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A bstract

T his paper provides a com prehensive discussion of neutralino dark m atter w ithin
classes of extended supersym m etric m odels referred to as the USSM containing
one additional SM singlet H iggs plus an extra 7 °, together w ith their superpart-
ners the singlino and bino’. These extra states of the USSM can signi cantly
m odify the nature and properties of neutralino dark m atter relative to that of the
m Inin al (or even next+to-m inin al) supersym m etric standard m odels. W e derive
the Feynm an rules for the USSM and calculate the dark m atter relic abundance
and direct detection rates for elastic scattering In the U SSM  for Interesting regions
of param eter space w here the largest di erences are expected.
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1 Introduction

O ne of the bene ts of weak scale supersymm etry (SUSY ) with conserved R parity is
that the Iightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) is absolutely stable, and provides a
weakly interacting m assive particle (W IM P ) candidate [1, 2] capable of accounting for
the observed cold dark m atter (CDM ) relic density cpy h? = 0:1099  0:0062 [3]. In
particular, the lightest neutralino in SUSY m odels is an excellent candidate, providing
itsm ass, com position and Interactions are suitably tuned to result in the correct value of

coy h?. Them inin al supersym m etric standard m odel (M SSM ) has becom e a w dely
studied paradigm [4]. However the stringent upper bound on the H iggs boson m ass
In theM SSM com bined with its experin ental lower bound from LEP has led to som e
tension In the electroweak symm etry breaking sector, roughly characterized by a ne-—
tuning of param eters at the percent level [5]. W hile the experim ental elusiveness of the
H iggsboson m ay cast som e doubt on theM SSM , there are a host of non-m inim alSU SY
m odels which predict a heavier and/orm ore weakly coupled H iggs boson [4].

A further reason to m ove beyond the m inin al case is the so<called mu problem of
theM SSM [6]. The M SSM contains a bilinear m ass term that couples the two H iggs
doublets w ith a dim ensionful coupling . This term is SUSY preserving, and as such
only has two naturalvalues, = 0 and = Mjp; (unlss special form s of the Kahler
m etric are assum ed). However experin ental data and the stability of the H ggs m ass
requiresthat beoftheorderofthe SUSY breaking scale. In non-m inin alSU SY m odels
themu problem is solved by setting = 0 and including an additional super ed $,a
singlet under the Standard M odel (SM ) gauge group, w hich couples to the H iggsdoublet
super elds I—fl ;I—fZ according to §HA1Pf2 ,Wwhere isa din ensionless coupling constant.
W e shall refer to such m odels generically as singlet SUSY m odels. Such a coupling
replaces the SUSY H iggs/H iggsino m ass term i .0, oftheM SSM .The singlet vacuum
expectation value (VeV ) hS1i then dynam ically generates a SUSY H iggs/H iggsino m ass
near the weak scale as required. This results in an Increased H iggs boson m ass upper
bound depending on the value of , and hence a welcom e reduction in electroweak ne
tuning in addition to solving the problem of theM SSM [7].

However, although an extra singlet super ed $ seem s ke a m fnorm odi cation to
theM SSM , which does no ham to either gauge coupling uni cation or neutralino dark
m atter, there are further costs Involred in this scenario since the Introduction of the
singlet super eld $ leads to an additional accidental globalU (1 )y (PecceiQ uinn (PQ )
[B]) symm etry which will result in a weak scale m assless axion when it is spontaneously
broken by hSi [9]. Since such an axion has not been obsarved experin entally, itm ust be
rem oved som ehow . T his can be done In several ways resulting in di erent non-m inim al
SU SY m odels, each Involving additional eldsand/orparam eters. Forexam ple, the clas-
sic solution to this problem is to Introduce a singlet term $°, as in the next-to-m inin al
supersym m etric standard m odel (NM SSM ) [10], which reduces the PQ symm etry to the
discrete symm etry Z3. The subsequent breaking of a discrete symm etry at the weak



scale can Jead to cosn ological dom ain walls which would overclose the Universe. This
can be avoided by breaking the Z; symm etry explicitly w ithout upsetting the hierar-
chy problem by non-renorm alizable operators that obey a Z, R—symm etry [11], or by
rem oving the $° tem altogether [12].

Another solution to the axion problem of singlet m odels, which we follow , is to
prom ote the PQ symmetry to an Abelian U (1)x gauge symmetry [13]. The dea is
that the extra gauge boson will eat the troublesom e axion via the H iggs m echanism
resulting in a massive 7 ° at the TeV scale. The essential additional elem ents of such
a scenario then consist of two extra super elds relative to those of the M SSM , nam ely
the sihglet super eld $ and the U (1 )x gauge super ed B The scenario involring
only the M SSM super elds plus these two additional super elds, m ay be considered as
a phenom enological m odel in its own right which has been referred to as the USSM .
In the USSM , then, theM SSM particle spectrum is extended by a new CP-even H iggs
boson S ,a gauge boson Z Y and two neutral {inos: a singlino S and a bino’ B °whilk other
sectors are not enlarged. T he presence of new singlino and bino’ states greatly m odi es
the phenom enology of the neutralino sector both at colliders and In cosn ology—+elated
processes. T he collider phenom enology and cosm ology of the USSM has been studied
in [14,15,16,17,18,19,20],which we brie y review as follow s.

T he collider phenom enology of the USSM has recently been considered In [18]. The
neutralino production cross sections and theirdecay branching fractionsdepend crucially
on theirm asses and com position w ith respect to theM SSM case. If the new —ino states
are heavy, their In uence on theM SSM neutralinos is an all. In contrast, if the singlino
m ass scale is low , the production rates can be quite di erent and, since there are m ore
neutralinos, the decay chains of sparticles can be longer. M oreover, if the m ass gaps
between theM SSM and new —inos are very am all, the standard decay m odes are aln ost
shut and radiative transitions between neutralino states with a soft photon may be
dom inant. In such a case the decay chains can be apparently shorter, a feature which
is of relevance for the LHC experin ents.

T he dark m atter phenom enology ofthe USSM was rst studied in [15,16], and m ore
recently in [19]. In [15], the analysiswas perform ed i a scenario w ith a very Iight z °and
considered the case in which the LSP was a very light singlino. T his allowed the authors
to consider the annihilation of dark m atter In the early universe to be dom inated by
schannel Z ° processes, allow ing an analytic solution to the dark m atter relic density to
be obtained. In the filll param eter space of the U SSM , this is jist one possibility, and
indeed such a light 7 ° is heavily disfavored by current data. In [19] the recoil detection
of the dark m atter candidate In the USSM (and other non-m Inim al SUSY m odels) was
considered.

In this paper, we provide an up to date and com prehensive analysis of neutralino
dark m atter in the USSM . W e provide a com plete discussion of the extended gauge,

1T he recent observation ofa positron excessby the PAM ELA collaboration [21]have caused a urry



neutralino, H iggs squark and slepton sectors in the USSM , and using the LanHEP [24]
package, derive all the new Feynm an rules involving these extended sectors. W e rst
provide a com plete qualitative discussion of the new annihilation channels relevant for
the calculation of the cold dark m atter relic density for the neutralino LSP in theUSSM .
W e also discuss the elastic scattering cross section for the neutralino LSP in the USSM ,
Including both spin-independent and spin-dependent parts of the cross sections, relevant
for the direct dark m atter search experin ents. W e then survey the param eter space of
the U SSM , and discuss quantitatively how the nature and com position of the neutralino
LSP can be signi cantly altered com pared to that in theM SSM due to the extra singlino
and bino’ states, for di erent ranges of param eters. T he Feynm an rules are then in ple-
mented Into them icrOM EG A s [25] package in order to calculate the relic density for
the corresponding regions of param eter space. T his provides a filll calculation of the
annihilation channels including co-annihilation and careful treatm ent of resonances as
well as accurately calculating the relic density for an arbitrary adm ixture of states. In
this way we extend the analysis of USSM neutralino dark m atter annihilation beyond
the speci ¢ cases previously studied in the literature. W e also perform an equally gen—
eral calculation of the direct detection cross-sections for USSM dark m atter for elastic
neutralino{nuclei scattering.

Tt is worth em phasizing that the USSM is not a com plte m odel, since from its
de nition it does not include the additional super elds at the TeV scale, charged under
the gauged Abelian symm etry, which are necessarily present in order to cancel the
ferm jonic gauge anom alies involving the U (1)x gauge symm etry. For exam ple, a well
m otivated and elegant solution to the problem of anom aly cancelation is to dentify the
Abelian gauge group as a subgroup of E4 and then cancel the anom alies by assum ing
com plete 27 din ensional representations of m atter down to the TeV scale. W ith the
further requirem ent that the righthanded neutrino carries zero charge under the A belian
gauge group (in order to have a high scale seesaw m echanian ) this then speci es the
theory uniquely as the E¢SSM [26, 27]. However our working assum ption is that the
additionalm atter super elds required to cancel anom alies are heavy com pared to the
Z%mass. The USSM considered in this paper m ay thus be regarded as a low -energy
truncation ofthe E4SSM m odel, w ith other E¢SSM  elds assum ed heavy, and the charge
assignm ents under the extra U (1)y asgiven in [27]and summ arized in Section 2.

D egpite that fact that the USSM m ust be regarded as a truncation of a com plete
m odel, it m akes sense to study the physics and coam ology in the USSM  since it provides
a sim pli ed setting to leam about crucial featuresw hich w illbe relevant to any com plete
m odel nvolving an additionalU (1) gauge group and a singlet. For exam ple, as already
m entioned the neutralino LSP in the USSM m ay have com ponents of the extra gaugino

of gpeculation that the high energy positrons are produced by annihilating dark m atter in the galactic
halo[22]. An altemative explanation is that astrophysical sources could account for the positron excess
—in particular nearby pulsars [23]. It is unclear as yet which of these explanations is correct and as a
result we do not address the PAM ELA results further in this work.



B?and singlino S, in addition to the usualM SSM neutralino states. Naively we m ight
expect that the dark m atter phenom enology of such regions would be sin ilar to that
of singlino dark m atter in the NM SSM . H owever this is not the case. T he inclusion of
the bino’ state, as well as the lack of a cubic interaction term $°, results in a signif-
icant change in the phenom enology. A lso the neutralino m ass gpectrum in the U SSM
isvery di erent from that of the NM SSM as the singlino m ass is detem ined indirectly
by a m niseesaw m echanism involving the bino’ soft m ass param eter M  rather than
through a diagonalm ass term arising from the cubic $3. The lack of a cubic interaction
term also restricts the annihilation m odes of the singlino, m aking it dom inantly reliant
on annihilations involving non-singlet H iggs bosons and higgsinos. A s the USSM has
a di erent H iggs spectrum to the NM SSM , notably In the pseudoscalar H iggs sector,
the H iggs dom nated annihilation channels of the USSM singlino are signi cantly m od—
i ed with respect to the NM SSM singlino. A s H iggs exchange diagram s dom inate the
direct detection phenom enology, the di erence in the H iggs spectrum and the singlino
Interactions results in signi cant di erences in the direct detection predictions as well.
T he ram ainder of the paper is organized as follow s. In section 2 we shallde ne the
Lagrangian of the USSM and discuss the H iggs, Z °, neutralino and sferm jon sectors.
In sections 3 and 4 we shall give an overview of the im portant features of the relic
density calculation and the direct detection calculation, respectively, highlighting the
m ain di erences to theM SSM . In section 5 we present the results of the full num erical
calculations for both the relic density and the direct detection cross—section. Tt w ill be
perform ed In two physically interesting scenarios: (A ) with the M SSM higgsino and
gaugino m ass param eters xed, while them ass of the extra U (1) gaugino taken free (to
com plam ent the collider phenom enology discussed in Ref. [18]); B) with GUTuni ed
gaugino m asses. Section 6 summ arizes and concludes the paper. The m ass m atrix
structure of the extended H iggs scalar sector, and a discussion of the Feynm an rules
Involving the extended neutralino sector in the USSM are given in a pair of appendices.

2 The USSM m odel

Including the extra U (1)x symm etry, the gauge group of themodel isG = SU (3)¢
SU((2), U@y U@y with thecouplingsgs;d;;9y ;9 ,respectively. In addition to the
M SSM super elds, them odel includes a new vector super eld By and a new iso{singlet
H iggs super eld $. The usualM SSM Yukawa term s Wy of the M SSM superpotential
(ie. without the temm ) are augm ented by an additional term that couples the iso{
singlet to the two iso{doublet H iggs elds:

N

Ww=uw,+ $HE,Hy: 1)

The coupling isdim ensionless. G auge invariance of the superpotentjalWA under U (1 )y
requires the U (1) charges to satisfy Qﬁd + Q% + Qf = 0and corresponding relations
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between the U (1)x charges of H ggs and m atter elds. In the follow ing we adopt the
U (1)x charges as in the E4SSM model [27], see Table 1. (For notational convenience
wewillalouse Q; = Qf ,Q, = 0} and Qs = Qf .) Thee ective param eter is
generated by the vacuum expectation value hSi of the scalar S{ ed.

i 0] u® dc L e | N°|S HZ Hl
lg Y 1 2 1 1 1 1
SRR I T I A A M B R
Tap* 1] 12l 2105 2 3

Table1l: TheU (1)y and U (1)x charges ofmatter elds in the USSM ,where Q% and Q7 are
de ned with the correct E ¢ nomm alization factor required for the RG analysis [27].

The USSM particle content, In addition to the M SSM particles, includes a single
extra scalar state, a new Abelian gauge boson and an additional neutral higgsino and
gaugino state. T he chargino sector ram ainsunaltered , w hile the sferm ion scalarpotential
receives additional D <term s.

2.1 The A belian gauge sector

W ith two Abelian gauge factors,U (1)y and U (1)x , the two sectors can m ix through the
coupling of the kinetic parts [28],
1 Z no o o
Loauge = 3 d* WyWy +WyWy +2sh WyWyx ; (2)
whereW y and Wy are the corregponding chiral super elds. T he gauge/gaugino part of
the Lagrangian can be converted back to the canonical form by the GL (2R ) transfor-

m ation from the original super el basis WAY ;WAX to the new oneWAB ;WABo 28,291

WAY 1 tan WAB
A = _ A (3)
Wy 0 1=cos Wgo
T his transform ation altersthe U (1)y U (1) part of the covariant derivative to
D = @ + ixYB + i( gYitan + £ Q¥ B (4)
cos
= @ + i;YB + igoB°; (5)

wherewe introduced thenotation g, = gy ,g° = gy =cos . W ewillalsouseg’= g 3=5
for the Jow -energy (non-G UT norm alized) hypercharge gauge coupling.
W ith the above m ixing m atrix the hypercharge sector of the Standard M odel is left
unaltered, while the e ective U (1)x charge is shifted from its original value Q?f to
0%= 0% Zvitan : ©
9;



A s a result of the kinetic m ixing, new interactions am ong the gauge bosons and m atter
elds are generated even form atter eldsw ith zero U (1)x charge.

In the E¢SSM the two U (1) gauge groups are autom atically orthogonalat the GUT
scale and the RG running e ects give acceptable an allm ixing at the low scale [27, 30]
providing in a natural way the general agream ent between SM analyses and precision
data [31]. Therefore in the rem inder of the paper we w ill sin ply w rite Q ; instead of Q {.

A fterbreaking the electroweak and U (1 )y sym m etries spontaneously due to non { zero
vacuum expectation values of the iso{doublet and the iso{singlet H iggs elds,

. S 0 . cos v _ 1
H,i= p— ; Hyi= p— ; Si= p=vs; (7)
2 Vv 2 0 2
the Z ;7 "m assm atrix takes the form
M 2 2
2
MZZO= é MZZO ’ (8)
where
MZZ = 7g@+g§V2
4
0" S8 4 2
2 _ 9 92 gzvz 0, cod 0, sin
MZ = g% Qfcos + Qjsin®  + gPQivE 9)

W e then diagonalise the m assm atrix to give the m ass eigenstates:

Z Z cos sin Z
' =Dy ., = 2z’ 2z’ . (10)
Z 5 Z SN 770 COS 770 Z

where the resultant m asses and Z 7 °m ixing angle are given by

gq
1
Mig, =5 MZ+Mio @7 MIY+d4 (11)
! rctan 2 (12)
= —a -
22T MZ, M2
2.2 The H iggs sector
In the charged sector it is convenient to introduce the G ;H basis as:
G =H, cos H. sin (13)

H'"=H, sih + H] cos



A fter the gauge sym m etry breaking, two G odstonem odesG  from the originalH , and
H 4 doublets are eaten by W elds leaving two physical charged H ggsbosonsH ,w ith
them ass
P_
2 A 2 gZ
2 2
m? = —v+ =V 4 ; 14
H sn 2 Vs 2 2 ’ ( )

w here the trilinear coupling A is the soft=SU SY breaking counterpart of ,and the one-
Joop corrections are the same as in the M SSM [32]w ith the e ective param eter
given by
Vs
p=:
2
Tn the CP-consarving m odel the CP-even and CP-odd scalar H iggs com ponent elds
do not m ix. The CP-even sector nvolves ReH J, ReH ? and ReS eds. The3 3
m ass m atrix of the CP-even Higgs scalars M 2,_, has been calculated to one-loop in

Refs. [27,33]1n the eld space basish;H ;S . This basis® is rotated by an angle  with
respect to the interaction basis,

0 10 10 1 0 1
B Y cos sn 0 h v cos
2Re@ HOA = C g cos O0AG@ HAL+E ysn A (15)
s 0 0o 1 N Vs

The explicit form of M 2 is given in Appendix A . It can be diagonalized by a 3 3

even

orthogonalm ixing m atrix (O ), ie.

M/ ™9 =0TM2_0 (16)
by going to the m ass eigenstates basis

(Hi;H2;H3)= (h;H N )O (17)

In which, by convention, m ass eigenstates are ordered by mass, my , my
Tt w ill be convenient to introduce a m ixing m atrix 0 °,

i+ 1 °

0 1
cos sin 0
0%= @ g cos 0A O ; (18)
0 0 1

that enters the Feynm an rules. It isa superposition of tw o rotations in egs. (15) and (17)
and links the interaction eigenstates H J;H ?;S directly to the CP-even m ass eigenstates
Hi/HoHs.

’Note that h;H are not theM SSM -lke eigenstates.



The In agihary parts of the neutral com ponents of the H iggs doublets and H iggs
singlet com pose the CP-odd sector of the m odel. Tn the el basis A ;G ;G °de ned by

2mHS = Goos + Acos  @sh )sin
gﬂnHS = Gsn + (A cos Csin ) Cos
2SS = Ash + G°os (19)

the m assless pseudoscalar G ;G ° elds are absorbed to 7 ;7 © after the electrow eak gauge
symm etry breaking. T he physical CP-odd H iggs boson A acquiresm ass

P_
2 A
= — V+  ga (20)
sin 2

m

2
A

where tan = vsih2 =2w and the oneldoop correction g isgiven in Appendix A .

N ote that the H iggs sector of this m odel involves only one physical CP-odd pssu-—
doscalar as in the M SSM , since, unlke the NM SSM , the extra CP-odd state arising
from the singlet is eaten by the Z 0. However, there are three CP-even scalars, onem ore
than in the M SSM , where the extra singlet state arises from the extra singlet as in
the NM SSM . T he characteristic H iggs m ass spectrum in thism odel is govemed by the
valuie of .Foranallvaluesof ,say < g ,theH iggs spectrum resem bles that of the
M SSM , w ith the heaviest CP-even H iggs scalar being predom inantly com posed of the
singlet scalar state, and being approxim ately degenerate w ith the CP-odd pseudoscalar
and the charged H iggs states when their m asses exceed about 500 G €V . In this regin e
the Iightest CP-even H iggs scalar is Standard M odel lke, and respects the M SSM m ass
bound. On the other hand, for large values of , say > G, a viablke Higgs m ass
Soectrum only occurs for a very large CP-odd H iggsm ass, say m » 2 3TeV,wih
the heaviest CP-even H iggs scalar being non-singlet and degenerate w ith the the CP-
odd and charged H iggs states. T he second heaviest H iggs scalar is com prised m ainly
of the singlet state and is thus unobservable, while the Iightest CP-even H iggs scalar is
Standard M odel Iike but m ay signi cantly exceed the M SSM bound. For m ore details
conceming the H iggs sector see [27].

2.3 The neutralino sector

T he Lagrangian of the neutralino system follow s from the superpotentialin Eq.(1),com —
plem ented by thegaugino SU (2);, ,U (1)y and U (1)x m assterm softhe soft{supersym m etry
breaking electrow eak Lagrangian:

m ass

. 1 1 1
1,93ugho 5M ZW a2 5M YY’Y’ 5M X XX My x ¥YX + hee (21)

wheretheW @ (a= 1;2;3),Y and X are the (two{com ponent) SU (2), ,U (1)y and U (1)x
gaugino elds,andM ; (i= 2;X ;Y ;Y X ) are the corresponding soft=SU SY breakingm ass



param eters. A fter perform ing the transform ation ofgauge super elds to the gaugeboson
elgenstate basis, Eq.(3), the Lagrangian takes the form

. 1 1 1
pgeugie SM o Ay 2 SMAEB oM BBY MgBB+ hx:; (22)
where
M 2 sin M
M - Myy + My tan® ; My X My tan (23)
cos’ cos’ cos

and we introduce the conventional notation for the U (1) bino mass M ; My . In
parallel to the gauge kinetic m ixing discussed in Sect2.1l, the A belian gaugino m ixing
m ass param eter M vy x  is assum ed sm all com pared w ith the m ass scales of the gaugino
and higgsino elds.

N otice that the gauge kinetic term m ixing (and the corresponding soft=SU SY break-
ing m ass) can be a source of m ass splitting between the B and B gaugios in m odels
with universal gaugihomassesM y = M y . Sihce them ixing angle must be sn all, as
required by data [31], the splitting is very small. The splitting could be enhanced if
additionalU (1) gauge factors in the hidden sector were present thatm ix via the kinetic
term w ith the visible sector® In our phenom enological analyses, therefore, we w ill con—
sider two scenarios: (A ) with M f taken as a free param eter, independent from M ; ; and
(B)with M { tight toM ; and M , by a uni cation of gaugino m asses at the GUT scale.

A fter breaking the electroweak and U (1)x symm etries soontaneously the doublet
higgsino mass and the doublet higgsino{singlet higgsino m ixing param eters are
generated

Vg v
= and = (24)
2 2
The USSM neutral gaugiho{higgsino m ass m atrix in a basis of two{com ponent spinor
elds B ;w2 5H H ;5B can be written in the follow ing block m atrix form
0 1
M, 0 My C sy My, s sy 0 M %
% 0 M, M, C oy M, s G 0 0
% M, C sy Mg cagy 0 s  Qig%vc
M~°:E M, s sy M, s G 0 c ng(fvsg(25)
'
E 0 0 S c 0 ngfvs A
M g 0 Q1gjve Q.g7vs Qs97vs M

3Sice the elds in the hidden sector are generally considered to be heavy enough and the hidden-
visble m ixing is expected to be an all, their e ect on the visble gauge sector can be negligble. N ever—
theless, the m ass of the A belian gaugino in the visible sector can obtain a substantial contribution, as
advocated in [34].



where theupperleft 4 4 isthe neutralgaugino{higgsinom assm atrix of theM SSM , the
owerright 2 2 corresponds to the new sector containing the singlet higgsino (singlino)
and the new U (1){gaugino B that is orthogonal to the bino B, and o -diagonal4 2
describes the coupling of the two sectors via the neutralino m ass m atrix (s sin ,
C cos ,and g ;o are the sine and cosine of the electroweak m ixing angle ).
N otice the seesaw type structure of the new sector due to the absence of a diagonal
m ass param eter for the singlino $, which is in direct contrast to the NM SSM in which
the cubic self-interaction generates a singlet m ass term [10]. For the sam e reason, in the
USSM the Iightest neutralino can never be bino’~dom inated.

In general, the neutralino mass matrix M .o is a com plex symm etric m atrix. To
transform thism atrix to the diagonalform ,we Introduce a unitary 6 6 matrix N such
that

~ = Ny (B W 2 H g H ;S B0) ; (26)

w here the physical neutralino states ~E k= 1;::;6]are ordered according to ascending
absolute m ass values. T he eigenvalues of the above m atrix can be of both signs; the
negative signs are incorporated to them ixingm atrix N . M athem atically, this procedure
of transform ing a general com plex symm etric m atrix to the diagonal form with non-
negative diagonal elem ents is called the Takagi diagonalization, or the singular value
decom position [18, 35]. Physically, the unitary m atrix N determn ines the couplings of
the m ass{eigenstates ~ to other particls.

A Ithough the com plexity ofneutralino sector increases dram atically by this extension
as com pared to the M SSM (which can be solved analytically), the structure rem ains
transparent since, in fact, the originalM SSM and the new degrees of freedom are coupled
weakly. M ¢ must be an allby the requirem ent that them ixing of the U (1)y and U (1)y
sectors satisfy experim ental I1im its. T he rem aining o -diagonal term s are suppressed
w ith respect to the corresponding block diagonal term s by a factor of v=vg . Since vg
sets the m ass of the Z 9, this results in vs being roughly an order of m agnitude greater
than v. Therefore in physically interesting case of weak couplings of both the M SSM
higgsino doublets to the singlet higgsino and to the U (1 )y gaugino, and the coupling
oftheU (1)y and U (1)y gaugino singlets, the ram aining term s in the o -diagonald 2
subm atrix in Eq.(25) are an all. T hen, an approxim ate analytical solution can be found
follow ing a two-step diagonalization procedure given in Ref. [18]. In the st step the
4 4MSSM submatrix M 4 and thenew 2 2 singlino{U (1x gaugino subm atrix M ,
are ssparately diagonalised. In the second step a block{diagonalization rem oves the
non{zero o {diagonalblocks while leaving the diagonal blocks approxin ately diagonal
up to second order, due to the weak coupling of the two subsystem s.
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24 The sferm ion sector

As explained in the Introduction, we assum e the exotic squarks to be substantially
heavier than theM SSM elds. H owever the structure of theM SSM squarksgetsm odi ed
by the presence of extra U (1)x . Both the squarks and sleptons are im portant to our
analysis and so we brie v describe the new ingredients in the sferm ion m ass m atrix

(neglecting the possibility of avor and CP violation)
[
mZ+mi+ o me@:  (tan )N

M2 = (27)

£ meAs (can )%%) mi+mi+ o
wherem .. ,m . are the sferm ion soft-supersym m etry breaking param eters for the quark
and Jpton doublets F = Q;L and singlets £ = U%;D%,E° and A is the trilinear
coupling,whilem ¢ isthe corresponding ferm ion m ass and the D -term s receive add itional
U(l)y tems

=M cos2 (I es, )+ %giZQf v’ Qo8 + Q,sin® + QsVi (28)

w here If3 and er are the weak isospin and electric charge and the U (1)x chargesQ . are
for the keft elds. Explicitly, we have for squarks

o= MZoos2 & 22+ 2ol Y@sh® + 3cof )+ 5]

« = MZoos2 28 + Lg?l ¥@2sn® + 3cod )+ 52]

s = MZoos2 ((1+1)+ 2g?l ¢@sn® + 3cod )+ 5]

s = MZoos2 (is2)+ 2g? ¥@sn® +3cof )+ 57 (29)

and for sleptons

.= MZoos2 ()+ 297l ¥@sh® + 3cod )+ 5]

e = MZoos2 ( 2+ &)+ &gl ¢@si® + 3cod )+ 5]

e = MZoos2 ( §)+ &g’ ¥@sih® + 3cod )+ 5%) (30)

Note that here g} is the GUT nom alized U (1)y gauge coupling analogous to the GUT
nom alized hypercharge gauge coupling g; in theM SSM .

The diagonal form of the sferm jon m ass m atrix is obtained, as usual, by a 2x2
rotation in the LR plane

2diag _ 1Ty 2
M T =U_M Ug (31)
and the m ass eigenstates are de ned according to

£ = U’ fr (32)

£ £

w ith the convention thatm £ me .
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3 Calculating the relic density

T he calculation of the neutralino LSP relic density in theM SSM iswellknown [1,2]and
hasbeen w dely studied in the generalM SSM [36]and the constrained M SSM  [37]. The
calculation of the relic density in the NM SSM has also been extensively studied [38].
The di erences between the M SSM relic density calculation and the USSM calculation
arise through the extension of the particle spectrum and through the new interactions
that are introduced . W e have In plem ented allnew interactions into the micrOMEGAS [25]
code using LanHep[24 ] to generate the feynm an rules. MicrOMEGAs takes full account of
all annihilation and coanniilation processes and calculates their e ect whenever they
are relevant. N evetheless, from the form of these alterationswe would like tom ake som e
general obsarvations before we go on to consider the details of the calculations.

The USSM extends the neutralino sector by adding two new states to the spectrum :
the bino’ and singlino com ponents. This results In two extra neutralinos. However
for the relic density calculation we are only interested in the lightest neutralinos, so
the prim ary e ect w ill be through the m agnitude of the singlino and bino’ com ponents
In the lightest neutralino. In what follows we will be Interested in the scenarios in
which the lightest neutralino has a signi cant singlino com ponent and a sn all but non—
zero bino’ com ponent. Therefore it is inform ative to consider the general form of the
Interactions that arise from the singlino and bino’ com ponents of the lightest neutralino
before considering speci ¢ diagram s.

T he bino’ com ponent is always subdom inant to the singlino com ponent due to the
seesaw structure of theextra 2 25=B"0 sector of the neutralino m assm atrix in Eq. 25.
T he form of the interactions that arise from the inclusion of the bino’ com ponent closely
m irror those of the bino com ponent, except for the di erent coupling constant and
charges under the new U (1)x .

T he singlino com ponent is anotherm atter. Tt gives rise to a new type of neutralino
interaction from the $H,H, tem i the superpotential that w ill be seen to dom inate
the annihilation processes of neutralinosw ith signi cant singlino com ponents. T his term
m eans that if the lightest neutralino has signi cant singlino and higgsino com ponents
then it will couple strongly to H iggs bosons with a signi cant H , or H 4 com ponent,
usually the lghter H iggs bosons, H, and A In the spectrum . M oreover, the absence
of the sihglet cubic term $°, in contrast the the NM SSM , in plies that the sihglino-
dom inated LSP neads an adm ixture of M SSM higgsinos to annihilate to H iggs bosons.

On the other hand, the singlino com ponent does not interact with the SU (2) or
U (1)y gauginos. Therefore a signi cant singlino com ponent in the Iightest neutralino
w ill suppress annihilations to W or Z; bosons.

F inally, there isno coupling of the singlino com ponent to farm jons. Thusa signi cant
singlino com ponent in the Iightest neutralino w illalso suppress annihilation to ferm ions.

H aving noted these general featureswe w illnow consider the soeci ¢ behavior of the
di erent annihilation diagram s.

12



3.1 t—channeldiagram s

G auge boson nal states

~1 Z1p ~1 W

Figure 1: T he tchannelannihilbtion processes for a neutralino to nalstates containing
gauge bosons.

Fig.1 show s the tchanneldiagram s available for annihilation of neutralinos to gauge
bosons. The ~~7; vertex isgiven in Eq. (B .1). Note that the coupling of neutralinos
to the Z com ponent of the %, state is precisely that of theM SSM ~{ ~JZ coupling. As
the 72 com ponent dom inates the 7, state, a singlino dom inated LSP w ill not annihilate
strongly to Z; bosons.

In contrast there is a strong coupling from the M SSM -higgsino com ponents as well
as the singlino com ponent to the Z % com ponent of the Z; state. Notice also that the
M SSM -higgsino com ponents of the LLSP enter w ith the sam e sign in the coupling to
the Z %, unlke in the coupling to the Z , where they tend to cancel each other. A s the
7, boson is dom fnantly z° any LSP with a non—zero higgsino or singlino fraction will
annihilate to Z, bosonswhen such a nalstate is kinem atically allowed . U nfortunately
the Z, is required to be heavy by expermm ental lin its, so anniilation of the lightest
neutralinos to nal states involving one 7, is hard to achieve and annihilation to two
Z , bosons is In possible.

The second diagram of Fig. 1 show s the tchannel annihilation to W nal states.
Egs. (B 2) and (B 3) give the relevant coupling and show that the singlino and bino’
com ponents do not couple to the w ino com ponent of charginos or to the W  bosons.
Thism eans thata Jarge singlino orbino’ com ponent in the LSP w ill suppress annihilation
toW Dbosons n the nalstate.

Higgsboson nalstates

Fig. 2 shows the available tchannel processes for the annihilation of neutralinos
to nal state H iggs bosons. Due to the $H, Hy tarm 1 the superpotential and the
D -term s there are signi cant di erences between these diagram s in the USSM and the
M SSM .The ~J~JH ; vertex given in Eq. (B 6) is the relevant vertex in this rstdiagram .

13



~? Hj ~2 A ~? H*

~? H; ~ A ~2 H
Figure 2: T he tchannel annihilation processes for a neutralino to nal states involing
scalar H iggs bosons, pseudoscalar H iggs bosons or charged H iggs bosons respectively.

First note that the bino’ com ponent of one neutralino couples w ith the higgsino
com ponent of the other and the H , 4 com ponent of the nal state H ggs boson In the
sam e way as the equivalent coupling of the bino or w ino com ponents. Tn addition there
is an extra term which couples the bino’ com ponent of one neutralino to the singlino
com ponent of the other and to the singlet com ponent of the H iggs boson in the nal
state. T hism eans that if the lightest neutralino isdom nantly singlino, it willanniilate
to nalstate H ggsbosonsw ith a signi cant singlet com ponent through the exchange of
a neutralino w ith a signi cant bino’ com ponent in the t-<channel. Unfortunately these
processes are disfavored for the sam e reason as annihilation to nal states containing a
Z,.The Higgsboson with a signi cant singlet com ponent w ill have a m ass com parable
to the Z, boson and thus a nal state with two such H iggs bosons w i1l be in possible
and even one w ill often be kinem atically ruled out.

O fm ore Interest is the term in this vertex that couples a singlino com ponent of one
neutralino to a higgsino com ponent of the other neutralino and the H , 5 com ponents of
the H ggsboson w ith a strength . If the Iightest neutralino isdom inantly singlino then
two LSPs can exchange a dom inantly higgsino neutralino in the t<channel to produce
two Higgs bosons In the nal state. This is a channel that is always present if the
TIightest neutralinos are heavy enough to produce two light H iggs bosons in the nal
state. O bviously, if both H; and H , are lIighter than the lightest neutralino then there
w ill be m ore available channels. A s the singlino couples predom inantly to H iggs states,
this channel provides the strongest annihilation m echanisn for a neutralino w ith a large
singlino com ponent. This am plitude w ill be m axin ised for three degenerate m ixed
state neutralinos w ith strong higgsino and singlino com ponents that are heavier in m ass
than the Iightest two H iggs states. T he addition of this vertex also allow s for a new
annihilation process for a dom inantly higgsino neutralino through the exchange of a
t—channel neutralino w ith a substantial singlino com ponent.

The m ddle diagram of Fig. 2 shows the annihilation to nal state pseudoscalar
H iggs bosons. The relevant vertex is given in Eq. (B.10). The rst line gives the
fam iliar M SSM vertex for the coupling of a B" or W com ponent of a neutralino to a
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higgsino com ponent and a pssudoscalar H iggs. T his ism odi ed by an overall factor of
cos which determ ines them agnitude of theM SSM —lke com ponents of the pseudoscalar
H iggs over the singlet contribution. A s sin voos =¥, the suppression from cos
is an all. This is the sam e as saying that the pseudoscalar H iggs generally only has a
very an all singlet com ponent. T he analogue of the W' ; B® Interaction term s appears for
the bino’. The bino’ com ponent also couples to the singlino com ponent of the second
neutralino and the singlet com ponent of the nalstate pseudoscalar H iggs. T his term is
sin  suppressed due to the am all singlet com ponent of the A bosons in the nal state.
T hese interactions determ ine the strength of the annihilation of a dom inantly gaugino
LSP to pseudoscalar H iggs bosons through the exchange of a dom inantly higgsino (or
singlino) neutralino.

M ore Interesting contributions com e from the $H,H, tem 1n the superpotential.
These provide a A H'\H'y coupling, albeit suppressed by a factorofsin . Such a coupling
does not appear In theM SSM . There is also a temm that couples A SH', 4 w ith no sin
suppression. O nce again this produces a strong annihilation channel for a neutralino
w ith a substantial singlino com ponent through t-channel neutralino exchange where the
neutralino exchanged in the t-channelm ust have a signi cant higgsino com ponent. This
is the analogue of the process we discussed In som e detail for the scalar Higgs nal
states and w 111, kinem atics allow ing, give a strong annihilation channel for a dom inantly
singlino neutralino as long as there isa light neutralino in the spectrum w ith a substantial
higgsino com ponent to be exchanged in the t-channel.

The naldiagram of Fiy. 2 show s annihilation to charged H iggs boson nal states.
T he relevant vertex is given in Eq. (B .14). The vertex Includes a BY interaction that
parallels the fam iliar B and W interactions to the higgsino com ponent of the chargino
and a charged H iggs boson. There is also a term that arises from the §I—ful-fd super-
potential term . T his allow s for a neutralino w ith a substantial singlino com ponent to
annihilate to charged H iggs bosons via t-channel chargino exchange as long as there are
Iight charginos w ith a signi cant higgsino com ponent and the nal state charged H iggs
bosons are kinam atically allowed. In contrast to the previous two diagram s, this one
doesnot add an extra annihilation channel for a dom nantly higgsino neutralino. In the

rst two diagram s there is the new possibility in which a dom inantly singlino neutralino
is exchanged in the tchannel. In the third diagram there is no such process as there is
no singlino com ponent in the charginos.

From an analysis of the processes w ith H iggs bosons In the nal state we see that
there will be a strong annihilation cross-section for a neutralino w ith a large singlino
com ponent to light H iggs bosons if there is a Iight neutralino w ith a substantial higgsino
com ponent in the spectrum and the H iggs boson nal states are kinem atically allowed.
W e also note that the S H ,H 4 allow s for new couplings betw een neutralinos and H iggs
bosons that w ill alter the annihilation of dom inantly higgsino neutralinos w ith respect
to their behavior In the M SSM .
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Figure 3: The tchannel annihilhtion process for neutralinos to ferm ions.

M ixed boson nalstates

It is quite possible to have an unm atched pair of bosons in the nal state of a
channel annihilation diagram . W e do not need to go through the details of all possble
diagram s. Instead we just note that a neutralino w ith a signi cant singlino com ponent
w illdom inantly annihilate to nalstatesm ade up of H iggs bosons. T he strength of such
channels w ill depend upon the size of the singlino com ponent in the Iightest neutralino,
them ass of the neutralinosw ith substantial higgsino com ponents that w illbe exchanged
n the tchannel, and them ass of the nalstate H iggs bosons.

Fermm lon nalstates

F inally we consider the tchannelannihilation diagram to nalstate ferm ions through
the diagram given In Fig. 3. The squark vertices are given in Egs. (B .18) and (B .19).
T he couplings of the bino and w ino com ponents of the neutralino are the sam e as in the
M SSM .Note that there is an extra coupling of the bino’ com ponent of the neutralino to
the squark-quark pair that is of the sam e order of m agnitude as for the B'. A s the bino’
isonly ever a subdom inant com ponent of the lightest neutralino, and as the annihilation
to ferm ions is relatively weak in the rst place, we can expect that interactions of this
form w ill have little in pact on the annihilation cross-section. H owever, if the lightest
neutralino is too light to annihilate to nalstate H iggs bosons, this channel w i1l rem ain
open and can dom inate though itw ill give a relic density well in excess of that m easured
by WMAP.

3.2 s<channeldiagram s

Fig. 4 shows the possible schannel processes available for the annihilation of a pair
of neutralinos. The st diagram show s the annihilation through and interm ediate 7 ;
gauge boson. The relevant coupling of two neutralinos to a Z; is given n Eg. (B .1).
A s before we note that the singlino com ponent of the neutralino only couples to the
7 % com ponent of the Z; gauge boson. This m eans that if the Iightest neutralino has
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Figure 4: The annihilhtion processes for a neutralino through s<channel H iggs and 7 ;
losons, where we do not specify the precise particles in the nal state.

0
1

a signi cant singlino com ponent, then annihilations through an schannel Z; will be
suppressed as the 7 % com ponent of the Z; is required to be very snall. On the other
hand, theZ, hasa large Z ° com ponent. T herefore a lightest neutralino w ith a substantial
singlino com ponent w ill annihilate through an schannelZ,.

The second diagram show s the annihilation of neutralinos through an s<hannel
scalar or pseudoscalar H iggs boson. T he relevant couplings are given in Eg. (B .6) and
Eqg. (B 10) respectively. Consider st the case In which the schannel H iggs boson is
dom inantly com posad of the singlet H iggs. Since the bino or w ino com ponents of the
Tightest neutralino only couple to the non-singlet H iggs com ponents of the schannel
H iggs a light neutralino that is dom inantly wino or bino w ill not annihilate strongly
through a dom inantly singlet H iggs. However there is a coupling of the singlet com —
ponent of the H iggs boson to the higgsino com ponents of the lightest neutralino. This
provides a strong channel when on-resonance for annihilation of a Iight neutralino w ith
a large higgsino com ponent. There is also a strong coupling if the lightest neutralino
has signi cant bino’ and singlino com ponents. T hus we expect a Iight neutralino w ith
strong m ixing betw een higgsino, singlino and bino’ term s to annihilate strongly through
schannel heavy H iggs exchange w here the heavy higgs has a large singlet H iggs com po-—
nent.

If the schannel H iggs boson does not have a large singlet H iggs com ponent then the
story is som ew hat di erent. In this case the light neutralino neads to have a signi cant
higgsino fraction along w ith a substantial contribution from one of the othernon-higgsino
states. T his situation ism irrored in the case of the pseudoscalar H iggs.

From this we see that we have a new annihilation channel for neutralinos w ith a
signi canthiggsino fraction through a dom inantly singlet H iggs in the schannel. W ealso
see that a light neutralino w ith a substantial singlino-higgsino m xture w ill annihilate
strongly through the whole range of schannel H iggs exchange processes.

17



3.3 Coannihilation

A swellas the annihilation of two dentical neutralinos, it is often the case that coannhi-
lation between the LSP and the NLSP (and som etin es even heavier states) can be
In portant. This process is nom ally im portant for a dom inantly M SSM -higgsino or
w ino neutralino LSP. In these situations there is an autom atic near degeneracy in the
m ass of the lightest neutralino w ith the m ass of the lightest chargino and, in the case
of the higgsinos, also w ith the next+to-lightest neutralino. A dom inantly singlino LSP
does not have an autom atic degeneracy w ith other states. H owever, it is possible for a
singlino neutralino to be exactly degenerate w ith other states —som ething that doesnot
happen in the M SSM due to the signs of the tem s in the neutralino m ixing m atrix. In
these cases we would expect the e ect of coannihilation to be in portant.

T herefore w e expect coannihilation processes to only be signi cant in regions of the
param eter space where we m ove from one type of LSP to another as this indicates a
degeneracy in them ass of the LSP and NLSP.W e also expect to see the standard large
coannihilation contributions for a predom nantly M SSM -like higgsino LSP or predom i-
nantly wino LSP.

4  E lastic scattering of neutralinos from nuclei

T hedirect cold dark m atter search experim ents, such asDAM A /LIBRA ,CDM S,ZEPLIN,
EDELW EISS,CRESST ,XENON ,W ARP [39], ain at detecting dark m atter particles
through their elastic scattering w ith nuclei. T his is com plam entary to indirect detection

e orts,such asGLAST ,EGRET ,H E SS. [40], which attem pt to cbsarve the anniila—
tion products of dark m atter particles trapped in celestial bodies.

Since we assum e the LSP to be the lightest neutralino e}, we consider the elastic
scattering of the lightest neutralino from nuclei. T he elastic scattering is m ediated by
the tchannel Z; and H iggs H ¢ exchange, as well as the s-channel squark a@; exchange,
as depicted In Fig5 for ~§ g scattering. T here are also im portant contributions from
Interactions of neutralinos w ith gluons at one loop [42, 43].

0 0 50 50

Xl Xl Xl Xl

Z 12

/\} q q
q q

Figure 5: D jagram s contributing to the lightest neutralino scattering from a quark.
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T he extended particle content and new couplings present in the USSM m odel have
also a direct e ect on the elastic cross section calculations, as discussed in the previous
chapter.

T he elastic cross section for neutralino scattering from a nucleus can be broken into
a spin-independent (SI) and a spin-dependent (SD ) part,

= +

.
ST sp [/

(33)

each of which can be expressed In tem s of the elastic scattering of neutralino from
Individual nucleons in the nuclei. In the lin it of zero-m om entum transfer they can be
w ritten as [41]

4m ?
= Zf,+ A Z)ET; (34)

SI
32In§ 2 2
s = GZaw+1) % (35)

where Z and A are atom ic number and m ass of the nuclkus, J is the total nucleus

angularm om entum and m , is the reduced neutralinonucleusm ass. N ote that the spin—

Independent part bene ts from coherent e ect of the scalar couplings, which leads to

cross section and rates proportional to the square of the atom icm ass of the target nuclei.
T he spin-dependent quantity is given by

" #
1 - X A, X A, .
n=— bS,i p—— D+ 1IS,1i = . (36)
J . 2Gy uae 2Gr
g=ugdjs g=und;s

where hS,i and hS, 1 are the expectation values of the spin content of the proton and
neutron group In thenuckus, while fand | arethequark spin content of the proton
and neutron, respectively.

For the spin-independent part, the e ective couplings ofthe LSP neutralino to proton

and neutron f, and £, arem ore com plicated. In the Iin it of m -0 Mmgandmg, Mgy,
which we will Jater con ne to, they sim plify and can be approxin ated as:
X X
fom = f£Pm E + 3 £Ppm E (37)
mpn femg 27 Te mg

g=ud;s = cibit

The rsttem n Eq.(37) corresponds to nteractionsw ith the quarks in the target nuclei,
w hile the second term corresponds to interactions w ith the gluons in the target through
a quark/squark loop diagram , and
X
£27 = 1 £57 : (38)
g=ud;s
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F inally, the e ective Lagrangian for elastic scattering of neutralinos from quarks in the
non—relativistic lim it can be w ritten asa sum ofaxialwvector (spin-dependent) and scalar
(spih-independent) term s:

Le =Aq(1 5 1)@ 59+ Bg(1 1)@ (39)

The e ective couplings A 4 and B4 are given by:

2 X BL 4 BR
9z q q Gr 2 2 3
Ag= — > > P= N3] NiaJ I
161:1,-2m% m., my) 2
o
411112 Q1 NiT+ Qo NuTF+0:N1sF Qg + Qg) (40)
ZO
o g_gx Re(BéLBj'IR )
7 g m 2 m m, )2
=12 @ o q

3
h, £ Re(Gy)+ Re(G)+ ReGY) 09 forg=d;s;b

2y5k:1 mik 0y, Porg= ujcit

In this expressions we have neglected a smallZ Z “m ixing.

The st temm s In both e ective couplings com e from squark exchange diagram s.
T he neutralino-squark-quark couplings B ;B4 are given in Appendix B.As seen in
Egs. (B 20B 21), they receive a contribution form the bino’ com ponent N 4.

The second and the third tem s in (40) com e from the Z and Z° exchanges, re-
Spoectively, where the latter contains a term due to the singlino com ponent, N ;5. The
second termm in the form factor B ; receives contributions from three scalar H iggs boson
exchanges. Each containsan M SSM -like term , G, ,aswellasthenew tem sG{ and G2,
(k= 1;2;3)

G = @M, % N;;)N,05 Nis09)
G, = p2@?N16(Q1ngofk+QzN14OSk+QSN1502k>
G]EO = 2 |N15(N13ng+Nl4ng)+ N13N140§k] (42)

The G| piece is generated by the g)B(H:H ; + S'S) couplings from the extra U (1)x
D -term s, while theG]ijsjndueed by the H';(SH j+ H3S) couplings (here we follow the
conventions and notations of R ef. [44 ], properly extended to the USSM m odel [45]).

5 Results

Now that we have Introduced the m odel we m ove on to study the details of the dark
m atter phenom enology w ithin the USSM param eter space.
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5.1 De ning a param eter range

Before we study the phenom enology we need to de ne the param eter range we are
Interested in. The USSM extends the number of firee param eters over those In the
M SSM by the set:

MY;g; ;A jVs:
T hese param eters are constrained by a num ber of di erent factors.

We xg?= g, aswewish tomaintain gauge coupling uni cation and the two U (1)
gauge couplings run w ith dentical RG Es.

Theparam etersvs; ;A appear in the determ ination of particle m asses. T herefore
we determm ine these by setting the corresponding m asses. First ofall, we w ish to keep vg
Jow to m axim ise the region of param eter space in which there is a light singlino/bino’
LSP.IfM ? = 0 then there are two degenerate singlino/bino’ neutralinos w ith a m ass
0%¢%s . However, we do not have the freedom to set vs arbitrarily low since from
Egs. (9) we see that ow vs would require a light Z, mass and a large Z -2 ° m ixing
incom patible w ith the LEP and Tevatron lin its. A dopting

m,=glvg = 1200 GeV; (43)

together with assimed tan = 5,givesM,, = 949 GeV and singzo = 3 10 ? which is
consistent w ith current constraints. W e use this to set the m agnitude of the vq in all
that follow s.
W ith vs set, our choice of will set the size of through the relation
Vs
= p=: (44)
2
Note that is a coupling and so cannot be too lJarge. An upper Iimit on < 0:7 at
a given value of vs results in a corresponding m aximum valie on , and consequently
< Mggo. Asaresult, m o < myos will aways be satis ed which has in portant
In plications for the available dark m atter annihilation channels. It also justi es our
earlier clain that there will always be light chargihos and higgsinos In the spectrum if
the Z %m ass is Iow .

W e set the size of A by setting the m ass of the pseudoscalar H iggs. From Eq. (20)
we see that once the VeV of S and have been set, them ass ofm , only degpends upon
tan and A . Aswe are keeping tan xed, we can use A to set the psuedoscalar
H iggsm ass.

The fam iliar M SSM param eters are also relevant to the details of both the relic
density calculation and the direct detection phenom enology. T he m ost in portant pa-
ram eters are those that appear in the neutralinom assm atrix -M ; and M ,. W e keep the
ratioM ; :M, = 1 :2 for sim plicity, but there are asm any ways to break this relation
In theUSSM asin theM SSM .
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Finally we must set M . Tn what ollows we take M ? as a free variable and scan
over a range of values. In our st study we take M f to be independent of the other
gaugino m asses, as In the study of R ef. [18]w here the collider phenom enology has been
discussed. This will com plem ent Ref. [18] with the dark m atter calculations. On the
other hand, it is also Interesting to consider a scenarico in which soft SUSY breaking
gaugino m asses are uni ed, namely M ; :M} :M, = 1 :1 :2 and we do this in our
second scenardo. This allow s us to organize our studies In the follow Ing way:

scenario A : M arbitrary ;
scenario B: uni ed gaugnomassesM) = M | = M ,=2 .

To calculate the relic density we need to set the rest of the particle spectrum . To do
thiswe x thepsesudoscalarH iggsmassm , = 500 G &V and for sferm ion m asses we take
acommonmass ofM g ;41 = 800 GEV,and a comm on trilinear coupling A = 1 TeV,
w hile the gluino m ass is determ ined assum ing uni ed gauginom assesat theGUT scale.
W e have set the squarks and sleptons to be heavy as this allow s for a clearer analysis of
the annihilation properties of the neutralinos.

For thedirect dark m atter searches, there are large uncertainties in the spin-dependent
and spin-independent elastic cross section calculations due to the poor know ledge of the
quark spin content of the nucleon and quark m asses and hadronic m atrix elem ents.
T hese uncertainties have recently been discussed in Ref. [46], from where we calculate
the central values of £17':

fF = 0:027; pr = 0:039; pr = 036

Tu d s

£2 = 00216; £ - 0049; £ = 036 (45)
and g;“
P = +084; P= 043; P= 009
a= 0#43; = +0384; .= 009 (46)

5.2 Scenario A :M { arbitrary

Tn this scenario we take M 10 as an arbitrary param eter w ith theM SSM gaugino param —
eters xedat = 300G&V,M ;=M ,=2= 750G ¢&V.

521 M ass spectrum

W ith these param eters we calculate the resulting m ass spectrum at a given value ofM 2.
Themass spectrum forM = 0 GeV is shown in Fig. 6. In the H iggs sector we have
a light Higgs at 127 G &V, a heavier scalar, psesudoscalar and charged H iggses around
500 G &V and a dom inantly singlet H iggs at 949 G €V . Sferm ions are located between 750
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Param eter | Value

M, 750 GV

M, 1500 Gev
300 Gev

M0 020 Tev

nSi 260761 Gev
0.163

A 160 G&v

Table 2: T he param eters taken for the neutralino sector n thescan with = 300G &V,
my=500Ge&V,tan = 5.
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Figure 6: Them ass spectrum forM /= 0 GeV

to 950 G eV . T he chargino sector consists of a higgsino-ike chargino around 300 G &V
and a wino-lke chargino at 1500 G €V . Since the m ixing between the M SSM -lke and
the bino’/singlino at M 10 = 0 G &V isnum erically am all, the spectrum of neutralinos can
qualitatively be understood by separately diagonalizing the 4x4 and 2x2 neutralino m ass
sub-m atrices. T hus to a good approxin ation we have (according to ascending (absolute)
m asses orM Y= 0G eV ) a pair of nearly degenerate, m axin ally m ixed M SSM higgsinos
at 300 G&V ( rst two states),an M SSM bino at 750 G &V (the third), a pair of nearly
degenerate, m axin ally m ixed singlino/bino’ neutralinos at 949 G &V (the fourth and the
fth) and an M SSM wino at 1500 G €V (the sixth state).

To understand the change of neutralino m asses and of their com position asa fiinction

ofM [ it is instructive the ollow their analytic evolution asM ! is tumed on. T he see-saw
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Figure 7: The neutralino m ass spectrum for varying M 10, for the param eter choices in
@bk. 2. The right panel is a m agni &d part of the kft one.

structure of the 2x2 singlino/bino’ subm atrix forces the two nearly degenerate, m ixed
singlino/bino’ states to m ove apart: the lighter one (the fourth) gets lighter, and the
m ass of the other (the fth one) heavier as M 10 Increases. The M SSM -like states do
not evole much, unless the m ass of one of the new states com es close to one of the
M SSM , where a strong m ixing m ay occur. For the m ixing to be In portant not only
the (absolute) m asses must com e close, but also the m asseigenstates m ust belong to
eigenvalues of the sam e sign. It is obvious from the seesaw structure that the heavier
singlino/bino’ state (the fth one) belongs to the positive and the lighter (the fourth) to
the one negative eigenvalue. Sin ilarly the lighter of the two nearly degenerate M SSM
higgsinos (the rst state) belongs to the positive, and the other (the second) to negative
eigenvalue.

AsM 10 Increases the (absolute) m ass of the fourth state gets closer to the third,
how ever they do notm ix since they belong to eigenvalues of opposite sign. In left panel
of Fig. 7 the lines representing these two states pass each otheratM [ 450G eV .The
bino, which is the third state according to the m ass ordering below 450 G €V , becom es
the fourth one when M ? passes 450 G &V . O n the other hand when M ? approaches 900
G &V and themass of the fth state gets close to the sixth one, strong m ixing occurs
between these states { the two lines representing these states in Fig. 7 "repel" each
other. The heaviest neutralino am oothly changes its character from the M SSM w ino
to the singlino/bino’ when M ? passes the crossover zone near 900 G €V . Even m ore
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interesting feature occurs when M ! approaches 2500 G &V, as illustrated in the right
panelof Fig. 7 { a m agni ed part of the left panel. T he singlino/bino’ state belonging
to the negative eigenvalie (which is now the third state according to m ass ordering)
m ixes strongly with the second one. It does not m ix with the st one sihce these
states belong to elgenvalues of opposite sign. A s a result of the m ixing the m ass of the
second state is pushed down and below the lightest one forM [ above 26 TeV . Thus
the LSP discontinuously changes its character from being m ainly higgsino to mainly
singlino/bino’ when M f passes the crossover zone near 2.6 TeV . For higher M 10 values
the LSP becom es dom inantly singlino. T his behavior w ill be In portant to understand
discontinuities in plots to follow .

5.2.2 Relic density
107 g
10t g

10°F

Qepuh?

1071 F

1073 T T T T T T T 1
0 5 10 15 20

M{(TeV)

Figure 8: T he relic density across varyingM Y, for = 300 GeV,m, = 500 GeV and
tan = 5. The red lines show the 2 measurementof the cpw h? by WMAP-5. The
green line show s the approxim ate M SSM  higgsino relic density for = 300 G&V.

Having set the masses, we vary M { and calculate the relic density. The resulting
values for the relic density are plotted In F ig. 8. Before dealing w ith the speci ¢ channels
that give rise to the di erent features, we m ake som e general points. Firstly, as =
300 GeV and mp g 4 500 G eV it is never possible for a pair of neutralinos to
annihilate to a pair of pseudoscalar H iggsbosons, m edium m ass H iggs bosons or charged
H iggs bosons in the nalstate. Secondly, as the squarks and sleptons are signi cantly
m ore m assive than the m ass of the LSP, they do not contrbute signi cantly to the
annihilation cross-section except where noted below .
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In the range 0 < M < 25 TeV the LSP is predom inantly com posed of M SSM —
higgsino and gives a relic density of the sam e order of m agnitude asan M SSM -higgsino.
AtM = 257 TeV the LSP becom es dom inantly singlino, as shown by the cross-over of
themass lines in Fig. 7. AsM 10 increases, the singlino com ponent of the LSP increases
steadily. This decreases the strength of the ~Y  ~ coanniiltion that dom inates the
annihilation am plitude for a predom inantly M SSM -higgsino LSP.A s a result wem ight
expect the value of (py h? to Increase noticably before M [ = 2:57 TeV . However, as
M ? approaches 257 TeV them ass splitting between ~¢ and ~J decreases. T his increases
the am plitude for ~? 9 coanniilation. This increase com pensates the drop in the
neutralino-chargino coannihilation and results in an alnost at valuie of cpy h? up to
M= 257 Tev.

Above M ) = 257 TeV the mass splitting between the lightest neutralino and the
Tightest chargino and next to lightest neutralino increases steadily. T hisquickly tumso
any coannihilation processes. At the sam e tin e, the singlino com ponent of the lightest
neutralino increasesquickly. T his steadily reduces theam plitudeof ~! ¥ annihilations.
A sa result of the com bination of these two e ects there isa sharp rise in the relic density
aboveM )= 2:557 TeV.

AtM ! 3TeV weseea sharpdip in thevalueof ¢py h? caused by the pseudoscalar
H iggs schannel resonance. Just below M 10 = 5TeV we see a sharp Jump in the relic
density as the LSP drops below the top m ass, ruling out processes of the form  ~{ ~{ !

H ! t. ByM /= 5TeV the LSP is 94% singlino with a 3% bino’ adm xture and a

2% higgsino adm ixture. T his, com bined w ith the m ass splitting between the higgsinos
and the singlino LSP, suppresses the annihilation of the singlino resulting in a relic
density well above them easured value. A t this point the dom inant annihilation channel
is to b;b through o —shell schannel H iggs production, w ith a sulbdom inant contribution

from t—channel higgsino exchange to nal state light H iggs bosons. A an all kink in the

relic density pro e atM ; 11 TeV is the point at which the singlino becom es Iighter
than the light H iggsboson and nalstatesw ith two H iggs bosons becom e kinem atically

disallowed. The dip at M f = 14 TeV is the light H iggs resonance and the dip at
M [ = 20 TeV isthe Z, resonance.

Here we have seen that the dom inant annihilation channels of the singlino —through
t—channel higgsino exchange and through schannel H iggs production —are not strong
enough to give a relic density in agreem ent w ith the m easured value. The exception
is when the singlino is m ixed with a higgsino state. This enhances the annihilation
through schannel H iggs production as the neutralino-neutralino-H iggs vertices require a
non-zero higgsino contribution. Tt also enhances annihilation through t-channel higgsino
exchange as the higgsinos are lighter.

The fact that we nd a large relic density for a singlino LSP is partly down to our
choice of param eters. Singlino dark m atter dom inantly annihilates to H iggs bosons, and
w ith the param eters chosen above all but the lightest H iggs boson are excluded from
the nal state by kinem atics and schannel processes are sim ilarly suppressed by the
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lrgem asses. Thiswould not be the case f wewere to tekem g5 < .Wecando
this by either lowering A or increasing . Raising also has the e ect of increasing
the coupling strength of the relevant vertices for singlino annihilation. W e w ill discuss
these e ects further In scenario B .

5.2.3 D irect detection

0.008 asr (ab) 709 osp (ab)

404 M, = My/2 = 750 GeV
My = My/2 = 750 GeV ]

=300 GeV, tanf =5

=300 GeV, tan3 =5

T T T T T 1 0 T T T T T 1
2000 3000 4000 5000 2000 3000 4000 5000
M! (GeV) M{(GeV)

Figure 9: The elstic spin—independent (kft) and spin-dependent (right) L SP -oroton
cross section as a function of M { in scenario A .

Letusnow tum to thedirect DM detection analysis. In Fig. 9 the spin—independent
as well as spin-dependent elastic cross section of the lightest neutralino on a proton is
shown as a function of M (. W e restrict the range of M ? to 2{5 TeV , since beyond this
range the cross section changes m onotonically.

To understand the M { behavior,we refer to Fig.7. Up toM 0 2:5 TeV the lightest
neutralino is aln ost a pure M SSM higgsino. A s a result its couplings do not depend
on M 10 and the scattering cross sections are practically determ ined by the M SSM -lke
term s Gy . Both the STand SD cross sections are aln ost equal to theM SSM  result w ith
corresponding param eters.

The discontinuity in the cross sections around 2.5 TeV is related to the sudden
change of the nature of the LSP.A's the M ! param eter increases, the m ixing betw een
the third and the second states pushes the latter below the lightest one (right panel
of Fig.7). The nature of the LL.SP therefore changes discontinuously from one of the
M SSM -like higgsinos to the other higgsino state which at the sam e tim e acquires an
Increasing singlino com ponent.

T he reduction of the spin—-independent cross section (left panel) can be understood
by realizing that the elastic cross section of the second-lightest state (according to m ass
ordering below M f = 25 T&V ) on the proton ism ore than an order ofm agnitude an aller
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than that for the Iightest one. W hen it becom es the LSP (for M 10 > 25 TeV) the SI
cross section drops signi cantly. A s the singlino com ponent of the LSP increases w ith
M [ the G {? factors, w hich are sensitive to both the singlino and the higgsino com ponents
{ viz.Eq. (42),becom e responsible for the rise of the cross section . W ith further ncrease
of M f the LSP becom es alm ost a pure singlino which explains a steady fall of the cross
section.

T he spin-dependent cross section isdom inated by the gauge boson exchange diagram .
The Z coupling to the lightest neutralino is controlled by the com bination 3,4 Nz T
N14F of neutralino m ixing m atrix elements. For low M ! the lightest neutralino is
aln ost a perfect m ixture of H'{ and H'? for which these elem ents aln ost entirely cancel
resulting in a smallvalue of cz4. AsM { increases the singlino forces the second-lightest
state to becom e the Iightest ( Ipping the sign of the coupling) and upsets this delicate
cancelation. A s a result, the cross section Increases by a factor 6 and then starts to all
as the LSP becom es dom nantly a pure singlino state.

5.3 Scenario B:M ; = Mloz M =2

In the previous subsection we have considered the phenom enology of the USSM w ith
non-universalM ; and M U, Tn this section we w ill consider the scenario in which gaugino
masses are uni ed at the GUT scale In plying the ratio M ; :MlO tM,=1:1:2at
the electroweak scale. W e will vary M f (together w ith other gaugino m asses) as before
and consider the behavior of both the relic density and the direct detection behavior.
M otivated by the ram arks at the end of Subsection 522 we also Increase the value of
param eter by a factor of 2, ie. we take = 600 G &V . T his is achieved by doubling the
size of

53.1 M ass spectrum

Again to understand qualitatively the neutralino m ixing pattem we start the discus-
sion with M ? = 0. A fter the Takagi diagonalization of the neutralino m ass m atrix at
M Y= 0we nd two alnost m assless ejgenstates (dom inated by the M SSM bino and
w Ino com ponents), a pair of nearly degenerate, m axim ally m ixed M SSM higgsinos at

600 G &V (the third and fourth states) and a pair of nearly degenerate, m axin ally
m ixed singlino/bino’ neutralinos at 949 G eV (the fth and sixth). The LEP lin it on
the lightest chargino m ass therefore enforcesM [ & 55 G &V .

For understanding the neutralino m ixing pattem as a function of M { it is in portant
to rem em ber that the Iighter of the two singlino/bino’ and the lighter of the tw o higgsino
states belong to negative eigenvalues, while the other states to positive eigenvalues.
W hen theM f param eter is sw itched on, the m ixing pattem ism ore rich since not only
the singlino/bino’, but also the bino and w ino states vary considerably, sse Fig. 10. As
a result there are m ore crossover zones where m ixing is in portant. In the crossover
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Figure 10: The neutralino m ass specttum as a function of M f in the uni ed scenario
M?= M;. The e ective parameter is set to 600 G eV, other param eters as in the
previous subsection . R ight panel is a m agni ed part of the keft one.

zone around M 10 270 G&V the wino m ixes with the heavier higgsino, around 500
G &V the bino m ixes w ith the heavier higgsino, around 550 G &V the wino m ixes w ith

the heavier singlino/bino’ and in the last zone around 900 G &V the lighter higgsino

m ixes w ith the Iighter singlino/bino’ state. This is lustrated n Fig. 10. A s the Ines

develop from M 10 = 0 G &V, thedom inant com ponent of the corresponding state changes

its nature. For exam ple, along the green line the state starts at M 10 = 0Ge&V asa

heavier higgsino, then gradually becom es a w ino-dom nated (forM | 400 600 Ge&V )
and nally (forM 10 > 600 G&V ) a biho~dom lnated neutralino. The LSP mass, aswe

Increase M f, rst Increases, then levels o at M 15p 600 G &V and then decreases
along with M . Tts nature also changes. It startsasa bino,atM ! 600 G eV gradually
changes to a higgsino-dom inated state and atM 10 800 G &V discontinuously jum psto a
singlino/bino~dom inated state. For higher values of M 10 the lightest neutralino becom es

m ostly singlino.

5.3.2 R elic density

In Fig (11) we show the relic density calculation for coupled gaugino m asses and =
600 G&V . In this case the relic density phenom enology is signi cantly m ore com plex
than previously. F irst of all, note that below M 10 = 075 TeV the LSP is predom inantly
bino, w ith non-zero adm ixtures from all other states. Above M [ = 0:75 TeV the LSP
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Figure11: T he relic density across varying M fwjihM 1O= M,=M,=2,for = 600GeV,
my = 500GeV and tan = 5.

is predom inantly singlino w ith substantial adm xtures of bino’ and higgsino. A round
M 10 = 05 Tev the LSP is predom lnantly higgsino with a lJarge adm ixture of both
singlino and bino.

Ifwe initially ignore the resonanceswe can see a general trend in the relic density from
a argevaluieat low M ?,down to a lower value at around M Y= 0575 TeV and then back
to larger values at high M 10 T his is to be expected as this follow s the evolution of the
LSP from bino (that generally gives cpw h? w M ap ) through higgsino (generally

CDMh2 wwmap ) to singlino ( CDMh2 WMAP ).

Beyond this general structure there are a num ber of interesting features. Note that
as M ? increases the LSP mass rst increases reaching a maxinum of 560 GeV at
M 10 800 G&V and then falls down crossing all possible s-channel resonances tw ice.
Starting from M ! = Owe rstarrve ata little dip in the relic density around M = 250
G €&V which is due to the schannelH ,=A resonance. T he next resonance due to Z,=H ;3
around M = 500 G eV produces only a little w iggle since the LSP has not yet developed
an appreciable singlino com ponent. The rst appreciable dip in the relic density occurs
around M Y = 08 TeV where (py h? drops to 0:02. Here the LSP has a strong
higgsino com ponent w hich enhances the annihilation via the schannelZ ,=H ; resonances
considerably. Increasing M f further, the LSP m ass increases, going o +esonance (hence
Jbcalm aximum in the relic density), until it reaches its m axim um of 590 GeV at
MY 800GeV.From now on the LSP m ass decreases and its nature becom es singlino-
dom inated. A round M 10 = 15 TeV it once again hits the 7 ,=H 5 resonance. H owever,
this tim e the LSP is predom inantly singlino. A lthough pure singlino neutralinos do not
couple to the singlet H iggs, so the H 5 resonance is subdom inant, they couple strongly to
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the Z ® and annhilate very e ciently. A s a result, the relic density dropsto 2 10 °.

T he next feature of interest is the kink atM ?= 25 TeV . This iswhere the LSP m ass
dropsbelow threshold for production ofH 1A in the nalstate. T hisbacks up our expec—
tation that annihilation to heavier H iggs states signi cantly increases the annihilation
rate of a singlino LSP.

From this point on the relic density pro le show s the sam e essential features as in
Scenario A .W e nd a pseudoscalar H iggs resonance atM = 35 TeV , the top threshold
atM ?= 5TeV , the light H iggs threshold atM = 11 TeV , the light H iggs resonance at
M= 14 TeV and the Z resonance atM [ = 19 TeV .The one in portant di erence that
isworth noting isthat in this gure the Iight H iggs resonance does low er the relic density
to a point where it agreesw ith theW M AP -5 m easuram ents. T his isdue to the doubling
of between the two cases. T his strengthens the coupling of the singlino-higgsino-higgs
vertex.

Tn our study of Scenario B we can clearly see the e ects of increasing the size of
W e can have a heavier singlino which can anniilate to a wider range of nal states.
T he singlino also has stronger couplings to the other H iggs and higgsino states, further
reducing the relic density. H owever we see once again that we need to tune them ass of
the singlino through M [ to  t the relic density, either through a precise balance of the
singlino/higgsino m ixture, or through a carefiilbalance of the singlino m ass against the
m ass of a boson thatm ediates annihilation in the schannel.

5.3.3 D irect detection

In Fig. 12 the spin-independent as well as spin-dependent elastic cross section of the
lightest neutralino on proton is shown as a function ofM . W e restrict the range of M
to 0{3 TeV , as beyond this range the cross section fallsm onotonically.

R eferring to Fig. (10), it is easy to understand the M ! behavior of the cross section.
For an allM { the lightest neutralino (up toM | 03 TeV ) isaln osta pureM SSM bino
and its couplings are roughly M f—jndependent. AsM 10 approaches 500 G &V , the LSP
receives an appreciable adm ixture of both higgsinos. A s a result both spin—independent
and spin-dependent cross sections rise. H ow ever, the spin-dependent cross section being
sensitive to the com bination ¢34 develops a dip around M 10 = 800 G &V until the disconti-
nuity where two lightest states cross. Above 800 G €V the steady increase of the singlino
com ponent in the LSP m akes the behavior of the cross section resem ble the one in the
previous scenario (forM [ > 2:5 TeV ).

6 Summ ary and conclusions

In this paper we have provided an up to date and com prehensive analysis of neutralino
dark m atter within the USSM which contains, In addition to the M SSM states, also
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Figure 12: The ehstc spin—-independent (keft) and spin-dependent (right) L SP-proton
cross section as a function of M ? in the uni ed scenarioM ?= M .

one additional singlet H iggs plus an extra Z°, together with their superpartmers the
singlino and bino’. W e have seen that the extra states of the USSM can signi cantly
m odify the nature and properties of neutralino dark m atter relative to that of the
M SSM and NM SSM .U sing the LanH EP package, we have derived all the new Feynm an
rules relevant for the dark m atter calculations. W e have also provided a com plete
qualitative discussion of the new annihilation channels relevant for the calculation of the
cold dark m atter relic density for the neutralino LSP in the USSM . W e also discussed
the elastic scattering cross section for the neutralino LSP in the U SSM , including both
spin—-independent and spin-dependent parts of the cross sections, relevant for the direct
dark m atter search experim ents.

W e then surveyed the param eter space of the USSM , and discussed quantitatively
how the nature and com position of the neutralino LSP can be signi cantly altered com —
pared to that in the M SSM due to the extra singlino and bino’ states, for di erent
ranges of param eters. W e have considered two approaches to the param eter space: (a)
holding the M SSM higgsino and gaugino m ass param eters xed, while the m ass of the
extra U (1) gaugino taken free (to com plem ent the collider phenom enology discussed in
Ref. [18]); (b) the scenario of uni ed gaugino m asses. T he Feynm an rules were then im —
plem ented into them icrtOM EG A s package in order to calculate the relic density for the
correspond ing regions of param eter space. T his provides a full calculation of the annihi-
lation channels ncluding co-annihilation and carefiil treatm ent of resonances aswell as
accurately calculating the relic density for an arbitrary adm ixture of states. In thisway
we extended the analysis of USSM dark m atter annihilation beyond the gpeci ¢ cases
previously studied in the literature. W e also perform ed an equally general calculation
of the direct detection cross-sections for U SSM dark m atter for elastic neutralino{nuclei
scattering.
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The results show that there are m any cases w here successfiil relic abundances m ay
be achieved, and In novelways com pared to theM SSM orNM SSM (see for exam ple the
Iow mass region in Fig. 11 forM [ < 5 TeV ). Th general our results also show that the
Inclusion of the bino’ state, as well as the lack of a cubic Interaction term g3 , results
In a signi cant change in the dark m atter phenom enology of the USSM as com pared
to that of M SSM or NM SSM . A Iso the neutralino m ass spectrum in the USSM m ay be
very di erent from that of the NM SSM as the singlino m ass is detem ined indirectly
by a m Iniseesaw m echanism involving the bino’ soft m ass param eter M 10 rather than
through a diagonalm ass term arising from the cubic $3. The lack of a cubic interaction
term also restricts the annihilation m odes of the singlino, m aking it dom inantly reliant
on anniilations involring non-singlet H iggs bosons and higgsinos. A s the USSM has
a di erent H iggs spectrum to the NM SSM , notably In the pseudoscalar H iggs sector,
the H iggs dom nated annihilation channels of the USSM singlino are signi cantly m od—
i ed with respect to the NM SSM sihglino. A s H iggs exchange diagram s dom inate the
direct detection phenom enology, the di erence in the H iggs spectrum and the singlino
Interactions results in signi cant di erences in the direct detection predictions as well.

In conclusion, the USSM , degpite its m odest additional particle content com pared
to theM SSM or NM SSM , leads to a surprisingly rich and interesting dark m atter phe-
nom enology which distinguishes it from these m odels. T he other states which are nec—
essary In order to m ake the m odel anom aly free, and which we have neglected here,
can only add to the richness of the resulting phenom enology, but the qualitatively new
features that we have found in the USSM will remain in any m ore com plete m odel.
N evertheless it would be interesting to study the e ect of the additional states present,
for exam ple, In the E4SSM  1n a future study.
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A H iggs boson m asses

In general the neutral CP-even Higgs elds h;H ;S m ix. The mass m atrix takes the
form (see the rstpaper n [27])
2 2 2
Mll MlZ M13

M2 =@M221 M7 M A A1)
2 2 2
M31 M32 M33

where
2 g% + .
Mlzl = 7VZSjI122 + 2 od 2 +glzvz(Qloos2 +stj1r12 )2+ 11}
2 @ 2 )
g +tg . g
M122 = M221= 7 TZ v sin 4 +71V2(Q2 Q1)
Q o8 + Qysih® )sh2 + 1,;
2 A g@+g§ ? 2 .2 giZ 2
M2 = Vg + —F — v'sh®2 + — VvV sin?2 + :
22 wno s 2 > A Q2 0O1) E22 7
A
M%i = MZ = p=vsh2 + 2vvs+gi2(Qloos2 + Q,sin® )QsVVs +  13;
A "2
MZ = MZ= $—=—voos2 + 2o 01 )0%vvg sin2 + ;
23 32 E 2 2 1 IS S 237
2 A . 02~ 2_2
M3 = Epé—vzsm2 + gQ5vs +  Ea33 A 2)
Vs

w here the one loop-corrections ;4 are expressed as

22 = 2+ a A 3)
s
£33 = 33 —
Vs
s

EA = A — +t 3
Vs

Intem sof 5, s, , a and 3 given explicitly in R ef. [33] (note that the expression

2 2

for K in this paper should read K = F %]ogm%—fz).

B Feynm an rules

A1l the Feynm an rules presented here are given In tem s of the interaction of m ass
elgenstates. A s a result the Feynm an rules reference m any m atrices that rotate from
the Interaction eigenstate to them ass eigenstate basis. W e brie y sum m arise them here
for ease of reference:
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o

o

FigureB 1: The Z, ~) ~? vertex given n Eq. (B 1)
Dj —ZZ'm ixing m atrix that transform s from the Z ;7 ° eigenstates to the Z;,
m ass eijgenstates, asde ned in Eq. (10)

(%. —-Higgsm ixing m atrix from the m ass eigenstate basis to the the interaction
eigenstate basis, de ned In Eq. (18).

N; —neutralino m ixing m atrix, de ned In Eqg. (26)

U;;V;5 —standard chargino m ixing m atrices as In theM SSM [4].

Ifij —gguark or skpton m ixing m atrix, de ned in Eq. (31).
Feynm an rule for the Z; ~Y~ vertex shown in Fig.B 1:

. D
1 Py m ( NBNH3+ N14Nn4)

Dizogd (Q NN 5+ QNN _, + QNN )

Do
BR —— ( NpNgy3+ N, ,N,,)
R 2COSW 13¥ n3 14N n4
Dizogy (Q 1N ;3N 13+ QN Nz + QN N ys) B 1)

Feynm an rules for the ~, ~/W  vertex shown in Fig.B 2
ig, CyPy+ CypPg (B 2)

ig, Cy Pp+ Cy Pg (B 3)
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+

FigureB 2: The ~, ~EW vertex given In (a) Eq. B 2) and (b) Eq. B 3)

o

,,,,, H X

o

Figure B 3: The ~) ~’H, vertex given in Eq. (B 6)

w here
L 1
C]k = N EVkl p_EN 14Vk2
R 1
Clk = N ]2Ukl ]_E—EN BUkZ

Feynm an rule for the ~J~YH vertex shown in Fig.B 6:

iR, +0%5, +0%T )PL+ O%Rn+ 0%.Sni+ 0%, Ta1)Px

w here
92
Rop = ZWMw  tang NaNps  §OiNagNn+ PN nal s
+ (1S n)
92
Sp1 = E(an tan 4 Njy1 )N g é)QZNn6Nl4+ ‘p_éNrﬁNlS
+ (1S n)
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On vertex given In Eq. (B .10)

n

Figure B 4: The ~)~

+

Figure B 5: The ~, ~JH vertex given In (a) Eq. (B 14) and (b) Eq. (B 15)

Feynm an rule for the ~) ~’A vertex shown in Fiy.B 10:

0 , 0 0 .
[R,sh + S, cos )cos + Ty, sh P

(R’ sin + S’ cos )cos + T)sin Px (B 10)
w here
RO, = g—22<N12 @y Nu)No  40iNaNas BN uNos
+ (1% n) (B 11)
80, = g—22(N12 @ Nu)Nas  JONuNas PN ol
+ (1S n) (B 12)
Ty, =  d0OsNusNye P=Nslng (B 13)

Feynm an rules for ~, ~JH  chown in Fig.B 5:

iRYPPL + RyAPy B 14)
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Figure B 6: The qqs~8 vertex given In (a) Eq. (B 18) and (b) Eq. (B 19)

iR P+ Ry Pg (B 15)
w here
o, Vio
Ry = gycos N14Vk1+p—§(N12+ Njtan y )
P
+g) 2cos Q,N,V,,+ sin N.V,, (B 16)
. Uko
Ry = osh Nyl PSWp Nptan y)
P
+g']O_ 2 sin Q1N xUys + cos NisUygo B.17)

Feynm an rules for the gg, ~) vertex shown in Fig.B 6:

iGL)Pr+ G2 PL] (B 18)
iGEP, + GEPR] B.19)
For up-type quarks:
p- 1 1 m ..
Ga = 2 @ ZNp+—-tan 4y Ny + gSQQNE Uévs —g2 = N14U§vs
2 6 T My sh '
Un | S 2 2s 9ol 1s
G = 2 gp=tan 4y Ny dQ.Nyg UZ - N U (B 20)
3 f T My sin '
For dow nype quarks:
p_ 1 1 oIl g,
dp 1s i 2s
Gi = 29 Ny ctan Ny dooNy, Uy Era— N UZ
G% Pl Ny OO Ny U2 P Nyt B 21)
sl . wNn T ggNs Vg EMW o BY g,
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