arXiv:1804.03516v1 [physics.gen-ph] 4 Apr 2018

April 2018

On the Origin and Nature of Dark Matter

P.H. Frampton^∗

Brasenose College, Oxford OX1 4AJ, UK

Abstract

It is discussed how the ideas of entropy and the second law of thermodynamics, conceived long ago during the nineteenth century, underly why cosmological dark matter exists and originated in the first three years of the universe in the form of primordial black holes, a very large number of which have many solar masses including up to the supermassive black holes at the centres of galaxies. Certain upper bounds on dark astrophysical objects with many solar masses based on analysis of the CMB spectrum and published in the literature are criticised. For completeness we discuss WIMPs and axions which are leading particle theory candidates for the constituents of dark matter. The PIMBHs (Primordial Intermediate Mass Black Holes) with many solar masses should be readily detectable in microlensing experiments which search the Magallenic Clouds and measure light curves with durations of from one year up to several years.

∗email: paul.h.frampton@gmail.com

Introduction

We assume Newton’s universal law for the gravitational force F between every two point particles F = ( GM_1M_2 R^2 ) (1) where G is a constant, M_1, M_2 are the two masses and R is the separation, to be valid at the scale of galaxies and clusters of galaxies. Then there is overwhelming observational evidence [1, 2] for the existence of dark matter which does not radiate electromagnetically but which, by assumption, interacts gravitationally according to Eq.(1). The mass of such dark matter in the Milky Way is five or six times the mass of the luminous matter which does radiate electromagnetically.

There is no doubt that the dark matter exists astrophysically and cosmologically but there is no reliable evidence for dark matter in terrestrial experiments. In the present article we shall first address (Section 1) the reason why dark matter exists by using thermodynamic and entropic arguments especially the second law of thermodynamics. The use of entropy may be unfamiliar to particle theorists because one cannot define the entropy for a single particle. Nevertheless, the reason why dark matter exists pre-dates quantum field theory. We next address (Section 2) the nature of the dark matter and will first briefly discuss within particle theory WIMPs and Axions as candidates for dark matter constituents. These are alternatives to the notion that galactic dark matter is comprised of Primordial Intermediate-Mass Black Holes (PIMBHs). Primordial means that they were formed in the first three years of the expanding universe compared to the first three minutes for luminous matter.

For the present discussion, the PIMBHs of special interest, being the most susceptible to observational discovery by microlensing in the near future, have masses in the narrow range 25M_⊙ ≤ M_{P IMBH} ≤ 2, 500M_⊙, (2) which is a range accessible to the microlensing experiments with light curves less than ten years in duration for lensing of stars in the Magellanic Clouds. Masses above the upper end in Eq.(2) up to 10^6M_⊙ are permitted in the Milky Way halo where there is a mass cut-off caused by disk stability [3] for MACHOS away from the galactic centre. Near to the centre of gravity of the Milky Way is the supermassive black hole SagA* with

M_{SagA∗} ≃ 4 × 10^6M_⊙ (3)

and elsewhere in the visible universe there are primordial black holes with masses anywhere up to 10^{12}M_⊙ which include all the supermassive black holes at galactic centres.

Black holes mean the electrically neutral objects predicted by general relativity of Kerr type [4], specified completely by mass and spin. Having discussed both the why (Section 1) and what (Section 2) of dark matter, we end with a Discussion section.

1 On the Origin of Dark Matter

The reason that dark matter exists is based on the thermodynamic concepts of entropy and the second law of thermodynamics. The present section will contain introductory discussions about entropy which was a major accomplishment of nineteenth century theoretical physics. Physicists studying particle theory normally use the language of quantum field theory and can be skeptical about the usefulness of entropy.

Dark matter should be regarded as an astrophysical phenomenon and its appearance in galaxies and clusters of galaxies the result of dynamical evolution in the early universe of extremely large numbers of particles. This leads naturally to the employment of the methods of statistical mechanics and thermodynamics. To understand the cosmological dark matter, we must therefore study assiduously Boltzmann rather than Maxwell.

For the expansion of the visible universe, we are dealing with ∼ 10^{80} particles, far more than Avagadro’s number 6.023 × 10^{23} molecules per mole and therefore a statistical treatment should give reliable predictions. Application of entropy to the visible universe is secure because, assuming a finite universe, it is a thermodynamical isolated system since no heat enters or leaves and the visible universe can be regarded as if surrounded by a perfect thermal insulator.

The universe is not as straightforward as, but not so much more complicated than, a box with a mole of ideal gas and elastic collisions between molecules and between molecules and the walls, where with 6.023×10^{23} molecules we can derive at low density extremely accurate thermodynamic laws such as the ideal gas law. For the universe, it is a time-dependent system and the exactly accurate dynamics would require solving Boltzmann’s transport equations for all the particles, so we must instead use thermodynamic arguments.

The kinetic theory of gases is a misleadingly simple case where precise macroscopic properties of a box of ideal gas are related to the microscopic properties of the molecules. There are thermodynamic variables P, V, T whose physical significance in terms of experimental measurement is clear. S, the entropy, is a state function.

The second half of the 19th century was when entropy was introduced into physics. In the 1850s and culminating in 1865, Clausius thought carefully about Carnot’s earlier cyclic model for a steam engine and it is Clausius who deserves the credit for introducing both entropy and the second law of thermodynamics. Quite a pair of accomplishments! But the connection of entropy to microscopic physics was first made by Boltzmann in 1872.

The French physicist who was the father of thermodynamics and whose work started the intellectual path towards entropy was Sadi Carnot (1796-1832). In his 1824 book [8] S. Carnot began a new field of research, thermodynamics, and his Carnot Cycle was what later led Clausius in 1865 to the idea of entropy. The Carnot Cycle is a simple model which mimics the operation of a steam engine.

Rudolf Clausius (1822-1888), a German physicist and mathematician, may justly be regarded as the father of entropy. He was initially inspired by the Carnot Cycle which requires that

( Q_H T_H ) = ( Q_L T_L ) (4) where T_H , T_L are the absolute temperatures of the hot and cold heat reservoirs and Q_H , Q_L the heat absorbed and emitted respectively. In the presence of irreversible processes in a variant of the Carnot Cycle one would, instead of the equality in Eq.(4), have an inequality (Q_H /T_H ) < (Q_L/T_L) which gives rise to the second law. This led Clausius to a definition [9] for incremental entropy as the exact differential dS = ( δQ T ) (5)

near to thermal equilibrium and thence to the second law of thermodynamics dS ≥ 0. We emphasise that Eq.(5) is appropriate only near to thermal equilibrium because, for example, a thermally insulated box of ideal gas with an unlikely initial condition, e.g. all the molecules in one corner, will rapidly increase its entropy to approach thermal equilibrium despite the fact that δQ ≡ 0. Clausius denoted entropy by S in honour of Sadi Carnot. The early universe is never near to equilibrium so that Eq.(5) does not apply: δQ = 0 but dS > 0.

Clausius enunciated two laws as follows: 1. The energy of the universe is a constant. 2. The entropy of the universe tends to a maximum.

This succinct statement of the second law is perfect for use in our Discussion section.

For a closed, isolated homogeneous system in which all processes in a cycle are reversible the closed loop integral vanishes: ∮ dS = ∮ δQ T = 0 (6)

which implies that the line integral is independent of the path and hence that the increment dS is uniquely defined as an exact differential at least proximate to thermal equilibrium. Therefore we have a sensible thermodynamic state function S whose partial differentiations with respect to the thermodynamic variables permit an expression for relative entropies in an ideal gas.

Kinetic theory shows how the P, V, T thermodynamic variables can be related to the average motions of the molecules using statistical mechanics. The question following Clausius’s work was how to relate the state function S to microscopic variables? Ludwig Boltzmann (1844-1906) was the physicist who solved this problem. He had no experimental evidence for molecules; this had to wait thirty more years until the explanation of Brownian motion made in 1905 by Einstein [5] and Smoluchowski [6].

Boltzmann was in many ways a tragic figure. Few people were convinced of the reality of atoms and molecules before the last year of his life. Further, his statistical, hence inexact, second law of thermodynamics was strongly criticised by Maxwell (1831-1879) who, although he believed in atoms and molecules, never accepted Boltzmann’s 1872 idea of an inexact law of physics.

Boltzmann appreciated that his law was so unlikely to be violated that it might as well have been exact. Another severe criticism came from the distinguished French mathematician Henri Poincaré (1854-1912) who proved a rigorous recurrence theorem [7] which states that all systems must return eventually to their original state. Boltzmann understood that the time scale involved in Poincaré recurrence is far too long to be physically relevant. In any case, Boltzmann’s lack of recognition in the physics and mathematics communities may have contributed in 1906 to his suicide at the early age of 62.

Boltzmann defined as microstates all the possible arrangements of microscopic variables corresponding to a given fixed set of macroscopic or thermodynamic variables. Let p_i be the probability that the system is in the ith microstate. Then introducing the constant k with the same units as S he represented S as

S = −kΣ_ip_i ln p_i (7)

He made the ergodic hypothesis that all the p_i are equal

p_i = 1 Ω for all i (8)

whereupon S = k ln Ω (9)

where Ω is the total number of microstates. Eq. (9) is one of the most celebrated equations in all of physics.

For an ideal gas, the maximisation of entropy S means that in the state of thermal equilibrium there is the maximum uncertainty in the molecular motions. We can equivalently say that there is the greatest disorder in thermal equilibrium, and hence that entropy is a measure of disorder.

The H theorem (1872) [10] of Boltzmann is central to the physics although even now in 2018 we are told it cannot be rigorously proved mathematically because, at least far away from equilibrium, it is unknown whether solutions of the Boltzmann transport equation have sufficient analytic smoothness. Nevertheless, the H theorem shows how starting from reversible microscopic mechanics, one can arrive at non-reversible, in a statistical sense, macroscopic dynamics. It explicates the second law of thermodynamics that the entropy of an isolated system cannot decrease. Later in this paper, we shall argue that the early visible universe can be regarded as such an isolated system.

The Boltzmann transport equation is a general requirement for f(q, p, t) which is the distribution of molecules with position q and momentum p at time t and is written as follows: ∂f(q, p, t) ∂t + ( p m ) . ∂f(q, p, t) ∂q + F. ∂f(q, p, t) ∂p = ( ∂f ∂t ) coll (10)

where the RHS is ( ∂f ∂t ) = R̄ − R (11) in which R dt dq dp is the number of collisions from time t to (t + dt) with initial position q to (q + dq) and initial momentum p to (p +dp) and R̄ dt dq dp is the number of collisions from time t to (t + dt) with final position q to (q + dq) and final momentum p to (p +dp).

Taking only 2 → 2 elastic collisions into account

R(q, p_1) = ∫ dp_2dp^′_1dp^′_2P_{p1,p2→p}′_{1p}′_2 f(q, p_1)f(q, p_2) (12)

while for the final state

R̄(q, p_1) = ∫ dp_2dp^′_1dp^′_2P_p′_{1,p}′_{2→p1p2} f(q, p^′_1)f(q, p^′_2) (13)

In Eqs.(12) and (13), P_{p1,p2→p}′_{1p}′_2 is the probability density for going from initial state p_1, p_2 to final state p^′_1, p^′_2 in time dt.

Time-reversal symmetry for the microscopic scattering requires that

P_{p1,p2→p}′_{1,p}′_2 = P_p′_{1,p}′_{2→p1,p2} (14)

and therefore we may rewrite Eq.(11) as ( ∂f ∂t ) = ∫ dp_2dp^′_1dp^′_2P_{p1,p2→p}′_{1,p}′_2 [ f(p^′_1)f(p^′_2) − f(p_1)f(p_2) ] (15)

To indentify entropy S microscopically, presumably inspired by the monotonic increase of the logarithm function, Boltzmann considered what he called the H function (S = −H) defined by H(t) = ∫ dpf(p, t) log f(p, t) (16)

The time derivative of H(t) is ( dH(t) dt ) = ∫ dp ∂ ∂t [f(p, t) log f(p, t)] = ∫ dp ( ∂f(p, t) ∂t ) [1 + log f(p, t)] (17)

Substitution of Eq.(15) into Eq.(17) gives ( dH(t) dt ) = ∫ dp_1dp_2dp^′_1dp^′_2P_{p1,p2→p}′_{1,p}′_2 [ f(p^′_1)f(p^′_2) − f(p_1)f(p_2) ] [1 + log f(p_1)] (18)

Because of the symmetry in Eq.(18), we may freely replace f(p_1) by f(p_2) in the logarithm, and add the result to Eq.(18) to obtain

2 ( dH(t) dt ) = ∫ dp_1dp_2dp^′_1dp^′_2P_{p1,p2→p}′_{1,p}′_2 [ f(p^′_1)f(p^′_2) − f(p_1)f(p_2) ] [1 + log f(p_1)f(p_2)] (19) Now we exploit the time-reversal-invariance of P in Eq(14) to arrive at the fascinating formula which is at the heart of Boltzmann’s derivation: ( dH(t) dt ) = − 1 4 ∫ dp_1dp_2dp^′_1dp^′_2P_{p1,p2→p}′_{1,p}′_2 [ f(p^′_1)f(p^′_2) − f(p_1)f(p_2) ] × [ log f(p_1)f(p_2) − log f(p^′_1)f(p^′_2) ] (20)

Eq.(20) has a RHS which is negative semidefinite because (A−B)(log A−log B) ≥ 0 and therefore ( dH(t) dt ) ≤ 0 (21)

or, reverting to entropy S(t) = −H(t), we have arrived at a microscopic derivation of the second law that with a very large number of molecules S cannot decrease.

The paper by Boltzmann in which he proved the H theorem has been studied and criticised probably as much as any physics paper. One interesting critique [11] is by Von Neumann (1903- 1957), available in translation [12].

The reason why the H theorem of Boltzmann is far more powerful than the infinitesimal definition of dS by Clausius is that it proves that dS ≥ 0 for non-equilibrium systems assuming only the Boltzmann transport equation and the ergodic hypothesis,

What is clear about S(t) for a box of ideal gas is that with thermal equilibrium Eq(21) becomes an equality and that S(t) is a maximum. From the definition of S in Eq.(9) this implies that the number of microstates corresponding to the thermally equilibrated system is the highest, and that therefore the molecular motion is the most disordered.

The H theorem encapsulates this edifice of 19th-century knowledge sufficiently to progress with some confidence from a box of ideal gas to the more interesting case of the early universe.

- - - - - - - -

To discuss cosmology we begin from Einstein’s equations [13, 14] of general relativity R_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν} R + Λg_{μν} = 8πGT_{μν} . (22)

We adopt the FLRW metric [15–18] which reflects homogeneity and isotropy ds^2 = dt^2 − a(t)^2 [ dr^2 + r^2(dθ^2 + sin^2dϕ^2) ] , (23)

and substituting Eq. (23) into Eq.(22) gives inter alia the Friedmann expansion equation [15] ( ȧ a )_2 = 8πG 3 ρ_{T OT} (24)

in which the total density ρ_{T OT} has three important components

ρ_{T OT} = ρ_m + ρ_γ + ρ_Λ (25)

corresponding to matter, radiation and dark energy respectively.

Can the visible universe be regarded a thermodynamically isolated system? The answer is a categoric yes. No heat ever enters or leaves and it can be considered as if its surface were covered by a perfect thermal insulator. It contains a very large number of particles, much bigger than the number of molecules, 6.023 × 10^{23}, per mole of ideal gas.

We assume that the universe is finite and that the visible universe (VU) is a 2-sphere characterised by one scale, R_{V U} (t), which is its co-moving radius, monotonically increasing as if from R(t = 0) = 0 at the Big Bang to R_{V U} (t_0) the present time t_0 ∼ 13.8Gy when

R_{V U} (t_0 = 13.8Gy) ∼ 44Gly (26)

is a reasonable value. There is a subtlety after the expansion starts accelerating at time t = t_{DE} ∼ 9.8Gy when the dark energy becomes dominant. The universe then acquires an extroverse, a 2-sphere of radius R_{ext}(t) which is larger than the visible universe for t > t_{DE}; the present values are R_{ext}(t_0) ∼ 52Gly > R_{V U} (t_0) ∼ 44Gly (27)

This implies that the present extroverse has a volume 65% larger than the visible universe so that if, say, the VU contains 100 billion galaxies, a further 65 billion galaxies have already exited the VU but it is reasonable to assume that, despite their lack of observability, those extra galaxies have similar dark matter and supermassive black holes to the ones of the visible universe. The accelerated expansion is thus unimportant to our analysis of the dark matter which was formed in the first three years when 0 ≤ t ≤ 3y.

To set the scene, let us make an inventory of entropies of the known objects inside the visible universe, excluding dark matter and dark energy.

We use dimensionless entropy S/k.

Luminous matter (Baryons) ∼ 10^{80} Cosmic Microwave Background ∼ 10^{88}

Relic neutrinos ∼ 10^{88} Supermassive black holes ∼ 10^{103}

For the supermassive black holes, we have made our estimate based on a number 10^{11} of galaxies in the visible universe, an average SMBH mass of 10^7M_⊙, and the black hole entropy formula

S_{BH} (M = ηM_⊙) ∼ 10^{78}η^2 (28)

These entropies reveal the staggering fact that of all the present entropy in the visible universe a fraction (1 − 10^{−15}) is contained in the SMBHs. Equally striking is that, from Eq.(28), one SMBH with mass 10^7M_⊙ contains entropy 10^{92} which is 10, 000 times the entropy of all the CMB permeating the entire visible universe.

This overwhelming domination of entropy by black holes reflects the fact that by far the most efficient way of concentrating entropy is by black holes. This supports the idea that, for example, the dark matter inside clusters of galaxies, imaged by gravitational lensing, exists because in the early universe Nature created [19] very large numbers of primordial black holes to satisfy the second law of thermodynamics.

Although the PBH formation in the early universe is a dynamical question which, to be rigorous, would require solution of Boltzmann’s transport equation, Eq.(10), for ∼ 10^{80} particles which is far beyond the capability of any computer, nevertheless we can specify the eras during which the PBHs were formed. The mass of a PBH is determined by the horizon size to be

M_{P BH} ≃ 10^5M_⊙ ( t 1sec ) (29)

The MACHO Collaboration [20] found that MACHOs up to mass 25M_⊙ could account for no more that 10% (or 20% at a stretch) of the dark matter. We shall assume that the MACHOs they did discover included PBHs. In any case, the other 90% of the dark matter PBHs must be heavier than 25M_⊙ which, according to Eq. (29), requires

t ≥ t_1 ≡ 0.00025sec (30)

For MACHO searched by a microlensing experiment which targets the Magellanic clouds, the duration (τ) of the light curves for full-width at half maximum is given by

τ ≃ 0.2year ( M_{MACHO} M_⊙ ) 1_2 (31)

and so if we find it impracticable to wait for more than 10yrs to measure a light curve we require M_{P BH} ≤ 2500M_⊙ and according to Eq.(29) such a PBH is formed before t_2 given by

t_2 ≡ 0.025sec (32)

Let us define PIMBHs as residing in the mass range

25M_⊙ ≤ M_{P IMBH} ≤ 10^6M (33) then PIMBHs were formed before a time t_3 which is t_3 = 10sec (34) Let us define supermassive black holes (SMBHs) to be those black holes in the mass range 10^6M_⊙ ≤ M_{SMBH} ≤ 10^{12}M_⊙ (35) so that SMPBHs are formed [21] before t_4 given by t_4 = 10^7seconds ≃ 3years (36) To summarise, all of the cosmological dark matter and the supermassive black holes are formed during the first three years. Normalising the FLRW scale factor a(t) in Eq.(23) by a(t_o) ≡ 1 at the present time the values of a(t) and the corresponding values for the radius R_{V U} (t) of the visible universe are:

t_1 = 0.00025s a(t_1) = 2.7 × 10^{−12} R_{V U} (t_1) = 0.14 ly. t_2 = 0.025s a(t_2) = 2.7 × 10^{−11} R_{V U} (t_2) = 1.4 ly. t_3 = 10s a(t_3) = 5.4 × 10^{−10} R_{V U} (t_3) = 28 ly. t_4 = 10^7s a(t_4) = 5.4 × 10^{−7} R_{V U} (t_1) = 28 kly.

The intermediate-mass PIMBHs are formed between cosmic times t_1 and t_3, with the most readily detectable made between t_1 and t_2. The supermassive black holes then appeared between times t_3 ∼ 10s and t_4 ∼ 3y. All of the dark matter was formed during the first three years after the Big Bang, just as all the luminous matter was formed during the first three minutes.

2 On the Nature of Dark Matter

In this Section, we shall first discuss WIMPs (subsection 2.1) and axions (subsection 2.2) which are the two most likely candidates, in that order, for the constituents of cosmological dark matter which arise from extensions of the standard model of particle phenomenology. We shall then return to primordial black holes (subsection 2.3) whose motivation is based instead on entropy as discussed in Section 1.

2.1 WIMPs

By Weakly Interacting Massive Particle (WIMP) is generally meant an unidentified elementary particle with mass in the range between 10 GeV and 1000 GeV and with scattering cross section with nucleons (N) satisfying, according to the latest unsuccessful WIMP direct searches,

σ_{W IMP −N} < 10^{−46}cm^2 (37)

which is roughly comparable to the characteristic strength of the known weak interaction.

The WIMP particle must be electrically neutral and be stable or have an extremely long lifetime, longer than the age of the universe. In model-building, this stability may be achieved by an ad hoc discrete symmetry, for example a Z_2 symmetry under which all the standard model particles are even and others are odd. If the discrete symmetry is unbroken, the lightest odd state must be stable and therefore a candidate for a dark matter.

By far the most popular WIMP example comes from electroweak supersymmetry where a discrete R symmetry has the value R=+1 for the standard model particles and R=-1 for all the sparticles. Such an R parity is less ad hoc, being essential to prevent too-fast proton decay. The lightest R=-1 particle is stable and, if not a gravitino which has the problem of too-slow decay in the early universe, it is the neutralino, a linear combination of zino, bino and higgsino. The neutralino provides an attractive dark matter candidate.

It is worth briefly recalling the history of electroweak supersymmetry. The standard model [22–25] was in place by 1971 and its biggest theoretical problem was that, unlike QED with only logarithmic divergences, the scalar sector of the standard model generates quadratic divergences which, unless cancelled within a quiver-type construction [26], destabilise the mass of the BEH boson. When supersymmetric field theories were invented [27, 28] in 1974, they provided a mathematical solution of the quadratic divergence problem and immediately became popular. Even more so in 1983 when the neutralino was identified [29] as a dark matter candidate and more so again in 1991 when it was pointed out [30] that grand unification apparently works better with hypothetical supersymmetric partners included.

2.1.1 Direct detection

With all of this support for supersymmetry, it is natural to take seriously the dark matter candidate which such a theory predicts. It is a WIMP with mass typically 10-1000GeV and experiencing weak interactions which would suggest a detectable scattering cross-section from nuclei in direct detection experiments.

Some of the detectors for WIMPs have been built using liquid xenon [31–33] .These have produced the strongest upper limits on the existence of WIMPs such as the cross-section quoted above in Eq.(37).

When a WIMP passes through a detector, it can interact with a nucleus which will recoil. The idea is to detect the small energy which is transferred. Experiments may have 1, 000 kgs up to 10, 000 kgs of detector. Such an experiment needs knowledge of the WIMP-nucleus cross-section and the distribution of WIMPs in the galactic halo.

The WIMP-nucleus interaction can be spin-independent (SI) or spin-dependent (SD). For SI, the nucleons add to a A^2 coherence factor. If the WIMP is heavier than the nucleus this becomes A^4, so heavy nuclei are the best targets. This is why germanium (A = 74) is a popular choice because 74^4 ≃ 3 × 10^7. For SD, the WIMP interacts only with the total spin of the nucleus, and the factor A^2 is lost. It needs a nuclus with a nonzero spin. In the case of the CDMS experiment, for example, it uses [34–36] a mixture of Ge-74 (spinless) and Ge-73 (spin=^9_2 ) in order to be sensitive to both SI and SD scattering of WIMPs.

Concerning the astrophysics, the count rates are highest for slow WIMPs and go to zero for WIMP velocity 540km/s which is the escape velocity from the halo. One needs also to consider the density profile of the halo which is assumed to follow the NFW profile [37,38] obtained from numerical simulations. This peaks at the galactic centre and the density falls, ρ ∼ r^{−2}, for large r. This density may be lumpy because the Milky Way was formed in part by mergers. The Sun is 24, 000ly from SagA∗ and is moving at ∼ 250km/s around the core. The average density of WIMPs is 0.4GeV/cm^3 and their relative velocity is what determines the flux. An annual modulation is expected due to the Earth’s orbit around the Sun.

Background noise for direct detection can arise from cosmic rays and solar flares so the detectors are placed deep underground. For example, the Homestake Mine in South Dakota is almost one mile deep. Nevertheless, even there radioactivity of the rock, due to e.g. naturally occurring radon, must be taken into account.

A large detector for WIMPs, the LZ Dark Matter Experiment using seven tons of liquid xenon, is planned for SURF (Sanford Underground Research Facility) in South Dakota [39].

2.1.2 Production

Another way of finding the WIMPs is to look for production in pairs at a particle collider such as the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) which is presently the highest-energy machine in the world with proton-proton collisions at 13 TeV centre-of-mass energy.

Dark matter itself is not detected in a production experiment like LHC. Instead one looks for an apparent violation of energy conservation. If WIMPs were produced at the LHC, the signature would be high-transverse-momentum jets which are easily detected. Pair production of WIMPs should be associated by 1, 2 or more such jets.

If WIMPs are produced and detected, it will still need astrophysical evidence that it is the dark matter.

2.1.3 Indirect detection

A third method to search for WIMPs is to seek astrophysical signals of WiMP annihilation products. Many WIMPs are their own antiparticles and annihilate among themselves into a variety of lighter particles. The end states include e^+, γ and ν. These are sought by detectors on satellites in space, strings of phototubes embedded in ice at the South Pole, and other techniques.

The strongest signals come from regions most abundant in WIMPs, viz the centres of the Earth and Sun, the galactic centre and dwarf galaxies near the Milky Way. It needs a WIMP density high enough for them to collide and annihilate. WIMP annihilations in the early universe are important in order that the relic density of dark matter can agree with that observed at the present time.

Now the average WIMP density is so low that, in general, they never collide. The only places they will appreciably annihilate is in regions of especially high WIMP overdensity. The Milky Way has a higher density than the universe’s average.

WIMPs traveling through the Earth have a probability of about one in ten billion to hit a nucleus and lose sufficient energy to be captured and pulled to the Earth’s centre of gravity. There they start annihilating. The e^+’s cannot escape the Earth’s core because of electromagnetic forces, but the neutrino products of WIMP annihilation can. The failure to observe these in surface neutrino detectors provides a useful upper limit on the WIMP density at the centre of the Earth.

A similar analysis applies mutatis mutandis, to the centre of the Sun. Searches for ν’s from the centres of the Earth and Sun are continuing.

We can go to larger distances from the Earth whereupon a good candidate for WIMP concentration is the Milky Way core at a distance of 24,000 ly. Computer simulations of the dark matter galactic profile suggest a higher density there. The situation in the vicinity of SagA^∗ is not straightforward because (i) merging of black holes into the supermassive black hole could have knocked WIMPs away, and (ii) competing astrophysical processes might be difficult to disentangle.

Dwarf galaxies can produce cleaner signals for WIMPs. Inside the Milky Way are many substructures, including dwarf galaxies which are between 10^{−6} and 10^{−3} of the mass of the galaxy. There are at least twenty dwarf galaxies inside the Milky Way with exceptionally high ratio of dark matter to luminous matter, and these may provide the best environments for WIMPs.

The intricate decay chains for the WIMP annihilations into standard model particles can be quite complex, but can be calculated with the most certainty for the special case of the MSSM neutralino. Generally the total mass of the final products may add to about ten percent of the original progenitor WIMP mass.

There is a worldwide search for the products of WIMP annihilation using, e.g., satellites and the IceCube detector [40–42] at the South Pole. Excesses of e^+’s and γ’s could provide us with the smoking gun for such indirect detection.

2.2 Axions

The axion particle is now believed, if it exists, to lie in the mass range

10^{−6}eV < M < 10^{−3}eV (38)

The lagrangian originally proposed for Quantum Chromodymamics (QCD) was of the simple form, analogous to Quantum Electrodynamics (QED), L_{QCD} = − 1 4 G^α_{μν} G^{μν}_α − 1 2 Σ_iq̄_{i,a}γ^μD^{ab}_μ q_{i,b} (39) summed over the six quark flavors. The simplicity of Eq.(39) was only temporary and became more complicated in 1975 by the discovery of instantons which dictated that an additional term be allowed in the QCD lagrangian ΔL_{QCD} = Θ 64π^2

G^α_{μν}G̃^{μν}_α (40)

must be added where G̃_{μν} is the dual of G_{μν} . Although this extra term is an exact derivative, it cannot be discarded as a surface term because there is now a topologically nontrivial QCD vacuum with an infinite number of different values of the spacetime integral over Eq.(4) all of which correspond to G_{μν} = 0. Normalized as in Eq.(4), the spacetime integral of this term must be an integer, and an instanton configuation changes this integer, or Pontryagin number, by unity.

When the quark masses are complex, an instanton changes not only Θ but also the phase of the quark mass matrix M_{quark} and the full phase to be considered is Θ̄ = Θ + argdet||M_{quark}|| (41) The additional term, Eq.(4), violates P and CP, and contributes to the neutron electric dipole moment whose upper limit provides a constraint

Θ̄ < 10^{−9} (42)

which fine-tuning is the strong CP problem.

The hypothetical axion particle then arises from a method to resolve Eq.(6), based on the Peccei- Quinn mechanism which introduces a new global U(1)_{P Q} symmetry which allows the vacuum to relax to Θ̄ = 0. Because this U(1)_{P Q} symmetry is spontaneously broken, it gives rise to a light pseudoscalar axion [43, 44] with mass in the range 100keV < M < 1MeV .

An axion in this mass range was excluded experimentally but then the theory was modified [45–48] to one with an invisible axion where the U(1)_{P Q} symmetry is broken at a much higher scale f_a and the coupling of the axion correspondingly suppressed. Nevertheless, experiments to detect such so-called invisible axions were proposed, firstly using resonant microwave cavities then using other techniques discussed in sections 2.2.2 and 2.2.3.

2.2.1 Resonant Microwave Cavities

The first method to detect the invisible axions was suggested by Sikivie [49] in 1983. The idea is that the dark matter axions will move through a microwave cavity in a strong magnetic field and be resonantly converted to photons. The very weak coupling of the axion is compensated by their large number, typically ∼ 10^{14}cm^{−3} if axions form all the dark matter.

The microwave signal will be almost monochromatic at a frequency corresponding to the axion mass, broadened upward because of the axion’s virial distribution. The expected velocity is ∼ 10^{−3}c which leads to a spread in energy δE/E ∼ 10^{−6}.

The lagrangian for the axion coupling is L = ( αg_{aγγ} 2πf_a ) aE.B. (43)

The resonant modes which couple to axions are transverse magnetic (TM) modes. The predicted power from axion −→ photon conversion is [50]

P_a = ( αg_{aγγ} 2πf_a )_2 V B^2ρ_ACM^{−1}_A min(Q_L.Q_a) (44)

where v is the cavity volume, B the magnetic field, ρ_a is the axion volume, C is a form factor characterising overlap of a specific TM mode, Q_L is the loaded quality factor and Q_a is the axion quality factor.

The mass range for dark matter axions centres around 1μeV to 1meV , although extensions of this mass range in both directions are being studied. The converted photon frequencies are in the range MHz to THz. Experiments have been designed to look at the lower frequencies in this range but to maintain a high quality factor only a few kHz can be scanned at a time.

The scan rate is determined by the time it takes a possible axion signal to be above the cavity’s intrinsic noise, according to the radiometer equation

SNR = P_a P̄_N √ Bt = P_a kT √ t B (45)

with P_a the power generated by axion-photon conversion, P_N = kBT is the cavity noise power, B is the signal bandwidth, t is the integration time, k is Boltzmann’s constant and T is the temperature.

From Eq.(45), a tiny signal power can be amplified by increasing P_a ∝ V B^2, increasing the time t or minimising T . Most of the research is directed to lowering the intrinsic noise. The earliest such experiments were carried out at Brookhaven National Laboratory [51], then at the University of Florida [52].

The ADMX (Axion Dark Matter eXperiment) at LLNL is one example [53] of a second-generation experiment. ADMX uses a 8.5 Tesla superconducting magnet 110cm in length and a 200 liter stainless steel microwave cavity plated with ultra-pure copper. An adjustable antenna is put through the top cavity plate and its signal is boosted by extremely low noise cryogenic amplifiers which are the most important limiting factor on axion sensitivity.

More recent cavity designs are discussed in [54].

2.2.2 Axion Helioscopes

Axions produced in the Solar core free-stream out to be detected on Earth when they convert into low-energy X-rays as they pass through a strong magnetic field. The flux of axions produced in the Sun should have a thermal spectrum with a mean energy of a few keV, and the integrated flux art the Earth is expected [55] to be ∼ 10^{11}cm^{−2}s^{−1}.

Consider a solar axion passing through a magnetic field B with length L then its probability P of conversion into a photon is given by [50] P = ( αg_{aγγ} BL 4πf_a )_2 2L^2

1 − cos(qL) (qL)^2

(46)

in which g_{aγγ} is the axion-photon coupling and q is the axion-photon momentum difference given by q = m^2_a/2E where E is the photon energy. Maximum conversion of axions to photons occurs when their fields stay in phase over the length L of the magnet. This requires [56] that qL < π. When the axion mass is small, q −→ 0 and the axion→photon conversion is greatest. More massive axions tend to go out of phase, but there is a method to compensate by adding a buffer gas which imparts an effective mass to the photon. Different axion masses can then be tuned by varying the gas pressure.

The first axion helioscope was built [57] at BNL (Brookhaven) in 1992 but the limits it obtained were far outside the expected parameters of invisible axion theories. Follow up experiments at the University of Tokyo [58] in 2007-08 obtained more stringent limits such as g_{aγγ} < (5.6 − 13.4) × 10^{−10}GeV^{−1} for axions on the mass range 0.84eV < m_a < 1eV .

Upgraded experiments have been constructed at CERN and the University of Tokyo. At CERN, the experiment [59] is called CAST (= CERN Axion Solar Telescope). CAST uses an LHC magnet of length L = 9.3m and magnetic field B = 9 Tesla. It tracks the Sun for 90 minutes a day using a rail system and the double magnet bore permits four X-ray detectors, one at each end of each bore. CAST has achieved a limit of g_{aγγ} /f_a < 7.6 × 10^{−8}GeV^{−1}.^3He and^4He buffer gases are being used to extend the searched region of axion mass.

More sensitive than CAST is TASTE (=Troisk Axion Solar Telescope Experiment) [60].

2.2.3 Laser Methods

One might expect that the unique coherent states of photons in lasers can form a detection method for axions, and indeed we shall discuss two of the possibilities for scattering off the laser photons, designated γ_{LAS} .

There will be a transverse magnetic field which itself creates virtual photons, designated γ^∗. The idea then is to create axions by the scattering process γ_{LAS} + γ^∗ −→ a (47) We may look for disappearance of polarised laser photons as they convert into axions by a magneto-optical effect of the vacuum. This arises from a term

aE.B (48)

which is an anomalous coupling.

Such an axion search has been carried out by a Rochester-Brookhaven- Fermilab-Trieste (RBFT) group [61] which at one time found a preliminary positive signal [62] that led to theories of vacuum dichroism in which the two circular polarisations are differentiated. The polarisation of the laser beam can be examined. The original suggestion of a discovery was not supported by further data, but it has inspired a strong group of searchers for axion-like-particles at the DESY Laboratory.

As a second example for axion searches using lasers we briefly discuss what has been called, dramatically, ”light shining through walls” as suggested in [63]. Polarised laser photons pass through a magnetic field with E||B and axions when produced pass through an absorber (the wall) and are reconverted to axions on the other side [64].

The probability for a photon to convert into an axion in the axion-source region is P_{γ→a} ∝ 1 4 ( αg_{aγγ} 2πf_a BL )_2 1 − cos(qL) (qL)^2

(49)

and the probability for the axion to reconvert to an observable photon is the same as Eq.(49) and so the total probability for detection of photon−→axion−→photon is [65]

P_{γ→a→γ} = P^2_{γ→a} (50) There is a maximum detectable axion mass because of the oscillation length becoming shorter than the magnetic field length. The RBFT group. already mentioned, found [66] an upper limit on the axion-photon coupling of g_{aγγ} < 6.7 × 10^{−7}GeV^{−1} for axions with mass m_a < 1meV .

It has been shown that this ”light shining though walls” experiment can be resonantly enhanced [67] by encompassing both the production and reconversion magnets in matched Fabry-Perot optical resonators.

Laser induced fluorescence in rare-earth doped materials is being pursued [68].

2.3 Primordial black holes

The idea that primordial black holes (PBHs) might be formed in the early universe was first proposed [69] by Novikov and Zeldovich in the Soviet Union in 1967. In 1974, the same idea occurred independently in the West to Carr and Hawking [70]. A year later in 1975 Chapline [71] was the first to suggest that the dark matter could be made from PBHs, DM = P BHs, which was a prescient idea. At that time, PBHs were believed to be orders of magnitude lighter than the Sun, the most popular particle theory dark matter candidates, WIMPs and axions, had not yet been invented, and microlensing experiments were unknown.

Forty years later, in 2015, we proposed in Frampton [19] instead the idea, DM = P IMBHs, where the P IMBHs are many times the mass of the Sun in the intermediate-mass(IM) region between stellar mass and supermassive black holes. At the time, we were unaware of Chapline’s work.

Important and influential were the data obtained by the MACHO Collaboration [20] including examples of microlensing light curves for lens masses up to almost 25M_⊙; it is entirely possible that if that experiment had continued beyond 1999, the dark matter PIMBHs could have been discovered although the possible additional time was limited because the Mount Stromlo Observatory was destroyed in the Canberra bushfire of 2003.

There were also the inventions of the WIMP and axion particles where the former became by far the most popular candidate for dark matter. One realization expressed in the 2015 paper [19] was that the failure of the LHC to confirm the presence of electroweak supersymmetry at the same time weakened the motivation for the WIMP and therefore made more likely an astrophysical solution. It was mentioned that the most promising test was by microlensing and this was stressed further in a joint paper, Chapline and Frampton [72] in 2016.

Several other senior physicists have thought about entropy of the universe or about black holes as dark matter. Six examples are Carr [73,74], Garcia-Bellido [75–84], Jacobson [85], Linde [86–90], Rees [91–93] and Verlinde [94, 95]. We apologise to any author not mentioned.

Massive Compact Halo Objects (MACHOs) are commonly defined by the notion of compact objects used in astrophysics as the end products of stellar evolution when the nuclear fuel has been expended. They are usually defined to include white dwarfs, neutron stars, black holes, brown dwarfs and unassociated planets, all equally hard to detect because none of them emit significant electromagnetic radiation.

This narrow definition implies, however, that MACHOs are composed of baryonic matter which is too restrictive in the special case of black holes. It is here posited that black holes of arbitrarily high mass up to 10^{12}M_⊙ can be produced primordially. Nevertheless the acronym MACHO still nicely applies to dark matter PIMBHs which are massive, compact, and in the halo.

Unlike the axion and WIMP elementary particles invented within the framework of quantum field theory which would have a definite mass, the black holes arising as classical solutions of Einstein’s equations have a range of masses. The lightest PBH which has survived for the age of the universe has a lower mass limit M_{P BH} > 10^{−18}M_⊙ ≃ 10^{36} TeV, thirty-six orders of magnitude heavier than the WIMP with 10GeV ≤ M_{W IMP} ≤ 1, 000 GeV. This lower limit on the PBH mass comes from the lifetime formula derivable from Hawking radiation [96]

Because of observational constraints, the dark matter constituents must generally be another twenty orders of magnitude more massive than the lower limit in Eq.(9). We assert that most dark matter black holes are in the mass range between twenty-five and a trillion times the solar mass. The designation intermediate-mass for PIMBHs is appropriate for 25M_⊙ ≤ H_{P IMBH} ≤ 10^6M_⊙ because they lie in mass above stellar-mass black holes with M_{BH} ≤ 25M_⊙ and below the supermassive black holes with M_{BH} ≥ 10^6M_⊙ which reside in galactic cores.

We shall discuss three methods which can be used to search for PIMBHs: Wide binaries, CMB distortion and Microlensing in subsections 2.3.1, 2.3.2 and 2.3.3 respectively.

2.3.1 Wide binaries

There exist in the Milky Way pairs of stars which are gravitationally bound binaries with a separation more than 0.1pc. These wide binaries retain their original orbital parameters unless compelled to change them by gravitational influences, for example, due to nearby PIMBHs. Because of their very low binding energy, wide binaries are particularly sensitive to gravitational perturbations and can be used to place an upper limit on, or to detect, PIMBHs.

The history of employing this ingenious technique is regretfully checkered. In 2004 a fatally strong constraint was claimed by an Ohio State University group [97] in a paper entitled End of the MACHO Era, where stellar and higher mass constituents of dark matter were totally excluded.

Five years later in 2009, however, another group this time from Cambridge University [98] reanalyzed the available data on wide binaries and reached an opposite conclusion. They questioned whether any rigorous constraint on MACHOs could yet be claimed, especially as one of the important binaries in the earlier sample had been misidentified.

In 2014, the most recent publication on wide binaries appeared [99] which claims that, after all, some bound on MACHOs can be claimed, so this approach is still very much alive.

Because of the checkered history, however, it seems wisest to proceed with caution in reaching any categoric conclusions from wide binaries, but to acknowledge that they represent a potentially useful source both of constraints on, and the possible discovery of, dark matter PIMBHs.

2.3.2 Distortion of the CMB

This approach hinges on the phenomenon of accretion of gas onto the PIMBHs. The X-rays emitted by such accretion of gas are downgraded in frequency by cosmic expansion and by Thomson scattering becoming microwaves which distort the CMB, especially with regard to its very-precisely-measured black-body spectrum.

One early and detailed calculation of this effect by Ricotti, Ostriker and Mack (ROM) [100] has been very influential. ROM employed a specific model for the accretion, the Bondi model, and carried through the computation all the way up to the point of comparison with data from FIRAS on CMB spectral distortions, where FIRAS was a detector attached to the COBE satellite. ROM concluded that MACHOs with many solar masses could provide no more than a tiny fraction ∼ 10^{−4} of the dark matter.

The implication of ROM was that dark matter constituents with many solar masses were excluded unless the ROM calculation was in error by four orders of magnitude. Surprisingly the latter was the correct conclusion, as confirmed in 2016 by Ostriker [101]. There were grounds for suspecting this to be the case from observations of the X-rays from the supermassive black hole at the centre of galaxy M87 which were at least four orders of magnitude below the prediction by the Bondi model that assumes spherical symmetry and radial inflow which are questionable assumptions.

More recent papers have made exclusion plots of the allowed fraction of dark matter versus MACHO mass but their limits are sometimes far too severe for the same reason as for ROM. To mention one well-known analysis, Ali-Haïmoud and Kamionkowski [102] obtain upper limits which, while somewhat softer than ROM, remain suspiciously strong because, like ROM, they employ quasi-spherical accretion.

A recent claim by Zumalacarregui and Seljak [103] that absence of lensing by supernovae provides a contradiction to dark matter comprised of many-solar-mass constituents has been criticised in a reanalysis by Garcia-Bellido, Clesse and Fleury [104].

2.3.3 Microlensing

Microlensing is the most direct experimental method and has the big advantage that it has successfully found examples of MACHOs. The MACHO Collaboration used a method which had been proposed by Paczynski [105] where the amplification of a distant source by an intermediate gravitational lens is observed. Unbeknownst to Paczynski, the microlensing equations had been

Table 1: Microlensing duration t̂ for the case of n PIMBHs per halo with PIMBH mass = ηM_⊙, halo mass = 10^{12}M_⊙ and universe mass = 10^{23}M_⊙

n / Halo M=ηM_⊙ Halo Entropy Universe Entropy Duration η (S_{halo}/k) (S_U /k) t̂ (years) 4 × 10^{10} 25 2.5 × 10^{90} 2.5 × 10^{101} 1 10^{10} 100 10^{91} 10^{102} 2 4 × 10^8 2500 2.5 × 10^{92} 2.5 × 10^{103} 10

calculated much earlier by Einstein [106] who did not publish because he thought such measurements were impracticable. However, Einstein was overly pessimistic because the MACHO Collaboration discovered several striking microlensing light curves.

The method certainly worked well [20] for M < 25M_⊙ and so should work equally well for M > 25M_⊙ provided one can devise a suitable algorithm and computer program to scan enough sources. The longevity of a given lensing event is proportional to the square root of the lensing mass and numerically is given by (t is longevity) t ≃ 0.2yr ( M_{MACHO} 1M_⊙ ) 1_2 (51)

where a transit velocity 200km/s is assumed for the lensing object.

The MACHO Collaboration investigated lensing events with longevities ranging between about two hours and one year. From Eq.(51) this corresponds to MACHO masses between approximately 10^{−6}M_⊙ and 25M_⊙.

The total number and masses of objects discovered by the MACHO Collaboration could not account for all the dark matter known to exist in the Milky Way. At most 10% could be explained.

What is being suggested is that the other 90% of the dark matter in the Milky Way is in the form of MACHOs which are more massive than those detected by the MACHO Collaboration, and which almost certainly could be detected by a straightforward extension of their techniques. In particular, the expected microlensing events have a duration ranging from one year (25M_⊙) to ten years (2, 500M_⊙), which is the practical limit for a feasible experiment.

We have simplified the visible universe, without losing anything important by regarding it as containing exactly 10^{11} galaxies, each with mass (dominantly dark matter) of exactly 10^{12}M_⊙. The first three columns of Table 1 consider one halo of dark matter. To a first approximation, we can temporarily ignore the normal matter. The fourth column gives the additive entropy of the universe for well separated halos and the fifth column gives the corresponding microlensing event longevity in years. For a black hole with mass M_{BH} = ηM_⊙, the dimensionless entropy is S_{BH} /k ∼ 10^{77}η^2.

We note that the entries in the fourth column of Table 1 are of the same order of magnitude as the value S_{SMBH} /k ∼ 10^{103} quoted in Section 1 for supermassive black holes. In a study [107] made in 2009 entropies of the universe as high as S_U /k ∼ 10^{106} ( a million googols) were found for PIMBHs with mass M_{P IMBH} = 10^5M_⊙. According to Eq.(51) the microlensing light curves would then last several decades which seems impracticable except that a more sophisticated data analysis, in the future, might permit identification using only a fraction of the light curve.

For a given total halo mass, M_{Halo} = 10^{12}M_⊙, a smaller number of heavier black holes gives higher entropy because S_{BH} ∝ M^2_{BH} . Such arguments using the concept of the entropy of the universe [108] have for long been suggestive of more black holes than the stellar and supermassive black holes already identified.

The LIGO discovery [109] of gravitational waves from black hole mergers offers some support for our dark matter theory but it is premature to take this support too seriously [110].

Discussion

In this article we have discussed three possibilities for the solution of the dark matter problem although one of the three, the first one we discussed, that involving the PIMBHs, is the most different. Unlike the others, it does not need to assume any new physics beyond the standard model of particle theory. Instead, it relies on Einstein’s equations of general relativity, their black holes solutions and especially the idea of entropy as developed in the nineteenth century.

The other two possibilities are more similar to each other as they both assume new physics beyond the standard model. One (WIMP) assumes a supersymmetric extension of the electroweak sector to ameliorate the scalar quadratic divergence problem and the other (axion) assumes an extension of the strong interaction QCD sector to solve the strong CP problem. The WIMP and the axion particles are predicted in quite different mass ranges and are the subjects therefore of quite different ongoing experiments. Certainly all such experiments are well worth pursuing.

By assumption, the WIMP experiences weak interactions so it can be searched for by direct detection of collisions with nuclei in the laboratory, or by direct production in colliders like the LHC. Indirect detection of WIMPs can be by searching for the products of WIMP annihilation such as gamma rays and neutrinos in nearby galaxies and clusters of galaxies. The WIMP is expected in the mass range 10 GeV to 1TeV,

The axion first appeared as a particle postulated to resolve the strong CP problem of QCD. The original axion was ruled out by experiment but was replaced in the theory by a very-weakly-coupled very light “invisible” axion. This was initially thought to be undetectable until it was pointed out that one way to detect such axions in the dark matter halo is by using cold resonant cavities with a magnetic field in which dark halo axions are converted into photons. The preferred mass for axions is in the range 1 μeV to 1 meV.

The other solution for dark matter we discussed is one which requires no new physics but uses old physics dating from even before the birth of quantum field theory. In that theory, dark matter exists because Nature tried to maximise entropy in the early universe. This was accomplished by producing Kerr black holes which concentrate entropy many orders of magnitude more efficiently than anything else. The masses of the most readily detectable primordial intermediate-mass black holes (PIMBHs) are in the range from 25M_⊙ to 2500M_⊙. It will be interesting to learn whether these PIMBHs show up in the microlensing observations within the not-too-distant future.

But there is a more fundamental, and we believe decisive, distinction between the three dark matter solutions being discussed. It seems to us equally as important to understand why dark matter exists, as it is to understand what it is. Let us take as representative masses of the three candidates: WIMP : 100 GeV ; Axion : 1 μeV ; PIMBH : 100M_⊙. Given that the total mass of dark matter in the visible universe is ∼ 10^{23}M_⊙, the choice is between 10^{78} WIMPs, 10^{95} axions or 10^{21} PIMBHs. For the first two cases there is no reason why dark matter exists.

For the case of PIMBHs, however, there is a clear reason why so many were formed during the first three years after the Big Bang. That reason is entropy. Entropy thus explains why about one quarter of the energy of the universe is in the form of PIMBHs, a prediction which is soon readily testable.

We have argued on the basis of Boltzmann’s H theorem that entropy will increase in an isolated out-of-equilibrium system as happens when the large numbers of PBHs are formed in the first three years after the Big Bang. There is, however, an apparent paradox because although the curvature of spacetime, the gravitation, is undergoing strong fluctuations and inhomogeneities, at the same time [21] the electromagnetic photon-electron-proton plasma is in perfect thermal equilibrium. One way out is simply to say that the gravitational and electromagnetic sectors are decoupled, but this apparent paradox merits further study,

Nevertheless, we do know that black holes are by a very wide margin the best concentrators of entropy. Therefore, the reason dark matter exists is as foreseen over 150 years ago by the great physicist Rudolf Clausius in a useful short statement of the second law of thermodynamics, viz. the entropy of the universe tends to a maximum.

Acknowledgements

We thank S. Altmann for useful discussions.

References

[1] F. Zwicky, Die Rotverschiebung von extragalaktischen Nebein. Helv. Phys. Acta 6, 110 (1933).

[2] V.C. Rubin, N. Thonnard and W.K. Ford, Rotational Properties of 21 SC Galaxies with a Large Range of Luminosities and Radii, from NGC 4605/R=4kpc/ to UGC 2885/R=122kpc/ Astrophys. J. 238, 471 (1980).

[3] G.H. Xu and J.P. Ostriker,

Dynamics of Massive Black Holes as a Possible Candidate of Galactic Dark Matter. Astrophys.J. 437, 184 (1994).

[4] R.P. Kerr,

Gravitational Field of a Spinning Mass as an Example of Algebraically Special Metrics. Phys. Rev. Lett. 11, 237 (1963).

[5] A. Einstein,

Über die von der molekularkinetischen Theorie der Wärme geforderte Bewegung von in ruhenden Flüssigkeiten suspendierten Teilchen. Annalen der Physik 17, 549 (1905).

[6] M. Smoluchowski,

Zur kinetischen Theorie der Brownschen Molekularbewegung und der Suspensionen. Annalen der Physik 326, 756 (1906).

[7] H. Poincaré,

Sur le problème des trois corps et les équations de la dynamique. Acta Math. 13, 1 (1890).

[8] S. Carnot,

Réflexions sur la puissance motrice du feu et sur les machines propres à développer cette puissance. Paris: Bachelier. (1824).

[9] R. Clausius,

The Mechanical Theory of Heat with its Applications to the Steam Engine and to Physical Properties of Bodies. London: John van Voorst. (1867).

[10] L.Boltzmann,

Weitere Studien über das Wärmegleichgewicht unter Gasmolekülen. Sitzungsberichte der Akademie der Wissenschaften. 66, 275 (1872).

[11] J. von Neumann,

Beweis des Ergodensatzes und des H-Theorems. Zeitschrift für Physik 57, 30 (1929).

[12] J. von Neumann,

arXiv:1003.2133[physics.hist-ph].

[13] A. Einstein,

Die Feldgleichungen der Gravitation.

Sitzungsberichte der Preussischen Akademie der Wissenschaften: 844 (1915).

[14] A. Einstein,

Kosmologische Betrachtungen zur allgemeinen Relativitätstheorie. Sitzungsberichte der Preussischen Akademie der Wissenschaften: 142 (1917).

[15] A. Friedmann,

Über die Krümmung des Raumes. Z. Phys. 10, 377 (1922).

[16] G. Lemaître,

A homogeneous universe of constant mass and increasing radius accounting for the radial velocity of extra-galactic nebulæ. MNRAS 91, 483 (1931).

[17] H.P. Robertson,

Kinematics and world structure.

Astrophysical J. 82, 284 (1935); ibid, 83, 187 (1935), 257 (1936).

[18] A.G. Walker,

On Milne’s theory of world-structure. Proc. London Math. Soc. 42, 90 (1937).

[19] P.H. Frampton,

Searching for Dark Matter Constituents with Many Solar Masses. Mod. Phys. Lett. A31, 1650093 (2016). arXiv:0510.00400[hep-ph].

[20] C. Alcock, et al., (The MACHO Collaboration), The MACHO Project: Microlensing Results fron 5.7 Years of LMC Observations. Astrophys. J. 542, 281 (2000). arXiv:astro-ph/0001272.

[21] P.H. Frampton,

Maximum PBH Mass and Primordiality.

arXiv:1802.05678[gr-qc].

[22] S.L. Glashow,

Partial Symmetries of Weak Interactions. Nucl. Phys. 22, 579 (1961).

[23] S. Weinberg,

A Model of Leptons.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 1264 (1967).

[24] S.L. Glashow, J. Iliopoulos and L. Maiani, Weak Interactions with Lepton-Hadron Symmetry. Phys. Rev. D2, 1285 (1970).

[25] G. ‘t Hooft,

Renormalizable Lagrangians for Massive Yang-Mills Fields. Nucl. Phys. B35, 167 (1971).

[26] P.H. Frampton,

ADS/CFT String Duality and Conformal Gauge Field Theories. Phys. Rev. D60, 041901 (1999). arXiv:hep-th/9812117.

[27] P. Ramond,

Dual Theory for Free Fermions. Phys. Rev. D3, 2415 (1971).

[28] J. Wess and B. Zumino,

Supergauge Transformations in Four-Dimensions. Nucl. Phys. B70, 39 (1974).

[29] H. Goldberg,

Constraint on the Photino Mass from Cosmology. Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1419 (1983).

[30] U. Amaldi, W. de Boer and H. Furstenau, Comparison of Grand Unified Theories with Electroweak and Strong Coupling Constants Measured at LEP. Phys. Lett. B260, 447 (1991).

[31] E. Aprile, et al. (XENON Collaboration), Search for WIMP Inelastic Scattering off Xenon Nuclei with XENON100. Phys. Rev. D96, 022008 (2017). arXiv:1705.05830[hep-ex]

[32] E. Aprile, et al. (XENON Collaboration), First Dark Matter Search Results from the XENON1T Experiment. Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 181301 (2017). arXiv:1705.06655[astro-ph.CO].

[33] E. Aprile, et al. (XENON Collaboration), The XENON1T Dark Matter Experiment.

Eur. Phys. J. C77, 881 (2017). arXiv:1708.07051[astro-ph.IM].

[34] S.J. Witte and G.B. Gelmini,

Updated Constraints on the Dark Matter Interpretation of CDMS-II-Si Data. JCAP 1705:026 (2017) arXiv:1703.06892[hep-ph].

[35] R. Agnese, et al. (SuperCDMS Collaboration), Improved WIMP-Search Reach of the CDMS II Germanium Data. Phys. Rev. D92, 072003 (2015). arXiv:1504.05871[hep-ex].

[36] R. Agnese, et al (SuperCDMS Collaboration), New Results from the Search for Low-Mass Weakly Interacting Massive Particles in the CDMS Low Ionisation Threshold Experiment. Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 071301 (2016). arXiv:1509.02448[astro-ph.CO].

[37] J.F. Navarro, C.S. Frenk and S.D.M. White, The Structure of Cold Dark Matter Halos.

Astrophys. J. 462, 563 (1996). arXiv:astro-ph/9508025.

[38] J.F. Navarro, C.S. Frenk and S.D.M. White, A Universal Density Profile from Hierarchical Clustering. Astrophys. J. 490, 493 (1997). arXiv:astro-ph/9611107.

[39] The LZ Dark Matter Experiment.

lz.lbl.gov.

[40] M.G. Aartsen, et al. (IceCube Collaboration), First Observations of PeV-Energy Neutrinos with IceCube. Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 021103 (2013). arXiv:1304.5356 [astro-ph.HE].

[41] M.G. Aartsen, et al. (IceCube Collaboration), Evidence for High-Energy Extraterrestrial Neutrinos at the IceCube Detector. Science 342, 1242856 (2013). arXiv:1311.5238[astro-ph.HE]

[42] M.G. Aartsen, et al. (IceCube Collaboration), Observation of High-Energy Astrophysical Neutrinos in Three Years of IceCube Data. Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 101101 (2014). arXiv:1405.5303[astro-ph.HE].

[43] S. Weinberg,

A New Light Boson?

Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 223 (1978).

[44] F. Wilczek,

Problem of Strong P and T Invariance in the Presence of Instantons. Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 279 (1978).

[45] M. Dine, W. Fischler and M. Srednicki, A Simple Solution of the Strong CP Problem with a Harmless Axion. Phys. Lett. B104, 199 (1981).

[46] J. E. Kim,

Weak Interaction Singlet and Strong CP Invariance. Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 103 (1979).

[47] A. Zhitnitsky,

On Possible Suppression of the Axion Hadron Interactions. Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 31, 260 (1980).

[48] M. Shifman, A. Vainshtein and V. Zakharov, Can Confinement Ensure Natural CP Invariance of Strong Interactions? Nucl. Phys. B166, 493 (1980).

[49] P. Sikivie,

Experimental Tests of the Invisible Axion. Phys. Rev. Lett. 51, 1415 (1983).

[50] P. Sikivie,

Detection Rates for “Invisble” Axion Searches. Phys. Rev. D32, 2988 (1985).

[51] S. De Panfilis, et al.,

Limits on the Abundance and Coupling of Cosmic Axions at 4.5μeV < m(a) < 5.0μeV . Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 839 (1987).

[52] C. Hagmann, P. Sikivie, N.S. Sullivan and D.B. Tanner, Result from a Search for Cosmic Axions. Phys. Rev. D42, 1297 (1990).

[53] L.D. Duffy, et al. (ADMX Collaboration),

A High Resolution Search for Dark Matter Axions. Phys. Rev. D74, 012006 (2006). arXiv:astro-ph/0603108.

[54] I. Stern, et al.,

Cavity Design for High-Frequency Axion Dark Matter Detectors. Rev. Sci. Inst. 86, 123305 (2015). arXiv:1603.06990[physics.ins-det].

[55] K. Zioutas, et al. (The CAST Collaboration),

First Results from the CERN Axion Solar Telescope (CAST). Phys. Rev.Lett. 94, 121301 (2005). arXiv:hep-ex/0411033.

[56] K. van Bibber, P.M. McIntyre, D.E. Morris and G. Raffelt, A Practical Laboratory Detector for Solar Axions. Phys. Rev. D39, 2089 (1989).

[57] D.M. Lazarus, et al,

A Search for Solar Axions. Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2333 (1992).

[58] Y. Inoue, et al.,

Search for Solar Axions with Mass Around 1eV Using Coherent Conversion of Axions into Photons.

Phys. Lett. B668, 93 (2008). arXiv:0806.2230[astro-ph].

[59] S. Andriamonje, et al. (The CAST Collaboration), An Improved Limit on the Axion-Photon Coupling from the CAST Experiment. JCAP 0704:010 (2007). arXiv:hep-ex/0702006.

[60] V. Anastassopoulos, at al.

Towards a Medium-Scale Axion Heliosope and Haloscope. JINST 12, 11019 (2017). arXiv:1706.09378[hep-ph].

[61] R. Cameron, et al.

First Measurement of the Magnetic Birefringence of Helium Gas. Phys. Lett. A157, 125 (1991).

[62] E. Zavattini, et al. (PVLAS Collaboration),

Experimental Observation of Optical Rotation Generated in Vacuum by a Magnetic Field. Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 110406 (2006). arXiv:hep-ex/0507107.

[63] K. van Bibber, et al.,

Proposed Experiment to Produce and Detect Light Pseudoscalars. Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 759 (1987).

[64] S.L. Adler, J. Gamboa, F. Mendéz and J. López-Sarrión, Axions and ”Light Shining through a Wall”: A Detailed Theoretical Analysis. Ann. Phys. 323, 2851 (2008). arXiv:0801.4739[hep-ph]

[65] R. Battesti, et al.

Axion Searches in the Past, at Present and in the Near Future. Lect. Notes. Phys. 741, 199 (2008). arXiv:0705.0615[hep-ex].

[66] R. Cameron, et al.,

Search for Nearly Massless, Weakly Coupled Particles by Optical Techniques. Phys. Rev. D47, 3707 (1993).

[67] P. Sikivie, D. Tanner and K. van Bibber,

Resonantly Enhanced Axion-Photon Regeneration. Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 172002 (2007). arXiv:hep-ph/0701198.

[68] C. Braggio, et al.

Laser Induced Fluorescence for Axion Dark Matter Detection: A Feasibility Study in Y LiF_4 : Er^{3+}.

Sci. Rep. 7, 15168 (2017). arXiv:1707.06103[astro-ph.CO].

[69] I.D. Novikov and Ya. B. Zeldovich,

Cosmology.

Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophysics, 5, 627 (1967).

[70] B.J. Carr and S.W. Hawking,

Black Holes in the Early Universe. MNRAS, 168, 399 (1974).

[71] G.F. Chapline,

Cosmological Effects of Primordial Black Holes. Nature 253, 251 (1975).

[72] G.F. Chapline and P.H. Frampton,

A New Direction for Dark Matter Research: Intermediate Mass Compact Halo Objects. JCAP 1611:042 (2016). arXiv:1608.04297[gr-qc]

[73] B.J. Carr, K. Kohri, Y. Sendouda and J. Yokoyama , New cosmological constraints on primordial black holes. Phys.Rev. D81, 104019 (2010). arXiv:0912.5297 [astro-ph.CO]

[74] B. Carr, F. Kuhnel and M. Sandstad,

Primordial Black Holes as Dark Matter.

Phys.Rev. D94, 083504 (2016). arXiv:1607.06077 [astro-ph.CO]

[75] S. Clesse and J. Garcia-Bellido,

Seven Hints for Primordial Black Hole Dark Matter.

arXiv:1711.10458 [astro-ph.CO]

[76] J. Garcia-Bellido and S. Clesse,

Constraints from Microlensing Experiments on Clustered Primordial Black Holes. Phys.Dark Univ. 19, 144 (2018). arXiv:1710.04694 [astro-ph.CO].

[77] J. Garcia-Bellido,

Massive Primordial Black Holes as Dark Matter and their Detection with Gravitational Waves.

J.Phys.Conf.Ser. 840, 012032 (2017). arXiv:1702.08275 [astro-ph.CO]

[78] S. Clesse and J. Garcia-Bellido,

The Clustering of Massive Primordial Black Holes as Dark Matter: Measuring their Mass Distribution with Advanced LIGO. Phys.Dark Univ. 15, 142 (2017). arXiv:1603.05234 [astro-ph.CO]

[79] S. Clesse and J. Garcia-Bellido,

Massive Primordial Black Holes from Hybrid Inflation as Dark Matter and the Seeds of Galaxies.

Phys.Rev. D92, 023524 (2015). arXiv:1501.07565 [astro-ph.CO]

[80] J. Garcia-Bellido and A.D. Linde,

Open hybrid inflation.

Phys.Rev. D55, 7480 (1997). arXiv:astro-ph/9701173.

[81] J. Garcia-Bellido and A.D. Linde,

Tilted hybrid inflation.

Phys.Lett. B398, 18 (1997). arXiv:astro-ph/9612141.

[82] J. Garcia-Bellido and D. Wands,

The Spectrum of curvature perturbations from hybrid inflation. Phys.Rev. D54, 7181 (1996). arXiv:astro-ph/9606047.

[83] D. Wands and J. Garcia-Bellido,

Density perturbations from two field inflation. Helv.Phys.Acta 69, 211 (1996). arXiv:astro-ph/9608042

[84] J. Garcia-Bellido and S. Clesse,

Black Holes from the Beginning of Time. Sci.Am. 317, 38 (2017).

[85] T. Jacobson,

Thermodynamics of Spacetime: The Einstein Equation of State. Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1260 (1995). arXiv:gr-qc/9504004.

[86] J. Garcia-Bellido, A.D. Linde and D. Wands, Density Perturbations and Black Hole Formation in Hybrid Inflation. Phys. Rev. D54, 6040 (1996). arXiv:astro-ph/9605094.

[87] A.D. Linde, S. Mooij and E. Pajer,

Gauge Field Production in Supergravity Inflation: Local non-Gaussianity and Primordial Black Holes. Phys. Rev. D87, 103506 (2013). arXiv:1212.1693 [hep-th].

[88] A.D. Linde,

Axions in inflationary cosmology,. Phys. Lett. B259, 38 (1991).

[89] A.D. Linde,

Hybrid Inflation Phys. Rev. D49, 748 (1994). arXiv:astro-ph/9307002.

[90] G.N. Felder, J. Garcia-Bellido, P.B. Greene, L. Kofman, A.D. Linde and I. Tkachev, Dynamics of symmetry breaking and tachyonic preheating. Phys. Rev.Lett. 87, 011601 (2001). arXiv:hep-ph/0012142.

[91] A.C. Fabian and M.J. Rees,

The Accretion Luminosity of a Massive Black Hole in an Elliptic Galaxy. MNRAS 277, L55 (1995). arXiv:astro-ph/9509096.

[92] M.J. Rees and M. Volonteri,

Massive Black Holes: Formation and Evolution. IAU Symp. 238, 51 (2007). arXiv:astro-ph/0701512.

[93] A.C. Fabian, J.S. Sanders, M. Haehnelt, M.J. Rees and J.M. Miller, X-Ray Emission from the Ultramassive Candidate NGC1227: Implications and Speculation on Its Origin.

MNRAS 431, 38 (2013). arXiv:1301.1800[astro-ph.CO].

[94] E.P. Verlinde,

On the Origin of Gravity and the Laws of Newton. JHEP 1104:029 (2011). arXiv:1001.0785[hep-th]

[95] E.P. Verlinde,

Emergent Gravity and the Dark Universe.

SciPost Phys. 2, 016 (2017). arXiv:1611.02269[hep-th].

[96] S.W. Hawking,

Particle Creation by Black Holes. Commun.Math.Phys. 43, 199 (1975).

[97] J. Yoo, J. Chaname and A. Gould,

The End of the MACHO Era: Limits on Halo Dark Matter from Stellar Halo Wide Binaries.

Astrophys. J. 601, 311 (2004). arXiv:astro-ph/0307437 .

[98] D.P. Quinn, M.I. Wilkinson, M.J. Irwin, J. Marshall, A. Koch and V. Belokurov, On the Reported Death of the MACHO Era.

MNRAS 396, 11 (2009). arXiv:0903.1644[astro-ph.GA].

[99] M.A. Monroy-Rodríguez and C. Allen, The End of the Macho Era, Revisited: New Limits on Macho Masses from Halo Wide Binaries.

Astrophys. J. 790, 159 (2014). arXiv:1406.5169[astro-ph.GA].

[100] M. Ricotti, J.P. Ostriker and K.J. Mack,

Effect of Primordial Black Holes on the Cosmic Microwave Background and Cosmological Parameter Estimates.

Astrophys. J. 680, 829 (2008). arXiv:0709.0524[astro-ph].

[101] J.P.Ostriker,

Private communication. (December 28, 2016).

[102] Y. Ali-Haïmoud and M. Kamionkowski,

Cosmic Microwave Background Limits on Accreting Primordial Black Holes. Phys. Rev. D95, 043534 (2017). arXiv:1612.05644[astro-ph.CO]

[103] M. Zumalacarregui and U. Seljak,

No LIGO MACHO: Primordial Black Holes, Dark Matter and Gravitational Lensing of Type 1a Supernovae.

arXiv:1712.02240[astro-ph.CO]

[104] J. Garcia-Bellido, S. Cleese and P. Fleury,

LIGO Lo(g)Normal MACHO: Primordial Black Holes survive SN Lensing Constraints.

arXiv:1712.06574[astro-ph.CO].

[105] B. Paczynski,

Gravitational Microlensing by the Galactic Halo. Astrophys. J. 304, 1 (1986).

[106] A. Einstein,

Unpublished notebook. (1912).

[107] P.H. Frampton and K.J. Ludwick,

Number and Entropy of Halo Black Holes.

Astropart. Phys. 34, 617 (2011). arXiv:0910.1152[astro-ph.GA].

[108] P.H. Frampton, S.D.H. Hsu, T.W. Kephart and D. Reeb, What is the Entropy of the Universe?

Class. Quant. Grav. 26, 145005 (2009). arXiv:0801.1847[hep-th]

[109] B.P. Abbott, et al. (LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations), Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Black Hole Merger. Phys.Rev.Lett., 116, 061102 (2016). arXiv:1602.03837[gr-qc].

[110] S. Bird, I. Colis, J.B. Muñoz, Y. Ali-Haïmoud, M. Kamionkowski, E.D. Kovetz, A. Raccanelli and A.G. Riess, Did LIGO Discover Dark Matter?.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 201301 (2016). arXiv:1603.00464[astro-ph.CO]