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We consider the implications of an ultra-light fermionic dark matter candidate that carries baryon
number. This naturally arises if dark matter has a small charge under standard model baryon num-
ber whilst having an asymmetry equal and opposite to that in the visible universe. A prototypical
model is a theory of dark baryons of a non-Abelian gauge group, i.e., a dark Quantum Chromo-
Dynamics (QCD). For sub-eV dark baryon masses, the inner region of dark matter halos is naturally
at ‘nuclear density’, allowing for the formation of exotic states of matter, akin to neutron stars. The
Tremaine-Gunn lower bound on the mass of fermionic dark matter, i.e., the dark baryons, is violated
by the strong short-range self-interactions, cooling via emission of light dark pions, and the Cooper
pairing of dark quarks that occurs at densities that are high relative to the (ultra-low) dark QCD
scale. We develop the astrophysics of these STrongly-interacting Ultra-light Millicharged Particles
(STUMPs) utilizing the equation of state of dense quark matter, and find halo cores consistent with
observations of dwarf galaxies. These cores are prevented from core-collapse by pressure of the ‘neu-
tron star’, which suggests ultra-light dark QCD as a resolution to core-cusp problem of collisionless
cold dark matter. The model is distinguished from ultra-light bosonic dark matter through direct
detection and collider signatures, as well as by phenomena associated with superconductivity, such
as Andreev reflection and superconducting vortices.

I. INTRODUCTION

We have but few clues as to the nature of dark matter.
The tension between the predictions of the collisionless
cold dark matter paradigm and the observed properties of
dwarf galaxies is a potential hint suggesting a maximum
characteristic density for dark matter [1, 2]. The origin
of the observed matter anti-matter asymmetry is another
potential hint about dark matter properties. Since the
CP violation of the standard model is not sufficient to
have produced the asymmetry, this stands as one of the
few indications of physics beyond the standard model.

A simple possibility that connects these disparate
threads is a dark matter candidate that carries stan-
dard model baryon number and self-interacts through
dark Quantum Chromo-Dynamics (QCD): a Strongly-
Interacting Ultralight Millicharged Particle (STUMP).
This inherits features of both self-interacting dark matter
[3, 4] and ultra-light bosonic dark matter [5–9], while be-
ing easily distinguished from both. This is naturally the
case in a baryon-symmetric universe in which the dark
matter is ‘millicharged’ under visible baryon number: the
cancellation of the visible sector asymmetry demands a
high dark matter number density, and hence a small dark
matter mass, as more conventionally associated with ax-
ions and bosonic dark matter [9, 10].

Ultralight dark QCD provides an opportunity to probe
a region of QCD physics usually relegated to neutron
stars, namely, condensate (superfluid, superconducting)
phases of QCD. The emergence of these states (along
with the strong interactions and dissipation) evades the
Tremaine-Gunn bound on ultra-light fermionic dark mat-

ter, opening the window for dark baryons of sub-eV
masses. Indeed, dwarf galaxies, with central density
ρ ∼ 109M�/kpc3 ∼ (0.13 eV)4 are at nuclear density
for mDM . 0.13 eV, suggesting a central core to galaxies
comprised of condensate matter, analogous to a neutron
star.

In this Letter we introduce ultralight dark QCD,
wherein dark matter is in the form of dark baryons. Be-
cause the dark matter is interactive and can form Cooper
pairs, the dark baryons (STUMPs) evade the Tremaine-
Gunn bound on ultralight fermionic dark matter [11] and
limits on collisionless cold fermionic dark matter [12–18].
The model predicts cores to dark matter halos, with a
pressure and density profile governed by the equation of
state of dense quark matter, analogous to neutron stars.
We find cores consistent with observations of dwarf galax-
ies, suggesting this model as a resolution of the core-cusp
problem. We elucidate the key features that distinguish
this model from ultralight bosonic dark matter, namely
through phenomena of superconductivity, such as super-
conducting vortices [19], and Andreev reflection [20] at
the core-halo boundary. In appendices A though F we
provide additional details of the model and supplemen-
tary material.

II. ULTRALIGHT DARK QCD

There is an extensive literature on QCD-like dark mat-
ter models [21]. These are largely motivated by the ob-
servation that the dark matter and visible matter cos-
mological abundances differ by a factor of ∼ 5; if one
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posits that dark matter is a near-copy of visible QCD,
this coincidence suggests a cogenesis of visible and dark
matter-antimatter asymmetries [22–25], and a WIMP-
like composite dark matter candidate of mass similar to
the proton. In this way, models of baryogenesis can be
made predictive for dark matter searches.

An unexplored regime of dark QCD is a model wherein
the dark QCD scale is much lower than in the standard
model. Absent a collider measurement of the strong cou-
pling constant from which to anchor the renormalization
group flow, there is no prior on the strong coupling scale
of an SU(N) gauge theory decoupled from the standard
model. In the context of a cogenesis mechanism, the ul-
tralight regime corresponds to the case wherein the dark
quarks have visible baryon charge Bq � 1, such that
the requisite number density is high and hence the dark
baryon mass is small, mB � mproton. This is reminis-
cent of (electrically) millicharged dark matter [26, 27],
and concrete models can be built following the recipe
proposed in that context: U(1)B is gauged at a high en-
ergy scale ΛB , with field strength Bµν , the dark quarks
are charged under a dark U(1) gauge group with field

strength F̃µν , and the two gauge bosons are kinetically

coupled as ε
2Bµν F̃

µν . This endows the dark quarks with
a standard model baryon charge of Bq = ε/3 (see e.g.,
[26, 28]). We build a concrete and anomaly-free model
in appendix B.

To understand the physics of this model we must take a
tour of the phase diagram of QCD. This is schematically
illustrated in Appendix A, Fig. 2. All phases are governed
by the same UV completion, i.e., the QCD Lagrangian,

L = −1

4
TrG2 + iq̄ /Dq −mq q̄q, (1)

where the trace is over color indices, q is the dark quark,
mq is the quark mass matrix, and G is the dark gluon
field strength tensor. The dark quarks q transform under
a baryon number transformation parametrized by α as
q → eiBqαq with Bq � 1, in contrast with the standard

model quarks, which transform as ψ → eiα/3ψ. The
states of matter of the dark QCD theory are distinguished
by differing low energy effective actions and spectrum of
excitations.

At low temperatures and density, all excitations are
confined within hadrons. This phase is characterized by a
condensate 〈q̄q〉 ' Λ3

QCD, which breaks the chiral symme-
try of QCD. The low energy excitations are pseudoscalar
pions, with mass given by m2

π ' mqΛQCD and baryons
with mass mB ' ΛQCD (for a textbook review, see [29]).
The effective field theory has the form (see e.g., [30]),

L = iN̄ /DN+
1

2
∂Σ·∂Σ− 1

2
m2
π Σ·Σ−mBN̄N+Lint, (2)

where Σ a vector of pions and N a baryon. The inter-
action Lagrangian is generated by residual strong force,
and includes pion-pion, baryon-baryon, and baryon-pion
interactions. The interactions of the pions are governed

by the approximate chiral symmetry, under which the
pions are the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons. The
baryons and pions interact via derivative interactions,

e.g., LNNπ ' gπN
∂µπ
fπ

N̄γµγ5N , where gπN is an inter-

action strength, and fπ ' ΛQCD the pion decay con-
stant. The pion mass is suppressed relative to the baryon
mass by m2

π/m
2
B = mq/ΛQCD. In analogy with elec-

trically millicharged dark matter [26, 27], the baryon-
pion interaction allows dark baryons to emit pions by
bremsstrahlung. However, we note the coupling gπN may
be made arbitrarily small, unlike the analog in the Stan-
dard Model, where Weak decay of the neutron generates
a large coupling of Standard Model nucleons to Stan-
dard Model pions via the Golderberger-Treiman relation
[31, 32]. We discuss this point further in App. D .

Moving to higher densities, while remaining at low
temperatures, and crossing into number densities larger
than the mass of the lightest baryon, the vacuum of the
theory changes [33, 34]. For QCD-like theories with a
low QCD scale, these phases can be cosmologically rel-
evant, analogous to the wave-like nature of ultralight
(“fuzzy”) bosonic dark matter [5, 6]. Quantitatively, for
mB . 0.1eV, the central regions of dark matter halos
are at nuclear density. For example, in dwarf galax-
ies, where ρDM ∼ 108M�/kpc3 [35], or the inner re-
gion of the Milky Way, where ρDM ∼ 1 − 103GeV/cm3

(≈ 107− 1010M�/kpc3) [36]. One expects the dark mat-
ter in these regions is naturally in the quark condensate
phase.

The effective action for quarks at non-zero chemical
potential is given by Eq. (2) with an additional chemical
potential term q̄µγ0q. Single-gluon exchange generates
an effective attractive 4-fermion interaction [34, 37, 38],
leading to a 〈qq〉 condensate, [39]

〈qiαaq
j
βcε

ac〉 = ∆ij
αβ = ∆εijεαβ = ∆(δiαδ

j
β − δ

i
βδ
j
α), (3)

where i, j are flavor indices, a, b are color indices, and α, β
are spinor indices. The gap, ∆, is the order parameter
for the condensate phase. Physically, this condensate is
the QCD analog to the Cooper pair of BCS theory [40].
Quantitatively, the gap is given by [34, 41],

∆ ' 105µ

g5
e
− 3π2

√
2g , (4)

where g is the gauge theory coupling. Note the gap,
which sets the energy of a Cooper pair, can be much
lower than the mass of a baryon.

The 〈qq〉 condensate breaks the SU(N) gauge symme-
try, making this state a superconductor, along with the
U(1)B baryon symmetry, making this state additionally
a baryon superfluid. The flavor and color symmetries
are broken to the diagonal subgroup, and this phase is
thus termed the “color flavor locking” phase of QCD [34].
This simultaneously breaks chiral symmetry, leading to
a spectrum of Goldstone bosons analogous the pions of
the hadronic phase. Incidentally, recent work [42] has
considered a lepton superfluid; that model differs from
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STUMPs in that the fundamental degree of freedom is
a scalar field [42], and not dark quarks, and the scalar
has unit charge under lepton number, not a millicharge
under baryon number.

This phase of SU(2) theory was proposed as dark mat-
ter candidate in [43]. A similar idea was proposed by
[44], arising from a phenomenological four-fermion inter-
action. The physics is general to SU(Nc) theories; how-
ever for this work, we specialize to a Nc = 3 and Nf = 3
species of light quark, analogous to the up, down, and
strange quarks in color-flavor locking of visible QCD [34].
This allows us to utilize the decades of work in dense
phases of the Standard Model QCD. In particular, the
equation of state of dense quark matter is given by [45]

Ω = − 3

4π2
a4µ

4 +
3

4π2
a2µ

2 +Beff , (5)

where Ω is the free energy. The a4 term corresponds to
a gas of non-interacting quarks, while a2 is generated by
Cooper pairing and superconductivity, and Beff is a free
parameter that parametrizes all µ-independent contribu-
tions to the free energy.

In our setup, as in visible QCD at extreme density,
there is a Cooper pairing of quarks charged under the
dark SU(3), leading to color-flavor locking and an en-
ergy gap Eq. (4). Unlike visible QCD and neutron stars,
there is no analog of the electroweak interactions, and
thus all the physics are determined by the dark strong
force, and hence, at high densities, the equation of state
Eq. (5). Following the philosophy of neutron star physics,
we consider the parameters in the equation of state to
be free parameters to be fixed by data, subject to the
self-consistency condition that the EOS Eq. (5) only be
applied in regions of space at nuclear density, i.e., re-
gions wherein the effective field theory of the color-flavor
locking phase is valid.

Finally, the genesis of the dark baryons (STUMPs), im-
plemented via an existing cogenesis scenario (e.g., decay
of scalar carrying baryon number), may have produced
the dark sector as a quark-gluon plasma, as hadrons, or as
a quark condensate. If the initial genesis occurs to highly
relativistic particles, the initial state can be expected to
a thermal plasma. In this case, one might expect a relic
background of dark pions; however, as suggested in [46],
the dark pions may decay into standard model particles.
On the other hand, if the genesis produces a state with
large chemical potential, and is below the diagonal of
Fig. 2, the initial state will be a condensate, that transi-
tions to the hadronic phase as the universe expanse, and
later re-enters the condensate phase in dense structures.
A third possibility is that the DM is initially in the form
of heavy hadrons, which subsequently decay to the light
dark baryons. We expect these varied possibilities to be
constrained by consistency with the cosmic microwave
background, however, in this work we will focus on the
late universe.

III. THE TREMAINE-GUNN BOUND

The dark baryon (STUMP) proposed here is by na-
ture a fermion. It is well known that there is a lower
bound on the possible mass of a fermionic dark matter
candidate [11–17], which naively would rule out ultra-
light dark baryons as dark matter.

The simplest hint for such a bound is the inherent ten-
sion between the existence of heavy dense objects and
the Pauli Exclusion Principle. More concretely, one may
demand that the number density is large enough to con-
stitute the total mass of a dwarf spheroidal galaxy, whilst
simultaneously occupying only those states with velocity
less than the escape velocity of the galaxy. This leads to
a bound mDM & 100 eV; for example, the Fornax galaxy
implies mDM > 164 eV [13].

The condensate phase of ultra-light QCD evades the
escape velocity bound by construction: the Cooper pair-
ing of quarks occurs between a quark with momentum

+~k and a quark with momentum −~k to produce a zero-
momentum Cooper pair. The resulting Cooper pair has,
by definition, momentum far below the escape velocity
of the galaxy, and is in no risk of escaping.

A less heuristic lower bound on the DM fermion mass
is to note that the phase-space distribution function of
dark matter, in the absence of collisions or dissipation,
obeys conservation laws that follow from the Liouville’s
theorem. This approach is known as the Tremaine-Gunn
bound [11]. In particular, the maximum of the distri-
bution function is conserved under time evolution. As-
suming the fermions initially follow a Fermi-Dirac dis-
tribution, and assuming that the fermions eventually
reach an isothermal distribution of radius rc and veloc-
ity dispersion σ, one finds the lower bound: m4

DM ≥
9(2π~)3

(2π)5/2gsGNσ r2c
. This bound is comparable to that fol-

lowing from the Pauli Exclusion Principle and escape
velocity: observations of Fornax give mDM ≥ 195 eV
[13], and observations across a range of galaxies indicate
mDM & 200 eV.

In the context of ultra-light QCD with dark matter
comprised of dark baryons, the maximum of the distri-
bution is not conserved under time evolution, due to the
short-wavelength strong-interactions that mediate colli-
sions, and bremsstrahlung of pions. Independent of the
precise impact of these effects, the density of the final
state is ultimately determined by nuclear physics, follow-
ing the equation of state Eq. (5). In what follows, we
compute the pressure and density profile, calibrated by
observations of dwarf galaxies.

IV. CONDENSATE CORES IN DARK MATTER
HALOS

The STUMP model proposed here sits at the intersec-
tion of ultralight dark matter [5, 6, 9] and self-interacting
dark matter (SIDM) [3, 4]. Guided by those scenarios,
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one expects the formation of cores in the interior regions
of galaxies, wherein the quark matter reaches a maxi-
mal density, in analogy to neutron stars. This addresses
the core-cusp problem of collisionless cold dark matter,
namely, observations favor cored halos with a maximum
density, and not the cuspy halos predicted by collision-
less cold dark matter, wherein the density is peaked at
the center of the halo. (For a review and detailed discus-
sion, see [2]). We note that STUMPs are distinguished
from past works on cored dark matter halos from light
fermions [14, 18] by the (strong) interactions.

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 r˜0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

p˜/p˜(0)

FIG. 1: Family of dense dark QCD cores, expressed in dimen-
sionless variables, and normalized to unity at the origin. Each
solution has a finite radial extent, and terminates at r = rc
defined by p(rc) = 0. Inside the core, i.e. for r < rc, the
density is very nearly constant in all cases. The differing so-
lutions are distinguished by the radius of the core and hence
total mass contained therein. Fixing the rescaling parameter
r0 = 1.5 kpc, i.e., r = 1.5r̃ kpc, we find the cores have radii
∼ 100 pc and total mass ≈ 108−109M�. The green curve has
properties in close agreement with the Tucana dwarf galaxy:
ρDM(150pc) = 5.5×108M�/kpc3 and core radius rc ' 176pc
[47].

In analogy with SIDM, the emission of light pions
(which are parametrically lighter than the baryons) al-
lows the halo to cool as it grows more dense. The result is
a dense core of dark quark matter. The density and pres-
sure of this core is determined by QCD physics that has
been studied in the context of neutron stars. In contrast
with SIDM, the cores are prevented from core-collapse by
the pressure of the condensate phase, and thus we expect
the cores to be long-lived.

Astrophysical observations of dwarf galaxies indicate
a central density ρ ∼ 108M�/kpc3 = 0.55M�/pc3 =
(0.11 eV)4 at a radius of ∼ 100 pc. Translating to natural
units, these correspond to nuclear density (nDM ∼ m3

DM)
for mDM . 0.1 eV. Note it is not necessarily the case
that nuclear density triggers the onset of quark pairing;
we expect a complicated structure to the outer edge of the
condensate core, similar to visible neutron stars. For sim-
plicity in what follows we treat halos as an inner region
described by the equation of state Eq. (5) and an outer

region wherein the dark baryons behave as collisionless
cold dark matter. The size and density of the condensate
core are governed by the equation of state Eq. (5), along
with the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations
for hydrostatic equilibrium.

The TOV equations are given by,

dp

dr
= −G

c2
(p+ ρ)(m+ 4πr3p/c2)

r2[1− 2Gm/(rc2)]

dm

dr
= 4πr2 ρ

c2
. (6)

The relevant thermodynamic relations are p = −Ω, n =
dΩ
dµ , and ρ = Ω + nµ, from which we find the equation of
state,

p[ρ] =
1

3
(ρ− 4Beff)

+
r2
2,4

12π2

(
−1 +

√
1 +

16π2

r2
2,4

(ρ−Beff)

)
, (7)

where we define r2,4 ≡ a2√
a4

. We are interested in the

regime wherein the physics are predominantly governed
by the Cooper pairing of quarks, corresponding to r2,4 �
1.

To numerically solve this system we rescale all variables
as X = X0X̃, with X̃ the dimensionless X. We define
r = r0r̃, m = m0m̃, p = p0p̃, ρ = ρ0ρ̃, where r0 = m0

24πM2
pl

and p0 = ρ0 = (24π)3M
6
pl

m2
0

, where we used 8πG/c4 =

1/(3M2
pl) with Mpl = 2.435× 1018GeV, and we take c =

1. With these substitutions, the TOV equations take a
dimensionless form.

We find numerical solutions, which are shown, in di-
mensionless variables, in Fig. 1. These solutions have
r2,4 � 1, though we note cores also exist in the oppo-
site limit. We find that the central density is largely
uncorrelated with the total mass, consistent with obser-
vations of dwarf galaxies. The radius is set by rc ∝
log(ρc/2Beff − 1), and the total mass is M ∼ r3

cρc. In
all cases the central density is ρc ' 2Beff , to a degree
of fine-tuning determined by the total mass of infalling
material.

Additionally, the frictionless transport that charac-
terizes the high density (superfluid) environment, along
with the confinement of the dark strong force into
baryons that characterizes low density environments, al-
lows the STUMP model to naturally satisfy constraints
on dark matter self-interactions from merging galaxy
clusters, e.g. from the Bullet cluster [48]. More con-
cretely, scattering of hadronic phase nucleons via pion ex-
change constrains the pion-nucleon coupling gπN , which
in turn is controlled by the lifetime of the dark ‘neu-
tron’. The latter is stable (and hence the lifetime is in-
finite) in the limit of equal dark quark masses. We find
that standard SIDM constraints (see [49] for review) on
the cross-section for 2↔ 2 nucleon scattering, σNN , im-
pose gπN < 0.01, which is easily satisfied in the STUMP
model. This is discussed further in App. D .
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An interesting question is what happens when a dwarf
galaxy falls into a halo, i.e, what happens when the con-
densate core hits hadronic phase matter (dark baryons)
at velocities exceeding hundreds of kilometers per sec-
ond. For a wide range of parameters, the baryon mass
is greater than the value of the gap, and thus one ex-
pects the baryon (which, as a color singlet, is neutral
relative to the superconductor) to act as a heavy im-
purity, namely, for the fluid to exhibit frictionless and
dissipationless flow. To the extent that the baryon can
be treated as a superposition of three quarks, one might
also expect scattering of quarks in the baryon with those
in Cooper pairs [50, 51], and scatter via a phenomenon
known as Andreev Reflection [20]. As well studied in the
context of superconductivity, an incident particle with
energy greater than the energy gap ∆ will pass through
unimpeded, while a slow-moving charged particle will
scatter via Andreev Reflection. For a wide range of pa-
rameter space, the velocity 200km/s ∼ 10−3eV is above
the energy scale of the condensate: e.g., for g = 0.1, the
gap is ∆ = 10−81µ eV, while for g = 1, the gap is 10−4µ
eV, where µ & mDM, and thus one expects that for ul-
tralight dark baryons only a small fraction of them to
scatter with the superconducting core.

The small amount of scattering of dark baryons with
the superconducting core will manifest on astrophysical
scales as an additional drag force, or in analogy to dy-
namical friction, an ‘anomalous friction’. To estimate
this effect, we take a fraction fscat of the hadronic phase
matter to be an optically thick medium through which
the superconducting core is travelling. The total force
acting on the core is,

F ∼ fscatρhaloAv
2
halo, (8)

where fscat is the fraction of dark baryons undergoing
scattering, and A is the surface area of the core. From
Newton’s second law applied to the core, F = Ma ∼
R3
cρnucla, we deduce the time-scale of the anomalous

drag,

tdrag ≡
v

a
' ρnucl

fscatρhalo
tcrossing, (9)

where tcrossing = Rc/v is the crossing time of the core.
For fscat � 1, we expect tdrag & tcrossing and thus negli-
gible anomalous friction on the core.

V. OTHER OBSERVATIONAL SIGNATURES

Grounded in the physics of neutron stars, we have pro-
posed here the STUMP scenario for dark matter, wherein
dark matter is an ultralight fermion charged under stan-
dard model baryon number. This model starts from a
loophole in the Tremaine-Gunn bound on fermionic dark
matter, and ends with a prediction of near-constant den-
sity cores in dark matter halos. It fits into the paradigm
of asymmetric dark matter as a millicharged dark baryon.

This ultralight dark matter candidate is easily dis-
tinguished from its bosonic cousins. The gravitational
and astrophysical signatures are distinguished from ultra-
light axions by superconductivity, e.g., the existence of
superconducting vortices [19] and rotons, as well as An-
dreev reflection [20], both of which arise in galaxy merg-
ers. In particular, dynamical friction induces a transfer
of angular momentum from the infalling galaxy to the
host galaxy, suggesting the spontaneous production of su-
perconducting vortices in the host. Other substructures,
such as a ‘dark disk’, may also form in this scenario, in
analog to electrically millicharged dark matter [52, 53]
and dark matter superfluids [54], and may be amenable
to detection via strong lensing [55].

The effective theory of interactions with the stan-
dard model is very different from an ultra-light boson.
For example, we can expect effective 4-fermion interac-
tions with the standard model fermions, of the form,
L =

gNf
Λ2
B
N̄Nf̄f , where N is the dark baryon, f is a

SM fermion, and gNf is a coupling constant, allowing
for 2-to-2 scattering. This can arise if baryon number
is gauged with a mediator of mass ΛB (which satisfies
ΛB >TeV for consistency with collider experiments and
proton decay). More generally, the effective theory of
fermionic dark matter interactions is given in [56].

One might also expect an interaction between the dark
pions and visible pions or baryons. Dark matter-baryon
interactions have been studied in a number of cosmolog-
ical contexts, e.g. [57]. In contrast with the millicharged
dark models considered there, the interaction in the mil-
licharged dark QCD is suppressed by ΛB , which must be
>TeV for consistency with collider experiments and pro-
ton decay, and thus one does not expect any observable
signal to be generated.

These interactions make predictions for both direct de-
tection and collider searches for dark matter. We expect
that direct detection searches for ultralight dark mat-
ter premised upon the interaction with electromagnetic
fields (e.g., resonant cavities) will return null results. On
a more positive note, we expect a collider signature in
the form of ‘semi-visible jets’ [58–60]. The interaction
with visible QCD will cause a fraction of visible QCD
jets to be converted to dark QCD jets that subsequently
pass through the detector undetected, rendering the visi-
ble QCD jets ‘semi-visible’. Further study will be needed
to consider the ultralight dark baryon regime of this phe-
nomenon.

An additional intriguing possibility is early structure
formation generated by the dissipation of energy and
cooling of structures via the emission of dark pions, in
analogy with self-interacting dark matter [61, 62]. Cool-
ing by emission of light particles naturally leads to early
structure formation, which may explain future observa-
tions of high redshift quasars at James Webb Space Tele-
scope [63]. An analysis of cooling in general dissipative
dark matter models was performed in [62], which can be
used to estimate the effect in the model proposed here.
For STUMP dark matter this, excludes a small region of
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quark masses, mq/ΛQCD ' [10−18, 10−14]. The details
of this calculation are included in Appendix C. A more
detailed analysis of parameter space, and minimal model
extensions, may reveal interesting scenarios for STUMP
dark matter. We leave this possibility to future work.

Turning to the early universe, the cogenesis of the
STUMP and visible sector asymmetries may have its own
observational signatures. For example, the production of
fermions during inflation, associated with gravitational
baryogenesis [64], has a distinct signature in CMB polar-
ization [65]. This mechanism has already been shown to
produce the observed dark matter density in the closely
related SU(2) gauge theory with massless Weyl fermions
[43], and it will be interesting to generalize to SU(3)
with Dirac fermions, as proposed here. A final, tanta-
lizing, possibility is that the vacuum energy of the dark
condensate could act as dark energy [66, 67].
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Appendix A: Schematic Phase Diagram of QCD

FIG. 2: A schematic phase diagram of QCD and QCD-like
theories. For a detailed phase diagram, see, e.g., [68]. The
hadronic phase occurs at low temperature and low densities,
while at densities above the mass of the lightest baryon mB

a quark condensate forms, and at temperatures above the
strong coupling scale ΛQCD, a quark-gluon plasma is formed.

Appendix B: Milli-B-Charged Dark Matter

In this appendix we build a concrete model of dark
matter millicharged under standard model baryon num-

ber. The starting point is to consider extensions of the
standard model wherein baryon number is a local sym-
metry, as has been done in many works, e.g. [69–78].
The basic model requirements are (1) the cancellation of
anomalies, and (2) consistency with observational con-
straints from proton decay.

In the Standard Model a local U(1)B symmetry is
anomalous. In the standard notation of triangle dia-
grams, these are SU(2)2U(1)B and U(1)2

Y U(1)B . These
can be cancelled by adding an additional generation of
fermions [77]. Recently, building on [77], a class of
anomaly-free gauged U(1)B models was given by [78].
This comprises new vector-like fermions X0, X−, and an
SU(2) doublet (E0, E−). The U(1)B charge assignments
are determined by a free parameter Bf , given in Tab. I,
and all anomalies of the theory cancel for arbitrary values
of Bf .

A simple model building framework is to introduce a
complex scalar S with integer baryon number. In this
case the coupling to standard model quarks is necessarily
through irrelevant operators, which implies that at low
energies baryon number is an approximate global symme-
try. The violation of U(1)B occurs only through opera-
tors suppressed by powers of the U(1)B symmetry break-
ing scale, along with the conventional standard model
global U(1)B anomaly. The model then easily satisfies
constraints from proton decay. For a detailed discussion,
see e.g. [77].

new fermion SU(2)L U(1)Y U(1)B
(E0, E−)L 2 −1/2 Bf

(E0, E−)R 2 −1/2 Bf + 3

X−
R 1 −1 Bf

X−
L 1 −1 Bf + 3

X0
R 1 0 Bf

X0
L 1 0 Bf + 3

TABLE I: New fermions transforming under U(1)B in the
model of [78].

All in all, an extension of the baryonic sector of the
SM with gauged U(1)B is given by,

L = |DS|2 +
1

4
BµνB

µν (B1)

−λs(S2 − v2
s)2 + Lnew fermions

where here S has baryon number Bs ∈ Z. The covari-
ant derivative operator includes the B gauge field, Bµ.
The U(1)B symmetry is broken when S gets a VEV, but
since S has integer baryon charge, this is communicated
to the standard model quarks only by higher-dimension
operators [77], e.g., L ∼ S†(eqqq)Bs . The Lagrangian
Lnew fermions is the kinetic and mass terms for the new
fermions (from e.g. [78]) required by anomaly cancella-
tion.

It is straightforward to extend this to include a dark
QCD. We emphasize that the SM B-anomaly is due to
the SU(2), and not the SU(3). A dark SU(3) can be
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trivially extended to SU(3)× U(1), as follows

LDM = |DΦ|2+
1

4
FµνF

µν+iχ̄ /Dχ+
1

4
λφ(Φ2−v2

φ)2 (B2)

where we introduce an additional complex scalar to gen-
erate a mass for the dark U(1) at low energies.

Finally, the mixing of the standard model and dark
matter is given by,

Lmix =
ε

2
BµνF

µν . (B3)

Diagonalizing the kinetic mixing of the gauge bosons,
one finds that DM has standard model baryon number
ε/3. This does not generate any anomalies, since the
dark quarks are neutral under the SM electroweak inter-
actions.

Appendix C: Quark Condensation in QCD and
QCD-like theories

In this appendix we study in detail the pairing of
quarks, and compute the finite-density induced “gap” ∆
as a function of the gauge coupling g and chemical po-
tential µ. We begin from the QCD Lagrangian at finite
density,

L = ψ̄(iγµDµ − µγ0)ψ − 1

4
TrGµνG

µν (C1)

where µ is the chemical potential, which can be thought
of as a proxy for the baryon number density, and Gµν is
the gluon field strength tensor, and the trace is over color
indices.

The density-induced formation of a condensate may be
computed rigorously in quantum field theory. To qualita-
tively understand this result, it is useful to first consider
the effective field theory describing quarks at finite den-
sity. At finite density, the gluons obtain an in-medium
mass, and may be ‘integrated out’, leading to an effective
4-fermion interaction of the quarks [34, 37, 38]. More pre-
cisely, starting from the standard QCD interaction vertex

Lint = ψ̄iαγ
µAaµT

aαβψjβδ
ij , (C2)

where T is the SU(N) generator, and using the SU(N)
identity,

T aαβT
a
γδ =

1

2
(δαδδβγ − (1/N)δαβδγδ) , (C3)

one finds the effective interaction for the quarks,

Lint = g4f ψ̄iαγ
µψjβψ̄kγγµψlδδ

ijδkl(2δαδδβγ − δαβδγδ)
(C4)

where i, j, k, l are flavor indices, α, β, γ, δ are color in-
dices, and the spinor indices are suppressed. The cou-
pling constant g4f is determined by the chemical poten-
tial and the gauge coupling.

The interaction may be Eq. (C4) may be attractive or
repulsive depending on the color of the quarks. The in-
teraction is attractive for qq → qq scattering when the
incoming two-particle state has a color wavefunction that
is antisymmetric in color, i.e., the color wave function
of the incoming state is (|αβ〉 − |βα〉)/

√
2. As in the

BCS theory of superconductivity, the attractive interac-
tion leads to the pairing of the fermions and the transition
to the condensate phase of the theory. Furthermore, as
in BCS, the pairing occurs for arbitrarily small values of
the attractive coupling.

The formation of the condensate is encoded in the vac-
uum expectation value of a diquark state, namely, the
gap ∆. These are related by [39]

〈ψiαaψ
j
βcε

ac〉 = ∆εijεαβ , (C5)

where the a, b indices are Dirac indices. The symme-
try properties of the above, namely the index structure,
follows from the requirement that the state by antisym-
metric in color, and that the wavefunction be totally an-
tisymmetric.

The value of ∆ may be computed at weak coupling by
deriving and solving the ‘gap equation’ [34]. Here we will
perform this calculation at weak coupling.

The energy gap ∆ is by definition a shift in the disper-
sion relation of excitations, E2

k = ε2k+∆2
k. This manifests

itself in field theory as the anomalous self energy of the
fermion propagator, induced by interactions with gluons.
The gap appears in the propagator as [79],

〈ψ†a(p)ψa(p)〉 =
−ip0 + εp

p2
0 + ε2p + ∆2

p

(C6)

where εp = |~p| − µ and a is the flavor index. This can be
rearranged to compute ∆ in terms of loop contributions
to the propagator, leading to an expression for ∆ that
is an integral over quark-gluon interaction vertices and
gluon propagators. For single gluon exchange, this takes
the form

∆ ' g2

∫
d4q vµ(q)Dµν(q − k)vν(−q) (C7)

where vµ(q) is the (dressed) quark-gluon vertex and Dµν

is the gluon propagator. This is referred to as the “gap
equation.”

The gap equation for QCD may be rigorously com-
puted from the two-particle irreducible (2PI) effective ac-
tion. The gap (or equivalently, the fermion self-energy)
is given by the variation of the 2PI action with respect
to the fermion propagator. The gap equation for single
gluon exchange is given by [34]

∆k =
g2

4

∫
d3q

(2π3)
Z(q)

∆q

εq
[De(p)Te +Dm(p)Tm] (C8)

where De,m are the electric and magnetic gluon propa-
gators, and Z is the wavefunction renormalization. The
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Te,m are numerical constants that come from traces over
color, flavor, and Dirac indices.

The dominant contribution to the integral comes from
gluons with q0 � q, corresponding to the exchange of a
gluon that is nearly static. Fixing the gauge to Coloumb
gauge, the propagators in this limit are given by [34, 79]

De(q) =
2

|~q|2 +m2
e

(C9)

Dm(q) =
1

|~q|2 + (3π/4)m2
e(q0/|~q|)

(C10)

where me ' g2µ2 is the Debye mass. The Debye mass
effectively screens electric gluons. The magnetic gluons,
on the other hand, are damped rather then screened, on
a characteristic scale |~q| ∼ (g2µ2∆)1/3.

Focusing on the magnetic gluon contribution, the gap
equation is of the form

∆ ' g2

∫
dξdθ

∆√
ξ2 + ∆2

· µ2

θµ2 + δ2
, (C11)

where δ ' (g2µ2∆)1/3 is the cutoff due to damping, and
ξ ≡ k − µ, θ is the angle between the loop and external
momenta. Performing the angular integration, the gap
equation (C8) is given

∆k '
g2

18π2

∫
dq

∆q

εq

1

2
log

(
µ2

|ε2q − ε2k|

)
. (C12)

The may be solved for ∆ to give,

∆ ' g−5 exp

(
− 3π2

√
2g

)
, (C13)

This differs from the conventional BCS theory of super-
conductivity in the power of g appearing in the exponent:
the gap in BCS theory scales as exp(−1/g2), and thus is
highly suppressed relative to that in QCD and QCD-like
theories.

Appendix D: Nucleon-Nucleon Scattering

The dark pion - dark nucleon interaction leads to
nucleon-nucleon scattering in the hadronic phase. The
resulting 2↔ 2 nucleon scattering is constrained by con-
ventional SIDM constraints (see [49] for a review). In
this appendix we quantify these constraints and discuss
the implications for the model given theory expectations
for the model parameters.

Making use of the Dirac equation for the nucleon,
the pion-nucleon interaction may be recast as LπNN '
(mN/fπ)gπN πN̄γ5N . ApproximatingmN ' fπ ' ΛQCD

in the STUMP model, this can be further simplified to
LπNN ∼ gπNπN̄γ5N . The resulting scattering cross sec-
tion for nucleon-nucleon scattering is given by,

σNN ∼ g4
πN

p4

s

1

(s−m2
π)2

(D1)

where p is the nucleon momentum, which can be approx-
imated as p ' mNvN , and s is the center of mass energy
squared. In the limit mπ � mN , this simplifies to

σNN
mN

∼ g4
πN

v4
N

m3
N

(D2)

∼ 1
cm2

g

( gπN
0.01

)4
(

vN
10km/s

)4 ( mN

0.1eV

)−3

.(D3)

From the benchmark SIDM constraint σ < 1cm2/g we
find the constraint gπN < 0.01 in the STUMP model.
To understand the implications of this for the model,
we must understand the dark QCD theory prediction for
gπN .

The coupling gπN is related to the decay of the “neu-
tron”. In the Standard Model, this is encapsulated by
the Goldberger-Treiman relation [31, 32], which relates
the pion-nucleon coupling to the lepton-nucleon coupling.
The coupling of nucleons to leptons is parametrized by gV
and gA, for vector and axial nucleon-lepton interactions.
In historical terms, the vector interaction with strength
gV generates Fermi Decay of the neutron while the axial
interaction with strength gA generates Gamow-Teller de-
cay. These can be further expressed in terms of the Fermi
coupling and the CKM matrix elements, as gV = GFVud,
and gA ≡ GFVudλ with λ ≡ gA/gV .

The Goldberger-Treiman relation is given by [31],

gnπ = gA
mN

fπ
(D4)

where gA is the axial coupling of nucleons to leptons.
From this one may compute the neutron lifetime as,

1

τN
' |〈p|n〉|2 ∝ (g2

V + 3g2
A) (D5)

The limit of a stable neutron corresponds to vanishing
gV and gA.

In the Standard Model, measurements of neutron life-
time set gπN = O(1). In the STUMP model, where there
is no analog of the Weak force or of beta decay, the stabil-
ity of the neutron is controlled only by the mass splitting
of the dark quarks. For nearly-degenerate quark masses,
we expect gπN � 1, and thus the model easily satisfies
SIDM constraints.

Appendix E: Cooling Rate

An analysis of cooling in general dissipative dark mat-
ter models was performed in [62], which can be used to
estimate the effect in the model proposed here. The cool-
ing rate is in general given by,

C = ρ2 σdiss.

mDM

4νν2
loss√
π

(
1 +

ν2
loss

ν2

)
e−

ν2loss
ν2 , (E1)

where νloss ≡
√
Eloss/m is the velocity loss per event,

σdiss. is the dissipative interaction cross section, and ν is
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the dark matter velocity dispersion, which for the Milky
Way is roughly νMW ∼ 220 km/s ∼ 10−3c [80]. Con-
straints on the cooling rate can be derived by assuming
a Boltzmann distribution for ν, and comparing the total
cooling to the dynamical time scale of the halo tdy = H/ν
[62]. The observational constraints depend on the rela-
tive size of the scattering cross section and the dissipation
cross section, and are shown in Fig. 3 of [62].

In our setup, both scattering and dissipation arise
solely from the residual strong force. Hence, the scat-
tering and dissipation cross sections are roughly equal:
σdiss. ' σscat.. The energy loss per bremsstrahlung is the
rest energy of a pion, Eloss ' mπc

2, from which we find
the relative velocity loss νloss,

νloss ≡
√
Eloss

mDM
'
√

mπ

mDM
c. (E2)

In our model, we can express the above in terms of the
quark mass and strong coupling scale:

νloss =

(
mq

ΛQCD

) 1
4

c. (E3)

From this we see that the cooling rate Eq. (E1) is sup-
pressed in both the limit of massless quarks and for
quarks heavier than ≈ 10−13ΛQCD, the latter due to the
exponential suppression in Eq. (E1). For eV-scale dark
baryons, this translates to mq & 10−13 eV in order for
cooling to be exponentially suppressed.

Indeed, comparing to the observational constraints,
Fig. 3 of [81], for σdiss. ' σscat. the data excludes νloss

above ∼ 10 km/s but below ∼ 100 km/s, which for
STUMP dark matter excludes a small region of quark
masses, mq/ΛQCD ' [10−18, 10−14].

Appendix F: Early Universe Physics of STUMP
Dark Matter

In this work we are particularly interested in the late
universe physics of STUMP dark matter. It is impor-
tant, however, to demonstrate that the model has a self-
consistent early universe description, and is compatible
with known constraints on dark matter and dark radi-
ation, such as the CMB and big bang nucleosynthesis.
Here we outline one simple early universe genesis mech-
anism of STUMP dark matter.

We first note early universe genesis of an ultralight
dark QCD condensate developed in [43]. In that work,
the dark matter is in the condensate phase at very early
times, and the relic density of dark matter is set by
the energy density initially stored in the bosonic exci-
tations of the condensate. The resulting cosmology is
near-indistinguishable from a conventional axion.

The connection to the present paper arises if the con-
densate, behaving as a coherent scalar field in the early
universe, is fragmented in the late universe, causing the
theory to enter the hadronic phase. The fragmentation
of scalar field dark matter had been studied recently in
[82] . It will be interesting to study this in detail for the
STUMP model, but we would opt to leave that for future
work.
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