry–matter couplings, where the
energy–momentum tensor is not conserved, offers a natural approach to studying particle
creation through the thermodynamics of open systems [189].

In the present review, we have focused on the thermodynamics of the phenomena
taking place during the main stages of the primordial universe, within the framework
of the Standard Cosmological Model. A more ambitious and exhaustive review should
also envisage the investigations carried out on a substantially wider list of questions
and goals regarding the thermodynamics of gravitational and cosmological physics. For
instance, it has been well known since the 1960s that black holes allow a remarkable
thermodynamical interpretation [194–197]. This has been the object of a multitude of
relevant studies [198–206], and for a comprehensive survey of this topic, the reader is
invited to consult [207] and the references therein. The thermal physics of other exotic
gravitational objects, namely, the case of wormholes has also attracted a considerable
interest [208–213]. More generally, the thermodynamics of the expanding universe has
been investigated from several viewpoints [214–269]. In particular, some geometrically
motivated approaches have been devised [270–281]. The latter topics, albeit fascinating,
fall beyond the scope of the present review, and will be addressed in a follow-up work.

Thus, summing up, by integrating the thermodynamic framework with the two
most robust models in modern science, the standard model of cosmology and the stan-
dard model of particle physics, we gain a powerful tool for making precise predictions.
This combination allows us to construct a coherent narrative of the universe’s early history,
from the chaotic moments following the Big Bang to the formation of the first galaxies.
It also provides a foundation for exploring new physics beyond the standard models, as
any deviation from predicted outcomes can point to areas where our current understanding
might need refinement. In essence, the thermodynamics of the primordial universe is
not just a theoretical exercise; it is a cornerstone of modern cosmology that enables us to
connect the dots between fundamental physics and the observable universe. By continuing
to refine this framework, we can deepen our understanding of the universe’s origins and
uncover new insights into the forces that have shaped its evolution.
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