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Abstract

In the self-interacting dark matter paradigm (hereafter SIDM), dark matter (DM) is
assumed to have non-gravitational interactions with itself. SIDM has been constrained
by observations of galaxy clusters. More recently, measurements of large DM densities
at the center of the Milky Way’s galaxy satellites are indicating that DM-DM interactions
can potentially induce gravothermal core collapse. In this proceeding an overview of the
combined measurements of cluster-size galaxies and kinematics of local satellite galaxies
is used to argue that DM interactions should depend on the relative velocity of the DM
particles.
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1 Introduction

The long-held cosmological paradigm of A collisionless cold dark matter (ACDM) accurately
predicts the large-scale structure of the Universe [1, 2], however, significant discrepancies on
galactic and sub-galactic scales are constantly challenging it.

Of these discrepancies, one of the most challenging is the diversity of the inner dark-matter
content in dwarf galaxies (see [3] for a recent review). DM-only simulations predict that
dwarf galaxies are embedded in DM haloes that have a steep density profile with a ‘cusp’
shape [4]. However, CDM simulations with baryonic feedback processes from star formation
and supernova explosions produce gravitational fluctuations, that allow the redistribution of
DM, and the formation of flat density cores [5]. But this appears to be very model-dependent
(e.g. [6,7]). An additional challenge is that baryons can only explain the formation of DM
cores or cusp in gas-rich systems, but fail to do so in gas-poor systems. There is substantial
evidence for the existence of a diversity in the DM density of gas-poor systems, such as the
dwarf spheroidals and ultra-faint satellites of the Milky Way [8-12].

This motivates to question the nature of DM and to explore DM physics beyond standard
models. A promising alternative is self-interacting dark matter [13], which considers that DM
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particles experience collisions with each other. DM particles collisions transfer heat towards
the colder central regions of DM haloes, lowering central densities and creating constant den-
sity cores, e.g. [14-20].

The goal of this proceeding is to review the latest observations that place constraints on the
SIDM paradigm, with the aim of understanding whether the DM particles interactions should
depend on the particles’ relative velocities.

2 SIDM Observational Constraints

The cross section per unit mass, o/m,, is the main parameter that controls the rate of DM
particles interactions. A low cross section (o/m, < 1 cm?/g) produces low DM collisions
rates, allowing DM haloes to keep cuspy density profiles. Alternatively, high cross sections
(c/m,>1 cm?/g) lead to very frequent DM collisions that are able to produce central density
cores (e.g. [17,21]).

SIDM has been motivated by observations of galaxy clusters colliding, where the mismatch
between the DM centre and the galaxy centre can be produced by DM-DM interactions, that
induce a drag-like force after the collision [22-25]. Studies on galaxy clusters-scales investi-
gating the DM-galaxy mismatch, clusters’ ellipticity and core-size have set robust upper limits
on the SIDM cross section of o/m, < 1.25 cm?/g, e.g. [26-29]. Fig. 1 shows o/m, as a
function of the relative velocities between DM particles. In the top x-axis of the figure, the
typical mass-scale of haloes within which DM particles are embedded is highlighted. In the
large-velocity regime, the latest upper limits and measurements of o /m, are shown along side
with the respective references.

For Milky Way-mass haloes, there are not robust constraints. Instead, an upper limit of 10
cm?/g has been highlighted in Fig. 1 to indicate that a larger o/ m, at these scales leads to
excessive satellite destruction, which in turn does not produce a realistic Milky Way system of
satellites. This is because the excessive interactions between the DM particles from satellites
and the host enhance the mass loss of satellites [30,31].

In the dwarf galaxies regime current constraints of o/m,, rely on predicting the DM density
profile of galaxies following the isothermal Jeans modelling [32]. In this manner, Ref. [8]
analysed the density profile of Draco, a cuspy MW dwarf spheroidal galaxy, and concluded
that its high central density gives an upper bound on the SIDM cross section of o/m, < 0.57
cm?/g (see also [32,33]). Others (e.g. [10,11]) analysed the cuspy profiles of some dwarfs
and ultra-faint dwarfs, and concluded that zero self-interactions are favoured. The yellow
region in Fig. 1 highlights the regime where o/m, <1 cm?/g. This regime is not ruled out by
any upper limit from the large and small scales, and it indicates that o /m, can be constant.

The problem with having o/m, <1 cm? /g is that such low rate of DM interactions fails to
produce central density cores in haloes. In this manner SIDM is unable to solve the diversity
problem of CDM, which cannot explain core in gas-poor dwarf galaxies, nor it can account
for the full diversity in gas-rich systems [37]. Several works have concluded that for SIDM
being able to produce central density cores in haloes, the cross section needs to be o/m, > 1
cm?/g, with numerical studies finding that o/ m, = 0.5—10 cm?/g produced DM cores in
dwarf galaxies with sizes ~0.3-1.5 kpc (e.g. [21, 38,39]). This minimum cross section of 1
cm? /g, needed to solve the cusp-core problem of dwarf galaxies is highlighted in Fig. 2.

In the regime of large cross sections (e.g. o/m, > 10 cm?/g), DM particle interactions are
so frequent that they are able to rapidly heat the central DM halo core, causing it to contract
and raise in density. In this regime, known as gravothermal core collapse [40], DM haloes
form a density core early on, which changes to a cuspy profile at later times [41-43]. Ref.
[44] recently demonstrated that the high DM central densities of the satellite dwarf galaxies
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Figure 1: Cross section as a function of the relative DM particles velocities. The top
x-axis indicates the typical halo mass that hosts orbits of such velocities. The figure
shows upper limits derived from the DM-galaxy mismatch in galaxy clusters colliding,
as well as from clusters’ ellipticity and core-size. It is also shown a 10 cm?/g upper
limit motivated by the excessive satellite destruction in Milky Way-mass systems,
and the recent o/m, < 1 cm?/g upper limits in dwarf-mass scales derived from
the cuspy profiles of some dwarfs and ultra-faint dwarfs. In the figure, the yellow
region highlights the regime where o/m, <1 cm?/g. This regime is not ruled out
by any upper limit from the large and small scales, and it indicates that o/m, can
be constant. References in the figure are the following [9-11,22-28,30-36].

orbiting the Milky Way can be explained by SIDM, where the classical dwarf satellites are in
gravothermal core collapse. Ref. [44] estimated that o/m, should be larger than 10 cm?/g
on dwarf galaxy scales, with o/m, depending on the relative velocity of DM particles, in such
a way that DM behaves almost collisionless over cluster scales but as a collisional fluid on
dwarf galaxy scales. The large cross sections from Ref. [44] are included in the top-left corner
of Fig. 2.

Particle physics models favour such velocity-dependent framework for the DM particle
(e.g. [45,46]), arguing that DM exists in a ‘hidden sector’, where forces between DM particles
are mediated by analogues to electroweak or strong forces (e.g. [45-50]). The yellow region
in Fig. 2 highlights a velocity-dependent o /m, model, which is not ruled out by upper limits
from the Milky Way satellite system and galaxy-clusters.

3 Velocity-dependent SIDM

The velocity-dependent cross section illustrated in Fig. 2 has been recently studied in a DM-
only cosmological simulation of SIDM [51]. Ref. [51] modelled the interaction among DM
particles with the scattering following a Yukawa potential. Assuming that the scattering poten-
tial can be treated as a small perturbation (Born approximation), the differential cross-section
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Figure 2: Same as Fig. 1. This figure indicates the lower limit of o/m, > 1 cm?/g
needed in dwarf-mass scales for SIDM being able to produce central density cores.
Additionally, it shows the values of o/m, derived in Ref. [44] under the condition
of gravothermal-core collapse. The yellow region highlights a velocity-dependent
o /m, model, which is not ruled out by upper limits from the Milky Way satellite
system and galaxy-clusters. References in the figure are the following [9-11, 14, 15,
17,19-28,30-36].

used for the DM-DM interactions takes the form

2
a
dO'_ X

90 _ .
dg m?2 (mi/m% +v2 sin2(9/2))

(D

Assuming the coupling strength to be a,, =4.96 x 107, the dark matter mass, m , =423
GeV, and the mediator mass, mg = 0.35MeV, the velocity-dependent cross section reaches 100
cm?/g on dwarf scales, 1 cm?/g on MW-mass scales and < 1 cm?/g on cluster-size galaxies.
Using this model implemented in a cosmological simulation, Ref. [51] showed that it produces
a diversity in the shape of DM density profiles in the DM halo population. The diversity is
particularly large in satellite haloes.

4 Conclusion

In this proceeding I reviewed the combined measurements of cluster-size galaxies and kine-
matics of local satellite galaxies, and argued that DM interactions should depend on the rela-
tive velocity of DM particles. This conclusion is driven by the strong upper limits of o/m, <1
cm?/g derived using cluster-size haloes, and the recent result that large o /m , on dwarf galaxy
scales explains the diversity of rotational curves of these systems [51]. The favoured velocity-
dependent model considers a cross section that reaches 100 cm?/g on dwarf scales, 1 cm?/g
on MW-mass scales and < 1 cm?/g on cluster-size galaxies. This work concludes that a SIDM
velocity-dependent model offers a promising explanation that alleviates the discrepancies on
galactic and sub-galactic scales currently challenging the ACDM paradigm.

059.4


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhysProc.12.059

Scil SciPost Phys. Proc. 12, 059 (2023)

Acknowledgements

Funding information This work was carried out with the support of the Dutch Research
Council (NWO Veni 192.020).

References

[1] Y. Akrami et al., Planck 2018 results: II. Low frequency instrument data processing, Astron.
Astrophys. 641, A2 (2020), doi:10.1051/0004-6361/201833293.

[2] S. Alam et al., Completed SDSS-IV extended baryon oscillation spectroscopic survey: Cos-
mological implications from two decades of spectroscopic surveys at the Apache Point Obser-
vatory, Phys. Rev. D 103, 083533 (2021), doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.083533.

[3] L. V. Sales, A. Wetzel and A. Fattahi, Baryonic solutions and challenges for cosmological
models of dwarf galaxies, Nat.Astron. 6, 897 (2022), doi:10.1038/s41550-022-01689-w.

[4] J. E Navarro, C. S. Frenk and S. D. M. White, A universal density profile from hierarchical
clustering, Astrophys. J. 490, 493 (1997), doi:10.1086/304888.

[5] E Governato et al., Cuspy no more: How outflows affect the central dark matter and baryon
distribution in A cold dark matter galaxies, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 422, 1231 (2012),
doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20696.x.

[6] S.Bose et al., No cores in dark matter-dominated dwarf galaxies with bursty star formation
histories, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 486, 4790 (2019), doi:10.1093/mnras/stz1168.

[7] A. A.Dutton, T. Buck, A. V. Maccio, K. L. Dixon, M. Blank and A. Obreja, NIHAO - XXV, Con-
vergence in the cusp-core transformation of cold dark matter haloes at high star formation
thresholds, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 499, 2648 (2020), doi:10.1093 /mnras/staa3028.

[8] J.I. Read, M. G. Walker and P, Steger, The case for a cold dark matter cusp in Draco, Mon.
Not. R. Astron. Soc. 481, 860 (2018), doi:10.1093/mnras/sty2286.

[9] J. I Read, M. G. Walker and P. Steger, Dark matter heats up in dwarf galaxies, Mon. Not.
R. Astron. Soc. 484, 1401 (2019), doi:10.1093 /mnras/sty3404.

[10] K. Hayashi, M. Ibe, S. Kobayashi, Y. Nakayama and S. Shirai, Probing dark mat-
ter self-interaction with ultrafaint dwarf galaxies, Phys. Rev. D 103, 023017 (2021),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023017.

[11] T. Ebisu, T. Ishiyvama and K. Hayashi, Constraining self-interacting dark matter with dwarf
spheroidal galaxies and high-resolution cosmological N-body simulations, Phys. Rev. D 105,
023016 (2022), doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023016.

[12] K. Hayashi, Y. Hirai, M. Chiba and T. Ishiyama, Dark matter halo properties of the galactic
dwarf satellites: Implication for chemo-dynamical evolution of the satellites and a challenge
to ACDM, (arXiv preprint) doi:10.48550/arXiv.2206.02821.

[13] D. N. Spergel and P J. Steinhardt, Observational evidence for self-interacting cold dark
matter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 3760 (2000), doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3760.

[14] R. Davé, D. N. Spergel, P J. Steinhardt and B. D. Wandelt, Halo properties in cosmo-
logical simulations of self-interacting cold dark matter, Astrophys. J. 547, 574 (2001),
doi:10.1086/318417.

059.5


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhysProc.12.059
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833293
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.083533
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01689-w
https://doi.org/10.1086/304888
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20696.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1168
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3028
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2286
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty3404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023016
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2206.02821
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3760
https://doi.org/10.1086/318417

Scil SciPost Phys. Proc. 12, 059 (2023)

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

P Colin, V. Avila-Reese, O. Valenzuela and C. Firmani, Structure and subhalo popula-
tion of halos in a self-interacting dark matter cosmology, Astrophys. J. 581, 777 (2002),
doi:10.1086/344259.

M. Vogelsberger, J. Zavala and A. Loeb, Subhaloes in self-interacting galactic dark
matter haloes, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 423, 3740 (2012), doi:10.1111/j.1365-
2966.2012.21182.x.

M. Rocha, A. H. G. Peter, J. S. Bullock, M. Kaplinghat, S. Garrison-Kimmel, J. Ofiorbe
and L. A. Moustakas, Cosmological simulations with self-interacting dark matter - L
Constant-density cores and substructure, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 430, 81 (2013),
doi:10.1093/mnras/sts514.

G. A. Dooley, A. H. G. Peter, M. Vogelsberger, J. Zavala and A. Frebel, Enhanced tidal
stripping of satellites in the galactic halo from dark matter self-interactions, Mon. Not. R.
Astron. Soc. 461, 710 (2016), doi:10.1093 /mnras/stw1309.

M. Vogelsberger, J. Zavala, K. Schutz and T. R. Slatyer, Evaporating the Milky Way halo
and its satellites with inelastic self-interacting dark matter, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 484,
5437 (2019), doi:10.1093 /mnras/stz340.

V. H. Robles, T. Kelley, J. S. Bullock and M. Kaplinghat, The Milky Way’s halo and sub-
haloes in self-interacting dark matter, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 490, 2117 (2019),
doi:10.1093/mnras/stz2345.

J. Zavala, M. Vogelsberger and M. G. Walker, Constraining self-interacting dark matter
with the Milky Way’s dwarf spheroidals, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 431, L20 (2013),
doi:10.1093/mnrasl/sls053.

S. W. Randall, M. Markevitch, D. Clowe, A. H. Gonzalez and M. Bradac, Constraints on
the self-interaction cross section of dark matter from numerical simulations of the merging
galaxy cluster 1E 0657-56, Astrophys. J. 679, 1173 (2008), doi:10.1086/587859.

W. Dawson et al., Evidence for self-interacting dark matter: A call for a regime change, In

American astronomical society meeting #221 (2013).

R. Massey et al., The behaviour of dark matter associated with four bright cluster galax-
ies in the 10 kpc core of Abell 3827, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 449, 3393 (2015),
doi:10.1093/mnras/stv467.

D. Harvey, R. Massey, T. Kitching, A. Taylor and E. Tittley, The nongravitational
interactions of dark matter in colliding galaxy clusters, Science 347, 1462 (2015),
doi:10.1126/science.1261381.

D. Wittman, N. Golovich and W. A. Dawson, The mismeasure of mergers: Revised limits
on self-interacting dark matter in merging galaxy clusters, Astrophys. J. 869, 104 (2018),
doi:10.3847/1538-4357 /aaee77.

D. Harvey, A. Robertson, R. Massey and I. G. McCarthy, Observable tests of self-interacting
dark matter in galaxy clusters: BCG wobbles in a constant density core, Mon. Not. R. Astron.
Soc. 488, 1572 (2019), do0i:10.1093/mnras/stz1816.

L. Sagunski, S. Gad-Nasr, B. Colquhoun, A. Robertson and S. Tulin, Velocity-dependent
self-interacting dark matter from groups and clusters of galaxies, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 2021, 024 (2021), doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/024.

059.6


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhysProc.12.059
https://doi.org/10.1086/344259
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21182.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21182.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts514
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw1309
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz340
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2345
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/sls053
https://doi.org/10.1086/587859
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv467
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1261381
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaee77
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1816
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/024

Scil SciPost Phys. Proc. 12, 059 (2023)

[29] K. E. Andrade et al., A stringent upper limit on dark matter self-interaction cross-
section from cluster strong lensing, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 510, 54 (2021),
doi:10.1093/mnras/stab3241.

[30] M. Vogelsberger et al., ETHOS - An effective theory of structure formation: dark matter
physics as a possible explanation of the small-scale CDM problems, Mon. Not. R. Astron.
Soc. 460, 1399 (2016), doi:10.1093/mnras/stw1076.

[31] E.O.Nadler, A. Banerjee, S. Adhikari, Y.-Y. Mao and R. H. Wechsler, Signatures of Velocity-
dependent Dark Matter Self-interactions in Milky Way-mass Halos, Astrophys. J. 896, 112
(2020), doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ab94b0.

[32] M. Valli and H.-B. Yu, Dark matter self-interactions from the internal dynamics of dwarf
spheroidals, Nat. Astron. 2, 907 (2018), doi:10.1038/s41550-018-0560-7.

[33] M. Kaplinghat, S. Tulin and H.-B. Yu, Dark matter halos as particle colliders: Unified solu-
tion to small-scale structure puzzles from dwarfs to clusters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 041302
(2016), doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.041302.

[34] A. H. G. Peter, M. Rocha, J. S. Bullock and M. Kaplinghat, Cosmological simulations with
self-interacting dark matter - II. Halo shapes versus observations, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
430, 105 (2013), doi:10.1093 /mnras/sts535.

[35] M. J.Jee, H. Hoekstra, A. Mahdavi and A. Babul, Hubble space telescope /advanced camera
for surveys confirmation of the dark substructure in A520, Astrophys. J. 783, 78 (2014),
doi:10.1088,/0004-637X/783/2/78.

[36] F Kahlhoefer, K. Schmidt-Hoberg, J. Kummer and S. Sarkar, On the interpretation of dark
matter self-interactions in Abell 3827, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc: Lett. 452, L54 (2015),
doi:10.1093/mnrasl/slv088.

[37] 1. M.E. Santos-Santos et al., Baryonic clues to the puzzling diversity of dwarf galaxy rotation
curves, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 495, 58 (2020), doi:10.1093/mnras/staal072.

[38] O.D. Elbert, J. S. Bullock, S. Garrison-Kimmel, M. Rocha, J. Ofiorbe and A. H. G. Peter,
Core formation in dwarf haloes with self-interacting dark matter: No fine-tuning necessary,
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 453, 29 (2015), doi:10.1093/mnras/stv1470.

[39] A. B. Fry et al., All about baryons: revisiting SIDM predictions at small halo masses, Mon.
Not. R. Astron. Soc. 452, 1468 (2015), doi:10.1093/mnras/stv1330.

[40] S. Balberg, S. L. Shapiro and S. Inagaki, Self-interacting dark matter halos and the
gravothermal catastrophe, Astrophys. J. 568, 475 (2002), do0i:10.1086/339038.

[41] H. Nishikawa, K. K. Boddy and M. Kaplinghat, Accelerated core collapse in tidally
stripped self-interacting dark matter halos, Phys. Rev. D 101, 063009 (2020),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.063009.

[42] H. C. Turner, M. R. Lovell, J. Zavala and M. Vogelsberger, The onset of gravothermal core
collapse in velocity-dependent self-interacting dark matter subhaloes, Mon. Not. R. Astron.
Soc. 505, 5327 (2021), doi:10.1093/mnras/stab1725.

[43] Z. C. Zeng et al., Core-collapse, evaporation, and tidal effects: The life story of a
self-interacting dark matter subhalo, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 513, 4845 (2022),
doi:10.1093/mnras/stac1094.

059.7


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhysProc.12.059
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab3241
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw1076
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab94b0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-018-0560-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.041302
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts535
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/783/2/78
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slv088
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1072
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1470
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1330
https://doi.org/10.1086/339038
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.063009
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1725
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1094

Scil SciPost Phys. Proc. 12, 059 (2023)

[44] C. A. Correa, Constraining velocity-dependent self-interacting dark matter with the
Milky Way’s dwarf spheroidal galaxies, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 503, 920 (2021),
doi:10.1093/mnras/stab506.

[45] M. R. Buckley and P J. Fox, Dark matter self-interactions and light force carriers, Phys.
Rev. D 81, 083522 (2010), doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083522.

[46] K. K. Boddy, J. L. Feng, M. Kaplinghat, Y. Shadmi and T. M. P Tait, Strongly inter-
acting dark matter: Self-interactions and keV lines, Phys. Rev. D 90, 095016 (2014),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.095016.

[47] M. Pospelov, A. Ritz and M. Voloshin, Bosonic super-WIMPs as keV-scale dark matter, Phys.
Rev. D 78, 115012 (2008), doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.115012.

[48] N. Arkani-Hamed, D. P Finkbeiner, T. R. Slatyer and N. Weiner, A theory of dark matter,
Phys. Rev. D 79, 015014 (2009), doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.015014.

[49] J. L. Feng, M. Kaplinghat and H.-B. Yu, Sommerfeld enhancements for thermal relic dark
matter, Phys. Rev. D 82, 083525 (2010), doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.82.083525.

[50] S. Tulin and H.-B. Yu, Dark matter self-interactions and small scale structure, Phys. Rep.
730, 1 (2018), doi:10.1016/].physrep.2017.11.004.

[51] C. A. Correa, M. Schaller, S. Ploeckinger, N. Anau Montel, C. Weniger and S. Ando, Tan-
goSIDM: Tantalizing models of self-interacting dark matter, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 517,
3045 (2022), doi:10.1093 /mnras/stac2830.

059.8


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhysProc.12.059
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.095016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.115012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.015014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.083525
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2017.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2830

	Introduction
	SIDM Observational Constraints
	Velocity-dependent SIDM
	Conclusion
	References

