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Sterile coannihilation:

Exponentially lighter 
than the weak scale
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Fig. 46. Planck 2018 constraints on DM mass and annihilation cross-section. Solid straight lines show joint CMB constraints on
several annihilation channels (plotted using di↵erent colours), based on pann < 3.2 ⇥ 10�28 cm3 s�1 GeV�1. We also show the 2�
preferred region suggested by the AMS proton excess (dashed ellipse) and the Fermi Galactic centre excess according to four
possible models with references given in the text (solid ellipses), all of them computed under the assumption of annihilation into bb̄

(for other channels the ellipses would move almost tangentially to the CMB bounds). We additionally show the 2� preferred region
suggested by the AMS/PAMELA positron fraction and Fermi/H.E.S.S. electron and positron fluxes for the leptophilic µ+µ� channel
(dotted contours). Assuming a standard WIMP-decoupling scenario, the correct value of the relic DM abundance is obtained for a
“thermal cross-section” given as a function of the mass by the black dashed line.

the range 0.8–1.2. We found that our bounds remain una↵ected
by floating these additional nuisance parameters, which are not
correlated with pann.

Figure 46 translates the bounds on pann into joint limits on
the mass m� and annihilation cross-section h�vi of DM, assum-
ing twelve plausible WIMP s-wave annihilation channels. The
value of fe↵ for each mass and channel was computed39 using the
public DarkAges module of Stöcker et al. (2018), which relies
on the energy transfer functions presented by Slatyer (2016b).
We consistently account for corrections related to low-energy
photons in the manner described in section V.B. of Slatyer
(2016b). Finally, the DarkAges module defines fe↵ by convolv-
ing f (z) in redshift space with the weighting function recom-
mended by Slatyer (2016a). Note that for the W

+
W
� and Z

0
Z

0

channels, the bounds assume on-shell 2-body processes and are
cut sharply at the mass of the daughter particle, while in reality
they would extend further to the left in Fig. 46.

As usual the strongest bounds are obtained assuming anni-
hilation into electron-positron pairs. The case of annihilation
purely into neutrinos is not shown here, since the constraints
are orders of magnitude weaker in that case. Assuming a ther-
mal cross-section (shown in Fig. 46), the 95 % CL lower bounds
on the DM mass range from m� � 9 GeV for annihilation
into tau/anti-tau, up to m� � 30 GeV for annihilation in elec-
tron/positron. To compare with hints of DM annihilation in indi-
rect DM search data, we first show the regions preferred by the
AMS/PAMELA positron fraction and Fermi/H.E.S.S. electron-
positron flux, assuming s-wave annihilation into muons and
standard halo profiles. These regions, taken from Cirelli et al.
(2009), have long been known to be in strong tension with CMB
data.

We also indicate the regions suggested by the possible DM
interpretation of several anomalies in indirect DM search data.
The 95 % CL preferred region for the AMS anti-proton excess

39Courtesy of P. Stöcker.

is extracted from Cuoco et al. (2017b,a). The DM interpretation
of the Fermi Galactic centre excess is very model-dependent
and, as in figure 9 of Charles et al. (2016), we choose to show
four results from the analyses of Gordon & Macias (2013),
Abazajian et al. (2014), Calore et al. (2015), and Daylan et al.
(2016). For the Fermi Galactic centre excess and the AMS anti-
proton excess, we only show results assuming annihilation into
bb̄, in order to keep the figure readable. About 50 % of the region
found by Abazajian et al. (2014) is excluded by CMB bounds,
while other regions are still compatible. The 95 % CL preferred
region for the AMS anti-proton excess is still compatible with
CMB bounds for the bb̄ channel shown in the figure, and we
checked that this is also the case for other channels.

8. Conclusions

This is the final Planck collaboration paper on cosmological pa-
rameters and presents our best estimates of parameters defining
the base-⇤CDM cosmology and a wide range of extended mod-
els. As in PCP13 and PCP15 we find that the base-⇤CDM model
provides a remarkably good fit to the Planck power spectra and
lensing measurements, with no compelling evidence to favour
any of the extended models considered in this paper.

Compared to PCP15 the main changes in this analysis
come from improvements in the Planck polarization analysis,
both at low and high multipoles. The new Planck polariza-
tion maps provide a tight constraint on the reionization op-
tical depth, ⌧, from large-scale polarization (and are consis-
tent with the preliminary HFI polarization results presented
in Planck Collaboration Int. XLVI (2016)). This revision to the
constraint on ⌧ accounts for most of the (small) changes in pa-
rameters determined from the temperature power spectra in this
paper compared to PCP15. We have characterized a number of
systematic e↵ects, neglected in PCP15, which a↵ect the polar-
ization spectra at high multipoles. Applying corrections for these
systematics (principally arising from errors in polarization e�-
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bound for sub-GeV DM

10-5 10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1
10-35

10-30

10-25

Excluded

Planck collaboration, 2015

CMB

Planck Collaboration: Cosmological parameters

101 102 103 104

m� [GeV]

10�27

10�26

10�25

10�24

10�23

10�22

��
v
�

=
f

�
1

e
�

m
�

p
a
n
n

[c
m

3
s
�

1
]

Thermal cross-section

Excluded by CMB

Fermi Galactic center excess

AMS anti-proton excess

Fermi/HESS e�e+

AMS/PAMELA positron fraction

e+e�

µ+µ�

�+��

qq̄

cc̄

bb̄

tt̄

W+W�

Z0Z0

gg

��

hh

Fig. 46. Planck 2018 constraints on DM mass and annihilation cross-section. Solid straight lines show joint CMB constraints on
several annihilation channels (plotted using di↵erent colours), based on pann < 3.2 ⇥ 10�28 cm3 s�1 GeV�1. We also show the 2�
preferred region suggested by the AMS proton excess (dashed ellipse) and the Fermi Galactic centre excess according to four
possible models with references given in the text (solid ellipses), all of them computed under the assumption of annihilation into bb̄

(for other channels the ellipses would move almost tangentially to the CMB bounds). We additionally show the 2� preferred region
suggested by the AMS/PAMELA positron fraction and Fermi/H.E.S.S. electron and positron fluxes for the leptophilic µ+µ� channel
(dotted contours). Assuming a standard WIMP-decoupling scenario, the correct value of the relic DM abundance is obtained for a
“thermal cross-section” given as a function of the mass by the black dashed line.

the range 0.8–1.2. We found that our bounds remain una↵ected
by floating these additional nuisance parameters, which are not
correlated with pann.

Figure 46 translates the bounds on pann into joint limits on
the mass m� and annihilation cross-section h�vi of DM, assum-
ing twelve plausible WIMP s-wave annihilation channels. The
value of fe↵ for each mass and channel was computed39 using the
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positron flux, assuming s-wave annihilation into muons and
standard halo profiles. These regions, taken from Cirelli et al.
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data.
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interpretation of several anomalies in indirect DM search data.
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39Courtesy of P. Stöcker.
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of the Fermi Galactic centre excess is very model-dependent
and, as in figure 9 of Charles et al. (2016), we choose to show
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bb̄, in order to keep the figure readable. About 50 % of the region
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region for the AMS anti-proton excess is still compatible with
CMB bounds for the bb̄ channel shown in the figure, and we
checked that this is also the case for other channels.
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rameters and presents our best estimates of parameters defining
the base-⇤CDM cosmology and a wide range of extended mod-
els. As in PCP13 and PCP15 we find that the base-⇤CDM model
provides a remarkably good fit to the Planck power spectra and
lensing measurements, with no compelling evidence to favour
any of the extended models considered in this paper.

Compared to PCP15 the main changes in this analysis
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both at low and high multipoles. The new Planck polariza-
tion maps provide a tight constraint on the reionization op-
tical depth, ⌧, from large-scale polarization (and are consis-
tent with the preliminary HFI polarization results presented
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constraint on ⌧ accounts for most of the (small) changes in pa-
rameters determined from the temperature power spectra in this
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Sterile coannihilation realizations

Need coupling to radiation 

1. Introduce dark light degrees of freedom


2. Couple the Dark Sector to the SM 

5

Annihilation to Dark 
Sector (DS) particles

Annihilation to 
SM particles
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Tdark = TSM

Tdark 6= TSM
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Coupling to the SM: Higgs portal
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The DM scalar mixes with the SM Higgs       
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• Require DS and SM 
equilibrium at DM 
freeze-out

Higgs portal phenomenology
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• Require DS and SM 
equilibrium at DM 
freeze-out

Higgs portal phenomenology

• Constraints from 
meson decays on   
the   -Higgs mixing�

• CMB constraints on 
light degrees of 
freedom (      )Ne↵

• BBN constraints on 
late    decay 
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Higgs portal phenomenology

• Future experiments 
looking for long-lived                       
can probe new 
parameter space
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