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Executive Summary

Establishing that Vera C. Rubin Observatory is a flagship dark matter experiment
is an essential pathway toward understanding the physical nature of dark matter. In
the past two decades, wide-field astronomical surveys and terrestrial laboratories have
jointly created a phase transition in the ecosystem of dark matter models and probes.
Going forward, any robust understanding of dark matter requires astronomical obser-
vations, which still provide the only empirical evidence for dark matter to date. We
have a unique opportunity right now to create a dark matter experiment with Rubin
Observatory Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST). This experiment will be a coor-
dinated effort to perform dark matter research, and provide a large collaborative team
of scientists with the necessary organizational and funding supports. This approach
leverages existing investments in Rubin. Studies of dark matter with Rubin LSST will
also guide the design of, and confirm the results from, other dark matter experiments.
Supporting a collaborative team to carry out a dark matter experiment with Rubin LSST
is the key to achieving the dark matter science goals that have already been identified
as high priority by the high-energy physics and astronomy communities.

1 Wide-field Surveys as Dark Matter Experiments

More than 85 years after its astrophysical discovery, the fundamental nature of dark matter
remains one of the foremost open questions in physics. Over the last several decades, an
extensive experimental program has sought to determine the cosmological origin, funda-
mental constituents, and interaction mechanisms of dark matter. While this experimental
program has historically focused on weakly-interacting massive particles (WIMPs), there is
strong, growing theoretical motivation to explore a broader set of dark matter candidates.
As the high-energy physics program expands to “search for dark matter along every feasi-
ble avenue” [1], it is essential to remember that the only direct, empirical measurements
of dark matter properties to date come from astrophysical and cosmological observations.

Two decades ago, the cold dark matter (CDM) phenomenological model (QCD axions
and WIMPs are almost synonymous with CDM) reigned supreme in the astronomy com-
munity. However, there were hints that dark matter may have more interesting particle
and cosmological phenomenology [2-4]. On the particle side, most effort was focused
on searches for WIMPs and QCD axions in terrestrial laboratories (see, e.g., [5]). Since
then—and especially since the last Snowmass process in 2013—the landscape of particle
dark matter models and experimental search techniques has grown tremendously. This
growth is apparent in the US Cosmic Visions: New Ideas in Dark Matter: 2017 Community
Report white paper [6] and the numerous white papers submitted as part of the current
Snowmass process.

What happened to change this landscape? First, there has not yet been a discovery of
supersymmetry or QCD axions at the LHC or via direct and indirect detection. Second,
the advent of deep, wide-field optical surveys two decades ago has enabled new oppor-
tunities to test dark matter physics. Although the largest contemporary optical surveys
are optimized for dark energy science, they are showing themselves to be drivers for dark
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matter science, too. Astronomical anomalies uncovered in a wide range of data sets have
encouraged a broader range of theoretical modeling and deeper studies of astrophysical
phenomenology. The broad range of dark matter models that can be tested with astro-
physical/cosmological observations is more widely understood than twenty years ago.

There are now many precision tests of dark matter physics with astronomical observa-
tions. Weak gravitational lensing links galaxies to halos, enabling the community to use
moderate-sized galaxies and above to measure the halo mass function (e.g., [7, 8]). The
discovery of a new class of tiny galaxy—the ultra-faint dwarf galaxies—sharpened tests of
dark matter on subgalactic scales (e.g., [9-11]). The study of high-redshift quasars has fa-
cilitated tests of the halo mass function across much of the age of the universe via measure-
ments of the Lyman alpha forest (e.g., [12]). The discovery of dozens of strongly lensed
galaxies and quasars has permitted tests of dark matter on even smaller scales [13, 14].
Recently, newly discovered stellar streams of the Milky Way show the promise of using
the number, orbits, and density function of streams to test dark matter physics on scales
below the mass threshold at which galaxies form, as with substructure lensing [15, 16].
Interestingly, even smaller halos may be discovered via strong-lensing caustics [17]. The
diversity, sensitivity, and precision of these probes allow us to robustly test a wide variety
of dark-matter candidates, and any “anomaly" discovered with a telescope inspires new
particle candidates and tests thereof.! Wide-field surveys should thus be thought of as
dark matter experiments.

Wide-field survey dark-matter experiments support and enhance other dark-matter ex-
periments and searches. Consider the case of the conventional WIMP. The discovery of
ultra-faint dwarf galaxies around the Milky Way and the characterization of their density
profiles with follow-up spectroscopy enabled precision tests of the WIMP annihilation cross
section with the Fermi-LAT experiment. These measurements now exclude WIMP masses
below 100 GeV for several annihilation channels [25], while WIMPs with other particle
properties can be tested with direct-detection and collider experiments. Furthermore, the
abundance of ultra-faint dwarf galaxies and their relatively high central densities are in
line with precision predictions for WIMP/CDM via high-resolution N-body simulations,
excluding wide swathes of non-WIMP (e.g., sterile neutrino, ultra-light dark matter) pa-
rameter space [10, 11, 26].

Laboratory and telescope-based probes continue to collaborate to provide the most
robust constraints on particle dark matter candidates, most notably sterile neutrino and
hidden-sector candidates. Any future detection of dark matter from laboratories will also
need to be confirmed by telescope-based observations to ensure the detection is indeed
the astrophysical dark matter. Hence, creating a high-quality map between the microphys-
ical properties of dark matter and dark matter’s astrophysical signals (e.g., cosmological
clustering) is a key priority for this program.

Importantly, if the dark sector has little interaction with the Standard Model, then
observational cosmology may be our only hope of measuring the particle properties of this
sector [27]. Several of the dark-matter candidates identified in the 2014 P5 report (e.g.,
sterile neutrinos, hidden-sector dark matter) may fall into this category. Any interaction

!A more comprehensive description of cosmic probes of dark matter can be found in the set of white
papers solicited by the Snowmass topical group on “Dark Matter: Cosmic Probes” [18-24].
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Figure 1: A reproduction of Table 1 of the 2014 Report of the Particle Physics Project
Prioritization Panel, “Building for Discovery: Strategic Plan for U.S. Particle Physics in the
Global Context.” The red circle highlights the lack of recognition that dark matter is a
strong science driver for Rubin LSST, among other experiments.

between dark matter and Standard Model particles will additionally imprint itself on the
cosmic distribution of dark matter. Now is the time for a next-generation dark matter
experiment using a wide-field galaxy survey.

2 A Flagship Dark Matter Experiment with the Vera C. Ru-
bin Observatory

The Vera C. Rubin Observatory Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST) will be a revo-
lutionary wide-field survey that provides a unique and impressive platform to study dark
sector physics. In fact, the Rubin Observatory was originally envisioned as the “Dark Mat-
ter Telescope” [28]. Today, probing dark energy and dark matter is prominently listed as
one of the four science pillars of the Rubin Observatory.2 However, this potential to re-
veal dark matter physics was not prioritized in the last P5 report (see Table 1 of 2014 P5
Report; reproduced in Figure 1).

2See, for example, www.lsst.org/about
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Dark matter science is a significant driver for the Rubin Observatory LSST, as demon-
strated in Ref. [29], as it has been in other wide-field surveys. In fact, astrophysical probes
provide the only constraints on the minimum and maximum mass scale of dark matter, and
astrophysical observations will likely continue to guide the experimental particle physics
program for years to come.

In this white paper, we further argue that establishing the Vera C. Rubin Observatory as
a flagship dark matter experiment will bring the dark matter community together to make
critical discoveries in the coming decade. Recognizing Rubin as a dark matter experiment,
in a way that resembles other HEP experiments, means to provide organizational and
funding support to a collaborative team working on delivering constraints on dark mat-
ter properties with Rubin LSST. This investment is cost-effective, and will generate rich
scientific and technical deliverables that benefit and complement both other dark matter
experiments and other studies of fundamental physics (e.g., dark energy and neutrinos)
with LSST.

2.1 Timely Opportunities

In the precision era of LSST, studies of dark matter and dark energy are complementary
from both a technical and scientific standpoint. Understanding ACDM means understand-
ing CDM and A in the context of each other. Furthermore, theory and simulations have
consistently shown that the macroscopic distribution of dark matter yields critical infor-
mation about the microscopic physics governing dark matter.

The study of dark matter with LSST will explore parameter space beyond the high-
energy physics program’s current sensitivity while being highly complementary to other
experimental searches. This has been recognized in Astro2010 [30], during the 2013
Snowmass Cosmic Frontier planning process [e.g., 31-33], in the 2014 P5 Report [1], and
in a series of more recent Cosmic Visions reports [e.g., 34, 35], including the “New Ideas
in Dark Matter 2017: Community Report” [6].

Most recently, the Astro2020 report [36], “Pathways to Discovery in Astronomy and As-
trophysics for the 2020s,” highlights the importance of Rubin LSST in understanding the
nature of dark matter. Sec. 1.1.2 of the report specifically mentions that “[t]he unknown
physical natures of dark matter and dark energy, both discovered through astronomical
measurements, remain outstanding grand challenges in both physics and astronomy, and
great observational progress will be made in the coming decade. Addressing these pro-
found mysteries were prime motivations for [...] the NSF/DOE Vera C. Rubin Observatory,
a wide-field 8.4 m telescope devoted to a decade-long mapping of the entire southern sky
[...].” In addition, the Astro2020 Report of the Panel on Cosmology [App. C, 36] also rec-
ognizes that “[t]he search for dark matter signatures is wide-ranging and exploratory, but
the next generation of radio telescopes for pulsar timing, large-aperture optical telescopes,
high-resolution CMB polarization mapping, GeV telescopes, and TeV-scale Cherenkov tele-
scopes are particularly important to make progress in this field” (emphasis added).
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2.1.1 How will LSST Constrain Dark Matter Properties?

The 2019 white paper [29] has detailed how Rubin LSST, an unprecedentedly powerful
multi-faceted survey, has the potential to identify the fundamental constituents of dark
matter through diverse observational measurements. A series of white papers solicited by
the Snowmass topical group on “Dark Matter: Cosmic Probes” also highlight dark matter
science with Rubin LSST [18-24]. We summarize the main aspects as follows.

LSST will enable studies of ultra-faint dwarf galaxies (including Milky Way satellites),
stellar streams, and strong lens systems to detect and characterize the smallest dark matter
halos, thereby probing the minimum mass of ultra-light dark matter, the free-streaming
length of dark matter, and interactions between dark matter and Standard-Model particles.
It is worth noting that dark matter-baryon interactions are currently best constrained by
the Milky Way satellite abundances, and the search for Milky Way satellites will only be
improved by Rubin LSST in the next 10 years.

LSST will allow precise measurements of the density profiles and shapes of dark mat-
ter halos in dwarf galaxies and galaxy clusters. The dark matter density profiles and halo
shapes will be sensitive to dark matter self interactions, hence probing hidden-sector mod-
els.

LSST can surpass current limitations of microlensing measurements by directly detect-
ing events based purely on the parallactic component of the lensing signal. The excellent
photometric precision of LSST will also allow us to detect microlensing events with large
impact parameters These microlensing measurements will directly probe primordial black
holes and the compact object fraction of dark matter at the sub-percent level over a wide
range of masses, measuring the inflationary power spectrum as well as dark matter physics.

LSST will increase the white dwarf (WD) stars census and the identification of core-
collapse SNe and of their progenitors, and allow the construction of extremely accurate WD
luminosity functions. Precise measurements of these stellar populations will be sensitive to
anomalous energy-loss mechanisms and will constrain the properties of axions, axion-like
particles, and other light and feebly interacting particles (e.g., dark photons, non-standard
neutrinos).

Finally, studying dark matter with LSST allows us to explore complementarity between
cosmological, direct detection, and other indirect searches for dark matter. For exam-
ple, measurements of large-scale structure will spatially resolve the influence of both dark
matter and dark energy, enabling searches for correlations between the two known compo-
nents of the dark sector. Joint analyses with direct and indirect searches will help constrain
dark matter-baryon interactions, dark matter self-annihilation, and dark matter decay. The
different cosmic epochs probed by Rubin LSST and particle dark matter experiments allow
us to distinguish primordial dark matter physics (e.g., as thermal production) from late
time ones (e.g., self-interaction).

2.2 The Need for a Collaborative Team

Individual scientists can use LSST data to study dark matter since LSST data will be acces-
sible to all US and Chilean scientists and later become broadly publicly available as well.
However, it has been demonstrated in many cases, both in the context of large astronom-
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ical surveys and particle experiments, that a collaborative team can be the most effective
to extract science from large surveys and experiments. In particular, dark matter science
represents a unique synthesis of observational astrophysics, computational cosmology, and
high-energy theory. The requirement of people with different domain knowledge working
together highlights the need of a collaborative team.

More importantly, in the context of large astronomical surveys, a comprehensive un-
derstanding of complex instruments, data sets, and analysis pipelines is the foundation for
any science analysis. This is the reason that modern dark energy science with wide-field
surveys is almost exclusively done in large collaborations. The same holds for dark matter
science. Furthermore, there exist great international efforts from countries beyond the
US and Chile, and some international teams have even proposed in-kind contributions to
Rubin that are relevant to dark matter science. Hence, it is important that a collaborative
team exist to coordinate and focus these efforts.

To this end, the community has been self-organizing to bring together astronomers,
cosmologists, and particle theorists to prepare for dark matter science using LSST through
coordinated efforts in all of these areas. In early 2018, a group of experimentalists, ob-
servers, simulators, and particle theorists self-assembled to build the dark matter science
case for LSST. With several workshops and meetings, this group published a 95-page white
paper [29] and submitted an Astro2020 white paper [37]. In 2019, motivated by the sig-
nificant overlap in scientific interests, technical needs, and personnel between dark energy
and dark matter sciences, the idea of establishing a Dark Matter Working Group as part of
the Rubin LSST Dark Energy Science Collaboration (DESC) was proposed. This DESC Dark
Matter Working Group was designed to serve as a centralized place to host this community,
and to effectively leverage synergies with DESC work on the LSST data and dark energy
probes, while also interacting with other relevant LSST science collaborations (e.g., Stars,
Milky Way, and Local Volume; and Strong Lensing).

This diverse group of scientists has already started to map out the scope of dark mat-
ter analyses: how we derive constraints from LSST data. The DESC Dark Matter working
group has recently created a series of “dark matter flowcharts” that lay out the key obser-
vational and theoretical needs, and specific analysis pipelines that need to be built. Several
flowcharts have been made to cover different analyses mentioned in Section 2.1.1, includ-
ing Milky Way satellites, satellite systems beyond the Local Group, stellar streams, strong
lenses, substructures in clusters. Figure 2 shows an example of the flowchart for the mea-
surement of satellite systems beyond the Local Group. The complex flowchart highlights
the need for a collaborative team with a diverse set of expertise.

In addition to being an example of how a community like the DESC Dark Matter Work-
ing Group can significantly improve scientific and technical productivity, this exercise has
shown that the work to extract dark matter properties is large and complex. We are ur-
gently in need of organizational and funding support to accomplish our goals.

2.3 A Low-cost Low-risk High-reward Investment

Recognizing Rubin LSST as a flagship dark matter experiment such that a team of scientists,
such as the DESC Dark Matter Working Group, can receive organizational and funding
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Figure 2: An example “dark matter flowchart” showing all the needed elements to con-
strain dark matter properties from LSST data for the measurement of satellite systems

beyond the Local Group. This complex flowchart highlights the need for a collaborative
team and organizational and funding support.
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support, similar to how direct detection, collider, and dark energy experiments operate, is
the key to achieve the dark matter science goals that have already been identified as high
priority by the HEP community.

Stable funding lines from DOE have long played a critical role in community planning
for and execution of sensitive dark energy measurements with dedicated facilities. Similar
to the case of pursuing dark energy science, the study of dark matter science is strength-
ened by a unified framework for the various types of measurements that touch on dark
matter properties. These analyses will need to be done in close collaboration with the
detailed work at the pixel level of the survey. Dedicated funding for a flagship dark matter
experiment with Rubin Observatory will allow us to develop better analysis frameworks
together, in close connection to instrument-level work.

Most importantly, funding dark matter science with Rubin LSST is not at the expense
of the success of other sciences. The cost to establish a flagship dark matter experiment
with Rubin LSST is minimal, given the existing investment in dark energy science and the
significant overlap of the required infrastructures and analysis methods for dark energy
and dark matter. The benefit of co-locating research efforts in dark matter and dark en-
ergy has already been realized in DESC Dark Matter Working Group. By recognizing that
Rubin LSST can deliver dark matter science, the DOE can ensure that the existing invest-
ment toward studies of systematics, complex analysis pipelines, and technical work at the
pixel and instrument level will also encompass important dark matter science, and hence
maximize the output of the existing investment.

In addition, funding dark matter science with Rubin LSST will complement and en-
hance the outcome of direct detection, indirect detection, and collider experiments. LSST
will provide critical information on the fundamental dark matter physics, which can ei-
ther help inform the searches in particle experiments, or to collaborate with any upcoming
search results from particle experiments to build a full physical picture of dark matter
particles. Hence, the return of this investment is almost certainly high.

3 Summary

Rubin LSST will enable transformative studies of dark matter physics, as evidenced by
the precursor wide-field surveys. In addition to advancing existing astrophysical probes of
dark matter, Rubin LSST will also enable new probes of dark matter physics that have yet
to be considered. As the particle physics community diversifies the experimental effort to
search for dark matter, a critical consideration is that astrophysical observations already
provide robust, empirical measurement of fundamental dark matter properties. Some of
the astrophysical probes (e.g., merging galaxy clusters) are effectively dark matter particle
collider experiments lightyears away. In the coming decade, astrophysical observations will
probe unique regions of dark matter parameter space, guide other particle experimental
efforts, and connect any discoveries in a terrestrial laboratory to the dark matter we have
observed in the Universe.

Using a large astrophysical survey like Rubin LSST to study dark matter will involve
a wide range of expertise, ranging from theoretical model and analysis development to
detailed knowledge of the instruments. Science collaborations, such as the LSST Dark En-
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ergy Science Collaboration, enable efficient communications, and provide organizational
support for a large number of scientists working together. The benefit of such collabo-
rations has been seen in multiple DOE experiments, including direct detection, indirect
detection, collider, and dark energy science. The Dark Matter Working Group within LSST
DESC, although not funded, has already benefited from the organizational support of LSST
DESC.

This type of large collaboration does require stable funding support. However, fund-
ing dark matter science with Rubin LSST is really a low-cost, low-risk, but high-reward
investment. Dark matter science with Rubin shares similar technical and analysis needs as
dark energy science. In addition, many experimental particle physicists, observational cos-
mologists, theorists, and simulators are already working together on dark energy science.
Recognizing that Rubin LSST can deliver dark matter science is the best way to ensure the
existing investment toward studies of systematics, complex analysis pipelines, and tech-
nical work at the pixel and instrument level will also encompass important dark matter
science, and hence maximize the scientific output. Importantly, the co-location of research
efforts in dark matter, dark energy, neutrinos, and inflation provides the greatest oppor-
tunity to leverage technical and scientific overlap and to capitalize on emerging scientific
opportunities in the next decade.

References

[1] S. Ritz, H. Aihara, M. Breidenbach, B. Cousins, A. de Gouvea, M. Demarteau et al.,
Building for Discovery: Strategic Plan for U.S. Particle Physics in the Global Context,
HEPAP Subcommittee (2014).

[2] B. Moore, S. Ghigna, F. Governato, G. Lake, T. Quinn, J. Stadel et al., Dark Matter
Substructure within Galactic Halos, ApJ 524 (1999) L19 [astro-ph/9907411].

[3] A. Klypin, A.V. Kravtsov, O. Valenzuela and F. Prada, Where Are the Missing Galactic
Satellites?, ApJ 522 (1999) 82 [astro-ph/9901240].

[4] W.J.G. de Blok, S.S. McGaugh, A. Bosma and V.C. Rubin, Mass Density Profiles of
Low Surface Brightness Galaxies, ApJ 552 (2001) L23 [astro-ph/0103102].

[5] G. Bertone, D. Hooper and J. Silk, Particle dark matter: evidence, candidates and
constraints, Phys. Rep. 405 (2005) 279 [hep-ph/0404175].

[6] M. Battaglieri, A. Belloni, A. Chou, P. Cushman, B. Echenard, R. Essig et al., US
Cosmic Visions: New Ideas in Dark Matter 2017: Community Report, arXiv e-prints
(2017) arXiv:1707.04591 [1707.04591].

[7] D.M. Wittman, J.A. Tyson, D. Kirkman, I. Del’Antonio and G. Bernstein, Detection of
weak gravitational lensing distortions of distant galaxies by cosmic dark matter at
large scales, Nature 405 (2000) 143 [astro-ph/0003014].

10


https://doi.org/10.1086/312287
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9907411
https://doi.org/10.1086/307643
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9901240
https://doi.org/10.1086/320262
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0103102
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2004.08.031
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404175
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04591
https://doi.org/10.1038/35012001
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0003014

Vera C. Rubin Observatory as a Flagship Dark Matter Experiment

[8]

[9]
[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

R. Mandelbaum, U. Seljak, R.J. Cool, M. Blanton, C.M. Hirata and J. Brinkmann,
Density profiles of galaxy groups and clusters from SDSS galaxy-galaxy weak lensing,
MNRAS 372 (2006) 758 [astro-ph/0605476].

J.D. Simon, The Faintest Dwarf Galaxies, ARA&A 57 (2019) 375 [1901.05465].

E.O. Nadler, A. Drlica-Wagner, K. Bechtol, S. Mau, R.H. Wechsler, V. Gluscevic et al.,
Constraints on Dark Matter Properties from Observations of Milky Way Satellite
Galaxies, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021) 091101 [2008.00022].

S.Y. Kim and A.H.G. Peter, The Milky Way satellite velocity function is a sharp probe of
small-scale structure problems, arXiv e-prints (2021) arXiv:2106.09050
[2106.09050].

J. Baur, N. Palanque-Delabrouille, C. Yéche, C. Magneville and M. Viel, Lyman-alpha
forests cool warm dark matter, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys. 2016 (2016) 012
[1512.01981].

M. Oguri, M. Takada, N. Okabe and G.P. Smith, Direct measurement of dark matter

halo ellipticity from two-dimensional lensing shear maps of 25 massive clusters,
MNRAS 405 (2010) 2215 [1004.4214].

A.M. Nierenberg, D. Gilman, T. Treu, G. Brammer, S. Birrer, L. Moustakas et al.,
Double dark matter vision: twice the number of compact-source lenses with
narrow-line lensing and the WFC3 grism, MNRAS 492 (2020) 5314 [1908.06344].

N. Shipp, A. Drlica-Wagner, E. Balbinot, P. Ferguson, D. Erkal, T.S. Li et al., Stellar
Streams Discovered in the Dark Energy Survey, ApJ 862 (2018) 114 [1801.03097].

N. Banik, J. Bovy, G. Bertone, D. Erkal and T.J.L. de Boer, Evidence of a population of
dark subhaloes from Gaia and Pan-STARRS observations of the GD-1 stream, MNRAS
502 (2021) 2364 [1911.02662].

L. Dai, A.A. Kaurov, K. Sharon, M. Florian, J. Miralda-Escudé, T. Venumadhav et al.,
Asymmetric surface brightness structure of caustic crossing arc in SDSS J1226+2152:
a case for dark matter substructure, MNRAS 495 (2020) 3192 [2001.00261].

K. Bechtol et al., “Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark matter physics
from halo measurements.”.

M. Baryakhtar et al., “Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter In
Extreme Astrophysical Environments.” 2022.

A. Albert et al., “Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier: Primordial Black Hole Dark
Matter and the Early Universe.” 2022.

S. Chakrabarti et al., “Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Observational
Facilities to Study Dark Matter.” 2022.

11


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10906.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0605476
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-091918-104453
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.05465
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.091101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.00022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.09050
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/08/012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.01981
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.16622.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1004.4214
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3588
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.06344
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aacdab
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03097
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab210
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab210
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.02662
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1355
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.00261

Vera C. Rubin Observatory as a Flagship Dark Matter Experiment

[22]

[23]
[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

M. Valluri et al., “Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter
Constraints from DESI.”.

C. Dvorkin et al., “Dark Matter Physics from the CMB-S4 Experiment.”.

K. Boddy et al., “Snowmass2021 Theory Frontier White Paper: Astrophysical Probes
of Dark Matter.”.

M. Ackermann, A. Albert, B. Anderson, W.B. Atwood, L. Baldini, G. Barbiellini et al.,
Searching for Dark Matter Annihilation from Milky Way Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies
with Six Years of Fermi Large Area Telescope Data, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015)
231301 [1503.02641].

R. Errani, J. Pefiarrubia and M.G. Walker, Systematics in virial mass estimators for
pressure-supported systems, MNRAS 481 (2018) 5073 [1805.00484].

M.R. Buckley and A.H.G. Peter, Gravitational probes of dark matter physics,
Phys. Rep. 761 (2018) 1 [1712.06615].

J.A. Tyson, D.M. Wittman and J.R.P. Angel, The Dark Matter Telescope, in
Gravitational Lensing: Recent Progress and Future Go, T.G. Brainerd and

C.S. Kochanek, eds., vol. 237 of Astronomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series,
p. 417, January, 2001 [astro-ph/0005381].

A. Drlica-Wagner, Y.-Y. Mao, S. Adhikari, R. Armstrong, A. Banerjee, N. Banik et al.,
Probing the Fundamental Nature of Dark Matter with the Large Synoptic Survey
Telescope, arXiv e-prints (2019) arXiv:1902.01055 [1902.01055].

National Research Council, New Worlds, New Horizons in Astronomy and
Astrophysics, National Academies Press (2010), 10.17226/12951.

A. Kusenko and L.J. Rosenberg, Snowmass-2013 Cosmic Frontier 3 (CF3) Working
Group Summary: Non-WIMP dark matter, arXiv e-prints (2013) arXiv:1310.8642
[1310.8642].

J.J. Beatty, A.E. Nelson, A. Olinto, G. Sinnis, A.U. Abeysekara, L.A. Anchordoqui

et al., Snowmass Cosmic Frontiers 6 (CF6) Working Group Summary —The Bright Side
of the Cosmic Frontier: Cosmic Probes of Fundamental Physics, arXiv e-prints (2013)
arXiv:1310.5662 [1310.5662].

D. Bauer, J. Buckley, M. Cahill-Rowley, R. Cotta, A. Drlica-Wagner, J.L. Feng et al.,
Dark matter in the coming decade: Complementary paths to discovery and beyond,
Physics of the Dark Universe 7 (2015) 16 [1305.1605].

S. Dodelson, K. Heitmann, C. Hirata, K. Honscheid, A. Roodman, U. Seljak et al.,
Cosmic Visions Dark Energy: Science, arXiv e-prints (2016) arXiv:1604.07626
[1604.07626].

12


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.231301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.231301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.02641
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00484
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2018.07.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.06615
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0005381
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01055
https://doi.org/10.17226/12951
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.8642
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.5662
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2015.04.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.1605
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07626

Vera C. Rubin Observatory as a Flagship Dark Matter Experiment

[35] K. Dawson, J. Frieman, K. Heitmann, B. Jain, S. Kahn, R. Mandelbaum et al., Cosmic
Visions Dark Energy: Small Projects Portfolio, arXiv e-prints (2018) arXiv:1802.07216
[1802.07216].

[36] National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine, Pathways to Discovery
in Astronomy and Astrophysics for the 2020s, National Academies Press (2021),
10.17226/26141.

[37] K. Bechtol, A. Drlica-Wagner, K.N. Abazajian, M. Abidi, S. Adhikari, Y. Ali-Haimoud
et al., Dark Matter Science in the Era of LSST, BAAS 51 (2019) 207 [1903.04425].

13


https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.07216
https://doi.org/10.17226/26141
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04425

	1 Wide-field Surveys as Dark Matter Experiments
	2 A Flagship Dark Matter Experiment with the Vera C. Rubin Observatory
	2.1 Timely Opportunities
	2.1.1 How will LSST Constrain Dark Matter Properties?

	2.2 The Need for a Collaborative Team
	2.3 A Low-cost Low-risk High-reward Investment

	3 Summary

