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A B S T R A C T

We analyze rotation curves of five HI-rich galaxies recently discovered with MeerKAT. These galaxies
exhibit sharply rising rotation curves, while their baryonic components are not dynamically dominant,
suggesting that their dark matter halos have high inner densities. When fitting the standard Navarro-
Frenk-White (NFW) halo model, four galaxies require extremely high halo concentrations, exceeding
the cosmological median by 5𝜎. In contrast, self-interacting dark matter (SIDM) halos in the core-
collapse phase naturally account for the high densities in these galaxies. For halos with masses around
1011 M⊙, those in cosmic filaments exhibit concentrations consistent with the cosmological average,
while halos in cosmic nodes show relatively higher concentrations that align with the SIDM fits but
remain insufficient for the NFW fits. Our analysis indicates that these HI-rich galaxies may have
formed in cosmic nodes of dark matter with significant self-interactions.

1. Introduction
The rotation curves of spiral galaxies provide essential

tests for our understanding of galaxy formation, evolution,
and the nature of dark matter. In the standard cold dark
matter (CDM) model, the halos follow a universal Navarro-
Frenk-White (NFW) density profile (Navarro et al., 1997),
which has a cusp towards the central regions 𝜌 ∝ 𝑟−1. How-
ever, measurements of the galactic rotation curves suggest
that distributions of dark matter in spiral galaxies are more
diverse than expected from the NFW profile (e.g., Oman
et al., 2015; Ren et al., 2019). Many dark matter-dominated
dwarf galaxies favor a cored halo with 𝜌 ∝ 𝑟0 (e.g., Flores
and Primack, 1994; Moore, 1994; de Blok et al., 2001a,b;
Salucci et al., 2007; de Blok et al., 2008; Oh et al., 2015).
Within the CDM model, baryonic feedback processes asso-
ciated with galaxy formation and evolution could lead to the
formation of a shallow density core rather than a cusp (e.g.,
Governato et al., 2010; Pontzen and Governato, 2012; Read
et al., 2016; Chan et al., 2015; Fitts et al., 2017). These
feedback effects may result in dark matter distributions in
galaxies that are more diverse than those expected from the
NFW profile (e.g., Di Cintio et al., 2014; Tollet et al., 2016;
Santos-Santos et al., 2018; Lazar et al., 2020), though more
work is needed to explore if the CDM model with feedback
can account for the full range of the diversity of galactic
rotation curves (e.g., Santos-Santos et al., 2020; Kaplinghat
et al., 2020).

Alternatively, self-interacting dark matter (SIDM) has
been proposed to address the diversity problem; see Tulin
and Yu (2018) for a review. Collisional thermalization
among dark matter particles in the halo can modify its
structure, with details depending on the stage of gravother-
mal evolution. In the core-expansion phase, the halo will
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develop a shallow density core (e.g., Spergel and Steinhardt,
2000; Rocha et al., 2013; Vogelsberger et al., 2012; Zavala
et al., 2013; Nadler et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2024a). When
the halo enters the core-collapse phase, its inner density
will increase and can become even higher than its CDM
counterpart (e.g., Balberg et al., 2002; Koda and Shapiro,
2011; Essig et al., 2019; Nishikawa et al., 2020; Sameie et al.,
2020; Turner et al., 2021; Zeng et al., 2022; Correa et al.,
2022; Yang et al., 2023; Nadler et al., 2023; Fischer et al.,
2024; Zhang et al., 2024b). Additionally, the presence of
baryons in galaxies will speed up the gravothermal evolution
of the halo (Feng et al., 2021; Zhong et al., 2023). The core
size shrinks and density increases when the baryons become
dynamically important (Kaplinghat et al., 2014; Robertson
et al., 2018; Despali et al., 2019; Sameie et al., 2021; Jiang
et al., 2023; Kong et al., 2024; Ragagnin et al., 2024; Correa
et al., 2024). Taking these effects together, SIDM generally
predicts more diverse dark matter distributions in galaxies
than CDM, in accord with the observations (Kamada et al.,
2017; Creasey et al., 2017; Ren et al., 2019; Zentner et al.,
2022; Yang et al., 2024c; Roberts et al., 2024).

Since the gravothermal collapse of dark matter halos
is a distinctive prediction of SIDM, a key test is to inves-
tigate dark matter-dominated galaxies with sharply rising
rotation curves. Recently, Glowacki et al. (2024) reported
a serendipitous discovery of 49 HI-rich galaxies in a 2.3-
hour open time observation with MeerKAT. Among these
galaxies, six have sufficient spatial resolution to obtain their
rotation curves and generate mass models (Glowacki et al.,
2024). Five of the six galaxies have sharp rising rotation
curves, while the baryons, including stars and gas, are not
dynamically important. There is no evidence that the five
galaxies interact with other galaxies, causing disturbance.
Therefore, they may provide intriguing tests for the core-
collapse scenario of SIDM.

In this work, we consider the five galaxies ID10, ID18,
ID19, ID24, and ID48 (Glowacki et al., 2024) and analyze
their rotation curves within CDM and SIDM halo models
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SIDM Core Collapse in Hi-Rich Galaxies

using the Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method.
We will show for the NFW halo model, its required halo
concentration needs to be extremely high to fit the data,∼ 5𝜎
above the cosmological median (except ID10), while the
contraction effects on the halo profile induced by the baryons
are negligible. The SIDM fits require a core-collapse so-
lution, and the favored halo concentration is ∼ 3𝜎 above
the median, and it can be lower mildly after taking into
the impact of the baryons on SIDM halo evolution, as
we will demonstrate using controlled N-body simulations.
Additionally, we will show that the SIDM fits align with
relatively higher concentrations of dark matter halos formed
in cosmic nodes, which remain insufficient for the NFW fits.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
2, we discuss CDM and SIDM halo models used in our
study. In Sec. 3, we present the method of modeling rotation
curves and detailed fits. In Sec. 4, we show the dark matter
halo parameters inferred from the fits and the gravothermal
phase of the SIDM halos. In Sec. 5, we present controlled N-
body simulations for the galaxy ID19. In Sec. 6, we discuss
environmental effects on halo concentration. Finally, we
conclude in Sec. 7.

2. Dark Matter Profiles
To fit the rotation curves, we consider both CDM and

SIDM halo models for comparison. For the former, we take
NFW profile (Navarro et al., 1997):

𝜌NFW(𝑟) =
𝜌𝑠𝑟3𝑠

𝑟
(

𝑟 + 𝑟𝑠
)2

, (1)

where 𝜌𝑠 is the scale density and 𝑟𝑠 is the scale radius. The
mass profile is given by

𝑀NFW(𝑟) = 4𝜋𝜌𝑠𝑟3𝑠

[

ln
(

1 + 𝑟
𝑟𝑠

)

− 𝑟
𝑟 + 𝑟𝑠

]

. (2)

Additionally, we will use the following relations:

𝜌𝑠 =
𝑐3200

3𝑔
(

𝑐200
)200𝜌crit(𝑧), 𝑟𝑠 =

𝑟200
𝑐200

, (3)

where 𝜌crit(𝑧) is the critical density of the universe at redshift
𝑧, 𝑟200 is the radius where the enclosed mean mass density
reaches 200𝜌crit(𝑧), 𝑐200 is the halo concentration parameter,
and 𝑔

(

𝑐200
)

= ln
(

1 + 𝑐200
)

−𝑐200∕
(

1 + 𝑐200
)

. We calculate
the total mass of the halo 𝑀200 as 𝑀200 = 𝑀NFW(𝑟200). Our
MCMC analysis takes 𝑀200 and 𝑐200 as input parameters to
specify an NFW halo. For each galaxy, we take its redshift
information from Table 2 of Glowacki et al. (2024), ranging
from 𝑧 ∼ 0.02–0.05, when applying the relations in Eq. 3 for
the MCMC fits.

For SIDM, we use the parametric SIDM halo model (Yang
et al., 2024b,a). It assumes that the density profile of an
evolving SIDM halo at a given moment can be expressed
in terms of a universal function form. In this work, we take

the version based on the Read profile (Read et al., 2016)

𝜌SIDM(𝑟) = 𝑓 𝑛𝜌NFW +
𝑛𝑓 𝑛−1 (1 − 𝑓 2)

4𝜋𝑟2𝑟𝑐
𝑀NFW, (4)

where 𝑛 is fixed to 𝑛 = 1, 𝑟𝑐 is the core radius, and 𝑓 (𝑟) =
tanh

(

𝑟∕𝑟𝑐
)

. The time evolution of the model parameters 𝑟𝑐 ,
𝜌𝑠, and 𝑟𝑠 are characterized by the following relations.

𝜌𝑠
𝜌𝑠,0

= 1.335 + 0.7746𝜏 + 8.042𝜏5 − 13.89𝜏7

+ 10.18𝜏9 + (1 − 1.335)(ln 0.001)−1 ln(𝜏 + 0.001),
𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑠,0

= 0.8771 − 0.2372𝜏 + 0.2216𝜏2

− 0.3868𝜏3 + (1 − 0.8771)(ln 0.001)−1 ln(𝜏 + 0.001),
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑠,0

= 3.324
√

𝜏 − 4.897𝜏 + 3.367𝜏2

− 2.512𝜏3 + 0.8699𝜏4, (5)

where the subscript “0” denotes the corresponding value
of the initial NFW profile, 𝜏 is the normalized timescale
characterizing the phase of gravothermal evolution of the
halo. It is calculated as 𝜏 = 𝑡∕𝑡𝑐 , where 𝑡 is the SIDM
evolution duration of a galactic halo, and we will fix it to
𝑡 = 10 Gyr for all the galaxies; 𝑡𝑐 is the core-collapse
timescale. For a halo with an initial NFW profile, 𝑡𝑐 is given
by (Balberg et al., 2002; Pollack et al., 2015; Essig et al.,
2019)

𝑡c =
150
𝐶

1
(

𝜎eff∕𝑚
)

𝜌𝑠,0𝑟𝑠,0

1
√

4𝜋𝐺𝜌𝑠,0
, (6)

where 𝐶 = 0.75 is a numerical factor calibrated from N-
body simulations and 𝜎eff∕𝑚 is the effective self-scattering
cross section per unit mass for a given halo (Yang and Yu,
2022).

In our MCMC fits, we will fix 𝜎eff∕𝑚 = 10 cm2∕g
(SIDM10) with the following considerations. The galaxies
we consider have a maximum circular velocity of 𝑉max ∼
100 km∕s, which corresponds to a halo mass of ∼ 1011 M⊙.
For such a halo to collapse within 10 Gyr, a cross section
of 𝜎eff∕𝑚 ≳ 10 cm2∕g is typically needed, unless the
concentration is significantly higher than the cosmological
median (e.g., Essig et al., 2019; Sameie et al., 2020; Nadler
et al., 2023), as we will discuss later. For the galaxies we
consider, dark matter dominates the dynamics, and a cross
section larger than 10 cm2∕g would also give rise to an
equally good fit because of the degeneracy between 𝜎eff∕𝑚
and 𝑐200 (Kamada et al., 2017; Ren et al., 2019; Roberts et al.,
2024). However, for galaxies that are dominated by baryons,
𝜎eff∕𝑚 ≫ 10 cm2∕g could make the central density too high
to be consistent with observations because the core-collapse
timescale can be significantly shortened by the baryons (e.g.,
Correa et al., 2024). Additionally, 𝜎eff∕𝑚 ∼ 10 cm2∕g for
𝑉max ∼ 100 km∕s is also motivated by velocity-dependent
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SIDM models that are proposed to diverse dark matter
distributions of other galactic systems (e.g., Correa, 2021;
Turner et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2023; Nadler et al., 2023;
Slone et al., 2023).

We will also use controlled N-body simulations to test
the robustness of our fits. Although the baryons are not
dynamically significant for the galaxies we consider and the
adiabatic contraction effect (Blumenthal et al., 1986; Gnedin
et al., 2004) is negligible for the CDM halo, they do have a
mild impact on the SIDM halo, as we will show in Sec. 5.

3. Modeling the Rotation Curves
We take the rotation curves for the galaxies ID10, ID18,

ID19, ID24, and ID48 from Glowacki et al. (2024) and
perform a Bayesian analysis by utilizing MCMC method
with the public code emcee (Foreman-Mackey et al., 2013).
Note that we do not include galaxy ID8 in our analysis. This
galaxy exhibits a low overall rotation velocity but a high
baryon contribution, indicating that its dark matter fraction
is, at face value, below the cosmological relative abundance
of 85%, see Table 4 in Glowacki et al. (2024); we also
confirmed it in our preliminary analysis.

We decompose the total circular velocity as 𝑉 2
rot =

𝑉 2
star + 𝑉 2

gas + 𝑉 2
dm. For the stellar (𝑉star) and gas (𝑉gas)

contributions, we adopt their corresponding median values
as reported in Glowacki et al. (2024) as their uncertainties
are relatively small and these galaxies are dark matter-
dominated. For each galaxy, we sample the model param-
eters 𝑀200 and 𝑐200 with flat priors in the ranges 9 ≤
log10(𝑀200∕M⊙) ≤ 13 and 1 ≤ 𝑐200 ≤ 100, respectively.
Cosmological simulations of structure formation show that
𝑐200 and 𝑀200 are correlated as the concentration-mass
relation (Dutton and Macciò, 2014), but we do not impose it
in our sampling.

In Fig. 1, we present our MCMC fits to the rotation
curves of the galaxies for the NFW (gray) and SIDM10
(magenta) halo models. The shaded regions represent the
68% confidence level from the 16th percentile to the 84th
percentile. We also show the total baryon contribution, in-
cluding stars and gas (orange). Both halo models fit the data
well and their predicted rotation curves overlap each other in
most regions, suggesting that it is difficult to distinguish the
core-collapsed SIDM and NFW halos solely from rotation
curve measurements. Among the galaxies, the difference
is more noticeable for ID10 as the circular velocity of the
SIDM halo reaches its maximum at 𝑟 ≈ 10 kpc and
decreases slightly toward larger radii, while the NFW one
is almost flattened out for 𝑟 ≳ 10 kpc.

The galaxies in the sample have a sharp rising rotation
curve; thus, high-density inner halos are needed. Notably,
the measured circular velocities at 𝑟 ≈ 3 kpc are already
close to their peak values. To explore to what extent our
fits shown in Fig. 1 are driven by the innermost data points,
which may be subject to relatively larger measurement un-
certainties, we further fit the galaxies without including
them, as shown in Fig. 2. For ID19, ID24, and ID48, their

circular velocities of the NFW halos still peaked at radii
𝑟 ≈ 3 kpc. In contrast, the SIDM10 rotation curves rise
slower for all galaxies, compared to those shown in Fig. 1,
as the halos could be less collapsed without including the
innermost data points, as we discuss in the next section.

4. Halo Concentration and Gravothermal
Timescale
In Fig. 3 (left), we show the halo concentration 𝑐200

and mass 𝑀200 inferred from the MCMC NFW (gray) and
SIDM10 (magenta) fits with the full dataset. The median
represents the 50th percentile while the error bars represent
the 68% confidence level, from the 16th percentile to the 84th
percentile. The inferred concentration value is normalized
to the cosmological median 𝑐𝑚 as in Dutton and Macciò
(2014). For reference, the 3𝜎 (dashed) and 5𝜎 (dash-dot)
lines above the cosmological median are shown with a
scatter 0.11dex (Dutton and Macciò, 2014).

For all galaxies except ID10, the NFW fits require high
𝑐200 values, approximately 5𝜎 above the cosmological me-
dian. In contrast, for the SIDM fits, the 𝑐200 values are 3𝜎
higher from the median, while the halo masses are similar
to their NFW counterparts. For the galaxy ID10, the SIDM
fit prefers a slightly smaller mass but a higher concentration
than its NFW counterpart. The rotation curve of ID10 is the
most extended in the sample, up to 40 kpc. The SIDM fit
tends to match the innermost data point while missing the
outermost one. The trend is reversed for the NFW fit.

Fig. 3 (right) shows 𝑐200 and 𝑀200 inferred from the fits
without including the innermost data points. Compared to
the results in the left panel, the NFW and SIDM fits are shift-
ing towards lower concentration values by approximately 2𝜎
and 1𝜎, respectively. Meanwhile, the uncertainties increase
as expected. Even when excluding the innermost points, the
NFW fits still require systematically higher concentrations
than the SIDM fits, except for ID10.

Fig. 4 (left) shows the probability density for the nor-
malized gravothermal evolution timescale 𝜏 = 𝑡∕𝑡𝑐 from the
SIDM fits with the full dataset. We fix 𝑡 to be 10 Gyr and
calculate 𝑡𝑐 using Eq. 6 with the halo parameters from the
MCMC chains. The vertical gray line denotes 𝜏 = 0.146
where an SIDM halo has maximum core expansion and the
lowest central density accordingly (Roberts et al., 2024). All
the SIDM halos are in the collapse phase. ID10 has 𝜏 ∼ 0.6,
while the others have 𝜏 ∼ 0.9, suggesting a favor towards the
late phase of gravothermal evolution to fit the sharp rising
rotation curves in the sample. If the fits do not include the
innermost data points, the 𝜏 distribution shifts to the regime
0.2 ≲ 𝜏 ≲ 0.6 as shown in Fig. 4 (right). The SIDM halos
are at slightly earlier stages of gravothermal evolution but
are still in the core-collapse phase as the maximum core
expansion occurs at 𝜏 = 0.146. Thus, the SIDM fits favor a
core-collapsed solution regardless of whether the innermost
data points are included.
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Figure 1: Rotation curves from the SIDM10 (magenta) and NFW (gray) fits, where each shaded band represents the 68%
confidence region spanning from the 16th to the 84th percentile of the MCMC chain. The black data points with error bars
represent the observed total rotation curves from Glowacki et al. (2024), and the orange solid curves denote the baryonic
contributions (stars+gas).
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Figure 3: Inferred log10(𝑐200∕𝑐𝑚) and log10(𝑀200) values for the galaxies, where the median represents the 50th percentile, and
the error bars indicate the 68% confidence region spanning from the 16th to the 84th percentile of the chain. The cosmological
median concentration 𝑐𝑚 is calculated using the concentration-mass relation, with 3𝜎 (dashed) and 5𝜎 (dash-dot) above the
median shown under the assumption of a scatter of 𝜎 = 0.11dex (Dutton and Macciò, 2014). Left: Fits based on the full rotation
curve dataset. Right: Fits excluding the innermost data points.

5. Controlled N-body Simulations
In our MCMC fits, we did not take into account the

impact of the baryons on the halo density profile. As indi-
cated in Fig. 1, the baryonic contribution to the total mea-
sured circular velocity is less than 40% for all the galaxies.
For the CDM model, we use the semi-analytical formalism
from Gnedin et al. (2004) to estimate the effect of adiabatic
contraction on the halo for ID19 and find that the effect
leads to up to 3% enhancements in the total circular velocity,
compared to the NFW fit shown Fig. 1. Thus, the adiabatic
contraction effect due to the baryons is negligible in the
CDM model, and the halo remains a 5𝜎 outlier in terms of
its concentration. The tension would be even more exacer-
bated for galaxy formation models where baryonic feedback
generates a density core.

In the SIDM model, the halo is more responsive to the
presence of the baryonic potential because of collisional
thermalization of dark matter particles (Kaplinghat et al.,
2014; Robertson et al., 2018; Sameie et al., 2018), especially
in the core-collapse regime (Feng et al., 2022; Zhong et al.,
2023; Yang, 2024). Thus, we shall examine the impact of
the baryons on the SIDM halo for the galaxies we consider.
For a case study, we take the galaxy ID19, which has
the highest halo concentration in the MCMC fits and the
highest baryonic mass in the sample, and conduct four sets
of controlled N-body SIDM simulations.

5.1. Simulation Setup
We first construct a static baryonic potential at the halo

center and assume that it follows the Hernquist profile (Hern-
quist, 1990)

𝜌𝑏(𝑟) =
𝜌𝑏

(

𝑟
𝑎

)(

1 + 𝑟
𝑎

)3
, (7)

where 𝜌𝑏 is the baryonic scale density and 𝑎 is the charac-
teristic radius. We determine the 𝜌𝑏 and 𝑎 values by fitting
the Hernquist profile to the circular velocity profile of stars
and gas, see the Fig. 1 (orange, ID19), and find 𝜌𝑏 =
3.82 × 106 M⊙∕kpc3 and 𝑎 = 10.35 kpc. For the halo
initial conditions, we adopt our best-fit SIDM10 model mass
𝑀200 = 1.67 × 1011 M⊙ from the fit to full dataset (Fig. 1)
and 𝑀200 = 2.85 × 1011 M⊙ from the fit excluding the
innermost data point (Fig. 2). We adjust the concentration
parameter 𝑐200 by demanding the circular velocity profile
of the simulated halo to match that of the MCMC best-fit
model.

For the cross section, we consider 𝜎eff∕𝑚 = 10 cm2∕g as
in our MCMC fits. In general, there is a degeneracy among
the cross section, halo concentration and mass, and baryonic
potential in affecting the gravothermal evolution of an SIDM
halo. By fixing 𝑀200 and 𝜎eff∕𝑚 to be their corresponding
values from the MCMC fits, we investigate the degenerate
effect between halo concentration and the baryonic im-
pact. Additionally, we will conduct simulations assuming
𝜎eff∕𝑚 = 3 cm2∕g with the following considerations. After
implementing the baryonic potential, the velocity dispersion
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Figure 4: Histogram of the probability density for the normalized evolution timescale 𝜏 = 𝑡∕𝑡𝑐 across the entire MCMC chain for
the galaxies. The gray dotted line indicates 𝜏 = 0.146, corresponding to the point of maximum core expansion and lowest central
density for SIDM halos. Left: Fits based on the full rotation curve dataset. Right: Fits excluding the innermost data points.

of dark matter particles at the halo center increases by a
factor of 1.3. Consider an SIDM model with a strong velocity
dependence as 𝜎eff∕𝑚 ∝ 1∕𝑣4 (Tulin and Yu, 2018) on
the mass scale of the ID19 halo 𝑀200 ≈ 2 × 1011 M⊙
(𝑉max ≈ 120 km∕s), we expect that 𝜎eff∕𝑚 decreases from
10 cm2∕g to ≈ 3 cm2∕g.

We use the public code SpherIC (Garrison-Kimmel et al.,
2013) to generate the initial condition for the dark matter
halos and the code GADGET-2 (Springel et al., 2001; Springel,
2005), implemented with an SIDM module (Yang and Yu,
2022; Yang et al., 2020), to perform N-body SIDM simula-
tions. The total number of simulation particles is 106, and
the softening length is 1 kpc.

5.2. Rotation Curves with the Simulated Halos
In Fig. 5 (left), we present the rotation curves from the

SIDM10 (dashed) and SIDM3 (dotted) N-body simulations,
along with the MCMC SIDM10 fit (50th percentile, solid),
where the baryonic contribution is included (solid orange).
In our simulations, we have adjusted the concentration value
such that the resulting halo circular velocity agrees with the
one from the MCMC fit within 10%. The concentration is
0.31 dex above the cosmological median from the MCMC
fit, while it is 0.20 dex above the median from the SIDM10
simulation, which includes the baryonic impact on the halo.
The baryonic potential accelerates the gravothermal evolu-
tion, and a lower concentration is needed. For the SIDM3
simulation, the required concentration is 0.25 dex above the
median between the two other cases.

Fig. 5 (right) shows the rotation curves from the SIDM10
(dashed) and SIDM3 (dotted) simulations, along with the

MCMC SIDM10 fit for ID19 (50th percentile, solid) without
including the innermost data point. Again, we see that the
required concentration decreases after the impact of the
baryons on the SIDM halo is included in the simulations.
The SIDM10 and SIDM3 simulations suggest that a halo
close to the median concentration would be sufficient if the
innermost data point is excluded.

We have seen that although the galaxies in our sample
are dark matter-dominated, the baryons have a mild impact
on the halo profile in the SIDM model, which further makes
these galaxies less of an outlier in terms of the concentration-
mass relation. In contrast, the effect of adiabatic contraction
is negligible in the CDM model, and the halo must have
an extremely high concentration to account for the sharply
rising rotation curve. The difference is rooted in the fact that
the SIDM halo is more responsive to the potential change
induced by the baryons due to the collisional thermalization
of dark matter particles. This feature may help distinguish
the SIDM and CDM predictions with kinematic data from
spiral galaxies.

6. Cosmic Environments
In CDM, the galaxies we consider are extreme outliers in

terms of their halo concentration. As shown in Fig. 1, four
galaxies in the sample exceed the cosmological median by
∼ 5𝜎. However, if these galaxies reside in dense environ-
ments, the standard concentration-mass relation, based on
the average of simulated halos in a large cosmic volume, may
not apply to them. Indeed, Glowacki et al. (2024) found that
the 49 HI-rich galaxies can be identified with three major
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Figure 5: Rotation curves generated from the SIDM10 (dashed-magenta) and SIDM3 (dotted-magenta) N-body simulations, which
account for the impact of the baryons on the halo. For comparison, the best-fit curve from the MCMC sampling (solid-magenta)
and the baryonic contribution (solid-orange) are also shown. Left: Fits based on the full rotation curve dataset, with all three halos
having 𝑀200 = 1.67× 1011 M⊙. Right: Fits excluding the innermost data point, with all three halos having 𝑀200 = 2.85× 1011 M⊙.

groups at 𝑧 ∼ 0.033, 0.041, and 0.055, suggesting that they
could have detected a super group of galaxies that formed in
a dense environment. Therefore, it is interesting to explore
the correlation between their sharp rising rotation curves and
cosmic environments.

Hellwing et al. (2021) showed that the concentration of
filament halos increases up to 15% relative to the volume
average as the halo mass decreases from 7 × 1010 M⊙ to
108 M⊙. However, the difference is negligible for halos
with masses 1011 M⊙, which are relevant to the galaxies
studied in this work. In contrast, dark matter halos formed
in cosmic nodes can have significantly higher concentration.
For 𝑀200 ∼ 1011, the concentration of the node halos
vary from 𝑐200 ∼ 15–20, corresponding to 2–3𝜎 above the
median from the volume average. Intriguingly, these node
halos align well with the SIDM fits but are not sufficiently
dense to account for the NFW fits to the full dataset (except
for ID18). Our analysis suggests that the galaxies reported in
Glowacki et al. (2024) may have formed in cosmic nodes of
dark matter with significant self-interactions, though further
investigation is needed to validate this hypothesis.

7. Conclusions
We have used the NFW and SIDM halo models to fit

the sharply rising rotation curves of five newly discovered
galaxies, where dark matter dominates at all radii. For the
NFW fits, the inferred halo concentrations are extremely
high, exceeding the cosmological median by 5𝜎 for four
galaxies. In contrast, the SIDM fits, using a parametric halo

model, require lower concentrations, 3𝜎 above the median,
assuming an effective cross section of 𝜎eff∕𝑚 = 10 cm2∕g.
The SIDM halos are core-collapsed by 10 Gyr, resulting in
high densities in the inner regions. The SIDM fits favor a
core-collapsed solution regardless of whether the innermost
data points are included. Additionally, the halo parameters
are better constrained in the SIDM fits than in the NFW fits.

We also investigated the impact of baryons on the fits.
For CDM, the effect of adiabatic contraction is completely
negligible. For SIDM, controlled 𝑁-body simulations for
one of the galaxies (ID19) show that the baryons have a mild
effect in accelerating the gravothermal evolution of the halo.
Including the impact of baryons slightly reduces the concen-
tration while maintaining a similar fit. The concentrations
of the node halos match those from the SIDM fits but are
not sufficiently high to be compatible with those required
for the NFW fits. Overall, our results indicate that the SIDM
model with gravothermal collapse provides an intriguing
explanation for the sharply rising rotation curves of the HI
galaxies.

In the future, high-resolution measurements of the ro-
tation curves, especially in the inner regions, can provide
further robust tests on the NFW and SIDM models. It is
also important to conduct kinematic measurements for more
galaxies in the same cosmic region in order to have a
much larger sample. On the theory side, further analyzing
simulated halos formed in cosmic filaments and nodes and
comparing them with the observations will be crucial to as-
sess the challenges in the CDM model further. Additionally,
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it would be of great interest to conduct cosmological zoom-
in SIDM simulations focusing on over-dense regions that
contain cosmic nodes.
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