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Abstract

Why does dark matter (DM) live longer than the age of the Universe? Here
we study a novel sub-eV scalar DM candidate whose stability is due to the
Pauli exclusion of its fermionic decay products. We analyze the stability of the
DM condensate against decays, scatterings (i.e., evaporation), and parametric
resonance, delineating the viable parameter regions in which DM is cosmo-
logically stable. In a minimal scenario in which the scalar DM decays to a
pair of new exotic fermions, we find that scattering can populate an interact-
ing thermal dark sector component to energies far above the DM mass. This
self-interacting dark radiation may potentially alleviate the Hubble tensions.
Furthermore, our scenario can be probed through precise measurements of the
halo mass function or the masses of dwarf spheroidal galaxies since scattering
prevents the DM from becoming too dense. On the other hand, if the lightest
neutrino stabilizes the DM, the cosmic neutrino background (CvB) can be sig-
nificantly altered from the ACDM prediction and thus be probed in the future

by CvB detection experiments.



1 Introduction

The stability of dark matter (DM) on cosmic timescales provides an important clue
to its fundamental nature. For example, it may suggest DM is endowed with a
conserved charge, has a small mass, and/or has suppressed interactions, leading to
a small or vanishing decay rate. Understanding the possible reasons behind DM
stability is extremely important because they may suggest novel correlated observa-
tional signatures, as is well illustrated by the cases of DM stabilized by symmetry
(e.g., WIMP DM) or by small mass/suppressed interactions (e.g., ALP DM).

In this paper, we explore a novel explanation for the stability of DM in our Uni-
verse that exploits the Pauli exclusion principle. In a simple model of sub-eV scalar
DM with sizable Yukawa couplings to even lighter or massless exotic fermions, the
DM proper lifetime in vacuum is much shorter than the age of the Universe. How-
ever, the fermionic states accessible in the decay are rapidly filled, thereby Pauli
blocking the decay and effectively rendering DM stable on cosmological timescales.
We carefully study the stability of the scalar DM condensate by taking account of
decay, scattering, and parametric resonance effects, which turn out to be impor-
tant during different eras of the DM density evolution. In particular, we highlight
the importance of DM scattering, including the self-annihilation of condensate par-
ticles and their scattering with thermalized scalars, which proceeds via the same
coupling that mediates the DM decay. Such scattering processes can lead to the fast
evaporation of the condensate and thus significantly constrain this scenario at large
couplings. Nevertheless, we demonstrate that over a broad range of DM masses and
at moderate values of the coupling constant, a viable scenario of DM stabilization
due to Pauli blocking can be realized.

For relatively sizable Yukawa couplings, our scenario leads to a novel late time
cosmology. The decay and scattering of DM can lead to the formation of a quasi-
thermal component of fermions and scalars that behaves as dark radiation with
a temperature far above the mass of the DM. The resulting dark radiation can
have a substantial abundance and, furthermore, is self-interacting since it attains
kinetic equilibrium via the decay and inverse decay of the relativistic dark sector
plasma. The deviation of the effective neutrino number at recombination can be
as large as 0(0.1) with only small corrections to the DM abundance relative to
ACDM. Very interestingly, such a scenario may have important implications for

the more than 50 tension between local and global measurements of the Hubble



constant [1H7]. (See also Refs. [8,9], and reviews [10-13] for the Hubble tension.)
Previous studies have shown that the Hubble tensions may be alleviated due to the
presence of self-interacting dark radiation [12,14-16]. Furthermore, even if the dark
sector only couples to the SM via gravity, the resulting DM halo density profiles
will feature a cutoff since the formation of dense regions of DM will be obstructed
by fast DM evaporation. Thus our scenario may prefer cored DM density profiles
with a cutoff depending on the masses and coupling strength. Precisely simulating
structure formation and measuring the small-scale structure, e.g., via halo-mass
function measurements in Vera Rubin Observatory [17] or 21 cm line observation [18],
can thus provide probes of this scenario.

An obvious candidate for the fermions in our scenario are the Standard Model
(SM) neutrinos, which leads to several additional consequences in comparison to the
case of an exotic BSM fermion. In this case, the composition of the cosmic neutrino
background (CrB) may be altered if the coupling of the DM to neutrinos is not
diagonal in the neutrino mass eigenbasis. This is because the heavier neutrinos may
decay into DM and a lighter neutrino. The produced DM, which is energetic and
thus not Pauli blocked, can further decay into lighter neutrinos. The cascade decays
result in a CvB that is composed entirely of the lightest neutrinos, some of which
are boosted. Interestingly, in the case of normal ordering our scenario predicts up
to a factor 1-10 enhancement of the boosted neutrino interaction rate to an electron
by the neutrino decays with an energy of 0(0.01)eV. In addition, either in the
normal or inverted ordering, the DM may further produce the lightest neutrinos via
the evaporation or decay while still maintaining stability of the DM condensate. For
certain regions of parameter space, although the typical energy of each neutrino is
smaller than O(0.01) eV, this contribution can enhance the CvB interaction rate by
many orders of magnitude. Thus, the imprint of DM interactions on the CvB may
potentially be probed in future experiments such as PTOLEMY [19-21].

Before moving to the main part of the paper, let us mention a few relevant
studies. Ref. [22] investigated the possibility of scalar DM decaying to neutrinos
and the impact of Pauli blocking. However, this work did not consider the effect
of scattering, which turns out to be important even for modest Yukawa couplings.
The cosmological production of fermions due to scalar field dynamics, either from
broad parametric resonance [23,24] or perturbative decays [25-27], has been widely
investigated in the context of inflationary reheating or preheating. While distinct

from our scenario, light dark sectors in the form of a nearly degenerate Fermi sea



has been explored in Refs. [26,28-30].

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we discuss our theoretical
setup and in the perturbative regime. We formulate a system of Boltzmann equa-
tions, including quantum statistical effects, which allows us to account for the Pauli
blocking effect and investigate the stability of the DM condensate. (Some technical
details are presented in Appendices |A|and . In Sec. |3, we investigate the minimal
scenario in which DM is stabilized by exotic BSM fermions. We study the cases of
DM annihilation with and without a chirality suppression, the production of dark
radiation and the DM density evolution, the potential implications for the Hubble
tensions, the cutoff of the present local DM density, the broad parametric resonance
regime, and conclude with a summary of the cosmology of this scenario. In Sec. {4 we
explore the scenario in which the CvB stabilizes DM and the resulting implications
for the evolution and detection of the the CvB. (A gauge-invariant UV model is
discussed in Appendix [C)) In Sec. [5| we discuss some generalizations to other models

and signatures. The final section is devoted to the conclusions and outlook.

2 Setup and Boltzmann equations

2.1 Setup

To clarify our idea, we introduce a minimal model containing a real scalar field ¢
with mass m,, which will be identified as the DM, and a Majorana fermion ¢ with
mass my. Throughout this work we will consider my, < m,/2, and for the moment
we neglect the effect of the fermion mass[] Here and in Sec. [3| we assume that 1
is a BSM fermion with negligible couplings to SM particles, while in Sec. [4] we will
examine the case in which ¢ are the SM neutrinos. The scalar-fermion interaction

is represented by the Lagrangian
y —
£>-Yovy, &

where y is a real Yukawa coupling.ﬂ As a consequence of this interaction, ¢ decays

to a 1 pair in the vacuum.

1'We note that fermionic bound states [22,|31133] do not form in our scenario since the range of

the Yukawa force is much smaller than the fermion de Broglie wavelength.
2We have also considered the case of a pseudoscalar coupling, see Appendix The dynamics

do not change much, but the annihilation of ¢ condensates proceeds in the D-wave, and the dark

radiation production is similar to the chirality-suppressed case examined in Sec. even if my, = 0.
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Suppose that at the redshift z = z,;, there is a population of non-relativistic
¢ particles with number density n, # 0 and negligible population of 1 particles,
ny = 0. Then, ¢ decays via the process ¢ — ¥, with decay rate

y>me
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(2)

Lospy =

For simplicity we neglect the mass of 1) here and in the following (see Appendix for
the formula without this approximation). If the decay is fast enough, the states of ¢
in the spherical shell of momentum around Ey =~ m,/2 are soon occupied. Strictly
speaking, there are also effects due to scattering processes, e.g., ¢¢ — 1), which will
turn out to be important and will be the main focus of this paper. The width of the
shell, AFE, depends on the velocity dispersion of ¢, for which we may safely assume
AE < my/2 if ¢ is cold enough. For concreteness, we assume that ¢ is produced
through the misalignment mechanism and that AFE is negligible [3436] F] Our setup
will work with other DM production mechanisms as well.

Then the backreaction, i.e., Pauli blocking and inverse decay, becomes important.
By accounting for the fermion phase space distribution, f,[Ey], the effective decay
rate of the DM is corrected as (see also Eq. below)

2
Dy 2 2 (1= 2y mo/2). (3)

Consequently f, cannot increase beyond f, = 1/2 around which the ¢ decay is
forbidden, i.e., the decay is Pauli blocked [22].

Since the Universe expands, the energy of the Fermi shell decreases as Ey, o< a™!.

As the initial shell shrinks, the ¢ decay continually replenishes the shell of £, ~
me/2. As a consequence, a distribution of fy, at z < 2y is formed as

1 _tm mg (14 2) 1 mg

oM ey me (FA] lgme

fo=350 |5 —p P t o) 50|35 P (4)

where © is a step function. For a sufficiently long period, z < zy;, the ¥ form a

Fermi sea, characterized by a Fermi sphere of energy Er ~ m,/2 as shown in the

r.h.s. of Eq. .
Even though the DM is continuously decaying to fill the Fermi sea, the energy

3Strictly speaking, the momentum distribution has a width of @m, in the misalignment case |23,
24|, where @ is defined in Eq.@.



transferred from the DM condensate to the Fermi sea is negligible iﬁ

4
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Po > T X g2 = W onge2 (5)

where the r.h.s is the energy density of the Fermi sphere and g, = 2 denotes the
spin degree of freedom of . For ¢ to account for the cosmologically stable DM,
this relation should be at least satisfied in the present Universe. By taking p, =
ppm == (2meV)?, which is the DM energy density today [37], we obtain the following

constraint on the DM mass in our scenario:
me < 0.01eV. (6)

Therefore, what we will mainly discuss is a sub-eV DM candidate. In the following,
we will see that additional reactions beyond decays can lead to the formation of
a quasi-thermal component of scalars and fermions with temperature much higher
than mg, which, however, may still be subdominant to the DM.

So far we have discussed the stability in the leading order approximation of y.
As we have mentioned several times, a higher-order effect, i.e., 2-to-2 scatterings
with rates scaling as O(y*), is quite important for discussing the stability of the DM
condensate. If either the decay or scattering (including DM annihilation) were absent
and the condition Eq. is parametrically satisfied, there would be both comoving
number and energy Conservationsﬂ which stabilize the DM condensate.

The annihilation/scattering rate of a plasma ¢ or ¢ particle of energy E > my

with a condensate ¢, neglecting the Pauli blocking effect, is given by
4

~ . 7
VON 7rm¢En¢ (7)

where oy is scattering cross section. For now, let us consider the regime
m
F(b_ﬂpwf(b > VO > H, (8)

where the Lh.s is the (inverse) decay rate of the relativistic (¢)¢ of energy E. The

first inequality leads to the condition

2
Q=10 <. 9)
Mg

4The motion and gravitational potential, e.g. during structure formation, may slighly alter the
momenta of ¥. As long as the effects do not change the ¢ phase distribution by a substantial

amount, our conclusions do not change as long as Eq. 1) is satisfied.
5In the 1 <+ 2 process, ng + Ny /2 is conserved, and in the 2 <+ 2 process ng + ny, is conserved

with n, being the fermion+antifermion number.



This corresponds to the narrow resonance regime in the context of parametric res-
onance [2324]. We will come back to the broad resonance regime, which can be
important at early times, in Secf3.4 In the narrow resonance regime, one can study
the system, including the effects of both decays/inverse decays and scatterings, by
employing Boltzmann equations.

Before moving on, we remark that light scalar field will generically receive radia-
tive corrections to its potential which are sensitive to UV physics. These corrections
could be small if the dark scalar and fermion have only weak couplings to UV de-
grees of freedom. Alternatively, one can consider ¢ to be a pseudo-Goldstone boson
with interaction am%w% instead of Eq. |) in which case the corrections to the
potential are protected by a shift symmetry. Additionally, the free energy density of
fermions sources a contribution to the effective potential of the scalar field. While
this contribution is always subdominant in comparison to the scalar mass term for
the minimal model considered here and in Sec. {4} it can be relevant at early times
when the fermion is the SM neutrino due to the presence of the CvB, see Sec. [5| for

further discussion.

2.2 Boltzmann Equations

We now investigate the impact of scattering between the dark sector particles, which
can cause the DM condensate to evaporate and lead to the formation of a thermalized
dark sector component that serves as dark radiation. To investigate the stability
of the DM, estimate its lifetime, and discern the properties of the dark radiation
component, we will use the formalism of Boltzmann equations. As will be argued
in Sec. 3 in large regions of parameter space it is expected that the system reaches
a quasi-equilibrium state, which motivates us to employ a specific ansatz for the
form of the phase space distribution functions that separates the condensate and
the thermalized components. For the latter, we take for the dark radiation v and
¢ particles the standard equilibrium Fermi-Dirac and Bose-Einstein distributions,
which should provide a qualitatively correct description as the system thermalizes.

We wish to follow the evolution of the phase space distributions of the scalar

and fermion fields, fs[pe,t] and fy[py,t]. These are governed by the Boltzmann



equations,

Ofslpgt] dfs[pg: t]

ZJeres ZJeWer vl g
8t p¢H ap¢ C [p¢, t], (10)
afw [pdn t] 3fw [p¢7 t] )
i A AL S R 11
5 pyH e C¥[py, t], (11)

where C? and O are the collision terms to be described in detail below. Following
the motivation outlined above, we make the following ansatz for the phase space

distribution functions:

folps ] = folps,t] + f3[po, 1], (12)
folpw: t] = [Py, t], (13)
where
Folpert) = (2nVroft)d*(5) = (272l [ffp‘é)] , (1)
™
Fh g, 1] = {exp {Eqs;—[gd’m] — 1} , (15)
ot = fosp | 2ol (16)

with E; = \/]m for i = ¢, . In particular, we have separated the scalar phase-
space distribution into condensate (denoted by the hat) and thermal components,
and we have assumed the thermal components are well-described by the standard
equilibrium forms with temperature T[t] and chemical potential p;[t]. We note that
;[t] is not assumed to take any specific value associated with chemical /kinetic equi-
librium. Rather, we will follow its dynamical evolution from generic initial condi-
tions. As we will show below pg4[t] = m, is the condition for the system to reach
kinetic equilibrium.

It will be convenient to follow the integrated quantities such as the number den-

sity, energy density, and pressure, defined as

d*p;
n;(t] = gi/(27r)3 filpi, 1], (17)
d*p;
pilt] = gl/W E; filpi, t], (18)
Rl = o | {5 e il ) (19)



for i = ¢,1. Here g; counts the number of internal degrees of freedom for species i
(9o =1, gy = 2). In fact, for the scalar ¢ we can isolate the condensate and thermal
components by defining a type of projection operator P that excludes a small region

around pg = 0 in the py integral. In particular, we define

R dqus B 1 0 )
P/(27r)3 = (277)3/d9¢/€ Py dpy, (20)

1 —P]/(Off)‘@ = (27103 /d9¢ /Oepi dpy, (21)

where € is a small parameter. We then have the relations

~

1P [ G2 ol = 1= P) [ G2 Bl = sl @)

o[£ 5 [ 4 th th
P/ (25;3 f¢[p¢7t] = P/ (2:;53 f¢ [p¢,t] =Ny [ﬂ (23)

Using the projectors, the Boltzmann equations for the number densities can then

be written as

ﬁ¢ + 3H’fl¢ = C¢C, (24)
ny' + 3HnY = C?, (25)
My + 3Hn, = CY, (26)

where the Cs on the r.h.s represent the corresponding integrated collision terms,
which will be discussed below. Similarly, we can write the Boltzmann equations for

the energy densities as

po+ 3H(py + Py) = €%, (27)
Py +3H(py + Pi") = €7, (28)
po +3H(py + Py) = ¥, (29)

where the £s on the r.h.s represent the corresponding integrated collision terms.
Summing the three equations above, we can write a Boltzmann equation for the

total energy density:
Prot + 3H (prot + Piot) = EP 4 £+ EY = 0, (30)

where pior = Py + pfbh + py, Piot = ]5¢ + P(gh + Py, and the last equality follows from

energy conservation. In particular, for the condensate we have

ﬁ¢ = m¢,ﬁ¢,, p(z) =0. (31)



On the other hand, the thermal ¢ and 1) components are typically relativistic, leading
to
Pt~ pt/3, Py~ py/3. (32)

We now turn to the collision terms for the various reactions.

2.2.1 Decay/inverse decay ¢ <> 11

We first consider the decay/inverse decay process

P(py) <> V(p1) + ¥ (p2)- (33)

The unintegrated ¢ collision term ijeww is

- 11

1 454 2
fots =~ 3 / dIly dlly (27)*6* (g — P1 — P2)| Mgl (34)

spins

X {folpsl(1 = fulpi]) (X = fylp2]) — (1 + folps]) fulpi] fulpal} -

Here 1/S, = 1/2 is a symmetry factor accounting for identical ) particles, g, = 1,
and
d*p;

dil; = ——
(27)32E;

(35)

We now integrate over the ¢ phase space to derive the integrated collision terms,
using the projection operators [1 — P] and P to isolate the condensate and thermal

components, respectively. For the condensate term, we obtain

e g P [ P oo 36
¢cﬁw¢—9¢[ - ] (27r)3 PR ( )

> - P]/dm dILy dIT, (21)'6* (py — p1 — p2)[Mospl”

spins

x fslpol(1 = fulpr] = fulpa])-

1
Sy

All integrals can be carried out analytically, leading to the simple expression

Co iy = —Tspy (1 — 2fu By = me/2]) frg, (37)

where 'y, is given in (See Appendix [A] or Eq. (105]) for the mixed real and
pseudo-scalar coupling case and full mass dependence). We note that the collision
term reproduces the effective ¢ condensate decay rate advertised above in Eq..



Next, for the thermal component we obtain

d’p
® ¢ ~d
Coorpy = 9P / [am)s oo (38)
_ __w 3 /dH¢ dIL; dIly (27)*6* (s — p1 — p2)| Mgy
spins

< { fiMps](1 = Fulp]) (X = fulpa]) — (L + £ [ps)) fulpil fulpe] } -

We can reduce the collision term to the following double integral expression:

Chovo ==k ["ag, [ a5 (12100~ o] ~ Kl ~ Kol
)

where the integration limits E} are (see Appendix

1
Ey = §(E¢ + Bypg)- (40)

The phase space distributions here are regarded as functions of the energies E; =
\/W> and the energy conservation condition E, = E; + Ey implies fy[ps] =
folB2 = Ey — E.

Following similar steps, the integrated collision term C;ﬂ_)w can be related to the

¢ collision terms above as

cw

by = — Ny [C¢

Secww + Couop ]

where the factor IV, = 2 is present because two 1 particles are lost in the reaction.
We mention that C¢c<—>¢w7 _C;ieww oc emo/2T —etv/T biases i, — mg/2, at which

point the DM condensate decay is Pauli blocked. Furthermore, Cimw, _C:fwmp X

eto/T — /T hiases jg — 2py. Therefore the chemical/kinetic equilibrium for

decays/inverse decays is achieved for p, = py/2 = my/2.

2.2.2 Annihilation/inverse annihilation ¢¢ <

Next, we consider the process

O(ps) + ¢(p2) <> V(p1) + ¥ (p2). (41)
The unintegrated ¢ collision term C’;fd) gy 18
ijww Sld) g1¢ oF, Z / dlly dl3 dl1y (27)*5* (pg + po — D3 — Pa)|[ Moppw|”
X {fo[ps) folp2) (1 — fulps]) (1 — fylpa]) — (1 + folpe]) (1 + folpal) fulps] fulpal}-
(42)

10



Next, we integrate over the ¢ phase space to obtain the integrated collision terms,
again employing the projection operators [1 — 15] and P to isolate the condensate
and thermal components, respectively. We also include multiplicative factors N, = 2
(two ¢ particles are lost) and a factor 1/S, = 1/2 (identical ¢ particles). There are
two contributions to the condensate collision term. First, we have a term accounting

for the annihilation of two condensate particles:

s = 5a6l1 = Plo [ G211~ PLCE (13)
dedeovs = g (27)3 g
N, A .
= ——2 N1 - Ply1- P, /dm> dIT, dT15 dI1,
S¢S¢ spins

x (21)46* (s + P2 — p3 — Pa) [ Mg folpsl Folp2) (1 = fulps] — fulpa)),

where the subscript on the projector refers to the ¢ momentum. All integrals can

be carried out analytically, leading to the simple expression

7> Mgyl

spms

5, 11/2
My, ~2
) (1 = 2fy[Ey = my]) Ny,
Pp=p2=0 ¢

C¢c
fedeorpp S¢S¢ 327rm

(44)

There is also a collision term accounting for the annihilation of a condensate

scalar with a thermal one:

. N, < [ dpy
C%www 5¢ < 961 = Pl (2 )3 P2 C S (45)
S¢ 5, =y - / dIl, dI1y dI1g dI1, (270)*6%(pg + pa — p3 — pa)

spins

X [(Maoospsl? folps) {F5p2l(1 = Fulps] — fulpal) — folpsl fulpal }

We can reduce the collision term to the following double integral expression:

6 B
Cocoorvn = 5 ; 5 . 647r3m¢ Z /m ¢ dE, / dE3 | Mogspul”
x { [ p) (1 — fw[p3] — folpa]) = folps)fulpal } . (46)

where the integration limits Ej are given (see Appendix :

1 2m2 1/2

11



Again, the phase space distributions here are regarded as functions of the energies
E; = \/p? + m?, and the energy conservation condition my + Ey = E3 + E4 implies
fulpal = fulEs = my + By — E3].

Next, it is straightforward to see that the integrated collision term of the thermal
¢ component, which arises from the annihilation with a condensate scalar, is identical

to C(fc S considered above:

6 _ e
Coseorpw = Cocperpnr (48)

We also note that there is a collision term involving the annihilation of two thermal
¢ particles, C’j;ﬁ oy We neglect the effect of this term since it is subdominant to the
other terms.

Finally, we consider the integrated v collision term szaﬁ o> Which can be related

to the ¢ collision terms as follows:

o _ e be 6 ¢
Coservw = — |Cococorwn T Cocporvw T Copeorpy + C¢¢wa] (49)

We mention that Cj))fd)HW, _Cffcww oc emstro)/T — e2mu/T biases py — (g +

o
m)/2; and Clry ey =Chpenp < €/
chemical/kinetic equilibrium for the annihilation processes is realized when p, =

Hop = M.

— /T biases j, — pg. Therefore the

2.2.3 Scattering ¢y <> ¢v

Next, we consider the scattering process

O(po) + ¥ (p2) < &(ps) + ¥ (pa). (50)

The unintegrated ¢ collision term C’j;p oop 18

Coperiw = _iQ_;d) Z /dH2 dITs dT1 (27)" 0% (pg + p2 — ps — Pa) [ Moygu’
X { fopo] fulp2) (1 + folpa]) (1 = fylpa]) — (L + folps]) (1 — fulp2]) folps] fulpal}-
(51)

Expanding out the phase space factors, we find several terms. The first one involves
two ¢ condensate distributions, corresponding to the process ¢ 1 <> ¢ 0. It is given
by

Folpal folps] (fulpe] = fulpa]) (@) < Pct)). (52)

12



It is easily seen that this term vanishes since the delta functions from the condensate
distributions enforce p, = p3 = 0, and therefore the energy conserving delta function
enforces By = Ej, implying (fy[p2] — fy[ps]) = 0. Thus, Eq. vanishes.

The second class of terms encountered in the phase space factor involve one ¢

condensate and one thermal ¢, e.g., for the process ¢.¢ <> ¢ we find

Jolps] { £3" ps] (fulpe] = Fulpal) + fulpel (1= fulpa))} (@) < ¢¢), (53

and an analogous expression for the process ¢y <> ¢.. Plugging in the explicit

forms of the equilibrium distributions and using energy conservation, we find

Folpol {15 ps] (fulpa] = fulpal) + Fulpa] (1= fulpa))} oc elPrtrel/T — g(Fatma)/T.

(54)

Notice that once py = my is established, this factor also vanishes. However the rele-

vant collision term is always slower than the other collision terms, and we therefore
neglect it in the following.

Finally, there is a term corresponding to the scattering involving two thermal ¢

particles, ¢y <> ¢p. This contribution vanishes for our ansatz. Motivated by the

equilibrium of this number-conserving process, we consider kinetic equilibrium of the

system to be achieved when the condition ps[t] = my is satisfied.

3 DM stability with exotic fermions

In this section, we study the stability of the ¢ DM condensate against decay and
scattering processes in a simple model with a new exotic fermion 1. Let us first
describe the approach to thermalization in this scenario. Suppose that after the ¢
starts oscillating, in addition to the condensate, there is plasma with number density
O(mz) and a typical particle momentum of piy, ~ m,. As will be discussed below in
Sec. this is expected to arise at early times due to broad parametric resonance
production of . It is known that for pyy, 2 m, in such a system, particle decays lead
to the momenta being fully randomized on the timescale of ~ (%(%)”) 71, with
positive power n; see, e.g., Refs. [38-42] for investigations of such anisotropic plasma
as well as further discussion below in Sec. Therefore, at the beginning stages,

y>my
167

the thermalization rate is parametrically ~ , which is model-independent. Thus
the distribution functions for the plasma components follow the quasi-equilibrium

forms [42], justifying the ansatz Eq. and the theoretical setup described in the

13



2
previous section, at least for timescales longer than (ywiﬂ"’)’l. At this timescale, the
system consists of the nearly homogeneous and isotropic dark radiation plasma and
the DM condensate, which then evolve according to the Boltzmann equations from

the previous section.

3.1 Case with chirality suppression

We first consider the stability of the ¢ condensate, the emergence of the thermalized
¢, ¢ dark radiation component, and its phenomenological implications in the case
that the self-annihilation of the ¢ condensate is chirality suppressed. We therefore
take the limit m, — 0 in this subsection.ﬁ In the presence of the chirality suppres-
sion, the annihilation of ¢ is dominated by high momentum modes with ps; 2 my. In
particular, the annihilation between two condensate particles, ¢.¢. — ¥1) is negligi-
ble, i.e. C;fcq;ﬁ gy — 0. For simplicity, we neglect the effect of the Hubble expansion
in this subsection, H = 0.

The numerical solution to the Boltzmann equations, Eqs., , and ,
are presented in Fig. . The initial conditions are taken to be ny[0]/m3 = 10°%,T[0] =
3/2my, 0] = pel0] = 0. We fix y = 107® and neglect the Hubble expansion.
We take account of the annihilation and decay collision terms, Ciﬁifww,cg/ici )
respectively, and neglect the others, which are sub-leading. For the relevant matrix
element expressions, see Appendix [A] To study the late time evolution of the DM
condensate and the dark sector thermalization, we expand pg and g, around 0 in
the collision terms of Ci;ﬁfw and Cg’ﬁw. This is done up to the third power in both
e and pu, which is a good approximation in the regime 7" 2 iy, fty. This Taylor
expansion is also carried out for nz)h, pz,h, Ny, and py. On the other hand, we use the
full expression for C(fjifw as it can be evaluated exactly analytically.

Let us now describe the evolution of the system using semi-analytic arguments.
Given the ansatz of the initial distribution, the decay of the ¢ condensate rapidly
produces ¢ particles with momenta mg/2. This process is quickly saturated due to
Pauli blocking, p,, — my/2, as indicated by the vertical green dashed line labeled

. <> Y1 in Fig. [1} The system subsequently approaches kinetic equilibrium defined

6We note that qualitatively similar results will apply for the case of a purely pseudoscalar

coupling, in which case the ¢ annihilation is velocity suppressed; see Appendix@ for further details.
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Fig. 1: Stability and thermalization in the model of scalar DM ¢ interacting with ex-
otic fermions 1, with my = 0. We take the initial conditions 74[0]/m} = 10%, T[0] =
3/2my, pp]0] = 115[0] = 0 and fix y = 107, We also show relevant timescales corre-
sponding to various interactions in vertical green dashed lines (see the main text for
details).

at a rate oﬂ -
Yy my

167T "
This represents the typical interaction rate of the splitting process of the ambient

(55)

kin =

plasma ¢ <> 1. The typical momentum of the fermion is taken to be of order 7',
and as such the Pauli blocking effect is not important and is thus omitted in the rate
estimate, Eq. . Although realistically, the evolution for timescales smaller than
1/Txin|r~om , depends in detail on the initial distribution, as we have explained, when
the timescale is longer than 1/, |7~m,, the evolution of bulk quantities should not
depend much on the initial distribution with the number density and energy density
fixed. Thus our estimates should be robust for timescales longer than 1/Tyiy|7om o
As a consistency check we have verified numerically that the late time evolution seen

in Fig. |1} is obtained for a variety of initial conditions for fu, pe, T

"Strictly speaking, the collision term with our ansatz gives the r.h.s to be —waw/ﬂéh ~

m¢F¢(2M’T7;H¢), with ni! ~ T3 /m2.
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Therefore, we expect that Fig. [I] provides a good description of the evolution
of the system to the right of the vertical green dashed line labeled ¢ <+ 1. One
observes from the figure that 1/Tyin|7om o5 which corresponds to the conventional
DM lifetime in vacuum, does not represent the lifetime of the DM condensate in our
scenario, a consequence of Pauli blocking.

Next, the temperature of the plasma starts to grow at the timescaldﬂ

4~ —1
1 Y ng
At~T7L = 22— 56

scat (327TT ¢) ) ( )

corresponding to the inverse of the characteristic interaction rate of the ¢¢p. — ¥
scattering process, as indicated by the green vertical line labeled ¢¢. — 11 in Fig. [I]
The reason the temperature does not grow for ¢ < At is the number conservation
associated with the rapid 1 — 2 process, corresponding to the chemical equilibrium
condition

flg = 2fby = Mo (57)
At early times, while the 2 <+ 2 process is inefficient, the temperature does not grow
because number conservation and energy conservation fix the temperature. This is
seen in Fig. |1 to the left of the ¢¢p. — 1) line. We also note that At > 1/, is
typically satisfied as a consequence of Eq.@. Thus Eq. is satisfied in the whole
range right to ¢ <> ¥ line including the ¢ > At region.

When ¢t 2 At, the temperature starts to grow. This is because both the decay
and annihilation processes are efficient, and the particle number is no longer con-
served. This contradicts Eq.. Thus the condensate starts to evaporate. Since
the chemical potential is fixed to be by the fastest reaction, the evaporation is
partially Pauli blocked. Indeed the evaporation happens at the timescale of

1 Mg
T~ ——2.
AL T (58)

The suppression by mg/T is because the 2 — 2 annihilation would be blocked (or
in kinetic equilibrium) if p, = py = my were exact. Thus the collision term of the
annihilation, i.e., Eq.(45), is suppressed by O((y — mg)/T, (ttg — me)/T) ~ me/T
from Eq..

The plasma temperature growth can be studied by solving the following Boltz-

8More precisely, the timescale for the onset of temperature growth, i.e., when AT/T ~ O(1),
can be estimated from Eq. and is in agreement with the timescale Eq. for T ~ myg.
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mann equation

w2 d

d
7 (05 + py) = (9 + 7/89y) 552 T* ~ Tung'm, (59)

with nfbh ~ T3 /7%, The last term is understood as the number changing rate per unit
volume via ¢¢. — 1) reaction by multiplying the transferred energy, mg, per each
collision. This can be also checked from the behavior of the collision term of Eq..
Integrating Eq. until (gy+7/ 89¢)g—;T4[tDM] ~ 74[0Jmy allows us to estimate the

lifetime of ¢ condensate:

271/4 3
128 1300
s ] s (60)
3yt

tpm ~ [(% + 290) 5 &

30 )1/4’

(Mg y* (mehg
where we have neglected the change of 74 and taken g, = 1, gy = 2. The timescale
agrees well with the numerical estimation for the benchmark in Fig. [T}

By requiring the lifetime to be longer than the age of the Universe, 13.8 Gyr,
and by assuming 7, =~ ppy/me with ppy being the current (global) DM density, we

obtain the condition for ¢ as the DM,
ly| <2 x 107", (61)

Strictly speaking, we need to take account of the redshift in the estimation, which
would not change the bound much. The inclusion of the Hubble expansion will be
discussed next in Sec. 3.2

We can also estimate the dark radiation at the recombination era, z... ~ 1100,

from

(90 + 200)7° 1 (—Fth%%h ~ oot g ) (62)
30 H 32m3H s
Applying the constraint from Eq., we obtain
y 16/3
ANeg[2rec] S 0.03 X (2><—10—7) . (63)
Here
ANl = ;ffg—[[]] (64)

with 7, being the neutrino temperature.

9More precisely, one can estimate the rh.s from (46) to be C$§¢wam¢ ~

T3 _ythe menyoe T
2 [327rTm¢ T ]log me X M.
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Thus, the amount of dark radiation produced is relatively small, and the thermal
components of the dark sector are unlikely to impact the evolution of the cosmic
history given that ¢ lives much longer than the age of the Universe. This is the case
for Q < ﬂ and my = 0 (or with my, # 0 and a y>1h coupling, see Appendix [A)).
We will see in the next subsection that a qualitatively different situation arises for
my, # 0, where the evolution of energy densities can be quite different from that in
the ACDM.

3.2 Case without chirality suppression

Let us now turn on the mass term of the fermion,
5L —%W, (65)

with my < mg,/2 being the aforementioned mass parameter of the fermion. The
main difference from the massless case is that the ¢ condensate can self-annihilate,
Ocpe. — Y. Then we have the collision term from Eq.,

' 2y4m2 X
Cotpeonin = = o[t (1 = 2fy o)), (66)
@

where we have taken the leading term in the Taylor series in powers of my,/m..

The numerical result for the evolution of u;, T, 7y, including the collision term
, is presented in Fig. Where we take my = my/50. We do not expand C:fccq;f o
in terms of T, iy, f1y as it may be evaluated exactly analytically. The other param-
eters are the same as in Fig[l]

The time to the onset of temperature growth is shorter than in the chirality
suppressed case due to the enhanced condensate annihilation. However, the duration
of the temperature growth is longer than in the chirality suppressed case. This is
due to the Pauli blocking factor 1 — 2 f,[me] ~ m,/4T with p, = my/2, which leads
to a decrease in the annihilation rate as T increases. In contrast, in the previous
chirality suppressed case, —% logng oc T increases when T increases. By including
the contributions from both ¢.¢. — ¥ and ¢.¢p — ¥t (see Eq.(60)), the lifetime

OWhen @ < 1 but it is not very small, there may be a similar effect as in the chirality un-
suppressed case m, # 0 studied in Sec. since there is an induced effective fermion mass of
mff ~ /Qmg ~ yy/Ny/mey S my. One can find the effective mass by taking the time average
of (y¢[t])?, which is identified as (mgT)?. This may provide an efficient dark radiation production

mechanism soon before the recombination.

18



T ' [] ~ — —
~1/3
1002 fmy Lo L
: ! ! 1
T/ : Lo - :
m
1+ . : _:_ _______ :_., ,U(p/ m¢ :
L o ! .
£ T I my, :
At 1 1 1
P | ' ' '
001 IS NN L
Y 1 ' . ;%_ :
< . . |
-4| ,,f:,-" 1 . ‘S . ‘S : |
A ! 1 [ 1
S [ | ! | , | L L ‘ ‘ ‘ r
10° 10° 10" 10" 10%" 10% 102

tXm,;;

Fig. 2: Same as Figl[l] except that we take my = mg/50.

of the DM can be estimated as

y'my,
4
Mg

toh ~ max [0.2 (myig)™*, 0.0008y* (myhy) ") (67)

where we have solved %(pfz)h + pw) ~ C$§¢c x mg for the first component and again
defined the lifetime from the condition (pz)h + p¢) = mgnel0] and neglected the
decrease of 74 in the estimation.

This form agrees well with the numerical solution to the Boltzmann equations
presented in Fig. When ¢.¢. — 1) is the dominant scattering process, the

constraint, tpy > 13.8 Gyr, turns out to be

_ 2
My < 10 9 ( me >
— < 0.8 . 68
mg "~ ( Yy 10-6eV (68)

A more stringent bound will be obtained in the following.

Intriguingly, the slow thermalization provides a production mechanism for abun-
dant dark radiation in the early Universe. The dark radiation contribution can
lead to slight deviations from the ACDM predictions, while maintaining the cosmic
stability of the DM condensate. To study this quantitatively, let us consider the

Boltzmann equations including the effect of the Hubble expansion. To simplify the
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discussion let us focus on timescales longer than the time to reach kinetic equilib-
rium (right of the green dashed line labeled ¢ <> ¥ in Fig. [2), i.e. I, > H, and
let us first focus on the evolution when T > my is satisfied and the ¢.¢. — V)
contribution to scattering dominates. Then Eq. is satisfied.

The integrated Boltzmann equation for the ¢ condensate number density is ob-

tained from Eqs. and as

. 2y4m2 7¢L2 y4m2 ﬁ,2
g + 3Hy ~ — 2 V01 _9 ~ T Ve 69
fig + 3Hn, — (1 = 2fy[myg]) Zam?T (69)

while that for the thermal component of dark sector energy density is found from
Eqs., , and to be
4,2 ~2
pps + 4H pps =~ % (70)
Note that also follows straightforwardly from energy conservation. Namely,
the decrease of a ¢ particle in the condensate corresponds to the increase of the
radiation energy by mg. Here pps > (g4 + £gy)m*T* /30 = (11/4)7*T*/30 is the dark
radiation of relativistic ¢ and ¢ (with 7" > my). Although ¢.¢. — 11 is the reaction
that transfers energy from the condensate to the fermions, the ¢, radiation readily
shares the transferred energy since the system is in kinetic equilibrium. The r.h.s of
both equations are suppressed by my /T thanks to the Pauli exclusion principle.
By solving the equations one can estimate the final temperature of radiation at
different epochs. Before showing the numerical result, we will present an approx-
imate analytic calculation of the evolution of the dark radiation and the resulting

constraints. In our analytical estimate, we will neglect the decrease of nga® with

time.
The radiation generated in a Hubble time 1/H can be estimated from Eq.(70])

sz, with a = 1/(1 + 2) being the scale factor. By
o

, we see that a*ppg is dominantly generated at late times during the

and is given by dppga’ ~
noting Ay o< a3

radiation- and matter-dominated eras. During these eras, we can therefore obtain

4m2 'fL2
an estimate of the dark radiation temperature from the equality Hpps ~ 55"
s
1/5
15 4m2 2
T~ A . , (71)
(96 + §gp)T>Hmy

22>ZDE

where zpg =~ 0.3 represents the redshift at the dark energy-matter equality. This tem-

4

perature scales as =% and a=%/1° during the radiation- and matter-dominated eras,
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respectively. Although the production of the dark radiation is most efficient at late
times during these eras, ppg/py is largest at early times in the radiation-dominated
era[] Also, the dark radiation scales ppsa! o< a*® and a2/ in the radiation- and
matter-dominated eras, respectively.

When dark energy is dominant, z < zpg, the produced dppsa* is smaller than
that produced at z = zpg. Thus pps for z < zpg can be approximated from the
redshift of pps at z = zpg. Using Eq. and accounting for the redshift, we obtain

the dark sector temperature at the present epoch:

15y4m12ppi Vs
T[z = 0] ~ (1+zpe) " : (72)
(890 + go)m*Hm,

2=2DE
By using the DM density scaled from today, p, = PASPM = (1 + 2)3ppy and the
ACDM Hubble parameter we obtain 7'[z] and thus the dark radiation with a given
set of y and m,. Interestingly, the resulting dark radiation does not depend on the
initial conditions.
In order to satisfy the bounds from the cosmic microwave background (CMB) and
baryon acoustic oscillation (BAQO) observations |16,37], we need ANeg|zec) 1@

This constraint turns out to be

/ <7><10_111/ 06V1fT>>m¢atZ—zrec (73)

On the other hand, ANQH‘[ZreC] = 0(0.01-1) may be tested in the future CMB and
BAO observations [43-45].

We solve the integrated Boltzmann equations and numerically for the
benchmark y = 107, my,; = 107*eV, and m, = 0.2m,. The evolution of AN.g
and 1 — py/pASPM ie., the deviation of the DM density from the ACDM prediction
as a function of the redshift, is shown in Fig. [3| by the red dashed and solid lines,
respectively. The initial condition is taken to be pylzii] = pdE™ and T[zim] =

My at Zini 105H Here pASPM is the DM density in the ACDM model. The

"The production of pps/pe is dominant at the early stage, say the onset of oscillation of ¢.
However at that epoch we will have ) > 1 and the discussion here breaks down (see Sec. for

the discussion in this regime.)
12Here we use a relaxed bound rather than AN.g < 0.3 [37] since our conclusions here are based

on order-of-magnitude estimates and since the dark radiation may not be free-streaming as we will
discuss (see also, e.g., Ref. [16] for discussion on the relaxed bound for non-free-streaming dark
radiation).

13We take z = 10° as the initial condition because we would like to show the evolution after

z = 10" — 10° at which the broad parametric resonance ends (see the next subsection).
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temperature Tz < zy] does not depend much on the initial condition given that
the DM dominates. The resulting ANeg|z = 2ec] =~ 0.33 for this benchmark. For
comparison, we also consider the predictions of conventional decaying DM models
(i.e., negligible effects from Pauli blocking). We show the decaying DM predictions
for the same quantities by the black lines in Fig. [3] taking the same initial conditions
and fixing the decay rate to I'pecaying DM = 0.1H0E We note that the decaying DM
case is close to the bound on the decay width given in [46,47]. In this case, the
DM density deviates by O(10)% from ACDM at the present epoch while the amount
of dark radiation is negligible (significant) at z ~ z.. (2 ~ 0). In contrast, in our
scenario, the DM density differs by O(1 — 10)% from the ACDM model today while
having substantial dark radiation near recombination. Thus we expect that it is safer
than the decaying DM with I'pecaying pv = 0.1Hj. On the other hand, the production
of dark radiation in our scenario is slower than in the decaying DM scenario at the
earlier times while it ceases at late times z < 1. Thus the numerical solution confirms
the previous discussions. Indeed, an analytic relation in our scenario can be obtained
from the redshift dependence (see Eq.(72)),

ANeglz =0 [ H(zee)(1+2pe)\°
ANQH[ZreC] B (H(ZDE)(l + Zrec)) N 0(10)

(74)

An analytic estimation gives this factor around 10, but numerically solving the evo-
lution equation gives around 20. This is quite different from the production of the
dark radiation in the ordinary decaying DM scenario. This slower DM “decay” and
larger ANg[zrec] may help to alleviate the Hubble tensions, as will be discussed in
Sec.[3.3

When T' > my is not satisfied at some epoch, we obtain the stable DM with the
Fermi sea discussed in Sec. afterward. Whether 7" > my, is satisfied or not
depends not only on the parameters y, mg, my but also on z. Thus T' > my can
be invalid today but valid in the early Universe, implying that there is parameter
region ANeg|zrec] =~ (0.01 — 1) in the early Universe while Ep = my,/2 today (right
to the blue dashed line in Fig[4).

4One may consider exactly the same Lagrangian Eq. as a model of ordinary decaying DM.
This is realized for large enough m, so that the Pauli blocking is irrelevant and small enough y so
that the decay rate in vacuum is suppressed. In other words, our findings may be considered as a

different parameter region of the models of the decaying DM into fermions.
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Fig. 3: The evolution of AN.g[z] and 1 — pgs/pdPM (i.e., the deviation of the DM
density from the ACDM prediction) with redshift in our scenario (red dashed and
solid lines, respectively). The initial condition is set by py[z = 10°] = pAPM T'[z =
10°] = my, though the result is relatively insensitive to the dark sector temperature.
We have fixed y = 1072, my = 10~*eV, and my = my/5. We find A Neg[zrec) ~ 0.33.

For comparison, we also show the prediction for conventional decaying DM with

decay rate I'pecaying pmM = 0.1H( and the same initial conditions (black lines).

3.3 Predictions for the case without a chirality suppression

The slow but steady production of the dark radiation, a consequence of the self-
annihilation of the condensate DM in the chirality-unsuppressed scenario, as well as
the enhanced stability of the condensate, may have interesting effects on cosmological

evolution.

Preliminaries for alleviating Hubble tensions If AN.g[ze] < 1, then our
DM scenario reproduces the ordinary ACDM model predictions. Nevertheless, when
ANeg|zec] ~ 0(0.01 — 1) (corresponding to the purple shaded region in Fig. [, the
model predicts a slight deviation from ACDM which has the potential to alleviate
the Hubble tensions. Let us qualitatively describe the effects that should help to

alleviate the Hubble tensions.
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The analysis of the previous section and Figf3] shows that our model realizes a
novel decaying DM plus dark radiation scenario in which the dark radiation has
self-interactions. It has been discussed that cold DM decaying into dark radiation
can partially alleviate the Hy and og-tensions [48-50]. However, this scenario faces
severe constraints arising from the late time changes to the DM density, which affect
structure formation, enhance the late integrated Sachs Wolfe effect, and suppress the
gravitational lensing effects [46,47,[51,/52]. These effects leave observable signatures
in BAO, Sunyaev-Zel'dovich cluster counts, and CMB lensing. In contrast, the DM
condensate in our scenario has a suppressed “decay” rate at late times, implying
minimal impact on these observables such that those bounds should be evaded (see
Fig.

Furthermore, it is known that when ANgg|zec] = O(0.1-1) around the time of
recombination, the Hy, Mp-tensions can be relaxed [12,[14-16]. This is because the
extra radiation decreases the sound horizon size at the decoupling of CMB photons,
which decreases the angular distance and thus alleviates the tensions. However, the
amount of free-streaming dark radiation is severely constrained by the CMB data
since it increases the Silk-damping and neutrino drag effects. On the other hand,
if the dark radiation is self-interacting, it clusters more than the free-streaming
radiation on small scales, counteracting the enhancement of the Silk damping effect.
As a consequence, the bound on the amount of dark radiation is relaxed if it is
non-free-streaming [16]. The efficient self-interactions of the dark radiation in our
scenario may inhibit free streaming.

Thus, for sizable couplings y ~ O(107?), our scenario, which features a slow
dark matter condensate evaporation along with substantial dark radiation with self
interactions, contains the right elements to help to ease the Hubble tensions. A
rigorous assessment of this possibility is quite non-trivial, requiring the use of a
Boltzmann code to evolve the cosmological perturbations in order to make accurate
predictions for cosmological observables, as well as a careful comparison of these
predictions with various observational datasets, and goes beyond the scope of this

work.

Suppression of small scale structure Another interesting prediction of our
scenario is the absence of structures with large DM densities, whose formation is
inhibited by DM evaporation. For instance, our scenario disfavors cuspy DM halo

profiles for couplings that not too small. One can naively estimate the maximal
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energy density of the DM by assuming that the dark radiation is homogeneous and
has a temperature of 7T0]. Then the maximal energy density persisting during the

timescale At satisfies .o
Y mwfé‘“
27 max [T'[0], mg|my

By taking At = 1/H, this gives

P 0.2 < me )8/5 1079\ 9% ml)® ) ( mg >3 10~ * mg]
————— ~ max|[0. —
GeVem—3 1 meV y mfb/ 57" \1meV y m;,

(76)
where we have used Eq.. Note that m,/mg < 1/2 gives an enhancement of the

L.h.s. This naive estimation implies that the scenario may not lead to cuspy DM

X At ~ 1. (75)

halo profiles, at least for large enough couplings.
Given pg™*, we can estimate an upper bound on the DM mass in a finite sphere

with a radius r,

3 max
max _ 7 r p¢
M™[r] = 2.9 x 107M,, <3OOPC) —t (77)

where M. denotes the solar mass. For instance, a conventional dwarf spheroidal

galaxy has a mass M3y ~ 107 M, within 7 < 300 pc [53]. This may set a bound
Py 2 (1-10) GeVem ™. (78)

While this is satisfied in most of the parameter regions, it may probe part of the
region when the dark radiation is abundant. A more robust bound, beyond our pre-
liminary estimate here, would require further detailed studies, including simulations
of structure formation in our scenario with relatively large couplings. This could
be particularly interesting given the anticipated future improvements in precision
measurements of the masses of dwarf spheroidal galaxies as well as the (sub)halo

mass function, e.g., using the Vera Rubin Observatory [17].

3.4 Parametric resonance and DM production

So far, we have focused on the perturbative regime defined by Eq.@, where we can

use the Boltzmann equations to describe the system. On the contrary, when
Q>1, (79)
1 acquires a large oscillating mass Meg(t) >~ y¢(t), the typical size of which is
Mgt ~ Yamp = Q'/*my > my, (80)
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where ¢amp is the amplitude of the oscillating ¢ field. In this case, a perturba-
tive description breaks down, and we cannot naively use the Boltzmann equation
formalism. A similar system has been studied in the context of preheating after
inflation [23,24,54-56]. Here we follow the analytical discussion for preheating given
in [55] to quantify and describe the dynamics.

One can consider the frequency of the fermion particle, wy of momentum £ at

time ¢
wr = k2 + y2o[t]2. (81)
The particle picture of the fermion can be justified when the adiabatic condition is

satisfied
iy, < wy (82)

When this condition is violated with large || , efficient 1 particle production occurs.
Taking ¢ = @amp cos[myt], this violation can only occur at ¢ ~ 0, or more precisely
19| < (MpPamp/y)*?. The momentum k should also be small for to be violated,

ie.,
k S; k. ~ V ym¢¢amp - Q1/4m¢' (83)

As a result, a Fermi sphere with all modes less than k, is produced. The Fermi
momentum is thus kp ~ k, [23,24].

Since kp <« M.y, the fermion is non-relativistic when the particle picture is
justified with (82)). During most of the evolution (and thus the time average of) the
energy density is given by

pu ~ My = 257 m = 2552Q' (84)
where we used n,, ~ %kz% We get the scaling of the energy density of Fermi sea as
py o< a1/,

However, the simplification that ¢ is described as a classical oscillating field
should be treated with some care. For example, it is known that if there is a large
quartic interaction of ¢, £ D —\¢?, satisfying y?/\ < 1, the system enters into
a turbulence regime. This is found by performing a lattice simulation with a 2PI
effective action in specific models [57,58]. However, this should not apply to our
scenario if a small quartic coupling of typical radiative size A ~ y*/1672 is present.
The detailed numerical study of the @) > 1 regime for the quadratic potential is
beyond our scope. In the following, we make use of the results of Refs. [23]24,56]

26



1078

10—10
>~

107"

10~14

' Ty_,, < H, (ordinary decaying DM)
1077 1076 107
m¢[eV]

Fig. 4: Parameter region of DM stabilized by exotic fermions in mg-y plane with
mg = dmy. Above the red dashed lines, broad parametric resonance is important
at 2z < 2z and z = 0 from bottom to top, respectively. Above the blue solid line,
AN (2rec) > 1 and is disfavored. In the purple region, AN.s = 0.01-1 is predicted
at z = ze. Below the blue dotted line, we get the Fermi sea with Eq. in the
present Universe. Above it, the thermal component including the Fermi sea has a
temperature 7'[0] much larger than mg,/2. The green region above the green solid
line is disfavored since the comoving DM density may change significantly at z < 106
(See Eq.(88)). We also show isocontours of the maximal local DM density in the

present Universe, which is a specific prediction of our scenario, roughly estimated
according to Eq.(78).

with a quadratic potential of ¢ in which back-reactions, such as the re-scattering
effect, are neglected.

Q o a™? in the expanding Universe. Thus () may be larger than unity in the
early Universe even if () < 1 at the later time. Due to the suppressed fermion
energy density p, compared to that of DM p, in the regime () > 1, we can consider
the conventional misalignment mechanism [34-36] for the production of the ¢ abun-

dance. That is, ¢ starts to oscillate around the potential minimum when my ~ H,
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and subsequently, the coherently oscillating scalar field forms a pressureless, nonre-

latvistic fluid and thus serves as cold DM. The onset of oscillation is at the photon

temperature
/4
0SC md) 1/2 100 '
T ~ 300 GeV (10_4 ev> ( ) (85)
from H ~ mgy. From Eq. and py = pASPM, we get
5/2 (10~ eV T, \**
~ 10-10 ( Y > g
T mg 300Gev ) (86)

and consequently py < pg is satisfied with T, < T7%. Noting that Tis o m(lb/ 2,

we always have p, < ps assuming the constraints Eqs.@ and are satisfied.
The fermion energy density py is suppressed until () decreases to < 1 due to the
expansion of the Universe, and following this we should use the expression of .
This happens below

a3 (1079\*°
TPt o 5 (—W’ ) . 7
g ST Y (87)

Thus our previous discussion with Eq. in the regime z < TP/ th"day — 1 with
T;Oday being the photon temperature today, can be consistent with the misalignment
mechanism 1]

We must require that the DM does not evaporate too quickly after the end of
the broad parametric resonance due to the perturbative interactions. To this end,
we employ the condition

pps[zq=1] < ppm[2q=1] (88)

with zg—; defined by Q[zg=1] = 1, i.e, T, = TP, Here ppg is obtained using
Eq. evaluated in the @ < 1 region. We impose this constraint if zg—; < 10°. If
this condition is violated, too much of the DM energy density may be transferred
into radiation during structure formation, cf. [66, 67]@ This condition excludes

the green region in Fig[dl However, we emphasize that this constraint should be

151t is conceivable that a full numerical study of the broad parametric resonance regime could
reveal further nonperturbative effects which cause the DM condensate to evaporate. We emphasize
that our scenario should still work in the perturbative regime @ < 1 together with a mechanism
for lowering the initial redshift z,; and dynamically delaying the onset of the ¢ oscillations (see,
e.g., Refs. [59-62]). In particular, a thermal potential may delay the onset of the ¢ oscillations,
see, e.g., [63-65].

161f 2—1 > 10°, it should be safe as long as the remnant at lower red shift is consistent with the

DM abundance. Namely in the earlier time, the DM abundance decreases like in the WIMP case.
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taken with caution. When ) ~ 1 the system is non-perturbative, i.e., many <
many processes may be as important as 1 <» 2,2 <> 2 processes and there is also an
oscillating effective mass of ¥, which are not accounted for in our Boltzmann equation
approach. These nonperturbative effects could in principle be studied using lattice
methods.

3.5 Cosmology and summary

Let us summarize one of the possible cosmological histories for the scenario in which
DM is stabilized by exotic BSM fermions. When T, > T2 (Eq.), ¢ is frozen
at some field value, which may be generated stochastically due to inflationary quan-
tum fluctuations. As the temperature drops, ¢ eventually starts to oscillate around
its potential minimum when 7., ~ 77 i.e., it is produced via the misalignment
mechanism. At this moment, ) > 1 and the system is in the regime of broad
parametric resonance, resulting in the production of a Fermi sea with energy den-
sity . Still, the energy density of the ¢ condensate dominates over py, and ¢ is
stable [23]24,56]. As the universe expands, @ o< @™ redshifts, and when Q ~ 1,
ki ~ mg and py ~ y?py ~ mé. Afterward, the perturbative description accounting
for the leading 1 <> 2 decay/inverse decay and 2 <> 2 scattering processes using
Boltzman equations is justified. The results of the Boltzmann equation analysis can
be found in Figs. [1]and 2] with the initial condition of 7" ~ m,. The evolution of the
system on timescales longer than 1/I'y;, are relatively insensitive to the initial con-
ditions, and therefore, the imprints of the initial broad parametric resonance phase
are largely erased.

The parameter space for DM stabilized by exotic fermions in the m, — y plane
is displayed in Fig.[d] where we take my/mg = 1/5. In the green region the DM
density changes by an O(1) amount soon after the broad parametric resonance ends,
which takes place at z < 10%, and may thus be excluded. The gray region above the
blue solid line is disfavored since ANeg(2rec) > 1. In the purple region we predict
slowly produced interacting dark radiation (see Fig. with ANeg(2rec) = 0.01 —
1, which may potentially alleviate the Hubble tensions, suppress the formation of
DM structures with large densities, and can be probed in the future CMB and
BAO experiments [43-45]. Above the lower red dashed line the () parameter at the
recombination era, z ~ 2., is greater than unity and the dark radiation production

is suppressed. Above the upper red dashed line the system is in the broad parametric
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resonance regime in the present Universe.

Above the blue dotted lines, 2-to-2 scattering processes are important and 7' >
mg/2 in the present Universe. Below the blue dotted line the naive discussion in
Sec. , which accounts only for 1-to-2 decay/inverse decays processes (including
Pauli blocking) but neglects scattering, applies in the present Universe (but not
necessarily the earlier Universe) since the ¢. annihilation is not efficient. In this
case, the system today has a Fermi sea component, Eq., due to the Pauli blocked
decay of ¢.

Finally, in the orange region, the DM has a longer lifetime than the age of the

Universe in vacuum, and thus corresponds to the standard decaying DM scenario.

4 DM stabilized by CvB

So far, we have investigated DM stabilization due to Pauli-blocking in a minimal
model containing an exotic light BSM fermion. It is natural to consider the possi-
bility that the light fermion is instead a neutrino, either a left-handed neutrino or
a right-handed neutrino, i.e., ¥ = v, or vg. The ¥ in the previous section can be
straightforwardly identified with vz without changing our previous conclusions pro-
vided vg has a suppressed mass and not too large mixing with the ordinary neutrinos.
The more interesting case is ¥ as vy, which we consider in the following.

The interaction Lagrangian is given as E]
1 —C
LD _§yij¢(VL>i(VL)j +h.c, (89)

where ¢ = 1,2,3 is the index in the mass eigenbasis, e.g., in the normal ordering
case, the lightest, heavier, and heaviest neutrinos, respectively. We assume the

normal hierarchy, i.e., normal ordering with a small lightest neutrino mass,
My, < My/2, (90)

so that DM is stabilized as a consequence of the Pauli-blocking of its decays to the
lightest neutrino. We also assume a generic flavor structure, y;; ~ y, and as such we
omit the flavor index in the following.

There are several aspects of this scenario that are different from the minimal
model discussed in Sec. [3] First, there is the presence of the CvB from the con-

ventional Big Bang cosmology that contributes N.g ~ 3, which was confirmed in

I"Neutrino couplings to scalar dark matter have been investigated in various other contexts, see,
e.g., Refs. [68H79].
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the CMB and BAO observations |1]. Since the CvB at early times should not de-
viate significantly from the standard cosmological predictions, in the following, we
approximate that T, of the plasma is the usual neutrino temperature, T5M, i.e.,
T,z > 2iee] ~ TM[2 > 2p0c), before the CMB era in most of the discussion. A slight
modification to the standard cosmology will be also discussed. On the other hand,
in the later epochs the CvB may be altered significantly without violating the CMB
and BAO constraints. As we will see, the change in the late time CvB spectrum is
a natural prediction of our scenario.

Second, the extra interaction of the CvB with ¢ may inhibit the free streaming
of neutrinos, in contradiction with inferences from CMB and BAO data [16]. This
leads to a new constraint on the coupling y.

Lastly, the heavier neutrinos are expected to decay during the age of the Universe,
even if the coupling of y is not very large. This outcome is natural since we focus on
the parameter region where the ¢ proper lifetime (in vacuum) is shorter than the age
of the Universe, and given the assumption of a generic flavor structure, a coupling
of the same order leads to an even faster decay of the heavier neutrinos (v3 or ).
Eventually, the ¢, decay is Pauli-blocked in our universe, but the decay of v 5 is not.

We discuss these three points in more detail in the following.

4.1 CvB free-streaming and DM stabilized by neutrino sea

Under our assumption of a generic flavor-violating structure in the ¢-neutrino cou-
plings, y;; ~ ¥y, a heavier neutrino in the rest frame can decay into ¢ and a lighter
neutrino with a decay width

2
1 Yy m,,273
T, =T ~
V2,3 ves 167

(91)

where m,, is the neutrino mass of (v1);, and we neglect the mass of the decay
products. When the lifetime is shorter than the age of the Universe, the heavier
neutrinos are absent in the present CvB, which then consists of only the lightest
neutrino.

Such decays may be constrained as they can hinder neutrino free-streaming via
the process v3 <+ ¢ 4 11 9. These reactions should not be too frequent around the
recombination era. To study free-streaming it is important to check the evolution of
the anisotropic component of the plasma. For the decay of a relativistic particle of

energy F,, and mass m,, in the cosmic frame, daughter particles have momenta in the
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collinear angle m,, /E,,. An inverse decay by the annihilation of a particle with the
ambient plasma produces heavier particles also in a collinear angle ~ m,,,/E,,. Thus
the initial momentum diffuses to the whole momentum space after order (m,,/E,,) 2
reactions, similar to a random walk. Thus, it has been argued that the timescale for
momentum transport is further suppressed by the diffusion factor together with the
boost factor (m,,/T)? x m,,/T [38-41]. Moreover, recently it was found that there
is an additional suppression numerically (and understood analytically under several
assumptions) by (m,, /T)? due to a cancellation of the collision terms of the relevant

order in a derived evolution equation for the total anisotropic stress [42]. Here we
adopt the bound [42] (see also [38-41] ¥

-3
<1079 (ﬂ) . 92
Y~ 0.05eV (92)

If this bound is satisfied, then two-to-two processes involving neutrinos and thermal-
ized ¢ particles will also be suppressed [42].

Let us argue that in our scenario, the condition is sufficient to ensure neutrino
free-streaming, including also the effects of the specific scattering reactions involving
the DM condensate ¢¢. <> vy and ¢.vq <> ¢ry. The reaction rate is not
the appropriate one for damping anisotropic stress since the outgoing particles are
collinear. By including the diffusion factor (Een/T)* ~ my/T, we estimate the

me

transport rate to be I'p ~ %Fscat (T)nfl, where n — 1 > 0 is a number that

represents the possible further cancellation in the evolution equation of the total
anisotropic stress including the potential Pauli blocking effect. We find that 'y ~

y477';_1 (%)n_l ﬁ"’TT"’. Since fgmg ~ T* around matter-radiation equality and thus

recombination, and n > 0, the transport rate is always smaller than the Hubble rate
in this parameter region.

It should be noted that if Eq. is satisfied, the usual interaction rate %mg3 /T,
can only become faster than the Hubble rate much after the BBN era. Therefore,
the entropy of the CvB shortly after decoupling around the BBN epoch is the same
as that of the SM case.

8This is the case with a generic flavor violation for the ¢ coupling. In the case of the Majoron
or B — L Higgs boson, the neutrino decay of v, 3 is suppressed. But there is a free-steaming
constraint coming from the reaction ¢ <> v1v;. The bound can be similarly obtained [42] by using

o -1 mg )5
the timescale | IS (Td)) ‘
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4.2 Spectrum and composition of CvB

Our scenario predicts a non-trivial spectrum and composition of the CvB as a con-
sequence of neutrino decays and neutrino production from the ¢ condensate after
recombination. The spectrum of the CvB is, in principle, measurable at future CvB
detection experiments, and thus provides a novel probe of our model. In the follow-
ing, we will consider two scenarios. In the first part (Sec. , we consider the case
in which the DM annihilation is chirality suppressed. In the second part (Sec. [4.2.2)),
we consider the chirality unsuppressed case. The second case is similar in most re-
spects to the first case, but when the coupling is large we may potentially alleviate
the Hubble tension. As we will see, both scenarios typically feature non-standard

components of the CvB which may be probed in the future.

4.2.1 Case of chirality suppression

In the chirality suppressed case, m,, /mg < 1, the lifetime of ¢ can be estimated
from Eq. to be ~ (y*T")~ ~ 107 x 13.8 Gyr (1 )—4 Mo}

109 T
There are two sources of the CvB in the present Universe. One is the standard

primordial source of neutrinos which originates from the hot Big Bang. We stress
that in our scenario the spectrum, however, may be quite different from the standard
one because the additional interaction involving ¢ leads to the decays of neutrinos.
The effect also depends on the size of the coupling y, thus we will examine two
regimes for its strength in the following. The other source of the CvB is the ¢
condensate decays, which will be discussed lastly, and this contribution should be

added to the primoridal one.

CvB component from primordial neutrinos at weak coupling If y <1074

the heaviest neutrino decay happens at 7, < m,, ~ 0.05eV. Thus v3 becomes non-

~Y

relativistic first and then decays via
v — ¢(boosted) + vy 5. (93)

In this case, the decays happen out of equilibrium. Interestingly, since the Pauli
blocking effect can be neglected for the boosted ¢ decay[!”]

vo — ¢(boosted) + vy, ¢(boosted) — 21, (94)

In a small portion of the parameter space, there is also the possibility that the further decay
of va, ¢(boosted) does not happen within the age of the Universe due to the time dilation effect,

which we do not account for in our order-of-magnitude estimate.

33



can happen subsequently. Here 15 may be either the product of a v3 decay or a
relic that was produced around BBN. Assuming v3 decays to vs¢ and vi¢ with
the same rate, the total comoving number density of the neutrinos increases from
(N1 +nu2+n,3)a® — (8n,1)a®. Some event rates for the neutrino interaction with
electrons are proportional to |(Upmns)ei|* = {0.7,0.3,0.02}, with Upyns being the
PMNS matrix. In particular, this is the case for the tritium capture rate in the
PTOLEMY project [19-21]. When the heavier neutrinos all decay into the lightest

one, the event rate can be enhanced by a factor’’

0.7x (14+34+0.5(3+5))
(0.74 0.3+ 0.02)

~ 6 (typical E, = O(0.01)eV) (95)

compared to the SM case. Here we used the fact that the event rate does not
depend much on the energy of the neutrino. Here and hereafter, the bracket after
the formula for the enhancement of the CvB number density denotes the typical
energy of the component. Thus, the precise measurement of the CvB may provide a
probe of our scenario. The expected energy resolution of the PTOLEMY experiment
is 0.01 — 0.1eV [19], which favors energetic neutrinos. In our case, the part of the
numerator 3+0.5(3+45) represents the neutrinos produced in the cascade processes of
Eqs. and , which are boosted in comparision to the primordial component.
These have energies as large as ~ (1/4 — 1/2)m,,, = O(0.01)eV if vy, v5 decays

around the present Universe such that we can neglect the effects of redshift.

CvB component from primordial neutrinos at moderate coupling When
y 2 107 the decay and inverse decay happen thermally at T, > m,,,. All neutrinos
reach quasi-thermal equilibrium with ¢ well after BBN. The comoving entropy stored
in the neutrino-¢ system is conserved and is equal to the SM value carried by the
three neutrinos following their decoupling around the BBN era at which point the ¢
interaction is frozen. Later, after the decay/decoupling of all the heavier neutrinos,

we have the relation

(14 7/4) 2 (TI0) = 3 x (1/) 2 (T[] (96)

from comoving entropy conservation. Here we have assumed that the mass of ¢ is

smaller than the temperature. We will discuss the case of heavier ¢ later. As a

20In contrast, for the inverted hierarchy case with a negligible lightest neutrino mass, the event
rate is suppressed by 0.02 x 8/(0.7 4+ 0.3 + 0.02) ~ 10%.
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result, the final comoving neutrino number density of the stable lightest v, increases

b
’ 7,00] \* 21 o7
() =T 0

and thus the detection rate is enhanced by a factor of

0.7 x (21/11)
(0.74 0.3+ 0.02)

~1.3  (typical E, = O(TSM[0])). (98)

In addition, for 107° > y > 107!3, the thermalization of ¢ — v system happens
before recombination, meaning that the energy density of the neutrino sector is
slightly different from ACDM. Thus, it may be probed via measurements of ANgg.
To perform the estimate we can again make use of the comoving entropy density
conservation. Near the recombination era, all the three neutrinos as well as ¢ are
relativistic, implying that the relativistic entropy degrees of freedom in this sector

are gy, ~ 3 X 2 X % + 1 compared to the SM case 3 x 2 x g. This leads to

327r2 SM 327r2
(1 +3 X 7/4) (TV[Zrec]) E = (3 X 7/4)(Ty [zrec]) 4_5 (99)
We obtain
AN, g[2rec] & —0.17. (100)

A deviation of this size can be tested in future CMB and BAO experiments [43-
45]. We note that the decrease in ANz during the CMB era does not change the

prediction , consistent with comoving entropy conservation.

CvB components from DM decay Since the DM stability in the present Uni-
verse is a consequence of the Pauli-blocked decay to the lightest neutrinos, and, at
relatively small coupling strength the ¢ annihilation is negligible, we have an extra
component of the CvB corresponding to the Fermi sea produced by the decay of
the condensate. This component is characterized by the Fermi momentum of mg/2
and number density n,, ~ (my/2)3/67%, and therefore it dominates over the other
components when mg > TSM[0]. In this case, the interaction rate of an electron
with CvB is enhanced by a factor

g ( My \? : _
10 <—5 meV> (typical B, = O(my)), (101)

which is the ratio of the present-day neutrino number density to the standard one.
Although the energy of these neutrinos is relatively small compared to the compo-

nent from the heavy neutrino decays due to the bound Eq.@, there can be several
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orders of magnitudes enhancement in the event rate in the future CvB experiment.

Detecting this component is the smoking gun signal of our scenario.

4.2.2 Case without chirality suppression at large coupling

For the scenario in which ¢, self-annihilation is not chirality suppressed, differences
from Sec. only appear for relatively large Yukawa couplings, y ~ 1072, In this
case, the energy density of the CvB may be slightly enhanced around the recombi-
nation era due to the slow ¢, evaporation. Following the discussion in Sec. the
CvB temperature is close to the temperature at recombination. At later times,
the temperature follows the attractor solution, e.g., at z = 0 we have Eq.. Thus
when the vy radiation from ¢. evaporation is produced in comparable amounts to
the primoridal CvB, the evolution of the neutrino radiation follows the discussion in
Sec. 3.2 resulting in a slight enhancement of the total CvB at z = 0, provided the
DM is light enough. In particular, near recombination we can obtain Neg|[2ec] ~ 3—4
while today, analogously to Eq., we get Neg[0] ~ 10 Neg[2rec]. Thus we expect an
enhancement of the CvB detection rate by as much as a factor of

0.7 x (4 x 10)3/4 N

0.7+ 0.3+ 0.02

Such an enhancement of this kind occurs in the narrow blue-shaded region in Fig. [f

10 (typical E, = O(TSM[0])). (102)

However, when m, > 107*eV, the degenerate neutrino sea from the direct decay of
¢. is more important, as in the chirality suppressed case.

For y < 1079, the additional neutrino radiation from ¢, evaporation is negligible.
Still, along with the primordial component, we predict the novel CvB components
originating from neutrino decay as well as DM decay, similarly to the chirality-
suppressed case discussed in the previous subsection.

Similarly to Sec. [3.3] there is an interesting possibility that our scenario, with
relatively sizable couplings y ~ 1079 (see Fig. 4)), may help to alleviate the Hubble
tension. In this case, additional neutrino radiation is produced near recombination
from ¢. evaporation. The produced radiation with the standard neutrinos has a
shorter free-streaming length than usual. It was pointed out that a majoron (scalar)
coupled to neutrinos may relax the Hubble tension by introducing extra neutrino
radiation ANgg[2rec] ~ 0.5 [80,81]. In our scenario, extra radiation corresponding to
ANeg[2rec] ~ 0.5+ 0.17 ~ 0.7 can be provided naturally by ¢. evaporation, where
the additional amount 0.17 is needed to compensate the negative value of Eq.

caused by the late thermalization of ¢ particles.
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In summary, in the case that the DM condensate annihilation to neutrinos is
not chirality suppressed, we have a special parameter region (corresponding to the
narrow blue shaded range in Fig. o) where the ¢. evaporation produces extra neu-
trino radiation, which may potentially alleviate the Hubble tension and be probed in
CvB detection experiments. When the DM mass is larger than about 0.1 meV, the
Hubble tension may still potentially be addressed by this additional neutrino radia-
tion, however this component is less important in the context of the CvB detection
compared to the degenerate neutrino sea originating from the direct decay of DM in
the present Universe. In both cases, we also predict an extra CvB component from
the decays of the heavier neutrinos. Below the blue region, we have the essentially

same predictions as in the chirality suppressed case.

4.2.3 Discussions on perturbativity

The parameter space of DM stabilized by the CvB in the my4 — y plane is presented
in Fig.[fl We take m,, /my = 1/5. Above the red solid line, the neutrino is massive
during the BBN epoch due to the large ¢ amplitude, which will be discussed at the
end of this section. We note that the boundaries of these regions may vary to some
extent depending on the component values of the coupling matrix Above the red
dotted line, the Q[z,.] parameter at the recombination becomes larger than unity
and the Boltzmann equation at this era becomes non-perturbative. Analyzing this

regime may require a different approach such as e.g., lattice methods.

4.3 Production mechanism of ¢ stabilized by CvB.

Before concluding this section, we discuss a constraint that is relevant if the DM
condensate is produced through the misalignment mechanism. In this scenario, the
onset of the oscillations takes place at the temperature given by Eq.. This is
much higher than the BBN temperature and may even be higher than the electroweak
phase transition temperature. The effective neutrino mass Mg during these early
times is given by Eq.. In particular, one should avoid non-relativistic neutrinos
during the CMB and BBN epochs, leading to the condition Mg < T, at T, = 1 MeV.
This translates to the bound

B m

Furthermore, we note that at such early times and high temperatures that the

free energy density of neutrinos sources a finite temperature contribution to the ¢
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Fig. 5: The prediction for the present universe CvB with the DM stabilized by
CvB in my — y plane. We take m,, = 1/5m,. In the top blue-shaded region, the
extra radiation from the DM evaporation increases the CrB-electron interaction
rate by at most ~ 10 (see the discussion around Eq.(102))). Below it, the CvB is
thermalized, but we do not have the extra radiation but an enhancement of ~ 1.3
(see the discussion around Eq.(98)). In both cases, the CvB is composed of a plasma
of 14 and ¢ with the chemical potential of y; = my/2. In the right top, the CvB is
composed of the “degenerate” vy from the DM decay. We can have several orders of
magnitude of enhancement of the detection rate (see the discussion around Eq.(101))).
In the bottom right region, the CvB is composed of boosted v, from v3, 15 and
boosted ¢ decays. The enhancement can be at most a factor of 6. Above the red
region above the red line, the averaged neutrino masses become heavier than the

temperature at the BBN. The other colored regions are the same as Fig. [4l

potential. Generically, the thermal mass of ¢ in this early epoch will dominate over
the bare mass, such that ¢ no longer redshifts as matter during this era. However,
once the temperature drops sufficiently so that the bare scalar mass again dominates,
¢ will behave as matter. It is also possible to imagine that the scalar potential is
suitably modified so that ¢ oscillations do not begin until some later epoch following
BBN. In this sense, the bound is model-dependent.
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For energies and temperatures larger than the weak scale, we must find a rea-
sonable UV origin of the Lagrangian , consistent with the gauge symmetries of
the SM. The UV model should be consistent with neutrino mass generation, and
furthermore, the thermalization of ¢ via the interactions among ¢, neutrinos (or
left-handed lepton), and gauge bosons must be avoided. Consistent renormalizable
models utilizing the misalignment mechanism can be constructed by introducing
right-handed neutrinos, and we present one such example model in Appendix |C]).
An alternative possibility to evade these problems is to consider other mechanisms
for the production of the DM ¢, such as inflaton decays [26,27].

5 Generalizations to other models and signatures

Here we discuss some possible generalizations to other models that may realize the
mechanism of DM stability from Pauli blocking, as well as some additional potential
signatures that may be present depending on how the dark sector couples to the SM

degrees of freedom.

Other models with DM stability from Pauli blocking In the minimal model
presented in Sec. |3| we have assumed that 1 is stable. However, this is mainly for
simplicity. Our scenario should work equally well even if i) decays to lighter states.
This is because the ¢ decay products must include at least one fermion, and thus
the decay of ¢ will be Pauli-blocked as well.

Our mechanism for DM stabilization can also be applied to more generic inter-
actions than the ones considered in this work. For instance, instead of Eq.(]) one
can consider the interaction ¢ W, where 1 is a light or massless fermion while ¥ is a
heavy fermion with mass My. The DM ¢ decays, filling the ¢ and ¥ Fermi spheres
such that the decay is eventually Pauli blocked. Interestingly, the corresponding
Fermi momenta can be made arbitrarily small by taking the mass splitting mg — My
to be small. In this limit, the energy transferred from the DM to the fermions ¢ and
U also becomes small. In comparision to the minimal model of Sec. [3} the advantage
of this scenario is that one can have a relatively heavy ¢ at the expense of a tuning
between my and M\I,ET] In this case, however, we must require that the couplings of

U to other lighter particles are small so that ¢ decays via W-mediated interactions

21Such tuning can be related with the radiatively induced neutrino mass in certain UV models |82
gi).
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are ineffective.

Instead of a primary two body decay that stabilizes DM, we may have three body
decay channels involving fermionic decay products. These decays can also become
Pauli blocked and DM can be stabilized. As an interesting example, consider the
Lagrangian gzﬁz/_)a‘“’wFW, where F),, is the photon field-strength. In this scenario,
the DM continuously produces photons as it replenishes the Fermi sea during the
expansion of the Universe. On the other hand, a boosted ¢ (e.g., a dark radiation
component) can decay into the fermions and a photon with substantially higher ener-
gies. The two distinct sources of photons can thus potentially provide an interesting
signature of the mechanism. The coupling to photons may lead to further constraints
from early universe cosmology, which should studied carefully.

In this work we have considered a scalar DM candidate, but our mechanism should
also work for the case of vector boson DM coupled to fermions. Most discussions
do not change qualitatively. A difference is that the annihilation of the DM is not

chirality suppressed even in the massless limit of the decay product.

Indirect signatures from other couplings So far in this scenario, we have
neglected the possible couplings of ¢, to SM particles, but they can be present on
general grounds and may lead to additional indirect signatures of the dark sector.
Here we mention two possibilities for illustration.

The symmetries of the theory, Eq., allow higher dimensional interactions of
the form ﬁHL(bw D voy, with H,v, and L being the SM Higgs doublet, its
vacuum expectation value, and a lepton doublet, respectively. Such couplings cause
the CvB to decay to the lighter dark sector particles. Interestingly, the lifetime
of the heaviest SM neutrino can be below the age of the Universe when the scale
M < MplF_Z] Precisely measuring the CvB and finding the absence of the heaviest
neutrino may probe this scenario.

Another interesting possibility arises if ¢ couples to a pair of photons, albeit
with a decay rate that is highly suppressed. This scenario is natural if the ¢-photon
coupling arises from a loop effect, such that it is highly suppressed compared to the
¢-fermion (Sec. [3)) or ¢-neutrino coupling (Sec. . In the case of DM stabilized by

22More generally, this fact shows that CvB search may provide a nice opportunity for testing
a light dark sector with a fermion and a scalar, even if direct couplings are only generated by
gravitational effects. For instance, a lighter dark SM could be probed if the ordinary neutrino

decays to a dark neutrino and dark Higgs boson.
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the CvB, we have two sources of photon signals in the present Universe. One is from
the non-relativistic DM rare decay to photons, with photon energy of half the DM
mass (neglecting the redshift). The other is from the decay of ¢ produced from the
decay of a neutrino. For the second source, the resulting typical energy of photon
is around half of the mass difference of the neutrinos between the initial and final
states. Interestingly, the latter energy does not depend much on the mass of ¢ if
it is small enough. This process can be probed by CvB experiments searching for
neutrino radiative decay such as COBAND [85].

6 Conclusions and outlook

In this work we have explored the novel implications of the hypothesis that DM
stability is a consequence of the Pauli exclusion principle. We studied a simple
model containing a sub-eV scalar ¢ DM candidate with a Yukawa coupling to a
lighter exotic fermion . Even though the scalar DM proper lifetime in vacuum,
1/T'(¢ — 1)), is much shorter than the age of the Universe, the available fermionic
1 states produced in the decay are rapidly filled and the decay is Pauli blocked.
We have considered not only the impact of decay/inverse decay processes on the
evolution of the scalar DM condensate, but also the relevance of scattering processes
and parametric resonance effects, finding a substantial parameter space in which the
effective lifetime of the DM condensate is much longer than the age of the Universe.
In particular, we have demonstrated that for relatively large couplings, scattering
processes can be rapid enough to produce a substantial quasi-thermal dark sector
component behaving as (self-interacting) dark radiation, which can potentially help
to relax the Hubble tensions. Future precision CMB and BAO observations will
provide additional tests of the scenario. Furthermore, a cutoff in the densities of DM
structures is expected, motivating future work on simulations of structure formation,
which may help furnish an additional robust probe of the scenario.

Perhaps the most natural candidate for the light fermion is the SM left-handed
neutrinos. In addition to the predictions of the exotic fermion scenario summarized
above, this scenario predicts significant modifications to the CvB at late times, both
in terms of its composition and energy spectrum. There are several possible effects
that may distort the CvB, including the cascade decays of the heavier SM neutrinos
as well as DM evaporation and/or decay. In particular, in a large fraction of the viable

parameter space, the interaction rate of the CvB with an electron is significantly
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enhanced. This opens up the possibility of testing our scenario through precise
measurements of the CvB with experiments such as PTOLEMY .

Looking ahead, there is wide scope for further investigations of the scenarios pro-
posed here and the general DM stability mechanism. In particular, it would be very
interesting to explore the detailed predictions for precision cosmological and astro-
physical observables through, e.g., the study of cosmological perturbations and/or
structure formation, which will help to more accurately delineate the constraints and
future prospects for the various probes discussed in this paper. Likewise, for the sce-
nario in which DM is stabilized by neutrinos, it would be valuable to carry out more
detailed phenomenological investigations of the properties of the present-day CvB
and its detection prospects, including the exploration of more general flavor patterns
of the ¢-neutrino couplings. Finally, it would be worthwhile to explore other models

realizing the mechanism of DM stability by Pauli blocking and their phenomenology.
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A Generic formulas for decay and scattering

In the main text, we have focused on real scalar as the DM interacting with a
Majorana fermion. In this appendix, we provide the relevant formulas for decay
and scattering reactions for both scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. To this end, we

consider the Lagrangian interaction

1 —
LD —500(ys + ypiv°), (104)

where yg and yp are both real. Here ¢ describes a four-component Majorana fermion.

A.1 Decay ¢ — Y

The partial decay width for ¢ — 9 is

Lmg g 2 477%25 v
Lomiw = 5y (y28,, + ypBy) » By=(1-— . (105)

We note that for the scalar coupling, the decay width exhibits a P-wave suppression,

while for the pseudoscalar coupling, the decay proceeds in the S-wave.

A.2 Annihilation ¢¢p — Y1)
Here we provide some details for the annihilation process ¢¢ — 1) for the case of
scalar and pseudoscalar couplings.
A.2.1 Scalar coupling
Consider the Lagrangian interaction, i.e. yg = y,yp = 0 in Eq.,

) —%Wﬂ (106)
The amplitude for the annihilation process is

Ps— P +my n Pi— Pyt my

— m?2 2
tmw U —my,

M = —y*u(p;) [ v(pa), (107)

where we have introduced the Mandelstam variables with the standard definitions,
s=(p1+p2)? t = (p1 —p3)? u= (p, — ps)*® The spin summed squared amplitude

1S

IM|? = y* x 2 (108)

Ftt + Fuu Ftu"'Fut
(E=m3P " w—m)? " - m3)u—md) |’
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where

Fy =tu—m3 (9t +u) — Tmy, + 8m2, m} — mj,
Fu = tu—mj, (9u+1t) — 7my, 4+ 8m3,mj — my, (109)

Fu = ut:—tU—3mi(t+U)—9mi+8mimi—|—mj

The differential cross-section can be written as

1 1

= —— | M|*dt 110
o 2!167?63)32|M| ’ (10)

where 3; = (1 — 4m?2/s)'/2.

The formula for the integrated cross-section in full generality is complicated and
we will not write it here. However, it is interesting to consider the nonrelativistic
limit and compute the quantity ovie, where v, = |v; — vo| = 20, is the relative

velocity of the ¢ particles in the CM frame. In the non-relativistic limit we obtain

3/2
2uyim? m?
Vg o 0 (1— —1”) . (111)

4 2
7rm¢ m¢

We see that the annihilation proceeds through the S-wave, but exhibits a chirality
suppression. The implications of the two cases are explored further in Section Sec. [3|
A.2.2 Pseudocalar coupling
Consider the Lagrangian interaction, i.e. ys = 0,yp = y in Eq.(104]),

£ —ig@y%. (112)

The amplitude of the annihilation process is

2 "}/51)(])4), (113)

_ Ps— P +m pi— Py +m
M:y2U(p3)’y5[3t 12 w+ 1 4 P
—my U —my,

We see the appearance of the +° now. The spin-averaged squared amplitude is

2
_ 1 1
|M’2:y4x2[(t—m?p)(u—mi)—mé} [t—mi_u—mi] . (114)

The cross-section is obtained from the general formula listed in the previous subsec-

tion. In the non-relativistic limit we obtain

3/2

4 3m? m>

4 Y P Y
el 2 1 1—— . 115
TUrel = Urel 607rm§5 ( + 2m§5> ( mi) (115)




The annihilation proceeds through the D wave but does not exhibit a chirality sup-
pression. While we have note studied the pseudoscalar coupling in detail in this work,
we expect this scenario to give qualitatively similar features to the scalar coupling

in the chirality suppressed cased studied in Sec. (3.1

B Limits on fermion energy in collision integrals

B.1 Decay ¢(ps) = ¥(p1)¢(p2)

In this collision term we encounter an integral over the fermion energy F;. The
limits are determined from the energy conserving delta function for cosf = +1,

leading to the condition

0=E¢—El—\/mi+p$+1ﬁi2p¢p1' (116)
Solving this equation, we obtain
1
pY = §(E¢5¢ + py), (117)
1
Ef = 5 (B % Bupy), (118)

where 3, is given in Eq. (105).

B.2 Annihilation ¢(pg)p(p2) — ¥ (p3)Y(ps)

In this collision term (46]) we encounter an integral over the fermion energy Fs3. As
above, the limits of integration follow from the energy conserving delta function

when cos @ = +1, leading to the equation

0=m¢—|—E2—E3—\/mi+p§+p§:l:2p2p3. (119)

Solving this equation, we obtain

1
Py = 5[(E2 + Mg Ky £ pal, (120)

1
Egi = §(E2+m¢:tlpr2), (121)

where in this case
2m12p 1/2

By =(1— ———mF—— . 122
v ( m¢(E2+m¢>)> (122)
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C Renormalizable model for DM stabilized by CvB

In this appendix we present a renormalizable UV model realizing the scenario dis-
cussed in Sec. 4l Along with the scalar ¢ which serves as DM, the theory contains
a Dirac fermion mediator N. The Lagrangian shares some features with the Dirac-

neutrino portal model [86-88],
Line = %¢NENL + %WVENR + MyNgNp +yrNgHL + h.c. (123)

The model enjoys an approximate lepton Z, parity where (¢, Ng, N, L, H) are
charged as (2,1,1,1,0). By integrating out the Dirac right-handed neutrinos one

obtains the effective Lagrangian,
Y. _c
Leg DO §¢I/L1/L + h.c. (124)

In small y, regime, we obtain y = y,y4v?/2M% at energies much below the elec-
troweak scale v. Notice that the neutrino Majorana mass term %m,,ﬁ‘iVL is forbidden
by the Z, symmetry. To generate neutrino masses, one can introduce a small lepton
parity violating term.

Setting aside possible model-dependent UV contributions, the radiative correc-
tions to the ¢ mass from the new degrees of freedom in this model are given by
yi M%
1672

om? ~ (125)

For example, taking ygrv ~ My such that y ~ y;, we obtain

omE ~ (107 eV)* (12 )2 Myl Y (126)
¢ 10-14/ \100GeV )

In the early Universe, especially in the symmetric phase, the thermalization rate

of ¢ particle is estimated as
2,2

Ty ~ R (127)
47

This is much smaller than the expansion rate of the Universe for 7" ~ 100 GeV and y; ~

y in the parameter region in Figl[5] On the other hand, the induced ¢ thermal mass
may be larger than the bare mass depending on the parameter region. In this case,
¢ condensate behaves as radiation at the onset of oscillation, rather than matter
because the effective mass scales with a='. However, our overall conclusions do not
change since we can require that at later times ¢ accounts for the DM once the

thermal mass becomes smaller than the bare mass due to the redshift.
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