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Abstract. The self-interacting dark matter can affect various cosmological processes. Such
interactions can be number conserving (e.g. 2 → 2) or number violating (e.g. 3 → 2, 4 →
2 etc.). The latter processes where three (or more) dark matter particles undergo self-
annihilation/scattering to produce less number of dark matter is termed as “Cannibalism”
process. In this work, the self-interaction of dark matter and the strength of such interactions
are investigated in the light of experimental results of the global 21-cm spectrum of neural
hydrogen from the era of cosmic dawn. From the present work, it appears that 2→ 2 process
is much more dominant over the 3→ 2 process. It is also found that such interactions affect
the dark matter-baryon elastic scattering cross-section. The study also indicates the presence
of multi component dark matter of different mass range in the Universe.
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1 Introduction

A strong absorption signal of the global 21-cm hyperfine transition spectrum of neutral hy-
drogen around redshift z = 17.2 has been observed by the EDGES experiment [1]. EDGES
reported an absorption spectrum centred at a frequency of ∼ 78.2 MHz which corresponds to
a redshift of ∼ 17.2. The result reported by EDGES experiments was estimated to be 3.8σ
off from the prediction in the standard ΛCDM model.

At the epoch of cosmic dawn (15 ≤ z ≤ 35) [2], in particular when the first stars were
born at about z ∼ 20 the cosmic gas hydrogen gas was at its coolest point before being heated
up by the X-ray radiation. This ionizes the neutral hydrogen and heralds the reionization
epoch ending the “Dark Ages”. The first stars are born and the Universe has been lit up. The
21-cm hydrogen line is emitted due to the hyperfine transition between the ortho (the spins of
proton and electrons are parallel) and para states (the spins are anti-parallel) of hydrogen at its
ground state. At the era of reionization after the first star was born the spin temperature Ts of
hydrogen gas is coupled to the cooler gas and at that epoch Ts < TCMB thereby absorption line
of 21-cm would be observed at the CMB radio background. Thus depending on whether the
spin temperature is greater or less than the background radio signal temperature, the emission
or absorption line of the 21-cm H1 spectrum can be observed. The anomaly between the
experimental and standard model prediction of the brightness temperature of the redshifted
21-cm hydrogen absorption spectra has inspired several probes in the dark mystery of the
early universe, in particular during the cosmic dark ages. As the known Universe is made up
of 75% hydrogen gas, so the 21-cm transition measurement could be significant to understand
the evolution of the Universe as well as the evolution of the temperature of the hydrogen
gas. Its intensity depends on the population ratio of the triplet and singlet state. This is
expressed in terms of a quantity called spin temperature or Ts. Since the 21-cm signal can be
measured with respect to the cosmic microwave background radiation or CMB temperature
(TCMB), the 21-cm brightness temperature T21 is expressed in terms of Ts and TCMB and
optical depth τ of the medium through which the radiation passes. It may be noted that the
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process of reionization increases the number density of free electron which could scatter off
CMB affecting the optical depth τ .

At z ∼ 200, the cosmic gas decouples from the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
and its temperature drops below radiation due to the adiabatic evolution of the gas temper-
ature. The unexpected cooling of the 21-cm signal observed by the EDGES experiment has
turned out to be a promising probe to understand the cosmic history during the cosmic dawn
era. The influence of baryon-dark matter interaction as also the effect of dark matter decay
on the evolution during the cosmic dawn era can also be addressed by studying the 21-cm
signal from that era. The global 21-cm signal detected by EDGES from the era of the cosmic
dawn appears to be at a temperature considerably lower than that expected from the known
standard cosmological model (ΛCDM).

The apparent cooling of the gas reported by the EDGES experiments could have been
caused by a process in which heat is absorbed from baryons. In case the heat exchange
between dark matter and baryons causes this observed cooling effect then it can be envisaged
that the scattering between the dark matter and baryons could lead to this effect. For this to
happen however the mass of dark matter should be less or of the order of the mass of baryons.
The dark matter annihilation also can cause the exchange of heat with the surroundings. In
the present work, a sub-GeV dark matter is considered. The scattering of this sub-GeV dark
matter with baryons could have a significant cooling of the baryon fluid once Ly-α radiation
becomes effective [3].

A strong velocity-dependent DM-baryon (here baryon refers to all standard model parti-
cles) scattering would lead to a strong 21-cm signal at the cosmic dark ages and also elude the
astrophysical and cosmological constraints at the present day. However, for Rutherford-like
DM scattering with baryons (comparable to Compton scatterings), the interaction couples
to the gas with CMB radiation. In this case, the scattering cross-section has large velocity
dependence. The DM-baryon elastic scattering around the reionization epoch may cause the
gas to cool down further causing a lower brightness temperature of 21-cm absorption line.
The nature of velocity-dependent scattering cross-section is generally expressed as σ = σ0 v

n

[4–8] where n is a constant that depends on the nature of dark matter. For example, in
the literature, it has been discussed that for magnetized DM, the index n = ±2, while for
millicharged dark matter n = −4 [9–14]. The v−4(n = −4) dependence of the DM-baryon
scattering, is also true for Rutherford-like DM-baryon scattering [15]. If the scattering po-
tential is Yukawa type [16] then the parameter n in the scattering cross-section σ = σ0v

n can
take the value n = 2, 1, 0,−1. In addition to DM-SM scattering the DM can also undergo the
self-scattering processes. The DM-DM self-scattering may also influence the brightness tem-
perature of the 21-cm absorption line. In the present work, in addition to the (i) DM-baryon
elastic scattering (χ+ SM→ χ+ SM) and (ii) DM annihilation to SM (χ+ χ→ SM + SM)
( χχχ → χχ)(χ represents the dark matter), the heating (cooling) effects due to various
dark matter self-scattering processes are also addressed. Here two types of self-scattering
are considered. These are (i) “2 → 2” elastic self-scattering (χχ → χχ) and (ii) “3 → 2”
self-annihilation [17, 18].

The self-interacting DM is a promising probe to the dark sector of the Universe under the
uncharged SM gauge group. If the relic density of DM is determined by either the cross-section
of the elastic scattering between DM and SM or the cross-section of the number-changing self-
interaction processes, then the scenario is called “Elastically Decoupling Relic” or ELDER. In
this case, the mass of DM (mχ) ∼ the QCD confinement scale ((10MeV < mχ < 100MeV)). In
this work, all four interactions mentioned above are assumed to be effective at early universe
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(Γ > H, where Γ is the respective interaction rate and H is the Hubble paraneter) until
ELDER dark matter becomes non-relativistic. Under these circumstances the interaction
rates for the process χ + SM → χ + SM, χχ → χχ and χχχ → χχ fall off exponentially
whereas elastic scattering interaction (χ+ SM→ χ+ SM) rate varies more slowly.

In the present work, the principal focus is on these interactions of ELDER dark matter on
the basis of 21-cm observational results. The experimental value of the brightness temperature
of 21-cm signal i.e T21 = −500+200

−500 mK at the redshift z = 17.2 has been adopted to constrain
the couplings of ELDER dark matter interactions. It may be mentioned that in another recent
work related to SARAS experiment [19] regarding a global 21-cm signal, the EDGES results
have been challenged. However, in this work we adopted only the EDGES results.

This paper is organised as follows. Sec. 2 gives a brief account of ELDER dark mat-
ter model. In Sec. 3, the thermal evolution of the 21-cm signal has been discussed. The
cooling/heating of gas through the four active reactions of ELDER dark matter model is
addressed in Sec. 4. The analysis and the results in this work are given in Sec. 5. Finally, in
Sec. 6 some concluding remarks along with the summary are given.

2 Elder dark matter model and its cannibalism property

Although the existence of DM in the Universe is well established but its particle nature
and interaction properties are yet to be understood. Popular candidates of dark matter
include “weakly interacting massive particles” or “WIMPs”, the particle nature of which is
generally formulated using theories beyond the standard model (SM) such as super-symmetry,
theories of extra dimension or formulating theories by simple extensions of the standard
model. Such WIMPs are generally thermal and relic density is obtained by the process
of thermal decoupling. The unknown dark matter can also be classified according to their
possible processes of decoupling from the Universe’s SM plasma. Thus in addition to the
“freeze-out” cold DM (e.g, WIMPs) there could be “freeze-in” DM (particle density approaches
the equilibrium density) etc. But for these types of DM, mainly the annihilation process
χ + χ → SM + SM dominates the process of decoupling and relic abundance. On the other
hand, where other processes (along with χ + χ → SM + SM) such as elastic scattering
(χ+ SM→ χ+ SM) and self-annihilation are also involved in the decoupling of dark matter
then new scenario for the type of dark matter emerges. To this end, the freezing of the
comoving number density of DM is assumed to be guided by the four processes namely

• DM annihilation to SM ( χ+ χ↔ SM + SM)

• DM-baryon elastic scattering (χ+ SM↔ χ+ SM)

• “3→ 2” self-annihilation( χχχ↔ χχ)

• “2→ 2” elastic self-scattering (χχ↔ χχ).

In a proposed scenario, the variation of DM particle number and number density in-
volve the four processes mentioned above but the relic density is determined by the elastic
scattering process. Such a type of DM with an elastically decoupling relic is termed as EL-
DER (elastically decouple relic) DM. In this scenario, when the temperature of the Universe,
TUniv < mχ (mass of the DM) the equilibrium density of χ drops exponentially as e−

mχ
T ,

T is the temperature of SM plasma, leading to the decoupling of the annihilation process.

– 3 –



But the heat generated due to self-annihilation and elastic scattering process still keeps the
dark matter χ in thermal equilibrium with the SM. In this present ELDER scenario although
elastic scattering decouples first, self-annihilation processes (χχχ→ χχ and χχ→ χχ) keep
the temperature of the DM almost constant even though the Universe is expanding. The
freezing of the comoving number density of ELDER DM χ occurs with the decoupling of the
self-annihilation process. It may be noted that the relic abundance of ELDER DM remains
almost the same as the DM density during the decoupling epoch of elastic scattering. It
may be mentioned here that in the self-annihilation process χχχ → χχ, three DM particles
are reduced to two DM particles. As mentioned earlier, this is what is termed as “cannibal-
isation” or “cannibalism” of DM [17, 18, 20]. In this process however, the missing particle
manifests itself as the energy which is carried away by the outgoing particles. Also the process
χχ→ χχ may be rapid and heat produced from all these self-annihilation processes keep the
cannibalising particle at almost constant temperature with vanishing chemical potential. It
is also to be noted that the “3→ 2” cannibalism process decouples earlier than the “2→ 2”
self-annihilation process. This is because the self annihilation rates Γ33 ∝ n2χ for “3 → 2”
process, while that for “2→ 2” process, Γ22 ∝ nχ.

This may now be mentioned from the above discussions that the relic density of such
cannibal ELDER DM depends on the cross-section of self-interaction processes and the cross-
section of the elastic scattering process. This can be naturally obtained if mχ ∼ QCD
confinement scale (10 − 100 MeV) [17, 18]. The relic abundance of ELDER dark matter of
mass range 10 MeV to 100 MeV is given by [17]

Ωχ ∼
106mMeV exp(−10 ε

1/2
−9 m

−1/4
MeV )

1 + 0.07logα
. (2.1)

The quantities α and ε−9(= ε/10−9) are the coupling strength of “3 → 2” self-annihilation
and “2 → 2” self-scattering respectively and mMeV =

mχ

1MeV
is the parameterized mass of

dark matter in MeV. The recent works show that for ELDER dark matter, the coupling
strength α should lie in the range 0.5

mχ

10MeV
≤ α ≤ 73 [18].

3 Thermal evolution of 21-cm signal

The origin of 21-cm signal due to the transition of electrons between two spin states (s = 0
and s = 1 spin state) of the neutral hydrogen atom. The intensity of this hydrogen absorption
spectra is described using the brightness temperature T21 and is given by [15, 21]

T21 =
Ts − Tγ
1 + z

(1− e−τ ). (3.1)

In the above expression, τ represents the optical depth of the medium, Tγ is the background
temperature and Ts is the spin temperature at redshift z. The spin temperature Ts can be
expressed as the ratio of the number densities of hydrogen atoms having two different spin
states n0 and n1 (number density n0 and n1 corresponding to the s = 0 and s = 1 states
respectively), given by [15, 21]

n1
n0

=
g1
g0

exp(−hν/k Ts) = 3 exp(−T∗/Ts) , (3.2)

where the factors g0 and g1 are the degeneracy factors for spin states s = 1 and s = 0
respectively and k is the Boltzmann’s constant. In the above expression, hν = E0 = 5.9 ×
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10−6eV is the energy difference of the hyperfine splitting of a Hydrogen atom at the ground
state, where ν and T∗ are the frequency and temperature of the 21-cm spectrum respectively.

The evolution of the spin temperature Ts essentially depends on three factors in addition
to the Hubble parameter H(z) as described below.

• The collision of H −H and H − e influences in the transition between the spin states
s = 1 and s = 0. This can be measured by the collisional transition rate C10 [22, 23].

• The cosmic ray can be absorbed or emitted by or from cosmic hydrogen. This can
be evaluated from the emission and absorption rates B10 and B01 and B10 = B01

3 .
These absorption is related to the Einstein coefficient A10 for spontaneous emission and
B10 = A10

Tγ
E0

= 2.9× 10−15sec−1. (B10 is related to the transition from s = 1 to s = 0
while B01 denotes s = 0 to s = 1 transition ratio.

• The emitted Lymanα (Lyα) photons during the birth of first stars (z ≤ 25) produce
Wouthuysen-Field effect by which the gas can be coupled to Ts [24, 25]. Note that after
the recombination, CMB photons influence the spin temperature and Ts ∼ Tγ . But due
to Wouthuysen-Field effect [21, 24, 26, 27], Lyα photons from newborn stars drive the
spin temperature to be nearly equal to the baryon temperature Tb around z ≤ 20.

Therefore the spin temperature Ts in equilibrium can be written as

Ts =
Tγ + ycTk + yαTα

1 + yc + yα
. (3.3)

In the above equation, the quantities yc = C10T?
A10Tk

and yα = P10T?
A10Tα

are the collisional and
Lymanα coupling coefficients [21, 28, 29] respectively. In Eq. 3.3, Tk is the kinetic tem-
perature and P10 is the indirect de-excitation rate of hyperfine structure levels [21, 23, 30].

The optical depth (τ) of the 21-cm signal in the medium as mentioned in Eq. 3.1 also
depends on the spin temperature Ts, the gradient of peculiar velocity δrvr and the number
density of neutral hydrogen nHI. The expression for optical depth τ is given by [15, 21]

τ =
3

32

T∗
Ts
nHIλ

3
21

A10

H(z) + (1 + z)δrvr
. (3.4)

Considering the simplest scenario (Ts = Tb), the brightness temperature of 21-cm signal at
z = 17.2 (henceforth denoted as T Th21 ) is obtained as (using Eq. 3.1)

T Th21 ∼ −200 mK . (3.5)

But the observed result is far from what is given in Eq. 3.5. The EDGES result for brightness
temperature TEDGES21 at that redshift is given as [1]

TEDGES21 = −500+200
−500 mK , (3.6)

with 99% confidence level. As mentioned earlier, the inconsistency between the observed and
theoretical results is almost 3.8σ.
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4 Effect of ELDER dark matter on 21-cm line

The brightness temperature T21 is modified if one of the background temperatures Tγ or
spin temperature Ts or both vary. At z ∼ 1100 the photons should free stream but due
to the number of dense photons, radiation remains coupled to matter until about z ∼ 200
via Compton scattering. When the Compton heating timescale supersedes Hubble time, the
decoupling of matter and radiation takes place and after that epoch, the matter and dark
matter temperature fall faster (Tm/χ ∼ (1 + z)2) than radiation temperature (Tγ ∼ (1 + z)).

In absence of any interactions, the evolutions of matter SM gas and DM can respectively
be written as [21, 31]

(1 + z)
dTb
dz

= 2Tb +
Γc
H(z)

(Tb − Tγ) (4.1)

and

(1 + z)
dTχ
dz

= 2Tχ , (4.2)

where Γc is the Compton scattering rate. In this work, we address the effect on T21 in case
the four ELDER dark matter processes (as described in Sec. 2) are included in the analysis
along with DM-baryon elastic scattering and DM annihilation to SM.

4.1 DM-baryon elastic scattering (χ+ SM ↔ χ+ SM)

In the early Universe, after the decoupling of the photons, the dark matter and baryons
developed a relative velocity Vχb. This generates a dragging effect between the baryon and
dark matter. Also, it is likely that DM-baryon undergoes Rutherford like elastic scattering
whereby the scattering cross-section is strongly velocity dependent. In the present work
v−4 dependence (v being the dark matter velocity) for the scattering cross-section has been
adopted such that

σ = σ0v
−4 = (σ41 × 10−41v−4) cm2 . (4.3)

Here the term σ41 is a dimensionless quantity given by σ41 =
σ0

10−41
. The relative velocity Vχb

or drag term is the difference between the bulk DM velocity Vχ and baryon velocity Vb, i.e,
Vχb = Vχ − Vb. In our analysis we compute the evolution of relative velocity Vχb with initial
condition Vχb = Vχb0 = 10−4c at z = 1010. Also the scattering of hotter baryon/gas with
colder DM (in the present case this is referred to as “interaction (i)” of ELDER DM processes
mentioned in Sec. 2) will heat up the DM. The rate D(Vχb) of change of relative velocity Vχb,
heating rate of baryons, Q̇b and that of DM, Q̇χ are given by a set of equations [15]

dVχb
dt

= −D(Vχb) =
ρmσ0

mb +mχ

1

V 2
χb

F (r) , (4.4)

dQb
dt

= Q̇b =
2mbρχσ0e

−r2/2(Tχ − Tb)
(mb +mχ)2

√
(2π)u3th

+
ρχ

ρb + ρχ

mχmb

mχ +mb
VχbD(Vχb) (4.5)

dQχ
dt

= Q̇χ =
2mχρbσ0e

−r2/2(Tb − Tχ)

(mb +mχ)2
√

(2π)u3th
+

ρb
ρb + ρχ

mχmb

mχ +mb
VχbD(Vχb) , (4.6)

where ρχ and ρb respectively are the DM density and baryon density and ρm = ρχ + ρb. The
average masses of baryon and dark matter aremb andmχ respectively and their corresponding

– 6 –



temperatures are Tb and Tχ. The term r is given by, r = Vχb/uth, uth =
√
Tb/mb + Tχ/mχ

and the quantity F (r) is expressed as

F (r) = erf(r/
√

2)−
√

2/πre−r
2/2 . (4.7)

Eq.4.4 can be reduced to the form

dVχb
dz

=
Vχb

1 + z
+

D(Vχb)

(1 + z)H(z)
. (4.8)

4.2 DM annihilation to SM (χ+ χ↔ SM + SM)

The energy injection to the Universe may also be caused by the DM annihilation to SM
particles along with others factors such as heating, ionization or excitation of the gas. The DM
annihilation causes heating up of the gas by increasing gas temperature (baryon temperature).
This temperature also depends upon the number of abundance of free electron (xe) at the
period of thermal decoupling. The gas cools down adiabatically and therefore a higher value
of xe would delay the CMB decoupling resulting in the increase of Tb. The rate of energy
injection for annihilation depends on velocity averaged s-wave annihilation cross-section 〈σv〉
and is expressed as [31, 32] (

dE

dV dt

)
inj

= f2χ ρ
2
χ,0(1 + z)6

〈σv〉
mχ

. (4.9)

We consider the fraction fχ of DM to be 1 and the two particles in the annihilation process
are indistinguishable. The energy injected to the Universe is not the same as the deposited
energy. The relationship between injection energy and deposition energy is(

dE

dV dt

)
dep

= fc(z)

(
dE

dV dt

)
inj

, (4.10)

where fc(z) is the deposition efficiency at the redshift z [32–37]. The superscript c represents
different channels namely heating, ionization or excitation through which deposition occurs.
The fraction of the total energy deposited in the form of baryon heating and gas ionization
are respectively χh = (1 + 2xe)/3 and χi = (1− xe)/3 [38–41].

4.3 “3→ 2” self-annihilation (χχχ↔ χχ)

At high temperature, the DM particles are in thermal and chemical equilibrium with SM
particles. But as the Universe expands with time, the temperature drops below the mass
of DM particles. At this point the rate of elastic scattering is no longer sufficient to main-
tain thermal equilibrium with SM gas and the first major “decoupling” event occurs. On
the other hand “Freeze-out” of DM happens when the rate of self-annihilation falls to an
extent that the chemical equilibrium could not be obtained. However in between the two
phenomena (decoupling/freeze-out), self-annihilation plays the principal role to maintain the
chemical equilibrium of the DM although the SM temperature is no longer same as DM
temperature. During this epoch, the DM particles may undergo number changing “3 → 2”
self-annihilation process whereby three DM particles produce only two dark matter particles
at the final state (“cannibalization”). In this process the number of DM particles decreases
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and at the same time the DM particles release kinetic energy which is then injected to the re-
maining gas. The DM-SM elastic scattering transfers this excess kinetic energy to the SM gas.
For our work we parameterize the “3→ 2” self-annihilation cross-section as [17, 18]

〈σ3→2v
2〉 =

α3

m5
χ

, (4.11)

where mχ is the mass of DM particle and α is the coupling for 3 → 2 process. The rate of
excess energy/heat transfer to SM particles through the elastic scattering is given by

Q̇32 ∼ Γ32v
2
χTχ . (4.12)

The quantities Γ32 = n2χ〈σ3→2v
2〉 [18] and vχ are the interaction rate and velocity of DM

particles respectively. Since it is a self-interacting number changing process in the DM sector,
the contribution of this phenomenon is only included in the thermal evolution of DM sector
and is given by

κ32 = −2

3

Q̇32

(1 + z)H(z)nχ
. (4.13)

4.4 “2→ 2” elastic self-scattering (χχ↔ χχ)

For the process χχ ↔ χχ (“2 → 2” elastic self-scattering) there is no change in the dark
matter particle counts. It is to be noted that “2 → 2” elastic self-scattering decouples after
“3 → 2” process. Thus these processes in the dark sector exchange energy with the DM
particles and heat is transported to the SM gas. As mentioned above, this heat transport to
the SM particle occurs through DM-SM elastic scattering and the heat transfer rate is given
by

Q̇22 ∼ Γ22v
2
χTχ . (4.14)

The “2→ 2” self-scattering interaction rate is Γ22 = nχ〈σ2→2v〉 and the self-scattering cross-
section is parameterized as [17]

〈σ2→2v〉 =
ε2

m2
χ

. (4.15)

In the above ε is the coupling parameter. Likewise for “3 → 2” self-annihilation, “2 → 2”
elastic self-scattering is happened only within the dark sector, thus this reaction only affects
thermal evolution of DM sector and is given by the relation

ζ22 = −2

3

Q̇22

(1 + z)H(z)nχ
. (4.16)

With these, the evolution equations described earlier in this Section can now be modified as
(incorporating the 3→ 2 and 2→ 2 effects.) [37, 42, 43]

(1 + z)
dTχ
dz

= 2Tχ −
2

3H(z)

dQχ
dt

+ (1 + z) (κ32 + ζ22) (4.17)

(1 + z)
dTb
dz

= 2Tb +
Γc
H(z)

(Tb − Tγ)− 2

3H(z)

dQb
dt

(4.18)

− 1

H(z)

(
dE

dV dt

)
dep

χh
nH

2

3(1 + xe + fHe)
(4.19)
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The evolution of the ionization fraction (xe = ne
nb
) is given by [15, 31, 37, 38, 44]

dxe
dz

=
1

(1 + z)H(z)

[
CP

(
nHαBx

2
e − 4(1− xe)βBe

− 3E0
4kBTγ

)
− Iheat(z)

]
, (4.20)

which essentially depends on the number density of hydrogen nH and free electrons ne, while
the Peebles-C factor (CP ) [45, 46] is almost unity. In the above expression (Eq. 4.20), the
quantities αB and βB are the effective recombination coefficient and the effective photoion-
ization rate respectively [47–49] and the term Iheat(z) denotes the amount of heat involved in
ionizing the baryons, given by [31, 37]

Iheat(z) = χi
1

nbE0

(
dE

dV dt

)
dep

. (4.21)

5 Calculations and results

In the present work, we investigate several interesting aspects of ‘ELDER’ dark matter in
the context of the brightness temperature of the 21-cm scenario. As discussed in Sec. 2,
ELDER dark matter essentially influences four kinds of interactions and they modify the
temperature of the baryonic fluid and thus alter the brightness temperature of the 21-cm
signal. Dark Matter-baryon interaction is the most significant among them, which decreases
the temperature difference between the baryonic fluid and the dark matter fluid. The DM
candidate considered in the present analysis may cool down the baryons via DM-SM elastic
scattering. On the other hand, the other interactions of ELDER dark matter namely, DM
annihilation (χχ→ SM SM), DM self-scattering (χχ→ χχ) and DM self-annihilation (χχ→
χχχ) heat up the baryons either directly (χχ→ SM SM), or indirectly (χχ→ χχ and χχ→
χχχ) [17]. Now incorporating all those effects of ELDER dark matter, thermal evaluations
of Tb and Tχ are obtained by solving several coupled equations (Eqs. 4.8, 4.17, 4.19 and 4.20)
simultaneously. Note that for the present CDM candidate, the temperature of DM fluid is
considered to be negligible at z ' 1010. On the other hand, at z ' 1010, Tb ≈ Tγ as baryons
and radiation were tightly coupled before recombination.

mχ (GeV) σ41 α
η = ε

m−0.5
χ(

GeV−0.5
)

0.015 0.25 1 1.05× 10−7

Table 1. Benchmark values of different parameters (mχ, σ41, α and η) for the plots of Fig. 1.

The baryon temperature (Tb) and spin temperature (Ts) are obtained by solving numer-
ically the coupled differential equations (Eqs. 4.8, 4.20, 4.17 and 4.19) described in Sec. 3.
In the present calculation, the benchmark values adopted for the parameters in the set of
Eqs. 4.8, 4.20, 4.17 and 4.19, we furnished Table. 1. Note that η is expressed in terms of
ε. The calculated values of Tb, Ts and T21 and their variation with redshift z are shown in
Fig. 1. The results are also compared with similar variations of Tb, Ts and T21 for different
other parameter values (e.g, mχ, σ41). In Fig. 1(a), the magenta line represents the computed
variation of Tb with z when the benchmark values from Table. 1 is used. Also shown a sim-
ilar variation by changing each of the parameter values at a time while the other parameter
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a b

c

Figure 1. (a) Evolutions of baryon matter temperatures Tb and (b) corresponding spin temperatures
Ts with redshift z for different chosen values of model parameters. (c) Evolutions of brightness
temperature T21 with redshift z for different chosen values of model parameters. See text for details.

values are kept fixed at the values given in Table. 1. Similar plots for Ts and T21 are shown in
Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c) respectively. In all the plots of Fig. 1(a), Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c), the
variation of CMB (background) temperature Tγ (black line) with z are shown for reference.
It is observed from Fig. 1(a) that the variation of Tb with z is not considerably sensitive to
the change of the parameters such as the strength for cannibalism processes as also other
parameters, e.g, mχ and σ41. However, little variations (within ∼ 2

◦K - 7
◦K) are observed

for Tb values for z . 30. It can be also clearly seen from Fig. 1(a) that during reionization, the
spin temperature for individual cases undergoes a rapid transition from Tγ to Tb for individual
cases, which is due to the Wouthuysen-Field effect. Similar insensitivities are also seen for
Ts vs z plot in Fig. 1(b). In this case, very little dependence on the parameters is obtained
for z . 22. For example, at z ∼ 17.5, where the value of T21 changes from T21 ∼ −500 mK
to ∼ −410 mK when the strength parameter η for the process 2 → 2 is changed from the
benchmark value of η = 1.05× 10−7GeV−0.5 to η = 1.07× 10−7GeV−0.5. It can also be seen
from Fig. 1(c) that the change of other parameters affects the variation of T21 more than
those for the cases of Tb and Ts.

Now we extend our analysis to constrain, the parameters ε, η and α (various self-
interacting parameters) using the EDGES observational results for brightness temperature
T21 at z = 17.2 (−300 mK ≥ T21 ≥ −1000 mK). To this end, we introduce a parameter
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 2. The allowed region in α-η parameter plane for (a) mχ = 0.01 GeV, (b) mχ = 0.02 GeV,
(c) mχ = 0.05 GeV and (c) mχ = 0.10 GeV. In individual cases σ41 = 0.25 is considered in all these
plots. See text for details.

T z=17.2
21 , which denotes the brightness temperature T21 at a particular redshift z = 17.2. In

Fig. 2 the allowed zones in α - η parameter plane are shown for different chosen values of
dark matter mass mχ namely mχ = 0.01 GeV, 0.02 GeV, 0.05 GeV and 0.10 GeV. These are
shown respectively in Fig. 2(a), Fig. 2(b), Fig. 2(c) and Fig. 2(d) respectively. In all the plots
of Fig. 2, different colours represent different values of T z=17.2

21 and the colour index furnished
at the bottom of Fig. 2. The white regions in all plots of Fig. 2 represent the impermissible
region according to the EDGES observational result. From Fig. 2 it can be seen that, as
higher values of mχ are taken into account, the value of T z=17.2

21 decreases at individual points
of the α-η plane. As a consequence, the allowed region shifted toward higher values of η.
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Figure 3. Similar allowed zone in η - mχ parameter plane.

It can be seen that, the allowed zone extends to the entire allowed range of α (i.e. αmin

and αmax) and is almost independent to α. However for lower DM (mχ) a little variation
is observed (see Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b)). It is to be mentioned that, all plots of this figure
(Fig. 2) are plotted to keep σ41 at σ41 = 0.25.

From Fig. 2, this can be observed that as mχ increases, the higher values of η is required
to obtained a desired value of T21. Clearly the allowed zone in Fig. 2 shifts towards right
(η increasing) as mχ increases from Fig. 2(a) - Fig. 2(d). It is also evident from Fig. 2 that
to achieve a specified variation in T21 (within −1000mK and −300mK), the parameter α
has to vary much more than that of η. Therefore T21 is more sensitive to η than α. These
computations are made by adopting the value of σ41 to be 0.25. In this case η and mχ are
varied and the set of coupled differential equations are solved simultaneously with a fixed
value for each σ41 and α. In the present case, the value of σ41 is chosen to be σ41 = 0.25. For
fixing the parameter αin these calculation, the range of α for a particular set of η−mχ values

and then the average value of α(=
αmax + αmin

2
, where αmax and αmin are the maximum

and minimum values of α for that range) is adopted for computing T21 for that particular
set of η − mχ values. Also shown in Fig. 3 are the comparisons with the bound obtained
from Supernova, the WMAP result etc. The latter two bounds are adopted from Fig. 3 of
Ref. [17]. In case χ particle is trapped inside the SN core via the χ scattering on photons,
it gives bound on ε [17]. WMAP bound is also adopted from the shown regime in Ref. [17]
and represented in Fig. 3 in the present work. It can be seen from Fig. 3 that the bound
obtained from the present calculation using the EDGES 21-cm result also respects the bound
from SN and WMAP. In Fig. 3, the constraint region from the present calculation is shown in
the magnified version. The trapping of the dark matter χ provided via the process γ γ → χχ
at the Supernova (SN) is due to the elastic scattering of this dark matter χ on photons. This
process involves the parameter ε and therefore lower bound on ε can be obtained [17] from
the SN cooling via the energy loss rate on the process γ γ → χχ. This lower bound from
Ref. [17] is also reproduced in Fig. 3 (in terms of η) for comparison. It can be observed from
Fig. 3 that the η −mχ allowed region in the present work, obtained with the observational
limits of 21-cm line from the reionization epoch, also respects the SN constraint as well as
PLANCK and WMAP constraints on ε. It may be understood, from the zoomed version of the
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Figure 4. The allowed regions in σ41 - mχ plane for different chosen values of η, along with several
bounds estimated by different experiments.

highlighted region (of Fig. 3(b)) in Fig. 3 (a). Also shown in Fig. 3 is the CMB constraints on
DM annihilation into photons and the WMAP upper bound on η(ε) as adopted from Ref. [17].

The allowed region is also estimated in the σ41 -mχ space for three different chosen values
of η. In Fig. 4, the the allowed zones for three chosen values of η namely, η = 1.0 × 10−7

GeV−1/2, η = 1.2×10−7 GeV−1/2 and η = 1.4×10−7 GeV−1/2 within the DM mass range 0.01
GeV< mχ < 0.1 GeV are plotted along with several experimental bounds. In this analysis,
the values of α at different values of mχ are calculated by adopting the procedure, used to
estimate the allowed region in Fig. 2 (i.e. midpoint of the permissible range of α for different
values of mχ). From this figure (Fig. 4), one can see that the allowed region is very narrow
at lower values of η. However, the region becomes wider and steeper at higher values of η. In
addition, it is also observed that the allowed region corresponds to higher values of η lies at
higher σ41 region. Also since the increase in η (which corresponds to the DM self-interaction

χχ→ χχ) may lead to injection of more heat (〈σv〉 ∼ ε2

m2
χ

). On the other hand 〈σv〉χχ→χχ
process increases as mχ decreases. In order to compensate for this heating, the dark matter
baryon scattering process should be increased which can also be seen from Fig. 4.

Finally we extend our analysis to estimate the values of density parameter for the EL-
DER type cold dark matter candidates Ωχ for different values of η. In Fig. 5, the density
parameter Ωχ is scaled as Ωχ/Ωdm, where the dark matter density parameter for the total
dark matter contain of the Universe is denoted by Ωdm (adopted from the PLANCK [50]
experimental result for ΩDM). In this figure (Fig. 5), the values of Ωχ/Ωdm for different
η are plotted by the solid red line for the case of mχ = 0.01 GeV. This line is estimated
for α = (αmax + αmin(mχ)) /2 (as mentioned earlier), while the same for α = αmax and
α = αmin(mχ) are represented by the red dotted and the red dashed line respectively. Sim-
ilar variations of Ωχ with η for other three mχ values are represented by sets of three lines
with same colour for a fixed mχ. In each set the solid line of a particular colour is for
α = (αmax + αmin)/2 while the dashed and dotted lines of the same colour and set show
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9.× 10-8 1×10-7 1.2× 10-7 1.5× 10-7
0.01

0.1

1

10

Figure 5. Variations of dark matter density Ωχ (normalized to the critical density of the Universe)
for dark matter χ with η in case of four different mass values of χ. These are represented by solid
colours lines. The dashed and dotted lines are for α = αmax and α = αmin(mχ) for each of the four
cases ( the solid lines correspond to mean α values). The solid squares correspond to the EDGES
result of brightness temperature T z=17.2

21 = −500 mK. See text for details.

the variations when α = αmax and α = αmin(mχ) respectively. In Fig. 5 the results for
mχ = 0.02 GeV, mχ = 0.05 GeV and mχ = 0.10 GeV are plotted with green, blue and
magenta colour respectively. In addition, the values in the Ωχ/ΩDM − η plane that represent
the central value of EDGES experimental result (which correspond to the brightness temper-
ature T z=17.2

21 = −500 mK) for each of the four mχ values considered in Fig. 5 are shown by
solid square of the respective colours (corresponding to each mχ) in Fig. 5. From this figure
(Fig. 5), it can be seen that the best fitted points for all these four chosen values of mχ lie in
the range ΩDM < 1. This signifies that there are other dark matter particles in the Universe
and thus there is a possibility of the existence of multi-component dark matter.

6 Summary and Discussions

The global 21-cm line of neutral hydrogen can be a useful probe to the reionization era
following the “Dark Ages”. This measure of the spectrum of the global 21-cm line namely
the brightness temperature of the 21-cm line, T21, can be affected by, among other factors,
the dark matter baryon interactions and other dark matter self-interaction processes. This
includes dark matter-baryon elastic scattering and self-annihilation. In this work, the dark
matter self-scattering and self-annihilation process are investigated in the light of the global
21-cm line signal from the era of (and leading to) the reionization and the epoch of the
first star formation. The process of dark matter-dark matter interaction that leads only to
dark matter in the final product, can proceed in the channels that conserve the number of
dark matter as also through the channels where the number of dark matter particles in the
initial state are depleted at the final product. Thus while “2 → 2” process (2 dark matter
particles scatter or annihilate to produce 2 dark matter particles at the final state) is a number
conserving process, the possible process such as “3→ 2” or “4→ 2” are called “Cannibalism”
feature of dark matter interaction whereby the number of dark matter particles at the final
end gets depleted. In the present work we consider mainly “2 → 2” and “3 → 2” processes
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and investigate interaction strength of these processes in the light of brightness temperature
(T21) results of 21-cm line from the era of cosmic dawn. This type of self-interacting DM is
termed as ELDER dark matter. We find that the “2→ 2” process is more favoured than the
cannibalism process “3→ 2”. This can be concluded from the fact that to produce a certain
change in T21 value, the strength parameter α for “3 → 2” process has to be varied much
more than the variation of the same for “2 → 2” process. Using the 21-cm signal from the
era of cosmic dawn, the allowed regions for the “2→ 2” strength parameter and dark matter
(DM) mass mχ are also obtained in this work. It is seen that the “2→ 2” interaction strength
normalised by DM mass increases with the increases of DM mass. The “2 → 2” interaction
also seems to affect the DM-baryon elastic scattering cross-section. This is evident from the
fact that the allowed region for (σ41−mχ) space (with respect to EDGES T21 results) moves
towards higher σ41 regime as the value of η(=

ε

m0.5
χ

) increases. The area of the region also

increases as higher value of η is chosen. This is understandable from the fact that “2 → 2”
interaction has a heating effect. In order to compensate for this heat by dark matter-baryon
interaction so that the 21-cm spectrum cools down to the experimentally obtained results,
higher values of σ41 would be useful. It has also been found that the dark matter density Ωχ

required to produced the EDGES results is always less than the total dark matter density
ΩDM (given by PLANCK experiments) for wide range of values of η and for different mχ

values (mass of dak matter χ). This may be indicative of the presence of other dark matter
components of different mass ranges in the Universe.

This may be mentioned that, the “3→ 2” process of the ELDER scenario implies that
the “2 → 2” process has significant contribution in cosmological processes [17]. The cross-
section for “2→ 2” process is constraint as from Bullet Cluster and halo shapes observations,
as

σχχ→χχ
mχ

. 1 cm2/g. This bound could be important for explaining the observed small-

scale structure via N-body simulation results. The self-scattering of dark matter can thus
play a measure role in the process of structure formation of the Universe.
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