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Abstract

We propose a new mechanism for rendering dark matter self-interacting in the presence
of a massive spin-2 mediator. The derived Yukawa-type potential for dark matter is
independent of the spins of dark matter in the leading order of the momentum expan-
sion, so are the resulting non-perturbative effects for the dark matter self-scattering.
We find that both the Born cross section and relatively mild resonance effects assist
to make the self-scattering cross section velocity-dependent. We discuss how to evade
the current indirect bounds on dark matter annihilations and show that the model is
marginally compatible with perturbative unitarity in the ghost-free realization of the
massive spin-2 particle.
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1 Introduction

There are plenty of indirect evidences for dark matter (DM) such as galaxy rotation ve-
locities, gravitational lensing, large scale structures, Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
anisotropies, etc. It has been assumed that dark matter is collision-less, so there is no
or little self-interaction between dark matter particles. Weakly Interacting Massive Parti-
cles (WIMPs) have been a well motivated candidate for dark matter with negligible self-
interaction and weak interactions with known particles in the Standard Model but they have
been challenged by strong bounds from direct detection experiments [1]. Any single evidence
for dark matter beyond the gravitational interactions would provide an important guideline
for pinning down the particle physics nature of dark matter.

There has been a tension between N -body simulations and observed rotation velocities in
galaxies. The former favors the cuspy profile of dark matter density distribution at galaxies
but the latter shows the cored profiles. This is known as the small-scale problem [2,3], which
is related to another problem such as too-big-to-fail problem. Self-Interacting Dark Matter
(SIDM) has been suggested to solve those small-scale problems via the large self-scattering
cross section with σself/mDM = 0.1−10 cm2/g [4]. Although baryonic effects, if included in the
N -body simulations, could ease or eliminate the tension [5], it is worthwhile to investigate the
particle physics models for rendering DM self-interactions velocity-dependent to be consistent
with the bounds from galaxy clusters [6] and look for the observable signatures.

In this article, we propose a novel mechanism for self-interacting dark matter of arbitrary
spin by exchanging a massive spin-2 mediator between dark matter particles. The spin-2
mediator couples to dark matter through the energy-momentum tensor [7–9], giving rise to
the effective Yukawa-type potential between dark matter particles. In this framework, we
compute the momentum transfer cross section for DM self-scattering in the Born limit and
include the non-perturbative effects for the same process in the presence of a light spin-2
mediator. We also show how the DM self-scattering cross section is velocity-dependent in
order to satisfy the bounds from galaxy clusters. We also discuss the consistency of large self-
interactions with indirect bounds on dark matter annihilations and perturbative unitarity in
the presence of non-linear spin-2 couplings.

The readers can refer to a companion paper of the same authors [10] dealing with the effec-
tive theory for dark matter self-interactions with a massive spin-2 mediator, which includes a
complete discussion in the momentum expansions of the dark matter self-interactions in the
effective field theory and contains the next-to-leading order terms and spin-dependent inter-
actions beyond the leading terms that we focus on in this work. Therefore, the companion
paper in Ref. [10] is complementary to our current paper.

2 Dark matter potential from spin-2 mediators

We introduce the couplings of a massive spin-2 mediator Gµν with mass mG to the SM
particles and dark matter with mass mDM (which is a real scalar S, a Dirac fermion χ or a

1



real vector X), through the energy-momentum tensor, as follows [7],

Lint = −cSM

Λ
GµνT SM

µν −
cDM

Λ
GµνTDM

µν . (2.1)

Then, the tree-level scattering amplitude for the self-scattering of dark matter through the
spin-2 mediator is

M = −c
2
DM

Λ2

i

q2 −m2
G

TDM
µν (q)Pµν,αβ(q)TDM

αβ (−q) (2.2)

where q is the 4-momentum transfer between dark matter particles and the tensor structure
for the massive spin-2 propagator is given by

Pµν,αβ(q) =
1

2

(
GµαGνβ +GναGµβ −

2

3
GµνGαβ

)
(2.3)

with

Gµν ≡ ηµν −
qµqν
m2
G

. (2.4)

Here, we note that the energy-momentum tensor for dark matter, TDM
µν , depends not only on

the 4-momentum transfer but also on the dark matter momenta, although it is not explicitly
shown. The tensor Pµν,αβ satisfies traceless and transverse conditions for on-shell spin-2
mediator, such as ηαβPµν,αβ(q) = 0 and qαPµν,αβ(q) = 0 [7]. A similar approach was taken
for computing the DM-nucleon scattering amplitudes in the effective field theory with a
massive spin-2 mediator and dark matter [8, 9].

The conservation law qµT
µν = 0 is satisfied for q being the 4-momentum of the massive

spin-2 mediator mediated between on-shell dark matter particles, so we can replace Gµν in
the scattering amplitude (2.2) by ηµν . For instance, the energy-momentum tensor for fermion
dark matter χ is given by

T χµν = −1

4
ūχ(k2)

(
γµ(k1ν + k2ν) + γν(k1µ + k2µ)− 2ηµν(/k1 + /k2 − 2mχ)

)
uχ(k1) (2.5)

where the fermion DM is incoming into the vertex with momentum k1 and is outgoing from
the vertex with momentum k2. Then, we can show explicitly that qµT χµν = 0 with qµ = kµ1−k

µ
2

being the momentum of the massive spin-2 mediator by using the equation of motion for
fermion dark matter. Similarly, the general energy-momentum tensors containing other spins
of dark matter and/or the SM particles follow the same conservation law, qµTµν = 0.

As a consequence, the self-scattering amplitude for dark matter in eq. (2.2) is divided
into trace and traceless parts of energy-momentum tensor, as follows,

M = −c
2
DM

2Λ2

i

q2 −m2
G

(
2TDM

µν TDM,µν − 2

3
(TDM)2

)
. (2.6)

As a consequence, in the non-relativistic limit of dark matter and mG . mDM, we find that
the effective potential for dark matter is approximated to be Yukawa-type, up to (mG/mDM)2

corrections [10], independent of the spins of dark matter, as follows,

Veff ' −
ADM

4πr
e−mGr (2.7)
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with

ADM =
2c2

DMm
2
DM

3Λ2
. (2.8)

Therefore, the effective self-coupling ADM of dark matter is determined by the DM mass and
the gravitational coupling to the spin-2 mediator. We note that both spin-independent and
spin-dependent effective field potentials for dark matter with the massive spin-2 mediator
were derived in Ref. [10].

3 Spin-2 mediators and dark matter self-interactions

We first discuss the Born cross section for dark matter self-scattering and derive the Yukawa
type potential for dark matter self-scattering in the non-perturbative regime. Then, we show
the parameter space for self-scattering cross section in the Hulthén potential approximation
and comment on the potential problem from dark matter annihilations and solutions.

3.1 Born approximations for self-scattering

The momentum transfer cross section for DM self-scattering [11,12] is given by

σT = 2π

∫ 1

−1

dσ

dΩ

(
1− | cos θ|

)
d cos θ. (3.1)

We first consider the Born regime with ADMmDM/(4πmG) . 1 and take the limit of a small
dark matter velocity with mDMv . mG where v is the relative velocity of dark matter. Then,
the momentum transfer cross sections for DM self-scattering are given in the order of scalar,
fermion and vector dark matter, as follows,

σBorn
S,T ' A2

S

4πm2
Gv

2

ln
(

1 +
m2
Sv

2

m2
G

)
(

1 +
m2
Sv

2

2m2
G

)3 , (3.2)

σBorn
χ,T '

A2
χ

8πm2
χv

4

[(
1 +

2m2
χm

4
Gv

2

(m2
χv

2 + 2m2
G)3

)
ln
(

1 +
m2
χv

2

m2
G

)
−

m2
χv

2

m2
χv

2 +m2
G

]
, (3.3)

σBorn
X,T ' A2

X

12πm2
Gv

2

(32− 56rX + 27r2
X)

(4− rX)2

ln
(

1 +
m2
Xv

2

m2
G

)
(

1 +
m2
Xv

2

2m2
G

)3 , (3.4)

with ADM being defined in eq. (2.8) for DM = S, χ,X and rX = (mG/mX)2. These approxi-
mate results in the Born limit are used to compare with the full results in the later discussion
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in Fig. 3. In the limit of a vanishing DM velocity, we can approximate eqs. (3.2), (3.3) and
(3.4) further, as follows,

σBorn
S,T ' A2

Sm
2
S

4πm4
G

(
1− 2m2

Sv
2

m2
G

)
, (3.5)

σBorn
χ,T '

3A2
χm

2
χ

32πm4
G

(
1−

14m2
χv

2

9m2
G

)
, (3.6)

σBorn
X,T ' A2

Xm
2
X

12πm4
G

(32− 56rX + 27r2
X)

(4− rX)2

(
1− 2m2

Xv
2

m2
G

)
, (3.7)

which differ from the total self-scattering cross sections at the leading order in Ref. [9] by
1/2, 3/4 and 1/2 factors for scalar, fermion and dark matter cases, respectively, due to the
fact that the momentum transfer is not averaged over in the latter case.

3.2 Bethe-Salpeter equation with spin-2 mediator

In the non-perturbative regime with ADMmDM/(4πmG) & 1, Sommerfeld and/or bound-state
effects become more important. In the Coulomb limit with a small dark matter velocity, we
need to resum the ladder diagrams with the massive spin-2 mediator for the self-scattering
of dark matter in the Feynman diagram approach as in the cases with light spin-0 or spin-1
mediators [11,12], resulting in a Schrödinger-like equation with the Yukawa-type potential for
dark matter given in eq. (2.7). For consistency, we will also show in the next section that the
spin-2 mediator coupling does not exceed the unitarity bound for dark matter annihilation
processes.

Before going into a further discussion on the self-scattering and Sommerfeld effects for
dark matter, we discuss the resummation of the ladder diagrams in the case of the massive
spin-2 mediator in more detail. As illustration, we consider the elastic self-scattering process
for scalar dark matter, S(p)+S(k)→ S(p′)+S(k′). We find that the non-perturbative four-
point function Γ(p, k; p′, k′) for the scattering process with the spin-2 mediator exchanges
satisfies a recursive relation [15] , as follows,

iΓ(p, k; p′, k′) = iΓ(p, k; p′, k′)−
∫

d4s

(2π)4
Γ̃(p, k; p+ k − s, s)

× G(s)G(p+ k − s)Γ(p+ k − s, s; p′, k′) (3.8)

where G(s) is the propagator for scalar dark matter and Γ̃(p, k; p′, k′) is the tree-level four-
point amplitude, given by

Γ̃(p, k; p′, k′) = −2c2
S

Λ2

1

(p− p′)2 −m2
G

[
A(p, k)A(p′.k′)

+A(p, k′)A(p′, k)− 2

3
A(p, p′)A(k, k′)

]
(3.9)

with

A(p, k) ≡ p · k − (p · q)(k · q)
m2
G

, q = p− p′. (3.10)
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The resummation of ladder diagrams is needed to capture Sommerfeld effects at a small
momentum transfer between dark matter particles due to t-channel poles. The typical mo-
mentum transfer for dark matter self-scattering is q ∼ mDMv. Since the momentum in-
tegration is dominated by small loop momenta for energy-momentum conservation in the
non-relativistic self-scattering of dark matter, the energy transfer becomes ω = p0 − p′0 ≈ 0,
thus the scattering process is instantaneous, and we can approximate the above tree-level
point amplitude in eq. (3.9) [10] to

Γ̃(p, k; p′, k′) ≈ 8c2
Sm

4
S

3Λ2

1

~q2 +m2
G

[
1 +

3

2
(v⊥)2 +

3

8
(v⊥)4

+
~q2

4m2
S

(
1 +

3

2
(v⊥)2

)
− ~q4

4m2
Sm

2
G

(
1− m2

G

4m2
S

)]
(3.11)

where ~q = ~p − ~p′ is the momentum transfer between dark matter particles, ~v⊥ · ~q = 0 and
(v⊥)2 = v2 − ~q2

m2
S

with v being the relative velocity between dark matter particles.

Therefore, defining the Bethe-Salpeter(BS) wave function in momentum space for dark
matter in the following,

ψ̃BS =

∫
dP0

2π
χ(P,Q) (3.12)

where P = 1
2
(p+ k), Q = 1

2
(p− k), and

χ(p, k) ≡ G(p)G(k)Γ(p, k; p′, k′), (3.13)

and using eq. (3.8) with eq. (3.11) while ignoring the perturbative contributions, we obtain
the BS equation for the wave function in position space as

− 1

mS

∇2ψBS(~x) + V (~x)ψBS(~x) = E ψBS(~x) (3.14)

with the effective potential being given by

V (~x) = − 1

4m2
S

∫
d3~q

(2π)3
ei~q·~x · Γ̃(p, k; p′, k′)

= − c
2
Sm

2
S

6πΛ2r
e−mGr

[
1 +

3

2
(v⊥)2 +

3

8
(v⊥)4 − m2

G

2m2
S

(
1 +

3

4
(v⊥)2

)
+

m4
G

16m4
S

]
. (3.15)

As a result, the correction terms coming from nonzero velocity v⊥ and momentum transfer
are suppressed as far as |v⊥| � 1 and mG � mS. Therefore, even higher order terms in the
momentum expansion of the tree-level amplitude with the massive spin-2 exchange give rise
to suppressed contributions to the effective potential.

We remark on the validity of the momentum expansion for the effective potential. The
effective potential in eq. (3.15) is given by the infinite momentum integral for the momen-
tum transfer. However, since the resummation of ladder diagrams is dominated by a small
momentum transfer near the spin-2 particle mass, we can truncate the effective potential
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up to finite terms in the effective field theory. An explicit cutoff or regularization on the
momentum transfer was introduced in Ref. [13] in order to treat the higher order terms in
the momentum transfer. But, in our case, as far as we keep the momentum transfer small for
the self-scattering of dark matter in the effective theory, higher momentum contributions are
sub-dominant for the computation of the effective potential, so the small momentum expan-
sion of the tree-level self-scattering amplitude as in eq. (3.11) is justified. The above result
in eq. (3.15) is consistent with eq. (2.7) in the limit of mG � mS and (v⊥)2 � 1. The same
discussion holds for fermion or vector dark matter as well, apart from the spin-dependent
parts of the effective potential [10]. As a result, we have shown that the non-perturbative
amplitude for dark matter self-scattering can be computed consistently in the case of the
massive spin-2 mediator even with the non-renormalizable interactions.

3.3 Loop corrections due to spin-2 mediators

In this subsection, we also comment on the loop corrections of the massive spin-2 mediator
to the self-scattering of dark matter. Concretely, we consider the one-loop corrections to the
self-scattering amplitude for scalar dark matter with two massive spin-2 particles exchanged.
Then, as summarized in Appendix A, in the non-relativistic limit for dark matter, we can
approximate the t-channel scattering amplitude to

iΓloop = iΓdiv + iΓfinite (3.16)

where Γdiv is the divergent part, in dimensional regularization, given by

iΓdiv =
c4
Sm

6
S

24π2Λ4m4
G

(10m2
G + 7m2

S) · 1

ε
, (3.17)

and Γfinite is the finite part, obtained in the limit of ξ ≡ m2
S/m

2
G � 1 as

iΓfinite ≈
2c4
Sm

6
S

9πΛ4m2
G

√
ξ. (3.18)

We also obtained the same results from the u-channel diagrams as for the t-channel dia-
grams in the non-relativistic limit. Here, the divergent part iΓdiv can be cancelled by the
renormalization of the quartic self-coupling for scalar dark matter, −1

4
λSS

4.

Now we also discuss the finite part of the loop corrections to the self-scattering amplitude.
We first recall the tree-level amplitude for small momentum and momentum transfer for
scalar dark matter from eq. (3.11) as

iΓ̃ ≈ 8c2
Sm

4
S

3Λ2m2
G

. (3.19)

As a result, in the limit of ξ ≡ m2
S/m

2
G � 1, we obtain the ratio of the finite part of the

one-loop amplitude to the tree-level amplitude for scalar dark matter, as follows,

Γfinite

Γ̃
≈ c2

Sm
2
S

12πΛ2

√
ξ =

1

8
AS
√
ξ. (3.20)
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Therefore, for ξ � 1 and AS . 1, we get Γfinite & Γ̃, for which the perturbative expansion
would break down as in the cases for spin-0 or spin-1 mediators [14], so we need to resum the
ladder diagrams following the Bethe-Salpeter formalism as discussed in the previous subsec-
tion. In the non-perturbative regime for the one-loop amplitude, we obtain the condition,
mG . c2

Sm
3
S/(12πΛ2), which is similar to the non-perturbative condition for the bound-state

formation of dark matter, as will be discussed in the next subsection,

As shown in Appendix A, we also checked that the leading velocity-dependent correc-
tions in the one-loop amplitude are divergent but they can be cancelled by higher dimen-
sional counter terms for scalar dark matter, such as c6(∂µS∂

µS)S2, etc. The finite velocity-
dependent corrections at one loop can be ignored as far as 4v2ξ . 1 with v being the relative
velocity between dark matter particles. This is the case for dark matter in galaxies and
galaxy clusters.

Although the concrete discussion on the loop corrections was made for the case for scalar
dark matter for simplicity, the similar results could be also obtained to the cases for fermion
or vector dark matter.

3.4 Hulthén potential approximation

In the non-perturbative regime with ADMmDM/(4πmG) & 1, the self-scattering cross section
for dark matter can be also enhanced by non-perturbative and resonance effects. We take
the Hulthén potential approximation for the Yukawa-type effective potential (2.7) for dark

matter, with VH = −ADM

4π
δe−δr

1−e−δr , with δ = π2

6
mG. Then, for the s-wave dominance, the

general result for the non-perturbative self-scattering cross section is given by

σHulthen
T ' 4π sin2 δ0

k2
. (3.21)

where the phase shift for the s-wave is given by

δ0 = arg

(
iΓ(λ+ + λ− − 2)

Γ(λ+)Γ(λ−)

)
(3.22)

with

λ± = 1 +
ik

δ
±
√
η2 − k2

δ2
, η =

√
ADMmDM

4πδ
. (3.23)

At the pole of the gamma function at λ− = −n in the phase shift, with n being non-negative
integer, the self-scattering cross section is enhanced by σself ∝ 1/v2. In this case, dark
matter can form an s-wave bound state for ωx = n2 for a positive integer n [15], leading to
the resonance condition for the spin-2 mediator mass,

mG =
3

2π3n2
ADMmDM =

c2
DM

π3n2

m3
DM

Λ2
. (3.24)

This is an intriguing relation between the masses for the spin-2 mediator and dark matter
and the strength of the spin-2 mediator coupling. We note that the similar condition as

7



10-3 10-2 10-1 1 10
10-1

1

10

102

103

104

105

mG(GeV)

m
D
M
(G
eV

)

Fermion DM, Aχ=1, vχ=vdwarf

10-3 10-2 10-1 1 10
10-1

1

10

102

103

104

105

mG(GeV)

m
D
M
(G
eV

)

Scalar DM, AS=1, vS=vdwarf

Figure 1: Contours of dark matter self-scattering cross sections in mG vs mDM, depending on the
spins of dark matter, s = 1/2, 0 on left and right. We have chosen ADM = 1 and the DM velocity
to the one at dwarf galaxies, vdwarf = 10−4. The orange dashed and solid lines are the results for
the Born cross section, whereas the purple and blue lines are those for the non-perturbative cross
section. We took σT /mDM = 0.1, 10 cm2/g. The case with s = 1 shows the similar result as for the
case with s = 0.

above was also inferred from the explicit calculations of the one-loop corrections to the
self-scattering amplitude for dark matter in the previous subsection.

In matching the non-perturbative results to the Born approximations given in eqs. (3.2),
(3.3) and (3.4), we make replacements for the self-scattering cross sections, depending on
the spins of dark matter, as follows,

σS,T ' σHulthen
T

(ψ(2)(1))2(6/π2)4
, (3.25)

σχ,T ' 3

8

σHulthen
T

(ψ(2)(1))2(6/π2)4
, (3.26)

σX,T ' (32− 56rX + 27r2
X)

3(4− rX)2
· σHulthen

T

(ψ(2)(1))2(6/π2)4
· (3.27)

where σHulthen
T and η in eqs. (3.21) and (3.23) are given by those with ADM being replaced

by AS, Aχ and AX in order). For our analysis on the dark matter self-scattering, we use the
above analytic results.

In Fig. 1, we depicted the contours in the parameter space for mG vs mDM for the DM
self-scattering cross section divided by the DM mass. We have fixed the DM velocity to
vdwarf = 10−4c at dwarf galaxies, the effective fine structure constant to ADM = 1, and
the contours are shown for σT/mDM = 0.1, 10 cm2/g. The orange dashed and solid lines
indicate the results with the Born cross section. On the other hand, the results with the
non-perturbative cross section are shown in purple and blue lines. The cases for fermion and
scalar dark matter are shown on left and in the panel. The case for vector dark matter is
similar to the case for scalar dark matter, so we don’t show it in Fig. 1. We found that the
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Figure 2: Born cross section (left) and non-perturbative cross section (right) for the self-scattering
of scalar dark matter. We took AS = 1 and mS = 100 GeV. We made the Hulthén potential
approximation for the non-perturbative cross section.

DM masses up to 200 GeV and the spin-2 mediator masses up to 6 GeV are required to get
the self-scattering cross section for solving the small-scale problems. We find that fermion
dark matter is distinguishable from scalar or vector dark matter, due to the difference in the
Born cross section. This is because the particle-particle and particle-anti-particle scattering
processes coexist in the case of fermion dark matter, unlike in the other cases.

In Fig. 2, we depict the self-scattering cross section divided by the DM mass for scalar
dark matter as a function of mSvdwarf/mG. The Born approximation is made on left and
the non-perturbative cross section with the Hulthén potential approximation is considered
on right. We chose the dark matter velocity to v = 10−2 and 10−4 in orange and purple
lines, and AS = 1 and mS = 100 GeV were taken. Thus, we can see that the Born cross
section is already velocity-dependent and it depends on the mass of the spin-2 mediator.
But, there is a clear distinction between the Born and non-perturbative cross sections, due
to the resonance effects in the latter case, in particular, at small velocities of dark matter.

On the other hand, in Fig. 3, we also show the DM self-scattering cross section divided by
the DM mass as a function of the DM velocity for ADM = 1 and several choices of the DM and
spin-2 mediator masses. The cases for fermion and scalar dark matter are shown on left and
right. The case for vector dark matter is similar to the case for scalar dark matter, so we don’t
show it in Fig. 3. Dashed and solid lines indicate the Born self-scattering cross section and
the non-perturbative self-scattering cross section from the Hulthén potential, respectively.
Here, we chose mDM = 50, 200 GeV and mDMvdwarf/mG = 0.033 (i.e. mG = 0.15, 0.60 GeV)
for blue and red lines, respectively. In this case, the resulting self-scattering cross section
gets saturated to a constant value below vDM ∼ 10−4 and it becomes highly suppressed at
vDM ∼ 10−2 below the bounds from Bullet cluster [6]. As a result, the self-scattering cross
section of dark matter is suppressed at large velocities to be consistent with the disparity
between rotation curves of galaxies and galaxy clusters.

We remark that the velocity dependence of the self-scattering cross section is significant
already in the Born limit given in eqs, (3.2)-(3.4), so only mild non-perturbative or resonance
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Figure 3: The DM self-scattering cross section divided by DM mass as a function of the DM velocity,
depending on the spins of dark matter, s = 1/2, 0 on left and right. We have chosen ADM = 1
and mDMvdwarf/mG = 0.1, at dwarf galaxies with vdwarf = 10−4. Dashed and solid lines are for
the Born and non-perturbative cross sections, respectively. The case with s = 1 shows the similar
result as for the case with s = 0.

effects are needed to get sufficiently large values of the self-scattering cross section for WIMP
dark matter. Increasing (decreasing) ADM with the enhancement factor fixed at galaxies,
we need to choose a smaller (larger) DM mass or a larger (smaller) spin-2 mediator mass in
order to get the enhancement factor suppressed at galaxy clusters.

We note that there is also a possibility to make the self-scattering cross section velocity-
dependent by the s-channel resonance [16], in the case of vector dark matter of our model,
whereas the s-channel resonance has an overall velocity-suppression in the cases for scalar
or fermion dark matter.

3.5 Dark matter annihilations

When dark matter couples to a light spin-2 mediator, it is indispensable for dark matter
to annihilate into a pair of spin-2 mediators, i.e. DM DM → GG is kinematically open
and s-wave, independent of the spins of dark matter [7]. So, if the mentioned annihilation
process dominates in determining the relic density and the spin-2 mediator decays before
the CMB recombination, the corresponding annihilation cross section would be enhanced
by the Sommerfeld effects at a smaller velocity, thus making the WIMP-like dark matter
incompatible with Planck data.

Adopting the approximate analytic solutions with the Hulthén potential as for the dark
matter self-scattering, we obtain the Sommerfeld factor for the s-wave dark matter scattering

10



[15] as

S0 =
π
2
x sinh(2πw)

sinh
[
πw
(

1−
√

1− x
w

)]
sinh

[
πw
(

1 +
√

1− x
w

)]
(3.28)

with x = ADM

4πv
and w = k

δ
= 6

π2
mDMv
mG

. Then, the tree-level annihilation cross section (σv)0

for dark matter is replaced by (σv)ann ' S0 (σv)0, which is enhanced at a low velocity
for dark matter. We note that the Sommerfeld factor is saturated to a constant value for
v . π

12
mG/mDM.

Simple solutions to the problem with Sommerfeld-enhanced annihilation cross section for
DM DM→ GG would be to make the spin-2 mediator long-lived until CMB recombination
with small couplings to the SM or make the DM DM → GG annihilation channel subdom-
inant for determining the relic density [17] or produce dark matter during the early matter
domination [18]. In the first solution, we could make the spin-2 couplings to the SM small
enough and the spin-2 mediator decaying into neutrinos or light particles in the hidden sec-
tor [17]. In the second solution, there is no need of a large suppression of the dark matter
annihilation into a pair of spin-2 mediators, because we needed relatively mild Sommerfeld
effects for velocity-dependent self-interactions. If either solutions are not realized, the tree-
level cross section for DM DM→ GG must be suppressed for satisfying the CMB constraints,
thus giving rise to a small self-scattering cross section for dark matter, DM DM→ DM DM.

4 Non-linear interactions and unitarity

In this section, we discuss the Vainshtein effects on the self-scattering of dark matter and
the unitarity bounds on the annihilation of dark matter in massive gravity. These effects are
distinguishable from the cases with other spins of mediators such as scalar or vector particles
for self-interacting dark matter.

4.1 Vainshtein effects on self-scattering

There appears a helicity-0 mode in massive gravity at the non-linear level in addition to
the five physical degrees of freedom [19, 20]. In the decoupling limit of massive gravity, the
helicity-0 mode π can be described by the cubic Galileon theory with the coupling to dark
matter [19,20], as follows,

LG =
1

2
(∂π)2 − 1

Λ3
3

(∂π)2�π − cDM

Λ
π TDM (4.1)

with TDM = TDM,µ
µ and Λ3 = (m2

GΛ/cDM)1/3 is the strong coupling scale in massive grav-
ity. Then, the helicity-0 mode contribution to the dark matter potential is subject to the
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Vainshtein effect below the Vainshtein radius r∗ in our model, which is given [19,20] by

r∗ =
1

Λ3

(cDMmDM

4πΛ

)1/3

= m−1
G

( mG

mDM

)1/3(3ADM

8π

)1/3

(4.2)

where we used the effective fine-structure constant in eq. (2.8) in the second equality.

First, for mG � mDM and ADM ∼ 1, the Vainshtein radius is much larger than the
the range of the Yukawa potential, rG = m−1

G , so the resulting potential for dark matter
due to the helicity-0 mode would be suppressed by (r/r∗)

3/2 or (r/r∗)
2, depending on the

realization of massive gravity theories, in the region with r . rG � r∗ where the Coulomb
limit of the potential in eq. (2.7) exists. In this case, the helicity-0 mode contribution can
be safely ignored in our analysis. In the plots in Fig. 1, the region with mG � mDM (to the
right of the blue dashed lines) shows that the DM self-scattering cross section is given by
σT/mDM � 0.1 cm2/g.

On the other hand, for mG � mDM and ADM ∼ 1, we find that r∗ � m−1
G , that is, the

Vainshtein radius can be much smaller than the range of the Yukawa potential. Therefore,
there is a range of the radius with r∗ < r . rG for which the helicity-0 mode contribution
becomes Coulomb-like so it can be included to capture non-perturbative effects in the effec-
tive theory. On the other hand, for r < r∗, the Vainshtein screening suppresses the potential
due to the helicity-0 mode, so we can ignore the effects of the helicity-0 mode contribution
as compared to the Yukawa potential in eq. (2.7). In Figs. 1, 2 and 3, in the parameter
space where the non-perturbative effects are significant, that is, near the resonance condi-
tion given in eq. (3.24), the Vainshtein radius r∗ becomes r∗ ∼ m−1

G (3ADM/(4π
2n))2/3 � rG

for ADM ∼ 1. In this case, for r & r∗, the extra contribution of the helicity-0 mode for the
dark matter potential is given by

∆Veff ' −
c2

DMm
2
DM

4πΛ2r
, (4.3)

thus leading to a change in the effective self-coupling for dark matter from ADM to 5
2
ADM for

r∗ < r . rG. Therefore, in this case, there is a caution of the interpretation of our results in
the previous section, as 5

2
ADM = 1 should be taken in the plots near the resonance regions in

Figs. 1, 2 and 3. It is interesting to see how the effective potential for dark matter could be
affected by the non-linear interactions of the massive spin-2 particle in a concrete realization
of ghost-free massive gravity.

4.2 Unitarity bounds

The perturbative unitarity is the issue for the dark matter annihilation into a pair of spin-2
mediators. The unitarity scale depends on other couplings of the spin-2 mediators such
as quadratic couplings to dark matter and cubic self-couplings [19, 21], without affecting
our previous discussion on the DM self-scattering. In particular, non-linear interactions for
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the massive spin-2 particle are important for the ghost-free realization of a massive spin-2
particle [19,20].

For instance, fixing the quadratic coupling to dark matter and cubic self-couplings for the
massive spin-2 mediator appropriately in the dRGT gravity [19], the unitarity for DMG→
DMG or DM DM → GG by crossing symmetry can be preserved best until the energy
scale [21], given by

Emax ∼
(
mGΛ2

c2
DM

)1/3

=

(
2mGm

2
DM

3ADM

)1/3

. (4.4)

Thus, close to the resonance condition for non-perturbative self-scattering or Sommerfeld
effects in eq. (3.24), we find that the maximum energy scales for dark matter annihilation
processes become Emax ∼ 1

πn2/3 mDM, which is independent of the effective fine-structure
constant ADM for the spin-2 mediator.

Now we discuss the unitarity scale from non-linear interactions and its effects on the
dark matter self-scattering process. It is known that the unitarity of the spin-2 mediator
self-scattering [9,21] would be violated at Λ3 = (m2

GΛ/cDM)1/3 = (m2
GmDM)1/3(3ADM/2)−1/6,

which is parametrically smaller that the one read from DM DM → GG. Although the
massive gravity theory would enter the strong coupling regime at Λ3, the strong coupling
scale enters only in the loop processes for the dark matter self-scattering. The helicity-0 mode
π could contribute to the dark matter self-scattering at loops, due to the self-interactions,
1

Λ3
3
(∂π)2�π, written in the decoupling limit [19, 20], and its linear coupling to dark matter.

In this case, as discussed just above, the strong coupling scale Λ3 can be smaller than the
unitarity scale inferred from the dark matter annihilation, so the loop corrections due to the
helicity-0 mode in each ladder diagram for the dark matter self-scattering scale by the factor,

1
16π2

m4
DM

ΛΛ3
3
∼ 1

16π2

m4
DM

Λ2m2
G
∼ 1

16π2

ADMm
2
DM

m2
G

. Therefore, the mass of the spin-2 mediator would be

bounded to mG &
√

(3ADM/2)mDM/(4π), thus the case with a light spin-2 mediator would
be beyond the perturbativity regime.

However, suppose that the unitarity associated with the self-interactions of the massive
spin-2 mediator could be ensured by another dynamics to a higher scale such as eq. (4.4).
Then, after replacing Λ3 by Emax in eq. (4.4), the loop corrections due to the helicity-0 mode

in each ladder diagram for the dark matter self-scattering scale by the factor, 1
16π2

m4
DM

ΛE3
max
∼

1
16π2

m4
DM

Λ3mG
∼ 1

16π2 (3
2
)
3
2
A

3/2
DMmDM

mG
. As a result, imposing the resonance condition in eq. (3.24), we

get the bound on the effective self-coupling as A
1/2
DM .

16
√

2/3

πn2 from the perturbativity. Under
this assumption, the perturbativity for the dark matter self-scattering could be well defined
and the effective field theory for the massive spin-2 mediator could be ensured at least in
the regimes where the velocity-dependent self-scattering for WIMP dark matter are relevant
at galaxies and galaxy cluster scales and the corresponding freeze-out process is taken into
consideration.
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5 Conclusions

We investigated a novel possibility that self-interacting dark matter is endowed to be velocity-
dependent due to the exchange of a massive spin-2 particle between dark matter particles.
We showed that both the Born self-scattering cross section and the relatively mild non-
perturbative effects assist to make the self-interacting cross section velocity-dependent to be
compatible with rotation curves of both galaxies and galaxy clusters. Self-interacting dark
matter necessarily annihilates into a pair of spin-2 mediators, but the potential problem for
CMB recombination can be avoided if there exist other DM annihilation channels or the
spin-2 mediator is sufficiently long-lived without visible decay modes.

We also showed that the Vainshtein effects due the helicity-0 mode could modify the self-
scattering of dark matter in the decoupling limit of massive gravity if the Vainshtein radius
is smaller than the range of the Yukawa potential between dark matter particles. Thus, the
massive spin-2 mediator augmented with the helicity-0 mode could make a distinct feature
from the case with other typos of mediators such as scalar or vector mediators. We also
found that our model for self-interacting dark matter can be marginally consistent with
perturbative unitarity in the ghost-free realization of the massive spin-2 particle.
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Appendix A One-loop corrections to the self-scattering

amplitude for dark matter

We discuss the details of the one-loop corrections to the self-scattering amplitude for scalar
dark matter. We have shown the tree-level amplitude in Section 3.2. In comparison, from
the Feynman diagrams with two spin-2 particle exchanges in Fig. 4, we obtain the one-loop
t-channel amplitude for the self-scattering of two scalar dark matter particles, S(p)+S(k)→
S(p′) + S(k′), as follows,

iΓtloop =
(cS

Λ

)4
∫

d4q

(2π)4

1

(q2 −m2
G)((q + p)2 −m2

S)((q − k)2 −m2
S)((p− p′ + q)2 −m2

G)

×
(
τµν(p, q + p)ταβ(k, k − q)P µν,αβ(q)

)
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Figure 4: One-loop Feynman diagrams for the self-scattering of scalar dark matter.

×
(
τρσ(q + p, p′)τκε(k − q, k′)P ρσ,κε(p− p′ + q)

)
(A.1)

where

τµν(k, q) = 2kµqν + (m2
S − k · q)ηµν . (A.2)

Here, we have used P µν,αβ = P νµ,αβ = P µν,βα in writing the energy-momentum tensor in
the above form τµν . For the u-channel one-loop diagram, we can obtain the corresponding
amplitude from interchanging p↔ k in iΓtloop.

Then, using the Feynman parameters,

1

a2
1a2a3

= 3!

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy
1− x− y(

a1(1− x− y) + a2y + a3x)4
, (A.3)

we can rewrite the one-loop scattering in the limit of the forward scattering with p = p′ as

iΓtloop = 3!
(cS

Λ

)4
∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy (1− x− y)

∫
d4q

(2π)4

1

(q̃2 −∆2)4

×
(
τµν(p, q + p)ταβ(k, k − q)P µν,αβ(q)

)
×
(
τρσ(q + p, p′)τκε(k − q, k′)P ρσ,κε(p− p′ + q)

)
(A.4)

with q̃ = q + yp − xk. As a result, for the non-relativistic and forward scattering of scalar
dark matter, we get the approximate results for the one-loop amplitude in dimensional
regularization with d = 4− 2ε, as follows,

iΓtloop =
c4
S

1728π2m4
Gm

2
SΛ4

[
24m8

Gm
2
S − 222m6

Gm
4
S + 353m4

Gm
6
S + 52m2

Gm
8
S − 12m10

S

−3(4m10
G − 43m8

Gm
2
S + 146m6

Gm
4
S − 130m4

Gm
6
S − 100m2

Gm
8
S − 168m10

S ) ln
(m2

G

m2
S

)
+6(m2

G − 4m2
S)2
√
m4
G − 4m2

Gm
2
S

×(4m4
G − 3m2

Gm
2
S − 4m4

S) ln

(
m2
G +

√
m4
G − 4m2

Gm
2
S

2mGmS

)
+72m8

S(10m2
G + 7m2

S)

(
1

ε
+ ln

( µ2

m2
G

))]
. (A.5)
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Therefore, the one-loop amplitude becomes divergent due to 1/ε in the last line, but the
divergent part is cancelled by the renormalization of the quartic coupling for scalar dark
matter. We note that the u-channel diagram leads to the same result, Γuloop ≈ Γtloop.

On the other hand, for ξ ≡ m2
S/m

2
G � 1, we get the approximate result for the finite

part of the one-loop amplitude from eq. (A.5), as follows,

iΓtloop,finite ≈
2c4
Sm

6
S

9πΛ4m2
G

√
ξ. (A.6)

We also remark on the velocity-dependent loop corrections to the self-scattering am-
plitude. For the non-relativistic forward scattering, there are leading velocity-dependent
contributions to the one-loop amplitude, given by

iδΓtloop,v ≈
c4
Sm

6
S

216π2m4
GΛ4

(660m2
G + 211m2

S) · v
2

ε
− 8c4

Sm
4
S

9πΛ4
v2ξ5/2 (A.7)

where v is the relative velocity between two dark matter particles. Therefore, we also need
to introduce higher dimensional counter terms for scalar dark matter, such as c6(∂µS∂

µS)S2,
etc, to cancel the velocity-dependent divergent terms. On the other hand, the finite velocity-
dependent loop corrections can be ignored as compared to the velocity-independent correc-
tions, as far as 4v2ξ . 1, that is, for a sufficiently small velocity of dark matter. This is true
of dark matter in galaxies and galaxy clusters that we are interested in.

References

[1] E. Aprile et al. [XENON Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) no.18, 181301
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.181301 [arXiv:1705.06655 [astro-ph.CO]].

[2] D. N. Spergel and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 3760 (2000) [astro-
ph/9909386]; W. J. G. de Blok, Adv. Astron. 2010, 789293 (2010) [arXiv:0910.3538
[astro-ph.CO]]; M. Boylan-Kolchin, J. S. Bullock and M. Kaplinghat, Mon. Not.
Roy. Astron. Soc. 415, L40 (2011) [arXiv:1103.0007 [astro-ph.CO]]; D. H. Weinberg,
J. S. Bullock, F. Governato, R. K. de Naray and A. H. G. Peter, arXiv:1306.0913
[astro-ph.CO].

[3] M. Rocha, A. H. G. Peter, J. S. Bullock, M. Kaplinghat, S. Garrison-Kimmel, J. Onorbe
and L. A. Moustakas, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 430, 81 (2013) [arXiv:1208.3025
[astro-ph.CO]].

[4] S. Tulin and H. B. Yu, Phys. Rept. 730 (2018) 1 doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2017.11.004
[arXiv:1705.02358 [hep-ph]].

[5] F. Governato et al., Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 422 (2012) 1231 doi:10.1111/j.1365-
2966.2012.20696.x [arXiv:1202.0554 [astro-ph.CO]]; A. M. Brooks and A. Zolotov, As-
trophys. J. 786 (2014) 87 doi:10.1088/0004-637X/786/2/87 [arXiv:1207.2468 [astro-
ph.CO]].

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.06655
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9909386
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9909386
http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.3538
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.0007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.0913
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.3025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.02358
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.0554
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.2468


[6] M. Markevitch, A. H. Gonzalez, D. Clowe, A. Vikhlinin, L. David, W. Forman, C. Jones
and S. Murray et al., Astrophys. J. 606, 819 (2004) [astro-ph/0309303]; D. Clowe,
A. Gonzalez and M. Markevitch, Astrophys. J. 604, 596 (2004) [astro-ph/0312273];
S. W. Randall, M. Markevitch, D. Clowe, A. H. Gonzalez and M. Bradac, Astrophys.
J. 679 (2008) 1173 [arXiv:0704.0261 [astro-ph]].

[7] H. M. Lee, M. Park and V. Sanz, Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) 2715
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2715-8 [arXiv:1306.4107 [hep-ph]]. H. M. Lee, M. Park
and V. Sanz, JHEP 1405 (2014) 063 doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2014)063 [arXiv:1401.5301
[hep-ph]]; C. Han, H. M. Lee, M. Park and V. Sanz, Phys. Lett. B 755 (2016) 371
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2016.02.040 [arXiv:1512.06376 [hep-ph]].

[8] A. Carrillo-Monteverde, Y. J. Kang, H. M. Lee, M. Park and V. Sanz, JHEP 1806
(2018) 037 doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2018)037 [arXiv:1803.02144 [hep-ph]].

[9] Y. J. Kang and H. M. Lee, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.7, 602
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8153-x [arXiv:2001.04868 [hep-ph]].

[10] Y. J. Kang and H. M. Lee, [arXiv:2003.09290 [hep-ph]].

[11] J. L. Feng, M. Kaplinghat and H. B. Yu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 (2010)
151301 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.151301 [arXiv:0911.0422 [hep-ph]]; S. Tulin,
H. B. Yu and K. M. Zurek, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) no.11, 115007
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.115007 [arXiv:1302.3898 [hep-ph]].

[12] T. Bringmann, F. Kahlhoefer, K. Schmidt-Hoberg and P. Walia, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118
(2017) no.14, 141802 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.141802 [arXiv:1612.00845 [hep-
ph]]; F. Kahlhoefer, K. Schmidt-Hoberg and S. Wild, JCAP 1708 (2017) 003
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2017/08/003 [arXiv:1704.02149 [hep-ph]].

[13] A. Costantino, S. Fichet and P. Tanedo, JHEP 03 (2020), 148
doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2020)148 [arXiv:1910.02972 [hep-ph]].

[14] P. Agrawal, A. Parikh and M. Reece, JHEP 10 (2020), 191
doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2020)191 [arXiv:2003.00021 [hep-ph]].

[15] S. Cassel, J. Phys. G 37 (2010) 105009 doi:10.1088/0954-3899/37/10/105009
[arXiv:0903.5307 [hep-ph]].

[16] X. Chu, C. Garcia-Cely and H. Murayama, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) no.7, 071103
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.071103 [arXiv:1810.04709 [hep-ph]].

[17] T. Hambye and L. Vanderheyden, arXiv:1912.11708 [hep-ph].

[18] K. Y. Choi, J. E. Kim, H. M. Lee and O. Seto, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 123501
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.77.123501 [arXiv:0801.0491 [hep-ph]].

17

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0309303
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0312273
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.0261
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.5301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06376
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.02144
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.04868
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.09290
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.0422
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.3898
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.00845
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.02149
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.02972
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.00021
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.5307
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04709
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.11708
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.0491


[19] C. de Rham and G. Gabadadze, Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 044020
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.82.044020 [arXiv:1007.0443 [hep-th]]; C. de Rham,
G. Gabadadze and A. J. Tolley, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 (2011) 231101
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.231101 [arXiv:1011.1232 [hep-th]].

[20] K. Hinterbichler, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84 (2012) 671 doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.84.671
[arXiv:1105.3735 [hep-th]]; C. de Rham, Living Rev. Rel. 17 (2014) 7 doi:10.12942/lrr-
2014-7 [arXiv:1401.4173 [hep-th]].

[21] A. Falkowski and G. Isabella, arXiv:2001.06800 [hep-th].

18

http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.0443
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.1232
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.3735
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.4173
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.06800

	1 Introduction
	2 Dark matter potential from spin-2 mediators
	3 Spin-2 mediators and dark matter self-interactions
	3.1 Born approximations for self-scattering
	3.2 Bethe-Salpeter equation with spin-2 mediator
	3.3 Loop corrections due to spin-2 mediators
	3.4 Hulthén potential approximation
	3.5 Dark matter annihilations

	4 Non-linear interactions and unitarity
	4.1 Vainshtein effects on self-scattering
	4.2 Unitarity bounds

	5 Conclusions
	Appendix A One-loop corrections to the self-scattering amplitude for dark matter
	References

