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We study the possibility to describe dark matter in a model of the universe with two scale factors
and a non-standard Poisson bracket structure characterized by the deformation parameter κ. The
dark matter evolution is analyzed in the early stages of the universe, and its relic density is obtained
via the Freeze-In and Freeze-Out mechanism. We show that by fixing κ and the initial ratio of energy
densities present in the different sectors of the universe, the space of thermal average annihilation
cross-sections and dark matter masses compatible with the standard cosmology prior to Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis (BBN), is enlarged. This feature of the model is compatible with non-standard
cosmology.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter [1–4] and dark energy [5–9] represent
about 95% of the total matter-energy content of the uni-
verse [10]. Even if it is technically possible to include
them in the Einstein equations as a source, the origin
of such sources remains unclear until today. In other
words, we know they exist and how to incorporate them
into the model, but a description in terms of fields – as
the remaining 4% of standard model particles – is still
unclear.

On the other hand, the standard cosmological model
rests on the hypothesis of isotropic and homogeneous
three-dimensional space. If there are any inhomo-
geneities, they [11–17], should be smoothed out during
inflation [18, 19]. The metric of the universe, therefore, is
described by the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
metric, namely

ds2 = dt2 + a2(t)

(
dr2

1− k r2
+ r2 dΩ2

)
, (1)

where a(t) is the scale factor, and r is the radial (dimen-
sionless) coordinate. The constant k is the curvature of
spatial sections, which will be taken k = 0, according
to present measurements [10]. Finally, the present time
corresponds to t = 0.

A different scenario has been proposed in a series of pa-
pers where a universe with two scale factors was consid-
ered [20–23]. These scales might represent two causally
disconnected patched [24] or two universes in a multi-
verse scenario [25]. The main idea of the model is to
introduce a sort of interaction through the deformation
of the Poisson bracket structure.

The possibility to have a non-canonical Poisson bracket
structure and the non-commutative algebras associated
[26–30] are the source of a kind of interaction [31–34]
whose implications for the dark matter production are
investigated in the present paper. Recently, Poisson
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bracket deformations have also been studied in the con-
text of closed strings [35, 36] and metaparticles [37], while
the implications for cosmology were discussed in [38–41].

In the present approach, we describe the universe by
two scale factors a, b, and the Hamiltonian

H =
NG

2

[
π2
a

a
+

1

G2

(
a ka −

Λa
3
a3

)]
+

NG

2

[
π2
b

b
+

1

G2

(
b kb −

Λb
3
b3
)]

, (2)

≡ Ha +Hb, (3)

where πa, πb are the conjugate momenta of a and b, re-
spectively 1. N is an auxiliary field (chosen N = 1 at
the end of calculations) related to the time invariance
reparametrization. The spatial curvatures ka, kb will be
set to zero. Finally, the Λa,Λb, are the cosmological con-
stants of each patch.

The Poison bracket structure that introduces the in-
teraction between the patches is

{aα, aβ} = 0, {aα, πβ} = δαβ , {πα, πβ} = θ εαβ (4)

with θ a constant parameter and {α, β} ∈ {a, b}. In
what follows we will use the dimensionless parameter κ
as the deformation parameter, defined as θ = κG−1.

The field equations derived from this Hamiltonian sys-
tem are first order. They can be recast as the following
set of second order equations

2aä+ ȧ2 = Λa a
2 − ka + 2κḃ, (5)

2bb̈+ ḃ2 = Λb b
2 − kb − 2κȧ, (6)

along with the first order constraint

aȧ2 + bḃ2 =
Λa
3
a3 − ka a+

Λb
3
b3 − kb b. (7)

The physical implications of this model for inflation
have been discussed in [20]. Different Poisson bracket de-
formations, including a non-trivial bracket between scale
factors, have been analyzed in [21, 22].

1 The canonical dimension of scale factors is +1.
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In a recent study [23], the effects of including matter
in the model have been considered. To do that, we as-
sumed no interaction between matter evolving on each
patch and the matter-energy content described through
a barotropic fluid.

The numerical analysis showed a source-sink effect,
that is, the energy content of one patch drains to the
other, increasing the energy there. If the process ends be-
fore the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) epoch (TBBN '
4 GeV), in order not to conflict with astrophysical data
[42, 43], the standard cosmology is recovered. This dy-
namic is described in Figure 1.

The evolution of matter (relativistic in a and non-
relativistic in b) is shown as a function of the ratio T/T0,
with T0 the present temperature of the universe. The two
vertical lines, one at Tend/T0, and the other at TBBN/T0,
denote temperatures at which the field in b is no longer
effective (all the energy was drained to patch a), and
the temperature of BBN, respectively. In this particular
case, the total drain happens at the ‘right’ moment of
the evolution of patch a.

The dynamics previously described turn out to be con-
sistent with a kind of Non-Standard Cosmology scenario
[44–48], in particular with the model where a scalar field
is introduced to modify the expansion rate of the uni-
verse.
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FIG. 1. Energy densities for ω = 0, κ = 10−35 and δ = 1.
The dashed line represents the temperature at which the field
on patch b is no longer effective (Tend).

In the present research, we extend the study of mat-
ter evolution to incorporate dark matter (in one of the
patches), considering an approach that is independent of
the particle physics model. The paper is organized as
follows. In the next section, we provide a brief review of
two mechanisms of dark matter (DM) production in the
standard model of cosmology. Section III is devoted to
the discussion of the relevant equations describing DM
in the present model. In section IV we present the nu-
merical results and the analysis of the parameter space
consistent with actual observations. The discussion and
conclusions are presented in the last section.

II. DARK MATTER IN ΛCDM

The Standard Cosmological Model assumes that DM is
established in a radiation domination era. We will focus
on two groups of candidates for DM: the Weak Inter-
acting Massive Particles (WIMPs) and Feebly Interact-
ing Massive Particles (FIMPs). The main difference be-
tween these two groups is the mechanism of production.
WIMPs [49–52] are thermally produced via the Freeze-
out mechanism [53], and FIMPs [54–56] are generated in
a non-thermal mechanism like the Freeze-in [57–59]. The
principal characteristics of these mechanisms will be out-
lined in what follows, emphasizing the aspects relevant
to our proposal.

The number density of DM particles, nDM, satisfies the
Boltzmann equation

dnDM

dt
+ 3H nDM = −〈σv〉

(
n2

DM − n2
eq

)
, (8)

with H = ȧ/a the Hubble parameter, 〈σv〉 the ther-
mal average annihilation cross-section and neq is the DM
number density of equilibrium.

In the FO mechanism, the DM particles are in thermal
equilibrium with the bath of particles in the early uni-
verse, and as long as the universe expands, their inter-
actions become inefficient to maintain the thermal equi-
librium. Therefore, DM particles leave the thermal bath
and freeze their number. This process is referred to as
Freeze-Out.

The mechanism is described by eq. (8) and the analytic
solution can be obtained in the limit nDM � neq. In this
case, the Yield (Y ) of DM – defined as Y ≡ nDM/s, with
s the entropy density of the universe – can be estimated
as

Y ∝ 1

MDMJ (xfo)
, (9)

where MDM is the mass of the DM particle, J (xfo) =∫∞
xfo

x−2〈σv〉(x)dx, with x a dimensionless parameter de-

fined by x = MDM/T . The constant xfo is the moment at
which the DM particle leaves the thermal bath. Note that
for constant thermal average annihilation cross-section,
the integral turns out to be 〈σv〉/xfo.

Figure 2 shows the Yield of DM in terms of x with
MDM = 100 GeV and 〈σv〉 = 10−11 GeV−2. The dashed
line corresponds to the temperature at which the DM
particles decouple from the thermal bath and freeze their
number (xfo). The temperature at which BBN epoch
start is marked with a dot-dashed line. Finally, the hor-
izontal strip represents the current relic density of DM.
The particular set of parameters (MDM and 〈σv〉) in this
figure are excluded in the ΛCDM model due to the fact
that they overproduce the current DM relic density.

On the other hand, in the FI mechanism the DM parti-
cles are produced in a non-thermal way. They are not in
equilibrium with the thermal bath, and therefore, inter-
actions with other particles are feeble and result in that
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FIG. 2. Yield of Dark Matter particle in Standard Cosmology
with mass MDM = 100 GeV and thermal average annihilation
cross-section 〈σv〉 = 10−11 GeV−2 established in the Freeze-
Out mechanism.

these particles never thermalize, causing their number to
freeze, a process known as Freeze-In.

This scenario is described by Eq.(8) and the
anlytic solution can be obtained in the limit
neq � nDM, giving the following estimate of Y

Y ∝MDM 〈σv〉. (10)

That is, the yield is proportional to the thermal average
annihilation cross-section, contrasting with the previous
case.

The main features of this mechanism are depicted in
Figure 3 with MDM = 100 GeV and a thermal aver-
age annihilation cross-section 〈σv〉 = 2 × 10−21 GeV−2.
The dashed line corresponds to the time (temperature)
at which these particles freeze their number (xfi) while
the horizontal strip is, as before, the current relic density
of DM.
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FIG. 3. Yield of Dark Matter particle in Standard Cosmology
with mass MDM = 100 GeV and thermal average annihila-
tion cross-section 〈σv〉 = 2× 10−27 GeV−2 established in the
Freeze-In mechanism.

Like in the FO case, this set of parameters is excluded
because the DM relic is overproduce.

In the following section, we will present the results
for both mechanisms in the model with two scale factors
described in the previous section.

III. BIMETRIC UNIVERSE WITH MATTER
AND DARK MATTER

As anticipated, when the two metrics in presence of
matter are considered, the model behaves as a of Non-
Standard Cosmology, and the universe expands differ-
ently from the standard cosmological scenario. The de-
caying field in b increases the temperature in the patch
a, affecting the production of DM due to the entropy
density contribution in the Yield.

The field equations for the case when matter is in-
cluded have been investigated [23]. No interactions be-
tween matter content in a with the matter content in b are
assumed. Also, the matter is described as a barotropic
fluid in both a and b.

In the present study, we are interested in the case
when patch a is filled with relativistic matter, while the
barotropic index ω characterizes matter in b. However,
for the DM we assume it is present in only one patch,
which is understood to be the patch a, for definiteness.

Therefore, the set of equations describing the evolution
of matter density in a and b, and DM in a are

ρ̇a + 4
ȧ

a
ρa = 6κM3

Pl

ȧḃ

a3
, (11)

ρ̇b + 3 (ω + 1)
ḃ

b
ρb = −6κM3

Pl

ȧḃ

b3
, (12)

ṅDM + 3
ȧ

a
nDM = −〈σv〉

(
n2

DM − n2
eq

)
, (13)

with ρ the energy density (and the subscript denoting the
patch), MPl is the reduced Planck mass, κ the deforma-
tion parameter and ω the barotropic index of matter in
patch b (being ω = 1/3 for relativistic matter in patch a).
These equations must consistently solved together with
the expressions for the time evolution of the scale factors

ȧ = a

√
ρa +MDM nDM

3M2
Pl

, (14)

ḃ = b

√
ρb

3M2
Pl

. (15)

Note that ρDM = MDM nDM in the evolution equation
for a. In what follows, the ratio between initial con-
tent of matter in b and a will be denoted as δ, that is

δ = ρb(MDM )
ρa(MDM )as the most interesting physics occurs at

the temperature of DM mass.
In order to investigate this scenario, it is instructive

to consider the production mechanisms of FO and FI
discussed in the previous section.

For both mechanisms, we use same parameters as those
in Figure 2 and 3 which are excluded in the ΛCDM, but
are allowed in the present model.
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We set the deformation parameter κ = 10−35, with
non-relativistic matter in the patch b (ω=0) and a sym-
metric initial condition δ = 1. The evolution of Yield
can be observed in Figure 4 giving us the current relic
density with DM parameters that were discarded in the
ΛCDM model.

100 102 104 106 108

x = MDM/T

10−13

10−10

10−7

10−4

10−1

Y
×
M

D
M

x
fo

x
B

B
N

Ωh2 ∼ 0.11

x
en

d

FIG. 4. Yield of Dark Matter particles with mass MDM =
100 GeV and thermal average annihilation cross-section
〈σv〉 = 10−11 GeV−2 established in the Freeze-Out mecha-
nism in a bimetric universe with ω = 0 in b patch, κ = 10−35

and δ = 1.

Note also that there are two lines which do not depend
on the model. The first one corresponds to the temper-
ature at which DM freezes its number (dotted line xfo),
and the second is the BBN temperature (dot-dashed line
xBBN). The line xend, corresponds to the moment at which
the matter in b is no longer effective and, therefore, the
Yield of DM establishes as a constant number. Finally,
observe that a condition xend ≤ xBBN is required to be
consistent with current cosmological data.

For the FI mechanism, we set mass and thermal aver-
age annihilation cross-section as done in Figure 3. The
deformation parameter is chosen as before, κ = 10−35,
and also the matter fluid in b is non-relativistic (ω = 0)
with a symmetric initial condition δ = 1. The evolution
of the Yield is depicted in Figure 5.

We can observe the same behavior described above.
The time at which the DM freezes its number is the same
as the Standard Case, but in this model, the Yield of DM
decreases due to the decay of the field in b, giving us the
current relic density of DM.

It is important to mention that the quantity xend de-
pends only on the value of κ and δ, i.e, for the same value
of κ and δ, the time at which the effect of field b is no
longer effective is the same.

Then, it is natural to ask if the values of parameters
(〈σv〉, MDM , κ, δ, ω) shown before are the only possibil-
ity consistent with the current DM relic density.

A fast answer is shown in Figure 6. A parameter space
plot for FO mechanism where, the horizontal axis is the
DM mass parameter MDM , and the vertical axis contains
the values of thermal average annihilation cross section
〈σv〉. Parameters κ and δ are fixed κ = 10−35 and δ = 1.
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FIG. 5. Yield of Dark Matter particles with mass MDM =
100 GeV and thermal average annihilation cross-section
〈σv〉 = 2× 10−27 GeV−2 established in the Freeze-In mecha-
nism in a bimetric universe with ω = 0 in b patch, κ = 10−35

and δ = 1.

The continuous line corresponds to the DM mass
and thermal average annihilation cross-section, consis-
tent with DM relic density observations.

Finally, the region for which the matter content of b
decays after BBN time (temperature) is shown as the
region Tend < TBBN. We call this the forbidden zone.
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FIG. 6. Space of parameter in thermal average annihilation
cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle which gives
the current Yield in the Freeze-Out mechanism for ω = 0 in
b patch, κ = 10−35 and δ = 1. The red area corresponds to
temperatures below the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis and there-
fore are forbidden to ensure the correct measurements of the
ΛCDM model.

Results for the FI mechanism are shown in Figure 7.
The forbidden zone is the same as before since it de-
pends on κ and δ only. The continuous line shows the
DM mass and thermal average annihilation cross-sections
giving the current values of Yield.

Previous results can be extended for different values of
the deformation parameter κ, initial condition δ, and for
different content of matter in patch b (ω 6= 0).

The numerical results of the study of those scenarios
are the central topic of the next section.
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FIG. 7. Space of parameter in the thermal average annihila-
tion cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle which
gives the current Yield in the Freeze-In mechanism for ω = 0
in b patch, κ = 10−35 and δ = 1.The red area corresponds to
temperatures below the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis and there-
fore are forbidden to ensure the correct measurements of the
ΛCDM model.

IV. PARAMETER SPACE

When DM is not present, the values of κ compatible
with present observations are those for which the drain
of energy from b to a finish before BBN epoch (see [46]).
When DM is considered, non-zero values of κ also affect
the production of DM relic density.

In order to investigate these effects, in the following
subsections we consider two cases. In the first, the matter
content of the b sector is non-relativistic (ω = 0), and in
the second, we consider b patch filled with relativistic
matter (ω = 1/3).

For both, we consider the FO and FI mechanisms and
also will address the problem of non-symmetric initial
configuration.

A. Non-relativistic matter in b patch (ω = 0)

For the FO mechanism and δ = 1, the space of allowed
DM mass and thermal average annihilation cross-section
for different values of κ, are the solid lines shown in Fig-
ure 8. The dashed lines (with corresponding colors) show
the boundary of the forbidden zone so that for all points
to the right of this boundary, Tend are below of the BBN
temperature.

Large values of DM mass with smaller values of ther-
mal average annihilation cross-section are allowed as κ
increases.

Now we consider fixed κ = 10−35 for variable initial
condition δ in the FO mechanism. The Figure 9 shows a
similar behavior to the one just described. Dashed lines
show the boundary of the forbidden regions (one for each
value of δ) and we see that for less symmetric conditions,
it is possible to consider higher values of DM mass and
smaller values of the thermal average annihilation cross-
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FIG. 8. Space of parameter in the thermal average anni-
hilation cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle
which gives the current Yield in the Freeze-Out mechanism
for different values of κ, ω = 0 and δ = 1. The dashed lines
correspond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right of this line
will be in conflict with actual measurements of the ΛCDM
model. The black dashed line is shifted by a factor of 1/4.

sections.
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FIG. 9. Space of parameter in the thermal average annihila-
tion cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle which
gives the current Yield in the Freeze-Out mechanism for dif-
ferent values of δ, ω = 0 and κ = 10−35. The dashed lines
correspond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right of this line
will be in conflict with actual measurements of the ΛCDM
model. The black dashed line is shifted by a factor of 16/10.

For the FI mechanism, we have also explored the cases
of varying κ with symmetric initial conditions and the
opposite one, namely, fixed κ and variable initial con-
ditions. The Figure 10, exhibits the allowed parameter
space (solid lines) for different values of κ, and δ = 1.

An appealing feature of the model is the existence of
two values of DM mass for the same value of the thermal
average annihilation cross-section, at least for κ < 10−35.
For κ → 0, the graph shows a tendency to collapse the
solid line, indicating that the two values of DM mass
should differ by a small amount. This characteristic
deserves a careful analysis exceeding the scope of the
present work, but to be reported in the near future.

For the case of variable initial conditions and fixed κ,
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FIG. 10. Space of parameter in the thermal average anni-
hilation cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle
which gives the current Yield in the Freeze-In mechanism for
different values of κ, ω = 0 and δ = 1. The dashed lines cor-
respond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right of this line will
be in conflict with actual measurements of the ΛCDM model.
The black dashed line is shifted by a factor of 1/4.

results are shown in Figure 11 with κ = 10−35. The
inside panel shows a zoom for small values of DM mass
(MDM < 100 GeV). As before, higher values in δ give us
branches that open in a wide angle.

Finally note that for the FO mechanism, the allowed
parameters (solid lines) with higher values of δ behaves
like allowed parameters for higher values of κ. Instead,
for the FI mechanism, the higher values of δ mimic the
behavior of smaller values of κ.

FIG. 11. Space of parameter in the thermal average anni-
hilation cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle
which gives the current Yield in the Freeze-In mechanism for
different values of δ, ω = 0 and κ = 10−35. The dashed lines
correspond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right of this line
will be in conflict with actual measurements of the ΛCDM
model. The black dashed line is shifted by a factor of 16/10.

B. Relativistic matter in b patch (ω = 1/3)

When we consider a relativistic fluid in b patch (ω =
1/3) in the FO mechanism, the possible values of κ and
δ giving the current DM relic density, turn out o be more
restricted.

However, no solution was found for κ with δ < 102, so
that the current DM relic density is be reproduced prior
to BBN, in the Freeze-Out mechanism.

The Figure 12 shows different values of κ for δ = 103.
The boundaries of the forbidden zones are shifted to
higher values of DM mass. Also, we observe that for
large values of DM mass, all curves (solid ones) go to
a fixed value of the thermal average annihilation cross-
section. However, we emphasize that only the masses to
the left of the vertical lines (the boundaries of forbidden
zones) give the correct amount of the current DM relic
density and, at the same time, Tend > TBBN.
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FIG. 12. Space of parameter in the thermal average annihila-
tion cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle which
gives the current Yield in the Freeze-Out mechanism for dif-
ferent values of κ, ω = 1/3 and δ = 103. The dashed lines
correspond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right of this line
will be in conflict with actual measurements of the ΛCDM
model. The black dashed line is shifted by a factor of 1/10.

The Figure 13 shows the parameter space for a con-
stant value of κ = 5× 10−35 and different values of δ. In
contrast with the situation depicted in Figure 9 (ω = 0),
in this case there is a shift of the curves in the y-axis for
higher values of δ.

For the FI mechanism the behavior is different from
the case of ω = 0, but close to the FO case with ω = 0.
Therefore, this mechanism allows δ < 102, in contrast
with previous one. In Figure 14 we set δ = 1 while κ
changes, but only two cases have been considered. High
values of κ shift the curves down in the y-axis, allowing
small values of the thermal average annihilation cross-
section with high masses of DM. The appearance of a
minimum is no longer valid.

In the case of a constant value of the deformation pa-
rameter (κ = 10−35) and varying δ, the allowed parame-
ters are shown in Figure 15. As before, no considerable
differences can be observed for the two values of δ showed.
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FIG. 13. Space of parameter in the thermal average anni-
hilation cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle
which gives the current Yield in the Freeze-Out mechanism
for different values of δ, ω = 1/3 and κ = 5 × 10−35. The
dashed lines correspond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right
of this line will be in conflict with actual measurements of the
ΛCDM model.

The forbidden zone is shifted to the left for higher δ, as
expected.

FIG. 14. Space of parameter in the thermal average anni-
hilation cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle
which gives the current Yield in the Freeze-In mechanism for
different values of κ, ω = 1/3 and δ = 1. The dashed lines
correspond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right of this line
will be in conflict with actual measurements of the ΛCDM
model.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study we have presented the evolution of DM
density in a model of the universe described by two scale
factors when there is a non-standard Poisson bracket
structure imposed. In a recent study, the evolution of
matter in such a model has been considered and it was
shown that the system evolves as a type of non-standard
cosmology.

When DM is added to one of the patches it is natural to
ask if the evolution of DM is affected due to the evolution

FIG. 15. Space of parameter in the thermal average annihila-
tion cross-section and mass of the Dark Matter particle which
gives the current Yield in the Freeze-In mechanism for differ-
ent values of δ, ω = 1/3 and κ = 10−35. The dashed lines
correspond to Tend = TBBN. Points to the right of this line
will be in conflict with actual measurements of the ΛCDM
model.

of matter in the other patch present in the model.
We have shown, by using numerical calculations, that

the evolution of DM is indeed affected, but different val-
ues of the parameters of the model render such evolution
consistent with actual measurement of DM relics.

In order to do that, two groups of DM candidates
were considered: WIMPs and FIMPs, which are related
with the mechanism of production Freeze-out (FO) and
Freeze-in (FI), respectively. We studied the scenario in
which DM and relativistic matter coexists in one patch,
with the second patch containing either relativistic or
non-relativistic matter.

For the case when patch b contains non-relativistic
matter, we showed that the FO mechanism for a sym-
metric initial condition (the same amount of energy in
both patches at the beginning of the evolution), higher
values of the deformation parameter κ allow higher DM
masses as the thermal avereage annihilation cross-section
diminishes. A similar behavior is observed for a constant
κ, but with initial conditions highly asymmetric (δ = 102,
and higher).

For the FI mechanism, under the same conditions, we
observe that there is also a set of DM masses and thermal
average annihilation cross-sections compatible with the
observed actual DM relic. However, in this case, the
allowed values of 〈σv〉 and MDM have a minimum, either
for variable κ and symmetric initial conditions or, for a
fixed κ and asymmetric initial conditions.

The case for which the b-patch is filled with relativistic
matter, the possibility of considering values of thermal
average annihilation cross-sections and DM masses dif-
ferent from the usual ones, is also present. Compared to
the previous case (non-relativistic matter in b), here it is
possible to reach larger values of DM masses.

For the FO mechanism, it was not possible to find a
symmetric initial condition compatible with different val-
ues of κ in order to obtain the actual DM relic density
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prior to BBN.
The FI mechanism, instead, shows a peculiar behavior.

Apart from the fact that the symmetric initial condition
is admissible, curves with different κ (and fixed δ), or
fixed κ (and variable δ), are very close, that is, the range
of DM masses and thermal average annihilation cross-
sections do not significantly change under variations (in-
dependent) of κ and δ.

Let us finish our analysis emphasizing the main result:
it is possible to consider DM production in this model
in such a way that the DM relic obtained via FI or FO
mechanisms is compatible with the actual observations.
The space of parameters of thermal average annihilation
cross-sections and DM masses is enlarged, admitting val-
ues which are ruled out in the standard cosmology.

As a final comment, let us point out that in non-
standard cosmologies, a similar situation is verified due
to the fact that the source-sink effect is implemented by
a Γ ρφ term, where Γ is the decay rate of a new field
(φ) present in the early universe. This Γ can be re-

lated to the temperature at which the field must de-
cay (Tend). Indeed, by choosing MDM = 100 GeV,
〈σv〉 = 10−11 GeV−2 and Tend = 0.1 GeV, the DM relic
density in a FO mechanism is reproduced [47] with the
same parameter shown in our analysis but from a com-
pletely different perspective. In the case of the FI mech-
anism choosing MDM = 100 GeV, 〈σv〉 = 10−22 GeV−2

and Tend = 500 GeV reproduce the DM relic density [46],
but in our model such a thermal average annihilation
cross-section does not reproduce the correct value of DM
prior to BBN. This is interesting because for the same
values of DM mass it is possible to reach lower values of
cross-sections.
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