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Core collapse, a process associated with self-interacting dark matter (SIDM) models, can in-
crease the central density of halos by orders of magnitude with observable consequences for dwarf
galaxy properties and gravitational lensing. Resonances in the self-interaction cross section, features
of hidden-sector models with light mediators and attractive potentials, can boost the strength of
self-interactions near specific relative velocities, accelerating collapse in halos with central veloc-
ity dispersions near the resonance. To explore this phenomenon, we present a suite of idealized
N-body simulations of isolated halos with masses 107-10° Mg evolved under two resonant cross
section (RCS) models with localized enhancement to the cross section on scales v ~ 5-50 km s
We show that the change in halo internal structure depends on how the velocity distribution of
bound particles moves across resonances in the cross section during core formation and collapse.
The interplay between the velocity distribution of bound particles and localized features of the cross
section causes deviations from self-similar evolution, a characteristic of velocity-independent cross
sections, at the level of up to 20%. Depending on the alignment with resonant features, halos of
different masses reach different evolutionary stages after a fixed physical time and develop diverse

density profiles and rotation curves.

I. INTRODUCTION

The standard cosmological paradigm based on colli-
sionless cold dark matter (CDM) has proven quite suc-
cessful in explaining the large-scale structures in the Uni-
verse and provides the foundation to understand galaxy
formation [I, 2]. However, it encounters challenges at
small astrophysical scales [see e.g. the review [3], in par-
ticular in explaining the observational properties of dwarf
galaxies. For instance, while observed dwarf spheroidal
galaxies and low-surface brightness galaxies commonly
exhibit cored central density profiles [e.g., 4H9], CDM-
only simulations typically produce a universal cuspy pro-
file at halo center [e.g. [I0HI3]. Another challenge arises
from the population of massive, concentrated subhalos
found in simulations, which are inconsistent with the stel-
lar kinematics of observed satellite galaxies around the
Milky Way or M31 [I4HI6]. These discrepancies have re-
cently coalesced into the so-called “diversity problem”,
where the rotation curves of dwarf galaxies — both in the
field [I7] and among the Milky Way’s satellites [I8] —
display greater diversity than CDM prediction.

Consequently, it is crucial to investigate non-standard
DM models that may resolve these small-scale tensions.
One possibility is self-interacting dark matter (SIDM),
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a class of models proposed and studied over the past
three decades [e.g., [19H22]. These models are often mo-
tivated by hidden dark sector extensions to the Stan-
dard Model [e.g., 23H3T]. SIDM can potentially ad-
dress small-scale issues [see the review by [32, and ref-
erences therein] by enabling efficient heat conduction,
which yields isothermal, cored density profiles at halo
centers [e.g., [33H37]. SIDM halos also show stronger re-
sponses to the variations in both halo concentrations and
the gravitational potential provided by baryonic matter,
offering a possible explanation for the diversity problem
[e.g., (17, 18] [38-41].

One key prediction of SIDM models is that some frac-
tion of halos should experience the “gravothermal catas-
trophe” [e.g., 2] [43] and ultimately collapse into struc-
tures extremely high central densities [e.g.,[33], 36}, 44H51].
These core collapsed halos could contribute to the di-
versity of galactic rotation curves, and have pronounced
gravitational lensing signatures [e.g. 52].

Most studies of SIDM models in the context of core
collapse have focused on either constant cross sections or
relatively simple, monotonic velocity dependencies. In
recent years, the scope of investigation has broadened to
encompass a variety of cross sections that emerge from
more complex dark sectors [B3H57]. In [58] and this
follow-up paper, we examine a family of SIDM models
featuring resonances in the cross section, leading to an
order-of-magnitude enhancement of scattering near the
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characteristic relative velocity. These features can man-
ifest as pronounced peaks, multiple peaks, or broader
regions of suppression or amplification across different
velocities. In these scenarios, the cross section amplitude
can vary substantially throughout a halo’s radius, with
the implication that the cross section strength ”seen” by
a halo changes as a function of radius when pronounced
resonances are present.

In [58], we investigated the gravothermal collapse of
SIDM halos exhibiting a single strong resonance feature
in the cross section by performing idealized N-body sim-
ulations of isolated halos. In this paper, we extend the
analysis to halos with multiple resonances in the cross
section, and cover a wider range of halo masses. We
have two main goals: First, we will assess more compre-
hensively how the evolution of a halo with a resonant
cross section depends on the central velocity dispersion
of the halo, as determined by the halo mass. Second, we
will examine to what degree self-similar structural evo-
lution seen in SIDM models with velocity-independent
cross sections holds for halos evolving with cross sections
exhibiting single and multiple resonant peaks.

This paper is organized as follows: Section [[I] intro-
duces the particle physics mechanisms behind resonances
in the cross section. Section [[II] details our simulation
setup and the distribution of particle collision velocities
inside halos. Section [[V] presents the results of our sim-
ulations, focusing on the evolutions of halo core density,
core velocity dispersion, core radius, as well as the rota-
tion curves of halos. Section [V] summarizes our findings
and discusses the implications of the results of resonance
features.

II. PARTICLE PHYSICS MODEL

We consider self-interactions between DM particles of
mass m, through a light mediator of mass mgy. As in
PaperI [58], we consider an attractive Yukawa potential

Vi(r)= —%exp(—rm@ (1)

where « sets the strength of the interaction, and m,, is the
mass of a light mediator particle. We compute the cross
section for this potential using partial wave analysis. The
differential scattering cross section is given by

, 2
g—g = ﬁ’ Z (20+4+1) ™t sin &; Py (cos 6) (2)
=0

where the phase shifts J; encode the evolution of the
wave function in the potential V' (r), k = m,v/2 is the
momentum, and v represents velocity. To determine the
phase shifts, we solve the differential equation [55]

06 (1)
or
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—sin (6, (r)) ne (kr) %, (3)

with the boundary condition §; (0) = 0, and obtain d,
from taking the limit r — oo.

In our numerical implementation of the scattering pro-
cess, we follow common practice and use a proxy for the
differential scattering cross section do/df) that averages
over the angular dependence [59]

_ do . 4
v = /msm 0de. 4)

The expression for oy in terms of the phase shifts is given
by [60]
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The two cross sections we consider are shown in Fig-
ure [[] The first model, which from now on we refer to
as the single-peak model, is shown in the upper panel.
This is the same cross section considered in Paper I, with
my = 31.8 GeV, my = 5.7 MeV, and a = 0.00158. The
second model, has m, = 67.7 GeV mg = 1.9 MeV, and
a = 0.00155; we refer to this as the multi-peak model. For
the single-peak model, the ¢/ = 1 partial wave produces
the resonant structure and higher order partial waves
do not contribute, while the structure of the multi-peak
cross section depends on partial waves contributions up
to £ = 6. The single and multi-peak cross sections are two
examples of a rich variety of SIDM models that can affect
the evolution of small-scale cosmic structure [e.g. 53] [56].
We have chosen these two examples to understand how
the evolution of halo structure depends on the width of
a resonance in the cross section.

These cross sections exceed 100 cm?g™! at relative ve-
locities below 20 km s~!, high enough to trigger core-
collapse in low-mass halos [e.g. 49, [61} [62]. The cross
section is oy /m, = lem?g™! at galactic scales v ~
200kms~!, and drops as v~* towards higher relative
velocities, evading upper limits from galaxy clusters at
v ~ 1000 km s~! [e.g. 63]. We note that some SIDM
models with light mediators, such as those considered in
this work, can also produce distinct features on cosmo-
logical scales through a suppression of the linear matter
power spectrum [e.g. [64] [65]. These effects should be in-
cluded when running cosmological simulations with these
models.

sin? (0p0 — 8¢) . (5)
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III. SIMULATIONS

In this section, we discuss the setup of our idealized
N-body simulations and outline the analysis process. We
begin in Section [[ITA] by examining the distribution of
particle collision velocities inside halos with the RCS
SIDM models discussed above and introducing velocity-
averaged self-interaction cross sections that determine
the halo evolution. These analyses serve as the basis
for our choice of halo masses of simulations. In Section
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FIG. 1. The single- (top) and multi-peak (bottom) cross sec-
tions per unit of mass (o/m, solid lines) versus the relative
velocity of DM particles and halo mass, which are matched
based on the most probable relative velocity vy, of the heat
conductivity-weighted MB distribution for each halo (Equa-
tion@. The dashed lines show the heat conductivity-averaged
cross sections o /m, and the shaded regions show the FWHM
of the heat conductivity-weighted MB distributions for the
halos of mass 107,10%, and 10° M. Although the resonant
features of the multi-peak RCS model are more complicated,
in the relevant scales, o, /m appears flatter than that in the
single-peak model.

[[ITB] we review the technical aspects of the simulations
and present the setup of our halos. Section [[ITC| details
our approach in analyzing the simulation outputs.

A. Collisional distribution functions

The characteristic core-collapse timescale of SIDM ha-
los with elastic self-interactions is [66]
1/2
). ©

where o = /G psr2. C is an order-unity prefactor that
is chosen by convention to match the evolution of halos
in N-body simulations and analytic gravothermal fluid

(oo /m) = 150 1 1 < 1
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FIG. 2. The collision rate-weighted MB distributions cal-

culated using the single-peak (red) and multi-peak (orange)
RCSs, pr.s(vrel) and prm(vrel), respectively, following Equa-
tion [10| with o1p = 1.100% for the halos of mass 107 (top), 108
(middle), and 10° Mg (bottom). The cross section profiles
(shaded fills) are also shown as references. As the halo mass
changes, the principle resonant features governing the parti-
cle collisions shift. These features deviate significantly from
the regions most relevant to the heat conductivity-weighted
MB distributions and corresponding timescale, which is as ex-
pected from the constructions of the two distributions.

models [67]. We use C =~ O.85E| following our previous
work [68]. We define the scaled time as t = T/7 (0t /m),
where T is the physical time. As ceg/m can vary when
the halo evolves, we compute t, instead, by integrating

! In PaperI [58], we mistakenly reported all values of C' as 1.5
times smaller than the actual values. However, this is of no
consequence to our analysis, as the relative comparisons between
models are not affected by the absolute values.



the instantaneous “phase” shift

P /T ar’ @)
o T(oea(T)/m)
We denote t as the adaptively scaled time and ¢ as the
linear scaled time. Typically, ¢ ~ 1 corresponds to the
onset of core collapse when the core density increases
exponentially. We define the adaptive collapse timescale
T(oeft/m) as when

T(oetr /M) dT/
1—/0 7 e ()] m) (®)

The effective cross section is the key quantity that en-
capsulates the physics of heat transfer in SIDM halos.
It is typically expressed as a velocity averaging o.g =
(ov (Vre1) Vb)) / (vih)), where the brackets signify the ex-
pected values assuming the isotropic Maxwell-Boltzmann
(MB) velocity distribution. Following [59, [69], we uti-
lize the heat conductivity-averaged cross section o, =
(ov5)/(v®) with n = 5. The distribution of relative ve-
locities in the kernel for o.g is therefore

pn(vrel) X UZel €Xp (_U?el/zlng)v (9>

where o1p is the one-dimensional velocity dispersion of
the core. We will refer to the distribution in Equa-
tion [0 as the conductivity-weighted MB distribution.
The one-dimensional velocity dispersion is approximately
given by o1p = 1.10 U£| for the calculation of the heat
conductivity-averaged cross sections o, and the heat
conductivity-weighted MB distributions py(vre1). The
linear scaled times are calculated using this approxima-
tion. Under this weighting, the most probable relative
velocity is v™* = /14 01p, which we employ to match
halo mass with relative velocity, as shown in Figure d
This relative velocity, along with the full width at half
maximum (FWHM) of the heat conductivity-weighted
MB distribution, can be used to characterize the relevant
relative velocity range of a halo, especially as log Magg
approximately depends linearly on loguvpfy. We adopt
the halo mass-concentration relation in [70].

Figure [1| shows the two SIDM models introduced
in Section alongside o,/m. The FWHM of the
conductivity-weighted MB distribution for the halos of
mass 107,108, and 10° M, are also displayed as vertical
shaded bars. Our simulation suite samples three main
halo masses in this range, Moo = 107,108, and 10° M,
which have particle velocity distributions that span the
most pronounced features of the RCS models. To illus-
trate this, in Figure 2] we show the distribution

pr(vrel) o< I'(vper) vr2c1 €xXp (*vfcl/zlafD)v (10)

2 Typically in the literature, the one-dimensional velocity disper-
sion of the core is approximated as o1p = 1.05 o5 [e.g.[56} 59, [69].
This approximation remains valid early into the halo evolution;
however, as the core continues to heat up in the core-collapse
regime, taking o1p ~ 1.10 05 becomes more appropriate.

log ps €
[kpc] [Me kpe™® | [pc]

log M2oo N200 mDM T200 C Ts

Mo [Mo] [kpc]

7 3x107 0.33 4.55 21.21 0.21 7.57 0.50

7.5  3x107 1.05 6.68 19.81 0.34 7.50 0.71

8 3x107 3.33 9.81 18.42 0.53 7.42 1.00

85 3x107 10.5 14.4 17.05 0.84 7.33 1.41

9 3x107 33.3 21.1 15.69 1.35 7.24 2.00

TABLE I. Simulations configuration. (1) Magg is the virial
mass of the halo. (2) Nago is the number of DM particle
within the virial radius (4) r200. (3) mpwm is the mass of DM
particles. (5) cis the halo concentration parameter. (7) ps and
(6) 75 are the scale density and radius of the NFW profile. (8)
€ is the (Plummer-equivalent) gravitational softening length
of DM particles.

for each cross section model using the dashed curves.
Here, I'(vye1) o oy (vrel) Vrel Tepresents the particle colli-
sion ratéﬂ and pr(vye1) therefore represents the probabil-
ity of particle collisions happening at the relative velocity
range of [Urcla Urel + dvrcl]'

The distribution pr(vye) provides insight into which
resonant features are the most influential for a halo’s
evolution. We show pr(vye) for each of the three halo
masses and each RCS model in Figure 2] The cross sec-
tions are shown as shaded regions, the light dashed curve
shows pp for the multi-peak RCS model, and the darker
dashed curve shows pr for the single-peak RCS model.
For the single-peak RCS model, the resonant peak re-
mains highly influential across the three halo masses —
especially for the halo of mass 108 My, where most of
the collisions are expected to happen near the resonance.
For the multi-peak model, the collision rate-weighted MB
distribution pr sweeps through different regions of the
cross section profile, significantly changing the principle
resonant features governing particle collisions.

B. Numerical setup

With the mass range identified, we perform idealized
dark-matter-only N-body simulations of isolated halos
using the multi-physics, massively parallel simulation
code AREPO [71][72]. For all simulations, gravity is com-
puted using the Tree-Particle Mesh (Tree-PM) method
with the softening lengths detailed in Table [ DM self-
interactions are modeled following the implementation in
[33]. All halos are initialized using stable configurations

3 Such distribution can also be employed to define a colli-
sion rate-averaged effective cross section, following or =
(v (Vre1) T'(vre1)) / (T (vre1)), which we studied in PaperI [58]



Single-peak Multi-peak
log Maoo ox/m Te ox/m Th

Mo] [em?g™']  [Gyr]  [em®gT']  [Gyr]
7 24.94 91.48 19.81 115.17

7.5 43.54 43.39 19.76 95.6

8 28.07 56.33 21.94 72.07

8.5 14.62 91.73 18.60 72.1

9 8.87 129.93 13.09 88.04

TABLE II. The heat conductivity-averaged cross section o, of
the single- and multi-peak RCS models for each halo mass and
the corresponding collapse timescale, calculated from Equa-
tion [6] with C' = 0.85.

of halos in the CDM model, generated following the same
procedure as detailed in [58]. The halos follow the clas-
sical NFW profile within the virial radius (r200) and a
modified exponential cut-off outside ro0g. The profiles
take the analytical forms of

e (11)
(r/rs) (L + (r/7s))

p (T) _ pS ( r )ed exp ( T — 7'200)
>r =—=\|— -,
a0 c(l+ 0)2 7200 rd

(12)

Pr<raoo (T) =

with ps and g as the NFW scale density and radius. ¢ =
r200/Ts is the halo concentration parameter determined
using the c—M relation. rq is the decay scale, taken to be
T900 for simplicity. €qecay is the exponential decay index
chosen so that the continuity of the logarithmic slope of
the density profile is preserved

r200 14 3c
Td 1+C

€4 =

(13)

As noted in Table [ we resolve each halo with over 10
million particles.

Our simulation suit include a total of 10 idealized
N-body simulations with the halo masses of 107 Mg,
1075 Mg, 108 M, 103°M, and 10°M. For each halo
mass, we evolve one halo in the single-peak resonant cross
section and another in the multi-peak resonant cross sec-
tion (RCS) model. The halos of mass 10" My, 108 Mg,
and 10° M, are evolved deep into the core-collapse regime
t ~ 1, while we treat the halos of mass 107> and 108-° M,
as supplements, only progressing the halos up to the end
of the core-formation phase. All simulated halo configu-
rations are detailed in Table [l

In Section [[V] we will assess whether the halo den-
sity profile evolution is self-similar for each halo mass
and each RCS models. Here, the self-similarity refers to
a feature of SIDM models in which every halo follows a
near-universal trajectory in central density vs. time, pro-
vided time is expressed in units of a characteristic self-
interaction timescale (defined in the previous section).

To quantify the degree to which resonant cross sections
cause a deviation from self-similarity, for each halo mass,
we also evolve two halos in the velocity-independent cross
section (VICS) model, serving as benchmark simulations.
The numerical values of the VICSs are taken as the heat
conductivity-averaged cross section o,/m of the RCS
models, the exact values of which are detailed in Table
[T along with the respective collapse timescales 7.

C. Simulation analysis

From the simulations, we obtain the halo density p(r
and one-dimensional velocity dispersion o1p(r) proﬁlesﬁ
From the initial NF'W configuration, the central region of
an SIDM halo will evolve into the isothermal state with
a constant oip, and a smaller constant-density region
(“core”) forms. To measure this constant core density,
we start from the first radial bin ¢ with the cumulative
particle count of N; > 1000 and calculate the cumulative
average density p; + Ap;, following Poisson statistics. If
pi — pis1] = 2(Ap? —|—Ap12+1)1/27 take p; as the core
density p., else, consider the radial bin 7 + 1 and repeat.
For the core one-dimensional velocity dispersion oip,c,
we repeat the same process, but using

Y j<i 01D,/ Aop ;° 1

, A0ipi = ="+
Zj<z‘ 1/Aoip, ;2 Zj<i 1/Aoip,;2
(14)

01D, =

as the cumulative average value.

In addition to the core density and velocity dispersion,
we also parameterize the halo density profiles using the
analytical profile proposed in [68] with the form

tanhr/r.

r/re

" 1
) (1 + (T/TQ)Q)(3_H)/2.

Here, 7. is the characteristic core radius, and r. is a scale
radius similar to (but not to be confused with) the NFW
scale radius 7. n controls the steepness of the transition
from the constant-density core (p ~ const) and the NFW
tail (p ~ r=3). As demonstrated in [68], the profile has
the advantage of closely approximating both the flat-core
(i.e. p ~ const) and isothermal-core (i.e. o1p ~ const)
configurations in the inner regions, serving as an accurate
parametric form for the halo density profile. We observe
that, even when allowed to vary, the fitted values of p
maintains consistency with the direct measurements de-
scribed above. Nevertheless, we will measure p. directly
from the simulations, and use the parametric profile to
examine the evolution of the core size r. with time.

praa(r) = pe ( (15)

4 We compute the profiles by binning particles into 100 log-linearly
spaced radial bins from 0.017s to 37200. We then merge neigh-
boring bins with low particle counts to ensure a minimum count
of 400, corresponding to a minimum signal-noise ratio of ~ 20.



IV. RESULTS

A. Evolution of halo structures

In Figure[3] we show the time evolution of the core one-
dimensional velocity dispersion o1p . (top), core density
pe, and core radius r. for three halos in the single-peak
and multi-peak RCS models. They are compared to the
universal self-similar core-collapse solution found in runs
with VICSs. We normalize the results with the initial
NFW profile parameters oy, ps, and rs, while character-
izing the halo evolutions with timescales calculated us-
ing the heat conductivity-averaged effective cross sections
O'KE When the halo evolutions are expressed in terms of
the corresponding adaptively scaled time ,, we find that
the core-formation times are invariant of halo mass and
consistent between VICS and RCS models. This hap-
pens around £, ~ 0.2 when the core is thermalized and
the core size r. reaches the maximum. The evolutions of
01D,c appear self-similar across all halos up to te ~ 0.4,
far beyond the epoch of core formation. The halo core
typically enters the core-collapse phase after the epoch.

In Figure [d we show the dependency of the core ra-
dius r} on the core density p} at the epoch of maximum
core radius for halos in both single- and multi-peak RCS
models, including the halos of mass 1075 and 108-° M.
We observe a correlation between these parameters, i.e.
(pr/ps) (1 /rs)® ~ const. This is consistent with the fact
that the one-dimensional velocity dispersion of the core
at the epoch reach a constant value of oip . ~ 1.050
in both VICS and RCS models, although r} and p} can
vary.

For the single-peak model, we find that the minimum
core density and maximum core radius depend strongly
on the halo mass or, equivalently, on the alignment of the
halo velocity structure to the resonant peak. The values
achieved in the halo of mass 10° M remain consistent
with those in halos evolved under VICSs. As shown by
Figure [T} this occurs because the halo central velocity
dispersion is significantly offset from the position of the
resonance. However, we observe a smaller but denser core
in the halo of mass 107 M,, while the halo of mass 10% M,
develops a larger but more diffuse core, despite these ha-
los having comparable heat conductivity-averaged effec-
tive cross sections. These deviations are of the order
of ~ 10-20%, compared to values achieved in the VICS
cases.

We can make some headway towards understanding
the deviations from self-similar evolution by examining
the change in the effective cross section with respect to
a shift in the core one-dimensional velocity dispersion,

5 In Paper| [58], this was found to give a good description of halo
evolution in the core-collapsed phase. For the core-formation
phase, we found that an alternative collision rate-averaged effec-
tive cross section provided a better description, but this does not
generalize to the halos with varying masses in this paper.

characterized by

1
Olno, (16)

n= OJln 01D,c ’
For VICS models, n = 0; however, for RCS models, we
expect significant changes in 7 as the velocity distribution
of particles inside a halo sweeps across a resonance. A
positive value of 1 indicates an increase in effective cross
section as the halo core heats up. Table [[T]] summarize
the values of n for the main halo masses in both single-
and multi-peak RCS models. We observe the values of
n ~ 2.78 and n ~ —1.89 for the halos of mass 107 M,
and 108 Mg, respectively, while the halo of mass 10° M,
exhibits the value of n ~ —1.29. These values appear to
be correlated to the values of the minimum core densities
achieved in halos, as illustrated in Figure [5, where the
ratios between values achieved in RCS runs and those in
VICS runs are displayed.

Regarding the core-collapse phase, we observe shifts
of approximately ~ 10-15% in the core-collapse tracks
and the onset of the gravothermal catastrophe in ha-
los evolved under the single-peak RCS model, compared
to those in runs with VICSs. These results are con-
sistent with and expand on the results presented by
[58]. To quantify when core collapse occurs relative a
VICS model, we compute the gravothermal core collapse
times of halos in our simulations t4., with the predicted
collapse time from the conductivity-averaged adaptive
7. = 7(0x/m) (Equation [6) and linear 7., = 7(0./m)
(Equation collapse timescales. Here, we take t,. as
the approximated physical time at which p. — oo (and
re — 0). The results are summarized in Table
along with the other quantifiable deviations from the self-
similar track of halos under RCSs. We see that in the
single-peak RCS model, the halo of mass 108 M, suffers
a deceleration in the collapse time, while the core-collapse
processes in the halos of mass 107 and 109 M, are accel-
erated. There appear to be no correlation between the
acceleration of core collapse and 7, contrary to what is
observed in the case of the minimum core density.

On the other hand, in the multi-peak RCS model, the
time evolutions of the three halos are almost identical to
those in the VICS runs. Deviations from the self-similar
tracks occur, but at a much later stage compared to in the
single-peak model. These deviations are also of the order
of ~ 5-10% in the collapse times, similar to what was
observed in the single peak RCS runs. One important
difference between the multi-peak and single-peak mod-
els is the sensitivity of the effective cross section on the
velocity distribution of DM particles as hinted by Figure
In the multi-peak model, multiple resonant features
with either low prominence or narrow width, compared to
the typically halo relative velocity distributions, in close
proximity suppress fluctuations and cause the effective
cross section to depend weakly on the halo mass. This
is most clearly observed in the halos of mass neighboring
10® Mg, where |n| =~ 0.35. Other halos in the multi-peak
RCS model typically exhibit the value of |n| < 1, com-
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FIG. 3. Evolution of the core one-dimensional velocity dispersion oip,c (top), core density p. (middle), and core radius ¢
(bottom) of three halos in the single-peak (left) and multi-peak (right) RCS models in terms of the heat conductivity-averaged
adaptive f, (solid) and linear ¢t = T/7,, (dashed) scaled times. The cyan-shaded region shows the universal self-similar, halo
mass-independent core-collapse track in VICS models. The vertical dashed lines and the shaded gray regions indicate roughly
when maximum core sizes are reached. In terms of t}, the core-formation durations in different halos remain consistent with
the universal evolution track. In this phase, the evolutions of the core one-dimensional velocity dispersion follow closely those
in halos evolved under VICSs. In the core-collapse phase, halos evolved under the single-peak RCS model exhibit deviations of
the order of ~ 10-20% from the universal self-similar core-collapse track, most clearly in the minimum core densities, maximum
core radii, and the core-collapse times. On the other hand, halos evolved under the multi-peak RCS model follow the self-similar
track closely, with deviations appearing only later in the core-collapse phase.

Single-peak Multi-peak
Moo [Mg] 107 10® 10° 107 10® 10°
n 2.78 -1.89 -1.29 -0.75 -0.35 -1.29
Pt/ pivics 1.2340.06 0.86 + 0.02 1.04 4 0.03 0.95 +0.03 0.99 + 0.02 0.98 +0.03
tac/ T 0.95 1.15 0.87 1.12 1.03 0.93
tac/Tr 0.90 1.25 0.90 1.15 1.05 0.97

TABLE III. Top: The values of n (Equation for the halos of mass 107 Mg, 108 My, and 10° M in the single- and multi-peak
RCS models. Middle: Ratios between the minimum core density of halos evolved under RCSs and the expected value in VICS
cases. Bottom: The approximated ratios between the observed collapse times of halos evolved under RCS models and the
predicted heat conductivity-averaged adaptive 7., (Equation [8)) and linear 7. (Equation |§[) collapse timescales.
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FIG. 5. The minimum core density p: (top) and core col-
lapse time tg. (bottom) (relative to their expected values in
the VICS models) as a function of n (Equation . Results
in the single- and multi-peak RCS models are shown in red
and orange. Regarding p, a positive correlation with 7 is
observed, suggesting that halos with greater variations in the
effective cross section during evolution deviate more signifi-
cantly from self-similarity. However, the core collapse time
displays no clear correlation with 7.

pared to |n| ~ 2 for the more aligned halos in the single-
peak model. At such values, the halos closely resemble
those evolved under VICSs, and it is not surprising that
the multi-peak RCS run results mimic those of the VICS
runs.

B. Diversity of the rotation curves from SIDM
resonance

One challenge confronted by the standard CDM
paradigm is the observed diversity of dwarf galaxy ro-
tation curves [see recent reviews in [75] [76]. While a pop-
ulation of dwarf galaxies exhibits kpc-sized DM cores,
others display cuspy central density distributions. The
implication of SIDM for this problem has been investi-
gated in literature [e.g. [I'7, [I8] B8-4T] [77] but focusing
primarily on the impact of halo concentrations and grav-
itational potential of baryons on SIDM density profile.
However, in SIDM models with RCS, an additional route
to diversity emerges as small differences in halo velocity
dispersion can yield large variations in the effective self-
interaction cross section, thereby producing cored and
core-collapsed halos at similar mass scales.

In Figure |§|, we compare the rotation curves (V, =
VG Mgy (< 7)/r, where My is the enclosed mass) of
simulated DM halos in different evolution phases to ob-
servations. We pick a snapshot when core-formation is
in process for all halos (T = 3.6 Gyr) and another snap-
shot when the halos are deep into the core-collapse phase
(T' = 62.5Gyr) to measure the rotation curves. The
observed HI rotation curves are taken from the Spitzer
Photometry and Accurate Rotation Curves (SPARC)
project [73]. We adopt the V. contributed by DM, i.e.
after subtracting the gas and stellar contribution from
their mass modeling. Our simulated halos have signifi-
cantly lower masses compared to the typical halo mass
of these observed field dwarf galaxies (~ 101°-10!! Mg,).
Therefore, for simulated halos, we normalize the rota-
tion velocities with the maximum rotation velocities of
the initial NFW profiles (as proxies to the asymptoti-
cally flat rotation velocities V; gat) and the radii with
the NF'W scale radius r,. Meanwhile, for the observed
dwarfs, the rotation curves are normalized by the asymp-
totically flat rotation velocities V. gat, calculated follow-
ing [74]. The radii are normalized by an estimated 74
assuming the mass-concentration relation [70]. We in-
clude only 52 of the 175 observed galaxies in our analy-
sis, leaving out those with increasing rotation curves (i.e.
no asymptomatically flat rotation velocity detected) and
those with high uncertainties in the measurements. We
note that the normalizations used here are approximated,
and we aim mainly for a proof of concept here.

Diversity of rotation curves arises from SIDM ha-
los being in different evolutionary stages. Halos with
shorter collapse timescale evolve deeper in the core-
collapse phase and obtain denser cores with cuspier pro-
files, while halos with longer collapse timescale are still
in the core-formation phase and feature shallower rota-
tion curves. We observe that for halos in the multi-peak
RCS model, the difference in collapse timescale resulted
mostly from the differences in the initial halo density ps
and velocity dispersion oy, analogous to the behavior ex-
pected in halos evolved under VICSs. For halos in the
single-peak RCS mode, variations in the effective cross
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are obtained from [74], and r¢ are estimated as described in Section
to the evolution of the core-collapse process, with additional contri

1V Bl The rotation curves show a substantial diversity due
butions from the deviations generated by the resonance of

DM self-interaction. Most of the observed rotation curves fall within this range, except for several shallower ones, which may
result from the unaccounted stellar feedback and environmental effects or imperfectness in our normalizing approach.

section due to strong resonance further amplify the diver-
sity of rotation curves. Halos with the relative velocity
distribution (conductivity-weighted) more aligned with
the resonant peak have a higher effective cross section
and collapse faster. Meanwhile, halos that are misaligned
with the resonant peak, resulting in a lower effective cross
section and higher collapse timescale, remain in earlier
stages. The magnitude of diversity from all these fac-
tors is most prominent in the core-collapse phase and is
comparable to the observed diversity of dwarf galaxy HI
rotation curves. However, a number of observed dwarfs
have shallower rotation curves than those of the sim-
ulated SIDM halos, even in the core-formation stage.
These rotation curves, nevertheless, could be the results
of other physical processes, such as stellar feedback and
environmental effects, which drive further diversity.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have explored the implications of
SIDM models with resonant scattering cross sections on
the evolution and structure of DM halos. We identify the
most relevant halo mass range to the resonance features,
using particle collisional velocity distributions that gov-
ern the heat conductivity and evolution of halos. We con-
duct a suite of high-resolution N-body simulations of ha-
los in the mass range of 107-10° M, in both single-peak
and multi-peak RCS models. The results of these sim-
ulations are compared to the evolution of halos evolved
under VICSs, as well as to observed rotation curves of
field dwarf galaxies. We summarize our findings as fol-

lows:

When expressed in terms of the adaptive scaled
time 7, (Equation @), calculated using the heat
conductivity-averaged effective cross section o, =
{ov®) /{v®), the core-formation times of halos are in-
variant of halo mass and cross section models. For
the core one-dimensional velocity dispersion o1p.c,
we observe self-similar evolutions consistent with
the universal track in VICS runs, up to t, ~ 0.4,
across halos in both RCS models. The core density
and radius of halos at core formation also appear to
correlate in a manner that preserves such velocity
dispersions.

For the single-peak RCS model, we see deviations
of order of ~ 10-20% in the minimum core density
and maximum core radius for the halos of mass
10" Mg and 10% Mg, the mass scales aligned with
the prominent resonant feature of the single-peak
cross section. On the other hand, in the multi-peak
RCS model, the time-evolution more closely resem-
bles the VICS evolution. The core-collapse times
deviate at the order of ~ 5-10% from the VICS self-
similar evolution for the multi-peak model, com-
pared to ~ 10-15% in the single-peak model.

SIDM models with resonant features can produce
a wide range of rotation curves in halos evolved for
the same amount of time, depending on the effec-
tive cross section. In the single-peak RCS model,
halos that are more aligned with the resonance de-
velop denser cores and steeper rotation curves due



to the higher effective cross section and shorter
core-collapse timescale. At the same time, those
misaligned with a resonance remain in earlier evo-
lution stages with shallower rotation curves. The
diversity resulting from the differences in the ef-
fective cross sections are generally larger than that
in the multi-peak RCS model, which resemble the
VICS cases.

Our results demonstrate that SIDM models with res-
onances can drive different DM halo evolution patterns
compared to VICS cases. This is the same conclusion
reached by [58], who analyzed the evolution of a 108 M,
halo evolving with the single-peak model. We have ex-
panded on this previous work by considering a different
RCS model with multiple peaks, and several halos span-
ning two decades in halo mass evolving with each cross
section. However, we note that the deviations are only
at the level of ~ 20% in the core-collapse tracks. This
suggests that modeling halo evolution using a universal
or self-similar model for the halo evolution [e.g. [66] could
remain accurate enough for many practical applications.

We can understand the deviation from self-similarity in
the RCS models as follows: as the cores of our simulated
halos heat up from self-interactions, the distribution of
particle velocities move across resonant peaks in the cross
section; the cross section strength seen by particles there-
fore changes with time, and also with the radius inside
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the halo. In Section [[V] we quantified this physical pic-
ture in terms of a parameter 77, which captures the change
of cross section strength with the one-dimensional veloc-
ity dispersion. The halos with larger n tend to have more
significant deviations from self-similar evolution.

Halo configurations resulting from RCS models exhibit
more diversity in their rotation curves relative to VICS
models. It remains to be seen whether this increase in di-
versity persists when other relevant effects, such as tidal
stripping, evaporation, and stellar feedback, also oper-
ate on a halo density profile. Investigating these possi-
bilities would require cosmological simulations with hy-
drodynamics. Future work, incorporating extended mass
ranges, variations in halo concentrations, and baryonic
physics will further refine our understanding of SIDM
and its role in shaping the universe’s structure on small
scales.
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