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Abstract. The existence of an early matter-dominated epoch prior to the big bang nucle-
osynthesis may lead to a scenario where the thermal dark matter cools faster than plasma
before the radiation dominated era begins. In the radiation-dominated epoch, dark mat-
ter free-streams after it decouples both chemically and kinetically from the plasma. In the
presence of an early matter-dominated era, chemical decoupling of the dark matter may suc-
ceed by a partial kinetic decoupling before reheating ends, depending upon the contributions
of different partial wave amplitudes in the elastic scattering rate of the dark matter. We
show that the s-wave scattering is sufficient to partially decouple the dark matter from the
plasma, if the entropy injection during the reheating era depends on the bath temperature,
while p-wave scattering leads to full decoupling in such cosmological backdrop. The decou-
pling of dark matter before the end of reheating causes an additional amount of cooling,
reducing its free-streaming horizon compared to usual radiation-dominated cosmology. The
enhanced matter perturbations for scales entering the horizon prior to the end of reheating,
combined with the reduced free-steaming horizon, increase the number density of sub-earth
mass halos. Resulting boost in the dark matter annihilation signatures could offer an in-
triguing probe to differentiate pre-BBN non-standard cosmological epochs. We show that
the free-streaming horizon of the dark matter requires to be smaller than a cut-off to ensure
boost in the sub-earth halo populations. As case studies we present two examples: one for
a scalar dark matter with s-wave elastic scattering and the other one featuring a fermionic
dark matter with p-wave elastic scattering. We identify regions of parameter space in both
models where the dark matter kinetically decouples during reheating, amplifying small scale
structure formation.
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1 Introduction

A non-luminous form of matter, dubbed as dark matter (DM) [1], is believed to constitute
almost 85% of the total matter content and 28% of the total energy budget of the universe [2].
Several astrophysical [1, 3–7] and cosmological [2] observations substantiate the claim for
the existence of DM, leveraging its gravitational interaction. However, little is understood
regarding other characteristics of the DM, such as its mass, spin, and potential interactions
with visible matter, if any. To exemplify the uncertainties surrounding the mass of DM, it
spans from fuzzy DM with a mass approximately ∼ 10−22 eV [8–12] to the most massive
primordial black holes, which are around ∼ 104 times the solar mass [13, 14].

Testability of weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) through a variety of direct and
indirect detection experiments establish them as one of the most promising candidates for
dark matter [15–19], in the mass range between a few GeV to TeV. In the WIMP scenario,
DM remains in equilibrium with the thermal plasma of visible matter in the early universe.
As the universe expands, after some time the interaction rate (Γ) of DM with particles in
the thermal bath becomes ineffective (i.e., Γ < H, where H is the Hubble expansion rate)
to keep it in thermal equilibrium with the plasma. As a result the DM thermally decouples
from the standard model plasma. The thermal decoupling results in a freeze-out of the DM,
and it sets the relic density of DM, which at the present day has a value of Ω0

DMh
2 ≃ 0.12,

as measured by the Planck collaboration [2].

In the WIMP scenario, it is important to note that the thermal decoupling of DM implies
both chemical and kinetic decoupling from the plasma. Chemical decoupling of DM sets
the number density of relic DM in the universe, however, full thermal decoupling of DM
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is crucial for forming structures. While chemical decoupling is primarily governed by the
annihilation of the DM (χ) into the bath particles (B), represented as χχ→ BB, the kinetic
decoupling depends on the elastic scattering processes, i.e., χB → χB. In general, chemical
and kinetic decoupling may not take place at the same time, since the annihilation rate of
the DM (Γann = neqχ ⟨σv⟩ann) and the elastic scattering rate (Γel = neqB ⟨σv⟩el) vary with the
bath temperature in a qualitatively different manner. For a cold dark matter, i.e., if the
freeze-out is non-relativistic, the equilibrium number density of the DM after the freeze-out
falls as neqχ ∼ T 3/2e−mχ/T , wheremχ is the mass of the DM and T represents the temperature
of the bath. In contrast, the relativistic bath particles’ number density varies as neqB ∼ T 3.
Thus, in a radiation dominated universe (H ∼ T 2/Mpl), chemical decoupling precedes the
kinetic decoupling of cold dark matter, assuming that the thermal averaged cross-section
mildly varies with temperature.

In the standard lore, the DM is presumed to undergo decoupling in a universe dominated
by radiation prior to the commencement of Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN). Nevertheless,
hardly any evidence exists to confirm that the universe was only radiation dominated prior
to the BBN, since the end of inflation. This ambiguity prompts various conjectures re-
garding the alternative thermal evolution of the cosmos, a pre-BBN early matter-dominated
epoch (EMDE) emerging as a prominent hypothesis. Several motivated scenarios beyond
the Standard Model (BSM) propose the existence of meta-stable oscillating scalar fields,
such as string theory inspired moduli fields [20–22], supersymmetric condensates and grav-
itino [23, 24], scenarios with primordial black hole formation [25–27], inflaton fields [28, 29],
curvaton [30], dilaton [31], and Q-balls [32], among others. These long-lived species could
instigate an early matter-dominated epoch after inflation, followed by reheating due to the
late decay of these oscillating matter fields into radiation [33–38]. The presence of such an
EMDE strongly impacts both the thermal and non-thermal DM production [39–77], and their
decoupling [78–80].

The kinetic decoupling of DM during the early matter-domination (EMD) is determined
by how the elastic scattering cross-section of the DM and the Hubble expansion rate of
the universe varies with the plasma temperature during reheating. Reheating initiates once
the injection of entropy from the meta-stable scalar field (ϕ), which dominates the energy
density of the universe during the EMDE, into the plasma becomes prominent, i.e., when
the dissipation rate of the long-lived ϕ surpasses the Hubble expansion (Γϕ > H) rate. The
expansion rate of the universe during EMDE is contingent upon the dissipation rate of the
scalar field. For instance, if Γϕ is constant, entropy injection leads to a bath of thermalized
particles, where the bath temperature scales with scale factor as T ∝ a−3/8 and the Hubble
expansion rate scales as H ∝ T 4 [40].

In such an EMDE scenario, the s-wave elastic scattering of non-relativistic DM (⟨σv⟩el ∼
const.) is insufficient to kinetically decouple the DM from the plasma before the onset of
radiation dominated epoch, as the momentum exchange rate in elastic scattering (γel =
ΓelT/mχ) and the Hubble expansion both scale as T 4. Thus, the scales entering the horizon
prior to the end of reheating can not lead to the formation of protohalos [81–83]. However, p-
wave elastic scattering (⟨σv⟩el ∼ T 2) yielding γel ∼ T 6 leads to a partial kinetic decoupling, as
shown in [80]. Consequently, the DM begins to cool at a faster rate than the plasma during the
EMDE. Eventually, after reheating, DM fully decouples from the plasma. Due to this partial
decoupling, the additional cooling of DM during EMDE reduces the free-streaming horizon
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compared to the standard scenario of DM decoupling in the radiation-dominated epoch.
Thus, the free-streaming of DM in this type of non-standard scenario does not suppress
small-scale structures (sub-earth halos) formed by the scales entering the horizon before
reheating. On the contrary, such small scales are additionally endowed with enhanced matter
perturbations in the presence of an EMDE causing the formation of enhanced structures
compared to the standard scenario [84–86].

In this paper, we consider an alternate proposition where the entropy injection during the
EMDE depends on the temperature of the bath (i.e., Γϕ ∼ T ). This situation arises when
the back-reaction of the thermal decay products of the oscillating scalar field ϕ leads to a
dominant temperature-dependent contribution to the dissipation rate Γϕ [87]. Compared
to the Γϕ ∼ const. scenario, temperature and the Hubble expansion rate scales differently,
namely T ∝ a−1/2 and H ∝ T 3, during the EMDE with Γϕ ∼ T [69]. We will demonstrate
that in such a scenario, s-wave elastic scattering of DM with the bath particles is enough
to partially decouple the DM before the end of reheating. In this alternate thermal history,
p-wave elastic scattering of DM leads to a full decoupling of the DM during the EMDE.
Consequently, the extra cooling of the DM from its thermal decoupling till the reheating,
and the enhanced matter perturbations during EMDE boost the formation of structures at
sub-earth scales. We further compute the enhanced density perturbations of the DM during
such EMDE and the resulting boost in the number density of sub-earth halos produced during
this epoch.

As a proof of principle, we consider two simple models of dark matter, one with a scalar
DM and the other with a fermionic DM, where the DM elastically scatters off radiation
through s-wave and p-wave partial wave amplitude channels, respectively. For both cases,
we demonstrate that the parameter space that satisfies the observed relic density can also
lead to kinetic decoupling of the DM during the EMDE yielding a reduced free-streaming
horizon of the DM compared to purely radiation dominated cosmology. Additionally, we
demonstrate that, despite kinetic decoupling during the EMDE, the enhancement in small-
scale structure formation occurs only within a specific region of parameter space where the
free-streaming horizon falls below a certain cut-off value.

The formation of microhalos may lead to an enhanced annihilation rate of DM, providing
an intriguing probe for pre-BBN thermal history. The detection of gamma rays from DM
annihilation at the galactic centre by the indirect detection experiments [88–90], such as the
Fermi-LAT [91–93] place strong constraints on the DM annihilation rate. In the presence of an
EMDE, two compensatory effects determine the overall annihilation rate of DM: (i) a reduced
annihilation cross-section of thermal DM to match the correct relic density due to entropy
dilution, and (ii) a boost in the number density of microhalos resulting from enhanced matter
perturbations and additional cooling of partially decoupled DM before reheating. While
we show the enhancement of microhalo population due to the presence of an EMDE with
temperature dependent entropy injection, a full dedicated study to compute the boost factor
for DM annihilation rate signatures is deferred to a future work [94]. Besides annihilation
signatures of DM [95–98], sub-halo collisions with old neutron stars, sub-halo dark matter
scatterings with cosmic rays [99],microlensing [100, 101], and gravitational waves produced
in EMDE [102–108] could offer alternative methods to investigate non-standard cosmological
epochs, due to an increased sub-earth halo populations, as described in this paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we discuss the mechanism of kinetic decoupling
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in different cosmological backdrops and compute the free-streaming horizon of the DM. In
Sec. 3, we first describe the thermal history of an EMDE with temperature dependent en-
tropy injection. The rest of the section is dedicated to a detailed study of the cosmological
perturbations during the EMDE and formation of sub-earth mass halos. Two simple mod-
els featuring a scalar and a fermionic dark matter which exhibit s-wave and p-wave elastic
scatterings, respectively, and decoupling during the EMDE are explored as case studies in
Sec. 4. We conclude in Sec. 5.

2 Partial kinetic decoupling of dark matter

We briefly review the general formalism to study the decoupling of DM in different thermal
histories of the universe. We assume that the DM chemically decouples from the thermal
bath at the freeze-out temperature (Tfo ∼ mχ/20), while still remaining kinetically coupled to
the plasma. The Boltzmann equation governing the evolution of the phase space distribution
of the DM (fχ(p, t)) is given by [109, 110]

E (∂t −Hp · ∇p) fχ(p, t) = Cann[fχ] + Cel[fχ] , (2.1)

where Cann[fχ] and Cel[fχ] denote the collision terms corresponding to the annihilation (χχ→
BB) and the elastic scatterings (χB → χB) of the DM with the bath particles (B), respec-
tively. The number density (nχ) and the temperature (Tχ) of the DM are defined by taking
the moments of the phase space distribution as [79, 111, 112]

nχ(t) ≡ gχ

∫
d3p

(2π)3
fχ(p, t) , and Tχ(t) ≡

gχ
3nχ

∫
d3p

(2π)3
p2

E
fχ(p, t) , (2.2)

where p ≡ |p| and gχ denotes the number of internal degrees of freedom of χ. The evolution
of nχ(t) is obtained by integrating both sides of Eq. (2.1) as

dnχ
dt

+ 3Hnχ = gχ

∫
d3p

(2π)3
Cann[fχ]
E

= −⟨σv⟩ann(n2χ − n2χ,eq) , (2.3)

where nχ,eq denotes the equilibrium number density of the DM. The integration over Cel[fχ]
vanishes since the elastic scattering does not change the number of DM. The velocity averaged
annihilation cross-section of the DM into bath particles is given by [110, 113]

⟨σv⟩ann =
1

8m4
χTK2 (mχ/T )

2

∫ ∞

4m2
χ

ds
√
s
(
s− 4m2

χ

)
σann(s)K1

(√
s/T

)
, (2.4)

where K1,2 are the modified Bessel function of the second kind. Once the universe cools
down to Tfo, DM leaves the chemical equilibrium and the co-moving number density of the
DM freezes-out.

At a temperature T after chemical decoupling of the DM, the annihilation rate becomes
negligible compared to the Hubble expansion rate. So, one can drop Cann[fχ] from Eq. (2.1).
The collision term corresponding to the elastic scattering of the non-relativistic DM has the
form [114]

Cel[fχ] =
E

2
γel(T )

[
T
∂

∂p

(
E
∂fχ
∂p

)
+

∂

∂p
(pfχ)

]
. (2.5)
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The momentum transfer rate in the elastic scattering γel(T ) is given by [111, 112]

γel(T ) =
1

48π3Tm3
χ

∫
dω k4g±(ω)[1∓ g±(ω)]

〈
M2

〉
t
,

〈
M2

〉
t
≡ 1

8k4

∫ 0

−4k2
dt(−t)M2 .

(2.6)

Here (ω,k) represents the momentum of the incoming bath particle, k ≡ |k| and M2 is the
squared amplitude of the elastic scattering process, while g±(ω) = 1/[exp(ω/T )± 1] denote
the distribution functions of the relativistic bath particles. For s-wave elastic scatterings
⟨M2⟩t = const., while for p-wave ⟨M2⟩t ∝ ω2. After chemical decoupling, the evolution of
the temperature of the DM, i.e., Tχ with respect to the scale factor is obtained from Eq. (2.1)
as [80, 111]

dTχ
d ln a

+ 2Tχ(a)

[
1 +

γel(a)

H(a)

]
= 2

γel(a)

H(a)
T (a). (2.7)

To arrive at this equation, we specifically assume that the DM is non-relativistic below the
freeze-out temperature (mχ > Tfo). As long as the DM is thermally coupled to the plasma,
Tχ is equal to the temperature of the plasma (T ). When the elastic scattering rate becomes
smaller than the Hubble expansion rate i.e., γel(T ) ≪ H(T ), the solution of Eq. (2.7) shows
that Tχ redshifts as Tχ ∼ a−2. This solution additionally necessitates another condition,
i.e., γel(T )T ≪ HTχ. We will explore the implications of relaxing this condition in the
subsequent sections. In a radiation-dominated universe, the bath temperature evolves as
T ∼ a−1 while the DM temperature cools as Tχ ∼ a−2 after kinetic decoupling. However, the
situation becomes more involved if the thermal history of the universe during the decoupling
is different from the usual radiation domination [78–80]. In the following we investigate the
kinetic decoupling of the DM for non-standard cosmological backdrops.

2.1 Kinetic decoupling in non-standard cosmological scenario

We consider the scenarios where the temperature of the thermal bath evolves with the scale
factor as T ∝ a−α with parameter α ≥ 0, and the Hubble expansion rate varies with tem-
perature as H ∝ T β. The momentum transfer rate in the elastic scattering depends on the
temperature of the bath as [79, 80]

γel(T ) ∝ T (4+n) , (2.8)

where n = 0, 2, ... for s-wave, p-wave, and so on. The general solution to the Eq. (2.7) has
the form [79]1

Tχ(a) = T

(
s

sdec

)λ

es−sdec + T sλ es [Γ(1− λ, s)− Γ(1− λ, sdec)] , (2.9)

with λ =
(2− α)

α(4 + n− β)
, and s =

2

α(4 + n− β)

γel(T )

H(T )

(
T

Tdec

)(4+n−β)

. (2.10)

We define Tdec (adec) as the temperature (scale factor) when γel(Tdec) = H(Tdec). As indicated
earlier, the condition for kinetic decoupling, γel(T ) ≪ H, does not necessarily imply that the

1Γ(q, s) is the upper incomplete gamma function: Γ(q, s) =
∫∞
s

dt tq−1e−t.
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right hand side of Eq. (2.7) is also negligible compared to Tχ. In fact, the approximate
solution of Eq. (2.7) in the limit γel(T ) ≪ H, but γel(T )T ≮ HTχ is given by

Tχ(a) ≃
Tdec

2− α(5 + n− β)

[
2

(
a

adec

)−α(5+n−β)

− α(5 + n− β)

(
a

adec

)−2
]
. (2.11)

Clearly, the first term in the Eq. (2.11) dominates at a ≫ adec, iff α (5 + n− β) < 2. The
necessary requirement to satisfy the first decoupling condition, i.e., γel(T ) ≪ H is n > ndec =
(β − 4). When both conditions n > ndec and α(5 + n− β) < 2 are met simultaneously, dark
matter cools faster than the plasma, albeit not as rapidly as it would if Tχ ∼ a−2. This
stage of cooling leads to a partial kinetic decoupling of the DM from the plasma [80]. We
summarize the different possibilities below

n ≤ ndec: no kinetic decoupling,
ndec < n < npartial: partial kinetic decoupling,

n > ndec and n ≥ npartial: full kinetic decoupling,

where npartial ≡ (2/α) + β − 5. Hence, the kinetic decoupling of dark matter significantly
depends on the specific dark matter model via the nature of elastic scattering, as well as on
the underlying cosmological model through the thermal evolution of the plasma.

Partial decoupling during entropy injection

Now we focus on a scenario where a meta-stable scalar field ϕ with an equation of state ωϕ

dominates the energy density of the universe prior to the onset of BBN. The field ϕ coherently
oscillates around the minima of its potential and dissipates its energy via decaying into
radiation. We assume that the decay products of ϕ instantaneously thermalize2 to produce
a thermal bath. In general, the dissipation rate of ϕ has non-trivial dependence on the scale
factor and the temperature of the plasma as [69, 87, 118]

Γϕ ∝ akTm. (2.12)

The Boltzmann equations governing the evolution of the energy density of ϕ (ρϕ) and the
radiation (ργ) are given by

dρϕ
dt

+ 3(1 + ωϕ)Hρϕ = −(1 + ωϕ)Γϕρϕ ,
dργ
dt

+ 4Hργ = (1 + ωϕ)Γϕρϕ . (2.13)

Approximate solution of these equations yield

H ∝ a−3(1+ωϕ)/2 , and T ∝ a
2k−3(1+ωϕ)

2(4−m) . (2.14)

This implies, in our notation, α = (3(1 + ωϕ) − 2k)/2(4 − m) and β = 3(1 + ωϕ)(4 −
m)/ [3(1 + ωϕ)− 2k]. Thus, the conditions on the elastic scattering channel n for the decou-
pling of DM are

ndec =
3m(1 + ωϕ)− 8k

2k − 3(1 + ωϕ)
, and npartial =

(7 + 3ωϕ)(1 +m)− 10(2 + k)

2k − 3(1 + ωϕ)
. (2.15)

2See [43, 52, 56, 72, 115–117] for the effects of non-instantaneous thermalization on dark matter production
during reheating.
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ϕ
domination

k m α
Conditions for kinetic decoupling

ndec npartial s-wave p-wave

ωϕ = 0
(Matter)

0 0 3/8 0 13/3 – partial
0 1 1/2 -1 2 partial full

ωϕ = 1/3
(Radiation)

-1 0 3/4 -4/3 1/3 partial full
1 0 1/4 4 11 – –
1 2 1/2 0 3 – partial

ωϕ = 1
(Kination)

0 0 3/4 0 5/3 – full
0 1 1 -1 0 full full
1 1 2/3 1/2 5/2 – partial

Table 1: Conditions for kinetic decoupling of the DM are shown for different non-standard
cosmological scenarios with entropy injection. For the purpose of illustration some benchmark
values of k and m are chosen for three different values of ωϕ = 0, 1/3, 1, covering various
possibilities of kinetic decoupling. In the last two columns we specifically consider the cases
where s-wave (n = 0) and p-wave (n = 2) scatterings are dominant.

In Table 1, we illustrate the nature of kinetic decoupling for some example scenarios with
different equation of states and time dependence of dissipation rates of ϕ. As highlighted in
the Introduction, for an EMDE (ωϕ = 0) with a constant dissipation rate (Γϕ = const.), s-
wave (n = 0) elastic scatterings of DM does not kinetically decouple the DM from the plasma,
while p-wave (n = 2) scatterings can only partially decouple the DM. On the other hand,
if the dissipation rate (aka entropy injection) is proportional to the temperature (Γϕ ∝ T ),
s-wave scatterings are enough to partially decouple the DM during the EMDE while p-wave
scatterings can fully decouple the DM from the thermal plasma.

2.2 Free-streaming of partially decoupled dark matter

Once chemically and kinetically decoupled from the thermal bath, the dark matter starts to
free-stream with a velocity vχ(a) ∝

√
Tχ(a). The free-streaming horizon λfsh of the DM sets

the scale below which the structures will be washed out due to the large DM velocity. The
scaling of Tχ(a) with the scale factor(a) plays a crucial role to determine λfsh. We compute
λfsh in two cases, namely, in presence of an EMDE, and in purely radiation dominated (RD)
universe using the general solution Eq. (2.9) for Tχ(a) and the following expressions

λEMD
fsh =

∫ t0

tdec

dt
vχ(t)

a(t)
=

√
3

mχ

[∫ aRH

adec

+

∫ aeq

aRH

+

∫ a0

aeq

]
da

√
Tχ(a)

a2H(a)
,

{
T ∼ a−α,

H ∼ T β

λRD
fsh =

∫ t0

tkds

dt
vχ(t)

a(t)
=

√
3

mχ

[∫ aeq

akds

+

∫ a0

aeq

]
da

√
Tχ(a)

a2H(a)
,

{
T ∼ a−1,

H ∼ T 2 .
(2.16)

We define Tkds as the temperature at kinetic decoupling in the radiation dominated epoch,
such that γel(Tkds) = HRD(Tkds), while Tdec corresponds to the decoupling temperature in
the EMDE when γel(Tdec) = HEMD(Tdec).
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Figure 1: The ratios of dark matter free-streaming horizon in presence of an EMDE and in
standard radiation dominated epoch are shown in Tkds − Tdec plane in the units of TRH. We
fix the value of TRH at 10 MeV for illustration. The red lines represent the isocontours for
the ratio r. For r < 1, the free-streaming horizon in an EMDE is always smaller than its
counterpart in RD era. The change in the slope of the isocontours of r around Tdec/TRH ∼ 20
is due to the jump in g∗(T ) around the QCD phase transition.

In Fig. 1, we present the region in the Tkds−Tdec plane (normalized to TRH), where the ratio
λEMD
fsh /λRD

fsh < 1. The solid red lines denote the isocontours of the ratio r, defined as

r ≡ γEMD
0

γRD
0

=

√
g∗(TRH)

g∗(Tkds)

(
g∗(Tdec)

g∗(TRH)

) 3
8α

(
Tkds
TRH

)2+n(TRH

Tdec

)(4+n)− 3
2α

, (2.17)

where γel = γ0T
(4+n). The three panels in Fig. 1 illustrate different scenarios in the presence

of EMDE:

• Left panel: Γϕ = const., resulting in T ∼ a−3/8, H ∼ T 4, and partial decoupling due
to p-wave scatterings (γ ∼ T 6).

• Central panel: Γϕ ∼ T , leading to T ∼ a−1/2, H ∼ T 3, and partial decoupling due to
s-wave scatterings (γ ∼ T 4).

• Right panel: Γϕ ∼ T , leading to T ∼ a−1/2, H ∼ T 3, and full decoupling due to p-wave
scatterings (γ ∼ T 6).

We observe that in all three cases, the free-streaming horizon is smaller in the case of EMDE
if γEMD

0 ≤ γRD
0 , (i.e. r ≤ 1). If the primary interaction governing the relic density of the DM

also maintains it in kinetic equilibrium with the bath, one typically needs r < 1 to match
the observed relic density in both the early matter-dominated and the radiation-dominated
cosmology. This requirement stems from the fact that the entropy injection during the EMDE
phase dilutes the relic density, necessitating a comparatively lower interaction rate. However,
in the presence multiple interactions, one may fathom a situation where the processes involved
in setting the relic density may not be the dominant interactions required for maintaining
the kinetic equilibrium, such that r > 1 is possible. In that case, λEMD

fsh is smaller than λRD
fsh ,

only if Tdec/TRH is greater than a certain threshold value.
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In Sec. 4, we will consider two simple models of dark matter where the DM scatters off the
bath particles through s-wave and p-wave scattering, and compute the free-streaming horizon
in terms of microscopic model parameters, in the presence of an EMDE with time dependent
entropy injection.

3 Growth of matter perturbations: halo formation

Now we focus on the particular scenario where Γϕ ∝ T during an EMDE and analyze the
evolution of matter perturbations and formation of sub-earth halos.

3.1 Early matter domination: temperature dependent entropy injection

We consider a background cosmological model where the oscillating scalar field ϕ, with equa-
tion of state ωϕ = 0, dominates the universe prior to the BBN and dissipates its energy into
the radiation at a rate

Γϕ(a) = Γ0T (a) , (3.1)

where Γ0 is a dimensionless constant. The time evolution of the energy densities of the meta-
stable scalar field (ρϕ) and its decay products (ργ), and the number density of the DM (nχ)
are governed by the Boltzmann equations given below

dρϕ
dt

+ 3Hρϕ = −Γϕρϕ , (3.2)

dργ
dt

+ 4Hργ = Γϕρϕ + 2⟨E⟩⟨σv⟩ann
(
n2χ − n2χ,eq

)
, (3.3)

dnχ
dt

+ 3Hnχ = −⟨σv⟩ann
(
n2χ − n2χ,eq

)
, (3.4)

where ⟨E⟩ =
√
m2

χ + 9T 2 [119], and the Hubble expansion rateH2 = (ρϕ + ργ + ρχ) /3M
2
pl.

The annihilation cross-section of the DM ⟨σv⟩ann can be calculated using Eq. (2.4), which
depends on the specific microscopic model of the DM. We will focus on two simple dark
matter models as case studies in Sec. 4:

• Model I (s-wave scattering): Scalar dark matter ϕχ annihilating into scalar radiation

ϕγ via quartic ϕ2χϕ
2
γ interaction.

• Model II (p-wave scattering): Fermionic dark matter ψχ annihilating into fermionic ra-

diation ψγ , mediated by a heavy scalar φM , via ψ̄χψγφM Yukawa interaction.

In this section, we will present the results in a model-independent manner. We will explicitly
indicate any instances where dependence on specific models arises.

At the early stages of reheating, the energy density of ϕ dominates as it coherently oscillates
around the minima of the potential and subsequently dissipates its energy into radiation.
The EMDE ends and the radiation domination starts at the reheating temperature (TRH)
which is defined when ρϕ(TRH) = ργ(TRH)

3. The initial conditions (at a = ain) to solve the
Boltzmann Eqs. (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4) are given by

ρϕ(ain) = 3M2
plH

2
in , ργ(ain) = 0 , nχ(ain) = 0 , (3.5)

3One can also define TRH as the temperature when Γϕ(TRH) = H(TRH).
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Figure 2: Evolution of the background energy densities ρϕ (blue) and ργ (red), normalized
by the total energy density; as well as the comoving number density of the DM mχnχa

3/ρϕ(0)
(orange). The equilibrium comoving number density of the DM is shown by the dashed green
line. We set mχ = 210 GeV , ⟨σv⟩ = 2.26× 10−14GeV −2, λ = 3.168× 10−4, and TRH = 30
MeV . The vertical dotted line marks the end of EMDE.

where Hin ≡ H(ain) is a free parameter. The approximate solutions of the Eqs. (3.2) and
(3.3) for Γϕ ≪ H are

ρϕ(a) ≈ 3M2
plH

2
in

(
a

ain

)−3

, ργ(a) ≈
[(

π2g∗
30

)− 1
4 3M2

plHinΓ0

2

] 4
3 (

a

ain

)−4
[(

a

ain

)− 3
2

− 1

] 4
3

.

(3.6)

We estimate the approximate energy density of γ by considering only the term proportional
to ρϕ in the right-hand side of Eq. (3.3). Eq. (3.6) shows that the temperature of the radiation

(T ∝ ρ
1/4
γ ) quickly reaches a maximum Tmax at amax = (4/9)ain, and then falls as T ∼ a−1/2

until the end of the reheating. The expressions for Tmax and TRH are given by

Tmax =
1

2

[(
π2g∗
30

)−1

3M2
plHinΓ0

]1/3

, TRH =

(
π2g∗(TRH)

30

)− 1
2
√
3MplΓ0

2
. (3.7)

We consider that the DM remains non-relativistic at all times, thus we take mχ ≥ Tmax.
Despite initially having nχ(0) = 0, the DM rapidly reaches equilibrium with the plasma owing
to its substantial interactions with the bath particles, and eventually undergoes chemical
freeze-out around Tfo ∼ mχ/20. For illustration, we sketch the evolution of the background
energy densities ρϕ and ργ scaled by the total energy density in Fig. 2, using the full numerical
solutions of the set of Boltzman Eqs. (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4). In Fig. 2, we also show the
evolution of the DM number density nχ and compare it with the equilibrium number density
nχ,eq for the Model I described in Sec. 4.1.

– 10 –



3.2 Evolution of matter perturbations

The presence of EMDE has a significant impact on the density perturbations of the radiation
and the dark matter. Especially, the matter perturbations show a linear growth for the modes
that enter the horizon during the EMDE. We study the evolution of the density perturbations
by linearly perturbing the continuity equation [84, 85, 119–121]

∇µT
µ(i)
ν = Q(i)

ν , i = ϕ, γ, χ . (3.8)

Here, we assume the scalar ϕ, radiation, and the DM behave as perfect fluids with energy

momentum tensor T
(i)
µν . The energy exchange Q

(i)
ν occurs due to the dissipation of ϕ, and

annihilation of χ. We work with the perturbed Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker
(FLRW) metric in the Newtonian gauge,

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + a(t)2(1− 2Ψ)δijdx
idxj , (3.9)

where Ψ = Φ in the absence of anisotropic stress. Equations governing the evolution of the
fractional density perturbations (δi ≡ [ρ̂i(t, x⃗)−ρi(t)]/ρi ≡ δρi/ρi), divergence of the velocity
perturbations (θi ≡ a∇⃗ · v⃗i) for each fluid, and the metric perturbation (Φ) are shown in the
App. A.

We are mainly interested in the modes (with wave number k) which are super-Hubble, i.e.
k ≪ aH at amax, but subsequently enters the horizon during the EMDE epoch. Since the
background energy density of the universe is dominated by ϕ at the onset of EMDE, we
impose adiabatic initial conditions at amax for the multi-fluid perturbations such that

δρϕ
ρ′ϕ

∣∣∣
amax

=
δργ
ρ′γ

∣∣∣
amax

=
δρχ
ρ′χ

∣∣∣
amax

, (3.10)

where prime denotes derivative with respect to the scale factor a. Therefore, the adiabatic
initial conditions for the density perturbations of k ≪ aH modes are given by

δϕ(amax) = −2Φ0 , δγ(amax) =
2

3
δϕ(amax) , δχ,eq(amax) =

δγ
4

(
3

2
+
mχ

T

) ∣∣∣∣
amax

, (3.11)

where Φ(amax) = Φ0. The velocity perturbations quickly decay outside of the Hubble radius,
thus we set their initial values to zero at super-Hubble scales [85]. The initial condition for δγ
is derived using the approximate scaling of the background solutions ρϕ ∼ a−3 and ργ ∼ a−2

once the universe attains Tmax, see Eq. (3.6). Since the DM was still in thermal equilibrium
at Tmax, δχ ≃ δχ,eq, which is obtained by varying the equilibrium number density nχ,eq with
respect to temperature [119].

In Fig. 3, we present the numerical solutions of the perturbation Eqs. (A.1) to (A.10), in
Fourier space as a function of a/aRH using a benchmark parameter set. In the left panel,
the evolution of Φ, δγ , and θγ are shown for a mode k = 30 kRH, where kRH = aRHH(aRH)
represents the wave number of the mode that enters the horizon at TRH. The k = 30 kRH

mode enters the horizon at a ≃ 1.9 × 10−3aRH while the reheating concludes at aRH/ain =
1.7 × 107. We observe that Φ remains nearly constant during the EMDE, while δγ receives
an initial kick during the horizon crossing and starts to grow due to the source term arising
from the dissipation of ϕ, see Eq. (A.3). However, this growth in δγ does not sustain till the
end of EMDE due to a back-reaction from the growing spatial dispersion (increasing θγ) of
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Figure 3: Left: Evolution of δγ (red), θγ (blue dashed), and Φ (green dot-dashed) are shown
as a function of a/aRH for the mode k = 30kRH. The vertical line at a = ahor signals
the horizon entry of the mode. Right: The evolution of δχ is presented for two modes:
one entering during an EMDE (k = 30kRH) and the other during RD (k = 0.1kRH). The
results are shown for both Model I (orange) and Model II (blue dashed), fixing TRH = 10
MeV, Hin = 5.786 × 10−12 GeV, mχ = 95 GeV, and λ = 4.912 × 10−5 (Model I), while
y = 7.85× 10−3, M = 175 GeV (Model II). The inset magnifies the evolution of δχ near the
freeze-out.

the radiation fluid. All in all, δγ reaches a peak and then decayed before the reheating ends,
and oscillates with a suppressed amplitude once the radiation domination begins.

The approximate solutions for the evolution of θϕ, θχ and δϕ during the EMDE is obtained
in the limit Γϕ ≪ H as

θϕ ≃ θχ ≃ A(k)ainHinΦ0

(
a

ain

) 1
2

, δϕ ≃ −2Φ0 −A(k)Φ0
a

ain
, A(k) ≡ 2k2

3a2inH
2
in

. (3.12)

The density perturbation of the DM (δχ) follows the δχ,eq as long as the DM remains in
chemical equilibrium. However, after the freeze-out (a > afo), δχ decreases to −2Φ0 and re-
mains constant until the corresponding mode enters the horizon. This is consistent with the
adiabatic initial condition in Eq. (3.10), since ρϕ,χ ∼ a−3 after freeze-out. After the horizon
entry of the mode (a > ahor), δχ grows linearly until reheating, followed by a logarithmic
scaling during radiation domination, and resumes linear growth after matter-radiation equal-
ity for a > aeq. The leading scaling behaviour of δχ with the scale factor at different epochs
are summarized below

δχ ∼





δχ,eq, a ≤ afo ,

−2Φ0, afo ≤ a ≤ ahor ,

−A(k)Φ0
a

ain
, ahor ≤ a ≤ aRH ,

−A(k)Φ0
aRH

ain
ln

(
a

aRH

)
, aRH ≤ a ≤ aeq ,

−A(k)Φ0
aRH

ain
ln

(
aeq
aRH

)
a

aeq
, a ≥ aeq .

(3.13)
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In the right panel of Fig. 3 we present a full numerical solution of the evolution of δχ for the
modes k = 30kRH and k = 0.1kRH, where the former enters the horizon before reheating and
the latter during the radiation domination. The linear growth of the mode k = 30kRH from
its horizon entry until the end of reheating amplifies δχ compared to the mode that enters the
horizon during radiation domination. Clearly, the evolution of δχ for both the scalar (Model
I) and fermionic (Model II) dark matter models coincides once the dark matter decouples

chemically, since the model-dependent term in the Eq. (A.2), i.e., Σ
δχ
ann becomes negligible

after freeze-out.

3.3 Matter power spectrum

Formation of the small scale structures due to the linear growth of matter perturbations
for the modes that become sub-Hubble during the EMDE start well after the universe
went through the matter-radiation equality. The effect of the EMDE enters into the mat-
ter power spectrum through a mode-dependent rescaling of the transfer function T (k) as
T (k) → R(k)T (k), where R(k) accounts for the boost in the matter power spectrum due to
the linear growth of perturbations during the EMDE.

To compute R(k), we first determine the variation of the DM perturbations with the wave
number of the modes using a smoothly interpolating empirical function as [84]

δχ =
10

9
C1(k/kRH)Φ0 ln

[
C2(k/kRH)

a

ahor

]
. (3.14)

Here C1(k) and C2(k) are two empirical functions, as shown in Eq. (A.13), with unknown
parameters αi which are obtained by fitting against the full numerical solutions of δχ(k)
at a fixed time well after the reheating, see App. A for more details. Note that we require
somewhat different empirical functions C1(k) and C2(k), compared to [84] due to the different
background evolution near reheating. In the standard radiation dominated universe, C1 =
9.11 and C2 = 0.594, as given by [122].

To take into account the non-zero baryon fraction, we obtain the final expression of R(k) for
k > 0.05 kRH by matching the growing and decaying solutions of Meszaros equation for δχ
with Eq. (3.14) as [84, 122, 123].

R (k) =

C1

(
k

kRH

)
log

[(
4
e3

) f2
f1 C2

(
k

kRH

)
aeq
ahor

]

9.11 log

[(
4
e3

) f2
f1 0.594

√
2k

keq

] ,





fb =
Ωb

Ωχ+Ωb
,

f1 = 1− 0.568fb + 0.094f2b ,

f2 = 1− 1.156fb + 0.149f2b − 0.074f3b .

(3.15)

Here Ωχ and Ωb denotes the relic density of the DM and the baryons, respectively. The scale
factor at the horizon entry ahor(k) for modes with different scales are given by

aeq
ahor

=





0.7

(
k

kRH

)2 TRH

Teq

(
g∗S (TRH)

g∗S (Teq)

)(1/3)

, k ≥ kRH ,

0.8

√
2k

keq
, keq ≤ k < kRH ,

(3.16)

where kRH is given by

kRH

keq
=

7.11× 109

1 + zeq

(
Teq
1 eV

)(
TRH

1 MeV

)(
10.75

g∗S (TRH)

)1/3(g∗ (TRH)

10.75

)1/2

. (3.17)
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Figure 4: The matter power spectrum Pχ(k) for different values of λfsh, evaluated at z = 50,
in case of an EMDE with a temperature dependent entropy injection, where TRH = 10 MeV,
and kRH = 1.7× 107 keq. We use the same set of benchmark points as mentioned in Fig. 3.
The green dot-dashed line represents Pχ(k) for purely radiation dominated universe with
λfsh = 0. The coloured vertical lines correspond to the modes for which k ∼ λ−1

fsh, and have
the values kfsh = 3.8× 108 keq and 5.3× 109 keq, for Model I and Model II, respectively. The
matter power spectrum Pχ(k) shows different scaling behavior on two sides of kRH following
Eq. (3.19).

The green dot-dashed curve in Fig. 4 shows the variation of the power spectrum Pχ(k, z)
with k/keq in the standard radiation dominated universe, evaluated at the redshift z = 50
and keeping λfsh = 0. The primordial curvature power spectrum, PR(k) ∝ |Φ0|2, is defined
as

∆R =
k3

2π2
PR = As

(
k

k0

)(ns−1)

, (3.18)

where As = 2.1×10−9, ns = 0.965 and k0 = 0.05 Mpc−1, are taken from the Planck data [2].
Following [84], the power spectrum is calculated using CAMB [124]4 for k/keq ≤ 8.2 × 105,
while we use the transfer function given in [125]5 for k/keq > 8.2× 105. We used the Planck
data for the present-day Hubble parameter H0 = 67.4 km s−1 Mpc−1, relic density of the
baryons Ω0

bh
2 = 0.0224, the dark matter relic density Ω0

DMh
2 = 0.120, and keq = 0.01

Mpc−1 [2]. Finally, we multiply the power spectrum for the redshift 500 ≤ z ≤ 3, by a
scale-dependent growth function evaluated w.r.t. z = 50, as defined in [84].

The solid red curve in Fig. 4 presents the matter power spectrum in the presence of EMDE
with energy dependent dissipation. The leading momentum dependence of Pχ(k) ∝ |δχ|2 for

4https://camb.info/
5http://background.uchicago.edu/~whu/transfer/transferpage.html

– 14 –

https://camb.info/
http://background.uchicago.edu/~whu/transfer/transferpage.html


the modes entering the horizon before and after reheating is given by

Pχ (k, a≫ aeq) ∝





k4PR ∝ kns , k > kRH,

[
ln
(√

2 k
keq

)]2
k(ns−4), k < kRH.

(3.19)

We assume the free-streaming horizon of the DM is zero for the red curve. However, in
practice, the DM begins to free-stream after decoupling (both kinetically and chemically)
from the thermal bath, resulting in a non-zero free-streaming horizon. To account for the
washout of structures on scales smaller than the free-streaming horizon λfsh of the DM, the
power spectrum is modulated with a Gaussian cut-off as Pχ(k) → exp

(
−k2/k2fsh

)
Pχ(k),

where kfsh = λ−1
fsh. The orange and blue dashed curves in Fig. 4 illustrate the exponential

decline of the power spectrum for modes with k > kfsh, corresponding to two values of λfsh
that represent specific benchmark points for the scalar (Model I) and fermionic (Model II)
DM models, respectively. Thus, the modes receiving enhancement of the power spectrum
due to the linear growth of matter perturbations during EMDE is bounded by a lower cut-off
kRH, set by the reheating temperature and an upper cut-off kfsh, set by the free-streaming
horizon of the DM.

3.4 Formation of sub-earth halos

The enhancement of power spectrum for the modes kRH < k < kfsh dictate the range of
mass scales for the DM halos having enhanced population compared to the standard radi-
ation dominated universe. Two characteristic mass scales, setting the limits on the masses
contained in the halos with enhanced populations are

• MRH, which determines the halos with maximum mass, and of size RRH ∼ k−1
RH,

• Mfsh, representing the minimum mass halos of size Rfsh ∼ k−1
fsh .

The rms density perturbation in a spherical DM halo of radius R, and average mass M =
(4π/3)R3ρ0χ, where ρ

0
χ is the present-day dark matter density, is given by

σ2(M, z) =

∫ ∞

0

d3k

(2π)3
P (k, z)F 2(kR). (3.20)

We use a filter function F (kR), following [84], where a top-hat window function is convoluted
with a Gaussian window function such that the modes larger than R−1 do not contribute to
the integral in Eq. (3.20).

Left panel of the Fig. 5 presents the variation of σ(M) with the halo mass M normalized to
the mass of the earth (M⊕) for different values of the free-streaming horizon, at a redshift
z = 10, and TRH = 10 MeV. Clearly, for M > MRH, σ(M) follows the rms density that
would be found in a standard radiation dominated universe with λfsh = 0. However, for
Mfsh < M < MRH, a power law growth σ (M) ∝ M−(ns+3)/6 is observed, which becomes
constant at scales below Mfsh.

The differential fraction of DM mass (dfhalo) contained in a halo within mass range M and
M + dM is given à la Press-Schechter as [126]

dfhalo
d ln(M)

=

√
2

π

∣∣∣∣
d lnσ

d ln(M)

∣∣∣∣
δc

σ (M, z)
exp

(
− δ2c
2σ2 (M, z)

)
, (3.21)
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Figure 5: σ(M) (left) and differential mass fraction (right) at z = 10 are shown as function
of dark matter halo mass in units of earth mass(M⊕), for different values of λfsh. We set
TRH = 10 MeV which corresponds to MRH = 10.5M⊕. The vertical dotted contours denote
the value of Mfsh associated with the respective free-streaming horizons. The green dot-dashed
curves represent the scenario with pure radiation domination and λfsh = 0.

where δc ≃ 1.686 is the critical value of linear overdensity for z ≥ 2. In the right panel of
Fig. 5 we show that the increase in the differential fraction significantly depends on the free-
streaming horizon of the DM. In fact, we observe that if λfsh is below a threshold value λcfsh,
the structures forming at scales smaller than MRH in the presence of EMDE are guaranteed
to show a boost in the differential fraction compared to the radiation dominated universe.
The threshold λcfsh ≃ 1.6 pc primarily depends on TRH. Since we determine the threshold
λcfsh by comparing with a scenario where λfsh = 0 in the purely radiation dominated universe,
any λfsh < λcfsh in the case of EMDE ensures a boost in the structure formation.

Enhanced small-scale structures could amplify DM annihilation signals within sub-earth ha-
los, providing a probe for a variety of DM models as well as non-standard cosmological
epochs like EMDE. The dynamics of DM decoupling during EMDE determine the free-
streaming horizon, which, when compared to the threshold horizon λcfsh, can help identify
viable range of microscopic model parameters compatible with enhanced structures, we defer
further discussion to Sec. 4.

Finally, in Fig. 6, we illustrate how the differential mass fraction varies with halo mass
for different redshifts, using TRH = 10 MeV and λfsh = 0.264 pc (corresponding to Mfsh =
8.5×10−4M⊕), as an example. The first halos begin to form around z = 300, and the peak of
the differential fraction Mpeak increases until around z = 50, when σ(Mpeak, z) ∼ δc. Beyond
this point, the earlier forming halos start to merge, leading to a decrease in the differential
fraction. Ultimately, Mpeak saturates at around Mpeak ≃ 0.1M⊕ for z < 10, while the
abundance of structures with M ≫ MRH remains the same as in the radiation-dominated
universe.

4 Case studies: scalar and fermionic dark matter

To complement our model-independent discussion so far, in this section we present some un-
derlying particle physics models to describe the interaction between the thermal plasma and
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Figure 6: Differential halo mass fraction is presented in the mass range ∈ (10−7 − 105)M⊕
for redshift ranging from z = 300 to z = 3, for λfsh = 0.264 pc. This free-streaming horizon
corresponds to TRH = 10 MeV, mχ = 95 GeV, λ = 4.912× 10−5 for Model I.

the non-relativistic dark matter. In particular, we consider two simple examples exhibiting
s-wave and p-wave elastic scatterings, for illustrative purposes. More detailed microscopic
models including other types of interactions [112], can also result in s- and p-wave elastic
scattering rates. Similar analyses can be applied to these models as well. We identify re-
gions in the microscopic parameter space of these models where the kinetic decoupling occurs
during the EMDE (with Γϕ ∼ T ) and the sub-earth halo formation amplifies. Additionally,
we highlight the key differences in the DM model space that arise from scenarios where the
entropy injection rate during the EMDE is constant compared to where it is temperature-
dependent.

4.1 Model I: s-wave scattered scalar dark matter

The first model we consider has a scalar dark matter (ϕχ), interacting with scalar bath par-
ticles (ϕγ) via a quartic vertex (λ/4)ϕ2χϕ

2
γ . In general, ϕγ may represent either the Standard

Model Higgs boson, or any BSM scalar in thermal bath. However, in the following, we assume
that the mass of ϕγ is much smaller than all the relevant scales. This leads to an s-wave
scattering ϕχϕγ → ϕχϕγ , with momentum transfer rate

γel(T ) =
λ2π

180
mχ

(
T

mχ

)4

, (4.1)

where mχ ∈ (20− 1000) GeV is the typical mass for an WIMP DM.

The thermally averaged cross-section for the annihilation process ϕχϕχ → ϕγϕγ , which sets
the relic abundance is computed using Eq. (2.4) as

⟨σv⟩ann ≃ λ2

32πm2
χ

(
1− 3

T

mχ

)
. (4.2)

In Fig. 7, we categorized the allowed regions in the λ −mχ parameter space satisfying the
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Figure 7: The allowed parameter space satisfying the present day relic density of the DM is
shown with distinct values of TRH presented by coloured bands. The DM shows partial kinetic
decoupling during the EMDE in the dark shaded region, while in the light shaded region DM
kinetically decouples after reheating. In the lime coloured region below the colour bands, DM
produces non-thermally from the bath, while the light cyan region, where TRH < 10 MeV, is
excluded to avoid bounds from the BBN. The isocontours of the free-streaming horizon are
shown by the white curves. Amplification of small scale structures compared to the standard
radiation dominated cosmology occurs to the right of the cyan dot-dashed contour, which
represent the cut-off value of the free-streaming horizon λcfsh.

following constraints:

• EMDE concludes at TRH ≥ 10 MeV to evade strong bounds from the BBN [127, 128],
isocontours of TRH are shown in colour.

• The DM was in thermal contact at the onset of the EMDE, and freezes-out prior to the
end of reheating, the observed present day relic density of the DM Ω0

DMh
2 = 0.12 [2] is

reproduced in the entire coloured region.

• In the dark coloured area, partial kinetic decoupling of the DM occurs, however, the
sub-earth halo population amplifies below the cyan dot-dashed contour.

• The isocontours of the free-streaming horizon λfsh (white curves), intersect the cyan
contour at the threshold value λcfsh for fixed TRH.

A few comments regarding the impact of the temperature dependent entropy injection during
the EMDE is in order. First of all, the annihilation cross-section required to satisfy the relic
density in this cosmological background is smaller than that required in a fully radiation
dominated universe, due to the dilution of the relic by the entropy injection. In fact, in the
parameter space of Fig. 7 that show freeze-out production of the DM, ⟨σv⟩ann ranges from
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10−11 − 10−15 GeV−2 depending on mχ, which is at least two orders of magnitude smaller
than what would be required in the absence of EMDE. This reduction in the annihilation
cross-section helps evade the strong bounds coming from the direct detection experiments.
On the other hand, we emphasize that the required cross-section in this scenario is in principle
larger than that in an EMDE with constant rate of entropy injection (Γϕ ∼ const.). To give
an idea, we estimate the ratio of ⟨σv⟩ann, required to produce the same comoving number
density of the DM after reheating in EMDEs with constant and temperature dependent
entropy injection rates as follows

⟨σv⟩Γϕ∼T
ann

⟨σv⟩Γϕ∼const.
ann

∼ mχ

10GeV

10MeV

TRH

103

xcfo

(
xTfo
xcfo

)3

. (4.3)

Here xTfo and xcfo denote the ratio mχ/Tfo in the two scenarios with Γϕ ∼ T and Γϕ ∼ const.,
respectively. Assuming that the freeze-out occurs around xfo ∼ 20 in both scenarios and ne-
glecting the T/mχ dependence in ⟨σv⟩ann, we find that the annihilation cross-section required
for the same amount of relic is approximately 50 times larger in the Γϕ ∼ T case compared
to the Γϕ ∼ const. case. However, we also point out that the present day relic density of the
DM, Ω0

DMh
2 = 0.12 [2], cannot be satisfied by the quartic interaction during an EMDE with

Γϕ ∼ const., if TRH ≪ 10 GeV [40]. Therefore, the temperature dependent entropy injection
accommodates a novel region of the parameter space where the relic density can be satisfied
even with low reheating temperature TRH ∼ 100 MeV, and reduced annihilation cross-section
compared to the radiation dominated universe.

The above discussion indicates the crucial impact of the background cosmological epoch on
the production of the DM. Moreover, in a large range of mχ, the DM with s-wave scattering
shows partial kinetic decoupling during the EMDE. This is also unique for Γϕ ∼ T scenario,
as s-wave partial amplitudes are not sufficient to kinetically decouple the DM in Γϕ ∼ const.
scenario, see Table 1. Thus, a broad region of the parameter space exhibits the correct freeze-
out relic density with a low reheating temperature, leading to a reduced DM free-streaming
horizon below the cut-off λcfsh. The resulting enhancement in small-scale structure formation
at sub-earth mass scales offers new avenues to probe this scenario through DM annihilation
signatures, sub-halo DM interactions with cosmic rays, and sub-halo collisions with neutron
stars.

4.2 Model II: p-wave scattered fermion dark matter

Now we consider a second model featuring a fermionic DM ψχ which interacts with fermionic
bath particles ψγ through a scalar mediator φM by Yukawa interaction y ψ̄χψγφM . We again
emphasize that ψγ can be either a Standard Model fermion or any other BSM fermion in the
thermal bath. In this case, the elastic scattering processes ψχψγ → ψχψγ , ψχψ̄γ → ψχψ̄γ and
their conjugates undergo via p-wave amplitudes. The rate of momentum exchange is given
by

γel(T ) =
341

756
π3 y4

m3
χ

(M −mχ)2

(
T

mχ

)6

, for mχ < M ≤ 2mχ , (4.4)

where M denotes the mass of the scalar mediator φM , and we neglect the mass of ψγ .
The total annihilation cross-section for the processes ψχψ̄χ → ψγψ̄γ , and ψχψχ → ψγψγ ,
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Figure 8: The allowed parameter region satisfying mχ < M ≤ 2mχ and reproducing the
present day relic density of dark matter for a fixed value of TRH = 100 MeV. In the dark
shaded region, dark matter kinetically decouples during the EMDE, while it decouples during
radiation dominated epoch in the light-shaded region. Enhancement in sub-earth halo popula-
tion can not be observed in the region on the left side of the cyan dashed curve, even though
DM remains fully kinetically decoupled during EMDE. The isocontours of the free-streaming
horizon are shown by white lines.

responsible for freeze-out mechanism, are given by

σann =
y4

16πs

√
s

s− 4m2
χ

[
7∆m4 + 4M2s

∆m4 +M2s
− 4

7∆m4 + 4M2s− 2m2
χs

s(s− 4m2
χ)τ(s)

coth−1 τ(s)

]
, (4.5)

where we define

∆m2 ≡M2 −m2
χ , and τ(s) ≡

s− 2m2
χ + 2M2

√
s(s− 4m2

χ)
. (4.6)

In Fig. 8, we present the allowed parameter space within mχ < M ≤ 2mχ, satisfying the
present day relic density of dark matter, for a fixed value of reheating temperature TRH = 100
MeV. Salient features of this model illustrated in Fig. 8 are described below:

• The DM shows full kinetic decoupling during the EMDE in the dark coloured area, while
the relic is staisfied in the entire parameter space within the specified boundaries.

• The isocontours of free-streaming horizon are projected as white curves on the allowed
parameter space. Due to the full decoupling of the DM, the value of λfsh is approxi-
mately two orders of magnitude smaller compared to a similarly situated benchmark
point in the Fig. 7, where the DM decouples only partially.
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Figure 9: Differential halo mass fraction is demonstrated for both the models at different
redshifts values. For the benchmark points as mentioned in the caption of Fig. 3, the free-
streaming horizon of DM turns out to be 0.264 pc and 0.019 pc for Model I and Model II,
respectively. The differential halo mass function peaks around M = 0.1M⊕.

• The region left to the cyan dot-dashed line does not exhibit boost in the population
of sub-earth halos even if DM becomes fully decoupled during the EMDE. This is
because the free-streaming horizon of the DM in that region exceeds the cut-off for the
corresponding TRH.

Analogous to the previous model in this case as well, the annihilation cross-section required to
produce the same amount of DM relic density in an EMDE with Γϕ ∼ T lies in between that
required in Γϕ ∼ const. scenario and purely radiation dominated universe. Moreover, for Γϕ ∼
const., p-wave elastic scattering is able to partially decouple the DM during EMDE, whereas
the DM gets fully kinetically decoupled in EMDE with Γϕ ∼ T , resulting in a comparatively
reduced free-streaming horizon of the DM, provided the decoupling temperature is same.
Therefore, the boost in the sub-earth halo population is expected to be more in the Γϕ ∼ T ,
putting it in an advantageous situation in terms of observational probes.

We illustrate the differential halo mass function at several redshift values for both the Model
I and II in Fig. 9, keeping TRH = 10 MeV and mχ = 95 GeV for both cases. The relevant
couplings are chosen, as in Fig. 3, to satisfy the present day relic density. For this benchmark
point, the DM decouples around T = 2.2 GeV for both Models. However, the free-streaming
horizon of the DM is λfsh = 0.264 pc for Model I and 0.019 pc for Model II, respectively.
The smaller λfsh in Model II is attributed to the extra cooling due to full kinetic decoupling
before the end of reheating. The additional cooling in Model II is further confirmed by the
DM temperature at aRH, with Tχ(aRH) being 55.5 KeV for Model I and 12 eV for Model II.
As shown in Fig. 9, the differential halo mass function peaks around M = 0.1M⊕ for both
models, while the absolute value is higher in Model II due to the reduced λfsh.
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5 Conclusions

We have comprehensively studied the chemical and kinetic decoupling of thermal dark matter
in the presence of a pre-BBN early matter-dominated era. Specifically, we explore a scenario
where a long-lived scalar field dominated the energy density of the universe, eventually trans-
ferring energy to the radiation through a temperature-dependent dissipation rate (Γϕ ∼ T ).
We demonstrate that the kinetic decoupling of the DM during the EMDE is partial if the
elastic scattering of the DM with the bath particles is dominated by s-wave partial wave am-
plitudes, while the DM fully decouples during the EMDE if it undergoes p-wave scattering.
This is in contrast to an EMDE with constant rate of energy dissipation (Γϕ ∼ const.), where
s-wave scatterings are inefficient to kinetically decouple the DM, while p-wave scatterings can
partially decouple it from the thermal bath.

An early kinetic decoupling reduces the free-streaming horizon of the DM (λfsh) due to
additional cooling of the DM during the EMDE. In addition, the presence of an EMDE
also enhances the matter perturbations for scales entering the horizon during this epoch.
The population of the DM halos with masses smaller than MRH receive a boost due to the
combined effect of reduced free-streaming horizon and enhanced matter perturbations. The
boost in the number of small scale DM halos may in turn lead to an increase in the gamma-
ray annihilation signals from the DM halos, offering an interesting probe for the early matter
dominated cosmology.

However, kinetic decoupling of the DM during the EMDE does not guarantee an enhanced
structure growth. If the annihilation of the DM which determines its relic and the elastic scat-
tering with bath particles are governed by the same interaction strength, the free-streaming
horizon reduces in the EMDE. On the other hand, in presence of multiple interactions which
decorrelate the mechanisms for chemical and kinetic decoupling, free-streaming horizon may
not be reduced in presence of the EMDE, unless the kinetic decoupling temperature is greater
than a threshold value compared to the reheating temperature, see Fig. 1.

Moreover, we have shown that the formation of DM halos receive a boost iff the free-streaming
horizon is smaller than a certain cut-off (λcfsh). We have quantified λcfsh, which depends on
the reheating temperature, by comparing σ(M) in the presence of EMDE and in the purely
radiation dominated universe with λfsh = 0.

As mentioned above, if the chemical and kinetic decoupling are correlated by the same
interaction strengths, the requirement of kinetic decoupling and the cut-off λcfsh, ensuring
enhancement in small scale structure, provide a new handle to distinguish the parameter
space of a DM model in presence of a non-standard cosmological epoch. We utilize this
idea to identify novel areas in the parameter space of two simplified models: one with a
scalar DM involving s-wave scattering by scalar quartic interactions (Model I), and the other
with fermionic DM showing p-wave scattering by Yukawa interactions (Model II). We obtain
viable region of parameter space in the WIMP DM mass range for both models, where
the DM decouples partially (Model I) or fully (Model II) resulting in λfsh < λcfsh, during
an EMDE with temperature dependent entropy injection which yields a sub-GeV reheating
temperature. This results in an amplification of sub-earth halo population with a peak around
M = 0.1M⊕ for TRH = 10 MeV. In comparison, an EMDE with Γϕ ∼ const. requires larger
values of TRH ∼ GeV to reproduce the correct relic density of the DM, which would result
in formation of structures at much smaller scales(M < 10−5M⊕) compared to M = 0.1M⊕,
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thus providing a direct observational access to the future experiments in probing different
non-standard cosmological epochs.
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A Perturbation equations

We provide the detailed equations governing the density and velocity perturbations of the
scalar ϕ, radiation and the DM fluids below.

δ′ϕ +
θϕ
a2H

− 3Φ′ = − Γϕ

aH

[
Φ+

δΓϕ

Γϕ

]
(A.1)

δ′χ +
θχ
a2H

− 3Φ′ = Σ
δχ
ann (A.2)

δ′γ +
4

3

θγ
a2H

− 4Φ′ =
Γϕρϕ
aHργ

[
δϕ − δγ +Φ+

δΓϕ

Γϕ

]
+Σ

δγ
ann (A.3)

θ′ϕ +
θϕ
a

− k2

a2H
Φ = 0 (A.4)

θ′χ +
θχ
a

− k2

a2H
Φ = 0 (A.5)

θ′γ −
k2

a2H

(
δγ
4

+ Φ

)
=

Γϕ

aH

ρϕ
ργ

[
3

4
θϕ − θγ

]
+Σ

θγ
ann , (A.6)

where the annihilation terms are given by

Σ
δχ
ann = −⟨σv⟩ann

mχaH

[
ρχ(δχ +Φ)−

ρ2χ,eq
ρχ

(2δχ,eq − δχ +Φ)

]
− d⟨σv⟩ann

dT

Tδγ
4mχaH

ρ2χ − ρ2χ,eq
ρχ

,

(A.7)

Σ
δγ
ann =

⟨σv⟩ann
mχaH

[
ρ2χ
ργ

(2δχ − δγ +Φ)−
ρ2χ,eq
ργ

(2δχ,eq − δγ +Φ)

]
+
d⟨σv⟩ann
dT

Tδγ
4mχaH

ρ2χ − ρ2χ,eq
ργ

,

(A.8)

Σ
θγ
ann =

⟨σv⟩ann
mχaH

ρ2χ − ρ2χ,eq
ργ

[
3

4
θχ − θγ

]
. (A.9)

The Eqs.(A.1)-(A.6) are closed by the time-time component of the perturbed Einstein equa-
tion as [85]

aΦ′ = −
(

k2

3a2H2
+ 1

)
Φ− 1

6H2M2
pl

(ρϕδϕ + ργδγ + ρχδχ) . (A.10)
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Figure 10: Full numerical solution (orange) and best fit curve (blue dashed) for δχ as a
function of k/kRH are shown at a/aRH = 192.5 keeping TRH = 10 MeV. For k < kmin, δχ
is constant as these modes are still super-Hubble, for kmin < k < 0.1 kRH δχ grows since
the metric perturbation Φ has not decayed, while for 0.1 kRH < k < kRH, δχ settles into
logarithmic growth. Modes with k > kRH entered the horizon during the EMDE, resulting
in δχ displaying power-law momentum dependence. The best-fit curve closely follows the full
numerical solution for k > 0.1 kRH.

Here, the prime denotes differentiation with respect to the scale factor (a), and ρi’s denote
the background densities. The above equations are written in the Fourier space where the
∇2 is replaced by −k2.
For EMDE with time dependent entropy injection, i.e. Γϕ ∼ T , we get δΓϕ/Γϕ ∼ δγ/4. The
⟨σv⟩ann and its derivative with respect to the temperature has to be calculated for a given
DM model. For example, in the Model I of Sec. 4.1, we find

d⟨σv⟩ann
dT

= − 3λ2

32πm3
χ

. (A.11)

Fitting δχ with empirical function

We use the following empirical function to fit the full numerical solution of δχ(a):

δχ =
10

9
C1(k/kRH)Φ0 ln

(
C2(k/kRH)

a

ahor

)
, (A.12)

where the functions C1(x) and C2(x), with x ≡ k/kRH, are defined in terms of unknown
coefficients αi as

C1(x) = exp


 α1(

1 + α2 (ln(x)− α3)
2
)α4



[
9.11eα5S (α6 − x) +

3

5
α7x

2S (x− α6)

]
,

lnC2(x) = ln(0.594)S (α6 − x) + ln
( e

x2

)
S (x− α6) , S(y) =

1

2

[
tanh

(y
2

)
+ 1

]
. (A.13)
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The coefficients αi are obtained by fitting the above empirical expression with the numerical
solution of δχ for TRH = 10 MeV, and for the modes k > 0.05 kRH, as given below

α1 = 0.858± 0.039, α2 = 2.533± 0.287, α3 = 1.455± 0.025, α4 = 0.791± 0.095,
α5 = −0.0974± 0.023, α6 = 3.225± 0.153, α7 = 0.647± 0.015 .

In Fig. 10 we show that the best fit curve (in orange) matches well with the numerical solution
(blue dashed curve) for k > 0.05 kRH.
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