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A bstract

M inin al walking technicolor m odels can provide a nontrivial solution for coam ological dark
m atter, if the lightest technibaryon is doubly charged. Technibaryon asym m etry generated in the
early Universe is related to baryon asymm etry and it is possible to create excess of techniparticles
w ith charge ( 2). T hese excessive techniparticles are allcaptured by “H e, creating techni-O -helium
tOH e \atom s", as soon as “H e is form ed in B ig Bang N ucleosynthesis. T he interaction of techni-
O -helium w ith nucleiopensnew paths to the creation of heavy nuclei in B ig Bang N ucleosynthesis.
D ue to the largem ass of technibaryons, the tO H e \atom ic" gasdecouples from the baryonicm atter
and plys the role of dark m atter in Jarge scale structure form ation, w hile structures In am all scales
are suppressed . N uclear interactionsw ith m atter slow dow n cosm ic techniO -helum in Earth below
the threshold of underground dark m atter detectors, thus escaping severe CDM S constraints. O n
the other hand, these nuclear interactions arenot su ciently strong to exclude this form of Strongly
Interactive M assive Particles by constraints from the XQ C experin ent. Experin ental tests of this
hypothesis are possible in search for tO H e in balloondome experim ents (or on the ground) and
for its charged techniparticle constituents in cosm ic rays and accelerators. The tO H e \atom s" can
cause cold nuclear transform ations in m atter and m ight form anom alous isotopes, o ering possible

ways to exclude (or prove?) their existence.
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I. INTRODUCTION

T he question of the existence of new quarks and Jeptons is am ong the m ost In portant in
the m odem high energy physics. T his question has an interesting cosm ological aspect. If
these quarks and/or charged leptons are stable, they should be present around us and the
reason for their evanescent nature should be found.

R ecently, at least three elem entary particle fram es for heavy stable charged quarks and
leptons were considered: (a) A heavy quark and heavy neutral lepton (neutrino with m ass
above half the Z boson m ass) of a fourth generation [1,[4], which can avoid experim ental
constraints B,Q], and form com posite dark m atter species Q,E,B,B],’ () A Glashow s
\Sinister" heavy tera-quark U and tera-electron E ,which can form a tower of tera-hadronic
and tera-atom ic bound states w ith \tera-heliuim atom s" (UUUEE ) considered asdom nant
dark m atter B,m ]; (¢) AC —eptons, based on the approach of alm ost—com m utative geom etry
,], that can form evanescent AC -atom s, playing the role of dark m atter ,,].

In all these recent m odels, the predicted stable charged particles escape experin ental
discovery, because they are hidden in elusive atom s, com posing the dark m atter of the
modem Universe. Tt 0 ers a new solution for the physical nature of the coan ological dark
m atter. Herewe show that such a solution ispossible in the fram ew ork ofwalking technicolor
m odels E,E,E,B ,E,E]and can be realized w ithout an ad hoc assum ption on charged
particle excess, m ade in the approaches (a)—(c).

T his approach di ers from the dea ofdark m atter com posed of prim ordialbound system s
of superheavy charged particles and antiparticles, proposed earlier to explain the origin of
U ftra High Energy Cosn ic Rays (UHECR) ]. To survive to the present tim e and to be
sim ultaneously the source of UHECR , superheavy particles should satisfy a set of constraints,
which in particular exclude the possibility that they possess gauge charges of the standard
m odel.

T he particles considered here, participate In the Standard M odel interactions and we
show how the problam s, related to various dark m atter scenarios w ith com posite atom —lke
system s, can nd an elegant solution on the base of them Inim alwalking technicolor m odel.

T he approaches (b) and (c) try to escape the problan s of free charged dark m atter par-
ticles ] by hiding oppositecharged particles in atom —like bound system s, which interact

weakly with baryonic m atter. However, in the case of charge symm etry, when prim ordial



abundances of particles and antiparticles are equal, annihilation in the early Universe sup-—
presses their concentration. If this prim ordial abundance still pem its these particles and
antiparticles to be the dom inant dark m atter, the explosive nature of such dark m atter is
ruled out by constraints on the products of annihilation in the m odem U niverse B, ].
Even in the case of charge asym m etry w ith prim ordial particle excess, when there is no an-
nihilation in them odem U niverse, binding of positive and negative charge particles is never
com plete and positively charged heavy species should retain. Recombining with ordinary
electrons, these heavy positive gpecies give rise to coam ological abundance of anom alous
isotopes, excead ing experin ental upper Iim its. To satisfy these upper lm its, the anom alous
isotope abundance on Earth should be reduced, and the m echanisn s for such a reduction
are accom panied by e ects of energy release which are strongly constrained, in particular,
by the data from large volum e detectors.

T hese problem s of com posite dark m atter m odels B,H]revea]ed n B,H,E,BL can be
avolded, if the excess of only 2 charge A particles is generated in the early Universe.
Here we show that In walking technicolor m odels, technilepton and technibaryon excess is
related to baryon excess and the excess of 2 charged particles can appear naturally for a
reasonable choice of m odel param eters. It distinguishes this case from other com posite dark
m atter m odels, since In all the previous realizations, starting from [9], such an excess was
put by hand to saturate the obsarved cold dark m atter (CDM ) density by com posite dark
m atter.

A fter it is form ed in B iy Bang Nuclkosynthesis, “H e screens the A charged particles
in composite (*H e *A ) \atom s". These neutral prin ordial nuclear interacting ob fcts
saturate the m odem dark m atter density and play the role of a nontrivial form of strongly
Interacting dark m atter ,Q ]. The active in uence of this type of dark m atter on nuclear
transform ations seem s to be incom patible w ith the expected dark m atter properties. H ow —
ever, it tums out that the considered scenario is not easily ruled out B, ]and challenges
the experim ental search for techniO -helum and its charged techniparticle constituents.

T he structure of the present paper is as follow s. Starting w ith a review of possible dark
m atter candidateso ered by them inin alwalking technicolorm odel, w e reveal the possibility
for the lightest techniparticle(s) to have electric charge 2 (Section IT).In Section ITIwe show
how the m inin al technicolor m odel can provide substantial excess of techniparticles w ith
electric charge 2. In Section IV we show how allthesse 2 charge particles can be captured



by “H e, after its form ation in the Standard Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (SBBN ), m aking
neutral techniO -helim \atom s" that can account for the m odem dark m atter density.
TechniO -heliim catalyzes a path for heavy elem ent form ation In SBBN , but we stipulate
In Section IV a set of argum ents, by which the considered scenario can avoid Inm ediate
contradiction with observations. G as of heavy techniO -helm \atom s" decouples from

the plasna and radiation only at a tem perature about few hundreds €V, so that small
scale density  uctuations are suppressed and gravitational instability in this gas develops
m ore close to wamm dark m atter, rather than to cold dark m atter scenario (subsection A of
Section V ). W e further discuss in Section V the possibility to detect charged techniparticle
com ponents of coan ic rays (subsection B ), e ects of techniO -heliuim catalyzed processes In

Earth (subsection C ), and possibilities of direct searches for techniO -helium (subsection D ).
T he problam s, signatures, and possible experim ental tests of the techniO -heluim Universe
are considered in Section V I. D etails of our calculations are presented in the A ppendices 1

and 2.

II. DARK MATTER FROM WALKING TECHNICOLOR

Them inin alwalking technicolorm odel ,,,,,]has two techniquarks, ie.

up U and down D , that transform under the ad pint representation ofan SU (2) technicolor
gauge group. The global symm etry of the model is an SU (4) that breaks spontaneously
to an SO (4). The chiral condensate of the techniquarks breaks the electroweak sym m etry.
T here are nine G oldstone bosons em erging from the symm etry breaking. Three of them

are eaten by the W and the Z bosons. The ram aining six G oldstone bosons are UU,
UD ,DD and their corresponding antiparticles. For com pleteness UU isU”CU , Where
C is the charge conjugate m atrix and the G reek indices denote technicolor states. For
sim plicity In our notation we om it the contraction of D irac and technicolor indices. Since
the technigquarks are in the ad pint representation of the SU (2), there are three technicolor
states. TheUD and D D have sim ilar D irac and technicolor structure. T he pions and kaons
which are the G oldstone bosons in Q CD carry no baryon num ber since they are m ade of
pairs of quark-antiquark. H owever in our case, the six G oldstone bosons carry technibaryon
num ber since they arem ade of two techniquarks or two antiztechniguarks. Thism eans that
if no processes violate the technibaryon num ber, the lightest technibaryon will be stable.



The electric charges of UU , UD , and DD are given In general by v+ 1, v, and y 1

respectively, where y is an arbitrary real num ber. For any real value of y, gauge anom alies

are cancelled g ]. Them odel requires in addition the existence ofa fourth fam ity of leptons,

ie. a \new neutrino" °and a \new electron"  in order to canceltheW itten globalanom aly.

T heir electric charges are in temm sofy respectively (1  3y)=2and ( 1 3y)=2. Thee ective
nin

T here are several possibilities for a dark m atter candidate em erging from thism inin al

theory of thism inin alwalking technicolor m odel has been presented in

walking technicolor m odel. For the case where y = 1, the D techniguark (and therefore
also the DD boson) becom e electrically neutral. If one assum es that DD is the lightest
technibaryon, then it isabsolutely stable, because there isno way to violate the technibaryon
num ber apart from the sphalerons that freeze out close to the electroweak scale. This
scenario was studisd In Refs. ,120]. Tt was shown that DD can provide the full dark
m atter density if itsm ass is of the order of TeV . T he exact value of them assof D D depends
on the tan perature where sphalerons freeze out, and on the ratios L=B and LB ,where L
and L are the Jepton num ber and the lepton num ber of the Hurth lepton fam ily respectively,
and B is the baryon num ber. H owever, this scenario is ruled out by the CDM S experin ent,
if DD accounts for 100% of the dark m atter density. The reason is that sihce DD has a
Spin Independent (SI) Interaction w ith nuclei, it can scatter coherently n underground dark
m atter detectors, raising the elastic cross section. Such a cross section is already excluded by
CDM S, ifwe accept that the Iocaldark m atter density ranges between 02 04 GeV=an’.
However, if DD is a subdom inant com ponent, contribbuting up to 20% of the total dark
m atter density, it cannot yet be ruled out.

W ithin the sam em odeland electric charge assignm ent, there is another possibility. Since
both techniquarks and technigluons transform under the ad pint representation ofthe SU (2)
group, it ispossible to have bound statesbetween aD and a technighuon G . TheobctD G
(where denotes technicolor states) is technicolorless. If such an ob fct has a M a prana
m ass, then it can account for the whole dark m atter density w ithout being excluded by
CDM S,due to the fact that M a prana particles have no ST Interaction w ith nuclei and their
non-coherent elastic cross section is very low for the current sensitivity of detectors 1.
W e should em phasize that nonzero M a prana m ass m eans that the technibaryon num ber
is not protected, as in the previous case. For this scenario to be true, the bound state of

D G should be lighter than DD . The lack of tools in order to study the spectrum of the



theory m akes hard to decisively conclude if this is true. Lattice calculations have di culties
to study ob fcts Ikke D G and evidently perturbation techniques cannot apply. H owever, in
studies of Super Yang M ills m odels w ith supersym m etry softly broken, it has been argued
that a M aprana m ass for the gluino m akes the G ( being the gluino) lighter than the

]. Ifwe transfer directly these results in our case, it would mean that D G is lighter
than DD as long asD hasa M aprana mass. O f course this argum ent can be only taken
as an indication, since the considered walking technicolor m odel is not supersym m etric and
because D In principle has also a D irac m ass. O n the other hand, if the M a prana m ass is
zero, the above argum ent cannot be applied. In this case it ism ore natural to expect that
DD (orUU and UD ),which isa G odstone boson, is the lightest technibaryon. Thatm ight
Imply that D G isunstable.

F inally, if one choose y = 1=3, %has zero electric charge. Tn this case the heavy fourth

M aPprana neutrino °can play the role ofa dark m atter particle. T his scenario was explored

rst in ]and later in ]. twas shown that indeed the fourth heavy neutrino can provide
the dark m atter density w ithout being excluded by CDM S ] or any other experim ent.
T his scenario allow s the possibility for new signatures of weakly interacting m assive particle
annihilation 1.

In this paper we study a case that resem blesm ostly the rst onem entioned above, that
isy = 1 and the G oldstone bosons UU , UD , and DD have electric charges 2, 1, and 0
respectively. In addition for v = 1, the ekctric charges of ”and  are respectively 1
and 2. W e are Interested In the case where stabl particles with 2 electric charge have
substantial relic densities and can capture “H e * nucleito orm a neutralatom . T here are
three possibilities for this scenario. The st one is to have a relic density of UU , which
has 2 charge. For this to be true we should assum e that UU is Iighter than UD and
D D and no processes (apart from electrow eak sphalerons) violate the technibaryon num ber.
T he second one is to have abundance of that again has 2 charge and the third case is
to have both UU (orDD orDD ) and . For the rst case to be realized, UU although
charged, should be lighter than both UD and DD . This can happen if one assum es that
there is an isogpin splitting between U and D . This is not hard to in agine since for the
sam e reason In Q CD the charged proton is lighter than the neutral neutron. Upon m aking
this assum ption, UD and DD will decay through weak interactions to the Iightest UU .
T he technibaryon num ber is conserved and therefore UU (or UU ) is stable. Sim ilarly In



the second case where is the abundant 2 charge particle, must be lighter than ° and
there should be no m xing between the fourth fam ily of leptons and the other three of the
Standard M odel. The LY number is violated only by sphalerons and therefore after the
tem perature f2lls roughly below the electroweak scale py and the sphalerons freeze out,
LY is conserved, which m eans that the lightest particle, that is  in this case, is absolutely
stable. W e assum e also that technibaryons decay to Standard M odel particles through
Extended Technicolor (ETC ) interactions and therefore TB = 0. Finally in the third case,
we exam ine the possibility to have both L° and TB conserved after sphalerons have frozen
out. In this case, the dark m atter would be com posed of bound atom s (*H e** ) and
either *He'* (UU) )orneutralDD (orDD ). W e shall exam lne the three possibilities

separately in the next section.

ITII. THE EXCESSOFTHE 2CHARGED TECHNIPARTICLESIN THE EARLY

UN IVER SE

T he calculation of the excess of the technibaryons w ith respect to the one of the baryons
was pioneered in R efs. H,@,B]. In this paperwe calculate the excess of UU and  along
the Iinesof [20]. T he technicolor and the Standard M odel particles are in therm alequilibrium
as long as the rate of the weak (and color) interactions is larger than the expansion of the
Universe. In addition, the sphalerons allow the violation of the technibaryon number TR,
B, L, and L° as long as the tem perature of the Universe is higher than roughly gy .
It is possible through the equations of them al equilibrium , sphalerons and overall electric
neutrality for the particles of the U niverse, to associate the cham ical potentials of the various

particles. Follow ing ],wecan writedown the B ,TB ,L and L as

B=12 ;. + 6 y (1)

TB:%((uu"‘ upt+ pp)uuvt (up+20pp) w) (2)

L=4 +6 y (3)

L'=4  o+2 y; (4)

where .1, w , o, yy areregpectively the chem ical potentials of the left handed up quark,

W, %and UU. isthe sum of the chem ical potentials of the three left handed neutrinos



and the param eters denote statistical factors for the species de ned as
Z r
6 5 , 1 m .
= — dxx“ cosh — X2+ (—)? for ferm ions; (5)
Z r
9 o oo 1 m
= — dxx“ sinh — X2+ (— )2 for bosons; (6)
42 2 T
wherem is themassof and T is the freeze out tem perature for the sphaleron. In
the derivation we have assum ed for sin plicity that themass of %and are very close, so
0 ,and that the Standard M odel particles aremassless at T > gy . The sphaleron
processes and the condition of the overall electric neutrality In pose two extra conditions on

the chem ical potentials Q]

9uL+§UU+ + o+ 8y = 0; (7)

Q=6 gt 2yt up) uu 2 6 o+ (yp 4 18) y + (14+ ) o= 0; (8)

where | isthe cham ical potentialof the H iggs boson. U sing Egs. ), @), 3), 4), (@), and
(8), we can w rite the ratio of TB =B asa function of the the ratios L=B ,L.“B and statistical
factors as

TB LY 1

- S [T 9
B U B3 3B ©)

For the derivation of the above ratio, we have assum ed that the electrow eak phase transition
is of second order, which m eans that the sphalerons processes freeze out at a tem perature
slightly lower than the electroweak phase transition. For this reason we have taken = 0,
since the cheam ical potential of the H iggs boson in the broken phase should be zero. The
calculation in the case of rst order phase transition is slightly di erent, but the results are
very sin ilar to the ones of the second order [20]. Furthem ore, we have assum ed that the
mass di erencesamong UU ,UD ,and DD are not large and therefore we have m ade the
approximation pp ' yp ' yu . In principle we do not have to m ake this approxin ation.
The ratio (9) would ook a bit m ore com plicated but it would not change our physical
conclusions. Them assdi erencesamong UU ,UD ,and D D depend on the isospin splitting
of the two techniquarks U and D . However, if the splitting is not large, as In the case
between up and down quarks in QCD , the mass di erences among UU , UD , and DD

are sm all com pared to the electroweak energy scale and consequently our approxin ation
is justi ed. W e should em phasize two points regarding the ratio (). The m inus sign in
the right hand side denotes the fact that if the quantity inside the parenthesis is positive,



there is an abundance of anti-technibaryons and not technibaryons. In the rstcase thatwe

nvestigate, where UU is lighter than UD and DD , an abundance of UU w ill provide the

charge 2 particles that capture the positively charged nucleus of helium in order to form

the neutral dark m atter atom . The second point is that (9) seem s to diverge ifwe take the

lin it where themass of the and °becom es in nite. In that case ! 0 and the ratio

diverges. However, L as seen in {4) depends linearly on  and therefore in the lin it where

themassofthe isvery largel’! O,unless o! 1 ,which is som ething unnatural. A s

wem entioned already there are three di erent cases that we Investigate separately regarding

the production of dark m atter. The rst case iswhen UU is the 2 charged particle that
w il bind w ith helum to form neutralatom .

A . ThecaseofUU

In thiscase,UU isthe source of 2 charge particles. T he ratio of dark m atter produced

by the neutralbound state of (*H " * (UU ) ) over the baryon m atter is

3TBm
T (10)
B p

where m , is the m ass of the \dark m atter atom ", which is approxin ately the m ass of UU
plus4 Gev (themass ofhelium ) and m ;, is them ass of the proton. In F g. () we show the
ratio tg= » asa function of themassm oftheUU for several values of the param eter

and T (the sphaleron freeze out tem perature). The param eter isde ned as

= + 1+ —: (11)

W e should em phasize here that there are two options regarding the new leptons °and

If is the lightest between the two and below the electroweak scale no processes violate LY,

then will contribute to the relic density of 2 charge particles that bind w ith helium . W e
study this case Jater in subsection C . If °is lighter than ,nonzero L° could create problam s

to ourm odelbecause we have relic density of charged 1 particles. T herefore, we are forced
to assum e that L= 0. This is a plausible assum ption if one allow s m ixing between ° and

Standard M odel leptons, because in that case °willdecay to lighter Jeptons and LY = 0.

Upon m aking this assum ption, ie. L= 0, = 1+ L=(3B). In the lkft panel of Fig. [)

we have chosen T = 150 G&V and ssveralvalues of ranging from 0.1 to 3. In principle
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FIG.1l: Left Panel: Theratio of = p asa function of themassm (in GeV ) of the UU for
several values of . The rst from the left thin solid line corresponds to = 0:1, the thin dashed
Ine to = 1, the thick solid lne to = 4=3, the thick dashed line to = 2 and the last sold line
to the right corresponds to = 3. T he horizontaldashed line gives the proper ratio of dark m atter
over baryon m atter, which is approxim ately 5. Forallthe curveswe have set T = 150 G&V .Right
PanelT he sam e ratio for xed = 4=3, for three di erent values of the freeze out tem perature for
the sphalerons T ,ie. T = 150G &V (thin sold line), T = 200 Ge&V (dashed line),and T = 250

G eV (thick sold line).

can take any positive realvalue. H owever, it is logical to assum e that the ratio L=B should
be around unity. Tn fact leptogenesis scenarios support a ratio of L=B = 1. However, since
currently it is not possble to know from observations what is the relic density of the light
neutrinos (or antineutrinos), L=B can be also negative. A s it can be seen from the gure,
the an aller the value of , the lighter becom es the desired UU that can give the dark m atter
density. For = 0, the excess of technibaryons becom es zero w ithin our approxin ation. W e
have plotted several values of ,namely = 0:1,1,4/3,2 and 3. In particular, the value

= 4=3 corresponds to L = B . W e should stress at this point that for our m odel to work,

should be positive. A negative value of would m ean that there isan excess forUU (and
not UU ), which is positively charged and being bound w ith ordinary electrons plays a role
of an anom alous helum isotope, severely restricted in experim ental searches.

10



B. The case of

Eq. (9) gives the ratio of TB=B as a function of L=B and L%=B . It can be trivially

Inverted as
Lo 3TR L
— = + 3+ — (12)
B uu B B

In this subsection we Investigate the case where is the source of 2 charge particles that
can be captured by “H e. For this to be true, must be lighter than °and after sphalerons
have frozen out, no other processes should violate L 9 Theterm inside the parenthesis of (12)
should be negative in order to have abundance of and notanti- . T hisprobably m eansthat
a negative ratio L=B isneeded. A s wem entioned earlier, for our m odel to be realized, only
abundance of 2 charged or neutral particles is acospted. A bundance of charged particles
w ith di erent charges would cause a serdous problem B,B,H,B,E,B]. W e study the
case where we have abundance for both technilbaryons and in the next subsection. Here,
we look at the case where TB = 0. This can be realized if below the electroweak scale,
ETC processes that violate TB exist. In such a case, the Iightest technibaryon w ill decay
to lighter Standard M odel particles and asa result TB = 0. IfETB = 0, the dark m atter

density that can provide is given by

= ——; (13)

wherem , In this case isthemassof plisthe 4 G&V mass ofH e. Fi. (1) show s also the

dark m atter that with massm can provide, if we take instead of = 1+ L=(3B), =
2 2L=(3B).Forexample the curve w ith = 4=3, that in the previous case corresponded
toL = B ,now corresponds to L=B = 5. This identi cation is possible because although

m=T )and yy m=T ) are de ned through Egs. (3) and (@) respectively, form > 500
GeV (with T = 150 G €&V ), the two param eters are approxin ately equal.

C. Thecaseof plusUU orDD orDD

The last case we investigate is the one where below the T team perature no processes
violate TB and LY Thism eans that the lightest technibaryon and the Iightest fourth fam ily
Jepton are stable obfcts. In particular, we assum e that is lighter than °. A s for the
technibaryons there are two options. The rstoneistohaveD D asthe lIightest technibaryon.

11



FIG.2: Left Panel: The value of L=B In tem s of the m ass of the and the fraction of DD In

the dark m atter density x, In order the com position of dark matter to be x DD and (1 x) of

(‘He " ). Right Panel:Sam e as in the left panel, for the case w here the abundant technibaryon
iseither DD or UU. In this case dark matter ismade of (1 x) (*He"* )and x DD or
‘He' P @uu) ).

In this case, dark m atter w ill be com posed of a m ixture of neutralD D or D D and bound
(‘He " ) atom s. T he second option is to have UU as the lightest technibaryon. In this
case the only acceptable scenario for dark m atter is to have a m ixture of bound atom s of
(‘He " yand (*He" " (UU) ). Any other combination, for exam ple an abundance of
UU instead of UU would create problem s in our cosm ologicalm odel since + 2 charged UU
represents a form of anom alous helim . Eq. {I2) relates TB=B to L=B and LB . If both
the technibaryon and contribute to dark m atter, the ratio of dark m atter over baryon
m atter is given by
DM TB

LO
= + — = 5:09: (14)

B B B

T he contribution of technibaryon is

39 B jm
TB _ _jf J TB; (15)
B 2 B mg

wherem 5 isthem assof the lightest technibaryon (plus4 G eV ).W ehave taken the absolute
value of TB because if we have abundance of DD , TB is positive, but forUU orDD ,TB
is negative. Sim flarly by using (1), the contribution of is

Lo L 3TB m

= 3+ —+ —; (16)
B B TBB mp

wherem isthemassofthe (plus4 GéeV).The term inside the absolute brackets should

be negative, because we want to have abundance of and not anti- . T herefore we have to

12



In pose the condition
L 3TB

3+ —+
B T B

< 0: 17)

U sing the above equations we can rew rite Eq. (14) in a m ore convenient form

DM L m 2 m
= 3+ — -
B B m, T MR

5:09x + 5:09x = 509; (18)

where x denotes the fraction of dark m atter given by the techibaryon. Again, the tem
nside the absolute brackets should be negative. If the excessive technibaryon isthe DD ,
the above equation should be taken by choosing the plus sign for the term that has . If
UU orDD isthe excessive particle, then the term should be taken w ith the m inus sign.

W e wst Investigate the case of DD m ixing. If D D accounts for a com ponent of x100%
of the dark m atter density, we can express the ratio L=B as a function of x and the m asses

of and DD . In particular,

L 509m
= = [(2z 1)x+ 11 3; (19)
B m

wherez= ( m )=( rgmrp). Ifm isclosstomy,then z= 1 (provided that them asses

are larger than 350 G&V ,if T = 150G €&V ). The study of DD as a dark m atter candidate
n ]Jrevealed that D D cannot account for 100% of dark m atter density. Ifwe accept that
the Jocaldark m atter density in the vichity of the earth isbetween 02 04 G &V=an’, then
w ith the current exposure of the detectors in CDM S, D D has been ruled out if com poses
100% of the dark m atter due to its large cross section. However, depending on the m ass
of DD and the local dark m atter density, D D can be a com ponent of dark m atter up to
20  30% without being excluded by CDM S. This means that in Eq. [[9), x should be
0< x< 03.ImFyg. (@), wepbtthevalue of L=B asa function ofm (forz= 1)and x (the
fraction of dark m atter provided by D D ), In order the dark m atter to be am ixture of x D D
and 1 xoftHe " ). There are three points we would lke to stress here. First, it is
obvious that the Iim it x = 0 corregponds to the case we studied in the previous subsection.
Second, as it can be seen from Fi. (d), L=B gets a large negative value very fast asm
ncreases beyond 1 15 TeV . This is som ething probably unnatural since it is expected
that L=B should be of order unity. Third, we see that as x Increases, L=B becom es m ore
negative for constantm . This isbecause TB is positive and therefore L=B is forced to be
m ore negative In order to get a relic density of . W e should also em phasize that if D D isas
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low as 200 GeV , then the CDM S constraint becom es tougher. Taking the strict constraint,
for Jow mass for DD , x should be Jess than 0.1 or even 0.05.

W e tum now to the case where TB is negative. T his m eans that the excessive techni-
baryon iseither DD orUU according to which one is Iighter. W e can express as before L.=B
as

L 509m

5 T[(2z+ x 11 3: (20)
In the right panelofF ig. (J) we show again the profcted value of L=B in temm s of them ass
m and the fraction x of DD orUU .W epltx from 0 to 1. The CDM S constraints apply
for the DD , but not for UU . This m eans that if the technibaryon isD D , x should be at
most 0.3. From the gurewe see that in order L=B to be of order unity, a mass for and
UU between 1 2 TeV isneeded. Again, the Imitsx = 0 and x = 1 were studied in the

+

previous subsections and correspond to the cases of having purely (‘H e ) or purely
(‘He'* (UU)) respectively.

The case where both UU and  are stable techniparticles, o ers another possible dark
m atter scenario. Positively charged UU " and negatively charged can form \atom g"
(  UU*"), which behave as cod dark m atter species. It ressmbles the A C** dark
m atter atom s of the AC -m odel ,]. However, as it took place in the AC -coan ology,
the existence of + 2 charge species, which rem ain free after all the stages of their binding
with 2 charge species and*H e, has a potential danger of anom alous H e overproduction .
T he solution found in the AC -m odel B ,B] for this problem of anom alous H e involves an
additional strict U (1) gauge sym m etry, acting on the AC Ieptons, and a new Coulom b-like
Jong range interaction betw een the A C -eptons, m ediated by the correspondingm asslessU (1)
gauge boson. Tt could be hardly applied to the case of walking technicolor m odels. O ne can
have another way to solve this problem . T he abundance of free + 2 charge techniparticles is
suppressed, ifallofthem arebound with 2 charge techniparticles. Such a com plete binding
takes place naurally, if the excess of 2 charge techniparticles is larger, than the one of + 2
charge techniparticles. Under these conditions, virtually all + 2 charge techniparticles are
bound in atom swith 2 charge techniparticles, while the resdual 2 charge techniparticles
bind with “H e in techniO -helium . The realization of this scenario in the fram ework of
a walking technicolor m odel and the nontrivial cosn ological scenarios involing both cold
( UU*")and wam (‘H e ) form s of com posite dark m atter goes beyond the scope of

the present paper and it is the subfct of a separate work.
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Due to strong technicolor interactions, the TB excess of UU suppresses strongly the
prim ordial abundance of the positively charged UU @]. However In the case of weakly
Interacting  (in the full analogy w ith the cases of tera—leptons E] or A C —Jeptons ]), its
excess does not guarantee a suppression of the corresponding positively charged antiparticles

. The stages of coan ological evolution resulting in virtually com plete elin ination of the
primordial are stipulated in A ppendix 2.

IV. THE CAPTURE OF THE CHARGED TECHNIPARTICLES BY ‘He

In the B ig Bang nuclkosynthesis, “H e is form ed w ith an abundancery . = O:dlry = 8 102
and, being In excess, binds all the negatively charged technispecies into atom —lke system s.
Since the electric charge of UU (and ) is 2, neutral \atom s" are form ed,and {H e" * )
\atom 8" catalyze e ectively the ( ) binding and annihilation. It tums out E], that the
electrom agnetic cascades from thisannihilation cannot in uence the light elam ent abundance
and the energy release of this annihilation takes place so early that it does not distort the
CM B sgpectrum .

Atatamperature T < I, = Z2.27_ “my.=2 16MeV;where isthe ne stucture

constant, and Z¢c = 2 stands for the electric charge ofUU and/or of , the reaction
+iHET Y 4+ (*He ) (21)
and/or
wu) +*'HEe T ! + (*He@UU)) (22)

can take place. Tn these reactions neutral techniO -helium \atom s" are produced. T he size

of these \atom s" is [5,[13]
Ry 1=(ZrcZpe mue) 2 108am (23)

and it can play a nontrivial catalyzing role in nuclear transform ations. T his aspect needs
goecial thorough study, but som e argum ents, which we present below follow ing ﬁ], suggest
that there should not be contradicting iIn uence on the prin ordial elem ent abundance.

For our problem another aspect is also im portant. The reactions (21), and (22) can

start only after *H e is orm ed, which happens at T < 100keV . Then, inverse reactions of
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Jonization by thermm al photons support Saha-type relationships between the abundances of
these \atom s", free 2 charged particks,’H e and

= exp ( ): (24)

Ny eNa I
N Ngea) T

From now on, by A we shall denote UU and , if the result is independent of their
technibaryon or technilepton nature. W hen T fallsbelow Ty e I=In (n =ny.) I=27
60keV , free A becom e bound w ith heliim in the reactions of Egs. (21), and (22). The
fraction offreeA  ,which orm sneutral (“H " *A ) dependson the ratio of the abundance
of A  overtheoneof®H e.Form > 50GeV andm ;g > 50G eV, this ratio is less than 1.
T herefore due to *H e excess, alltheA  form (*H e *A ) \atom s" through the reactions
ofEgs. (21l), and (22). Because of this, no free A’ are keftatthetinewhen T faw kev ,
where (pP"A ) \ons"or (p"p"A ) \atom s" could form .

A s soon as techniO -helum (*H e" * ) is form ed, heavy antiparticles can penetrate it,
expelling “H e and fom ing -positronium states (), n which the antiparticles annhilate.
T herefore the antiparticle can annihilate through form ation of positronium , such as

He )+ ! | anniilation products) +* H e: (25)

A . “He capture of free negative charges

Atatanperature T Ty ., when the reactions of (21]), and (22) dom inate, the decrease
of the free A abundance due to form ation of (*H e'*A ) is govemed by the equation

]
dr, )
o flueh virprme; (26)

wherex = T=I,, 1y .= 8 10,h viisgiven by

hvie ( 4 ) 2 1
vli= ;
FPT L mex

where = ZrcZye ,and (see appendix)
fine mpils:
T he solution of Eq. (24) is given by B]

In = LoeXP( Hedupe)= InoSXpP 128 iO/'
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w here

XfH e
Ju o= £14.h vidx =
0
4 ZZ ZZ 2
) frcfue Pz 16 b 27)
33_2 Mye

= mop(

Xy e = 1=27 is the value of T=I, where the equilibrium abundance of free charged techni-
particles is frozen out and the photodestruction of their atom like bound states with H e
does not prevent recom bination, and mp; is the Planck m ass. Thus, virtually all the fiee
A are trapped by heliim and their ram aining abundance becom es exponentially an all.

For particles Q with charge 1, as for tera-electrons in the shister modellg], “H e
trapping results in the orm ation ofa positively charged ion (*H e *Q )", result in dram atic
over-production of anom alous hydrogen ]. Therefore, only the choice of 2 electric charge
for stable techniparticlesm akes it possible to avoid this problem . In this case, *H e trapping
Jeads to the orm ation of neutral O Le-helium \atom s" (*H e"*A ), which can catalyze the
com plete elin nation of prim ordial positively charged antitechnileptons.

B. Com plete elim ination of antiparticles by techni-O -helium catalysis

Forlargem !,theprin ordialabundance ofantiparticles isnot suppressed. T he presence
oftechniO -helum (*H e"* ) In this case accelerates the annihilation of these antiparticles
through the form ation of —positronium . Sim ilar to the case of teraparticles considered in

] and A C —eptons considerad in B], it can be shown that the products of annihilation
cannot cause a back-reaction, ionizing techniO -helium and suppressing the catalysis.

Indeed, energetic particles, created In () annihilation, interact w ith the coan ological
plaan a. In the developm ent of the electrom agnetic cascade, the creation of electron-positron
pairs in the reaction + ! &€ + e plysan inportant role in astrophysical conditions
(see Q,@,] for a review ). The threshold of this reaction puts an upper lm it on the
energy of the nonequilibrium photon spectrum in the cascade

m2
Enax = a25; ’ (28)

where the factora= In (15 5 + 1) O:5|E].

! From now onm represents themassof and notthemassof plis4Gev.
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Atatanperature T > Type = a.m§=(25IO) 1keV , in the specttum of the electrom ag-
netic cascade from ( ) annihilation, the m axim al energy E, .x < I, and the annihilation
products cannot jonize (*H e"*A ). So, there is no back reaction of the ( ) annihiltion
until T Te. At that tine, practically all free and UU are bound into (*H e *A )
atom s. For the sam e reason, electrom agnetic showers induced by annihilation products,
having a m axin al energy below the binding energies of the SBBN nuclei, cannot initiate
reactions of non-equilbbrium nuclosynthesis and in uence the abundance of light elem ents.

In the absence of back—reaction of annihilation products, nothing prevents the com plete
elin nation of antiparticles % by techniO -helim catalysis. The % with prin ordial
abundance r , can be captured by techniO -helum (“H e'* ) with abundance r g =
r = r + (here the technilepton excess = 4 10°f =S, isgiven by Eq. (&1l) of A ppendix
2with 0 £ 1,being the relative contribution of technileptons into the totaldark m atter

density, and S, isthemassof 1n unitsof100Ge&V).By de nition, f = 1 X, where x

wasde ned in Eq. (I8). The ** expels the ‘H e from the (*H e'* ) and annihilates in
—“positronium (¥ )
The process of ** capture by the (*H e"* ) atom looks as mllow s ]. Being In

p_
them al equilbbrium w ith the plasma, the free *" havemomentum k = 2Tm . If their
wavelength ismuch an aller than the size of the (He" " ) atom , they can penetrate In—
side the atom and bind with A , expelling the *H e from it. The rate of this process is

determ ined by the size of the (H e * ) atom s and is given by
2 san’
hvi, R TR T 3 16T: (29)
Here = 7 Zy. :Attemperature T < T, = ‘myc3ie = =0ie = 4 10L=S;, the
wavelength = 1=k of "% ,exceedsthesizeR,= 1=(m )ofthe He " )y \atom ". The
rate of the H &' * ) catalysis is suppressed by a factor R.= )° = (IT=T,)*? and is given
by
hvi_ (T < T,)=hvi (T=T,)": (30)

T he decrease of the antiparticle abundance r is described by

dr )
= fineh vir (r + ); (31)

where x = T=I,, 3. = r ,h viisgiven by Egs. 29) at T > T, and (30) at T < T,. The
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solution of this equation is given in B] and has the form

fr
r = ; (32)
( +r )exp(Js) &

where ry is the frozen concentration of and

XfH e

Jo = le h vidx = mpl(
[0} 0 e 2mHe

where x¢y . = 1=27: The factor ;n the exponent is J, = 6 P& =S,. It leads to a huge

) .. 141G (33)

exponential suppression of the antiparticles at all reasonable values of and S,.

C. TechniO -helium in the SBBN

The form ation of techniO -heliim reserves a fraction of *H e and thus it changes the
prin ordial abundance of “H e. For the lightest possble m asses of the techniparticles m
mrog 100G &V, this e ect can reach 50% of theH e abundance form ed in SBBN . Even if
the m ass of the techniparticles is of the order of TeV , 5% of the *H e abundance is hidden
n the techniO -heliim atom s. This can lead to in portant consequences once we com pare
the SBBN theoretical predictions to observations.

T he question of the participation of techniO -helium In nuclear transform ations and its
direct iIn uence on the cham ical elem ent production is less evident. Tndeed, techniO -helium
lJooks like an  particle w ith a shielded electric charge. Tt can closely approach nucleidue to
the absence of a C oulom b barrier. Because of this, it seem s that in the presence of techniO —
heltum , the character of SBBN processes should change drastically. H owever, it m ight not
be the case.

T he follow ing sim ple argum ent can be used to indicate that the techniO -helium in uence
on SBBN transform ationsm ight not lead to binding of A w ith nuclei heavier than “H e.
In fact, the size of techniO -helium is of the order of the size of “H e and for a nucleus 4 Q
w ith electric charge 2 > 2, the size of the Bohr orbit foran Q A jon is less than the size
of the nucleus 5 Q . Thism eans that while binding w ith a heavy nuclkus, A penetrates it
and interacts e ectively w ith a part of the nucleus of a size less than the corresponding Bohr
orbit. This size corresponds to the size of *H e, m aking techniO -helium the m ost bound
QA  atom ic state. Tt favors a picture, according to which a techniO -helum collision w ith
a nuckus, results in the form ation of techniO -heliim and the whole process looks lke an
elastic collision .

10



T he interaction of the *H e component of (H e"*A ) with a »Q nucleus can lead to a

nuclear transform ation due to the reaction
Q0+ HeA)! 2Pl O0+ A ; (34)
provided that the m asses of the initial and nalnuclei satisfy the energy condition
M @;Z)+ M (4;2) I>M @A+ 4;2 + 2); (35)

where I, = 16M €V is the binding energy of techniO -heliim and M (4;2) is them ass of the
“H e nuckus.

T his condition is not vald for stable nuclei participating in reactions of the SBBN . H ow —
ever, tritiim °H , which is also formed in SBBN with abundance °H =H 10 7 satis es
this condition and can react with techniO -heliim , ©om ing 'Li and opening the path of
successive techniO -heliim catalyzed transform ations to heavy nuclei. This e ect m ight
strongly in uence the cheam ical evolution of m atter on the pregalactic stage and needs a
selfconsistent consideration w ithin the B ig Bang nucleosynthesis network. However, the
follow ing argum ents show that this e ect may not lead to Inm ediate contradiction with
observations as it m ight be expected.

On the path of reactions[34), the nal nuclkus can be formed In the excited
( ;M (A;Z)) state, which can rapidly experience an —decay, giving rise to techniO —
heliuim regeneration and to an e ective quasielastic process of (*H e *A  )nucleus
scattering. It leads to a possible suppression of the techniO -helum catalysis ofnuclear
transform ations.

T he path of reactions[34) does not stop on 'L i but goes further through 'B , °N ,
PF , ... along the table of the chem ical elem ents.

T he cross section of reactions[34) grow s w ith the m ass of the nucleus, m aking the
form ation of the heavier elem ents m ore probable and m oving the m ain output away

from a potentially dangerous Liand B overproduction.

The rst publications on possible realistic com posite dark m atter scenarios B,] gave
rise to the developm ent of another aspect of the problem , the Charged m assive particles
BBN (CBBN ), studying the in uence of unstable negatively charged m assive particles in
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BBN E,@,E,@,Q,Q]. T he in portant di erence of CBBN considered in these papers,
from our approach, is that singly charged particles X w ith charge 1 do not screen the + 2
charge of H e in a (H eX )" ion-lke bound system , and the C oulom b barrier of the (H eX )*
ion can strongly ham per the path for the creation of isotopes, heavier than °Li. T herefore,
®Licreated in the D + (H eX ) reaction cannot dom hantly transform into heavier elem ents
and if not destructed by X -decay products, it should rem ain in the prim ordial chem ical
content. Tt m akes the °L i overproduction found in Q] a really serious trouble for a w de
range of param eters for unstable X particles.

It should be noted that the approach of Q] is not supported by ]. M oreover, we
can m ention the follow Ing e ects ],mjssed in its solution for the 'Li problam : (i) the
com petitive process of 'L icreation by a sin ilarm echanisn in thereaction °H + (H eX )" with
tritium and (ii) the e ects of non-equilibbrium nucleosynthesis reactions, induced by hadronic
and electrom agnetic cascades from products of X decays. The lJatter e ect, which was
discussed in Ej:, In plies a selfconsistent treatm ent based on the theory of non-equilibrium
cosn ological nucleosynthesis ,,] (see also ,,,]). Both e ects (1) and (ii)
&,

T he am ount of techn O -hellim in our scenario form ally exceedsby a few orders ofm agni-

were not studied in

tude the constraint ny =s 10 7, derived for concentration ny ofm etastable X  particles
in the units of entropy density s in Eq. (10) of Q]. However, it should be noted that this
constraint is not valid for our case if the binding energy I, = 1589keV of techniO -helium is
taken into account. A ccording to ], thisapproxin ation isvald forO< Z2Z:- M 3R, < 1,
whereR , 128173=200M eV ! isthe size ofnucleus, which is the case forthe (H €A ) atom .
Then theD + (HeA) >°Li+ A reaction,which the constraint is based on, does not occur.
T his reaction can take place only if the account for charge distrdbution in the H e nucleus [37]
reduces the binding energy of (H eA )down to B = 1200keV orE = 1150keV as discussed
in ]. Then this channel becom es possible, but sim ilar to the case of tritium , the chain
of techni0 -helium transform ations (34)), started from deuterium does not stop on °Li, but
goes further through °B , 1N , ¥¥F , ... along the table of the chen ical elem ents. Such a
qualitative change of the physical picture appeals to necessity in a detailed nuclear physics
treatm ent of the (A 4+ nucleus) system s and of the whole set of transfom ations induced
by techniO -helum , including an analysis of possible fast conversion of helum to carbon
and of the om ation ofa ®BeA ) system , discussed in ] as potential dangers for our
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approach. Though the above argum ents do not seem to m ake these dangers inm ediate and
obvious, a detailed study of this com plicated problem is needed.

V. TECHNIO-HELIUM UNIVERSE
A . G ravitational instability of the techni-O -helium gas

D ue to nuclear interactions of its helium constituent w ith nuclei In cosm ic plaan a, the
techniO -helum gas is in them al equilbbrium w ith plasn a and radiation on the R adiation
D om inance (RD ) stage, and the energy and m om entum transfer from the plasn a ise ective.
T he radiation pressure acting on plasm a isthen e ectively transferred to density uctuations
of techniO -hellim gas and transform s them in acoustic waves at scales up to the size of the
horizon. However, as it was rst noticed in [3], this transfer to heavy nuclear-interacting
Species becom es ine ective before the end of the RD stage and such species decouple from
plasn a and radiation. Conssquently, nothing prevents the developm ent of gravitational
Instability in the gas of these species. T his argum ent is com pletely applicable to the case of
techniO -helium .

At tamperature T < Ty 45522:3ev, rst estin ated In B]ErthecaseofOLe—he]jum,
the energy and m om entum transfer from baryons to techniO -helum isnote ective because

m o

100G ev *° H

ng h vi(mg=m,)t< 1,wherem, isthemassofthe tOH e atom and S, =

R RZ 10 an?; (36)

[©]

and v = e 2T =m , is the baryon therm alvelocity. T he techniO -helium gas decouples from
the plaan a and plays the role of dark m atter, which starts to dom inate in the Universe at
Tey = 16V.

T he developm ent of gravitational instabilities of the techniO -helium gas triggers large
scale structure form ation, and the com posite nature of techniO -helium m akes it m ore close
to warm dark m atter.

Thetotalm assofthetO H egasw ith density 4 = TT“; wt W ithin the coam ologicalhorizon

L =tis
4
M :th?’:

In the period of decoupling T = Toq, thism ass depends strongly on the techniparticle m ass
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S, and is given by

T m _ _
Moo= =2 mp(—)? 2 18,7 g=10%s,"M ; (37)

Tod Tod

whereM isthe solarm ass. T he techniO -helium is form ed only at T,y . and its totalm ass
w ithin the cosn ological horizon in the period of its creation isM , = M oy (To=To )’ = 10°" g.
On the RD stage before decoupling, the Jeans length 5 of the tOH e gas was of the
order of the coam ological horizon 5 s t: A fter decoupling at T = Ty, it 2llsdown to
J vt where v, = " m: T hough after decoupling the Jeansm ass in the tO H e gas
correspondingly falls down
My YMo 3 10M

one should expect strong suppression of uctuationson scalesM < M ,,aswell as adiabatic
dam ping of sound waves in theRD plhana forscalesM , < M < M 4. Ttprovides suppression
of an all scale structure in the considered m odel for all reasonable m asses of techniparticles.

T he cross section of m utual collisions of techniO -helum \atom s" is given by Eq. (34).
ThetOH e \atom s" can be considered as collision—less gas in cloudsw ith a num ber density n,
and a sizeR , iffn,R < 1= .. This condition is valid for the techniO -heluim gas In galaxies.

M utual collisions of techniO -heliim \atom s" determm ine the evolution tin escale for a
gravitationally bound system of collision—less tO H e gas

tw= 1= ov) 2 1la =)y

w here the relative velocity v = F GM =R is taken fora cloud ofmassM , and an intemal
num ber density n. This tin escale exceeds substantially the age of the Universe and the
Intermal evolution of techniO -heliim clouds cannot lead to the form ation of dense ob fcts.
Being decoupled from baryonic m atter, the 1O H e gas does not follow the form ation of
baryonic astrophysical ob gcts (stars, planets, m olecular clouds...) and fom s dark m atter
halos of galaxies.

B . Techniparticle com ponent of cosm ic rays

T he nuclear Interaction of techniO -helium w ith cosn ic rays gives rise to ionization of this
bound state in the interstellar gas and to acceleration of free techniparticles in the G alaxy.
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During the lifetine oftheGalaxy v 3  10s, the integral ux of coan ic rays

1:7
Eo 2 1

1Gev

F(@E > Eg)

can disrupt the fraction of galactic techniO -helium FE > Ein) ot 10 3; where we
took Ein I:Assum Ing a universal m echanian of coan ic ray acceleration, a universal
form of their spectrum , taking into account that the *H e com ponent corresponds to 5%

of the proton spectrum , and that the spectrum is usually reduced to the energy per nucleon,
the anom alous low Z=A 2 charged techniparticle com ponent can be present in cosn ic rays

ata level of
A

- 3 16 g7 (38)
This ux may bewithin the reach for PAM ELA and AM S02 coan ic ray experin ents.

R ecom bination of free techniparticles w ith protons and nuclei in the interstellar space can
give rise to radiation in the range from few tensofkevV —1M &V .However such a radiation is

below the cosn ic nonthermm al electrom agnetic background radiation observed in this range.

C. E ectsof techniO -helium catalyzed processes in the Earth

The rst evident consequence of the proposad excess is the inevitable presence of tO H e
In terrestrialm atter. T his is because terrestrial m atter appears opaque to tO H e and stores
all its n-Alling ux.

If the tO H e capture by nuclei is not e ective, its di usion in m atter is determ ined by

elastic collisions, which have a transport cross section per nucleon
m
w= R—2  10%=S,am”: (39)

In atm osphere, w ith e ective height L,y = 10°an and baryon number density ng = 6
102 an 3, the opacity condition ng wlLam = 6  10°=S, is not strong enough. T herefore,
the Inalling tO H e particles are e ectively slowed down only after they falldown terrestrial
surface In 16S, meters of water (or 4S, m eters of rock). Then they drift with velocity
V=-2 85Am=s (whereA 30 is the average atom ic weight in terrestrial surface
m atter, and g = 980 an =), sinking down the center of the Earth on a tinescale t =

Rg=V 15 18,'s,whereRy is the radius of the Earth.
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The n-Alling techniO -heliim ux from dark m atter halo is ¥ = n,w,=8 , where the
num ber density of tO H e in the vicinity of the Solar System isn,= 3 10S,'an ° and the
averaged velocity v, 3 1@m=s. During the lifetin e of the Earth (& 167 s), about
2 T8S,' techniO -helim atom swere captured. TFtO H edom ‘nantly sinksdown the Earth,

it should be concentrated near the Earth’s center w ithin a radius R . e 3Te=m .4 G ),
which is  16S, "™ an, for the Earth’s central tem perature T, 10K and density
4g=am .

N ear the Earth’s surface, the techniO -helium abundance isdeterm ined by the equilibrium
between the m-falling and dow n-drifting uxes. It gives

neg=2F=v=3 0 § 27m ?
orforA 30 about5 10 S°an . This number density corresponds to the fraction
feg 5 168° g

relative to the num ber density of the terrestrialatom sny 1 an 3.

These neutral (*H e *A ) \atom s" m ay provide a catalysis of cold nuclear reactions in
ordinary m atter (much m ore e ectively than muon catalysis). This e ect needs a special
and thorough investigation. On the other hand, if A capture by nuclei, heavier than
helium , is not e ective and does not lead to a copious production of anom alous isotopes,
the “He"*A ) di usion in m atter is determ ined by the elastic collision cross section (39)
and m ay e ectively hide techniO -helium from observations.

O ne can give the follow Ing argum ent for an e ective regeneration and quasielastic colli-
sions of techniO -helium in terrestrialm atter. T he techniO -heluim can be destroyed in the
reactions (34). Then, free A are released and due to a hybrid Auger e ect (capture of
A ,efction ofordinary e from the atom with atom ic num ber A , and charge of the nucleus
Zz),A —atomsare fomed, In which A occupies highly an excited level of the (QA)
system , which is stillm uch deeper than the lowest electronic shell of the considered atom .
The (; QA ) atom ic transitions to low er-lying states cause radation In the Interm ediate range
between atom ic and nuclear transitions. In course of this falling down to the center of the

(Z A ) system , the nucleus approaches A . ForA > 3 the energy of the lowest state n

M 2 2Am 72

(venby E, = 5 = = i yofthe (Z A ) system (having reduced m assM Amg)
with a Bohr orbit r, = ;~ = ——"—, exceeding the size of the nucleus Am !
P
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(m Dbeing the m ass of the pion), is less than the binding energy of tO H e. T herefore the
regeneration of techniO -helilum in a reaction, inverse to (34), takes place. An additional
reason for the dom fnation of the elastic channel of the reactions (34) is that the nalstate
nuckus is created in the excited state and its deexcitation via -decay can also result in
techniO -helum regeneration. If regeneration isnote ective and A rem ains bound to the
heavy nucleus, anom alous isotope of Z 2 elam ent should appear. T his is a serdous problem
for the considered m odel.

H owever, if the general picture of sinking down is vald, it m ight give no m ore than the
ratio f 5 18 282 of num ber density of anom alous isotopes to the num ber density
of atom s of terrestrial m atter around us, which is below the experim ental upper lim its for
elem ents with 72 2. For com parison, the best upper lin its on the anom alous helm were
obtained in @ Tt was found, by searching w ith the use of laser spectroscopy for a heavy
heluim isotope in the Earth’s atm ogphere, that in them ass range 5 G &V —10000 G €V, the
terrestrial abundance (the ratio of anom alous heliuim num ber to the totalnum ber of atom s
in the Earth) of anom alous helium is less than 2 10° -3 10°.

D . D irect search for techniO -helium

Tt should be noted that the nuclear cross section of the techniO -heliuim interaction w ith

m atter e es the ssvere constraints ] on strongly interacting dark m atter particles
] i,

In underground detectors, tO H e \atom s" are slowed down to them al energies and give

(SIM Ps) Q]iﬂposedby the XQ C experin ent
rise to energy transfer 25 10eVA=S,, far below the threshod for direct dark m atter
detection. Itm akes this form ofdark m atter Insensitive to the CDM S constraints. H ow ever,
O H e induced nuclear transform ation can result in observable e ects.

T herefore, a special strategy of such a search is needed, that can exploit sensitive dark
m atter detectors on the ground or in space. In particular, as it was revealed in 1, a few
g of super uid *H e detector ], situated In ground-based laboratory can be used to put
constraints on the in-falling techniO -heliim ux from the galactic halo.
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VI. DISCUSSION

In this paper we explored the coan ological im plications of a walking technicolor m odel
w ith doubly charged technibaryons and technileptons. T he considered m odel escapes m ost
of the drastic problam s of the Sinister U niverse ], related to the prin ordial “H e cage for

1 chamge particles and a conssquent overproduction of anom alous hydrogen ]. Thes
charged “H e cages pose a serious problan for com posite dark m atter m odels w ith single
charged particles, since their C oulom b barrier prevents successfuil recom bination of positively
and negatively charged particles. T he doubly charged A techniparticles considered in this
paper, bind w ith *H e in the techniO -heliim neutral states.

To avold overproduction of anom alous isotopes, an excess of 2 charged techniparticles
over their antiparticles should be generated in the Universe. In all the previous realizations
of com posite dark m atter scenarios, this excess was put by hand to saturate the observed
dark m atter density. In our paradigm , this abundance of techiaryons and/or technileptons
is connected naturally to the baryon relic density.

A challenging problan that we leave for future work is the nuclear transform ations, cat-
alyzed by techniO -helum . T he question about their consistency w ith observations rem ains
open, since special nuclkear physics analysis is needed to revealw hat are the actual techniO —
heliim e ectsin SBBN and in terrestrialm atter. A nother agpect of the considered approach
ism ore clear. For reasonable values of the techiparticle m ass, the am ount of prin ordial®H e,
bound in this atom like state is signi cant and should be taken into account in com parison
to observations.

T he destruction of techniO -helum by cosm ic rays In the G alaxy releases free charged
techniparticles, which can be accelerated and contribute to the ux of coam ic rays. In
this context, the search for techniparticles at accelerators and in cosm ic rays acquires the
m eaning of a crucial test for the existence of the basic com ponents of the com posite dark
m atter. A t accelerators, techniparticles would look like stable doubly charged heavy leptons,
while in coan ic rays, they represent a heavy 2 charge com ponent w ith anom alously low
ratio of electric charge to m ass.

To conclude, walking technicolor cosm ology can naturally resolve m ost of problem s of
com positedark m atter. T herefore, them odelconsidered in thispaperw ith stable 2 charged

particles m ight provide a realistic physical basis for a com posite dark m atter scenario.
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A ppendix 1. Charge asym m etry in freezing out of particles and antiparticles

T he frozen num ber density of coam ic relics, w hich were in equilibrium w ith the prim ordial
plasm a, is conventionally deduced ? from the equation ]

t): (40)

Co2
n+ 3Hn=nh annv1(neq

T his equation isw ritten for the case ofa charge sym m etry of the particles in question, ie. for
the case when num ber densities of particles X and antiparticles X are equalny = ny = n.
T he value ne, corresponds to their equilbrium num ber density and isgiven by the B oltzm ann
distrbbution
mT ~° m
Neg = Js - exp T (41)
Here gs and m are the num ber of spin states and the m ass of the given particle.

D uring the cooling, n, decreases exponentially and becom es, below the freezing out
tem perature T, much sn aller than the realdensity n, so the term h annviniq, describing
the creation of X X from theplasn a can be neglected ]. Ttallow s to obtain an approxim ate
solution of Eq. (40).

In case of a charge asymm etry one needs to split Eq. (40) in two: orny and ny , which

are not equalnow .

ny + 3Hny = h g,pvi (neqX Negx ¥ Ny )i

ny + 3Hng = h ,nnvi (Negx Nggx Iy Ny ): (42)

The values nggx and ng,y are given by Eq. {(41]) w ith inclusion of the cham ical potential,
which for X and forX arerelhted as y = x = (see,eg.,@]).So

Negy x = EXP ? Neqi (43)

°W e follow here the results obtained in B,E}wjth the help of K M . Belotsky
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where upper and lower signs are for X and X respectively. So

Negx Negx = Doyt (44)

A degree of asymm etry will be describbed in the conventional m anner (as for baryons) by

the ratio of the di erence between ny and ny to the num ber density of relic photons at the

m odem period
Nx mod I3<mod.

mod —

(45)
N mod

H owever, for practical purposes it ism ore suitable to use the ratio to the entropy density,
which unlke Eq. (49), does not change in tin e provided entropy conservation. T he photon

num ber density n  and the entropy density s are given by

2 (3)_5 2 *gs_ 5
n = > T°; s= 15 T = 180gsn ; (46)
w here
X T 7 X T
bos |3 ferm 3
= + = : 47
gs gS( T ) 8 gS( T ) ( )
Tos ferm

The sum s In Eq. (41) are over ultrarelativistic bosons and ferm ions. So

_ Ny Iy ; _ mod | (48)

S 1:8gsm od ’
where 9oy oqg = 43=11 391. Eq. [@3) provides a connection between ny and ny . Let us
pass to the variables

T he apparent relations between the r; are
r, r= ,; r,+r =r: (50)

Provided that the essential entropy redistribution does not take place (g = const.) during
the period of freezing out, a transform ation to the variable x is possble

Hdt= dT=T = dx=x:

On theRD stage the Hubbl param eter dependson T as

r___
2 g T?

3 5mpl,




where g is given by
o= glmp I g Jom
ST 8 S

bos ferm

) (52)

Forr, ,r and r from Egs. (42) one obtains the equations

dr, .
ax =fh annVl(r+ (r: ) £(x))
dr .
&z flhannVl(r (r + ) ﬁ(x))
o hanvi? 2 4E(x) (53)
— = - anVi T X)
dX 2 1 a
Here
f; = .
1 - HX’
2 2.2
n 45%q,
fr(x) = —S = — 3 _ex - 54
2 (x) 2 25 123 P (54)

By using Egs. (4d) and Eq. (51]), one nds thaton theRD stage f; is

and independent of x.
To solve Egs. (53) analogously to Eqg. (40), nam ely neglecting f, (x) in thean , starting
with socmex = x¢,itwould notbem oredi cult to de ne them om ent x = x ¢ . Nonetheless,

if one supposes that such a m om ent isde ned, r; willbe

r.(x 0)= o ;
¢ (nf )eXp( J5
r(x 0)= = ; (55)

(+re)exp(J) re

( +re)exp( J)+ ¢
r(x 0)= :
( +re)exp(J) (% )

Hereri: = ni(x = x¢), 7
J = fi1h havidx:

0
Allr; (atany m om ent) are related w ith the help of Egs. (80). Taking into account Eq. (43)

or Eq. (44) for ry¢ one cbtains

4f, (s )+ 2 p

Qo

I'r = 4f2 (Xf ) + 2 . (56)
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Forh ,n,viindependent of x on theRD stage, f; also lndependent ofx, and xr de ned from

the condition R (Tf )= H (T¢) for the reaction rate R (T¢) = ne (Tr)h 40, v(Te )1, leading to

. Neg S .
Neq(Te)h annv(Te )i=H (Tf) = — Banvixe )i &=
S H X¢
ol
= D&e)rh annv®xe)i x=1; (57)
one obtains
’ o (x¢) ! ! (58)
Xeg)= ———————————— = —
S f1h gonvi x  J
IS
If@)h ,,pvi= “=m?or ®O)h sppvi= = Tm?3 and one assum es f; = const, then
s
gz ’
Ja= —mMp1—X¢;
a 459_ le f
s
g2 p
Jp = ‘mp,—2 Xf: (59)
45g m

A ppendix 2. Prin ordial technileptons from the B ig Bang U niverse

A s already m entioned, the m inim al walking technicolor m odel considered in this paper
can allow the creation of excess that m ght contrdbute (or even saturate) to the m odem
dark m atter density in the form of techn+O -helium \atom s". For light baryon excess g =
Npmoa=N moa= 6 109, itgivesa -excess

.. 100Gev
=N po™N noa= 3 10f (—); (60)
m

wherem isthemassof . By de nition £ isthe contribution of Into the m odem dark
matter density £ = 1 x, where x was de ned in Eq. [[8). For future use, follow ing
,10], it is convenient to relate the baryon density s = 0:044 and the technilepton density
Lo = 0224 with the entropy density s,and to ntroduce ry = ng=sand r = n =s. Taking
into account that s, g = 704 1, oq; ONe Obtains ry 8 18" and

100G &v
r=4 102 /= =14 10°f =S,: (61)
m

C hronological cornerstones of the technilepton-U niverse

A frer the generation of technilepton asymm etry, the therm al history of technileptons in
chronological order looks as follow s:
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1)10 *s,’s  t 6 1%B,°satm T T=m =31 35GeV: —lepton pair

annihilation and freezing out. For largem the abundance of frozen out —lepton pairs is
not suppressed in gpite ofan —lepton excess.

2)t 24 16s, satT I = 20S,M €V : T he tam perature corresponds to the binding
energy I = Z* m =4 20SMe&V (Z = 2)of -positronium \atom s" ( **),in which

** annihilate. At largem this annihilation is not at all e ective to reduce the pairs

abundance. T hese pairs are elim inated in the course of the successive evolution of -m atter.

3)100s t 300 s at 100 kev T F27 60keV :*H e is form ed in the SBBN and
virtually all free are trapped by ‘Hein (*H e " ). Note that in the period 100 keV
T 16M eV ,*H e is not form ed, therefore it is only after the rst three m inutes, when
(‘He'? ) trapping of can take place. Being form ed, techniO Le-heliim catalyzes the
binding of free ** with its constituent Into —positronium and com plete annihilation
of all the prin ordial antiparticles. At largem , e ects of ( ** ) annihilation, catalyzed
by techniO -helum , do not cause any contradictions w ith observations.

4yt 10%satT Tu 1€V : The techniparticle dom inance starts w ith techniO —
helum \atom s" playing the role m ore close to warm dark m atter in the form ation of large

scale structures.

Freezing out of —leptons

In the early Universe at tem peratures highly above theirm asses, the —ferm ionswere in
therm odynam ical equilibbrium with the relativistic plasma. Tt means thatat T > m the
excessive  were accom panied by pairs.

D uring the expansion, when the tam perature T falls below the m ass of the -—particles,
the concentration of particles and antiparticles is given by the equilibrium . T he equilibrium
concentration of pairs starts to decrease at T < m = 100S,G &V . At the freezing out
tem perature T, the rate of expansion exceeds the rate of annihilation to photons ! ’
toW ;7 Josons !' WW (ZZ),ortopairsof Iight ferm ions £ (quarks and charged leptons)

! £f (the latter takes place both due to electrom agnetic and weak interactions). T hen
Ieptons and thelr antiparticles are frozen out.
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In the case of freezing out of —leptons one has (see Appendix 1)

s
e
f1 = —mpm 25mp m - ;
1 159 p 1 p
h snnvi= m—22 and
s
gz ’
= % 62
159 p1_—Xs (62)

where =22 + ,,2 = 2 isthe absolute value of the electric charge of the and

ew

takes Into account the e ects of W and Z bosons in technilepton annihilation. By putting

nEq.&4)gs = 2,9 100, one obtains the solution of the transcendent equation [B8)

459 !

25=2 7=2gs
1 1

30 (I 1 ($)=30)
Takinggs g 100,one ndsfrom Eq.6d)J = 65 6=S,(1 1 ($)=30) ! and from

| O —
Eq. B8)  4f,(x¢)= 2=J = 3 10°S, (I 1n49=30). For = r = 4 10%f =S,,

Xf lfh annVi

onehas J = 26f =SZ. At S, < 27 4f,(x) < 2 and r ¢ isgiven by Eq. (5d). Sice

4f, (x£) 2frs, 1,onecbtainsfrom Eq. (54)
g9
r = 5 4f2 (Xf) . (63)

T he frozen out abundances of -leptons and their antiparticles are given by

r = o — F (S,);
e (Ge Jexp (- J)
&
= =F (S,): 64
" (+re)exp(J ) re (52) o

Forgrowing S, 1, the solution Eq. (64) approaches the values

g
r f2 (Xf ) + =2

15  18°s, (1 I43=30)+ 2 10f =S,;
q
r 2 (x¢) =2

15 16°S, (1  I49=30) 2 16°f =S,: (65)

At S, < 5f , the factor In the exponent J exceeds 1, and som e suppression of the ( )-
abundance takes place. For S, close to 1, one has

r=F (S,) =4 16°f =s,;

r=F (S;) 5 10 S;exp 26f=57 : (66)
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AtS, = 1,the factor in the exponent reaches thevaluie J = 26f and the solition Eq. (64)
gives r =4 16°f and

15
r S

exp ( J)
+ I ¢

reexp (. J)
10 ¥exp( 26£) 3 16

forf =landr ¢ 10! from Eqg. (54).

T he S,-dependence of the frozen out abundances (in units of the entropy density) of the
leptons and their antiparticles are

r F (S2);
r =F (S2); (67)
given by Eq. (€4). For grow ing S, 1, the solution Eq. (64) approaches the values
q
Tac frxe)+ =2
15 16°s, (1 ;43=30)+ 2 10°f =S,;
q
Tac fo(xs) =2
15 16°s, (1 m49$=30) 2 16°f =S,: (68)

At S, < 5f , there is a exponential suppression of the

abundance. For S, close to 1, one
has

r =F (S,) =4 10°=S,;

r=f(S,) 5 10 S,;exp 26f=S;

AtS, = 1,the solution Eq. (€9) gives

c =2 10°f ;

On theotherhand at S, > 5, the concentration of frozen out -—lepton pairs exceeds the one

ofthe -lepton excessgiven by Eq. [6ll) and thise ectgrowswith S, as/ SZ atlarge S, . So

In thism om ent, In spite ofan assum ed —lepton asym m etry, the frozen out concentration of
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antiparticles  is not strongly suppressed and they cannot be neglected In the coan ological
evolution of -m atter.
The antiparticles should be e ectively annihilated in the successive processes of

recom bination in bound ( ) -positronium states.

annihilation in —positronium states

T he frozen out antiparticles can bind atT < I w ith the corresponding particles into
positronium —like system sand annihilate. T hebinding is provided by the C oulom b interaction
of electrom agnetic charges Z = 2. Since the lifetin e of these positronium —lke system s is
much less than the tim escale of their disruption by energetic photons, the direct channel
of and binding n ( ), followed by a rapid annihilation, cannot be com pensated by an
nverse reaction of photo—-ionization. That iswhy beginstobind with and annihilatesas
soon as the tam perature becom es less than I . The decrease of the  abundance due to the

recom bination is govemed by the equation

dr
— = rr s hvi; (70)
dt
where s is the entropy density and
. 16
h vi (33:2 ) Tz

Here = 7°
In the analysis of various recom bination processes, we can use the interpolation formula

for the recom bination cross section deduced In B, ,11310:

—(2—) : I) (71)
SR S R 9:1g

33
and the recom bination rate given by B,m]

2 I Kin
= (— — 72
hvi= ) 7 bg_f&) M ve)

Hereky, = 2TM , I, 2M =2 is the ionization potential,and M is the reduced m ass fora

pair of recom bining particles. T he constant  for recom bining particles w ith charges Z ; and

7, is related to the ne structure constant via = Z.%Z, . The approxin ation Eq. (Z2)
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followed from the known result for electron-proton recom bination

X g , & 1
rec— r _ : 7 (73)
3P=2 M 2P M vZ=2+ 1)

where v is the velocity of the particles. I; is the ionization potential (I; = I;=1). T he index
iruns from one to In nity.

To sum approxin ately over i, it was noted in B,], that .,/ l=iorI, >> M v’=2 =
Ters ,while at I; < Teee, the cross section ; / 1=1 fallsdown rapidly.

U sing the form alisn of A ppendix 1, we can rewrite Eq. (Z0) as

dr

dx

f, hvir (r + ); (74)

wherex = T=I ,theasymmetrty =r r=4 10Pf =S, isgiven by Eq. (61l) and

oz
f, = *mopI mp I :
1 45g Pl Pl

T he concentration of the ram aining  is given by Eq. [Bf) of A ppendix 1

e
r = ; (75)
(+r)exp(J) =z
where r; isgiven by Eq. (&4) and
Z %
J = f, h vidx =
0
z 1=2
=meld (5) T—— 2. % 08 165, : (76)

In the evaluation of Eq. (Z8) we took into account that the decrease of startsat T I,
o0 that x¢ 1.AtS < 57€° , the abundance of is suppressed exponentially.

Indesd, one has J 3200f=822 in the exponent of Eq. (Z9). Sim ilar to the case of
the AC —Jeptons ], it di ers signi cantly from the situation revealed in ] for the tera—
positrons in G Jashow ’s sinister m odel ]. Though In both cases a decrease of antiparticles
due to the form ation of positronium lke system s is Induced by electrom agnetic interaction
and the factor in the exponent is determm ined by the square of the ne structure constant ,
in the case of —Jeptons, this factor is enhanced by Z* = 16 tim es due to the Z * dependence
of 2. It results n a much wider m ass interval for —Jeptons, in which the prin ordial pair

abundance is exponentially suppressed.
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AtS, close to 1, the condition r in the solution Eq. (79) provides the approxin ate

solution
r=r. ep( J 10"S)exp 3200f=S;
For S, > 5, the condition r; isvald. T herefore the solution Eq. (Z9) has the form
r _ (77)
exp(J ) 1
which gives for S, < 57~
2 10° 5
r = exp( J 5 exp  3200£=S;
2

Atlarge S, > 57f , the approxin ate solition is given by

r > 125 18s, 2 18f =S,:

1
J
In the result, the residual am ount of remamnsat S, > 57 enom ously high, being for
S, > 70f" larger than the AC —epton excess. Thise ect growswith S, > 70f '~ as/ SZ:

T he general expression for the abundance r after the -positronium annihilation has
the form (see Eq. (54) of A ppendix 1)

g
r = 7
re (re ) exp ( J)

where J isgiven by Eq. (Z8) and r ¢ is given by Eq. (€4). W ith the account forr ¢ >
forall S,, one obtains

r = : (78)
1 exp( J)

Thisgivesr 1=J+ =2 3 160S,+ 2 10%f =S, rlhrgeS,,and forS, < 57f .
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