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Abstract
Discrepancies of the ΛCDM model with small-scale cosmological observations and stringent constraints from direct search

experiments cast doubts over typical weak scale cold dark matter candidates e.g. WIMPs. Self-interacting dark matter (SIDM)
is a very promising alternative to WIMP, which not only alleviates the small-scale anomalies of the ΛCDM model, but also
matches with the highly accurate large-scale ΛCDM predictions. The small-scale anomalies can be resolved with a self-scattering
cross-section σ/mDM ∼ 1cm2/gm. Such large cross-sections can be realised in models of DM with a light MeV scale mediator
and a sizeable coupling. We assume the DM to be Dirac fermion and the mediator to be either a light scalar or vector boson.
In a standard cosmological history, one major issue with such models is to realise the correct relic density of dark matter via
thermal freeze-out as the DM annihilates efficiently to the light mediators and ends up with an under-abundant relic. However,
we show that, if the expansion rate of the universe is not radiation-dominated (RD) during the epoch of SIDM freeze-out,
its relic abundance is enhanced significantly. We assume a non-standard expansion history of the universe by introducing a
non-radiation like component in the early universe. In such a scenario, DM freezes out at an earlier epoch resulting in enhanced
DM abundance, which can be matched with the correct relic density with suitable model parameters. The light mediator can
also couple to an SM mediator and pave a way to detect SIDM at terrestrial laboratories. The mixing between the mediators
can be constrained by data from direct search experiments. We find out the viable parameter space for a generic SIDM model
taking into account the relevant phenomenological and experimental constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

Irrefutable evidence from galaxy rotation curves, grav-
itational lensing, cosmic microwave background etc. sug-
gests the existence of a non-luminous and non-baryonic
form of matter in the universe, known as dark matter
(DM) [1–3]. Satellite-borne experiments like Planck and
WMAP, which measured the anisotropies in the cosmic
microwave background (CMB), predict that DM makes
up about 26.8% of the present energy density of the uni-
verse, which also amounts to nearly 85% of the total
matter of the present universe. DM abundance is con-
ventionally expressed as [4]: ΩDMh2 = 0.120 ± 0.001 at
68% CL, where ΩDM is the DM density parameter and
h = Hubble Parameter/(100 km s−1Mpc−1) is the re-
duced Hubble parameter. As no standard model (SM)
particle qualifies to be a DM particle, one needs to go be-
yond the standard model to explain DM. Over the past
several decades, the ‘weakly interacting massive particles
(WIMPs)’ have become very popular as potential DM
candidates. WIMPs are stable particles with mass and
couplings in the weak scale which were assumed to be
in thermal equilibrium with the SM bath in the early
universe and subsequently frozen out to yield a relic
abundance that matches with Planck or WMAP mea-
surements. This interesting coincidence is often referred
to as the ‘WIMP miracle’. However, the null detection
of DM in the terrestrial DM search experiments casts
doubt over the minimal WIMP scenario. After probing
DM-nucleon cross-section down to 10−47cm2 [73], direct
search experiments rule out typical WIMPs up to a few
TeVs. Non-observation of missing energy signature at
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the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) also put constraints
on minimal WIMP-like DM models.

From the cosmological point of view, the Standard
Model of Cosmology or the ΛCDM model assumes DM
to be a cold and collisionless fluid. WIMPs owing to
their non-relativistic nature and very small cross-section,
fit well to be cold and collisionless. The ΛCDM model
has been enormously successful in explaining the large-
scale structures of the universe. However, at small scales,
more prominently at the scale of dwarf galaxies, quite
a few discrepancies of ΛCDM predictions have emerged
e.g. the core-cusp problem, the missing satellite prob-
lem and the too-big-to-fail problem etc [5, 6]. To alle-
viate these anomalies, Spergel and Steinhardt [7] pro-
posed a new variant of DM as an alternative to con-
ventional collision-less CDM of ΛCDM model that goes
by the name of self-interacting dark matter (SIDM);
see [8, 9] for earlier studies. To alleviate the anomalies,
the self-scattering cross-section required is of the order
σ/m ∼ 1 cm2/g ≈ 2 × 10−24 cm2/GeV [10–15], which
is many orders of magnitude larger than typical WIMP
annihilation cross-section (10−36cm2/GeV). Astrophys-
ical observations also require the self-interaction to be
stronger at smaller DM velocities and thus have a larger
impact on small scale structures while being in agree-
ment with CDM predictions at larger scales (typically at
cluster scale and beyond) with larger DM velocities [10–
13, 16–19]. Such a velocity-dependent self-interaction
can be realised in SIDM models with a light BSM me-
diator. Optimistically one can assume that there exists
some coupling of this light BSM mediator with some SM
mediator which can be probed at direct search experi-
ments [20, 21]. Several model building efforts have been
made to realise such scenarios, see [22–30] and references
therein. However, due to sizeable O(1) coupling between
SIDM and the light mediator, the SIDM annihilates very
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efficiently into light mediators via t-channel annihilation
and its thermal relic becomes under-abundant. We show
in Fig. 1, the Feynman graphs for DM self-interaction
(left), dominant annihilation channel (middle) and direct
search.

FIG. 1: Left: Feynman graph for DM self-interaction, Middle:
Feynman graph for dominant DM annihilation, Right: Feynman
graph for direct detection of SIDM. The black and red lines depict
SIDM and light BSM mediators respectively and the green line rep-
resents an SM mediator. The specific properties of these particles
depend on the choice of model.

The important point to be noted in this regard is that
the vast majority of the literature assumes that DM de-
couples during the epoch of radiation domination, al-
though there is no indispensable reason for this to be
true. If DM froze out when the universe was dominated
by a non-radiation like component, the Hubble parame-
ter of the universe would change which will change the
freeze-out dynamics [31–59]. Some earlier studies in this
direction include DM decoupling in inflationary reheating
[60–63] or kination domination [64–67] etc. Here in this
work, we explore matter-dominated freeze-out of SIDM
and explore whether the correct thermal relic of SIDM
can be realised in the light of matter-dominated freeze-
out.

This paper is structured as follows: In section III we
outline a generic minimal SIDM model with a light vec-
tor/scalar mediators and in section IV we discuss the
freeze-out abundance of SIDM in a matter-dominated
universe and compare it to the radiation dominated case.
In section IV, we explore the direct detection constraints
on the model parameters followed by constraints from
big-bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) in section V and indi-
rect detection in section VI. Finally, we summarise and
conclude in VII.

II. DARK MATTER SELF-INTERACTION

SIDM with light mediators can be realised easily in
BSM models extended by scalar or vector boson media-
tors [10–13, 16–19, 68–70]. Spontaneously broken U(1)
models are well suited in this direction, where the stabil-
ity of DM is assured due to charge conservation. With
a sizeable coupling and light mediator, the desired self-
scattering cross-section can be obtained. The interaction
Lagrangian for such models assuming the DM to be a
Dirac fermion χ is given by:

Lint =

{
gDχ̄γµχϕµ (vector mediator)
gDχ̄χϕ (scalar mediator)

(1)

where ϕµ (ϕ) is the vector (scalar) mediator, and gD is
the dark coupling constant. Self-scattering, in the non-
relativistic limit, is well-described by the Yukawa-type
potential,

V (r) = ±αD

r
e−mϕr (2)

where αD =
g2
D

4π . In case of a vector mediator, χχ scat-
tering leads to a attractive (−) potential, while χχ or
χ̄χ̄ scattering leads to a repulsive (+) potential. In the
case of a scalar mediator, the potential is always attrac-
tive. To capture the relevant physics of forward scatter-
ing divergence for the self-interaction, one can define the
transfer cross-section σT as [5, 11, 19]

σT =

∫
dΩ(1− cos θ)

dσ

dΩ
(3)

Depending on the masses of DM (mχ) and the media-
tor (mϕ), as well as the relative velocity of the collid-
ing particle (v) and the coupling (αD), we can identify
three distinct regimes. The perturbative Born regime
(αmχ/mϕ ≪ 1,mχv/mϕ ≥ 1) is where the perturbative
calculation holds good. Outside the Born regime, we
have the classical regime (αDmχ/mϕ ≥ 1,mχv/mϕ ≥ 1)
and the resonant regime (αDmχ/mϕ ≥ 1,mχv/mϕ ≤ 1)
where non-perturbative and quantum-mechanical effects
become important. The self-interaction cross-sections in
these regimes are listed in Appendix A. In Fig. 2, we show
the self-interaction allowed parameter space in mχ - mϕ

plane obtained by constraining σ/mχ in the correct ball-
park from astrophysical data across different scales. We
constrain σ/mχ in the range 0.1− 10 cm2/g for galaxies
(v ∼ 100 km/s) and dwarf galaxies (v ∼ 10 km/s) shown
by the shades of cyan and green coloured region as in-
dicated in the figure inset. The light magenta coloured
region depicts the parameter space allowed for clusters
(σ/mχ ∼ 0.1 − 1 cm2/g). The masses of DM and the
mediator for which all three regions overlap will alleviate
the small-scale anomalies across all scales. The top (bot-
tom) corner corresponds to the Classical (Born) region.
In these two regimes, the dependence of the cross-section
on velocity is trivial. The region sandwiched between
these two regions is called the resonant region, where
quantum mechanical resonances and anti-resonances ap-
pear due to (quasi)bound state formation in the attrac-
tive potential. The resonances are most prominent at
the dwarf scale as DM velocity dispersion is lower at
the dwarf scale and gradually becomes less prominent to-
wards galaxy and cluster scales as DM velocity increases.
For a coupling gD, the condition mχv/mϕ < 1 dictates
the onset of non-perturbative quantum mechanical ef-
fects, which is easily satisfied at smaller velocities. We
have considered in Fig. 2, gD = 0.1 which gives the self-
scattering cross-section at the correct ballpark. We have
checked that for gD < 0.02, the obtained cross-sections
are below the ballpark of σ/mχ ∼ 0.1cm2/g, insufficient
to alleviate the small scale ΛCDM anomalies.
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FIG. 2: Self-interaction cross-section in the range 0.1 −
1 cm2/g for clusters (v ∼ 1000 km/s), 0.1 − 10 cm2/g for
galaxies (v ∼ 100 km/s.) and 0.1 − 10 cm2/g for dwarfs
(v ∼ 10 km/s).

We also plot the self-scattering cross-section per unit
DM mass as a function of average collision velocity,
which fits the available data from dwarfs (red), low
surface brightness (LSB) galaxies (blue), and clusters
(green) [17, 71] as shown in Fig 3. Different coloured
curves represent different combinations of mχ and mϕ

keeping the coupling fixed at gD = 0.1. It is clear from
Fig. 3 that the model can appreciably explain the as-
trophysical observation of velocity-dependent DM self-
interaction.

III. RELIC DENSITY OF SIDM IN NON STAN-
DARD COSMOLOGY

In the standard cosmology, the dark matter decoupling
happens in the radiation domination. In this scenario,
the Hubble parameter (H) is given by

H2 =
8π

3M2
pl

(ρR + ρχ) (4)

where ρR and ρχ are, respectively, the energy densities of
the SM radiation bath and DM. Assuming the DM to be
in the thermal universe in the early universe, it freezes
out from the cosmic soup dominantly via the t-channel
Feynman diagram shown in the middle panel of Fig. 1.
While the ‘DM-DM-Mediator’ should be sizeable to re-
alise sufficient self-interaction, the same sizeable coupling
appears in its dominant annihilation channel, which leads
to a cross-section which is much larger than the one gov-
erning typical WIMP annihilation. As a consequence,
the thermal freeze-out abundance is well below the cor-
rect ballpark. The thermally averaged cross-section for

FIG. 3: The self-interaction cross section per unit mass of
DM as a function of average collision velocity.

this annihilation diagram can be approximated as,

⟨σv⟩ =

{ πα2
χ

m2
χ

√
1− m2

ϕ

m2
χ

(vector mediator)

3
4

πα2
χ

m2
χ
v2
√
1− m2

ϕ

m2
χ

(scalar mediator)

(5)

where αD = g2D/(4π) and mχ(mϕ) is the mass of DM
(mediator). As evident from Eqns. 5, the annihilation
to vector (scalar) mediators is a s-wave (p-wave) process.
While we take into account the Sommerfeld enhancement
while discussing the indirect detection in Sec. VI, it is
found to be negligibly small at the epoch of DM decou-
pling. Also due to very high velocity, both cross-sections
can be assumed to be almost equal at the epoch of DM
decoupling, which is not true for the present epoch rel-
evant for indirect detection. To study, the evolution of
the DM number density, nχ we use the standard form of
the Boltzmann equation,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = −⟨σv⟩[n2
DM − (neq

DM )2] (6)

For convenience, we define the dimensionless parameter
x = mχ/T and the co-moving DM number density as

Yχ = nχ/s(T )) where, s(T ) == 2π2

45 g∗ST
3. In terms of

Yχ and x, we write down the Boltzmann equations as,

dYχ

dx
= − s(mχ)

x2H(mχ)
⟨σv⟩

(
Y 2
χ −

(
Y eq
χ

)2)
(7)

In Fig. 4, we show the freeze-out abundance of standard
freeze-out using Eq. 7 for a DM of mass 5 GeV. The
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mass of the mediator does not affect the magnitude of
the cross-section appreciably as long asmϕ ≪ mχ, yet for
concreteness, we consider mϕ = 0.008 GeV. As evident
from the figure, the relic is under-abundant by orders of
magnitude.

FIG. 4: Thermal freeze out of SIDM in non-standard cosmol-
ogy

As the correct thermal relic of SIDM can not be re-
alised in the standard freeze-out scenario, we invoke a
non-standard freeze-out scenario considering that, in the
early universe, there exists a heavy scalar η with energy
density ρη besides the components considered in the stan-
dard cosmology. In the presence of this extra component,
The Hubble parameter (H) is given by,

H2 =
8π

3M2
pl

(ρR + ρχ + ρη) (8)

We define a critical temperature T⋆, such that for T > T⋆,
it evolves like radiation (ϕ ∼ a−4) while for T < T⋆, it
evolves like matter (ϕ ∼ a−3). For T⋆ > T ≫ mZ ,mχ,
Eqn. 8 can be rewritten as,

H2

H2
⋆

=
g∗r

g∗ + gχ

(a⋆
a

)4
+ (1− r)

(a⋆
a

)3
+

gχr

g∗ + gχ

(a⋆
a

)4
(9)

where, g∗, gχ and gη are the effective number of relativis-
tic degrees of freedom (DoF) of the SM, internal DoF of
DM and internal DoF of η respectively. The quantity r
represents the fraction of the energy in radiation at tem-
perature T⋆ and hence (1 − r) represents the fraction of
energy in the η component at T = T⋆. The quantity r
can be defined as,

r ≡ ρR + ρχ
ρR + ρχ + ρη

∣∣∣∣∣
T=T⋆

. (10)

In terms of T⋆, H⋆ can be re-expressed as,

H2
⋆ =

8π3

90M2
pl

(
g∗(T⋆) + gχ + gη

)
T 4
⋆ (11)

This form of Friedmann equation signifies a non-standard
cosmological history where the universe was initially ra-
diation dominated (H ∝ T 2) for r ∼ 1, but becomes

matter dominated (H ∝ T
3
2 ) at T⋆ for r ≪ 1. Assuming

that the entropy is conserved in the SM bath and that g⋆
remains constant until DM decoupling, the scale factor
is related to the temperature as,(a⋆

a

)
≃
(

T

T⋆

)
(12)

Neglecting small contribution from DM and making use
of dimensionless variables x ≡ mχ/T and x⋆ ≡ x(T⋆),
the Friedmann equation can be written as

H ≡ H⋆

(x⋆

x

) 3
2
(
r
x⋆

x
+ 1− r

) 1
2

(13)

In Fig. 5, we compare the modified Hubble parameter
with the standard Hubble parameter for different values
of r. We see that for r = 1, the modified Hubble param-
eter matches with the Standard Hubble parameter and
it deviates from the standard parameter as r decreases
from 1.

FIG. 5: Comparison of Modified Hubble parameter with the
standard Hubble parameter.

In the light of these modifications, the Boltzmann Eqn.
can be written as,

dY

dx
= − s(mχ)⟨σv⟩

x2H(mχ)
(

x
x⋆

) 1
2 (

1− r + r x⋆

x

) 1
2

(
Y 2
χ −

(
Y eq
χ

)2)
(14)
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As desired, in the limit r = 1, we get back to the Boltz-
mann equation in standard cosmology (Eqn. 6). The
relic abundance for a DM of mass 5 GeV using the modi-
fied Boltzmann equation is shown in Fig. 6, with T⋆ = 106

GeV and mϕ = 0.008 GeV. As we can see from Fig. 6,
the relic abundance significantly increases as r decreases
from 1 gradually. The r = 1 case exactly matches the
abundance in the standard case, as expected. The max-
imum relic abundance is obtained for r = 0 depicting
maximum matter domination.

FIG. 6: Thermal freeze out of SIDM in non-standard cosmol-
ogy

Note that, the universe has to return to radiation dom-
ination before the onset of BBN in order to keep BBN
predictions intact, and this can be ensured by the decay
of extra component η into SM particles, which injects
extra entropy into the radiation bath. This also means
that, after the DM freezes out, its relic abundance is di-
luted by a factor ζ, which parametrises the change in the
entropy of the radiation bath due to η decay. Assuming
the sudden decay approximation, the magnitude of the
entropy injection can be quantified as,

ζ ≡ sbefore
safter

≃
(
TΓη

TRH

)3

. (15)

where TRH is the Reheating temperature of the universe
and Γη is the decay width of η. In terms of the Planck
mass and the decay width of η, we can define,

TRH ≡
√
ΓηMPl ≳ 10MeV (16)

Here, we neglect any changes in degrees of freedom. TΓη

is obtained by evolving T⋆ using (a⋆/aΓη
), where aΓη

is
defined by the condition H(aΓη

) ≃ Γη. Assuming that
η decays after it dominates the energy density, using

eqn. 13,

a⋆
aΓ

≈ 1

(1− r)1/3

(
Γη

H⋆

)2/3

(17)

Then using eq. 12 and eq. 16, we obtain,

TΓϕ
≃
(

45

4π3g∗(1− r)

T 4
RH

T⋆

)1/3

(18)

Substituting ζ as a function of TRH, as in eq. (15), we
get,

ζ ≃ 45

4π3
(1− r)

g⋆T⋆

TRH
(19)

Due to this change in entropy, there is a dilution in the
DM relic density. Therefore, the final relic is slightly
lower than the freeze-out relic. They are related as,

Yrelic =
nχ

safter
= ζ

nχ

sbefore
= ζYFO. (20)

It follows that, the final DM relic abundance is,

Ωrelic
χ = ζΩFO

χ = ζ × s0mχYFO

ρc
(21)

where ρc and s0 are the critical density and the present
entropy density of the universe respectively.

FIG. 7: The ζ vs r plot for different DM masses, along with
contours of TRH/GeV.

In Fig. 7, we show the required dilution factor ζ cor-
responding to different r values for different DM masses
(as indicated in colour codes in the figure inset) in or-
der to match the observed DM relic density. We have
also shown, in the same plane, the contours of TRH/GeV
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using eq. 19 depicted in green colour with the value in-
dicated inside white boxes. The colour-coded scale for
TRH/GeV is also shown below the plot. Note that ζ > 1
means the DM relic obtained from freeze-out is already
under-abundant, and that is why the region with ζ > 1
is not included in the plot. Therefore, it is evident that
the correct relic abundance for SIDM masses suitable for
alleviating small-scale anomalies can be obtained via its
freeze-out in this modified cosmological scenario.

IV. CONSTRAINTS FROM DIRECT SEARCH

SIDM can be detected in terrestrial laboratories
through the mixing between the light BSM mediator and
some SM bosons. If the light BSM mediator is scalar,
then there arises the possibility of scalar mixing with SM
Higgs (ϕ− h), while if the light mediator is a vector bo-
son, it can mix with the SM Z boson i.e., kinetic mixing
is between U(1)D and U(1)Y . In the latter case, the BSM
vector boson can mix with photon as well, however, the
mixing with Z is stronger due to larger coupling.

For gauge sector kinetic mixing, the spin independent
direct search cross section for a given nucleus N with
proton number Z and mass number A is given by,

σϕ−Z
SI =

g2g2Dϵ2

π

µ2
χN

M4
Z′

(
Zfp + (A− Z)fn

)2
A2

(22)

where, µχN =
mχmN

(mχ+mN ) is the reduced mass of the DM-

nucleus system, mn being the nucleon (proton or neu-
tron) mass, ϵ is the kinetic mixing, A and Z are respec-
tively the mass and atomic number of the target nucleus.

In case of scalar mixing (θϕh), the scattering cross-
section of DM per nucleon can be expressed as,

σϕ−h
SI =

µ2
χN

4πA2
[Zfp + (A− Z)fn]

2
(23)

where, fp and fn are the interaction strengths of proton
and neutron with DM respectively, given as,

fp,n =
∑

q=u,d,s

fp,n
Tq

αq
mp,n

mq
+

2

27
fp,n
TG

∑
q=c,t,b

αq
mp,n

mq
(24)

where

αq = λDθϕh

(mq

v

)[ 1

m2
ϕ

− 1

m2
h

]
(25)

As mentioned earlier, DM direct search experiments
like CRESST-III [72] and XENON1T [73] can constrain
the model parameters. While XENON1T provides the
most stringent bound for DM of mass above 10 GeV,
CRESST constraints the below 10 GeV mass range.
In Fig. 9 and Fig. 8, the most stringent constraints
from CRESST-III [72], XENON1T [73] experiments on
mχ − mϕ plane are shown against the parameter space

FIG. 8: Self-interaction allowed parameter space constrained
by DM direct search for the vector mediated case.

FIG. 9: Self-interaction allowed parameter space constrained
by DM direct search for the scalar mediated case.

favoured from required DM self-interactions by assum-
ing gD = 0.1. The dotted purple-coloured contours de-
note exclusion limits from the XENON1T experiment for
specific kinetic mixing parameters such that the region
towards the left of the contour is excluded for that partic-
ular kinetic mixing. Similarly, the dotted black coloured
contours show the CRESST-III bound on low mass DM
for different kinetic mixing parameters ruling out the pa-
rameter space towards the left of each contour.
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V. CONSTRAINTS FROM BIG BANG NUCLE-
OSYNTHESIS

Late DM annihilations produce mediator pairs copi-
ously, which can potentially spoil the BBN prediction
about light element abundance in the present universe.
Therefore, we apply a conservative bound on the lifetime
of the mediators to be less than the typical BBN epoch so
that BBN predictions remain intact. In Fig. 10, kinetic
mixing parameter ϵ is shown against mϕµ . Very small
kinetic mixing (the cyan-coloured region) is disfavoured
from this conservative lifetime bound. We show the anal-
ogous bound for the scalar mediator case in Fig. 11. Com-
paring Fig. 11 and Fig. 8, we see that the scalar mediator
case is almost ruled out except for a tiny parameter space
below DM mass of 1 GeV (see Fig. 8). The vector me-
diator case has ample parameter space safe from BBN
bounds. The green region in Fig. 10 is excluded from
cosmological constraints on effective relativistic degrees
of freedom [4], while the dotted blue line shows the pro-
jected sensitivity of CMB-S4 experiment[74, 75].

FIG. 10: ϵ versus light vector mass (mϕ) confronted with
BBN bounds.

VI. CONSTRAINTS FROM INDIRECT SEARCH

As discussed in Sec. III, the annihilation channels of
DM to vector mediators is an S-wave process, where the
cross-section is independent of velocity (σv ∼ v0) while
that to scalar mediators is a p-wave process, hence veloc-
ity suppressed (σv ∼ v2). Since the mediators, whether
vector or scalar, are very light, the annihilation cross-
section must be multiplied by the Sommerfeld enhance-
ment factor [76], which reflects the modification of the

FIG. 11: θϕh versus light scalar mass (mϕ) confronted with
BBN bounds.

initial-state wave function due to multiple mediator ex-
change: (σv)enh = S×σv. The Sommerfeld enhancement
factors for s-wave and p-wave annihilations are given re-
spectively as [77–79],

Ss =
π

a

sinh(2πac)

cosh(2πac)− cos(2π
√
c− (ac)2)

Sp =
(c− 1)2 + 4(ac)2

1 + 4(ac)2
Ss

(26)

where a = 2πv/g2 and c = 3g2mχ/2π
3mϕ

For v ≳ g2

4π , we get Ss,p ≈ 1 (and hence not signifi-
cant at the epoch of DM freeze-out), whereas for smaller
velocities S goes as 1/v in the s-wave case and 1/v3 in
the p-wave case, so that effectively the annihilation cross
sections for both cases goes as 1/v. The enhancement
saturates for v ≲ mϕ/(2mχ), hence the ratio of the two
masses determines the maximum possible enhancement.
Since all the annihilations to SM final states are further
suppressed by the kinetic or scalar mixing, effectively
⟨σv⟩DM DM→SM SM ∼ ϵ2/v in case of the vector-mediated
case and ⟨σv⟩DM DM→SM SM ∼ θ2θ−h/v in case of the
scalar mediated case. Thus, all fluxes of gamma rays, cos-
mic rays and neutrinos are well below the present and fu-
ture reach of indirect detection probes [80], even with the
maximum possible Sommerfeld enhancement. For exam-
ple, for mχ = 10 GeV,mϕ = 10 MeV, g = 0.1, the Som-
merfeld enhancement factor is of O(1) and hence the ef-
fective annihilation cross-section of DM to SM final states
is far below the current limits from Fermi-LAT [81, 82],
MAGIC [83], HESS [84], AMS-02 [85], constraints from
CMB by Planck [4] and γ-rays by INTEGRAL [86].
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VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we investigate the viability of achieving
the correct relic abundance for self-interacting dark mat-
ter (SIDM) in the context of non-standard cosmological
scenarios. Our analysis focuses on a generic SIDMmodel,
employing a Dirac fermion as the SIDM candidate and
considering either a scalar or boson mediator to enable
the self-interaction.

In the case of standard freeze-out during the radiation-
dominated epoch, the resulting DM relic abundance is
found to be under-abundant. However, the freeze-out
dynamics changes substantially in the presence of addi-
tional components in the early universe. We propose a
scenario wherein the expansion history of the universe is
altered due to the presence of an extra component, re-
sulting in a considerable enhancement of the dark matter
relic through the early decoupling of SIDM from the ther-
mal bath. Furthermore, we account for entropy changes
arising from the decay of this extra field into Standard
Model (SM) particles prior to the onset of Big Bang Nu-
cleosynthesis (BBN).

We constrain the parameter space favoured for self-
interactions, considering experimental data from both di-
rect and indirect searches, as well as BBN constraints.
The permissible parameter space for self-interactions
is sandwiched between the upper bounds from direct
searches and the lower bounds from BBN. Intriguingly,
our analysis indicates that the scalar-mediated SIDM
model is largely disfavoured by these constraints collec-
tively. Conversely, the vector-mediated SIDM model dis-
plays a substantial parameter space that remains viable
for exploration in future experiments. Given the com-
mencement of numerous light DM search experiments in
the coming decade, coinciding with the natural alignment
of our SIDM scenario within this category, we anticipate
a pivotal period for testing the SIDM paradigm.

Appendix A: DM Self-interaction Cross-sections at
Low Energy

In the Born Limit (λ2
Dmχ/(4πmϕ) << 1),

σBorn
T =

λ4
D

2πm2
χv

4

(
ln(1+

m2
χv

2

m2
ϕ

)−
m2

χv
2

m2
ϕ +m2

χv
2

)
(A1)

Outside the Born regime (λ2
Dmχ/(4πmϕ) ≥ 1), there are

two distinct regions viz, the classical regime and the res-
onance regime. In the classical regime (λ2

Dmχ/(4πmϕ ≥
1,mχv/mϕ ≥ 1), the solutions for an attractive potential
is given by[19, 69, 87]:

σclassical
T =


4π
m2

ϕ
β2ln(1 + β−1) β ⩽ 10−1

8π
m2

ϕ
β2/(1 + 1.5β1.65) 10−1 ≤ β ⩽ 103

π
m2

ϕ
(lnβ + 1− 1

2 ln
−1β) β ≥ 103

(A2)

where β = 2λ2
Dmχ/(4πmϕ)v

2 In the resonant regime
(λ2

Dmχ/(4πmϕ) ≥ 1,mχv/mϕ ≤ 1), the quantum me-
chanical resonances and anti-resonance in σT appear due
to (quasi-)bound states formation in the attractive po-
tential. In the resonant regime, an analytical formula
for σT is not available and one needs to solve the non-
relativistic Schrodinger equation by partial wave anal-
ysis. Instead, here we use the non-perturbative results
obtained by approximating the Yukawa potential to be a

Hulthen potential
(
V (r) = ±λ2

D

4π
δe−δr

1−e−δr

)
, which is given

by [19]:

σHulthen
T =

16π sin2 δ0
m2

χv
2

(A3)

where l = 0 phase shift δ0 is given in terms of the Γ
functions by :

δ0 = arg

(
iΓ
(

imχv
k mϕ

)/
Γ(λ+)Γ(λ−)

)

λ± = 1 +
imχv

2 k mϕ
±
√

αDmχ

kmϕ
− m2

χv
2

4k2m2
ϕ

(A4)

and k ≈ 1.6 is a dimensionless number.
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