arXiv:2203.07491v2 [astro-ph.CO] 1 Jul 2022

Submitted to the Proceedings of the US Community Study

on the Future of Particle Physics (Snowmass 2021)

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Prospects for obtaining Dark Matter Constraints with DESI

Monica Valluri^1, Solene Chabanier^2, Vid Iršič^{3,4}, Eric Armengaud^5, Michael Walther^{6,7}, Connie Rockosi^8, Miguel A. Sánchez-Conde^9, Leandro Beraldo e Silva^1, Andrew P. Cooper^{10}, Elise Darragh-Ford^{11}, Kyle Dawson^{12}, Alis J. Deason^{13}, Simone Ferraro^2, Jaime E. Forero-Romero^{14}, Antonella Garzilli^{15}, Ting Li^{16}, Zarija Lukić^2, Christopher J. Manser^{17}, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille^{2,5}, Corentin Ravoux^5, Ting Tan^{18}, Wenting Wang^{19}, Risa H. Wechsler^{11}, Andreia Carrillo^{13}, Arjun Dey^{20}, Sergey E. Koposov^{21}, Yao-Yuan Mao^{22}, Paulo Montero-Camacho^{23}, Ekta Patel^{24,25}, Graziano Rossi^{26}, L. Arturo Ureña-López^{27}, and Octavio Valenzuela^{28}

1University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA 2Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA 3Kavli Institute for Cosmology, University of Cambridge, Madingley Road, Cambridge CB3 0HA, UK 4Cavendish Laboratory, University of Cambridge, 19 J. J. Thomson Ave., Cambridge CB3 0HE, UK 5IRFU, CEA, Université Paris-Saclay, F-91191 Gif-sur-Yvette, France 6University Observatory, Faculty of Physics, Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität, Scheinerstr. 1, 81677 Munich, Germany 7Excellence Cluster ORIGINS, Boltzmannstr. 2, 85748 Garching, Germany 8University of California, Santa Cruz, CA 95064, USA 9Instituto de Física Teórica (IFT) UAM-CSIC and Departamento de Física Teórica, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, Calle Nicolás Cabrera, 13-15, 28049 Madrid, Spain 10Department of Physics, National Tsing Hua University, Taiwan 11Kavli Institute for Particle Astrophysics and Cosmology and Department of Physics, Stanford University, CA 94305, USA; SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, Menlo Park, CA 94025 12University of Utah, Department of Physics and Astronomy, 115 S 1400 E, Salt Lake City, UT 84112, USA 13Institute for Computational Cosmology, Durham University, Durham, DH1 3LE, UK 14Departamento de Física, Universidad de los Andes, Cra. 1 No. 18A-10 Edificio Ip, CP 111711, Bogotá, Colombia 15EPFL Laboratoire d’astrophysique, BSP 320 – Cubotron, CH – 1015 Lausanne, Switzerland 16David A. Dunlap, Dept of Astronomy and Astrophysics, University of Toronto, Ontario, M5S 3H4 Canada 17Astrophysics Group, Department of Physics, Imperial College London, Prince Consort Rd, London, SW7 2AZ, UK 18Sorbonne Université, CNRS/IN2P3, Laboratoire de Physique Nucléaire et de Hautes Energies, LPNHE, 4 Place Jussieu, F-75252 Paris, France 19Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai, China 20NSF’s National Optical-Infrared Astronomy Research Laboratory, 950 N. Cherry Ave., Tucson, AZ 85719 21Institute for Astronomy, University of Edinburgh, Royal Observatory, Blackford Hill, Edinburgh EH9 3HJ, UK 22Department of Physics and Astronomy, Rutgers, The State University of New Jersey, Piscataway, NJ 08854, USA 23Department of Astronomy, Tsinghua University, China 24Department of Astronomy, University of California, Berkeley CA 94720, USA 25Miller Institute for Basic Research in Science, University of California, Berkeley CA 94720, USA 26Sejong University, Department of Physics and Astronomy, Seoul, 143-747, Republic of Korea 27Universidad de Guanajuato, México 28Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Instituto de Astronomía

July 4, 2022

Executive Summary

For the past several decades efforts to directly detect dark matter (DM), the particle thought to constitute ∼ 24% of the matter–energy density of the universe have largely

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

focused on cold dark matter. Despite heroic and sustained efforts, highly sensitive directdetection experiments have not yet led to the discovery of the WIMP (although the allowed mass/energy scale and interaction cross-section have been significantly constrained; see, e.g., [1] for a recent review). This has led to increasing interest in alternatives to the ΛCDM paradigm and a growing impetus to explore alternative DM scenarios (including fuzzy DM, warm DM, self-interacting DM, etc.). In many of these scenarios, particles cannot be detected directly and constraints on the properties of these DM particles can ONLY be arrived at using astrophysical observations.

The Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI), which recently began its regular operations, is currently one of the most powerful instruments for wide-field surveys. The synergy of DESI with current (e.g. ESA’s Gaia satellite) and future observing facilities including the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST), the Vera Rubin Observatory’s Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST), and the Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope’s High Latitude Survey (HLS) will yield datasets of unprecedented size and coverage that will enable constraints on DM over a wide range of physical and mass scales and across redshifts.

DESI will obtain spectra of the Lyman-α (Ly-α) forest out to z ≃ 5 and radial velocities of ≃ 10 million stars in the Milky Way (MW) and Local Group satellites. DESI will detect four times as many Ly-α QSOs than were observed in the largest previous survey, yielding about 1 million spectra, which will put constraints on clustering of the low-density intergalactic gas. Radial velocities from DESI in conjunction with astrometry from Gaia (and eventually Roman’s HLS) will enable us to constrain the global distribution of DM within the MW and in dwarf satellites, and the mass function of dark subhalos (the DM distribution on small scales). This paper describes how DESI will enable tighter constraints on the nature of DM if the survey is supported by a large simulation and modeling effort.

The paradigm that the formation of cosmological structure can be described as a solution to Boltzmann equations has been extensively tested with simulations in many different environments — from high redshifts and using the gas between galaxies to low redshifts and dwarf galaxies, all the way to kinematics within our Galaxy. The majority of these simulations to date have focused on collisionless CDM. Simulations with alternatives to CDM have recently been gaining ground but are still in their infancy. Specifically, while there are numerous publicly available large-box and zoom-in simulations in the ΛCDM framework, there are no comparable publicly available WDM, SIDM, FDM simulations. DOE should fund such a public simulation suite to enable a more cohesive community effort to compare observations from DESI (and other surveys) with numerical predictions. To aid such comparisons it is also necessary to support the creation of suites of queryable mock datasets from simulations which account for selection effects and survey volume. Machine learning (deep learning) tools should be supported with the goal of assessing (from blinded mock datasets) the likelihood that a given set of observational constraints on DM is consistent with simulation predictions within a specific DM scenario. Such an effort will greatly enhance the impact of DESI on DM science.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

1 Introduction

Much of what we know about dark matter (DM) on galactic scales comes from comparing the predictions of cosmological simulations with the observed properties of galaxies on these scales. Cosmological simulations make several key predictions about the DM halos of galaxies that can be validated using the phase-space coordinates of stars in the Milky Way and in Local Group dwarf galaxies as well as with the structure of the Lyman-α forest at high redshifts. These predictions differ for different types of DM in ways that reflect both the effect of the DM particle on primordial structure formation as well as possible interactions between the DM particles themselves and interactions between the DM particles and baryonic matter.

The design of DESI was optimized for cosmological galaxy redshift surveys, since the primary objective of the DESI survey is to probe the origin of cosmic acceleration by employing the baryon acoustic oscillation technique, with redshifts out to z = 3.7. However, DESI will also obtain spectra of the Ly-α forest out to z ≈ 5 using a sample of QSOs ∼ 4 times as large as the previous comparable spectroscopic survey. During bright time (unsuitable for cosmological targets), the project will measure the radial velocities of ≈ 10 million stars in the Milky Way (MW) and in Local Group dwarfs. DESI data will enable models of the DM distribution both at high redshifts that contribute to the Ly-α forest and in the Milky Way and its vicinity.

The DESI Instrument and Survey: The Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) is currently the premier multi-object spectrograph for wide-field surveys [2, 3]. DESI deploys 5000 fibers over a 3.1^∘ diameter field of view at the prime focus of the Mayall 4m telescope at Kitt Peak National Observatory. The fibers feed ten identical 3-arm spectrographs, each spanning 3600-9824 Å at a FWHM resolution of about 1.8 Å. Each fiber can be positioned individually by a robotic actuator within a radius of 1.48 arcmin, with a small overlap between the patrol regions of adjacent fibers. The full set of fiber positioners can be reconfigured in 3-5 minutes. This design allows large areas of sky to be surveyed very rapidly at a density of ∼ 600 targets per square degree.

The DESI Milky Way Survey: The DESI Milky Way Survey (MWS) will be carried out alongside its primary 5-year cosmological program. The main DESI-MWS is leveraging the already considerable impact of the European Space Agency’s Gaia mission by targeting stars between 16 < G ≤ 20.5. Gaia has revolutionized our understanding of the Milky Way by delivering precision astrometric parallaxes, proper motions and photometry for more than a billion stars to G ≃ 20 − 21 mag. Gaia’s proper motion accuracy is ≃ 0.25 mas/yr at the faint limit, corresponding to a velocity accuracy of tens of km/s at characteristic halo distances of 50 kpc. The Gaia Radial Velocity Spectrograph will also obtain radial velocities for the brighter stars (∼ 33 million stars with G < 14 in Gaia DR3). In contrast DESI-MWS will obtain radial velocities for stars down to r = 19.5 (which is approximately G = 19.5 for redder stars) and with velocity errors of ≲ 10 km s^{−1}. DESI which has outstanding survey speed due to its sensitive spectrographs and robotically controlled fiber positioners, is able to achieve this radial velocity accuracy with ∼ 300 seconds of effective exposure time or

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

less.

The MWS is primarily aimed at obtaining kinematics of the stellar halo and thick disk and will also study the stellar populations of the Milky Way by yielding stellar parameters (T_{eff} , log g, [Fe/H], [α/Fe], and elemental abundances for a few additional elements). MWS will have greater depth, greater homogeneity, and will result in an orderof-magnitude increase in sample size compared to existing stellar surveys with similar spectral resolution. The main MWS sample will focus on large-scale spatial and kinematic structure up to 100 kpc from the Sun. Radial velocities from MWS combined with Gaia astrometry will constrain the 3D distribution of dark matter in the Galaxy. Radial velocities of stars in thin, dynamically cold stellar tidal streams will enable us to set constraints on the population of dark subhalos in the Galaxy that could also be used as a powerful tool to discriminate between different cosmological scenarios. DESI’s large field of view makes it an efficient instrument for obtaining radial velocities of stars in dwarf satellites in the Local Group, especially in the outer parts of these galaxies where evidence of tidal disruption is easiest to observe. Such radial velocities, in combination with proper motions (0.25μas yr^{−1}) from the Roman Space telescope will enable the tightest constraints to date on the matter density profiles of dwarf galaxies. This, in turn, will allow us to obtain more accurate predictions of dark matter-induced photon fluxes from these objects. Such predictions are critical to setting more reliable and robust constraints on the properties of the dark matter particle. Finally, the DESI Backup Program (a program which will operate during very bright and poor seeing conditions when the main program cannot be successfully executed) will obtain spectra of ≃ 8 million stars including those closer to the MW disk plane enabling constraints on the local DM density - important for direct DM detection experiments.

The DESI Ly-α Survey: The Ly-α forest is detected as the series of absorption lines in the quasar spectra, caused by the Lyman-alpha transitions of neutral hydrogen in the lowdensity, high-redshift intergalactic medium (IGM). It is a biased continuous tracer of the quasi-linear matter density field, and the auto (cross) correlation function of the forests (with quasars) have been used to detect the Baryon Acoustic Osillations (BAO) signal[4]. Furthermore, dark matter models can be tested using the 1D power spectrum P_{1d}(k) of the Ly-α forest – measuring the clustering down to small (∼ Mpc) scales along the radial direction while averaging over all lines-of-sight – allowing constraints to be placed on the underlying dark matter distributions from large scales to small scales.

DESI is designed to obtain about a million Ly-α quasars, as compared to the ∼ 200, 000 Ly-α quasar data set of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey’s (SDSS) extended Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey (BOSS)[4], the largest existing data set available. The observations are conducted with a 310 deg^{−2} target density, and the combination of the larger mirror and improved target selection allow a fainter limiting magnitude of r ∼ 23 compared to previous experiments. This enables DESI to detect quasars with a target density of 200 deg^{−2}, of which more than 60 quasars deg^{−2} probe z > 2.1 and thus contain an observable part of the Ly-α forest. It also allows one to probe higher redshifts z > 4.6, where the impact of exotic DM models on matter distribution is less affected by non-linearities, with greater statistical power than previously possible.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

The spectrographs used by DESI have a resolution between R=2000 and R=5100, up to a factor of 2 better than SDSS, and the survey is the first to apply the spectroperfectionism approach [5] to optimize the data reduction accuracy. The increased spectral resolution enables structures of smaller physical size to be probed with unprecedented precision: previous samples of similar or better resolution have been constrained to ≲ 1000 objects in total [6–8]. DESI uses a Random Forest machine learning algorithm for the quasar target selection, and a combination of a spectral fitting classifier (Redrock[9]) and a deep convolutional neural network classifier (QuasarNET[10]) to distinguish between quasars, galaxies and stars, measure the objects’ redshifts and generate a quasar catalog. Using this catalog, a software package (picca^1) is used to statistically determine the quasar continuum, create a Ly-α absorption catalog, which contains the transmission fields as the fraction of observed flux over the mean absorbed continuum, and calculate the correlation functions and power spectra.

2 Observational Signatures of Dark Matter Physics

The standard cold dark matter with dark energy model (Λ CDM) has been extremely successful at matching theoretical predictions from numerical simulations with the observed distributions of galaxies on large scales. However inconsistencies persist when the predictions from simulations are compared to observational data on small scale. This is the so-called “small-scale crisis” of CDM. This and some of the other key predictions of ΛCDM that can be probed by DESI and could yield insights into the nature of dark matter are described below.

The “cusp-core” problem” and the “diversity of rotation curves”: Simulations carried out with CDM predict universal dark matter density profiles with steeply rising central density cusps [11]. However models of the central stellar and gas kinematics in dwarf spheroidal galaxies, low surface brightness disks and gas-rich dwarf galaxies overwhelmingly favor cored density profiles, although exceptions exist. This is referred to as the “cusp/core problem” [for a review see, 12].

The CDM density profiles are almost identical to the profiles predicted by warm dark matter [WDM, e.g. a sterile neutrino, 13], except for halo masses below ∼ 10^{10} M_⊙ [14], but quite different from the cored density profiles that result from simulations with selfinteracting dark matter (SIDM) [15, 16] and fuzzy dark matter (FDM) [17–19]. The central density cores observed in low surface brightness and dwarf galaxies are more consistent with the central density profiles of halos produced in SIDM simulations [15] than with the cuspy halos predicted by CDM and WDM simulations. Also SIDM more naturally produces the observed diversity of rotation curves [20].

The “cusp/core” problem is significantly alleviated by considering feedback from bursty star formation [21] which is able to produce cores in subhalos of mass ≲ 10^{10}M_⊙ [for an alternative view see 22]. However, classical and ultra faint dSphs (M_∗/M_{halo} ≤ 10^{−3}) have formed so few stars over their lifetimes, that it is challenging to invoke baryonic feedback

1https://github.com/igmhub/picca

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

(e.g. stellar winds and supernovae) as the main mechanism responsible for drastically transforming their central dark matter distributions [23]. Cosmological hydrodynamical zoom-in simulations with different types of dark matter (CDM, WDM, SIDM and mixed DM, e.g. WDM with self-interaction, [24]) show that the addition of baryons substantially decreases differences between the simulations with different types of dark matter. Small differences do exist however, e.g. baryons decrease the sizes of cores in SIDM and WDM+SIDM subhalos compared to SIDM-only simulations, but SIDM halos have lower central densities than CDM halos with baryons. It has also been found [24] that baryons in the SIDM and WDM+SIDM simulations result in a relation between circular velocity at the stellar half-mass radius V_{1/2} and half mass radius r_{1/2} that is broadly consistent with observations. One of the greatest successes of the SIDM+baryons model is probably its ability to account for both the diversity of rotation curves [25], where the DM profile closely follows that of the baryons [26, 27] and produce ab initio the radial acceleration relation [28] - the relation between total acceleration and the acceleration due to baryons. DESI’s large field of view, high sensitivity and excellent radial velocity precision will enable us to obtain radial velocities for significant samples of stars in dwarf spheroidal and ultra faint satellites of the MW enabling us to set better constraints on their density profiles (see § 3.1.4 for details.)

The total mass and number of satellites of the Milky Way: Substantially fewer satellites are found around MW-like galaxies than predicted by dark matter-only ΛCDM simulations [the “missing satellites problem”, e.g. 29, 30]. On the other hand, WDM, and a variety of other alternatives to CDM, result in a suppression of small-scale power at early times and consequently significantly supresses the number of subhalos of mass ≤ 10^8M_⊙[e.g. 14, 31], and similarly for the case of FDM [32, 33]. The subhalo mass function in SIDM simulations is largely indistinguishable from CDM simulations and the only models that lead to a difference relative to CDM have velocity-independent cross-section of σ/m ≳ 10 cm^2g^{−1}, which has already been ruled out by observations of clusters of galaxies, like the Bullet Cluster [34]. However, baryonic feedback from energetic stellar winds and supernovae can also decrease the number of observed dwarf satellites by blowing out the baryons and hence quenching subsequent star formation in smaller subhalos. This could result in a population of (nearly or completely) dark subhalos whose presence could be inferred by their gravitational impact on visible structures in the Galaxy (such as stellar streams) or gamma ray emission if composed of WIMPs. In external galaxies strong lensing can also be used to infer the presence of dark subhalos [35]. ΛCDM simulations also predict that the most massive satellites of Milky Way mass galaxies are more massive and denser on average than the observed satellites [referred to as the “too-big-to-fail problem”, 36].

Uncertainty in the total (virial) mass of the Milky Way greatly affects our ability to assess whether or not the observed number of satellites and their masses are consistent with predictions from ΛCDM. Although the mass of the Milky Way is a fundamental quantity of interest for comparisons with predictions from cosmological simulations, it is surprisingly poorly constrained. The availability of distances, radial velocities and even proper motions for huge numbers of individual stars, globular clusters and satellite galaxies has led to

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

numerous efforts to determine the Milky Way halo parameters. Recent reviews give estimates of the mass of the Milky Way in the range 0.55-2.62×10^{12}M_⊙ [e.g. 37, 38]. Methods using tidal streams, give a similarly large range of masses. The most recent measurements (based on Gaia and/or HST data) demonstrate that despite the availability of high quality data, the mass of the Milky Way is still uncertain by a factor of about two. These uncertainties affect our ability to determine how severe the “missing satellites problem” and “too-big-to-fail problem” really are. DESI’s radial velocity data will enable us to decrease the uncertainty in the mass from its current value of 200% to ≲ 25% using tracers out to at least 100 kpc, which will result in improved constraints on a range of DM models (see § 3.1.1 for details).

The shapes of dark matter halos: Dark matter halos in CDM-only simulations have overwhelmingly triaxial shapes [e.g. 39–42] with flattening (short/long axis ratios c/a ∼ 0.6 and intermediate/long axis ratios b/a ∼ 0.8). Triaxiality correlates with halo mass, with triaxiality decreasing with decreasing halo mass [43]. Dark matter-only simulations with SIDM also predict triaxial dark matter halos, but the degree of triaxiality depends on the self-interaction cross section (σ/m) [44]. WDM halos (made e.g. of sterile neutrinos) resemble CDM halos on Milky Way mass scales but are rounder on smaller scales [14]. Baryons tend to make the distinctions between different types of dark matter less clear. In CDM-only simulations, baryons make halos more oblate-axisymmetric within the inner third of the virial radius, becoming more triaxial at large radii [45–47]. Recent SIDM simulations of Milky Way mass halos with different interaction cross-sections show that the addition of baryons results in halo shapes that are similar to CDM halos [48]. However the radius at which the shape of the stellar halo deviates from the shape of the total matter distribution is a sensitive indicator of the SIDM self-interaction cross-section σ/m. By obtaining radial velocities for Blue Horizontal Branch (BHB) stars, RR Lyrae, and luminous red giants out to ∼ 100 kpc, DESI will be able to measure the radial change in shape of both the DM halo and stellar halo, providing new constraints on the nature of the DM particle (see § 3.1.1 for details.)

Angular momentum content of dark matter halos: Halos acquire a net angular momentum through tidal torques during growth in the linear regime [49–51]. This angular momentum can subsequently be modified and redistributed by mergers. It is now common to measure of halo angular momentum by defining a dimensionless spin parameter λ = J/( √ 2Mr_{vir}v_{vir}), where J is the total angular momentum of a galaxy, M is the total mass, and r_{vir} and v_{vir} are the virial radius and velocity, respectively [52]. In cosmological simulations it has been found that the angular momentum of the dark matter halo is correlated with the angular momentum of stellar disk as well as the angular momentum of the stellar halo [53], enabling dark matter spin to be measured via stellar kinematics. The angular momentum of merger remnants can be either in the form of streaming motions of individual particles or figure rotation (or tumbling). It has been long known from CDM cosmological N-body simulations that ∼90% of dark matter halos are triaxial and can tumble with very slow pattern speeds [54–56]. Unlike several other properties of DM halos, both λ and pattern speed are independent of mass. The measurement of

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

these quantities in the MW will allow us to distinguish between particle models of dark matter and non-gravitational and non-Newtonian theories [55]. DESI’s measurement of radial velocities and precision spectrophotometric distances for halo stars, in conjunction with proper motions from Gaia (and Roman’s HLS) will enable some of the first measurements of the angular momentum content (halo spin and pattern speed) of the MW halo (see § 3.1.1 for details.)

The small-scale Ly-α forest power spectrum The primordial power spectrum is ideally probed by the Ly-α forest on scales ranging roughly an order-of-magnitude around k ∼ 1 h^{−1} Mpc. The density fluctuations as probed by the Ly-α forest are still in a mildly non-linear regime since the forest signal is generated by the IGM in relatively empty regions of the cosmic web, and it is measured at redshifts z > 2. This makes the Ly-α forest a unique probe of primordial small-scale density fluctuations where signatures of alternative DM models arise. A small-scale cut-off in the early matter power spectrum is predicted in several DM scenarios beyond CDM. In particular, it is a consequence of the velocity dispersion of non-thermal WDM particles, e.g. sterile neutrinos produced by resonant transitions [57–62] or parent particle decays [63–68]; or of the quantum pressure produced by FDM particles, e.g. axion-like particles, with extremely small masses m ∼ 10^{−22}eV [69–72] (for an early discussion of the cosmological consequences of ultra-light boson particles for dark matter see also [73–76]) ; or of DM interactions described by e.g. the Lagrangianbased Effective theory of structure formation (ETHOS) [77, 78]; or oscillations induced by interactions in the dark sector [72, 79–81]. The various beyond-CDM scenarios predict different shapes for the power spectrum suppressions: for example FDM and ETHOS predict oscillations at very small scales (for FDM see for instance [82, 83]), contrarily to WDM. However, the Ly-α forest is not sensitive in general to these detailled features, and a general 3-parameter formula can be used to approximate the transfer function of those DM scenarios [79], with a precision adapted to Ly-α observations. Besides, using high-resolution quasar spectra, different studies have detected a cut-off in the small-scale power spectrum [84–86] coherent with the signature of alternative DM models such as WDM or FDM, preventing the growth of small-scale structures. However, a similar cut-off in the flux power spectrum is produced by well established astrophysical effects, such as the thermal Doppler broadening due to the instantaneous temperature of the IGM, and the smoothing of the gas distribution due to the photo-heating of the gas by the first sources of reionization and the ongoing emission from galaxies and quasars [87–89]. To break this degeneracy one can exploit the different redshift evolution of those effects, which requires particularly accurate modeling of IGM physics in hydrodynamical cosmological simulations, the only way to provide predictions that match the scales and precision achieved by the data (see § 4.2). Due to the strong improvement in resolution and the observation of fainter quasars (see § 1), DESI will be able to measure the Ly-α power spectrum at scales as small as 5 Mpc.h^{−1} at redshifts as high as z=5 enabling significantly tightened constraints on alternative DM models.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

3 Dark Matter Constraints from DESI

3.1 Constraints from the Milky Way Survey

Our unique vantage point within the Milky Way enables us to directly test several different predictions of cosmological simulations described in Section 2. DESI in concert with Gaia and future proper motion surveys can create the large, homogeneous datasets required for testing various dark matter properties. These data will enable us to set competitive constraints on both the global and small-scale properties of the dark matter distribution within the Milky Way and its satellites, thereby allowing us to place the Milky Way’s measured properties and its evolutionary history in a cosmological context. Suites of high spatial and mass resolution (zoom-in) cosmological simulations with baryons run with different dark matter scenarios, will be needed to assess the likelihood of obtaining the observed global properties of the Milky Way halo and the ensemble properties of its subhalo population with each type of dark matter particle. The global and small-scale constraints on dark matter that DESI will contribute to are described below.

3.1.1 Global halo constraints

DESI will yield an unprecedented sample of radial velocities for halo giants (hundreds of thousands to millions, depending on the density confirmed by DESI spectroscopy), as well as stellar standard candles such as RR Lyrae and BHB stars, out to ∼ 100 kpc. These radial velocities with Gaia DR5 proper motions, and spectrophotometric distances from DESI (with ∼ 10% precision) will yield the 6D phase-space coordinates for field halo stars that are needed to determine the cumulative mass of the Galaxy out to 100 kpc with an accuracy of a few percent [90, 91] to 25% [92], significantly reducing the current uncertainty of 200%. In addition, accurate measurement of the velocities of halo stars in the wake produced by the LMC [93, 94] will allow us to determine the masses of the LMC and the Milky Way and to correct for the effects of disequilibrium caused by the LMC’s tidal field [95, 96].

These 6D phase-space coordinates for field halo stars will also enable the measurement of the 3D shape of the dark matter halo and its variation with radius, in order to enable comparisons with cosmological simulations with different types of dark matter. Sophisticated stellar distribution function modeling methods have recently been developed and validated with mock data for this purpose [97]. The tests with mock Gaia DR2 data generated from Milky Way like galaxies in cosmological hydrodynamical simulations show that the flattening (short axis to long ratio c/a) can be measured to a precision of Δ(c/a) ± 0.15 even without radial velocities. Adding radial velocities decreases the uncertainty to Δ(c/a) ± 0.1. The current measurement of c/a = 0.96 obtained with Gaia RR Lyrae stars [97, 98] are already mildly in tension with ΛCDM simulations which predict c/a = 0.8 ± 0.1 [47]. DESI will make it possible, for the first time, to measure the variation in shape of both the dark matter and stellar halos, enabling comparisons between the MW and cosmological simulations which predict differences between SIDM and CDM [48].

Stellar tidal streams have also been used to derive the shape of the Milky Way’s dark matter halo. Since tidal streams deviate only slightly from the orbits of their progenitors,

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

they provide an important way to constrain the orbits of objects in the global potential of the Galaxy. Previous models of the Sagittarius stream [99–101] have yielded highly discrepant results, in large part due to the absence of precision kinematic data (proper motions and line of sight velocities) along the entire stream. Although Gaia provides proper motions along the entire stream, the proper motion uncertainty is ≳ 10 − 20 km s^{−1}at 50 − 100 kpc where much of the stream lies. The best recent model of the Sagittarius stream [102] used Gaia DR2 proper motions and limited radial velocity data to quantify the effects of the LMC on the MW and the Sagittarius stream but did not attempt to constrain the shape of the halo. Since the Sagittarius stream occupies a significant portion of the sky, the large area and depth of DESI will, over the course of the 5-year survey, significantly increase the sample of stars with radial velocities with precision of ≲ 10 km s^{−1} out to 100 kpc along very large contiguous lengths of the Sagittarius stream, enabling us to set stronger constraints on the global variation in halo shape. Constraining the orbits of multiple stellar streams simultaneously can serve to set stronger constraints on the global mass distribution (the shape and density profile of the halo) [103]. It has been shown that the availability of full 6D phase-space coordinates for about a dozen stream can yield constraints of a few percent on the total halo mass (within the radius occupied by the streams) [90, 91]. DESI is the only current US survey with the field of view large enough be able to efficiently map the radial velocities of stars along the long streams (tens of degrees across the sky) that are most useful for global halo modeling.

Finally, although it has been long known from CDM cosmological simulations that ∼90% of dark matter halos exhibit steady figure rotation (tumbling) [54–56], it has only recently been shown that it is possible to measure (or at least set an upper limit) on the pattern speed of figure rotation of the Milky Way halo using the phase-space distributions of stars in long halo tidal streams like the Sagittarius stream [104]. The smallness of the pattern speed predicted (0.15h − 0.8h km s^{−1} kpc^{−1} ∼ 9 − 45^∘Gyr^{−1}) implies the need for precise 6D phase-space data over a significant portion of the stream, implying that such a measurement is not possible in any external galaxy. While there are currently no published studies of figure rotation of dark matter halos arising from different types of dark matter particles, even the detection of figure rotation will allow us to rule out [55] non-standard gravitational theories such as MOND [105–107]. The first measurement of the spin parameter λ of the Milky Way halo has also been made recently from Gaia measurements of the kinematics of Milky Way halo stars [53]. This measurement is based on correlations between the angular momentum content of the stellar halos and dark matter halo spin in ΛCDM hydrodynamical simulations. DESI will greatly increase the sample of stars and the fraction of the volume of the halo from which the spin of the stellar halo can be measured, enabling us to improve the measurement of halo angular momentum.

3.1.2 Constraints on dark matter subhalos from stellar tidal streams

In addition to being powerful probes of the global dark matter distribution in the Milky Way, stellar streams originating from globular clusters (GC) are powerful probes for the dark matter distribution on smaller scales. GCs have small velocity dispersions (≲ 3 − 5 km s^{−1}), consequently tidal streams from GC progenitors are dynamically “cold” and narrow. This makes them sensitive probes of perturbations due to gravitational interactions

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

with small-scale perturbers such as dark subhalos [108–110], since such interactions produce gaps, density irregularities and off-stream structures that are easier to observe in the otherwise thin streams. In particular, since subhalos of mass less than 10^8M_⊙ are predicted to exist in Milky Way like halos in the standard ΛCDM cosmological scenario, but are hard to detect due to their lack of baryons, observations of such gaps provide a crucial test of the clustering of dark matter at mass scales below the threshold of galaxy formation. Gaps have already been observed in streams like the Palomar 5 stream [111] and the GD1 stream [112]. Models for the formation of the gap in the GD1 stream for instance require a compact object of ∼ 10^7M_⊙ with much higher density than expected for ΛCDM subhalos [113]. The measurement of the velocities of stars in the vicinity of gaps can lead to stronger constraints on the orbit, mass, and velocity of a possible perturber [110]. More precise predictions on the locations of the perturbers based on DESI data could also lead to the discovery of brand new targets for gamma-ray dark matter searches [114]. It has been shown that analyzing the power spectrum of density fluctuations in a stream can enable constraints on the mass function of dark subhalos, since subhalos of different masses affect the density structure of streams on different scales [115]. Recent observations of gaps in the GD1 stream have been used to infer the total abundance of dark subhalos normalized to standard CDM [116], and can possibly enable constraints to be set on the nature of the dark matter particle [117].

At least half of the Milky Way’s GCs are thought to have formed in external dwarf galaxies as massive star clusters that were subsequently accreted into the Galaxy. Thin and dynamically cold GC streams have recently been shown to be sensitive probes of the central dark matter distributions in the dwarf galaxies that accreted GCs were born in. GCs accreted within cosmologically motivated subhalos (hosting dwarf galaxies) experience a phase of “pre-accretion tidal evolution” within their parent subhalo [118–120]. After this pre-accretion phase, the GC and its host dwarf galaxy are accreted by the Milky Way and the dwarf galaxy is tidally disrupted, while the GC stream continues to evolve within the Milky Way potential. This two-phase evolution produces tidal streams that are more highly structured than GC tidal streams that evolve in the MW alone. Accreted GC streams comprise a thin, linear component plus a broader “cocoon” component as well as offstream structures (“spurs”) and can have numerous gaps and branches. Cocoons, spurs and gaps have now been detected with Gaia photometry and proper-motions in several GC streams [121, 122]. It has been shown recently that quantities that measure the “hottness” of accreted GC tidal streams (physical width, line-of-sight velocity dispersion, tangential velocity dispersion, and angular momentum spread) are sensitive to whether the parent satellite from which the GC was accreted had a cuspy or cored dark matter halo [119, 123]. These simulations have found that stellar streams formed in cored DM halos are systematically narrower (in physical width) and have lower velocity dispersion (both lineof-sight and tangential) than those formed in cuspy halos [119, 123]. A comparison of simulations with existing Gaia proper motions in about 7 streams already imply that many observed GC streams are too cold to be consistent with formation in cuspy CDM halos of mass ≳ 10^9M_⊙. DESI will enable the measurement of line-of-sight velocity dispersions in many more streams, including those too distant for making a measurement with Gaia proper motions.

This novel probe of the central density profiles of dwarf galaxies is a powerful comple-

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

ment to density profile measurements made with stellar kinematics in dwarf galaxies (see Section 3.1.4). Gaia has discovered dozens of Milky Way GC streams and measured the proper motions of their stars [124, 125]. Many of these lie within the DESI footprint and DESI’s large field-of-view and high survey speed will enable the radial velocity and stellar abundance measurements needed to obtain constraints on the density profiles of the parent halos of accreted GCs. Although impacts on GC streams from dark subhalos and pre-accretion tidal evolution of accreted GC streams can both produce gaps and off-stream features like those observed in the GD1 stream, kinematics of stars along substantial sections of tidal streams can distinguish between these two scenarios.

Radial velocities are a crucual complement to proper motion surveys. DESI, with its large field-of-view and survey area, is currently the most efficient way to obtain radial velocities and determine stream membership for a significant number of stars in stellar streams. In other words, a spectroscopic survey like DESI is crucial for leveraging the power of GC streams to probe the nature of dark matter.

3.1.3 Constraints on disk dark matter from galactoseismology

Direct dark matter detection experiments rely on precise knowledge of the dark matter density in the solar neighborhood. Traditionally this has been estimated by using the stellar number density and velocity distributions (typically perpendicular to the disk) or modeling the rotation curve [for recent reviews see, 126, 127]. Some cosmologically motivated simulations have predicted that a dark disk, co-planar with the stellar disk, could exist in the Milky Way, formed either from the accretion of satellites [128, 129] or from a subdominant species of dark matter particle with much stronger interactions than the collisionless WIMP. Such a particle could interact dissipatively forming a rotationally supported disk [130, 131]. While searches for such a “dark disk” have been largely unsuccessful [132], this lack of success could in part be due to the assumption that the disk is in steady state [133].

Spectroscopic surveys of the stellar disk from SEGUE, RAVE, LAMOST revealed that the local stellar disk of the Milky Way exhibits bending and breathing modes perpendicular to the midplane within a few kpc from the sun [for a review see 134]. Recently 6D phasespace data from the Gaia satellite has led to the discovery of even more complex kinematic substructures in the stellar disk in form of “phase-space spirals” and ridges [135]. The presence of the phase-space spiral in stars of all stellar ages [136, 137], and the detection of the spiral at different radii and azimuthal angles in the disk [138] suggests that these features are a large scale (disk-wide) response that is possibly the consequence of the passage of the Sagittarius dwarf through the stellar disk.

It has recently been shown that the phase-space spiral, an inherently non-equilibrium feature, especially its morphological structure (its width, flattening and degree of winding), can be used to set extremely tight constraints on the potential of the Galaxy, especially the potential associated with a thin dark disk [133, 139]. These authors used Gaia EDR3 kinematics to constrain the surface density of a thin dark disk with a scale height of less then 50 pc to be 5M_⊙pc^{−2} much tighter than the constraints placed by previous steadystate models that also used Gaia data [140], essentially ruling out the existence of a “dark disk” and therefore more dissipative species of dark matter particles.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

Although Gaia has been crucial for the discovery of the phase-space spiral and the models arising from its discovery, Gaia’s Radial Velocity Spectrograph will only obtain radial velocities for stars brighter than G = 16. Gaia’s end of mission radial velocity precision for stars at G = 16 is expected be 10-20 km s^{−1} (depending on stellar type). Furthermore the Gaia database will not include stellar abundances. While the DESI MWS main survey is primarily targeting stars at |b| > 30^∘, the Backup Program (conducted during poor seeing and very bright conditions) will get much closer to the disk plane targeting stars with 16 < r < 18 and |b| > 7^∘. The current performance of DESI during the Backup Program suggests that we will be able to obtain ∼ 1 − 10km s^{−1} precision for r = 16 − 18 respectively. This will enable constraints to be set on the dark matter density in the disk out to much larger distances, thereby setting stronger constraints on exotic dark matter particle scenarios.

3.1.4 Constraints on dark matter distributions of Local Group dwarf galaxies

Dwarf spheroidal galaxies and ultra faint dwarf galaxies are amongst the most dark matter dominated, most metal-poor and oldest stellar systems in the Universe representing the low end of the galaxy luminosity function [141]. The fact that they contain very few stars may imply that these systems are some of the only places in the Universe where one can directly probe the distribution of dark matter on small scales. While a few dwarf spheroidal galaxies have been found to possess cuspy DM profiles e.g., Draco [142, 143] and Sculptor [144], the majority of galaxies modeled to date strongly favor DM distributions with shallower, almost cored, inner density profiles. Cored central density distributions have now been measured in low surface brightness disks [145–147], and various dwarf satellites of the Milky Way, e.g. Ursa Minor [148], Fornax [149–152], NGC 6822 [153] and Eridanus II [154]. However, despite the strong claims of cores in the literature, the current measurements of central density profiles are generally based on very small numbers (hundreds to a few thousand) of line-of-sight velocities in each galaxy and strong assumptions about the internal velocity anisotropy. The velocity dispersion in these galaxies is of order 2-5 km s^{−1}and the precision of the line-of-sight velocity measurements is of the same order resulting in fairly large uncertainties in the central mass profiles and velocity anisotropy distributions [155, 156]. Furthermore, although dSphs are generally modeled as spherical, they are observed to be elongated (prolate or triaxial) and this results in significant uncertainties in both the density and anisotropy profiles [157, 158]. While proper motions can help to reduce the uncertainties [156, 159] the precision of proper-motions from the Gaia satellite are currently inadequate to distinguish between a cusp and a core in dwarf galaxies like Sculptor [160]. For many dSph galaxies, the 2 km s^{−1} tangential velocity precision needed to obtain tight constraints on the central density profiles will become available following several years of observations with the Roman Space Telescope.

In addition to the primary DESI-MWS, DESI will also conduct a secondary program to observe all the dwarf spheroidal galaxies and ultra-faint dwarf galaxies within DESI footprint. Most dwarf spheroidal and ultra faint dwarf satellites of the Milky Way comfortably fit within DESI’s 3^∘ field of view. The large numbers of fibers is ideally suited to obtaining radial velocities for a significant fraction of stars in these systems. The candidate member stars are selected using the proper motion and parallax information from Gaia EDR3,

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

together with the photometry from the DESI Legacy Survey DR9 [161], and will be observed during the bright time survey for stars at 16 < r < 20 and during the dark time survey for stars at 19 < r < 21. We expect that with multiple passes surveying the sky in the 5 year DESI survey, we will observe most of the member stars in the ultra-faint dwarf galaxies, and a significant number of stars (a few thousand stars per galaxy) in the dwarf spheroidals.

Radial velocities of stars in the cores of dwarf galaxies in conjunction with ∼ 25 μarcsec proper motions (expected from the Roman Space Telescope) will provide precision measurements of their central density profiles, addressing the cusp/core problem and enabling indirect dark matter searches to place more robust and stringent constraints, not only on CDM WIMPs using gamma-ray data [162–166] but also on WDM particle candidates – such as sterile neutrinos or gravitinos – from observations in the X-ray and gamma-ray energy bands [167–169], axion dark matter with radio data [170], interacting and self-interacting dark matter models [171, 172] and possibly other, even more exotic scenarios [e.g. 173].

Despite substantial efforts to obtain spectra of stars in the centers of these systems, very few spectroscopic observations have been taken in their outskirts, mainly due to the limited field of view of existing spectroscopic facilities. Recent work suggests at least some of these galaxies may be surrounded by significant low surface brightness structures. Such structures have been predicted by simulations for certain types of dark matter even for galaxies that are not presently losing significant mass through tidal stripping [e.g. 174]. The primary DESI MWS will provide a wide but sparse sampling of several members in the outskirts of these galaxies. Dedicated follow up in secondary programs will enable the study of large-scale metallicity gradients and tidal effects. With both proper motions and radial velocities dynamical models may be able to set constraints on the 3D shapes of dwarf satellite galaxies [175] enabling comparisons with simulations.

3.2 Dark Matter Constraints from the Ly-α Forest

Until now, the major statistical tool to constrain DM scenarios with Ly-α has been the one-dimensional Ly-α transmission power spectrum, P_{1d}(k), introduced in [176] with first applications to constrain DM properties in [177]. This statistical property of the Ly-α forest is obtained by computing the power spectrum of Ly-α forest transmission in individual quasar lines of sight and then averaging over a quasar sample, ignoring 3D correlations. This allows the structure of matter fluctuations on small scales to be probed without being limited by the sampling of objects on the sky. The smallest scales that can be accurately probed are instead determined by the resolution of the spectrograph, the S/N of the dataset as well as astrophysical contaminants e.g. in the form of metal absorption systems.

Using large scale structure surveys, P_{1d}(k) was measured for scales 0.001 < k < 0.02 s/km and redshifts 2.1 < z < 4.7 from SDSS [178], BOSS [179], and eBOSS [180] with the latest measurement being based on > 45, 000 quasar spectra and reaching ∼ 1.5% precision for some redshifts. These measurements are complemented by smaller, highresolution, high S/N [8, 85, 181, 182] P_{1D} measurements from 8m-class telescopes, probing both smaller scales (higher k) and extending the redshift range to 1.8 < z < 5.4, albeit at lower precision. Going to smaller scales and higher redshifts significantly improves

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

constraints since alternative DM models have more impact at small scales.

The sensitivity of the high redshift Ly-α forest to DM is due to differences in the redshift evolution of typical physical scales shaping the signal. The DM models imprint a typical scale on the cosmic web at a fixed redshift (e.g. at decoupling) that is frozen in comoving distance units. At the same time, the physics of the intergalactic medium imprints two scales: the hydrodynamical response to reionization heating that increases with time elapsed since the heating occurred; and random motions due to finite temperature of the gas that is frozen in velocity units, resulting in increasing distance scale towards lower redshifts due to the Universe’s expansion. Relative to the imprint of the baryonic physics, the scales dominating the dark matter sector become increasingly more important towards higher redshifts, see [88, 183] for an in-depth discussion.

Additionally, due to the strong increase in quasar density, DESI for the first time will be able to measure small-scale Ly-α fluctuations both along and across the line-of-sight (LOS) to quasars, i.e. the 3D Ly-α power spectrum, P_{3d}(k) [184]. P_{3d}(k) measurements will be a cosmic gold mine for Lyα DM studies for two reasons. First, it will add valuable constraining power at small scales, where we look for deviations from the ΛCDM model. Second, it will allow us to break degeneracies between the IGM temperature that smooths absorption along the LOS, and dark matter mass that smooths absorptions in all directions (but note that pressure broadening of the gas distribution due to past photo-heating is also a 3D effect and thus still degenerate with the WDM feature).

By combining high- and moderate-resolution surveys, the P_{1d}(k) measurement was used to constrain WDM mass (thermal relic, sterile neutrino) [84, 85, 185–190]. Most recent works agree on mass bounds of at least m_X ≥ 3.5keV when assuming a thermal relic type dark matter (with the strongest bounds m_X ≥ 5.3keV obtained when combining Ly-α samples [189, 191]) placing the Ly-α forest among the strongest probes of DM mass (see [192] for a recent comparison with other probes). We note that these constraints require careful modeling of IGM astrophysics in hydrodynamical simulations, which can relax constraints to m_X ≥ 1.9keV [190] when considering e.g. a particularly late reionization scenario.

Other models such as fuzzy dark matter predict a similar impact to WDM on the power spectrum of matter. The measurement of the P_{1d}(k) also constrained these fuzzy dark matter models [86, 193, 194]. In particular, using high and moderate resolution spectra, the authors in [193] excluded the mass range of 10^{−22} < m_a < 2.9 × 10^{−21} eV at 95 % CL, although a possible self-interaction parameter of the axion particles remains unconstrained [194, 195].

DESI will significantly improve upon eBOSS measurements. On the one hand, there will be a tremendous gain in statistical precision, going from tens of thousands of spectra to hundreds of thousands of spectra, and DESI will have one additional high redshift bin. On the other hand, DESI will double the k-range due to its improved spectral resolution, 2 times better than SDSS (see §1). As a result, DESI will be much less dependent on small high-resolution data sets and will obtain the best Ly-α constraints on its own. As a benchmark scenario, we cons ider a thermal relic WDM model, and compute P_{1d}(k) predictions within this scenario using the hydrodynamical simulation grid of [196]. We define the sensitivity of a measurement as the 95% CL bound on the WDM mass m_X , obtained on average when fitting mock CDM data to the WDM model. Assuming P_{1d}(k)

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

is measured from SDSS data only, with uncertainties identical to those of eBOSS [180], the sensitivity to the mass of WDM is m_X > 2.3 keV. On the other hand, we consider a DESI P_{1d}(k) measurement with a factor of 4 increased statistics, and taking into account its improved resolution which permits measurements up to k = 0.035 s/km on average. In order to be conservative, we assume systematic uncertainties are similar to those estimated in eBOSS[180], except that the improved resolution is taken into account. We then find that the DESI-only sensitivity is m_X > 3.6 keV. This represents an improvement by a factor of 1.6 per se compared to the eBOSS-only result. Moreover, the constraining power on IGM thermal parameters is improved by a factor of 2.6 on average: this will prove crucial to improving the robustness of constraints with respect to uncertainties in the IGM thermal modeling.

4 Simulations for Dark Matter Science with DESI

The vast majority of constraints currently available on the nature of dark matter come from comparisons between observations and cosmological simulations with ΛCDM, although there have been significant advances in the past decade on simulations with other types of DM (for a review see CF3-solicited white paper by Banerjee, Boddy et al.). Although there are clearly identifiable differences between the predictions from different types of dark matter, it has become increasingly clear over the past decade that it is much more difficult to distinguish between different DM scenarios when baryonic effects are considered [197]. However, the next decade is expected to witness a substantial increase in the spatial and mass resolution of cosmological hydrodynamical simulations that will undoubtedly lead to significant improvements in the representation of DM halos both at high redshift and in the local Universe.

4.1 Simulations for Milky Way and Local Group Science

While modeling the data from DESI and other surveys will enable us to obtain constraints on the DM distribution in the MW and Local Group, these observationally derived parameters of the DM distribution need to be compared with simulations in order to set robust constraints on the nature of DM. Understanding the full context of the Milky Way itself requires comparing to halos with similar accretion histories and satellite populations and understanding how such halos connect to the full distribution of predicted CDM systems. Example simulation suites that can enable such studies in ΛCDM are the “Milky Way” simulation suite (first introduced in [198]) that consists of 45 resimulated host halos with z = 0 virial masses of 10^{12.1±0.03}M_⊙, and a complementary set of 25 simulations (“Milky Way-est” suite) drawn from the same parent box but chosen to have MW-like merger histories (e.g. a Gaia–Enceladus [199, 200] analog merger at z ∼ 2 then quiescent until the merger of an LMC analog with an infall time of less than 2 Gyr from z = 0; Buch et al. 2022 (in prep)). This combined simulation suite has already been used to successfully model the satellite populations observed by DES and Pan-STARRS [201–204]. In addition to the CDM simulations, three of the halos from the Milky Way mass suite have been resimulated using SIDM models, including velocity-dependent cross sections, from the same initial conditions

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[205–207]. Comparisons between the SIDM and CDM simulations have already provided valuable insight on the relative subhalo population between the two models in the presence of the LMC [207] and on the abundance, radial distribution, and density profile of SIDM subhalos [206]. These works provide simulation-based predictions from different microphysical dark matter models for the internal subhalo dynamics that DESI will be able probe. In addition to resimulating the rest of the Milky Way-est suite using the SIDM prescription, future work will include using UniverseMachine [208] to model star-formation histories for individual subhalos as well as comprehensive particle tracking down to the resolution limit of the simulations (∼ 8 × 10^7M_⊙) to make detailed measurements of the profiles of both intact and disrupted subhalos in different dark matter models. There is also work being done to resimulate individual halos including realistic disk potentials. Combining these methods will allow for detailed predictions for dynamical clustering of disrupted substructure for different dark matter microphysics.

In addition to these on-going DM-only simulations that are ideal for investigating the subhalo populations, we need simulations that will improve up on existing cosmological hydrodynamical simulations which are achieving stellar mass resolution of 10^3 − 10^4M_⊙ [e.g., EAGLE, Auriga, APOSTLE, FIRE-2, 209–212].

To meet the objectives laid out in this document we will need a multi-pronged effort comprising the following:

• A large scale cosmological hydrodynamical simulation effort designed to make dozens (∼ 30 − 50) of Milky Way-like disk galaxies, possibly including a nearby satellite as massive as the LMC and a massive companion similar to M31, that possibly had a significant accretion event [like Gaia-Enceladus, 199, 200] in the past ∼ 8 − 10 Gyr.

• This large suite of simulations should also be run with different types of DM and should start with identical (or as similar as possible) initial conditions.

• The simulations should include realistic feedback prescriptions (e.g. from stellar winds, cosmic rays, and radiative mode feedback from AGN) designed to produce stellar halos that resemble the observed stellar halos of nearby MW mass disks. Currently most simulated stellar halos are too metal rich, too massive and have too many stars that formed in situ (i.e. were not accreted) [e.g. 213–217].

• The simulations should produce stellar disks that resemble the global properties of Milky Way more closely. Currently stellar disks in cosmological simulations are too thick and too hot dynamically) [e.g. 218–220]; this is crucial for setting realistic constraints on the DM density in the disk.

• Controlled cosmologically motivated simulations that evolve individual globular clusters (with realistic stellar populations) as well as populations of globular clusters in MW-like halos to generate thin tidal streams [e.g. 221–223]. Such simulations should include impacts from cosmologically motivated dark subhalos populations expected in different dark matter scenarios.

• Tools to generate mock stellar populations with realistic stellar velocities properly accounting for observational selection functions of DESI and astrometric surveys (like

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

Gaia, LSST, Roman-HLS) need to be applied in a consistent manner to all simulations and produce mock catalogs that are served on ADQL servers that can be queried in similar manner to observational catalogs, so that blinded studies can be easily performed.

• Support for machine learning/deep learning methods that can be applied to DESI data (and other datasets) as well as mock catalogs to identify multi-dimensional correlations and patterns in the data. Given the numerous possible constraints that can be set on DM distribution in the MW, in the event that no one observational probe is found to provide “smoking-gun evidence” of a specific DM particle, tools are needed to assess the likelihood that a given set of observational constraints is statistically consistent with predictions from simulations within a specific DM scenario.

• Simulations of the formation and tidal evolution of dwarf galaxies (both classical dwarf spheroidal galaxies and ultra faint dwarf galaxies), and their tidal evolution within the MW halo and Local Group.

The CF3-solicited white paper by Banerjee, Boddy et al. provides a comprehensive overview of the types of simulation effort needed for DM searches as a whole.

Regarding the creation of mock datasets from simulations there have been recent advances in this direction[e.g. Aurigaia [219], Ananke [224], COSANG [225]]. These mock datasets yield realistic numbers of stars expected in different magnitude limited surveys as well as realistic representations of their phase-space distributions. However, the software to readily create mock datasets for different observational data releases (i.e. with different survey depths, data precision etc.) are publicly unavailable. In addition, not all these methods for creating mock data from simulations retain the kinematical properties of the constituent star particles and hence the “stars” they produce cannot be used as dynamical tracers of the gravitational potential. Tests to ensure that the mock datasets are able to recover the true properties of the DM distribution, accounting for the effects of disequilibrium and cosmic variance are essential.

4.2 Simulations for Ly-α science

The thermodynamical state of the intergalactic gas giving rise to the Ly-α forest signal is the result of the complex interplay between large-scale structure evolution driven by the dark-matter density fluctuations, and small-scale baryonic physics [226]. Baryons in the intergalactic medium (IGM) trace dark matter fluctuations on Mpc scales, while on smaller (≲ 100 kpc scales) the T ∼ 10^4K gas is pressure supported against gravitational collapse following the classic Jeans argument. Baryonic fluctuations are therefore suppressed relative to the pressureless dark matter and gas is pressure-smoothed or “filtered” on small scales. At any given redshift, the pressure smoothing scale depends not only on the prevailing pressure and temperature at that epoch, but also on the temperature history of the IGM [227]. The density distribution of the baryons in the IGM is sensitive to the nature of dark matter in a similar, but importantly not identical way. The free-streaming horizon of dark matter particles lead to a 3D smoothing at high redshift (i.e. in the initial conditions, in case of a simulation) that keeps decreasing as non-linearities increase. Therefore, the

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

small-scale suppression in non-CDM dark matter models moves from very large scales to smaller scales at progressively lower redshifts. The major task of simulations in the context of constraining dark matter properties is thus to allow decoupling of reionization heating impact from the nature of dark matter on the Ly-α forest statistics.

At first order, we thus require hydrodynamical simulations that accurately model the gravitational collapse of baryons and dark matter, and physical effects contributing to the gas pressure support, most notably radiative cooling and photoionization heating from the UV background. Studies have shown that to produce converged Ly-α 1-dimensional power spectra on the range of scales and redshifts produced by DESI, we need simulations of at least ≈120 Mpc with a ≈30 kpc resolution [228–230]. As the the IGM primarily probes densities around the mean density, i.e. 0.1 ≲ Δ ≲ 10 depending on the redshift [228], the above accuracy constraints translate into a minimal requirement of 4096^3 cells for unigrid codes (e.g. Nyx [231, 232], RAMSES [233]) or 8192^3 particles for Lagrangian codes (e.g. Gadget [234] and its variants). Larger numerical requirement on Lagrangian codes are stemming from the fact that at higher redshifts, z > 3, Ly-α forest originates mostly from underdense regions difficult to accurately sample with Lagrangian tracer particles (Chabanier et al. 2022, in prep.).

Recent improvements in high-performance computing facilities as well as cosmological hydrodynamical codes allow running simulations of this size. Note that to allow cosmological analysis, we do not only need a single simulation, but grids of simulations exploring the cosmological and astrophysical parameters allowing accurate predictions of the Ly-α forest power spectrum. Those grids are used to train a fast interpolation scheme (emulator) for cosmological parameter inference [235, 236]. This is needed to bridge the gap between the need of millions of model evaluations we need to get accurate posterior probabilities on parameters of interest and the tens of simulations we can actually run. In effect, the emulator is used as a fast interpolation scheme between the actually simulated grid points in the final inference [237]. We foresee requiring tens of hydrodynamical simulations to achieve sufficient accuracy on this interpolation [230, 238].

While the IGM is very sensitive to the timing and heat injection of the Epoch of Reionization [239, 240], complex and poorly understood physical processes related to galaxy formation have often be thought to only play a relatively minor role in determining its structure [241, 242], and are being neglected in most existing studies. However, as the statistical errors of DESI will significantly decrease compared to previous surveys, physical processes like star formation and stellar and Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) feedback, which inject energy in the intergalactic medium, should be taken into consideration [243–245]. However, modeling all those processes from “first principles” and jointly exploring both the cosmological and astrophysical/nuisance parameters arising from these models will require computational capabilities that are not feasible in the near future, even using the largest high-performance computing systems. We therefore foresee including the impact of galaxy formation and reionization on Ly-α statistics at the post-processing stage with analytical recipes established via auxiliary hydrodynamical simulations [244].

To summarize, for the Ly-α forest analyzes the following simulations are necessary:

• Grids of ∼ 10 hydrodynamical simulations with limited astrophysics (i.e. no feedbacks, no/simplified star formation, uniform reionization/heating) to model the de-

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

pendencies of the overall IGM on cosmological parameters including the nature of dark matter, but providing enough resolution to resolve low-density IGM gas physics

• Additional full galaxy formation and reionization simulations as auxilliary inputs to derive analytical corrections for astrophysical effects

5 Conclusion and Future Prospects

The Milky Way and Ly-α constraints on the properties of dark matter described here require wide field, deep spectroscopy to create large samples of faint targets over a wide area of sky. In the latter part of this decade, after the current DESI survey is finished, DESI will still have the highest survey speed of all the dedicated facilities available. A next generation spectroscopic survey with DESI is being designed. The science goals include a high-density galaxy survey at z <1 to get improved precision on the dark energy equation of state in the cosmic acceleration epoch, an emission-line galaxy (ELG) survey at 1< z <1.6 for improved baryon acoustic oscillation (BAO) and red-shift distortion (RSD) studies, and a quasar and galaxy survey at z >2 that would give direct tracers for BAO and RSD as well as the possibility of mapping the Ly-α forest. The parameters of these surveys, which are designed to constrain the properties of dark energy, are well-matched to the dark matter investigations described in this document. A next-generation DESI survey could include programs to map stellar velocities in the Milky Way halo and to acquire a larger quasar sample with higher magnitude that would improve the statistical precision of Ly-α cosmology constraints at DESI’s resolution. Including these programs would allow the DESI facility to address both dark matter and dark energy science goals within the same next-generation survey program and operations plan. DOE funding for dark matter related science with DESI will expand the scope and impact of this unique and powerful observational facility.

References

[1] P.A. Zyla et al. Review of Particle Physics. PTEP, 2020(8):083C01, 2020.

[2] DESI Collaboration, A. Aghamousa, J. Aguilar, S. Ahlen, S. Alam, L. E. Allen, C. Allende Prieto, J. Annis, S. Bailey, C. Balland, and et al. The DESI Experiment Part I: Science,Targeting, and Survey Design. ArXiv e-prints, October 2016.

[3] DESI Collaboration, A. Aghamousa, J. Aguilar, S. Ahlen, S. Alam, L. E. Allen, C. Allende Prieto, J. Annis, S. Bailey, C. Balland, and et al. The DESI Experiment Part II: Instrument Design. ArXiv e-prints, October 2016.

[4] Helion Du Mas Des Bourboux, James Rich, Andreu Font-Ribera, Victoria de Sainte Agathe, James Farr, Thomas Etourneau, Jean-Marc Le Goff, Andrei Cuceu, Christophe Balland, Julian E Bautista, et al. The completed sdss-iv extended baryon oscillation spectroscopic survey: baryon acoustic oscillations with lyα forests. The Astrophysical Journal, 901(2):153, 2020.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[5] Adam S. Bolton and David J. Schlegel. Spectro-Perfectionism: An Algorithmic Framework for Photon Noise-Limited Extraction of Optical Fiber Spectroscopy. PASP, 122(888):248, February 2010.

[6] Michael T. Murphy, Glenn G. Kacprzak, Giulia A. D. Savorgnan, and Robert F. Carswell. The UVES Spectral Quasar Absorption Database (SQUAD) data release 1: the first 10 million seconds. MNRAS, 482(3):3458–3479, January 2019.

[7] John M. O’Meara, Nicolas Lehner, J. Christopher Howk, and J. Xavier Prochaska.

The Third Data Release of the KODIAQ Survey. AJ, 161(1):45, January 2021.

[8] Naim Göksel Karaçaylı, Nikhil Padmanabhan, Andreu Font-Ribera, Vid Iršič, Michael Walther, David Brooks, Enrique Gaztañaga, Robert Kehoe, Michael Levi, Pierros Ntelis, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, and Gregory Tarlé. Optimal 1D Ly α forest power spectrum estimation - II. KODIAQ, SQUAD, and XQ-100. MNRAS, 509(2):2842–2855, January 2022.

[9] The DESI Collaboration. The redrock spectroscopic pipeline. AAS Journals, (in prep), 2022.

[10] Nicolas Busca and Christophe Balland. Quasarnet: Human-level spectral classification and redshifting with deep neural networks. arXiv preprint arXiv:1808.09955, 2018.

[11] J. F. Navarro, C. S. Frenk, and S. D. M. White. A Universal Density Profile from Hierarchical Clustering. ApJ, 490:493–+, December 1997.

[12] James S. Bullock and Michael Boylan-Kolchin. Small-Scale Challenges to the ΛCDM Paradigm. ARA&A, 55(1):343–387, August 2017.

[13] Mark Vogelsberger, Jesús Zavala, Francis-Yan Cyr-Racine, Christoph Pfrommer, Torsten Bringmann, and Kris Sigurdson. ETHOS - an effective theory of structure formation: dark matter physics as a possible explanation of the small-scale CDM problems. MNRAS, 460(2):1399–1416, August 2016.

[14] Sownak Bose, Wojciech A. Hellwing, Carlos S. Frenk, Adrian Jenkins, Mark R.

Lovell, John C. Helly, and Baojiu Li. The Copernicus Complexio: statistical properties of warm dark matter haloes. MNRAS, 455(1):318–333, January 2016.

[15] Miguel Rocha, Annika H. G. Peter, James S. Bullock, Manoj Kaplinghat, Shea Garrison-Kimmel, Jose Oñorbe, and Leonidas A. Moustakas. Cosmological simulations with self-interacting dark matter - I. Constant-density cores and substructure. MNRAS, 430(1):81–104, March 2013.

[16] Sean Tulin and Hai-Bo Yu. Dark matter self-interactions and small scale structure.

Phys. Rep., 730:1–57, February 2018.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[17] Hsi-Yu Schive, Tzihong Chiueh, and Tom Broadhurst. Cosmic structure as the quantum interference of a coherent dark wave. Nature Physics, 10(7):496–499, July 2014.

[18] Matteo Nori and Marco Baldi. AX-GADGET: a new code for cosmological simulations of Fuzzy Dark Matter and Axion models. MNRAS, 478(3):3935–3951, August 2018.

[19] Matteo Nori and Marco Baldi. Scaling relations of fuzzy dark matter haloes - I.

Individual systems in their cosmological environment. MNRAS, 501(1):1539–1556, February 2021.

[20] Kyle A. Oman, Julio F. Navarro, Azadeh Fattahi, Carlos S. Frenk, Till Sawala, Simon D. M. White, Richard Bower, Robert A. Crain, Michelle Furlong, Matthieu Schaller, Joop Schaye, and Tom Theuns. The unexpected diversity of dwarf galaxy rotation curves. MNRAS, 452(4):3650–3665, October 2015.

[21] A. Pontzen and F. Governato. How supernova feedback turns dark matter cusps into cores. MNRAS, 421:3464–3471, April 2012.

[22] Sownak Bose, Carlos S. Frenk, Adrian Jenkins, Azadeh Fattahi, Facundo A. Gómez, Robert J. J. Grand, Federico Marinacci, Julio F. Navarro, Kyle A. Oman, Rüdiger Pakmor, Joop Schaye, Christine M. Simpson, and Volker Springel. No cores in dark matter-dominated dwarf galaxies with bursty star formation histories. MNRAS, 486(4):4790–4804, July 2019.

[23] Alexandres Lazar, James S. Bullock, Michael Boylan-Kolchin, T. K. Chan, Philip F.

Hopkins, Andrew S. Graus, Andrew Wetzel, Kareem El-Badry, Coral Wheeler, Maria C. Straight, Dušan Kereš, Claude-André Faucher-Giguère, Alex Fitts, and Shea Garrison-Kimmel. A dark matter profile to model diverse feedback-induced core sizes of ΛCDM haloes. MNRAS, 497(2):2393–2417, September 2020.

[24] Alex Fitts, Michael Boylan-Kolchin, Brandon Bozek, James S. Bullock, Andrew Graus, Victor Robles, Philip F. Hopkins, Kareem El-Badry, Shea Garrison-Kimmel, Claude-André Faucher-Giguère, Andrew Wetzel, and Dušan Kereš. Dwarf galaxies in CDM, WDM, and SIDM: disentangling baryons and dark matter physics. MNRAS, 490(1):962–977, November 2019.

[25] Ayuki Kamada, Manoj Kaplinghat, Andrew B. Pace, and Hai-Bo Yu. Self-Interacting Dark Matter Can Explain Diverse Galactic Rotation Curves. Phys. Rev. Lett., 119(11):111102, September 2017.

[26] Manoj Kaplinghat. Why I Think That Dark Matter Has Large Self-interactions. In Rouven Essig, Jonathan Feng, and Kathryn Zurek, editors, Illuminating Dark Matter, volume 56 of Astrophysics and Space Science Proceedings, page 85, January 2019.

[27] Manoj Kaplinghat, Tao Ren, and Hai-Bo Yu. Dark matter cores and cusps in spiral galaxies and their explanations. JCAP, 2020(6):027, June 2020.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[28] Stacy S. McGaugh, Federico Lelli, and James M. Schombert. Radial Acceleration Relation in Rotationally Supported Galaxies. Phys. Rev. Lett., 117(20):201101, November 2016.

[29] B. Moore, S. Ghigna, F. Governato, G. Lake, T. Quinn, J. Stadel, and P. Tozzi. Dark Matter Substructure within Galactic Halos. ApJ, 524:L19–L22, October 1999.

[30] A. Klypin, A. V. Kravtsov, O. Valenzuela, and F. Prada. Where Are the Missing Galactic Satellites? ApJ, 522:82–92, September 1999.

[31] Oliver Newton, Matteo Leo, Marius Cautun, Adrian Jenkins, Carlos S. Frenk, Mark R. Lovell, John C. Helly, Andrew J. Benson, and Shaun Cole. Constraints on the properties of warm dark matter using the satellite galaxies of the Milky Way. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2021(8):062, August 2021.

[32] Hsi-Yu Schive, Tzihong Chiueh, Tom Broadhurst, and Kuan-Wei Huang. Contrasting Galaxy Formation from Quantum Wave Dark Matter, ψDM, with ΛCDM, using Planck and Hubble Data. ApJ, 818(1):89, February 2016.

[33] Hsi-Yu Schive and Tzihong Chiueh. Halo abundance and assembly history with extreme-axion wave dark matter at z ≥ 4. MNRAS, 473(1):L36–L40, January 2018.

[34] Scott W. Randall, Maxim Markevitch, Douglas Clowe, Anthony H. Gonzalez, and Marusa Bradač. Constraints on the Self-Interaction Cross Section of Dark Matter from Numerical Simulations of the Merging Galaxy Cluster 1E 0657-56. ApJ, 679(2):1173–1180, June 2008.

[35] S. Vegetti, L. V. E. Koopmans, A. Bolton, T. Treu, and R. Gavazzi. Detection of a dark substructure through gravitational imaging. MNRAS, 408(4):1969–1981, November 2010.

[36] Michael Boylan-Kolchin, James S. Bullock, and Manoj Kaplinghat. Too big to fail?

The puzzling darkness of massive Milky Way subhaloes. MNRAS, 415(1):L40–L44, July 2011.

[37] Joss Bland-Hawthorn and Ortwin Gerhard. The Galaxy in Context: Structural, Kinematic, and Integrated Properties. ARA&A, 54:529–596, Sep 2016.

[38] WenTing Wang, JiaXin Han, Marius Cautun, ZhaoZhou Li, and Miho N. Ishigaki.

The mass of our Milky Way. Science China Physics, Mechanics, and Astronomy, 63(10):109801, May 2020.

[39] John Dubinski and R. G. Carlberg. The Structure of Cold Dark Matter Halos. ApJ, 378:496, Sep 1991.

[40] Y. P. Jing and Y. Suto. Triaxial Modeling of Halo Density Profiles with High- Resolution N-Body Simulations. ApJ, 574:538–553, August 2002.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[41] Graziano Rossi, Ravi K. Sheth, and Giuseppe Tormen. Modelling the shapes of the largest gravitationally bound objects. MNRAS, 416(1):248–261, September 2011.

[42] Jesus Prada, Jaime E. Forero-Romero, Robert J. J. Grand, Rüdiger Pakmor, and Volker Springel. Dark matter halo shapes in the Auriga simulations. MNRAS, 490(4):4877–4888, December 2019.

[43] Brandon Allgood, Ricardo A. Flores, Joel R. Primack, Andrey V. Kravtsov, Risa H.

Wechsler, Andreas Faltenbacher, and James S. Bullock. The shape of dark matter haloes: dependence on mass, redshift, radius and formation. MNRAS, 367(4):1781– 1796, April 2006.

[44] Annika H. G. Peter, Miguel Rocha, James S. Bullock, and Manoj Kaplinghat. Cosmological simulations with self-interacting dark matter - II. Halo shapes versus observations. MNRAS, 430(1):105–120, March 2013.

[45] Stelios Kazantzidis, Andrey V. Kravtsov, Andrew R. Zentner, Brandon Allgood, Daisuke Nagai, and Ben Moore. The Effect of Gas Cooling on the Shapes of Dark Matter Halos. ApJ, 611(2):L73–L76, August 2004.

[46] Marcel Zemp, Oleg Y. Gnedin, Nickolay Y. Gnedin, and Andrey V. Kravtsov. The Impact of Baryon Physics on the Structure of High-redshift Galaxies. ApJ, 748(1):54, March 2012.

[47] Kun Ting Eddie Chua, Annalisa Pillepich, Mark Vogelsberger, and Lars Hernquist.

Shape of dark matter haloes in the Illustris simulation: effects of baryons. MNRAS, 484(1):476–493, March 2019.

[48] Drona Vargya, Robyn Sanderson, Omid Sameie, Michael Boylan-Kolchin, Philip F.

Hopkins, Andrew Wetzel, and Andrew Graus. Shapes of Milky-Way-Mass Galaxies with Self-Interacting Dark Matter. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2104.14069, April 2021.

[49] P. J. E. Peebles. Origin of the Angular Momentum of Galaxies. ApJ, 155:393, February 1969.

[50] A. G. Doroshkevich. Spatial structure of perturbations and origin of galactic rotation in fluctuation theory. Astrophysics, 6(4):320–330, October 1970.

[51] S. D. M. White. Angular momentum growth in protogalaxies. ApJ, 286:38–41, November 1984.

[52] J. S. Bullock, A. Dekel, T. S. Kolatt, A. V. Kravtsov, A. A. Klypin, C. Porciani, and J. R. Primack. A Universal Angular Momentum Profile for Galactic Halos. ApJ, 555(1):240–257, July 2001.

[53] Aura Obreja, Tobias Buck, and Andrea V. Macciò. A first estimate of the Milky Way dark matter halo spin. A&A, 657:A15, January 2022.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[54] John Dubinski. The Effect of Dissipation on the Shapes of Dark Halos. ApJ, 431:617, Aug 1994.

[55] J. Bailin and M. Steinmetz. Figure Rotation of Cosmological Dark Matter Halos.

ApJ, 616:27–39, November 2004.

[56] S. E. Bryan and C. M. Cress. Figure rotation of dark haloes in cold dark matter simulations. MNRAS, 380:657–664, September 2007.

[57] Xiangdong Shi and George M. Fuller. New dark matter candidate: Nonthermal sterile neutrinos. Physical Review Letters, 82(14):2832–2835, Apr 1999.

[58] Kevork Abazajian, George M. Fuller, and Mitesh Patel. Sterile neutrino hot, warm, and cold dark matter. Physical Review D, 64(2), May 2001.

[59] Laurent Canetti, Marco Drewes, Tibor Frossard, and Mikhail Shaposhnikov. Dark matter, baryogenesis and neutrino oscillations from right-handed neutrinos. Physical Review D, 87(9), May 2013.

[60] J. Ghiglieri and M. Laine. Improved determination of sterile neutrino dark matter spectrum. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2015(11), Nov 2015.

[61] Tejaswi Venumadhav, Francis-Yan Cyr-Racine, Kevork N. Abazajian, and Christopher M. Hirata. Sterile neutrino dark matter: Weak interactions in the strong coupling epoch. Physical Review D, 94(4), Aug 2016.

[62] K. Enqvist, K. Kainulainen, and J. Maalampi. Resonant neutrino transitions and nucleosynthesis. Phys. Lett. B, 249:531–534, 1990.

[63] Alexander Kusenko. Sterile neutrinos, dark matter, and pulsar velocities in models with a higgs singlet. Physical Review Letters, 97(24), Dec 2006.

[64] Kalliopi Petraki and Alexander Kusenko. Dark-matter sterile neutrinos in models with a gauge singlet in the higgs sector. Physical Review D, 77(6), Mar 2008.

[65] Alexander Merle, Viviana Niro, and Daniel Schmidt. New production mechanism for kev sterile neutrino dark matter by decays of frozen-in scalars. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2014(03):028–028, Mar 2014.

[66] Alexander Merle and Maximilian Totzauer. kev sterile neutrino dark matter from singlet scalar decays: basic concepts and subtle features. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2015(06):011–011, Jun 2015.

[67] Bibhushan Shakya. Sterile neutrino dark matter from freeze-in. Modern Physics Letters A, 31(06):1630005, Feb 2016.

[68] Johannes König, Alexander Merle, and Maximilian Totzauer. kev sterile neutrino dark matter from singlet scalar decays: the most general case. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2016(11):038–038, Nov 2016.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[69] Wayne Hu, Rennan Barkana, and Andrei Gruzinov. Fuzzy cold dark matter: The wave properties of ultralight particles. Physical Review Letters, 85(6):1158–1161, Aug 2000.

[70] David J. E. Marsh and Joseph Silk. A model for halo formation with axion mixed dark matter. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 437(3):2652–2663, Nov 2013.

[71] David J. E. Marsh and Joseph Silk. A model for halo formation with axion mixed dark matter. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 437(3):2652–2663, Nov 2013.

[72] Lam Hui, Jeremiah P. Ostriker, Scott Tremaine, and Edward Witten. Ultralight scalars as cosmological dark matter. Phys. Rev. D, 95(4):043541, February 2017.

[73] Varun Sahni and Limin Wang. New cosmological model of quintessence and dark matter. Phys. Rev. D, 62(10):103517, November 2000.

[74] Jeremy Goodman. Repulsive dark matter. New Astron., 5(2):103–107, April 2000.

[75] Tonatiuh Matos and L. Arturo Ureña-López. Further analysis of a cosmological model with quintessence and scalar dark matter. Phys. Rev. D, 63(6):063506, March 2001.

[76] Alexandre Arbey, Julien Lesgourgues, and Pierre Salati. Cosmological constraints on quintessential halos. Phys. Rev. D, 65(8):083514, April 2002.

[77] Francis-Yan Cyr-Racine, Kris Sigurdson, Jesús Zavala, Torsten Bringmann, Mark Vogelsberger, and Christoph Pfrommer. Ethos—an effective theory of structure formation: From dark particle physics to the matter distribution of the universe. Physical Review D, 93(12), Jun 2016.

[78] Mark Vogelsberger, Jesús Zavala, Francis-Yan Cyr-Racine, Christoph Pfrommer, Torsten Bringmann, and Kris Sigurdson. Ethos – an effective theory of structure formation: dark matter physics as a possible explanation of the small-scale cdm problems. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 460(2):1399–1416, May 2016.

[79] R. Murgia, A. Merle, M. Viel, M. Totzauer, and A. Schneider. “Non-cold” dark matter at small scales: a general approach. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2017(11):046, November 2017.

[80] Sownak Bose, Mark Vogelsberger, Jesús Zavala, Christoph Pfrommer, Francis-Yan Cyr-Racine, Sebastian Bohr, and Torsten Bringmann. ETHOS - an Effective Theory of Structure Formation: detecting dark matter interactions through the Lyman-α forest. MNRAS, 487(1):522–536, July 2019.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[81] Timothée Schaeffer and Aurel Schneider. Dark acoustic oscillations: imprints on the matter power spectrum and the halo mass function. MNRAS, 504(3):3773–3786, July 2021.

[82] Stefany G. Medellín-González, L. Arturo Ureña-López, and Alma X. González- Morales. Nonlinear cosmological structure with ultralight bosons via modified gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 103(8):083509, April 2021.

[83] Alex Laguë, J. Richard Bond, Renée Hložek, David J. E. Marsh, and Laurin Söding.

Evolving ultralight scalars into non-linearity with Lagrangian perturbation theory. MNRAS, 504(2):2391–2404, June 2021.

[84] Matteo Viel, George D. Becker, James S. Bolton, Martin G. Haehnelt, Michael Rauch, and Wallace L. W. Sargent. How cold is cold dark matter? small-scales constraints from the flux power spectrum of the high-redshift lyman-α forest. Phys. Rev. Lett., 100:041304, Jan 2008.

[85] Matteo Viel, George D. Becker, James S. Bolton, and Martin G. Haehnelt. Warm dark matter as a solution to the small scale crisis: New constraints from high redshift lyman-α forest data. Phys. Rev. D, 88:043502, Aug 2013.

[86] Vid Iršič, Matteo Viel, Martin G. Haehnelt, James S. Bolton, and George D. Becker.

First constraints on fuzzy dark matter from Lyman-$\alpha$ forest data and hydrodynamical simulations. Physical Review Letters, 119(3):031302, July 2017. arXiv: 1703.04683.

[87] Antonella Garzilli, Alexey Boyarsky, and Oleg Ruchayskiy. Cutoff in the Lyman α forest power spectrum: warm IGM or warm dark matter? Phys. Lett., B773:258– 264, 2017.

[88] Antonella Garzilli, Andrii Magalich, Tom Theuns, Carlos S. Frenk, Christoph Weniger, Oleg Ruchayskiy, and Alexey Boyarsky. The Lyman-α forest as a diagnostic of the nature of the dark matter. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 489(3):3456–3471, 2019.

[89] Michael Walther, Jose Oñorbe, Joseph F. Hennawi, and Zarija Lukić. New Constraints on IGM Thermal Evolution from the Lyα Forest Power Spectrum. ApJ, 872(1):13, February 2019.

[90] Robyn E. Sanderson, Amina Helmi, and David W. Hogg. Action-space Clustering of Tidal Streams to Infer the Galactic Potential. ApJ, 801(2):98, March 2015.

[91] A. Bonaca and D. W. Hogg. The Information Content in Cold Stellar Streams. ApJ, 867:101, November 2018.

[92] Nabeel Rehemtulla, Monica Valluri, and Eugene Vasiliev. Non-Parametric Spherical Jeans Mass Estimation with B-splines. arXiv:2202.05440,MNRAS, in press, page arXiv:2202.05440, February 2022.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[93] Nicolas Garavito-Camargo, Gurtina Besla, Chervin F. P Laporte, Kathryn V. Johnston, Facundo A. Gómez, and Laura L. Watkins. Hunting for the Dark Matter Wake Induced by the Large Magellanic Cloud. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1902.05089, Feb 2019.

[94] Charlie Conroy, Rohan P. Naidu, Nicolás Garavito-Camargo, Gurtina Besla, Dennis Zaritsky, Ana Bonaca, and Benjamin D. Johnson. All-sky dynamical response of the Galactic halo to the Large Magellanic Cloud. Nature, 592(7855):534–536, April 2021.

[95] Alis J. Deason, Denis Erkal, Vasily Belokurov, Azadeh Fattahi, Facundo A. Gómez, Robert J. J. Grand, Rüdiger Pakmor, Xiang-Xiang Xue, Chao Liu, Chengqun Yang, Lan Zhang, and Gang Zhao. The mass of the Milky Way out to 100 kpc using halo stars. MNRAS, 501(4):5964–5972, March 2021.

[96] Lilia Correa Magnus and Eugene Vasiliev. Measuring the Milky Way mass distribution in the presence of the LMC. MNRAS, December 2021.

[97] Kohei Hattori, Monica Valluri, and Eugene Vasiliev. Action-based distribution function modelling for constraining the shape of the Galactic dark matter halo. MNRASin press, October 2021.

[98] Christopher Wegg, Ortwin Gerhard, and Marie Bieth. The gravitational force field of the Galaxy measured from the kinematics of RR Lyrae in Gaia. MNRAS, 485(3):3296–3316, May 2019.

[99] A. Helmi. Is the dark halo of our Galaxy spherical? MNRAS, 351:643–648, June 2004.

[100] M. Fellhauer, V. Belokurov, N. W. Evans, M. I. Wilkinson, D. B. Zucker, G. Gilmore, M. J. Irwin, D. M. Bramich, S. Vidrih, R. F. G. Wyse, T. C. Beers, and J. Brinkmann. The Origin of the Bifurcation in the Sagittarius Stream. ApJ, 651:167–173, November 2006.

[101] D. R. Law and S. R. Majewski. The Sagittarius Dwarf Galaxy: A Model for Evolution in a Triaxial Milky Way Halo. ApJ, 714:229–254, May 2010.

[102] Eugene Vasiliev, Vasily Belokurov, and Denis Erkal. Tango for three: Sagittarius, LMC, and the Milky Way. MNRAS, 501(2):2279–2304, February 2021.

[103] Jo Bovy, Anita Bahmanyar, Tobias K. Fritz, and Nitya Kallivayalil. The Shape of the Inner Milky Way Halo from Observations of the Pal 5 and GD–1 Stellar Streams. ApJ, 833(1):31, Dec 2016.

[104] Monica Valluri, Adrian M. Price-Whelan, and Sarah J. Snyder. Detecting the Figure Rotation of Dark Matter Halos with Tidal Streams. ApJ, 910(2):150, April 2021.

[105] M. Milgrom. A modification of the Newtonian dynamics as a possible alternative to the hidden mass hypothesis. ApJ, 270:365–370, July 1983.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[106] R. H. Sanders. Mass discrepancies in galaxies: dark matter and alternatives. A&ARv, 2(1):1–28, January 1990.

[107] Mordehai Milgrom. MOND—theoretical aspects. New Astron. Rev., 46(12):741– 753, November 2002.

[108] Denis Erkal and Vasily Belokurov. Forensics of subhalo-stream encounters: the three phases of gap growth. MNRAS, 450(1):1136–1149, June 2015.

[109] Denis Erkal and Vasily Belokurov. Properties of dark subhaloes from gaps in tidal streams. MNRAS, 454(4):3542–3558, December 2015.

[110] Denis Erkal, Vasily Belokurov, Jo Bovy, and Jason L. Sanders. The number and size of subhalo-induced gaps in stellar streams. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 463(1):102–119, 08 2016.

[111] Michael Odenkirchen, Eva K. Grebel, Constance M. Rockosi, Walter Dehnen, Rodrigo Ibata, Hans-Walter Rix, Andrea Stolte, Christian Wolf, Jr. Anderson, John E., Neta A. Bahcall, Jon Brinkmann, István Csabai, G. Hennessy, Robert B. Hindsley, Željko Ivezić, Robert H. Lupton, Jeffrey A. Munn, Jeffrey R. Pier, Chris Stoughton, and Donald G. York. Detection of Massive Tidal Tails around the Globular Cluster Palomar 5 with Sloan Digital Sky Survey Commissioning Data. ApJ, 548(2):L165– L169, February 2001.

[112] C. J. Grillmair and O. Dionatos. Detection of a 63° Cold Stellar Stream in the Sloan Digital Sky Survey. ApJ, 643(1):L17–L20, May 2006.

[113] Ana Bonaca, David W. Hogg, Adrian M. Price-Whelan, and Charlie Conroy. The Spur and the Gap in GD-1: Dynamical Evidence for a Dark Substructure in the Milky Way Halo. ApJ, 880(1):38, Jul 2019.

[114] Nestor Mirabal and Ana Bonaca. Machine-learned dark matter subhalo candidates in the 4FGL-DR2: search for the perturber of the GD-1 stream. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2021(11):033, November 2021.

[115] Jo Bovy, Denis Erkal, and Jason L. Sanders. Linear perturbation theory for tidal streams and the small-scale CDM power spectrum. MNRAS, 466(1):628–668, April 2017.

[116] Nilanjan Banik, Jo Bovy, Gianfranco Bertone, Denis 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(2):2364–2380, April 2021.

[117] Nilanjan Banik, Jo Bovy, Gianfranco Bertone, Denis Erkal, and T. J. L. de Boer.

Novel constraints on the particle nature of dark matter from stellar streams. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2021(10):043, October 2021.

[118] Raymond G. Carlberg. Globular Clusters in a Cosmological N-body Simulation. ApJ, 861(1):69, July 2018.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[119] Khyati Malhan, Monica Valluri, and Katherine Freese. Probing the nature of dark matter with accreted globular cluster streams. MNRAS, 501(1):179–200, January 2021.

[120] Yansong Qian, Yumna Arshad, and Jo Bovy. The structure of accreted stellar streams. MNRAS, January 2022.

[121] Khyati Malhan, Rodrigo A. Ibata, Raymond G. Carlberg, Monica Valluri, and Katherine Freese. Butterfly in a Cocoon, Understanding the Origin and Morphology of Globular Cluster Streams: The Case of GD-1. ApJ, 881(2):106, August 2019.

[122] Ana Bonaca, Charlie Conroy, Adrian M. Price-Whelan, and David W. Hogg. Multiple Components of the Jhelum Stellar Stream. ApJ, 881(2):L37, Aug 2019.

[123] Khyati Malhan, Monica Valluri, Katherine Freese, and Rodrigo A. Ibata. New constraints on the dark matter density profiles of dwarf galaxies from proper motions of globular cluster streams. MNRAS, under review, arXiv:2201.03571, page arXiv:2201.03571, January 2022.

[124] Khyati Malhan, Rodrigo A. Ibata, and Nicolas F. Martin. Ghostly tributaries to the Milky Way: charting the halo’s stellar streams with the Gaia DR2 catalogue. MNRAS, 481(3):3442–3455, December 2018.

[125] Rodrigo A. Ibata, Khyati Malhan, and Nicolas F. Martin. The Streams of the Gaping Abyss: A Population of Entangled Stellar Streams Surrounding the Inner Galaxy. ApJ, 872(2):152, Feb 2019.

[126] Paolo Salucci. The distribution of dark matter in galaxies. A&ARv, 27(1):2, February 2019.

[127] Pablo F. de Salas and A. Widmark. Dark matter local density determination: recent observations and future prospects. Reports on Progress in Physics, 84(10):104901, October 2021.

[128] J. I. Read, G. Lake, O. Agertz, and Victor P. Debattista. Thin, thick and dark discs in ΛCDM. MNRAS, 389(3):1041–1057, September 2008.

[129] Chris W. Purcell, James S. Bullock, and Manoj Kaplinghat. The Dark Disk of the Milky Way. ApJ, 703(2):2275–2284, October 2009.

[130] JiJi Fan, Andrey Katz, Lisa Randall, and Matthew Reece. Double-Disk Dark Matter.

Physics of the Dark Universe, 2(3):139–156, September 2013.

[131] JiJi Fan, Andrey Katz, Lisa Randall, and Matthew Reece. Dark-Disk Universe. Phys.

Rev. Lett., 110(21):211302, May 2013.

[132] G. R. Ruchti, J. I. Read, S. Feltzing, A. M. Serenelli, P. McMillan, K. Lind, T. Bensby, M. Bergemann, M. Asplund, A. Vallenari, E. Flaccomio, E. Pancino, A. J. Korn,

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

A. Recio-Blanco, A. Bayo, G. Carraro, M. T. Costado, F. Damiani, U. Heiter, A. Hourihane, P. Jofré, G. Kordopatis, C. Lardo, P. de Laverny, L. Monaco, L. Morbidelli, L. Sbordone, C. C. Worley, and S. Zaggia. The Gaia-ESO Survey: a quiescent Milky Way with no significant dark/stellar accreted disc. MNRAS, 450(3):2874–2887, July 2015.

[133] A. Widmark, C. Laporte, and P. F. de Salas. Weighing the Galactic disk using phasespace spirals. I. Tests on one-dimensional simulations. A&A, 650:A124, June 2021.

[134] Lawrence M. Widrow and Matthew H. Chequers. Galactoseismology in the Age of Gaia. In Cristina Chiappini, Ivan Minchev, Else Starkenburg, and Marica Valentini, editors, Rediscovering Our Galaxy, volume 334, pages 189–194, August 2018.

[135] T. Antoja, A. Helmi, M. Romero-Gómez, D. Katz, C. Babusiaux, R. Drimmel, D. W.

Evans, F. Figueras, E. Poggio, C. Reylé, A. C. Robin, G. Seabroke, and C. Soubiran. A dynamically young and perturbed Milky Way disk. Nature, 561(7723):360–362, September 2018.

[136] Chervin F. P. Laporte, Ivan Minchev, Kathryn V. Johnston, and Facundo A.

Gómez. Footprints of the Sagittarius dwarf galaxy in the Gaia data set. MNRAS, 485(3):3134–3152, May 2019.

[137] Joss Bland-Hawthorn, Sanjib Sharma, Thor Tepper-Garcia, James Binney, Ken C.

Freeman, Michael R. Hayden, Janez Kos, Gayandhi M. De Silva, Simon Ellis, Geraint F. Lewis, Martin Asplund, Sven Buder, Andrew R. Casey, Valentina D’Orazi, Ly Duong, Shourya Khanna, Jane Lin, Karin Lind, Sarah L. Martell, Melissa K. Ness, Jeffrey D. Simpson, Daniel B. Zucker, Tomaž Zwitter, Prajwal R. Kafle, Alice C. Quillen, Yuan-Sen Ting, and Rosemary F. G. Wyse. The GALAH survey and Gaia DR2: dissecting the stellar disc’s phase space by age, action, chemistry, and location. MNRAS, 486(1):1167–1191, June 2019.

[138] Y. Xu, C. Liu, H. Tian, H. J. Newberg, C. F. P. Laporte, B. Zhang, H. F. Wang, X. Fu, J. Li, and L. C. Deng. Exploring the Perturbed Milky Way Disk and the Substructures of the Outer Disk. ApJ, 905(1):6, December 2020.

[139] A. Widmark, C. F. P. Laporte, P. F. de Salas, and G. Monari. Weighing the Galactic disk using phase-space spirals. II. Most stringent constraints on a thin dark disk using Gaia EDR3. A&A, 653:A86, September 2021.

[140] Katelin Schutz, Tongyan Lin, Benjamin R. Safdi, and Chih-Liang Wu. Constraining a Thin Dark Matter Disk with G a i a. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121(8):081101, August 2018.

[141] Joshua D. Simon. The Faintest Dwarf Galaxies. ARA&A, 57:375–415, August 2019.

[142] John R. Jardel, Karl Gebhardt, Maximilian H. Fabricius, Niv Drory, and Michael J.

Williams. Measuring Dark Matter Profiles Non-Parametrically in Dwarf Spheroidals: An Application to Draco. ApJ, 763(2):91, February 2013.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[143] J. I. Read, M. G. Walker, and P. Steger. The case for a cold dark matter cusp in Draco. MNRAS, 481(1):860–877, November 2018.

[144] N. C. Amorisco and N. W. Evans. Dark matter cores and cusps: the case of multiple stellar populations in dwarf spheroidals. MNRAS, 419(1):184–196, January 2012.

[145] Ben Moore. Evidence against dissipation-less dark matter from observations of galaxy haloes. Nature, 370(6491):629–631, Aug 1994.

[146] A. Burkert. The Structure of Dark Matter Halos in Dwarf Galaxies. ApJ, 447:L25– L28, July 1995.

[147] W. J. G. de Blok, Stacy S. McGaugh, Albert Bosma, and Vera C. Rubin. Mass Density Profiles of Low Surface Brightness Galaxies. ApJ, 552(1):L23–L26, May 2001.

[148] J. T. Kleyna, M. I. Wilkinson, G. Gilmore, and N. W. Evans. A Dynamical Fossil in the Ursa Minor Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxy. ApJ, 588:L21–L24, May 2003.

[149] T. Goerdt, B. Moore, J. I. Read, J. Stadel, and M. Zemp. Does the Fornax dwarf spheroidal have a central cusp or core? MNRAS, 368:1073–1077, May 2006.

[150] Matthew G. Walker and Jorge Peñarrubia. A Method for Measuring (Slopes of) the Mass Profiles of Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies. ApJ, 742(1):20, November 2011.

[151] David R. Cole, Walter Dehnen, Justin I. Read, and Mark I. Wilkinson. The mass distribution of the Fornax dSph: constraints from its globular cluster distribution. MNRAS, 426(1):601–613, Oct 2012.

[152] Raffaele Pascale, Lorenzo Posti, Carlo Nipoti, and James Binney. Action-based dynamical models of dwarf spheroidal galaxies: application to Fornax. MNRAS, 480(1):927–946, Oct 2018.

[153] D. T. F. Weldrake, W. J. G. de Blok, and F. Walter. A high-resolution rotation curve of NGC 6822: a test-case for cold dark matter. MNRAS, 340(1):12–28, Mar 2003.

[154] Filippo Contenta, Eduardo Balbinot, James A. Petts, Justin I. Read, Mark Gieles, Michelle L. M. Collins, Jorge Peñarrubia, Maxime Delorme, and Alessia Gualandris. Probing dark matter with star clusters: a dark matter core in the ultra-faint dwarf Eridanus II. MNRAS, 476(3):3124–3136, May 2018.

[155] K. Kowalczyk, E. L. Łokas, and M. Valluri. Recovering the mass profile and orbit anisotropy of mock dwarf galaxies with Schwarzschild modelling. MNRAS, 470:3959–3969, October 2017.

[156] J. I. Read, G. A. Mamon, E. Vasiliev, L. L. Watkins, M. G. Walker, J. Peñarrubia, M. Wilkinson, W. Dehnen, and P. Das. Breaking beta: a comparison of mass modelling methods for spherical systems. MNRAS, 501(1):978–993, February 2021.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[157] K. Kowalczyk, E. L. Łokas, and M. Valluri. The effect of non-sphericity on mass and anisotropy measurements in dSph galaxies with Schwarzschild method. MNRAS, 476:2918–2930, May 2018.

[158] Anna Genina, Alejandro Benítez-Llambay, Carlos S. Frenk, Shaun Cole, Azadeh Fattahi, Julio F. Navarro, Kyle A. Oman, Till Sawala, and Tom Theuns. The corecusp problem: a matter of perspective. MNRAS, 474(1):1398–1411, February 2018.

[159] Louis E. Strigari, James S. Bullock, and Manoj Kaplinghat. Determining the Nature of Dark Matter with Astrometry. ApJ, 657(1):L1–L4, March 2007.

[160] Louis E. Strigari, Carlos S. Frenk, and Simon D. M. White. Dynamical Constraints on the Dark Matter Distribution of the Sculptor Dwarf Spheroidal from Stellar Proper Motions. ApJ, 860(1):56, June 2018.

[161] Arjun Dey, David J. Schlegel, Dustin Lang, Robert Blum, Kaylan Burleigh, Xiaohui Fan, Joseph R. Findlay, Doug Finkbeiner, David Herrera, Stéphanie Juneau, Martin Landriau, Michael Levi, Ian McGreer, Aaron Meisner, Adam D. Myers, John Moustakas, Peter Nugent, Anna Patej, Edward F. Schlafly, Alistair R. Walker, Francisco Valdes, Benjamin A. Weaver, Christophe Yèche, Hu Zou, Xu Zhou, Behzad Abareshi, T. M. C. Abbott, Bela Abolfathi, C. Aguilera, Shadab Alam, Lori Allen, A. Alvarez, James Annis, Behzad Ansarinejad, Marie Aubert, Jacqueline Beechert, Eric F. Bell, Segev Y. BenZvi, Florian Beutler, Richard M. Bielby, Adam S. Bolton, César Briceño, Elizabeth J. Buckley-Geer, Karen Butler, Annalisa Calamida, Raymond G. Carlberg, Paul Carter, Ricard Casas, Francisco J. Castander, Yumi Choi, Johan Comparat, Elena Cukanovaite, Timothée Delubac, Kaitlin DeVries, Sharmila Dey, Govinda Dhungana, Mark Dickinson, Zhejie Ding, John B. Donaldson, Yutong Duan, Christopher J. Duckworth, Sarah Eftekharzadeh, Daniel J. Eisenstein, Thomas Etourneau, Parker A. Fagrelius, Jay Farihi, Mike Fitzpatrick, Andreu Font-Ribera, Leah Fulmer, Boris T. Gänsicke, Enrique Gaztanaga, Koshy George, David W. Gerdes, Satya Gontcho A. Gontcho, Claudio Gorgoni, Gregory Green, Julien Guy, Diane Harmer, M. Hernandez, Klaus Honscheid, Lijuan Wendy Huang, David J. James, Buell T. Jannuzi, Linhua Jiang, Richard Joyce, Armin Karcher, Sonia Karkar, Robert Kehoe, Jean-Paul Kneib, Andrea Kueter-Young, Ting-Wen Lan, Tod R. Lauer, Laurent Le Guillou, Auguste Le Van Suu, Jae Hyeon Lee, Michael Lesser, Laurence Perreault Levasseur, Ting S. Li, Justin L. Mann, Robert Marshall, C. E. Martínez-Vázquez, Paul Martini, Hélion du Mas des Bourboux, Sean McManus, Tobias Gabriel Meier, Brice Ménard, Nigel Metcalfe, Andrea Muñoz-Gutiérrez, Joan Najita, Kevin Napier, Gautham Narayan, Jeffrey A. Newman, Jundan Nie, Brian Nord, Dara J. Norman, Knut A. G. Olsen, Anthony Paat, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Xiyan Peng, Claire L. Poppett, Megan R. Poremba, Abhishek Prakash, David Rabinowitz, Anand Raichoor, Mehdi Rezaie, A. N. Robertson, Natalie A. Roe, Ashley J. Ross, Nicholas P. Ross, Gregory Rudnick, Sasha Safonova, Abhijit Saha, F. Javier Sánchez, Elodie Savary, Heidi Schweiker, Adam Scott, Hee-Jong Seo, Huanyuan Shan, David R. Silva, Zachary Slepian, Christian Soto, David Sprayberry, Ryan Staten, Coley M. Stillman, Robert J. Stupak, David L. Summers, Suk Sien Tie, H. Tirado, Mariana

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

Vargas-Magaña, A. Katherina Vivas, Risa H. Wechsler, Doug Williams, Jinyi Yang, Qian Yang, Tolga Yapici, Dennis Zaritsky, A. Zenteno, Kai Zhang, Tianmeng Zhang, Rongpu Zhou, and Zhimin Zhou. Overview of the DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys. AJ, 157(5):168, May 2019.

[162] M. Ackermann et al. Searching for Dark Matter Annihilation from Milky Way Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies with Six Years of Fermi Large Area Telescope Data. PhRvL, 115(23):231301, 2015.

[163] A. Drlica-Wager et al. Search for Gamma-Ray Emission from DES Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxy Candidates with Fermi-LAT Data. The Astrophysical Journal, 809(1):L4, August 2015.

[164] A. Albert et al. Searching for Dark Matter Annihilation in Recently Discovered Milky Way Satellites with Fermi-LAT. ApJ, 834(2):110, 2017.

[165] E. Charles, M. Sánchez-Conde, B. Anderson, R. Caputo, A. Cuoco, M. Di Mauro, A. Drlica-Wagner, G. A. Gomez-Vargas, M. Meyer, L. Tibaldo, M. Wood, G. Zaharijas, S. Zimmer, M. Ajello, A. Albert, L. Baldini, K. Bechtol, E. D. Bloom, F. Ceraudo, J. Cohen-Tanugi, S. W. Digel, J. Gaskins, M. Gustafsson, N. Mirabal, and M. Razzano. Sensitivity projections for dark matter searches with the Fermi large area telescope. Phys. Rep., 636:1–46, June 2016.

[166] A. Chiappo, J. Cohen-Tanugi, J. Conrad, L. E. Strigari, B. Anderson, and M. A.

Sánchez-Conde. Dwarf spheroidal J-factors without priors: A likelihood-based analysis for indirect dark matter searches. MNRAS, 466(1):669–676, April 2017.

[167] D. Malyshev, A. Neronov, and D. Eckert. Constraints on 3.55 keV line emission from stacked observations of dwarf spheroidal galaxies. Phys. Rev. D, 90(10):103506, November 2014.

[168] Shunsaku Horiuchi, Philip J. Humphrey, Jose Oñorbe, Kevork N. Abazajian, Manoj Kaplinghat, and Shea Garrison-Kimmel. Sterile neutrino dark matter bounds from galaxies of the Local Group. Phys. Rev. D, 89(2):025017, January 2014.

[169] Shin’ichiro Ando, Suvendu K. Barik, Zhuoran Feng, Marco Finetti, Andreas Guerra Chaves, Sahaja Kanuri, Jorinde Kleverlaan, Yixuan Ma, Nicolo Maresca Di Serracapriola, Matthew S. P. Meinema, Imanol Navarro Martinez, Kenny C. Y. Ng, Ebo Peerbooms, Casper A. van Veen, and Fabian Zimmer. Decaying dark matter in dwarf spheroidal galaxies: Prospects for x-ray and gamma-ray telescopes. Phys. Rev. D, 104(2):023022, July 2021.

[170] Andrea Caputo, Carlos Peña Garay, and Samuel J. Witte. Looking for axion dark matter in dwarf spheroidal galaxies. Phys. Rev. D, 98(8):083024, October 2018.

[171] C. Boehm, J. A. Schewtschenko, R. J. Wilkinson, C. M. Baugh, and S. Pascoli. Using the Milky Way satellites to study interactions between cold dark matter and radiation. MNRAS, 445:L31–L35, November 2014.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[172] Sebastian Bergström, Riccardo Catena, Andrea Chiappo, Jan Conrad, Björn Eurenius, Magdalena Eriksson, Michael Högberg, Susanna Larsson, Emelie Olsson, Andreas Unger, and Rikard Wadman. J -factors for self-interacting dark matter in 20 dwarf spheroidal galaxies. Phys. Rev. D, 98(4):043017, August 2018.

[173] Digvijay Wadekar and Glennys R. Farrar. Gas-rich dwarf galaxies as a new probe of dark matter interactions with ordinary matter. Phys. Rev. D, 103(12):123028, June 2021.

[174] Mei-Yu Wang, John F. Cherry, Shunsaku Horiuchi, and Louis E. Strigari. Bounds on Resonantly-Produced Sterile Neutrinos from Phase Space Densities of Milky Way Dwarf Galaxies. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1712.04597, December 2017.

[175] Zhaozhou An and Sergey E. Koposov. Constraining the shape of Milky Way satellites with distance gradients. MNRAS, February 2022.

[176] Rupert A. C. Croft, David H. Weinberg, Neal Katz, and Lars Hernquist. Recovery of the power spectrum of mass fluctuations from observations of the lyα forest. The Astrophysical Journal, 495(1):44–62, Mar 1998.

[177] Uros Seljak, Alexey Makarov, Patrick McDonald, and Hy Trac. Can sterile neutrinos be the dark matter? Phys. Rev. Lett., 97:191303, 2006.

[178] Patrick McDonald, Uros Seljak, Scott Burles, David J. Schlegel, David H. Weinberg, David Shih, Joop Schaye, Donald P. Schneider, J. Brinkmann, Robert J. Brunner, and Masataka Fukugita. The Lyman-alpha Forest Power Spectrum from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey. The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 163(1):80–109, March 2006. arXiv: astro-ph/0405013.

[179] Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, Arnaud Borde, Jean-Marc Le Goff, Graziano Rossi, Matteo Viel, Éric Aubourg, Stephen Bailey, Julian Bautista, Michael Blomqvist, Adam Bolton, James S. Bolton, Nicolás G. Busca, Bill Carithers, Rupert A. C. Croft, Kyle S. Dawson, Timothée Delubac, Andreu Font-Ribera, Shirley Ho, David Kirkby, Khee-Gan Lee, Daniel Margala, Jordi Miralda-Escudé, Demitri Muna, Adam D. Myers, Pasquier Noterdaeme, Isabelle Pâris, Patrick Petitjean, Matthew M. Pieri, James Rich, Emmanuel Rollinde, Nicholas P. Ross, David J. Schlegel, Donald P. Schneider, Anže Slosar, and David H. Weinberg. The onedimensional Ly-alpha forest power spectrum from BOSS. Astronomy & Astrophysics, 559:A85, November 2013. arXiv: 1306.5896.

[180] Solène Chabanier, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, Jean-Marc Le Goff, Eric Armengaud, Julian Bautista, Michael Blomqvist, Nicolas Busca, Kyle Dawson, Thomas Etourneau, Andreu Font-Ribera, Youngbae Lee, Hélion du Mas des Bourboux, Matthew Pieri, James Rich, Graziano Rossi, Donald Schneider, and Anže Slosar. The one-dimensional power spectrum from the SDSS DR14 Lyα forests. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2019(07):017–017, July 2019. arXiv: 1812.03554.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[181] Vid Iršič, Matteo Viel, Trystyn A. M. Berg, Valentina D’Odorico, Martin G. Haehnelt, Stefano Cristiani, Guido Cupani, Tae-Sun Kim, Sebastian López, Sara Ellison, George D. Becker, Lise Christensen, Kelly D. Denney, Gábor Worseck, and James S. Bolton. The Lyman-α forest power spectrum from the XQ-100 Legacy Survey. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 466(4):4332–4345, 12 2016.

[182] Michael Walther, Joseph F. Hennawi, Hector Hiss, Jose Oñorbe, Khee-Gan Lee, Alberto Rorai, and John O’Meara. A New Precision Measurement of the Small-scale Line-of-sight Power Spectrum of the Lyα Forest. The Astrophysical Journal, 852:22, January 2018. ADS Bibcode: 2018ApJ...852...22W.

[183] Graziano Rossi. Impact of Massive Neutrinos and Dark Radiation on the Highredshift Cosmic Web. I. Lyα Forest Observables. ApJS, 233(1):12, November 2017.

[184] Andreu Font-Ribera, Patrick McDonald, and Anže Slosar. How to estimate the 3D power spectrum of the Lyman-α forest. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2018(1):003, January 2018.

[185] Matteo Viel, Julien Lesgourgues, Martin G. Haehnelt, Sabino Matarrese, and Antonio Riotto. Constraining warm dark matter candidates including sterile neutrinos and light gravitinos with WMAP and the Lyman-α forest. Phys. Rev. D, 71(6):063534, March 2005.

[186] Julien Baur, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, Christophe Magneville, and Matteo Viel. Lyman-alpha Forests cool Warm Dark Matter. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2016(08):012–012, August 2016. arXiv: 1512.01981.

[187] Ch Yeche, N. Palanque-Delabrouille, J. Baur, and H. du Mas des BourBoux. Constraints on neutrino masses from Lyman-alpha forest power spectrum with BOSS and XQ-100. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2017(06):047–047, June 2017. arXiv: 1702.03314.

[188] Julien Baur, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, Alexey Boyarsky, Oleg Ruchayskiy, Éric Armengaud, and Julien Lesgourgues. Constraints from Ly-α forests on non-thermal dark matter including resonantly-produced sterile neutrinos. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2017(12):013–013, December 2017. arXiv: 1706.03118.

[189] Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, Nils Schöneberg, Julien Lesgourgues, Michael Walther, Solène Chabanier, and Eric Armengaud. Hints, neutrino bounds and WDM constraints from SDSS DR14 Lyman-$\alpha$ and Planck fullsurvey data. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2020(04):038–038, April 2020. arXiv: 1911.09073.

[190] Antonella Garzilli, Andrii Magalich, Oleg Ruchayskiy, and Alexey Boyarsky. How to constrain warm dark matter with the Lyman-α forest. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 502(2):2356–2363, 2021.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[191] Vid Iršič, Matteo Viel, Martin G. Haehnelt, James S. Bolton, Stefano Cristiani, George D. Becker, Valentina D’Odorico, Guido Cupani, Tae-Sun Kim, Trystyn A. M. Berg, Sebastian López, Sara Ellison, Lise Christensen, Kelly D. Denney, and Gábor Worseck. New constraints on the free-streaming of warm dark matter from intermediate and small scale Lyman-α forest data. Phys. Rev. D, 96(2):023522, July 2017.

[192] Wolfgang Enzi, Riccardo Murgia, Oliver Newton, Simona Vegetti, Carlos Frenk, Matteo Viel, Marius Cautun, Christopher D. Fassnacht, Matt Auger, Giulia Despali, John McKean, Léon V. E. Koopmans, and Mark Lovell. Joint constraints on thermal relic dark matter from strong gravitational lensing, the Ly α forest, and Milky Way satellites. MNRAS, 506(4):5848–5862, October 2021.

[193] Eric Armengaud, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, David J. E.

Marsh, and Julien Baur. Constraining the mass of light bosonic dark matter using SDSS Lyman-$\alpha$ forest. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 471(4):4606–4614, November 2017. arXiv: 1703.09126.

[194] Francisco X. Linares Cedeño, Alma X. González-Morales, and L. Arturo Ureña- López. Ultralight DM bosons with an axion-like potential: scale-dependent constraints revisited. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2021(1):051, January 2021.

[195] Ka-Hou Leong, Hsi-Yu Schive, Ui-Han Zhang, and Tzihong Chiueh. Testing extremeaxion wave-like dark matter using the BOSS Lyman-alpha forest data. MNRAS, 484(3):4273–4286, April 2019.

[196] Arnaud Borde, Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille, Graziano Rossi, Matteo Viel, James S. Bolton, Christophe Yèche, Jean-Marc LeGoff, and Jim Rich. New approach for precise computation of Lyman-α forest power spectrum with hydrodynamical simulations. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2014(7):005, July 2014.

[197] Alyson M. Brooks. Understanding Dwarf Galaxies in Order to Understand Dark Matter. In Rouven Essig, Jonathan Feng, and Kathryn Zurek, editors, Illuminating Dark Matter, volume 56 of Astrophysics and Space Science Proceedings, page 19, January 2019.

[198] Yao-Yuan Mao, Marc Williamson, and Risa H. Wechsler. The dependence of subhalo abundance on halo concentration. The Astrophysical Journal, 810(1):21, Aug 2015.

[199] V. Belokurov, D. Erkal, N. W. Evans, S. E. Koposov, and A. J. Deason. Co-formation of the disc and the stellar halo. MNRAS, 478(1):611–619, Jul 2018.

[200] Amina Helmi, Carine Babusiaux, Helmer H. Koppelman, Davide Massari, Jovan Veljanoski, and Anthony G. A. Brown. The merger that led to the formation of the Milky Way’s inner stellar halo and thick disk. Nature, 563(7729):85–88, Nov 2018.

[201] A. Drlica-Wagner, K. Bechtol, S. Mau, M. McNanna, E. O. Nadler, A. B. Pace, T. S.

Li, A. Pieres, E. Rozo, J. D. Simon, A. R. Walker, R. H. Wechsler, T. M. C. Abbott,

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

S. Allam, J. Annis, E. Bertin, D. Brooks, D. L. Burke, A. Carnero Rosell, M. Carrasco Kind, J. Carretero, M. Costanzi, L. N. da Costa, J. De Vicente, S. Desai, H. T. Diehl, P. Doel, T. F. Eifler, S. Everett, B. Flaugher, J. Frieman, J. García-Bellido, E. Gaztanaga, D. Gruen, R. A. Gruendl, J. Gschwend, G. Gutierrez, K. Honscheid, D. J. James, E. Krause, K. Kuehn, N. Kuropatkin, O. Lahav, M. A. G. Maia, J. L. Marshall, P. Melchior, F. Menanteau, R. Miquel, A. Palmese, A. A. Plazas, E. Sanchez, V. Scarpine, M. Schubnell, S. Serrano, I. Sevilla-Noarbe, M. Smith, E. Suchyta, and G. Tarle. Milky way satellite census. i. the observational selection function for milky way satellites in des y3 and pan-starrs dr1. The Astrophysical Journal, 893(1):47, Apr 2020.

[202] E. O. Nadler, R. H. Wechsler, K. Bechtol, Y.-Y. Mao, G. Green, A. Drlica-Wagner, M. McNanna, S. Mau, A. B. Pace, J. D. Simon, A. Kravtsov, S. Dodelson, T. S. Li, A. H. Riley, M. Y. Wang, T. M. C. Abbott, M. Aguena, S. Allam, J. Annis, S. Avila, G. M. Bernstein, E. Bertin, D. Brooks, D. L. Burke, A. Carnero Rosell, M. Carrasco Kind, J. Carretero, M. Costanzi, L. N. da Costa, J. De Vicente, S. Desai, A. E. Evrard, B. Flaugher, P. Fosalba, J. Frieman, J. García-Bellido, E. Gaztanaga, D. W. Gerdes, D. Gruen, J. Gschwend, G. Gutierrez, W. G. Hartley, S. R. Hinton, K. Honscheid, E. Krause, K. Kuehn, N. Kuropatkin, O. Lahav, M. A. G. Maia, J. L. Marshall, F. Menanteau, R. Miquel, A. Palmese, F. Paz-Chinchón, A. A. Plazas, A. K. Romer, E. Sanchez, B. Santiago, V. Scarpine, S. Serrano, M. Smith, M. Soares- Santos, E. Suchyta, G. Tarle, D. Thomas, T. N. Varga, and A. R. Walker. Milky way satellite census. ii. galaxy–halo connection constraints including the impact of the large magellanic cloud. The Astrophysical Journal, 893(1):48, Apr 2020.

[203] E. O. Nadler, A. Drlica-Wagner, K. Bechtol, S. Mau, R. H. Wechsler, V. Gluscevic, K. Boddy, A. B. Pace, T. S. Li, M. McNanna, A. H. Riley, J. García-Bellido, Y.-Y. Mao, G. Green, D. L. Burke, A. Peter, B. Jain, T. M. C. Abbott, M. Aguena, S. Allam, J. Annis, S. Avila, D. Brooks, M. Carrasco Kind, J. Carretero, M. Costanzi, L. N. da Costa, J. De Vicente, S. Desai, H. T. Diehl, P. Doel, S. Everett, A. E. Evrard, B. Flaugher, J. Frieman, D. W. Gerdes, D. Gruen, R. A. Gruendl, J. Gschwend, G. Gutierrez, S. R. Hinton, K. Honscheid, D. Huterer, D. J. James, E. Krause, K. Kuehn, N. Kuropatkin, O. Lahav, M. A. G. Maia, J. L. Marshall, F. Menanteau, R. Miquel, A. Palmese, F. Paz- Chinchón, A. A. Plazas, A. K. Romer, E. Sanchez, V. Scarpine, S. Serrano, I. Sevilla- Noarbe, M. Smith, M. Soares-Santos, E. Suchyta, M. E. C. Swanson, G. Tarle, D. L. Tucker, A. R. Walker, and W. Wester. Constraints on dark matter properties from observations of milky way satellite galaxies. Physical Review Letters, 126(9), Mar 2021.

[204] S. Mau, E. O. Nadler, R. H. Wechsler, A. Drlica-Wagner, K. Bechtol, G. Green, D. Huterer, T. S. Li, Y. Y. Mao, C. E. Martínez-Vázquez, M. McNanna, B. Mutlu- Pakdil, A. B. Pace, A. Peter, A. H. Riley, L. Strigari, M. Y. Wang, M. Aguena, S. Allam, J. Annis, D. Bacon, E. Bertin, S. Bocquet, D. Brooks, D. L. Burke, A. Carnero Rosell, M. Carrasco Kind, J. Carretero, M. Costanzi, M. Crocce, M. E. S. Pereira, T. M. Davis, J. De Vicente, S. Desai, P. Doel, I. Ferrero, B. Flaugher, J. Frieman, J. García-Bellido,

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

M. Gatti, G. Giannini, D. Gruen, R. A. Gruendl, J. Gschwend, G. Gutierrez, S. R. Hinton, D. L. Hollowood, K. Honscheid, D. J. James, K. Kuehn, O. Lahav, M. A. G. Maia, J. L. Marshall, R. Miquel, J. J. Mohr, R. Morgan, R. L. C. Ogando, F. Paz-Chinchón, A. Pieres, M. Rodriguez-Monroy, E. Sanchez, V. Scarpine, S. Serrano, I. Sevilla- Noarbe, E. Suchyta, G. Tarle, C. To, D. L. Tucker, and J. Weller. Milky Way Satellite Census. IV. Constraints on Decaying Dark Matter from Observations of Milky Way Satellite Galaxies. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2201.11740, January 2022.

[205] Arka Banerjee, Susmita Adhikari, Neal Dalal, Surhud More, and Andrey Kravtsov.

Signatures of self-interacting dark matter on cluster density profile and subhalo distributions. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2020(02):024–024, Feb 2020.

[206] Ethan O. Nadler, Arka Banerjee, Susmita Adhikari, Yao-Yuan Mao, and Risa H. Wechsler. Signatures of velocity-dependent dark matter self-interactions in milky waymass halos. The Astrophysical Journal, 896(2):112, Jun 2020.

[207] Ethan O. Nadler, Arka Banerjee, Susmita Adhikari, Yao-Yuan Mao, and Risa H. Wechsler. The effects of dark matter and baryonic physics on the milky way subhalo population in the presence of the large magellanic cloud. The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 920(1):L11, Oct 2021.

[208] Peter Behroozi, Risa H Wechsler, Andrew P Hearin, and Charlie Conroy. Universemachine: The correlation between galaxy growth and dark matter halo assembly from z =0-10. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 488(3):3143–3194, May 2019.

[209] Joop Schaye, Robert A. Crain, Richard G. Bower, Michelle Furlong, Matthieu Schaller, Tom Theuns, Claudio Dalla Vecchia, Carlos S. Frenk, I. G. McCarthy, John C. Helly, Adrian Jenkins, Y. M. Rosas-Guevara, Simon D. M. White, Maarten Baes, C. M. Booth, Peter Camps, Julio F. Navarro, Yan Qu, Alireza Rahmati, Till Sawala, Peter A. Thomas, and James Trayford. The EAGLE project: simulating the evolution and assembly of galaxies and their environments. MNRAS, 446(1):521– 554, January 2015.

[210] Robert J. J. Grand, Facundo A. Gómez, Federico Marinacci, Rüdiger Pakmor, Volker Springel, David J. R. Campbell, Carlos S. Frenk, Adrian Jenkins, and Simon D. M. White. The Auriga Project: the properties and formation mechanisms of disc galaxies across cosmic time. MNRAS, 467(1):179–207, May 2017.

[211] Till Sawala, Carlos S. Frenk, Azadeh Fattahi, Julio F. Navarro, Richard G. Bower, Robert A. Crain, Claudio Dalla Vecchia, Michelle Furlong, John. C. Helly, Adrian Jenkins, Kyle A. Oman, Matthieu Schaller, Joop Schaye, Tom Theuns, James Trayford, and Simon D. M. White. The APOSTLE simulations: solutions to the Local Group’s cosmic puzzles. MNRAS, 457(2):1931–1943, April 2016.

[212] Philip F. Hopkins, Andrew Wetzel, Dušan Kereš, Claude-André Faucher-Giguère, Eliot Quataert, Michael Boylan-Kolchin, Norman Murray, Christopher C. Hayward,

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

Shea Garrison-Kimmel, Cameron Hummels, Robert Feldmann, Paul Torrey, Xiangcheng Ma, Daniel Anglés-Alcázar, Kung-Yi Su, Matthew Orr, Denise Schmitz, Ivanna Escala, Robyn Sanderson, Michael Y. Grudić, Zachary Hafen, Ji-Hoon Kim, Alex Fitts, James S. Bullock, Coral Wheeler, T. K. Chan, Oliver D. Elbert, and Desika Narayanan. FIRE-2 simulations: physics versus numerics in galaxy formation. MNRAS, 480(1):800–863, October 2018.

[213] A. P. Cooper, S. Cole, C. S. Frenk, S. D. M. White, J. Helly, A. J. Benson, G. De Lucia, A. Helmi, A. Jenkins, J. F. Navarro, V. Springel, and J. Wang. Galactic stellar haloes in the CDM model. MNRAS, 406(2):744–766, August 2010.

[214] Patricia B. Tissera, Cecilia Scannapieco, Timothy C. Beers, and Daniela Carollo. Stellar haloes of simulated Milky-Way-like galaxies: chemical and kinematic properties. MNRAS, 432(4):3391–3400, July 2013.

[215] Annalisa Pillepich, Piero Madau, and Lucio Mayer. Building Late-type Spiral Galaxies by In-situ and Ex-situ Star Formation. ApJ, 799(2):184, February 2015.

[216] Antonela Monachesi, Facundo A. Gómez, Robert J. J. Grand, Christine M. Simpson, Guinevere Kauffmann, Sebastián Bustamante, Federico Marinacci, Rüdiger Pakmor, Volker Springel, Carlos S. Frenk, Simon D. M. White, and Patricia B. Tissera. The Auriga stellar haloes: connecting stellar population properties with accretion and merging history. MNRAS, 485(2):2589–2616, May 2019.

[217] Allison Merritt, Annalisa Pillepich, Pieter van Dokkum, Dylan Nelson, Lars Hernquist, Federico Marinacci, and Mark Vogelsberger. A missing outskirts problem? Comparisons between stellar haloes in the Dragonfly Nearby Galaxies Survey and the TNG100 simulation. MNRAS, 495(4):4570–4604, July 2020.

[218] Robert J. J. Grand, Facundo A. Gómez, Federico Marinacci, Rüdiger Pakmor, Volker Springel, David J. R. Campbell, Carlos S. Frenk, Adrian Jenkins, and Simon D. M. White. The Auriga Project: the properties and formation mechanisms of disc galaxies across cosmic time. MNRAS, 467(1):179–207, May 2017.

[219] Robert J. J. Grand, John Helly, Azadeh Fattahi, Marius Cautun, Shaun Cole, Andrew P. Cooper, Alis J. Deason, Carlos Frenk, Facundo A. Gómez, Jason A. S. Hunt, Federico Marinacci, Rüdiger Pakmor, Christine M. Simpson, Volker Springel, and Dandan Xu. Aurigaia: mock Gaia DR2 stellar catalogues from the AURIGA cosmological simulations. MNRAS, 481(2):1726–1743, December 2018.

[220] Daniel Walo-Martín, Isabel Pérez, Robert J. J. Grand, Jesús Falcón-Barroso, Francesca Pinna, and Marie Martig. Local variations of the Stellar Velocity Ellipsoid- I: the disc of galaxies in the Auriga simulations. MNRAS, 506(2):1801–1814, September 2021.

[221] Joel Pfeffer, J. M. Diederik Kruijssen, Robert A. Crain, and Nate Bastian. The E- MOSAICS project: simulating the formation and co-evolution of galaxies and their star cluster populations. MNRAS, 475(4):4309–4346, April 2018.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[222] Hui Li and Oleg Y. Gnedin. Star cluster formation in cosmological simulations - III.

Dynamical and chemical evolution. MNRAS, 486(3):4030–4043, July 2019.

[223] J. M. Diederik Kruijssen, Joel L. Pfeffer, Marta Reina-Campos, Robert A. Crain, and Nate Bastian. The formation and assembly history of the Milky Way revealed by its globular cluster population. MNRAS, 486(3):3180–3202, July 2019.

[224] Robyn E. Sanderson, Andrew Wetzel, Sarah Loebman, Sanjib Sharma, Philip F. Hopkins, Shea Garrison-Kimmel, Claude-André Faucher-Giguère, Dušan Kereš, and Eliot Quataert. Synthetic Gaia surveys from the FIRE cosmological simulations of Milky- Way-mass galaxies. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1806.10564, Jun 2018.

[225] Krista McCord. Coupling Semi-Analytic Models and N-Body Simulations: A New Way of Making Galaxies and Stellar Halos. PhD thesis, University of Alabama, United States, January 2017.

[226] Lam Hui and Nickolay Y. Gnedin. Equation of state of the photoionized intergalactic medium. MNRAS, 292(1):27–42, November 1997.

[227] M. McQuinn. The Evolution of the Intergalactic Medium. Annual Review of Astronomy and Astrophysics, 54:313–362, September 2016.

[228] Zarija Lukić, Casey W. Stark, Peter Nugent, Martin White, Avery A. Meiksin, and Ann Almgren. The Lyman α forest in optically thin hydrodynamical simulations. MNRAS, 446(4):3697–3724, February 2015.

[229] Graziano Rossi. The Sejong Suite: Cosmological Hydrodynamical Simulations with Massive Neutrinos, Dark Radiation, and Warm Dark Matter. ApJS, 249(2):19, August 2020.

[230] Michael Walther, Eric Armengaud, Corentin Ravoux, Nathalie Palanque- Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, and Zarija Lukić. Simulating intergalactic gas for desi-like small scale lyman-alpha forest observations. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2021(04):059, Apr 2021.

[231] Ann Almgren, John Bell, Mike Lijewski, Zarija Lukic, and Ethan Van Andel. Nyx: A Massively Parallel AMR Code for Computational Cosmology. Astrophys. J., 765:39, 2013.

[232] Jean Sexton, Zarija Lukić, Ann Almgren, Chris Daley, Brian Friesen, Andrew Myers, and Weiqun Zhang. Nyx: A massively parallel amr code for computational cosmology. Journal of Open Source Software, 6(63):3068, 2021.

[233] R. Teyssier. Cosmological hydrodynamics with adaptive mesh refinement. A new high resolution code called RAMSES. A&A, 385:337–364, April 2002.

[234] Volker Springel. The cosmological simulation code GADGET-2. MNRAS, 364(4):1105–1134, December 2005.

Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White Paper: Dark Matter Searches with DESI

[235] Keir K. Rogers, Hiranya V. Peiris, Andrew Pontzen, Simeon Bird, Licia Verde, and Andreu Font-Ribera. Bayesian emulator optimisation for cosmology: application to the Lyman-alpha forest. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2019(2):031, February 2019.

[236] Timur Takhtaganov, Zarija Lukić, Juliane Müller, and Dmitriy Morozov. Cosmic Inference: Constraining Parameters with Observations and a Highly Limited Number of Simulations. ApJ, 906(2):74, January 2021.

[237] Katrin Heitmann, David Higdon, Charles Nakhleh, and Salman Habib. Cosmic Calibration. ApJ, 646(1):L1–L4, July 2006.

[238] Christian Pedersen, Andreu Font-Ribera, Keir K. Rogers, Patrick McDonald, Hiranya V. Peiris, Andrew Pontzen, and Anže Slosar. An emulator for the Lyman-α forest in beyond-ΛCDM cosmologies. J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2021(5):033, May 2021.

[239] J. Oñorbe, J. F. Hennawi, Z. Lukić, and M. Walther. Constraining Reionization with the z ∼ 5-6 Lyα Forest Power Spectrum: The Outlook after Planck. ApJ, 847(1):63, Sep 2017.

[240] J. Oñorbe, J. F. Hennawi, and Z. Lukić. Self-consistent Modeling of Reionization in Cosmological Hydrodynamical Simulations. ApJ, 837:106, March 2017.

[241] J. A. Kollmeier, J. Miralda-Escudé, R. Cen, and J. P. Ostriker. Galactic Wind Effects on the Lyα Absorption in the Vicinity of Galaxies. ApJ, 638:52–71, February 2006.

[242] V. Desjacques, M. G. Haehnelt, and A. Nusser. The impact of galactic winds from Lyman-break galaxies on the intergalactic medium. MNRAS, 367:L74–L78, March 2006.

[243] Matteo Viel, Joop Schaye, and C. M. Booth. The impact of feedback from galaxy formation on the Lyman α transmitted flux. MNRAS, 429(2):1734–1746, February 2013.

[244] Solène Chabanier, Frédéric Bournaud, Yohan Dubois, Nathalie Palanque- Delabrouille, Christophe Yèche, Eric Armengaud, Sébastien Peirani, and Ricarda Beckmann. The impact of AGN feedback on the 1D power spectra from the Ly α forest using the Horizon-AGN suite of simulations. MNRAS, 495(2):1825–1840, June 2020.

[245] Paulo Montero-Camacho and Yi Mao. Extracting the astrophysics of reionization from the Lyα forest power spectrum: a first forecast. MNRAS, 508(1):1262–1279, November 2021.