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Standard sin ple assum ptions are usually m ade about the preB ig B ang N ucleosynthesis epoch,
from which we do not have observations. M odifying these assum ptions, the predicted density
of relic particles such as neutralinos and sterile neutrinos can be very di erent from that in
the standard case. For exam ple, neutralinos could have the dark m atter density in (aln ost)
any supersym m etric m odel, and sterile neutrinos w ith m ixings large enough to be soon de-
tected in neutrino experin ents would becom e coan ologically acceptable. T hese possibilities
are In portant in view of what the LHC , and neutrino experim ents could soon nd.

T he argum ent show ing that W IM Ps (weakly interacting m assive particles) are good dark
m atter (DM ) candidates isold. T he density per com oving volum e of non relativistic particles in
equilbrium in the early Universe decreases exponentially w ith decreasing tem perature, due to
the Bolzm ann factor, until the reactions which change the particle num ber becom e ine ective.
At this point, when the annihilation rate becom es an aller than the H ubble expansion rate, the
W IM P num berper com oving volum e becom es constant. T hism om ent of chem ical decoupling or
freeze-out happens later, ie. for snaller W IM P densities, for lJarger annihilation cross sections
. If there is no subsequent change of entropy in m atter plus radiation, the present relic density
is ggh?’ 10 Y Gev ?=h vi,which Prweak cross sections gives the right order of m agnitude
of the DM density (and a tem perature Teo. ' m =20 at freezeout foraW M P of massm ).
Thisisa ballpark argum ent. W hen actually applied to particle m odels, the requirem ent that
theW IM P candidate of them odelm ust have them easured DM density is very constraining. In
m any supersym m etric m odels, in which the W ™ P candidate is usually a neutralino, this \DM
constraint” isvery e ective In restricting the param eter space ofm odels. In m inin al supergravity
m odels (m SUGRA ) for instance, the neutralino typically hasa sm allannihilation rate In the early
U niverse, thus its relic density tends to be lJarger than cbserved. The\DM constraint" is found to
be satis ed only along four very narrow regions in the ferm ionic and scalarm ass param eter space
mi_,,mq (seeeg.Ref.1): the \buk" (w ith a light neutralino and tight accelerator constraints),
the \coannihilation region" (where coannihilations w ith a stau suppress the relic density), the
\funnel region" (where resonance e ects enhance the neutralino-neutralino anniiktion rate)
and the \focus point region" (where the neutralino acquires a non-negligble higgsino fraction).
M ost of the \benchm ark points", special m odels chosen to study in detail in preparation for
the LHC and the next possible collider (such asA ' to L'/, Snowm ass Points and Slopes or SP S
la’lb, 2,3 A,5,Liner Collider Coan o pointsor LCC 1,23 A4) lie on those very narrow bands
(which becom em ore ne-tuned for largem ;_, and m g va]ues). N eutralinos are underabundant
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(account for a fraction of the DM ) also in narrow regions ad pcent to these just m entioned, but
In m ost of the param eter space neutralinos are overabundant and the corresponding m odels are
refcted. Is it correct to refct all these supersym m etric m odels?

T he issue is that the narrow bands just m entioned depend not only on the particle m odel
to be tested in collider experin ents, but on the history of the Universe before B ig Bang N ucle-
osynthesis (BBN ), an epoch from which we have no data. BBN is the earliest episode (200 s
after theBang, T ' 088 M &V ) from which we have a trace, the abundance of light elem ents D,
“Heand "Li. T he next observablke is the C osn ic M icrow ave B ackground radiation (produced 3.8
10* yr after the Bang, at T ’ &V ) and the next is the Large Scale Structure of the Universe.
W IM P’s have their number xed at Ty, ’ m =20, thusW M Pswithm > 100 M &V would be
the earliest rem nants and, if discovered, they would for the st tin e give Inform ation on the
preBBN phase of the Universe.

A s things stand now , to com pute the W IM P relic density we m ust m ake assum ptions about
the preBBN epoch. The standard com putation of the relic density relies on the standard
assum ptions that the entropy of m atter and radiation is conserved, that W IM P s are produced
them ally, ie. via interactions w ith the particles in the plasm a, and were in kinetic and chem ical
equilbrium before they decoupled at Tey.. These are just assum ptions, which do not hold in
m any cosm ologicalm odels. T hese include m odels w ith m odulidecay, Q balldecay and them al
n ation' , In which there is a late episode of entropy production or in ation and non-them al
production oftheW IM P s in particle decays ispossible. It isenough that the highest tem perature
of the radiation dom inated period In which BBN happens, the so called reheating tem perature
Try , is larger than 4 M €V 4 £r BBN and all the subsequent history of the Universe to proceed
as usual. In non-standard cosm ologicalm odels theW IM P relic abundancem ay be decreased or
Increased with respect to the standard abundance. T he density m ay be decreased by reducing
the rate of them al production (through a low Try < Tfy.) Or by producing radiation after
freezeout (entropy dilution). T he density m ay be increased by creating W IM Ps from particle
(or extended ob Fcts) decay (non-therm alproduction ) or by increasing the expansion rate of the
Universe at freezeout (eg. In kinetion dom ination m ode]s5 ).

Inmodelsin which a scalar eld dom inates the energy density of the Universe and decays
late producing a plasm a w ith a low tem perature Try ,the W IM P density depends only on two
additional param eters besides the usual ones®. These param eters depend on the com pletion of
the m odels to higher energy scales that those that will be tested in colliders. They are Try
and the ratio of the average number b of W IM Ps produced per decay and the massm ,

= bl00TeV=m . couldbeoneofthem oduli eldspervasive in string or plain supersym m etric

modelsoran in aton eld. Fig.l show s the relic density as function of the m ass of neutralinos
in 1,700 di erent M Inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odels (M SSM s) characterized by nine

param eters de ned at the electroweak scale 7 , each shown as one point in each of the panels.
T he upper-left panel (corresponding to high Tgy and = 0) show s the standard density, which

can be either higher than the DM range, shown in cyan, or lower or just right. The gure shows
that all points can be brought to cross the DM cyan lne w ith suited com binations (in general
notunique) of Ty and . Thism eans that neutralinos can have theDM density in (aln ost) all
supersym m etric m odels, provided the right values of Try and can be obtained (the exception

being severely overabundant or underabundant very light neutralinos 8 , rarely encountered in

supersym m etric m odels). This has in portant In plications not only for colliders but for direct
and indirect DM searches as well.

W e see in Fig. 2a the standard relic density region as fiinction of the m ass of 10° M SSM s
de ned by 10 param eters at the electrow eak scak'®. Here the bino m ass param eter M | was
allowed be much an aller than the other two gaugino m ass param eters, as low as 100 M &V,
which does not contradict any experin ental bound (In m odels in which the three gauginos
m asses are not required to coincide at a large energy scale). A 1l the m odels above the black
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Figure 1: Neutralino relic density h 2 vsmass for di erent values of Ty and  for 1700 di erent M SSM s, from
Ref.7 (color indicates com position : green for bino-like, pink for higgsino-like and brow n for w ino-lkke neutralinos).

strip show ing the right DM abundance are refcted in the standard coam ology, because the
neutralinos they predict are overabundant. O nly the m odels in the black and red regions (w ith
the right DM density or less) are usually assum ed to be viable. Their halo fraction tim es
spin-independent proton-neutralino cross section £ g1 (on which the interaction rate in direct
detection experin ents depends) falls in the red-black region shown In Fig2b, which extends
from 30 Ge&V to 2 TeV in neutralino m ass. A ccepting all the m odels shown in Fig.2a whose
density can be brought to coincide with the DM density, and assum ing that they have the
DM density, the region of viable supersym m etric m odels to be searched for in direct detection
experin ents changes to the blue region of Fig2 b, which extends from under 1 GeV to 10 T&V
In neutralino m ass. Shown in Fig2 b are also the present experin ental lim its (black solid line)
and future discovery lim its of severaldirect DM search experin ents (see R ef. 8 for details).

Notonly the relicdensity of W IM P sbut their characteristic speaed before structure form ation
In the Universe can di er in standard and non-standard preBBN cosn ologicalm odels. Ifkinetic
decoupling (them om entw hen the exchange ofm om entum between W IM P sand radiation ceases)
happens durjn%lthe reheating phase, W IM P s can have much an aller characteristic speeds, ie.
be \ultracod"", w ith freestream Ing lengths several orders of m agnitude sm aller than in the
standard scenario. M uch smaller DM structures could thus be form ed, a fraction of which m ay
persist asm inthaloes w ithin our galaxy and be detected in indirect DM searches. W IM Psm ay
be much \hotter" than in standard cosm ologies too, they m ay even be warm DM instead of
cold. Thiscould happens ifW IM P s are produced w ith a large energy through late -decaysand
subsequently do not lose energy in interactions w ith the therm albath .

\V isble" sterile neutrinos ( g), ie. those that could be found soon in neutrino experin ents,
would also be rem nants of the preBBN era, fftheirmassism 5 > 10 ° &V (they are produced
through oscilationsmostly at T / 13M eV (m g=1&V )1=3). Th order to be found 1 experin ents,
these ¢ would necessarily have m ixings w ith active neutrinos lJarge enough to be overabundant,
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and thusbe refcted, In standard coan ologies. In Iow Try m odels the early Universe abundance
of visble ¢ could be reduced enough for them to be cosm ologically acceptab]e.

C oam ological scenarios with a low Try are m ore com plicated than the standard one. A -
though no consistent all-encom passing m odel of this nature exists at present, di erent aspects
have been studied (eg. for baryogenesis see R ef. 12) and suggest that a coherent scenario could
be produced if an experim ental indication would lead us to it. Finding a DM particle or a
\visible" sterile neutrino, w hose existence would contradict the standard assum ptions about the
preBBN era, would give us not only invaliable inform ation for particle physics, but also an
Indication of enom ous relevance in cosn ology: it would tell us that the standard assum ptions
must bem odi ed. Low reheating tem perature m odels provide an interesting alternative.
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