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The Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) second data release shows a moderate prefer-
ence for dark energy with a time-varying equation of state parameter, suggesting that the standard
ΛCDM model may need to be revised. In particular, DESI favors dark energy whose equation of
state parameter can drop below −1, violating the null energy condition. Chen and Loeb have re-
cently suggested that this violation may be avoided if a subcomponent of the dark matter possesses
a time-dependent equation of state. In this work, we present a realization of that idea which can
be regarded as a more natural effective field theory. We show that such a construction not only
yields dark matter with a time-varying equation of state parameter, but also naturally produces
a self-interacting dark matter candidate with a velocity-dependent cross section as a consequence
of gauge invariance. The second feature is relevant for addressing tensions between ΛCDM and
observations of small-scale structure, particularly the diversity of galactic rotation curves.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the accelerating expansion of the Uni-
verse was first discovered in 1998 [1, 2], the mys-
teries of dark energy have intrigued the scien-
tific community. While the simplest explana-
tion for this acceleration is a cosmological con-
stant, others have suggested that dark energy
could be explained by the addition of a new
scalar field [3–5], which could allow for dynam-
ical dark energy [6]. The recent Dark Energy
Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) results show
up to a 4.2σ preference for a dynamical equa-
tion of state parameter for dark energy, per-
haps motivating alternatives beyond the stan-
dard ΛCDM paradigm [7–9], such as modifica-
tions to cold dark matter [10–16]. Strikingly,
some have even found a 5σ preference [17].
The DESI results also prefer a model of dark

energy that exhibits phantom behavior, mean-
ing an equation of state parameter that drops
below -1 [9]. Such behavior seemingly violates
the null energy condition, Tµνk

µkν ≥ 0 [18].
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In an effort to avoid this, recent work pro-
poses that the DESI results could instead be
explained by a combination of a cosmological
constant and a subcomponent of dark matter
with a time-varying equation of state param-
eter [19]. In this work, they assume that the
subcomponent has a density parameter that is
around one-fifth of the density parameter for the
other matter content. They also assume that its
equation of state parameter exhibits step-like
changes between constant values over the range
-0.5 to 0.5, and they examine a few scenarios
for w(z).

In particular, Chen and Loeb [19] adopt the
following potential V (ϕ) to motivate this, where
ϕ1 >> ϕ2 > 0:

V (ϕ) ∝ f(ϕ)6/(ϕ4
1 + f(ϕ)4), (1)

and

f(ϕ) =

(
ϕ
16/3
2 + |ϕ|16/3

)1/6

|ϕ|1/9. (2)

Unfortunately, this potential is non-
renormalizable and lacks a clear, natural
UV completion (a form of the theory that is
valid at high energy scales), which is needed
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for a fully consistent theory. They emphasize,
however, that this is but one possible example.
A following paper adopts a different model,
though this is again non-renormalizable, so one
again has divergences that cannot be removed
using a finite number of counterterms [20].

In this work, we build on the idea by pro-
viding an example of a more natural effective
field theory that can exhibit similar behavior.
While it may at first seem that one could con-
struct any arbitrary variation of the equation
of state parameter by reverse-engineering a po-
tential like the one given above, this is not the
case. For a model to be physically sound as
a quantum field theory, it needs a UV comple-
tion. It is desirable for a theory to emerge from
a natural, renormalizable Lagrangian. One can
treat some non-renormalizable theories as effec-
tive field theories, though without a UV com-
pletion, such a model is potentially unphysical.
We are unable to produce a field theory that
exhibits the desired behavior while being fully
renormalizable, though in our case, all interac-
tions are renormalizable, except one.

This model is additionally interesting for pro-
ducing a potential self-interacting dark matter
(SIDM) candidate as a by-product of gauge in-
variance. SIDM has been proposed to resolve
tensions between ΛCDM and observations of
small-scale structure, such as the diversity of ro-
tation curves in dwarf galaxies [21–23]. ΛCDM
without baryonic physics predicts cuspy NFW
density profiles [24–26], yet some dwarf galax-
ies are observed to have cored profiles [21, 27–
30]. Cores can be produced via baryonic feed-
back [31–45], however some observed dwarf
galaxies have too few stars to easily explain
their density profiles through such means [46].
SIDM alleviates these tensions by flattening the
central density profile of the dark matter halo,
which is achieved through non-gravitational in-
teractions between particles [21].

Our SIDM candidate consists of a heavy vec-
tor field interacting through a scalar mediator.
Vectors interacting through a scalar have been
considered before as an SIDM candidate [47],
though our case is interesting because the SIDM
arises naturally as a by-product of constructing

a consistent theory, rather than something that
was arbitrarily postulated. We find that the
interaction cross section is velocity-dependent,
which is desirable to allow SIDM to produce
cored halos at the galaxy scale while also satis-
fying constraints from galaxy clusters [48–50].

II. DISCUSSION OF POSSIBLE
MODELS

We wish to produce a dark matter model
whose equation of state parameter shifts be-
tween four values: w1, w2, w3, and w4. To do
this, we consider a decay cascade of the form
A → B → C → D. This cascade concept is
similar to the dynamical dark matter consid-
ered by Dienes [51–53], though our work con-
tains a finite number of stages, rather than an
infinite number, and is motivated by DESI ob-
servations. In addition to our fiducial model,
we briefly discuss alternatives and outline the
problems with them.

A. Four Real Scalar Fields

The simplest construction one might try
would be a decay cascade involving four real
scalar fields (A, B, C, and D), similar to that
shown below:

L ⊃
∑

Φ∈{A,B,C,D}

[
1

2
∂µΦ ∂µΦ− 1

2
m2

ΦΦ
2 − λΦΦ

4

]
− gAB AB2 − gBC BC2 − gCD CD2, (3)

where this model permits a decay cascade A →
B → C → D via tree-level processes such as
A → 2B. (Note that a “tree-level” process
is the lowest-order perturbative approximation
for a decay or scattering process.) This model
is arguably unnatural, though, as there is no
symmetry-motivated reason to exclude the cou-
plings gACAC

2, gADAD2, and gBDBD
2 when we

have already broken the Z2 symmetry of the
theory (invariance of the action under a sign
flip of a field) by including the terms gABAB2,
gBCBC

2, and gCDCD
2. Terms like gACAC

2
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would allow the decay chain to skip stages, if in-
cluded. In any case, unwanted decay processes
will still occur at one-loop via diagrams like the
one shown below, which yields A → 2C. Such
diagrams would allow the decay chain to skip
stages, and are still undesirable, although they
are suppressed by extra factors of coupling con-
stants.

A

C

C

B

B

C

Such a model also results in a suppressed ef-
fect on the Hubble parameter H(z) because it
does not enforce a rapid shift of energy density
from one field to another. In effect, while A is
decaying to B, B is decaying to C, and C to
D, so at any given time, there is a mixture of
the four fields, rather than a clean shift of the
energy density from one field to another.

B. Four Complex Scalar Fields With
Global Symmetry

We can ensure a clean shift of energy density
from one field to another (so the effect on H(z)
is not suppressed) by using complex scalars with
appropriate charges. One could spontaneously
break a global U(1) × U(1) × U(1) symmetry
to sequentially turn on two-body decays of the
form A → B†B. Sequentially turning on decays
in this way helps to ensure a clean shift of energy
density between fields.
Such a model still has an issue, however.

Global symmetries are believed to be inconsis-
tent once embedded in a full theory of quan-
tum gravity [54]. Even without appealing to
quantum gravity consistency, one can argue
that gauge symmetries are natural. Global
symmetries expected to be only approximate
at best, with gauge symmetries taking pri-
macy [55]. This conjecture can be motivated by
the AdS/CFT correspondence [54], which can
be regarded as a toy model for quantum gravity
where anti-de Sitter space (AdS) is dual to a
conformal field theory (CFT). Our Universe is

not anti-de Sitter, as the cosmological constant
is believed to be positive, rather than negative,
though the arguments used for AdS/CFT could
perhaps be generalized to flat-space holography,
which would describe a Universe with a vanish-
ing cosmological constant, and would be a more
useful approximate model for our Universe.

When considering continuous global symme-
tries, the case that they are inconsistent can
also be motivated by the black hole informa-
tion paradox, in which case the argument can
be generalized beyond the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence [56]. One can loosely motivate this by ar-
guing that continuous global symmetries imply
conserved charges that are destroyed by black
hole evaporation, therefore continuous global
symmetries should not exist in nature, as we ex-
pect black hole evaporation to be unitary. This
argument is more restrictive than the AdS/CFT
result, as it applies to continuous global symme-
tries, such as U(1), but not global symmetries
in general.

C. Our Fiducial Model

We have four complex scalar fields A, B, C,
and D, with four dark Higgs fields H1, H2, H3,
and H4. We use complex scalar fields because
charge assignments allow us to enforce a decay
chain. One might initially suspect that a scalar
field will not clump as dark matter because the
kinetic terms could imply a sound speed of c,
though there is no such problem [19], which we
discuss further in the Appendix.

Since the theory has a U(1) × U(1) × U(1)
× U(1) gauge group, we must introduce four
gauge bosons to allow for gauge invariance: αµ,
βµ, γµ, and δµ, where we define the Faraday
tensors as Ψµν = ∂µΨν − ∂νΨµ, and the covari-
ant derivative as Dµ ≡ ∂µ− i(g1q1αµ+g2q2βµ+
g3q3γµ + g4q4δµ). We note that a similar gauge
group, U(1) × U(1) × U(1), can arise in string
theory [57]. We also note that anomalies will
not be present, as the model does not incorpo-
rate fermions [58]. We can express L as follows.
For simplicity, we assume any mixed quartics

of the form (H†
1H1)(H

†
2H2) have small coupling

constants, and can be neglected.
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L ⊃ DµA†DµA−m2
A A†A+DµB†DµB−m2

B B†B

+DµC†DµC−m2
C C†C+DµD†DµD−m2

D D†D− κH†
1H1

√
C†C

−
(
gABH

†
2AB†B+ gBCH

†
3BC

†C+ gCDH
†
4CD

†D+ h.c.
)

−
∑

Ψµ∈{αµ,βµ,γµ,δµ}

[ 14ΨµνΨ
µν ] +

4∑
i=1

[
DµH†

iDµHi +m2
Hi

H†
iHi − λHi

(H†
iHi)

2
]

(4)

Note that we use “h.c.” to denote the her-
mitian conjugate. The action is invariant under
local transformations of the form Φ → eiqα(x)Φ,
with q denoting the charge, where we indicate
the charge assignments in the table below. If we
had a global symmetry, we would instead have
transformations of the form Φ → eiqαΦ, and
would not require gauge bosons, such as αµ.

Field U1(1) U2(1) U3(1) U4(1)
A 0 1 0 0
B 0 0 1 0
C 0 0 0 1
D 0 0 0 1
H1 1 0 0 0
H2 0 1 0 0
H3 0 0 1 0
H4 0 0 0 1

TABLE I. Charge assignments for our fields under
U1(1)×U2(1)×U3(1)×U4(1).

Each time a U(1) is spontaneously broken, a
dark Higgs field gains a non-zero vacuum ex-
pectation value. This then sequentially turns

on the terms of the form
√
C†C, AB†B, BC†C,

and CD†D, where charge conservation forbids
both two and three-body decays until the rele-
vant U(1) symmetries are broken.

The terms AB†B, BC†C, and CD†D enable
decays from one field to another, whereas the
square root term allows C to have a negative
equation of state parameter. The equation be-
low yields the equation of state parameter w(R)
for a complex scalar field, which can be written
in terms of its magnitude, R, and phase factor,
ϕ, giving Reiϕ [59].

w(R) ≈ RV ′(R)− 2V (R)

RV ′(R) + 2V (R)
(5)

Here, the equation of state parameter is w =
0 for a quadratic potential and w = −1/3 for
a potential that is linear in the magnitude, R,
where the linear term dominates. One can al-
ternatively obtain 0 < w < 1/3 from semi-
relativistic decay products. This is more natu-
ral than w = 1/3 from a strongly-coupled quar-
tic interaction that dominates the potential. If
the field C is oscillating in a potential that has
both a term linear in the magnitude (our square

root term H†
1H1

√
C†C) and a quadratic mass

term, but where the former term dominates, one
obtains w ≈ −1/3. Since H1 obtains a VEV
(vacuum expectation value) at early times, this
square root term can naturally dominate after
U1(1) is broken. We use this rather than a

renormalizable term like H†
1C because H†

1C ex-
hibits phase-dependence in addition to depen-
dence on the magnitude, R, which complicates
the dynamics. This square root term for a com-
plex scalar is analogous to a potential |ϕ| for a
real scalar ϕ, as R is strictly positive. Note that
the square root term for C turns on before any
decays begin, as the associated U(1) is broken
first, though this term has no effect on the sys-
tem until C is produced from decays later on.

One could alternatively achieve a transiently
negative equation of state parameter for C by
giving it a Higgs-like potential, which would be
simpler and more natural. The problem is that
in order to get a lasting wC < 0, the field would
have to slow-roll on the potential, which would
require such a small mass that the field would
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be quintessence-like, rather than a dark matter
field. We consider the necessity of a transiently
negative equation of state parameter to be one
of the greatest difficulties in producing a natu-
ral, renormalizable realization. One could also
consider cosmic strings produced from breaking
a U(1), though these may not produce a signif-
icant enough effect.

D. Self-Interacting Dark Matter
Candidate From Our Fiducial Model

After the first U(1) is broken, yielding a
dark Higgs with a mass of O(MeV), the term

DµH1
†DµH1 produces an interaction of the

form ghαµα
µ, which permits an αα → αα scat-

tering processes via a scalar mediator, as shown
below. Note that h is the radial mode of the
dark Higgs, after symmetry breaking gives it a
mass. For α ∼ GeV and h ∼ MeV, our fidu-
cial model produces a natural SIDM candidate,
one that could conceivably address some of the
issues with CDM if α comprises the bulk of
the dark matter. We show the t and u-channel
Feynman diagrams in Figure 1.

FIG. 1. We show Feynman diagrams for tree-level
αα → αα scattering via a scalar mediator h. The
t-channel diagram is shown on the left and the u-
channel diagram on the right.

III. METHODS

A. H(z) From Our Fiducial Model

We numerically integrate the following sys-
tem of coupled differential equations to calcu-
late the evolution of the Hubble parameter with
cosmic time. We assume that dark matter is
85% of the total matter density, and that the
dark field A comprises 20% of the total dark

matter at recombination. Note that Θ(t − ti)
is a step function that becomes nonzero after
Ui(1) is broken.

We have equation of state parameters wA =
0, wB = 1

12 , wC = − 1
3 , and wD = 1

12 , where
B and D are warm dark matter. We use ΓA =
ΓB = ΓC = 10−15 sec−1. (See the Appendix for
the equation that expresses the decay rate in
terms of the masses and coupling constants.) In
the equations below, ρA, ρB, ρC, and ρD are the
densities of the complex scalars in the cascade,
whereas ρO is the density of the other matter
(baryons+other dark matter), ρr is the radia-
tion density, and ρΛ is the dark energy density.
In the equations below, t2, t3, and t4 correspond
to redshifts of 3, 1.5, and 0.6. We note that the
square root term for C (which gives it w < 0)
turns on at early times when αµ gains a mass,
though this term does not have an effect until
C is produced from decays of B. We neglect any
energy transfer to the massive radial modes of
the dark Higgs fields via three-body decays af-
ter the relevant U(1) symmetries are broken; a
more detailed analysis could consider this.

ρ̇A + 3H(1+wA)ρA = −Θ(t−t2)ΓAρA (6a)

ρ̇B + 3H(1+wB)ρB = Θ(t−t2)ΓAρA

−Θ(t−t3)ΓBρB (6b)

ρ̇C + 3H(1+wC)ρC = Θ(t−t3)ΓBρB

−Θ(t−t4)ΓCρC (6c)

ρ̇D + 3H(1+wD)ρD = Θ(t−t4)ΓCρC (6d)

H2 =
8πG

3
(ρA+ρB+ρC+ρD+ρO+ρr+ρΛ) (7)

We integrate the system of equations from
recombination at zrec = 1090 to z = 0, where
we specify our initial conditions by setting hi =
0.674, where H0 is 100

km
secMpchi in units of sec−1.

The radiation Ωr and matter Ωm components
are dictated by the equations below [60, 61],
where ΩΛ follows from flatness:

Ωr = 4.15× 10−5/h2
i (8)
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Ωm = 0.14241/h2
i . (9)

The densities are then determined by the follow-
ing equations, where ρm,i, ρr,i, and ρΛ,i are the
total matter, radiation, and dark energy densi-
ties at recombination (z = 1090), respectively.

ρcrit,0 = 3H2
0/8πG (10)

ΩΛ = 1.0− Ωm − Ωr (11)

ρm,i = Ωmρcrit,0(1 + zrec)
3 (12)

ρr,i = Ωrρcrit,0(1 + zrec)
4 (13)

ρΛ,i = ΩΛρcrit,0 (14)

B. Dynamical Dark Energy

We use the equation below to calculate H(z)
for a Universe with cold dark matter and
dynamical dark energy [62]. We plot H(z)
from our model alongside w0waCDM, which
has the equation of state parameter wDE(a) =
w0 + wa(1 − a) for dark energy, to show that
our model could display qualitative consistency
with the DESI DR2 trends. In a following work,
we plan to replace the cosmological constant
with a quintessence field (w > −1) that is not
coupled to the dark matter. This is appeal-
ing for avoiding the formation of a cosmological
horizon, though it moves beyond a realization
of Chen and Loeb’s ideas, so we leave it to a
separate paper. Similar to Chen and Loeb [19],
who deferred a fit to DESI data to a separate
study [20], we leave a full parameter fit to DESI
results for future work. Such a fit is beyond the
scope of the current study to explore the space
of potentially viable models.

H(z) = H0

√
∆, (15)

where

∆ = Ωm(1 + z)3 +Ωr(1 + z)4

+ΩΛ(1 + z)3(1+w0+wa) exp

[
−3waz

1 + z

]
.

(16)

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Effect on H(z)

In Figure 2 we plot ∆H/H, the fractional
change in the Hubble parameter, compared to
standard ΛCDM. Our model produces qualita-
tive similarity to the DESI observations as well
as the H(z) produced by Chen and Loeb with
step-like changes in w. In the figure below,
Ωtot ≈ 1 at z = 0, which is not in tension with
observational constraints on curvature [61].

FIG. 2. The fractional change in H(z) with our cas-
cade compared to ΛCDM (solid). We also include a
curve corresponding to dynamical dark energy with
w0 = −0.83 and wa = −0.62, which produce be-
havior similar to that favored by DESI (dashed).
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B. SIDM Cross Section

We show the momentum-transfer cross sec-
tion as a function of velocity in Figure 3, with
mα = 1 GeV, mh = 1 MeV, and g = 0.0175.
Note that mα is the mass of the vector, mh is
the mass of the scalar mediator, and g is the
effective coupling constant. We also plot the
differential cross section in Figure 4 and Fig-
ure 5. It is clear that the cross section de-
creases with increasing relative velocity. Since
(g2/4π)(mα/mh) ≈ 0.024 << 1, perturbation
theory is an appropriate approximation. Be-
low we define the momentum-transfer cross sec-
tion, σT [50]. This is more useful for SIDM
than the total cross section, as it down-weights
forward and backward scattering by including
(1 − |cos(θ)|) in the integral. We use θ for the
scattering angle, Ω for the solid angle, M for the
matrix element, and Ecm for the energy in the
center-of-mass frame.

σT = 2

∫
dΩ(1− |cos(θ)|) |M|2

64π2Ecm
2 (17)

We include the closed-form expression for
|M|2 in the Appendix. We employ the tree-
level cross section instead of partial wave anal-
ysis or the simpler Born approximation because
the tree-level cross section captures physics that
the other two do not. While partial wave anal-
ysis has been used to capture non-perturbative
effects for a Yukawa interaction [63], we have
vectors interacting via a scalar, rather than
fermions. Massive vector fields differ from
fermions because unlike fermions, they are
bosons with three distinct polarizations, which
affects the cross section. The Born approxima-
tion offers a simpler method for computing a
cross section from a Yukawa potential, though
it neglects the u-channel diagram, as well as
the interference between t and u-channels [64],
which our calculation incorporates. (See Fig-
ure 1 for a depiction of the t and u-channel pro-
cesses.) One can view neglecting the u-channel
as a simplifying approximation, though it dra-
matically changes dσ/dΩ. A process that in-
cludes only the t-channel yields a differential
cross section that peaks at θ = 0 but not θ = π,
whereas the true differential cross section peaks
at both θ = 0 and θ = π, producing a U-shaped

plot. This can in turn yield a noticeable impact
on the momentum transfer cross section [64],
so it is preferable to use the full tree-level cross
section, when possible, even though this is more
complicated to compute.

FIG. 3. We plot the tree-level momentum-transfer
cross section for the scattering process αα → αα
with mα = 1 GeV and mh = 1 MeV. One can see
that this decreases with increasing relative velocity,
potentially enabling the SIDM to evade constraints
from galaxy clusters while still producing cored den-
sity profiles in galaxies.

FIG. 4. We plot the tree-level differential cross sec-
tion for the scattering process αα → αα with mα

= 1 GeV, mh = 1 MeV, and a relative velocity of
200 km/sec. This velocity is relevant for the Milky
Way scale.
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FIG. 5. We plot the tree-level differential cross sec-
tion for the scattering process αα → αα with mα

= 1 GeV, mh = 1 MeV, and a relative velocity of
1000 km/sec. This velocity is relevant for the clus-
ter scale. One can see that this cross section is sup-
pressed as compared to the result for 200 km/sec.

V. CONCLUSION

We find it to be very difficult to produce a
natural, fully renormalizable model that can re-
alize the behavior desired by Chen and Loeb,
though we are able to produce a more natu-
ral effective field theory that can generate sim-
ilar behavior. This model also naturally yields
a possible SIDM candidate as a consequence
of gauge invariance. In a following work, we
plan to replace the cosmological constant with
a quintessence field not coupled to the dark mat-
ter. Future work could also fit the model param-
eters to DESI data, study effects on large-scale
structure, consider production mechanisms for
the dark matter, and more thoroughly inves-
tigate the SIDM candidate. It would be in-
teresting to incorporate the tree-level differen-

tial cross section into N-body codes to correctly
incorporate scattering that is both velocity-
dependent, and anisotropic. While there are a
few possibilities for production, one mechanism
could involve inflaton decay [65], or coupling a
dark vector field to the inflaton [66].

We emphasize that even if future work finds
our fiducial model to be disfavored, this study
is still valuable for studying the space of effec-
tive field theories that have the potential to re-
alize the behavior desired by Chen and Loeb,
which is relevant for finding a pathway towards
explaining the DESI trends.
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VII. APPENDIX

A. S-Matrix Amplitude for Tree-Level
Scattering Cross Section

Here we include a closed-form expression for
the S-matrix amplitude used in plotting the
SIDM cross section. This was produced from
the t and u-channel Feynman diagrams via a
manual computation. For compactness, we de-
fine C1, C2, and C3 as the following quantities.
We use p for the momentum, Ecm for the energy
in the center-of-mass frame, θ for the scattering
angle, mh for the mass of the scalar mediator,
and mα for the mass of the vector field.

C1 = 1
4E

2
cm − p2 cos θ (18)

C2 = 1
4E

2
cm + p2 cos θ (19)

C3 = 1
4E

2
cm + p2 (20)

|M|2 =
8g4

9m8
α

[
4m4

α(C
2
1 + C2

2 + C2
3 ) + 2C2

1C
2
2 − 8C1C2C3m

2
α

(m2
h + 2p2)2 − 4p4 cos2 θ

+
(C2

1 + 2m4
α)

2

(m2
h − 2p2 cos θ + 2p2)2

+
(C2

2 + 2m4
α)

2

(m2
h + 2p2 cos θ + 2p2)2

] (21)
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B. Tree-Level Decay Rate

After symmetry breaking, we get interaction
terms of the form gABν√

2
AB†B, where ν is the

VEV (vacuum expectation value) of the dark
Higgs. The decay rate for A→ B†B can be com-
puted from the particle masses, mA and mB,
and the coupling constant, gAB, as shown be-
low, with c = 1, ν in units of eV, masses in
units of eV, ℏ ≈ 6.58× 10−16 eV · sec, and Γ in
units of sec−1. The mass of A (and by exten-
sion, the masses of B, C, and D) depends in part
on the production mechanism for the dark mat-
ter. Future work can determine masses through
a fit to observations after consideration of pro-
duction mechanisms.

ΓA→2B =
g2ABν

2

16πℏmA

√
1−

4m2
B

m2
A

(22)

In our analysis, we neglect any energy trans-
fer from A to h via gABh√

2
AB†B, where h is the

massive radial mode of the dark Higgs after

symmetry breaking. A more detailed analysis
could consider this for the decay of A, as well
as similarly for decays of B and C.

C. Clumping of Scalar Dark Matter

While the kinetic terms for a scalar field could
suggest a sound speed of c, which might lead one
to think that the particles would not clump, this
is really only true when the particles are rela-
tivistic. The dark matter can still clump when
particles are non-relativistic, if the dynamical
time for gravity is less than the time required
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Giguère, E. Quataert, and N. Murray, Forged
in fire: cusps, cores and baryons in low-mass
dwarf galaxies, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society 454, 2092 (2015),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/454/2/2092/9503920/stv2072.pdf.

[38] T. K. Chan et al., The impact of baryonic
physics on the structure of dark matter
haloes: the view from the fire cosmological
simulations, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society 454, 2981 (2015),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/454/3/2981/4038253/stv2165.pdf.

[39] E. Tollet et al., Nihao – iv: core creation and
destruction in dark matter density profiles
across cosmic time, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society 456, 3542 (2016),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/456/4/3542/9380435/stv2856.pdf.

[40] J. I. Read, O. Agertz, and M. L. M.
Collins, Dark matter cores all the way
down, Monthly Notices of the Royal As-
tronomical Society 459, 2573 (2016),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/459/3/2573/8105757/stw713.pdf.

[41] A. A. Dutton et al., Nihao xx: the im-
pact of the star formation threshold on the
cusp–core transformation of cold dark mat-
ter haloes, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society 486, 655 (2019),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/486/1/655/28320149/stz889.pdf.

[42] A. Beńıtez-Llambay, C. S. Frenk, A. D.
Ludlow, and J. F. Navarro, Baryon-
induced dark matter cores in the eagle
simulations, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society 488, 2387 (2019),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/488/2/2387/28979701/stz1890.pdf.

[43] A. Lazar et al., A dark matter profile to
model diverse feedback-induced core sizes
of ΛCDM haloes, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society 497, 2393 (2020),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/497/2/2393/33571817/staa2101.pdf.

[44] E. D. Jahn et al., Real and counterfeit cores:
how feedback expands haloes and disrupts
tracers of inner gravitational potential in
dwarf galaxies, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society 520, 461 (2023),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/520/1/461/49003404/stad109.pdf.

[45] B. Azartash-Namin et al., Bursting with feed-
back: The relationship between feedback
model and bursty star formation histories in
dwarf galaxies, The Astrophysical Journal 970,
40 (2024).

[46] J. Sánchez Almeida, I. Trujillo, and A. R. Plas-
tino, The stellar distribution in ultrafaint dwarf
galaxies suggests deviations from the collision-
less cold dark matter paradigm, The Astro-
physical Journal Letters 973, L15 (2024).

[47] M. Duch, B. Grzadkowski, and D. Huang,
Strongly self-interacting vector dark matter
via freeze-in, Journal of High Energy Physics
2018, 10.1007/JHEP01(2018)020 (2018).

[48] L. Sagunski, S. Gad-Nasr, B. Colquhoun,
A. Robertson, and S. Tulin, Velocity-
dependent self-interacting dark matter
from groups and clusters of galaxies, Journal
of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2021
(01), 024.

[49] C. A. Correa, Constraining velocity-
dependent self-interacting dark matter
with the milky way’s dwarf spheroidal
galaxies, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society 503, 920 (2021),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/503/1/920/36616545/stab506.pdf.

[50] C. A. Correa et al., TangoSIDM: tan-
talizing models of self-interacting dark
matter, Monthly Notices of the Royal

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20696.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20696.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/422/2/1231/3466602/mnras0422-1231.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/422/2/1231/3466602/mnras0422-1231.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/422/2/1231/3466602/mnras0422-1231.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts563
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts563
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/429/4/3068/3296859/sts563.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/429/4/3068/3296859/sts563.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1891
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1891
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/437/1/415/18452732/stt1891.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/437/1/415/18452732/stt1891.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2072
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2072
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/454/2/2092/9503920/stv2072.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/454/2/2092/9503920/stv2072.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2165
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2165
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/454/3/2981/4038253/stv2165.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/454/3/2981/4038253/stv2165.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2856
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2856
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/456/4/3542/9380435/stv2856.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/456/4/3542/9380435/stv2856.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw713
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw713
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/459/3/2573/8105757/stw713.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/459/3/2573/8105757/stw713.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz889
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz889
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/486/1/655/28320149/stz889.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/486/1/655/28320149/stz889.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1890
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1890
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/488/2/2387/28979701/stz1890.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/488/2/2387/28979701/stz1890.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2101
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2101
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/497/2/2393/33571817/staa2101.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/497/2/2393/33571817/staa2101.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad109
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad109
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/520/1/461/49003404/stad109.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/520/1/461/49003404/stad109.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad49a5
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad49a5
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad66bc
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad66bc
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2018)020
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/024
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/024
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/024
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab506
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab506
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/503/1/920/36616545/stab506.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/503/1/920/36616545/stab506.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2830


12

Astronomical Society 517, 3045 (2022),
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/517/2/3045/46586341/stac2830.pdf.

[51] K. R. Dienes and B. Thomas, Dynamical dark
matter. i. theoretical overview, Phys. Rev. D
85, 083523 (2012).

[52] K. R. Dienes and B. Thomas, Dynamical dark
matter. ii. an explicit model, Phys. Rev. D 85,
083524 (2012).

[53] K. R. Dienes and B. Thomas, Dynamical dark
matter: Introduction, equation of state, and
cosmological implications, Proceedings of Sci-
ence ICHEP2012, 452 (2013).

[54] D. Harlow and H. Ooguri, Constraints on sym-
metries from holography, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122,
191601 (2019).

[55] E. Witten, Symmetry and emergence, Nature
Physics 14, 10.1038/nphys4348 (2018).

[56] D. Harlow and E. Shaghoulian, Global sym-
metry, euclidean gravity, and the black hole
information problem, Journal of High En-
ergy Physics 2021, 10.1007/JHEP04(2021)175
(2021).
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