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W eakly interacting m assive particles(W IM Ps)are one ofvery few probesofcosm ology before Big

Bang nucleosynthesis(BBN).W epointoutthatin scenariosin which theUniverseevolvesin a non-

standard m annerduring and afterW IM P kinetic decoupling,the horizon m assscale atdecoupling

can besm allerand thedark m atterW IM Pscan be colderthan in standard cosm ology.Thiswould

lead to m uch sm aller�rstobjectsin hierarchicalstructureform ation.In low reheating tem perature

scenarios the e�ect m ay be large enough as to noticeably enhance indirect detection signals in

G LAST and otherdetectors,by up to two ordersofm agnitude.

PACS num bers:95.35.+ d,98.80.Cq. 12.60.Jv,14.80.Ly

In supersym m etric m odels,the lightestsupersym m et-

ric particle,usually a neutralino �,is a good cold dark

m attercandidate.Thisisan exam ple ofa m ore general

kind ofcold dark m attercandidates,weakly interacting

m assive particles (W IM Ps). The relic density and ve-

locity distribution ofW IM Psbeforestructureform ation

depend on thecharacteristicsoftheUniverse(expansion

rate,com position,etc.) beforeBig BangNucleosynthesis

(BBN),i.e.attem peraturesaboveT � 1M eV.Thisisan

epoch from which wehaveno data.Indeed,ifdark m at-

ter(DM )W IM Psareeverfound,they would bethe� rst

relicsfrom thatepoch thatcould be studied.Signatures

ofa non-standard pre-BBN cosm ology thatW IM Psm ay

provide are few. Here we presentone of,to ourknowl-

edge,only three.

In thestandard scenario ofW IM P decoupling,oneas-

sum es that the entropy ofm atter and radiation is con-

served, that W IM Ps are produced therm ally, and, of

m ostrelevance forthiswork,thatthe � rsttem perature

of the radiation dom inated epoch before BBN is high

enough for W IM Ps to have reached kinetic and chem i-

calequilibrium before they decouple. W IM Ps decouple

� rstchem icallyand then kinetically.Thechem icaldecou-

pling (orfreeze-out)tem perature Tfo isthe tem perature

after which their num ber practically does not change,

and in the standard case Tfo� std ’ m �=20,where m �

isthe W IM P m ass.The kinetic decoupling tem perature

Tkd is the tem perature after which W IM Ps do not ex-

change m om entum e� ciently with the cosm ic radiation


 uid. W ithin the standard cosm ology (SC),Tkd� std lies

between 10 M eV and a few G eV [1].

Thereare,however,wellm otivated cosm ologicalm od-

els in which the standard assum ptions above do not

hold. These non-standard m odels include m odels with

gravitino [2]orm oduli[3]decay,Q -balldecay [4],ther-

m alin
 ation [5],the Brans-Dicke-Jordan [6]cosm olog-

ical m odel, m odels with anisotropic expansion [7] or

quintessencedom ination [8].Ithasbeen pointed outthat

in allofthesem odelstheneutralinorelicdensity 
� m ay

di� erfrom itsstandard value 
std (seee.g.Ref.[9]).

O ne clear signature ofa non-standard cosm ology be-

fore BBN would be W IM Ps that com pose part or all

ofthe DM but would be overabundantin the SC.Also

the relicvelocity distribution before structureform ation

in the Universe m ay di� er from that in the SC.It has

already been m entioned in the literature [10, 11]that

W IM P’scould be \hotter" than in the SC,even consti-

tuting warm instead ofcold DM .This would leave an

im printon the largescalestructurespectrum .

Here we point out a third possible signature ofnon-

standard pre-BBN cosm ologies:W IM Psm aybe\colder"

(i.e.they m ay have sm aller typicalvelocities and thus

sm aller free-stream ing length) and the m ass contained

within the horizon atkinetic decoupling m ay be sm aller

than in theSC.Thiswould lead to asm allerm assforthe

sm allestW IM P structures,those form ed � rst. Som e of

thesm allestW IM Psclum pswould survivetothepresent.

Sm allerand m oreabundantDM clum pswould bepresent

within our galaxy,an observable consequence ofwhich

would be a strongerannihilation signalfrom our galac-

tic halo detected in indirect DM searches by G LAST,

PAM ELA and otherexperim ents[12,13,14,15,16,17,

18]. The signalin directDM searchesm ightalso be af-

fected in signi� cantways[19]. W e show thatin low re-

heating tem peraturecosm ologicalm odels.both thefree-

stream ing m ass scale and the m ass within the horizon

atkinetic decoupling m ay be sm allerthan in the SC by

m any ordersofm agnitude

W epresentestim atesofthekineticdecouplingtem per-

ature,characteristicrelicW IM P velocity,free-stream ing

and kinetic decoupling horizon m ass scales using a

genericW IM P elastic scattering crosssection written as

in Ref.[14]and order of m agnitude calculations. Af-

ter chem icaldecoupling,T <
� Tfo,the totalnum ber of

W IM Psrem ainsconstantand W IM Psare keptin local

therm alequilibrium by elasticscatteringwith relativistic

particlesin theplasm a.TheW IM Psarenon-relativistic

atthese tem peratures,thus the average m om entum ex-

changed percollision issm all,oforderT,and therateof

m om entum exchange� issuppressed by afactor� T=m�

with respectto the rateofelasticscattering

� � hv�elinrad
T

m �

’ �
el
0 T

3

�
T

m �

� 2+ l

: (1)
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Here�elisthetotalcrosssection forelasticscattering of

W IM Psand relativisticStandard M odelferm ions,nrad ’

T 3 isthe num ber density ofrelativistic particles,which

areassum ed tobein localtherm alequilibrium ,and v ’ 1

istheW IM P-ferm ion relativevelocity.Thetherm alaver-

ageof�elcan bewritten ash�eli= �el0 (T=m �)
1+ l,where

�el0 ’ (G Fm
2
W )2m 2=m 4

Z ’ 10� 10m 2
�G eV

� 4 setsthe m ag-

nitudeofthecrosssection,and lparam etrizesitstem per-

ature dependence. Finally,m W and m Z are the m asses

ofthestandard gaugebosonsand G F isFerm i’scoupling

constant. In the Standard M odel,elastic scattering be-

tween alightferm ion and aheavy ferm ion ism ediated by

Z exchange and l= 0. In supersym m etric extensionsof

theStandard M odel,wherethelightestneutralino isthe

W IM P candidate,sferm ion exchange occurs ifthe neu-

tralino isa gaugino,Z exchangeissuppressed,and l= 1.

Inserting �el0 into Eq.1,therateofm om entum exchange

fornon-relativisticW IM Psis

� ’
10� 10T 5

G eV
4

�
T

m �

� l

: (2)

In thefollowing,wefocuson thecaseofneutralinoswith

l= 1 (analogousresultscan be easily derived forl= 0).

K ineticdecouplingoccurswhen therateofm om entum

exchangebecom essm allerthan theexpansion rateofthe

Universe H . In the SC,decoupling happens while the

universeisradiation dom inated sotheHubbleparam eter

is H ’ T 2=M P , where M P ’ 1019G eV is the Planck

scale.From � ’ H ,we get

Tkd� std ’ 20M eV

�
m �

100G eV

�1=4
: (3)

M ore accurate calculationsgive a range of10 M eV to a

few G eV forTkd� std [1].

W econcentratenow on a classofnon-standard cosm o-

logicalm odelswith a lateepisodeofin
 ation orentropy

production [2,3,5,9]in which a scalar� eld � dom inates

the energy density ofthe Universe and subsequently de-

cays(whileoscillatingaroundam inim um ofitspotential)

eventuallyreheatingtheUniversetoalow reheatingtem -

peratureTR H .Thisdoesnotspoilprim ordialnucleosyn-

thesis provided TR H
>
�4 M eV [20]. The interesting case

forus iswhen TR H is sm allerthan the standard chem i-

caldecouplingtem peratureTfo� std,sokineticdecoupling

happensduring the �-oscillationsdom inated phase.

Late-decaying scalar � eld m odels are wellm otivated

in particletheories.Forexam ple,m oduli� eldswhich ac-

quirea m assm � atthesupersym m etry breaking scale10

to 100 TeV and havegravitationalstrength interactions,

thus theirdecay rate is �decay ’ m 3
�
=M 2

p,are pervasive

in supersym m etricm odels.These� eldsnaturallytend to

dom inatetheenergy density oftheUniverseatlatetim es

and produce reheating tem peratures in the M eV range

(the \m oduliproblem " [21]isthe tendency ofthese de-

caysto happen even afterBBN,which m ustbeavoided).

In fact,approxim ating the decay asinstantaneous(usu-

ally a very good approxim ation)atthem om entofdecay

the energy stored in the � eld goes into radiation at a

tem perature TR H . Thus �decay ’ H (TR H ) ’ T 2
R H =M P

em pliesthat

TR H ’ 10 M eV

�
m �

100 TeV

�3=2
: (4)

During the epoch in which the Universe isdom inated

by the oscillating � � eld,the Hubble param eter H� is

proportionalto T 4 [22]. Since atthe m om entof� de-

cay,when T = TR H ,H �(TR H ) ’ T 2
R H =M P ,we can � x

theproportionalityconstantsothatH � ’ T 4=(T 2
R H M P ).

Requiring that � ’ H� at the new kinetic decoupling

tem peratureTkd0,we obtain

Tkd0 ’ 30M eV

�
10M eV

TR H

� �
m �

100G eV

�1=2
: (5)

Com bining the two equations� (Tkd� std)’ T 2
kd� std=M P

and � (Tkd0)’ T 4
kd0=(T

2
R H M P ),we have

Tkd0 ’
T 2
kd� std

TR H
: (6)

Thus, if the reheating tem perature is sm aller than

the standard kinetic decoupling tem perature (TR H <

Tkd� std), W IM Ps decouple earlier than in the SC,i.e.

Tkd0 > Tkd� std,and do so during the �-oscillationsdom -

inated epoch.

So far we have assum ed that the W IM Ps are non-

relativisticatdecoupling.Thus,therelationsabovehold

for Tkd0 < m �=3. IfEq.6 leads to Tkd0 > m �=3,the

W IM Pswouldberelativisticatdecoupling,andtheequa-

tions need to be m odi� ed. Since the m om entum trans-

fer to the radiation background is very e� cient in col-

lisions ofrelativistic W IM Ps,in generalthe kinetic de-

coupling would happen atthe m om entW IM Ps becom e

non-relativistic and notearlier,i.e.Tkd0 ’ m �=3 (unless

the scattering crosssection isso sm allthatW IM Psare

neverin kinetic equilibrium [11]).

Late-decayingscalar� eld m odelsexem plifym anycom -

binationsofreheating and decoupling tem peratures. In

these m odels,the dom inant W IM P production m echa-

nism can be therm al(due to interactions with the ra-

diation background) or non-therm al(due to the decay

ofthe � � eld into W IM Ps), with or without chem ical

equilibrium (see forexam ple Ref.[9]). In these m odels,

neutralinos in alm ost allsupersym m etric m odels could

havetherelicdensity necessarytobetheDM [9]through

a com bination oftherm aland non-therm alproduction

m echanism s [3, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30]. For

therm alproduction without chem icalequilibrium ,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.

ForTkd0 < T?,the equationswederived abovehold.For

therm alproduction with chem icalequilibrium the neu-

tralino freezes out while the Universe is dom inated by

the � � eld at a new freeze-out tem perature Tfo0 higher

than the usualm �=20 [22,26].The freeze-outdensity is
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FIG . 1: Ratios of the late decaying scalar �eld (with ul-

tra cold (UC) W IM Ps) and standard (std) scenario free-

stream ing scales(M
U C

fs =M
std

fs ,solid lines)and dam ping scales

(M
U C

d =M
std

d ,dashed lines),as functions ofthe standard ki-

neticdecoupling tem peratureTkd� std.Each setoftwo linesis

labeled by thecorresponding value ofthereheating tem pera-

ture TR H .

larger than usual,but it is diluted by entropy produc-

tion from � decays,
� ’ T 3
R H Tfo� std(Tfo0)

� 4
std. The

num ericalresultsin Ref.[9]indicatea dependenceof
�

closer to T 4
R H ,and that the freeze-out tem perature de-

pends ofTR H as Tfo020=m � ’ (TR H 20=m �)
1=4. In this

case,theequationswederived hold forTkd0 < Tfo0.Non-

therm alproduction without chem icalequilibrium hap-

pens when production ofW IM Ps in the decay ofthe �

� eld is not com pensated by annihilation. W IM Ps are

produced with an energy which isa fraction f ofthe �-

� eld m assm�,E � ’ fm �.Thusifm � < 3fm �,W IM Ps

areproduced relativistic.In thiscasetheelasticscatter-

ing crosssection ishv�eli’ �0TE �=m
2
� ’ �0Tfm �=m

2
�.

Taking the characteristic value of�0 asabove,neutrali-

nosare in kinetic equilibrium while they are relativistic

for m � > 10 keV=f(TR H =10 M eV)2,that is for allthe

physically acceptable valuesofm �. Thuskinetic decou-

pling occurswhile neutralinosare non-relativistic asas-

sum ed above. In the extrem e case in which neutralinos

areneverin kinetic equilibrium [11],neutralinoscan ac-

tually bewarm DM [10],sincethey areproduced latein

thehistory oftheUniverseand with alargeinitialenergy

thatredshiftsuntilthe m om entofstructureform ation.

W e now estim ate the W IM P characteristic speed in

low TR H m odels. Atthe m om ent ofkinetic decoupling,

W IM Ps are in therm alequilibrium with the radiation,

and their characteristic speed is v0(Tkd0) ’
p
Tkd0=m �.

After decoupling, the speed decreases as a� 1 (if the

W IM Ps are non-relativistic). During the �-oscillations

dom inated era,thescalefactoroftheUniverseisrelated

to the radiation tem perature as a � T � 8=3. W hen the

Universe becom esradiation dom inated,i.e.atTR H ,the

characteristicspeed ofW IM Psistherefore

v
0(TR H )’

q

Tkd0=m � (TR H =Tkd0)
8=3

: (7)

In com parison,in thestandard radiation dom inated case,

a � T � 1 and atthesam etem peratureTR H W IM Pshave

a characteristicspeed

vstd(TR H )’

q

Tkd� std=m � (TR H =Tkd� std): (8)

Becausespeedsredshiftin the sam eway in both m odels

at tem peratures sm aller than TR H , after reheating the

speedsv0 and vstd rem ain in the sam eratio

v
0
=vstd ’ (TR H =Tkd� std)

10=3
: (9)

Thisrelation appliesto the case Tkd0 < m �=3 forwhich

Eq.6holds.ThusthecharacteristicrelicW IM P speed in

low TR H cosm ologicalm odelscan be m uch sm allerthan

in the SC.In otherwords,W IM Pscan be m uch colder,

i.e.\ultra-cold",aswecallthem .

The free-stream ing length �fs ofultra-cold W IM Psis

consequently sm allerthan thatofstandard W IM Ps.�fs
isthecharacteristicdistancecovered by W IM Psfrom the

tim e ofkinetic decoupling tkd to the present(while they

propagateasfree particles)

�fs = ca0

Z t0

tkd

v
dt

a
’ c

s

Tkd

m �

a0akd

Z a0

akd

da

a3H (a)
: (10)

Here,Tkd and akd are the tem perature and scale factor

atthem om entofkineticdecoupling,and a0 isthevalue

ofthe scale factor atpresent. During the �-oscillations

dom inated epoch,H (a)/ a� 3=2 with a � t2=3 � T � 8=3

and H ’ T 4=(T 2
R H M P ).During theradiation dom inated

epoch, H (a) / a� 2, with a � t1=2 � T � 1 and H ’

T 2=M P , and the integralin the de� nition of �fs is /

lna.Duringthem atter-dom inated epoch,H (a)/ a� 3=2,

with a � t2=3 � T � 1 and H ’ T 3=2=M P ,and the free-

stream ing length saturates.

W hen the kinetic decoupling occurs during the �-

oscillationsdom inated epoch and W IM Psare ultra-cold

(UC),we obtain

�
U C
fs ’ c

s

Tkd0

m �

akd0M P

a0T
2
0

(

2

"�
Tkd0

TR H

� 4=3

� 1

#

+

ln

�
TR H

Teq

�

+ 1:96

�

: (11)

The � rstterm within the curly bracketsarisesfrom the

�-dom inated epoch,the logarithm ic term from the ra-

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

(1 + zeq)
� 1=2]from the m atter dom inated epoch. The
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subindex eq refers to m atter-radiation equality. W hen

Eq.6 holds(forTkd0 < m �=3),Eq.11 becom es

�
U C
fs ’

cM P

T0

p
m �Tkd� std

�
TR H

Tkd� std

� 23=6

�

(

2

"�
Tkd� std

TR H

� 8=3

� 1

#

+ ln

�
TR H

Teq

�

+ 1:96

)

:(12)

Thisisto becom pared with thefree-stream ing length in

the SC,

�
std
fs ’

cM P

T0

p
m �Tkd� std

�

ln

�
Tkd� std

Teq

�

+ 1:96

�

: (13)

As traditional, we introduce the m ass M fs contained

within a sphere ofradius �fs=2,and com pare the stan-

dard and non-standard scenariosthrough the ratio

M U C
fs

M std
fs

=

�
�U C
fs

�std
fs

� 3

: (14)

As shown in Fig. 1 (solid lines), this ratio is always

sm aller than 1 ifthe reheating tem perature is sm aller

than thestandard kineticdecouplingtem perature,and it

can be m any ordersofm agnitude sm aller. ForTR H = 5

M eV and Tkd� std between 10 M eV and a few G eV [1],

thefree-stream ing scaleM fs can decreaseby a factorbe-

tween 0.1 and 10� 13 (the suppression is less im portant

forlargervaluesofTR H ).

Friction between W IM Psand relativistic leptonsdur-

ing kinetic decoupling (Silk dam ping) leads to a sm all-

scale cuto� in structure form ation at the scale of the

horizon at kinetic decoupling [15,16]. The m ass con-

tained within the horizon at decoupling in the SC is

M std
d

’ 10� 4M � (10 M eV=Tkd� std)
3 [15,16]. It varies

from 10� 4M � for Tkd� std ’ 10 M eV to 10� 12M � for

Tkd� std ’ 5 G eV .

During the �-oscillations dom inated phase the Uni-

verseexpands,and thusthedensity contrastofDM inho-

m ogeneitiesgrow,in the sam e way asin a m atterdom i-

nated phase.A detailed study(which isbeyond thescope

ofthispaper)ofthekineticdecoupling during thisphase

should bedoneto� nd thecut-o� m assscaleofthesm all-

estdark m atterstructures,which willalsodepend on the

particularparticlephysicsm odelconsidered.However,it

isreasonableto assum ethatalso in thiscase the cut-o�

willbe given by the com oving free-stream ing m assscale

and/orthe kinetic decoupling horizon m assscale.

During the �-oscillations dom inated phase the m at-

ter density scales as T � 8 and the tim e as T � 4. Thus,

them asscontained in thehorizon atdecoupling M U C
d

is

sm allerthan in the SC by the factor

M U C
d

M std
d

’

�
TR H

Tkd0

� 4 �
Tkd� std

TR H

� 3

: (15)

Using Eq. 6, this ratio becom es (TR H =Tkd� std)
5. As

seen in Fig. 1 (dashed lines), the suppression factor

(M U C
d

=M std
d

) can be substantial, ranging from 0.1 for

Tkd� std = 10 M eV to 10� 15 forTkd� std = 5 G eV,when

assum ing TR H = 5 M eV (the suppression is less im por-

tantforlargervaluesofTR H ).Thism eansthattherange

ofM U C
d

is now from 10� 27M � for Tkd� std ’ 5 G eV to

10� 5M � forTkd� std ’ 10 M eV.

From theratios(M U C
d

=M std
d

)and (M U C
fs =M std

fs )shown

in Fig.1,wesee thatthe dam ping m assscale M d isless

suppressed than the free-stream ing m ass scale M fs,ex-

cept possibly for standard kinetic decoupling tem pera-

turesabove 1 G eV.Thisisim portantbecause the scale

ofthesm allestW IM P haloeswillbethelargerofM fs and

M d,since a halo m assm ustbe largerthan both.In the

standard cosm ologicalscenario,the dam ping scale M std
d

isusually largerthan the free-stream ing scale (by a fac-

tor(m �=Tkd� std)
3=2,atleastforsupersym m etricgaugino

m odelswith Tkd� std in the 10{100 M eV range [15,16]).

Fig.1 showsthatin low TR H m odelsthe dam ping scale

rem ainslargerthan thefree-stream ingscaleform osttyp-

icalvalues ofthe standard kinetic decoupling tem pera-

ture Tkd� std <�1 G eV.Thus,we take the dam ping scale

M d to be the characteristicm assofthe sm allestW IM P

halos.

If the sm allest halos survive until today, they m ay

be present in the dark halo ofour galaxy and m ay en-

hance the expected W IM P annihilation signalsoverthe

sm ooth halo expectation by a boost factor B . The B

factor increases slowly with decreasing M d. For a halo

of m ass M and sm allest subhalo m ass M d, Ref. [31]

� nds B ’ 0:1[(M =Md)
0:13 � 1]. In the SC, one ex-

pectsB ofthe orderof10 forthe M ilky W ay forwhich

M ’ 1012M � .Forexam ple,from theequation justm en-

tioned we get B ’ 20 to 130 for the standard range of

M d,from 10� 6M � to M d ’ 10� 12M � . W ith ultra-cold

W IM Ps,M d could be m uch sm allerand thusthe boost

factorcould be m uch larger:itcould reach B ’ 104 for

M d ’ 10� 27M � .Such largeboostfactorswould notonly

m ake a halo W IM P annihilation signaleasierto detect,

butwould alsobeasignatureofanon-standard pre-BBN

cosm ology.

W e� nally rem ark thatultra-cold W IM Psm ay arisein

allm odels in which the expansion rate ofthe Universe

in the pre-BBN era is larger than assum ed in the SC,

although the m agnitude ofthe e� ect would in general

besm allerthan in thelow reheating tem peraturem odels

presented above.Forexam ple,letusconsider\kination"

m odels [8]. These are m odels in which the kinetic en-

ergy ofa scalar� eld,�� = _�2=2 � a� 6,dom inates the

energy density ofthe Universe atT > Tkin before BBN,

while the entropy is dom inated by the radiation,thus

a � T � 1. Roughly,��=�rad ’ ��(T=M eV)2,where ��
is the fraction ofthe energy density ofthe Universe at

T ’ 1 M eV due to the kinetic energy of the � � eld.

Athighertem peraturesthe fraction of� kinetic energy

growsvery fastwith thetem peratureand itisdom inant

for T > Tkin ’ �
� 1=2

�
M eV.If the kinetic decoupling

ofW IM Ps happens during the kination period,i.e. if

Tkd� std > Tkin,assum ing H ’
p
��=M P ,the kinetic de-
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coupling happensapproxim ately at

T
kin
kd0 ’ 50M eV�

1=6

�

�
m �

100G eV

�1=3
: (16)

In thiscasethe free-stream ing length is

�
kin
fs ’ c

s

Tkd0

m �

akd0M P

a0T
2
0

�

1�
Tkin

T kin
kd0

+

ln

�
Tkin

Teq

�

+ 1:96

�

;(17)

which for T kin
kd0 > Tkd� std > Tkin is sm aller than the

standard free-stream ing length.During the kination pe-

riod,the scalefactorisa � T � 1 and the tim e evolvesas

t� T � 3 thus the m ass contained within the horizon at

kineticdecouplingM kin
d

,again forT kin
kd0 > Tkd� std > Tkin,

issm allerthan thestandard m assscaleM std
d

by theratio

M kim
d

M std
d

’
T 3
kinT

3
kd� std

�
T kin
kd0

�6 : (18)

Thusin kination m odelsthefree-stream ingand dam ping

m assscalescan be sm allerthan in the SC,although not

by as m uch as in the late decaying scalar � eld (or low

reheating tem perature)m odelspresented above.

W ehaveherepointed outthata too largeboostfactor

in theannihilation signalofaparticularW IM P would be

a signature ofa non standard cosm ologicalevolution of

the Universe justbefore BBN,during the kinetic decou-

pling ofW IM Ps.Ifdark m atterW IM Psareeverfound,

they would be the � rst relics from the pre-BBN epoch

thatcould bestudied.Signaturesofa non-standard pre-

BBN cosm ology that W IM Ps m ay provide are few and

here we presented one ofthem : W IM Ps m ay be ultra

cold so them assofthesm allestW IM P structures,those

form ed � rst,m aybesm allerthan in thestandard cosm ol-

ogy.Som eofthesm allestW IM Psclum pswould survive

to the present.Sm allerand m ore abundantDM clum ps

would bepresentwithin ourgalaxy,an observableconse-

quence ofwhich would be a strongerannihilation signal

from ourgalactic halo detected in indirectDM searches

by G LAST,PAM ELA and otherexperim ents.Boostfac-

torsaslargeas104 forusualW IM P candidatesarepos-

sible in the low reheating tem perature scenariosconsid-

ered here.In lastinstance,verifyingthissignaturewould

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

propertiesofthe particularW IM P that would allow us

to estim ate itsscattering crosssection,to � nd the sam e

W IM P in indirectdetection searchesand to understand

the form ation and survivalofthe earliest dark m atter

clum pswithin the halo ofourgalaxy.
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