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W eakly interacting m assive particles (W IM P s) are one of very few probes of cosm ology before B ig
Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN ).W e point out that in scenarios in which the Universe evolves In a non—
standard m anner during and after W IM P kinetic decoupling, the horizon m ass scale at decoupling
can be an aller and the dark m atter W IM P s can be colder than in standard cosn ology. Thiswould
lead tomuch an aller rst ob jcts in hierarchical structure form ation. In low reheating tem perature
scenarios the e ect may be large enough as to noticeably enhance indirect detection signals in
G LA ST and other detectors, by up to two orders of m agnitude.

PACS numbers: 9535+d,98.80Cqg. 12.60.Jv,14.80.Ly

In supersym m etric m odels, the lightest supersym m et—
ric particle, usually a neutralino , is a good cold dark
m atter candidate. This is an exam ple of a m ore general
kind of cold dark m atter candidates, weakly interacting
m assive particles (W M Ps). The relic density and ve-
locity distrdbution of W IM P s before structure form ation
depend on the characteristics of the U niverse (expansion
rate, com position, etc.) before B ig B ang N ucleosynthesis
(BBN ), ie.at tam peratures above T 1M eV .Thisisan
epoch from which we have no data. Indeed, ifdark m at-
ter DM )W IM Psareever found, they would be the st
relics from that epoch that could be studied. Signatures
of a non-standard preBBN cogn ology thatW IM Psm ay
provide are few . Here we present one of, to our know 1-
edge, only three.

In the standard scenario of W M P decoupling, one as—
sum es that the entropy of m atter and radiation is con—
served, that W IM Ps are produced them ally, and, of
m ost relevance for this work, that the rst tem perature
of the radiation dom nated epoch before BBN is high
enough for W M Ps to have reached kinetic and chem i-
cal equilbrium before they decouple. W IM P s decouple

rst chem ically and then kinetically. T he chem icaldecou—
pling (or freeze-out) tem perature Tg is the tem perature
after which their num ber practically does not change,
and In the standard case Tg g ' m =20, where m
istheW IM P m ass. T he kinetic decoupling tem perature
Txq is the tem perature after which W M Ps do not ex—
change m om entum e ciently with the cosm ic radiation

uild. W ithin the standard coam ology (SC ), Tg swg les
between 10 M €V and a few G &V Eh.

T here are, how ever, wellm otivated cosm ologicalm od-
els in which the standard assum ptions above do not
hold. These non-standard m odels inclide m odels w ith
gravitino EJ or m oduli E] decay, Q ball decay @], ther—
malin ation m], the BransD icke-Jordan @J cosm olog-
ical m odel, m odels with anisotropic expansion [1] or
quintessence dom ination E ]. Ithasbeen pointed out that
in allof thesem odels the neutralino relic density m ay
di er from its standard valle 4y (seeeg.Ref. @]).

O ne clear signature of a non-standard cosm ology be-
fore BBN would be W IM Ps that com pose part or all

of the DM but would be overabundant in the SC . A 1so
the relic velocity distribbution before structure form ation
In the Universe may di er from that in the SC. It has
already been m entioned in the literature @, ﬂ} that
W M P’s could be \hotter" than In the SC, even consti-
tuting wam instead of cod DM . This would leave an
In print on the large scale structure spectrum .

Here we point out a third possible signature of non-
standard preBBN cosn ologies: W IM Psm ay be \colder"
(1e. they may have an aller typical velocities and thus
an aller freestream ing length) and the m ass contained
w ithin the horizon at kinetic decoupling m ay be sm aller
than in the SC .Thiswould lead to a an allerm ass for the
anallest W IM P structures, those formed rst. Som e of
the sm allestW IM P sclum pswould survive to the present.
Sm allerand m ore abundantDM clum pswould be present
w ithin our galaxy, an observable consequence of which
would be a stronger annihilation signal from our galac—
tic halo detected in indirect DM searches by GLAST,
PAM ELA and other experin ents E,E,lﬂ,lﬁ,lﬁ,lﬂ,
[14 ]. The signal in direct DM searches m ight also be af-
fected in signi cant ways]. W e show that in low re-
heating tem perature coam ologicalm odels. both the free-
stream Ing m ass scale and the m ass w ithin the horizon
at kinetic decoupling m ay be an aller than in the SC by
m any orders of m agnitude

W e present estin ates of the kinetic decoupling tem per—
ature, characteristic relic W IM P velocity, freestream ing
and kinetic decoupling horizon mass scales using a
generic W IM P elastic scattering cross section w ritten as
in Ref. ] and order of m agnitude calculations. A £
ter chem ical decoupling, T < Tg, the total num ber of
W M Ps rem ains constant and W IM P s are kept in local
therm alequilibbriim by elastic scattering w ith relativistic
particles In the plasna. The W IM P s are non-relativistic
at these tam peratures, thus the average m om entum ex-—
changed per collision is sm all, of order T , and the rate of

mom entum exchange issuppressed by a factor T=m
w ith regpect to the rate of elastic scattering
2+ 1
, T T
o g ellNyaq — ! SJT M— H (1)
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Here . isthe totalcross section for elastic scattering of
W IM Psand relativistic Standard M odelferm ions,Nyag '’
T3 is the num ber density of relatiistic particles, which
areassum ed to be In localthem alequilibbrium ,andv ' 1
istheW IM P-ferm jon relative velocity. T he them alaver—
ageof . canbewritten ash ¢ii= §HT=m )'*!, where

S/ Gem2 Pm?=m; ’ 10 'm?Gev ? setsthemag-
nitude of the cross section, and 1param etrizes its tem per—
ature dependence. Fihally, my and m ; are the m asses
of the standard gauge bosons and G ¢ is Fem i’s coupling
constant. In the Standard M odel, elastic scattering be-
tween a light farm jon and a heavy ferm ion ism ediated by
Z exchange and 1= 0. In supersym m etric extensions of
the Standard M odel, w here the lightest neutralino is the
W IM P candidate, sferm ion exchange occurs if the neu—
tralino is a gaugino, Z exchange is suppressed,and 1= 1.
Tnserting 81 into Eq.[, the rate of m om entum exchange
for nonrelhtivistic W M Ps is

,10 75 T 7
Gev'® m : @

In the follow ing, we focus on the case of neutralinos w ith
1= 1 (analogous results can be easily derived for 1= 0).
K inetic decoupling occurs w hen the rate ofm om entum
exchange becom es an aller than the expansion rate of the
Universe H . In the SC, decoupling happens while the
universe is radiation dom inated so the H ubble param eter

iSH / T?Myp,whereMp ’ 10'°Ge&V is the Planck
scale. From " H ,weget
m 1=4
Tygd sa m 20M &V — : (3)

100G ev

M ore accurate calculations give a range of 10 M €V to a
few GeV for Txd std _]. ].

W e concentrate now on a class of non-standard coan o-—
logicalm odels w ith a late episode of in  ation or entropy
production [2,3,/5,[9]1in which a scalar eld dom hnates
the energy density of the Universe and subsequently de—
cays (while oscillating around am inin um of itspotential)
eventually reheating the U niverse to a low reheating tem —
perature Try . T his does not spoil prin ordial nucleosyn—
thesis provided Tgy ~ 4 M &V 20]. The interesting case
for us iswhen Tgry is am aller than the standard chem i-
caldecoupling tem perature Tg, stq , SO kinetic decoupling
happens during the -oscillationsdom inated phase.

Latedecaying scalar eld m odels are well m otivated
in particle theories. Forexam ple,m oduli eldswhich ac-
quireamassm at the supersym m etry breaking scale 10
to 100 TeV and have gravitational strength interactions,
thus their decay rate is gecay ' M 3 g , are pervasive
In supersymm etricm odels. These eldsnaturally tend to
dom inate the energy density of the Universe at late tin es
and produce reheating tem peratures in the M €V range
(the \m oduli problem " [21] is the tendency of these de—
cays to happen even after BBN ,which m ust be avoided).
In fact, approxin ating the decay as Instantaneous (usu—
ally a very good approxin ation) at the m om ent of decay

the energy stored in the
tam perature Try - Thus gecay
am plies that

eld goes Into radiation at a
H (Tru ) ' TRzH@’IP

m 3
r10MeV ——— : (4)
100 Tev

Il
N

TRH

D uring the epoch in which the Universe is dom inated
by the oscillating eld, the Hubbl param eter H is
proportionalto T* [22]. Sihce at themom ent of de-
cay,when T = Try ,H (Try) ' TZ,Mp,wecan x
the proportionality constant so thatH  / T*=(T2, M p ).
R equiring that " H at the new kinetic decoupling
tem perature Tyqo, we obtain

10M ev m 1=2
Txqo " 30M &V : (5)
Tru 100G eV

Combining the two equations (T sta) ’ Ty oM e

and  (Tqo) ’ Too=(T£,M p ), we have

T2
Tyqo ’ “kd std | 6)
TRH

Thus, if the reheating tem perature is smaller than
the standard kinetic decoupling tem perature (Try <
Txqd sta), W M Ps decouple earlier than in the SC, ie.
Txq® > Tkg stqsand do so during the -oscillationsdom —
inated epoch.

So far we have assum ed that the W IM Ps are non-
relativistic at decoupling. T hus, the relations above hold
for Tyqo < m =3. IfEq.[d leads to Tyqo > m =3, the
W M Pswould be relativistic at decoupling,and the equa—
tions need to bemodi ed. Since the m om entum trans—
fer to the radiation background is very e cient in col-
lisions of relativistic W MM Ps, in general the kinetic de-
coupling would happen at themoment W IM Ps becom e
non-relativistic and not earlier, ie. Txqe © m =3 (unless
the scattering cross section is so anallthat W IM Ps are
never In kinetic equilbbriim [11]).

Latedecaying scalar el m odelsexem plify m any com —
binations of reheating and decoupling tem peratures. In
these m odels, the dom lnant W M P production m echa—
nisn can be them al (due to Interactions w ith the ra-
diation background) or non-them al (due to the decay
of the ed into W IM Ps), with or without chem ical
equilbbrium (see for exam ple Ref. 9]). In these m odels,
neutralinos in aln ost all supersym m etric m odels could
have the relic density necessary to be the DM [9]through
a com bination of thermm al and non-them al production
m echanisn s [3, 123, 124, 125, 124, 1271, 128, 129, [30]. For
therm al production w ithout chem ical equilibrium , m ost
W IM P production happens at T,  m =4 [25]. Thus
the W IM P num ber per com oving volum e is xed then.
For Tygqo < T, , the equations we derived above hold. For
therm al production w ith chem ical equilbrium the neu-
tralino freezes out while the Universe is dom inated by
the ed at a new freezeout tem perature Lo higher
than the usualm =20 [22,126]. T he freezeout density is
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FIG. 1l: Ratios of the late decaying scalar eld (with ul-
tra cod (UC) W IM Ps) and standard (std) scenario free—
stream ing scales (M £.° =M fsstd , s0lid lines) and dam ping scales
™ J¢=m £, dashed lines), as functions of the standard ki
netic decoupling tem perature Txq sta - Each set of two lines is
labeled by the corresponding value of the reheating tem pera—
ture Try .

larger than usual, but it is diluted by entropy produc—
tion from  decays, T2y Teo sta (Teo) * sta. The
num erical results in R ef. ] indicate a dependence of
closer to TR4H , and that the freezeout tam perature de-
pends of Try as Tgo20=m ’ (Tgry20=m ). In this
case, the equations w e derived hold for Tygqo < Tgo. Non-
therm al production w ithout chem ical equilbrium hap-
pens when production of W M Ps in the decay of the
eld is not com pensated by annihilation. W IM Ps are
produced w ith an energy which is a fraction £ of the -
edmassm ,E ' fm .Thusifm < 3fm ,W IMMPs
are produced relativistic. In this case the elastic scatter—
ing cross section ishw i’ oTE =m? '’ Tfm =m?.
Taking the characteristic value of ( as above, neutrali-
nos are in kinetic equilibrium while they are relativistic
form > 10 keV=f (Tgy =10 M &V )?, that is for all the
physically acceptable values ofm . T hus kinetic decou—
pling occurs while neutralinos are non—relativistic as as-
sum ed above. In the extrem e case in which neutralinos
are never In kinetic equilibbriuim ], neutralinos can ac-
tually be warm DM ], since they are produced late In
the history of the Universe and w ith a lJarge initialenergy
that redshifts until the m om ent of structure form ation.
W e now estin ate the W IM P characteristic speed In
low Try models. At the m om ent of kinetic decoupling,
W IM Ps are in them al equilbbrium w ith th%radjatjon,
and their characteristic speed is v%(Trqo) ’  Trao=n
A fter decoupling, the speed decreases as a ® (if the

W IM Ps are non—relativistic). During the -oscillations
dom inated era, the scale factor of the Universe is related
to the radiation tem perature asa T °7>. W hen the
U niverse becom es radiation dom inated, ie. at Try , the
characteristic speed of W M P s is therefore

q

8=3
v(Tgn )’

Txgo=m  (Tru =Tkqo) (7)
In com parison, in the standard radiation dom inated case,
a T !and atthe sam e tem perature Ty W M Pshave

a characteristic speed

q
Vstd (TR ) " Tka sta=M  (Tru=Tkd sta): (8)
B ecause gpeeads redshift in the sam e way in both m odels
at tem peratures an aller than Try , after reheating the
speads vV and Ve rem ain in the sam e ratio
10=3 |

V'=Vsra * (Tru=Tka swa) %)
This relation applies to the case Txqo < m =3 for which
Eg.[@hods. T hus the characteristic relicW M P speed in
low Try cosm ologicalm odels can be much an aller than
in the SC . In other words, W IM P s can be m uch colder,
ie. \ultra-cold",as we call them .

T he freestream ing length g of ultra-cold W M Ps is
consequently am aller than that of standard W M Ps.
is the characteristicdistance covered by W IM P s from the
tin e of kinetic decoupling g to the present (while they
propagate as free particles)

S — z

to dt Txq a0 da
v— ' c ——3apakd

—: (10)
6, @ m .., 2°H (@)

s = Cao

Here, Txq and ayq are the tem perature and scale factor
at the m om ent of kinetic decoupling, and ag is the value
of the scale factor at present. During the -oscillations
dom inated epoch,H (@) / a 2 witha £
andH ' T 4=(TR2H M p ). D uring the radiation dom inated
epoch, H (@) / a ?,wih a £ T Yand H '
T?M p , and the integral in the de nition of g is /
Ina. During them atter-dom inated epoch,H (a)/ a 3=z
witha ©32 T 'andH ’ T3?M;, and the free-
stream Ing length saturates.

W hen the kinetic decoupling occurs during the -
oscillations dom inated epoch and W IM P s are ultra-cold
(UC),we obtain

T 8=3

S ( n 473 #
ve Txao akaoM p 5 Tyxqo 1+
fs 2
m aOTO TrH
T
n —% +196 : (11)
Teq

The st temm within the curly brackets arises from the
-dom inated epoch, the logarithm ic term from the ra-

diation dom inated epoch, and the tetm 1:96 = 2[1

1+ zeq) 1=21 from the m atter dom nated epoch. The



subindex eq refers to m atterradiation equality. W hen
Eq.[@holds (for Tyqo < m =3), Eq.[I1 becom es

23=6

ve , My Trn
p—r
£ To m Tkg st Tra sta
n
S oLt . )
g kd sd 1+ =2 1196 :(12)
Tru eq

T his is to be com pared w ith the free-stream ing length In

the SC,
ws _p FP g
To m Txa st Teq

Tra s 1 g6

(13)

A s traditional, we introduce the mass M g contained
within a gphere of radius =2, and com pare the stan—
dard and non-standard scenarios through the ratio

3
MUC UucC

fsstd = Zstd : (14)
M g £

As shown in Fig. 1 (sold lines), this ratio is always
an aller than 1 if the reheating tem perature is an aller
than the standard kinetic decoupling tem perature, and it
can be m any orders of m agnitude an aller. For Trg = 5
M eV and Tyxq sq between 10 M €V and a few Gev (1],
the freestream ing scale M g can decrease by a factor be-
tween 0.1 and 10 '° (the suppression is less in portant
for larger values of Try ).

Friction between W MM P s and relativistic leptons dur-
ing kinetic decoupling (Sik dam ping) leads to a small-
scale cuto iIn structure fomm ation at the scale of the
horizon at kinetic decoupling [15,116]. The m ass con-—
tained within the horizon at decoupling in the SC is
MS9 7 10 M (10 M eV=Tyyq «q)® [15,116]. It varies
from 10 *M  for Tyg sa ' 10MeV to 10 M for
Txd std "' 5Gev .

During the -oscillations dom inated phase the Uni-
verse expands, and thus the density contrastof DM inho—
m ogeneities grow , in the sam e way as in a m atter dom i-
nated phase. A detailed study (which isbeyond the scope
of this paper) of the kinetic decoupling during this phase
should bedoneto nd thecuto massscaleofthe analk-
est dark m atter structures, w hich w illalso depend on the
particular particle physicsm odel considered . H ow ever, it
is reasonable to assum e that also in this case the cuto
w ill be given by the com oving free-stream ing m ass scale
and/or the kinetic decoupling horizon m ass scale.

During the -oscillations dom inated phase the m at-
ter density scales as T ® and the tine as T *. Thus,
them ass contained in the horizon at decoupling M [ ¢ is
an aller than in the SC by the factor

uc
Md

std
Md

4 3
T T

, RH kd std . (15)
Txqo TrH

Using Eq.[d, this ratio becomes (Try=Txa sa)°. AS
seen In Fig. 1 (dashed lines), the suppression factor

M J€=M §) can be substantial, ranging from 0.1 for
Txa sta = 10 M &V to 10 15 or Tyqg sta = 5 GV ,when
assum Ing Try = 5 M &V (the suppression is less in por-
tant for larger values of Tz y ). Thism eans that the range
of M J€ isnow from 10 ?’M frTyq sm ' 5GeV to
10 5M fO]kad std " 10M &V .

From theratios M J¢=M §™)and M 2°=M ) shown
In Fig.1l,we see that the dam ping m ass scale M 4 is less
suppressed than the free-stream ing m ass scale M g, ex—
cept possbly for standard kinetic decoupling tem pera—
tures above 1 G €V . This is In portant because the scale
ofthe sm allestW M P haloesw illbe the larger ofM g and
M 4, since a halo m assm ust be larger than both. In the
standard coan ological scenario, the dam ping scale M §td
is usually larger than the freestream ing scale (by a fac—
tor m =Trq s )°~2,at Jeast for supersym m etric gaugino
modelswith Tyyq stq In the 10{100 M &V range [15,/16]).
Fig.1l shows that in low Tzy m odels the dam ping scale
rem ains larger than the free-stream ing scale form ost typ—
ical values of the standard kinetic decoupling tem pera—
ture Tyg s <1 G &V . Thus, we take the dam ping scale
M 4 to be the characteristic m ass of the amallestW IM P
halos.

If the am allest halos survive until today, they may
be present In the dark halo of our galaxy and m ay en—
hance the expected W MM P annihilation signals over the
an ooth halo expectation by a boost factor B. The B
factor increases slow Iy w ith decreasing M 4. For a halo
of mass M and amallest subhalo mass M 4, Ref. [31]

nds B/ 01[M =M4)°*® 1]. In the SC, one ex-
pects B of the order of 10 for the M iky W ay for which
M ’ 10'”M . Forexample, from the equation jistm en—
tioned we get B/ 20 to 130 for the standard range of
Mg, from 10 °M toMg4 ' 10 M . W ith ulracod
W IMPs,M 4 coud be much sn aller and thus the boost
factor could be much larger: it coud reach B / 10* or
Mg’ 10 ?’M . Such largeboost factors would not only
make a halo W M P annihilation signal easier to detect,
butwould also be a signature ofa non-standard preBBN
coam ology.

W e nally rem ark that ultra-cold W M Psm ay arise in
allm odels in which the expansion rate of the Universe
In the preBBN era is larger than assumed in the SC,
although the m agnitude of the e ect would in general
be an aller than in the low reheating tem perature m odels
presented above. For exam ple, let us consider \kination"
models §]. These are models In which the kinetic en-
ergy ofa scalar ed, = 2=2 a ®, dom inates the
energy density of the Universe at T > Ty, before BBN,
while the entropy is dom inated by the radiation, thus
a T '. Rough, = g ' (T=M eV )?, where
is the fraction of the energy density of the Universe at
T ' 1 MeV due to the kinetic energy of the ed.
At higher tam peratures the fraction of kinetic energy
grow s very fast w ith the tem perature and it is dom inant
PrT > Tkm ' =2 M eV . If the kinetic decoupling
of W M Ps happens during the kination period, ie. if
Txqd sta > Tkm,assum ing H 7/ p_=M p , the kinetic de—



coupling happens approxin ately at

‘ _ m 1=3
TR soMev T —— : 16
kd? 100G ev (16)

In this case the freestream Ing length is
s

kin Txqo @aka'M p Txin
fs m agTé T
T .

n =2 4196 ;@17)

eq

which for Tfé‘& > Trg sd > Txin 1S smaller than the
standard free-stream ing length. D uring the kination pe-
riod, the scale factorisa T ! and the tim e evolves as
t T 3 thus the mass contained within the horizon at
kinetic decoupling M é‘j“ ,again ﬁJrT}fj} > Trg std > Trins
is an aller than the standard m ass scale M §td by the ratio

Kin 3 3
M4 TyinTia sta |

in 0
M std kin
d deo

(18)

T hus In kination m odels the free-stream ing and dam ping
m ass scales can be an aller than in the SC, although not
by asmuch as in the late decaying scalar eld (or low
reheating tem perature) m odels presented above.

W e have here pointed out that a too large boost factor
in the anniilation signalofa particularWw IM P would be

a signature of a non standard cosm ological evolution of
the Universe just before BBN , during the kinetic decou-
pling of W M Ps. Ifdark matter W IM P s are ever found,

they would be the st relics from the preBBN epoch
that could be studied. Signatures of a non-standard pre-
BBN cosnology that W IM Ps m ay provide are few and

here we presented one of than : W IM Ps may be ultra

cold so them ass of the smallestW IM P structures, those

formed rst,m ay be an aller than in the standard coam ol
ogy. Som e of the an allest W IM P s clum ps would survive

to the present. Sm aller and m ore abundant DM clum ps

would be present w ithin our galaxy, an observable conse—
quence of which would be a stronger annihilation signal
from our galactic halo detected in indirect DM searches

by GLAST ,PAM ELA and otherexperin ents. Boost fac-
tors as large as 10* forusualW M P candidates are pos-
sible in the low reheating tem perature scenarios consid—
ered here. In last instance, verifying this signature would

require to study in accelerators, the LHC or ILC, the

properties of the particular W M P that would allow us

to estim ate its scattering cross section, to nd the same
W IM P in indirect detection searches and to understand

the form ation and survival of the earliest dark m atter

clum ps w ithin the halo of our galaxy.
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