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The Self-Organized Criticality of Dark Matter

Mingjie Jirf]

Inspired by the phenomena of self-organized criticality in non-equilibrium systems, we propose
a new mechanism for dark matter freeze-out, wherein the final relic abundance is independent of

initial inputs.

Introduction. Although a plethora of astrophysical
and cosmological observations substantiate the existence
of dark matter (DM), the intrinsic nature of this sub-
stance remains enigmatic. The predominant paradigm
assumes that DMs interact with standard model (SM)
particles and undergoes a thermal freeze-out from equi-
librium when the interaction rate falls below Hubble con-
stant in the early Universe. This has been extensively
discussed in the context of weakly interacting massive
particles (WIMPs) [T}, 2] (see very recent review [3]). Ad-
ditionally, an array of models diverge from the standard
paradigm by exploring different thermal freeze-out his-
torical pathways [4-40]. The current DM relic abundance
is linked to DM mass (m, ) as Y ~ 0.44x 1072 (GeV /m,)
at density Qh%= 0.12 [41]. Clearly, for DM with a typical
GeV scale mass, the final relic abundance is significantly
lower than initial thermal equilibrium one, which is above
103, The intermediate regime of DM abundance, which
lies between these two ends and is produced through a
(non-)thermal freeze-out process, has received minimal
attention in the literature [42] [43].

Generally, DM with negligible initial abundacne gen-
erated through non-thermal processes is described by a
freeze-in mechanism, in which DM originates from ther-
mal SM bath yet fails to reach equilibrium due to fee-
ble interaction [44H53]. In fact, non-thermal equilibrium
dynamics are a common source of diverse phenomena
within physics. Self-organised criticality (SOC) serves
as a paradigmatic example for non-equilibrium systems
with spatially complex patterns, illustrating a critical
state that exhibits scale invariant properties over a wide
range of initial conditions or parameters [54H60]. The
sandpile avalanche is the most well known illustration of
the SOC, such as the Bak-Tang-Wiesenfeld (BTW) and
Manna model [61] [62]. The SOC is characterized by
driven-dissipative system and explained by a mean-field
approach [63H69], i.e., mapping the SOC system onto
an absorbing phase transitions. Despite it is not fully
understood and remains controversy [70} [71], the inves-
tigations of SOC have been extensive in many aspects,
including but not limited to geophysical events like earth-
quakes [72], forest fire [73] [74], solar flares [75], complex
neuronal activity [76], the Black holes [77], the Higgs
field [78] and cosmic inflation [79].

In this Letter, we investigate a non-equilibrium dy-
namics of driven-dissipative ensemble, focusing on weak
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interaction between DM and unstable dark partner (DP).
In this context, we propose a novel DM production mech-
anism, where a DM particle x semi-annihilates with a
slightly heavier DP ¢, into a pair of ¢, followed by ¢
irreversible decaying into both x field and an auxiliary
¢ field. This process can evolve towards the SOC, fa-
cilitated by the slow decay of DP. We are interested in
scenarios where the DM exhibits characteristic of the
SOC and where the initial abundance of DM is arbitrary,
ranging from thermal density to values significantly lower
than that of the observed relic abundance. This implies
that both DM and DP possess some initial abundances
in very early time, prior to the era dominated by SOC.
Next, to elucidate the properties of the SOC and their
applicability to the evolution of DM, we will begin by dis-
cussing some outcomes from the SOC system of Rydberg
gas.

From the Rydberg gas to dark matter. Recently, signa-
tures of self-organized criticality in ultracold Rydberg gas
are demonstrated in Refs. [60] 80H82] (see also a brief dis-
cussion in [83]). The dynamic processes can be described
by a Langevin equation when the system exhibits an ab-
sorbing phase transition. A homogeneous (D =0, & = 0)
mean field to Langevin equations with active number
density n, and total (active and ground/absorbing state,
excluding auxiliary state) number density nio is given
by [60],

Ong = (Kng — 7) (Mot — 2Ng) — YNa,

(1)

0ot = —bynyg,

where k, 7 and ~ represent facilitation, spontaneous ex-
citation and decay rates, respectively. The b is a small
parameter controlling the rate of decay to an auxiliary
state. Throughout the process of SOC, final total num-
ber density always converge towards a fixed value ny over
a wide range of initial inputs when exceed ny. This indi-
cates that ny is a critical point act as an attractor of the
dynamics, showing that the final result is independent of
initial number densities. Neglecting the small ingredient
7 and taking a small n, instead of none at early time in
the Eq. I} we derive a semi-analytic solution of ns in a

stationary state,
0% b
=—(1-—2 2
nf K ( 2) ) ( )

which is well consistent with the solution to Eq. [I] at
short time. On large time instead, it leads to a small
deviation for ny, as residual single atom excitation and
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subsequent loss occur with the rate 7, contributing to an
overall decay [60].

Within the purview of the DM model, we employ the
Eq. [2] to ascertain the final relic abundance Y. The
consideration of ingredient 7 is rendered redundant owing
to the stability of the DM. Note that a critical density,
similar to the Eq. [2] but without b, has been previously
discussed in [80], BI]. As we will show, if the parameter b
is comparable to one, it should not be neglected.

Self-organised criticality of dark matter. In an anal-
ogy with the Rydberg gas, the DM x and DP ¢ serve
as ground and active states, respectively. Initially, both
DM and DP possess nonzero abundances, which can be
generated through the inflaton decay [84], gravitational
production [85H88], ultraviolet freeze-in [89] [90] or decay
of the false vacua [91] in extremely early time of the Uni-
verse. It assumes that the initial abundance of DM is
larger than the final relic abundance, while that of the
DP is small. Subsequently, the DP grows ezponentially
in early time, similar to excitation avalanches in Rydberg
gas. To achieve the irreversible decay of DP, we introduce
an auxiliary field ¢ instead of the ¢ directly decaying to
the SM particles, where the contribution of inverse de-
cay can be negligible by assuming few initial abundance
of the £. Suppose that DP has two different irreversible
decay channels: one is the decay into an auxiliary field
(&) with a rate I'y_,¢, followed by the & annihilates into
the SM bath, and another one is the decay back into x
field at a rate I'y_,,,, which is just to follow the Eq. |I| and
can be neglect in subsequent analyses.

To quantitative analysis, the Boltzmann equations for
the evolution of the DM and DP particles with ’'time’
x = m,, /T and comoving number densites Y = n/s are,

dYy 5(2) (oxp—00V) 2 VXN | Toon Yo
e N COA G (T K (T VA W e
dx xH(z) XT¢ T 00 v + xH(z) ’
dY¢ S({E)<U ¢H¢¢U> 2qu
C(Tyox +Tye) Vs
xH(z) ’

where total number density is ¥; = Y, + Y}, correspond-
ing to dY;/dx = —Ty¢Yy/(xH (z)). H(x) is the Hubble
constant, s(z) is the entropy density, and decay rate is
f¢—>5/X = K1([E)F¢_)§/X/K2(1‘) with Kn being the nth
order modified Bessel function of the second kind. While
the equilibrium abundance may in principle be different,
throughout this analysis we assume Y9 = Y at any
time, since the mass difference between DM and DP is
small. Suppose that (0y4sssv) = (0v)oz* with a con-
stant (ov)g, where the exponent k needs to be k > 2 due
to the exponential growth [51], [92]. Note that other pro-
cesses, such as ¢¢ <+ xx and ¢p¢ — &£, can be neglected.

Obviously, the Eq. [3] shares a similar form with the
Eq. [1] when drop the 7 term. Thus the final abundance

n/s
3
>

ol viid il i il il

Y
- =
S 3
o =
™I

______________________________________________

1073 1072 107! 10° 10! 102
x=m, /T

FIG. 1. The DM and DP abundances (Y = n/s) as a function
of © = my /T, where my, = 1 TeV, mg = 1.001lm,, k = 3,
and six distinct values (107**,107°,107°,107%,107",107°)
of " and Y™ = 10~'°. The color solid and dashed lines
denote the DM and DP abundances, respectively. The black
horizon dashed line describes the observed relic abundance
with QA% = 0.12.

of DM can be written as

Yfzw(p%) (4)

KD 2vp

where we define kp = s(x) (oypoesv)/(zH(2)), v =
Ye+7x and Ve /y = Lyse/y/(xzH (z)). The self-organizing
dynamics are propelled by the interplay between parame-
ters vp and kpYy, in which both vp and xp are functions
of z. It will nearly converge to a fixed point as long as
the ratio yp/kp remains independent of x. This con-
dition is optimally satisfied when k& = 3 with large m,,
which is conducive to the establishment of a stable criti-
cal state. It is a well-established fact that the DM freeze-
out occurs at temperature zy ~ O(10), which provides
a boundary condition that constrains the parameter ~vp
to be of order one at this time. As shown below, a num-
ber density equilibrium is established between the DM
and DP. Therefore, we can roughly estimate the vp by
assuming that DM density begins to depart from equi-
librium and freezes out instantly when xp(xs)Yy(xy) =
1, ie. ng(oypseev) = xpH(zy) [BI, B8, In the
approximation where Yy ~ Yfmin = vp/(2kp), we
have Yy(xy) = Yy (xf)=vp(xs)/(26p(z)), thus obtain
vp(xzs) = 2. Suppose that the DM initial abundance
Y;‘i > Yy. The relation establishes a crucial separated
timescale [69, 93, 94]: kp(xy)YI™ > ~yp(xf), suggest-
ing that a rapid growth and slow decay. Given that the
parameter v, (zs) has no effect to a slow dissipation to
boundary, it can be neglected. Consequently, Eq. [4] sim-
plifies to Yy = 7¢/(2kp), implying b = 1 in Eq. [2| The
final abundance of DM can be simplified as,

v, — 45F¢,_)§K1(.23)$3_k
T 4m2m3 (0v)ogs(x) Ka(2)

(5)

where g,(z) is an effective number of entropy relativis-
tic species of freedom. In Fig. [I} we show the evolution



of DM and DP abundances by selecting several distinct
initial values for the DM and a fixed value Ydif‘i =10"1
for the DP. In order for the v¢(zs) to be O(1), we take
my = 1TeV and Ty ¢ = 2x10713 GeV~'. These choices
correspond to ¢ ~ 3.6 at a reference value xy = 25, and
kp(zy) is confined to 1.8/Y, at this juncture. This re-
sults in a weak interaction (oyp—esv) ~ 8 x 1075 GeV 2.
We demonstrate that initial inputs (green lines), signifi-
cantly larger than a relic value Yj, consistently approach
the Yy, whereas the input (blue line) below Yy never reach
it.

Interestingly, we find that x and ¢ rapidly achieve
a number density equilibrium after exponential growth
when one of them has an initial abundance much larger
than Y. Therefore, a more general case emerges where
the SOC process is triggered, provided that the initial
total abundance satisfies Y; > Yj, even if the DM inputs
is equal to or significantly less than the relic value. In
Fig. [2l we illustrate a spectrum of initial abundances for
Y,,, from tiny to thermal density, with a fixed value of the
DP where Y™ = 10?Y; to ensure that the Y; is always
much larger than Y. Furthermore, due to the presence of
the equilibrium, the abundance of DM can be identified
with that of the DP at the initial time. In other word,
the SOC process can be emanate from a system that is
in equilibrium. This suggests that the complex dynamics
associated with SOC can originate from a thermal dark
sector bath, and it highlights the system evolves towards
criticality without the need for an external driving force
that disrupts equilibrium.

It is worthwhile mentioning that the introduction of
a decay channel for ¢ back into y that would further
increase the thermal cross section becomes a necessary
element when the initial total abundance is compara-
ble to its final one, while it needs the decay width
Iy > I'y_¢ at this stage. A beneficial aspect of this
is that the SOC can be sustained under a less demand-
ing condition, where it is sufficient for Y; > Yj, rather
than a more stringent requirement Y; > Y,;. However,
to circumvent complexities and in accordance with the
principle of Occam’s razor, we have opted for a simplified
model framework, which facilitates a clear elucidation of
the underlying principles of the SOC system and aids in
theoretical construction.

In addition, in a multitude of models, the avalanches
dynamics of SOC are found to adhere to scale invariance,
which is exemplified by the power-law distributions of
their magnitudes and durations. A 1/f noise is a well-
known example of scale invariance in the SOC, which
was initially proposed to explain spatial fractals and frac-
tal time series in the BTW model [61]. The 1/f* form
of power spectrum provides a more nuanced description
of signal exhibiting scale invariance where the spectral
exponent « is depend on numerical and/or experimen-
tal results, for example, the distribution of size of Ryd-
berg excitations avalanche [60], the power spectra of solar
flare events and their interoccurance intervals [95], and
displacement fluctuations of oscillators in the Ornstein-
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FIG. 2. Same parameters as in Fig. [I] except initial abun-
dances. For the sake of conciseness, only the evolution of the
DM is displayed under an array of initial abundances within
the range [107'%,107%], while that of DP is maintained at a
fixed value (red point) where Y;" = 107 Yo.

Uhlenbeck process [96]. It is imperative to recognize
that 1/f noise is a fews example of scale-invariant sys-
tems [97]. In this works, our model is confined to a homo-
geneous fields in the absence of a slow regrowth or driving
term, which is essential for the continuous occurrence of
avalanches. This limitation impedes the examination of
the 1/ f noise relationship in the context of non-repetitive
evolutionary process of DM. A systematic study of the
process of SOC is beyond the scope of this work, and we
leave this to future works.

Dark matter phenomenology. We consider a sim-
ple phenomenological model, where x, ¢ and £ are real
scalars, and H is the SM Higgs with the interaction
LD (Mo/3)x0%+ (Nge/3N0E3 + Aen€2|H|?. The de-
cay constraint for DM are readily evaded through two
intermediary fields. A straightforward scenario that ac-
complishes this is mg > m, /5 in the 5-body two-loop
decay process. Given the instability of the ¢ and its
production from non-thermal process, the DM mass can
largely exceeds the unitary bound of O(100) TeV [98].
It is possible for m, > mg case, which is analogous to
the zombie collision described in Ref. [24], however, it is
essential to recognize that the interactions among y, ¢
and ¢ are explicitly distinct.

Besides, given that the parameter ¢ is confined to
O(1) and the freeze-out temperatures is fixed at O(10),
it follows that the (04— ¢¢?) is restricted to a finite range
(1072 = 1075 GeV~?) as well, especially the (0yp_ppv)
exhibits a negligible dependence on the large m,, at fixed
Ye and zy since H(z) oc m2 /z? and s(z) oc m? /z®. Nu-
merically one obtains the (y¢—pp0) ~ 6 x 1077 GeV 2
at v¢ = 10, xy = 40 and k = 3 when m, > 1 TeV.

Conclusion. Within theoretical model of the DM, the
evolution of DM is pivotal for understanding its intrin-
sic properties. In this scenario, we investigate the ob-
served relic abundance of DM is independent of the ini-



tial inputs through semi-annihilation with heavier unsta-
ble DP, a process that is rooted in the dynamics of SOC.
This exploration spans the parameter space between the
freeze-out and freeze-in mechanisms, effectively bridging
the gap between these two mechanisms. A significant
outcome of this investigation is the realization that the

dynamics of SOC can originate from a thermal dark bath,
a novel perspective that has not been examined in pre-
vious researches. This approach could potentially offer
deeper insights into the evolution of heavy DM in the
early Universe.
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