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A bstract

Thispaperprovidesa com prehensivediscussion ofneutralino dark m atterwithin

classes ofextended supersym m etric m odels referred to as the USSM containing

one additionalSM singletHiggsplusan extra Z 0,togetherwith theirsuperpart-

ners the singlino and bino’. These extra states ofthe USSM can signi�cantly

m odify thenatureand propertiesofneutralino dark m atterrelativeto thatofthe

m inim al(or even next-to-m inim al) supersym m etric standard m odels. W e derive

the Feynm an rulesforthe USSM and calculate the dark m atterrelic abundance

and directdetection ratesforelasticscattering in theUSSM forinterestingregions

ofparam eterspace wherethe largestdi�erencesare expected.
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1 Introduction

One ofthe bene�ts ofweak scale supersym m etry (SUSY) with conserved R parity is

that the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) is absolutely stable,and provides a

weakly interacting m assive particle (W IM P)candidate [1,2]capable ofaccounting for

the observed cold dark m atter(CDM )relic density 
C D M h
2 = 0:1099� 0:0062 [3]. In

particular,thelightestneutralino in SUSY m odelsisan excellentcandidate,providing

itsm ass,com position and interactionsaresuitably tuned toresultin thecorrectvalueof


C D M h
2.The m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM )hasbecom e a widely

studied paradigm [4]. However the stringent upper bound on the Higgs boson m ass

in the M SSM com bined with itsexperim entallowerbound from LEP hasled to som e

tension in the electroweak sym m etry breaking sector,roughly characterized by a �ne-

tuning ofparam etersatthepercentlevel[5].W hiletheexperim entalelusivenessofthe

Higgsboson m ay castsom edoubton theM SSM ,thereareahostofnon-m inim alSUSY

m odelswhich predicta heavierand/orm oreweakly coupled Higgsboson [4].

A furtherreason to m ove beyond the m inim alcase isthe so-called m u problem of

the M SSM [6]. The M SSM contains a bilinearm ass term thatcouples the two Higgs

doublets with a dim ensionfulcoupling �. This term isSUSY preserving,and assuch

only has two naturalvalues,� = 0 and � = M P l (unless specialform s ofthe Kahler

m etric are assum ed). However experim entaldata and the stability ofthe Higgsm ass

requiresthat� beoftheorderoftheSUSY breakingscale.Innon-m inim alSUSY m odels

the m u problem issolved by setting � = 0 and including an additionalsuper�eld Ŝ,a

singletundertheStandard M odel(SM )gaugegroup,which couplestotheHiggsdoublet

super�elds Ĥ 1;Ĥ 2 according to �ŜĤ 1Ĥ 2,where� isa dim ensionlesscoupling constant.

W e shallrefer to such m odels generically as singlet SUSY m odels. Such a coupling

replacestheSUSY Higgs/Higgsinom assterm �Ĥ 1Ĥ 2 oftheM SSM .Thesingletvacuum

expectation value(VeV)hSithen dynam ically generatesa SUSY Higgs/Higgsino m ass

nearthe weak scale asrequired. Thisresultsin an increased Higgsboson m assupper

bound depending on thevalueof�,and hencea welcom e reduction in electroweak �ne

tuning in addition to solving the� problem oftheM SSM [7].

However,although an extra singletsuper�eld Ŝ seem slike a m inorm odi�cation to

theM SSM ,which doesno harm to eithergaugecoupling uni�cation orneutralino dark

m atter,there are further costs involved in this scenario since the introduction ofthe

singletsuper�eld Ŝ leadsto an additionalaccidentalglobalU(1)X (Peccei-Quinn (PQ)

[8])sym m etry which willresultin a weak scalem asslessaxion when itisspontaneously

broken by hSi[9].Sincesuch an axion hasnotbeen observed experim entally,itm ustbe

rem oved som ehow.Thiscan bedonein severalwaysresulting in di�erentnon-m inim al

SUSY m odels,each involvingadditional�eldsand/orparam eters.Forexam ple,theclas-

sicsolution to thisproblem isto introducea singletterm Ŝ3,asin thenext-to-m inim al

supersym m etricstandard m odel(NM SSM )[10],which reducesthePQ sym m etry tothe

discrete sym m etry Z3. The subsequent breaking ofa discrete sym m etry at the weak
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scale can lead to cosm ologicaldom ain wallswhich would overclose the Universe. This

can be avoided by breaking the Z3 sym m etry explicitly without upsetting the hierar-

chy problem by non-renorm alizable operatorsthatobey a Z2 R-sym m etry [11],orby

rem oving the Ŝ3 term altogether[12].

Another solution to the axion problem ofsinglet m odels, which we follow,is to

prom ote the PQ sym m etry to an Abelian U(1)X gauge sym m etry [13]. The idea is

that the extra gauge boson willeat the troublesom e axion via the Higgs m echanism

resulting in a m assive Z 0 atthe TeV scale. The essentialadditionalelem ents ofsuch

a scenario then consistoftwo extra super�eldsrelative to those ofthe M SSM ,nam ely

the singlet super�eld Ŝ and the U(1)X gauge super�eld B 0. The scenario involving

only theM SSM super�eldsplusthese two additionalsuper�elds,m ay beconsidered as

a phenom enologicalm odelin its own right which has been referred to as the USSM .

In theUSSM ,then,theM SSM particlespectrum isextended by a new CP-even Higgs

boson S,agaugeboson Z 0and twoneutral{inos:asinglino ~S and abino’~B 0whileother

sectorsarenotenlarged.Thepresenceofnew singlino and bino’statesgreatly m odi�es

the phenom enology ofthe neutralino sectorboth atcollidersand in cosm ology-related

processes. The colliderphenom enology and cosm ology ofthe USSM hasbeen studied

in [14,15,16,17,18,19,20],which webriey review asfollows.

Thecolliderphenom enology oftheUSSM hasrecently been considered in [18].The

neutralinoproductioncrosssectionsandtheirdecaybranchingfractionsdepend crucially

on theirm assesand com position with respectto theM SSM case.Ifthenew -ino states

areheavy,theirinuenceon theM SSM neutralinosissm all.In contrast,ifthesinglino

m assscale islow,theproduction ratescan bequite di�erentand,since therearem ore

neutralinos,the decay chains ofsparticles can be longer. M oreover,ifthe m ass gaps

between theM SSM and new -inosarevery sm all,thestandard decay m odesarealm ost

shut and radiative transitions between neutralino states with a soft photon m ay be

dom inant. In such a case the decay chainscan be apparently shorter,a feature which

isofrelevancefortheLHC experim ents.

Thedark m atterphenom enology oftheUSSM was�rststudied in [15,16],and m ore

recently in [19].In [15],theanalysiswasperform ed in ascenariowith avery lightZ 0and

considered thecasein which theLSP wasavery lightsinglino.Thisallowed theauthors

to consider the annihilation ofdark m atter in the early universe to be dom inated by

s-channelZ 0processes,allowing an analyticsolution to thedark m atterrelicdensity to

be obtained. In the fullparam eterspace ofthe USSM ,thisisjustone possibility,and

indeed such a lightZ 0isheavily disfavored by currentdata.In [19]therecoildetection

ofthedark m attercandidatein theUSSM (and othernon-m inim alSUSY m odels)was

considered.

In this paper,we provide an up to date and com prehensive analysis ofneutralino

dark m atter in the USSM 1.W e provide a com plete discussion ofthe extended gauge,

1Therecentobservation ofa positron excessby thePAM ELA collaboration [21]havecaused a urry
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neutralino,Higgssquark and slepton sectorsin theUSSM ,and using theLanHEP [24]

package,derive allthe new Feynm an rules involving these extended sectors. W e �rst

provide a com plete qualitative discussion ofthe new annihilation channelsrelevantfor

thecalculation ofthecold darkm atterrelicdensity fortheneutralinoLSP in theUSSM .

W ealso discusstheelasticscattering crosssection fortheneutralino LSP in theUSSM ,

includingboth spin-independentand spin-dependentpartsofthecrosssections,relevant

forthedirectdark m attersearch experim ents. W ethen survey the param eterspace of

theUSSM ,and discussquantitatively how thenatureand com position oftheneutralino

LSP can besigni�cantly altered com pared tothatin theM SSM duetotheextrasinglino

and bino’states,fordi�erentrangesofparam eters.TheFeynm an rulesarethen im ple-

m ented into the m icrOM EGAs [25]package in orderto calculate the relic density for

the corresponding regions ofparam eter space. This provides a fullcalculation ofthe

annihilation channelsincluding co-annihilation and carefultreatm entofresonancesas

wellasaccurately calculating the relic density foran arbitrary adm ixture ofstates. In

thisway we extend the analysisofUSSM neutralino dark m atterannihilation beyond

thespeci�c casespreviously studied in the literature.W e also perform an equally gen-

eralcalculation ofthe directdetection cross-sectionsforUSSM dark m atterforelastic

neutralino{nucleiscattering.

It is worth em phasizing that the USSM is not a com plete m odel,since from its

de�nition itdoesnotincludetheadditionalsuper�eldsattheTeV scale,charged under

the gauged Abelian sym m etry, which are necessarily present in order to cancelthe

ferm ionic gauge anom aliesinvolving the U(1)X gauge sym m etry. Forexam ple,a well

m otivated and elegantsolution to theproblem ofanom aly cancelation isto identify the

Abelian gauge group asa subgroup ofE 6 and then cancelthe anom aliesby assum ing

com plete 27 dim ensionalrepresentations ofm atter down to the TeV scale. W ith the

furtherrequirem entthattheright-handed neutrinocarrieszerochargeundertheAbelian

gauge group (in orderto have a high scale see-saw m echanism ) thisthen speci�es the

theory uniquely as the E6SSM [26,27]. However our working assum ption is that the

additionalm attersuper�elds required to cancelanom aliesare heavy com pared to the

Z 0 m ass. The USSM considered in this paper m ay thus be regarded as a low-energy

truncation oftheE6SSM m odel,with otherE6SSM �eldsassum ed heavy,and thecharge

assignm entsundertheextra U(1)X asgiven in [27]and sum m arized in Section 2.

Despite that factthat the USSM m ust be regarded as a truncation ofa com plete

m odel,itm akessensetostudy thephysicsand cosm ology in theUSSM sinceitprovides

asim pli�ed settingtolearn aboutcrucialfeatureswhich willberelevanttoanycom plete

m odelinvolvingan additionalU(1)X gaugegroup and asinglet.Forexam ple,asalready

m entioned theneutralino LSP in theUSSM m ay havecom ponentsoftheextra gaugino

ofspeculation thatthehigh energy positronsareproduced by annihilating dark m atterin the galactic

halo[22].An alternativeexplanation isthatastrophysicalsourcescould accountforthepositron excess

-in particularnearby pulsars[23]. Itisunclearasyetwhich ofthese explanationsiscorrectand asa

resultwe do notaddressthe PAM ELA resultsfurtherin thiswork.
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~B 0and singlino ~S,in addition to theusualM SSM neutralino states.Naively we m ight

expect thatthe dark m atter phenom enology ofsuch regions would be sim ilar to that

ofsinglino dark m atterin the NM SSM .Howeverthisisnotthe case. The inclusion of

the bino’state,as wellas the lack ofa cubic interaction term Ŝ3,results in a signif-

icantchange in the phenom enology. Also the neutralino m assspectrum in the USSM

isvery di�erentfrom thatoftheNM SSM asthesinglino m assisdeterm ined indirectly

by a m ini-see-saw m echanism involving the bino’softm assparam eterM 0
1 ratherthan

through a diagonalm assterm arising from thecubic Ŝ3.Thelack ofacubicinteraction

term also restrictstheannihilation m odesofthesinglino,m aking itdom inantly reliant

on annihilations involving non-singletHiggs bosons and higgsinos. As the USSM has

a di�erent Higgs spectrum to the NM SSM ,notably in the pseudoscalar Higgs sector,

theHiggsdom inated annihilation channelsoftheUSSM singlino aresigni�cantly m od-

i�ed with respectto the NM SSM singlino. AsHiggsexchange diagram sdom inate the

directdetection phenom enology,the di�erence in the Higgsspectrum and the singlino

interactionsresultsin signi�cantdi�erencesin thedirectdetection predictionsaswell.

The rem ainderofthepaperisorganized asfollows.In section 2 we shallde�ne the

Lagrangian ofthe USSM and discuss the Higgs,Z 0,neutralino and sferm ion sectors.

In sections 3 and 4 we shallgive an overview ofthe im portant features ofthe relic

density calculation and the direct detection calculation,respectively,highlighting the

m ain di�erencesto theM SSM .In section 5 wepresenttheresultsofthefullnum erical

calculationsforboth the relic density and the directdetection cross-section. Itwillbe

perform ed in two physically interesting scenarios: (A) with the M SSM higgsino and

gaugino m assparam eters�xed,whilethem assoftheextra U(1)gaugino taken free(to

com plem entthe colliderphenom enology discussed in Ref.[18]);(B)with GUT-uni�ed

gaugino m asses. Section 6 sum m arizes and concludes the paper. The m ass m atrix

structure ofthe extended Higgs scalar sector,and a discussion ofthe Feynm an rules

involving theextended neutralino sectorin theUSSM aregiven in a pairofappendices.

2 T he U SSM m odel

Including the extra U(1)X sym m etry,the gauge group ofthe m odelisG = SU(3)C �

SU(2)L � U(1)Y � U(1)X with thecouplingsg3;g2;gY ;gX ,respectively.In addition tothe

M SSM super�elds,them odelincludesa new vectorsuper�eld B̂ X and anew iso{singlet

Higgssuper�eld Ŝ. The usualM SSM Yukawa term s Ŵ Y ofthe M SSM superpotential

(i.e. withoutthe � term )are augm ented by an additionalterm thatcouples the iso{

singletto thetwo iso{doubletHiggs�elds:

Ŵ = Ŵ Y + �Ŝ (Ĥ uĤ d): (1)

Thecoupling� isdim ensionless.GaugeinvarianceofthesuperpotentialŴ underU(1)X
requirestheU(1)X chargesto satisfy Q X

H d
+ Q X

H u
+ Q X

S = 0 and corresponding relations
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between the U(1)X chargesofHiggsand m atter�elds. In the following we adoptthe

U(1)X charges as in the E6SSM m odel[27],see Table 1. (Fornotationalconvenience

we willalso use Q 1 = Q X
H d
,Q 2 = Q X

H u
and Q S = Q X

S .) The e�ective � param eter is

generated by thevacuum expectation valuehSiofthescalarS{�eld.

i Q uc dc L ec N c S H 2 H 1q
5

3
Q Y
i

1

6
� 2

3

1

3
� 1

2
1 0 0 1

2
� 1

2p
40Q X

i 1 1 2 2 1 0 5 � 2 � 3

Table1:The U (1)Y and U (1)X chargesofm atter�eldsin the USSM ,where Q X
i and Q Y

i are

de�ned with the correctE 6 norm alization factor required for the RG analysis [27].

The USSM particle content,in addition to the M SSM particles,includes a single

extra scalarstate,a new Abelian gauge boson and an additionalneutralhiggsino and

gauginostate.Thecharginosectorrem ainsunaltered,whilethesferm ionscalarpotential

receivesadditionalD-term s.

2.1 T he A belian gauge sector

W ith two Abelian gaugefactors,U(1)Y and U(1)X ,thetwo sectorscan m ix through the

coupling ofthekineticparts[28],

Lgauge =
1

32

Z

d
2
�

n

Ŵ Y Ŵ Y + Ŵ X Ŵ X + 2sin� Ŵ Y Ŵ X

o

; (2)

where Ŵ Y and Ŵ X arethecorresponding chiralsuper�elds.Thegauge/gaugino partof

the Lagrangian can be converted back to the canonicalform by the GL(2,R)transfor-

m ation from theoriginalsuper�eld basis Ŵ Y ;Ŵ X to thenew one Ŵ B ;Ŵ B 0 [28,29]:

�
Ŵ Y

Ŵ X

�

=

�
1 � tan�

0 1=cos�

� �
Ŵ B

Ŵ B 0

�

: (3)

Thistransform ation alterstheU(1)Y � U(1)X partofthecovariantderivativeto

D � = @� + igY YiB � + i(� gY Yitan� +
gX

cos�
Q
X
i )B

0
� (4)

= @� + ig1YiB � + ig
0
1Q

0
iB

0
� ; (5)

whereweintroduced thenotation g1 = gY ,g
0
1 = gX =cos�.W ewillalsouseg0= g1

p
3=5

forthelow-energy (non-GUT norm alized)hyperchargegaugecoupling.

W ith theabovem ixing m atrix thehyperchargesectoroftheStandard M odelisleft

unaltered,whilethee�ective U(1)X chargeisshifted from itsoriginalvalueQ X
i to

Q
0
i= Q

X
i �

g1

g01
Yitan� : (6)
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Asa resultofthekineticm ixing,new interactionsam ong thegaugebosonsand m atter

�eldsaregenerated even form atter�eldswith zero U(1)X charge.

In theE6SSM thetwo U(1)gaugegroupsareautom atically orthogonalattheGUT

scale and theRG running e�ectsgive acceptable sm allm ixing atthelow scale [27,30]

providing in a naturalway the generalagreem ent between SM analyses and precision

data [31].Thereforein therem inderofthepaperwewillsim ply writeQ i instead ofQ
0
i.

AfterbreakingtheelectroweakandU(1)X sym m etriesspontaneouslyduetonon{zero

vacuum expectation valuesoftheiso{doubletand theiso{singletHiggs�elds,

hH ui=
sin�
p
2

�
0

v

�

; hH di=
cos�
p
2

�
v

0

�

; hSi=
1
p
2
vS ; (7)

theZ;Z 0m assm atrix takestheform

M
2
Z Z 0 =

�
M 2

Z � 2

� 2 M 2
Z 0

�

; (8)

where

M
2
Z =

g02 + g22

4
v
2

� 2 =
g01

p
g02 + g22

2
v
2
�
Q 1cos

2
� � Q2sin

2
�
�

M
2
Z 0 = g

02
1 v

2
�
Q
2
1cos

2
� + Q

2
2sin

2
�
�
+ g

02
1 Q

2
Sv

2
S (9)

W ethen diagonalisethem assm atrix to givethem asseigenstates:

�
Z1

Z2

�

= D ij

�
Z

Z 0

�

=

�
cos�Z Z 0 sin�Z Z 0

� sin�Z Z 0 cos�Z Z 0

� �
Z

Z 0

�

(10)

wheretheresultantm assesand ZZ 0m ixing anglearegiven by

M
2
Z1;Z2

=
1

2

�

M
2
Z + M

2
Z 0 �

q

(M 2
Z � M 2

Z 0)
2
+ 4� 4

�

(11)

�Z Z 0 =
1

2
arctan

�
2� 2

M 2
Z 0 � M 2

Z

�

(12)

2.2 T he H iggs sector

In thecharged sectoritisconvenientto introducetheG � ;H � basisas:

G
� = H

�

d
cos� � H

+ �
u sin� (13)

H
+ = H

� �

d
sin� + H

+
u cos�
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Afterthegaugesym m etry breaking,two Goldstonem odesG � from theoriginalH u and

H d doubletsareeaten by W
� �eldsleavingtwophysicalcharged HiggsbosonsH � ,with

them ass

m
2
H � =

p
2�A�

sin2�
vS �

�2

2
v
2 +

g22

2
v
2 + � � ; (14)

wherethetrilinearcouplingA � isthesoft-SUSY breakingcounterpartof�,and theone-

loop corrections� � are the sam e asin the M SSM [32]with the e�ective � param eter

given by

� � �
vS
p
2
:

In theCP-conserving m odeltheCP-even and CP-odd scalarHiggscom ponent�elds

do not m ix. The CP-even sector involves ReH 0
d,ReH

0
u and ReS �elds. The 3 � 3

m ass m atrix ofthe CP-even Higgs scalars M 2
even has been calculated to one-loop in

Refs.[27,33]in the�eld space basish;H ;S.Thisbasis2 isrotated by an angle� with

respectto theinteraction basis,

p
2Re

0

@
H 0

d

H 0
u

S

1

A =

0

@
cos� � sin� 0

sin� cos� 0

0 0 1

1

A

0

@
h

H

N

1

A +

0

@
vcos�

vsin�

vS

1

A (15)

The explicitform ofM 2
even isgiven in Appendix A.Itcan be diagonalized by a 3� 3

orthogonalm ixing m atrix (O ),i.e.

M
2diag

H
= O T

M
2
evenO (16)

by going to them asseigenstatesbasis

(H 1;H 2;H 3)= (h;H ;N )O (17)

in which,by convention,m asseigenstatesareordered by m ass,m H i
� mH i+ 1

.

Itwillbeconvenientto introducea m ixing m atrix O 0,

O 0=

0

@
cos� � sin� 0

sin� cos� 0

0 0 1

1

A O ; (18)

thatenterstheFeynm an rules.Itisasuperposition oftworotationsin eqs.(15)and (17)

and linkstheinteraction eigenstatesH 0
d;H

0
u;S directly totheCP-even m asseigenstates

H 1;H 2;H 3.

2Note thath;H arenotthe M SSM -like eigenstates.
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The im aginary parts ofthe neutralcom ponents ofthe Higgs doublets and Higgs

singletcom posetheCP-odd sectorofthem odel.In the�eld basisA;G;G 0de�ned by

p
2Im H

0
d = G cos� + (A cos� � G

0sin�)sin�
p
2Im H

0
u = � G sin� + (A cos� � G

0sin�)cos�
p
2Im S = A sin� + G

0cos� (19)

them asslesspseudoscalarG;G 0�eldsareabsorbed to Z;Z 0aftertheelectroweak gauge

sym m etry breaking.ThephysicalCP-odd Higgsboson A acquiresm ass

m
2
A =

p
2�A�

sin2�
v+ � E A (20)

wheretan� = vsin2�=2vS and theone-loop correction � E A isgiven in Appendix A.

Note thatthe Higgssector ofthis m odelinvolves only one physicalCP-odd pseu-

doscalar as in the M SSM ,since,unlike the NM SSM ,the extra CP-odd state arising

from thesingletiseaten by theZ 0.However,therearethreeCP-even scalars,onem ore

than in the M SSM ,where the extra singlet state arises from the extra singlet as in

theNM SSM .The characteristic Higgsm assspectrum in thism odelisgoverned by the

valueof�.Forsm allvaluesof�,say � < g1,theHiggsspectrum resem blesthatofthe

M SSM ,with the heaviestCP-even Higgsscalarbeing predom inantly com posed ofthe

singletscalarstate,and being approxim ately degeneratewith theCP-odd pseudoscalar

and the charged Higgsstateswhen theirm assesexceed about500 GeV.In thisregim e

thelightestCP-even HiggsscalarisStandard M odellike,and respectstheM SSM m ass

bound. On the other hand,for large values of�,say � > g1,a viable Higgs m ass

spectrum only occursfora very large CP-odd Higgsm ass,say m A � 2� 3 TeV,with

the heaviest CP-even Higgsscalarbeing non-singletand degenerate with the the CP-

odd and charged Higgsstates. The second heaviest Higgs scalar is com prised m ainly

ofthesingletstateand isthusunobservable,whilethelightestCP-even Higgsscalaris

Standard M odellike butm ay signi�cantly exceed the M SSM bound. Form ore details

concerning theHiggssectorsee[27].

2.3 T he neutralino sector

TheLagrangian oftheneutralinosystem followsfrom thesuperpotentialin Eq.(1),com -

plem ented bythegauginoSU(2)L,U(1)Y andU(1)X m assterm softhesoft{supersym m etry

breaking electroweak Lagrangian:

Lgaugino
m ass = �

1

2
M 2

~W a ~W a �
1

2
M Y

~Y ~Y �
1

2
M X

~X ~X � MY X
~Y ~X + h:c: (21)

wherethe ~W a (a = 1;2;3),~Y and ~X arethe(two{com ponent)SU(2)L,U(1)Y and U(1)X
gaugino�elds,and M i(i= 2;X ;Y;Y X )arethecorrespondingsoft-SUSY breakingm ass
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param eters.Afterperform ingthetransform ationofgaugesuper�eldstothegaugeboson

eigenstatebasis,Eq.(3),theLagrangian takestheform

Lgaugino
m ass = �

1

2
M 2

~W a ~W a �
1

2
M 1

~B ~B �
1

2
M

0
1
~B 0~B 0� MK

~B ~B 0+ h:c:; (22)

where

M
0
1 �

M X

cos2�
�
2sin�

cos2�
M Y X + M Y tan

2
� ; M K �

M Y X

cos�
� MY tan� ; (23)

and we introduce the conventionalnotation for the U(1) bino m ass M 1 � MY . In

parallelto the gauge kinetic m ixing discussed in Sect.2.1,the Abelian gaugino m ixing

m assparam eterM Y X isassum ed sm allcom pared with the m assscalesofthe gaugino

and higgsino �elds.

Noticethatthegaugekineticterm m ixing (and thecorresponding soft-SUSY break-

ing m ass)can be a source ofm asssplitting between the ~B and ~B 0 gauginosin m odels

with universalgaugino m assesM X = M Y .Since the m ixing angle � m ustbesm all,as

required by data [31],the splitting is very sm all. The splitting could be enhanced if

additionalU(1)gaugefactorsin thehidden sectorwerepresentthatm ix via thekinetic

term with thevisiblesector.3 In ourphenom enologicalanalyses,therefore,wewillcon-

sidertwo scenarios:(A)with M 0
1 taken asa freeparam eter,independentfrom M 1;and

(B)with M 0
1 tightto M 1 and M 2 by a uni�cation ofgaugino m assesattheGUT scale.

After breaking the electroweak and U(1)X sym m etries spontaneously the doublet

higgsino m ass � and the doublet higgsino{singlet higgsino m ixing �� param eters are

generated

� � �
vS
p
2

and �� � �
v
p
2
: (24)

The USSM neutralgaugino{higgsino m assm atrix in a basisoftwo{com ponentspinor

�elds� � (~B ;~W 3;~H 0
d;
~H 0
u;
~S;~B 0)T can bewritten in thefollowing block m atrix form

M ~�0 =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

M 1 0 � MZ c�sW M Z s�sW 0 M K

0 M 2 M Z c�cW � MZ s�cW 0 0

� MZ c�sW M Z c�cW 0 � � � �� s� Q 1g
0
1vc�

M Z s�sW � MZ s�cW � � 0 � �� c� Q 2g
0
1vs�

0 0 � �� s� � �� c� 0 Q Sg
0
1vS

M K 0 Q 1g
0
1vc� Q 2g

0
1vs� Q Sg

0
1vS M 0

1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(25)

3Since the �eldsin the hidden sectorare generally considered to be heavy enough and the hidden-

visiblem ixing isexpected to besm all,theire�ecton thevisiblegaugesectorcan benegligible.Never-

theless,the m assofthe Abelian gaugino in the visible sectorcan obtain a substantialcontribution,as

advocated in [34].
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wheretheupper-left4� 4istheneutralgaugino{higgsinom assm atrixoftheM SSM ,the

lower-right2� 2correspondstothenew sectorcontainingthesinglethiggsino (singlino)

and the new U(1){gaugino ~B 0thatisorthogonalto the bino ~B ,and o�-diagonal4� 2

describes the coupling ofthe two sectors via the neutralino m ass m atrix (s� � sin�,

c� � cos�,and sW ;cW are the sine and cosine ofthe electroweak m ixing angle �W ).

Notice the see-saw type structure ofthe new sector due to the absence ofa diagonal

m assparam eterforthe singlino ~S,which isin directcontrastto the NM SSM in which

thecubicself-interaction generatesa singletm assterm [10].Forthesam ereason,in the

USSM thelightestneutralino can neverbebino’-dom inated.

In general,the neutralino m ass m atrix M ~�0 is a com plex sym m etric m atrix. To

transform thism atrix to thediagonalform ,weintroducea unitary 6� 6 m atrix N such

that

~�0k = N k‘(~B ;~W
3
;~H d;~H u;~S;~B

0)‘; (26)

wherethephysicalneutralino states ~�0k [k = 1;:::;6]areordered according to ascending

absolute m ass values. The eigenvalues ofthe above m atrix can be ofboth signs;the

negativesignsareincorporated tothem ixingm atrix N .M athem atically,thisprocedure

oftransform ing a generalcom plex sym m etric m atrix to the diagonalform with non-

negative diagonalelem ents is called the Takagidiagonalization,or the singular value

decom position [18,35]. Physically,the unitary m atrix N determ ines the couplings of

them ass{eigenstates ~�0k to otherparticles.

Although thecom plexityofneutralinosectorincreasesdram aticallybythisextension

as com pared to the M SSM (which can be solved analytically),the structure rem ains

transparentsince,in fact,theoriginalM SSM and thenew degreesoffreedom arecoupled

weakly.M K m ustbesm allby therequirem entthatthem ixing oftheU(1)X and U(1)Y
sectors satisfy experim entallim its. The rem aining o�-diagonalterm s are suppressed

with respect to the corresponding block diagonalterm s by a factorofv=vS. Since vS
setsthe m assofthe Z 0,thisresultsin vS being roughly an orderofm agnitude greater

than v. Therefore in physically interesting case ofweak couplingsofboth the M SSM

higgsino doublets to the singlet higgsino and to the U(1)X gaugino,and the coupling

oftheU(1)Y and U(1)X gaugino singlets,therem aining term sin theo�-diagonal4� 2

subm atrix in Eq.(25)aresm all.Then,an approxim ateanalyticalsolution can befound

following a two-step diagonalization procedure given in Ref.[18]. In the �rststep the

4� 4 M SSM subm atrix M 4 and thenew 2� 2 singlino{U(1)X gaugino subm atrix M 2

are separately diagonalised. In the second step a block{diagonalization rem oves the

non{zero o�{diagonalblockswhile leaving the diagonalblocksapproxim ately diagonal

up to second order,dueto theweak coupling ofthetwo subsystem s.
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2.4 T he sferm ion sector

As explained in the Introduction, we assum e the exotic squarks to be substantially

heavierthantheM SSM �elds.HoweverthestructureoftheM SSM squarksgetsm odi�ed

by the presence ofextra U(1)X . Both the squarks and sleptons are im portant to our

analysis and so we briey describe the new ingredients in the sferm ion m ass m atrix

(neglecting thepossibility ofavorand CP violation)

M
2
~f
=

 
m 2

~F
+ m 2

f + � ~f
m f(A f � �(tan�)

� 2I3
f)

m f(A f � �(tan�)
� 2I3

f) m 2
~f
+ m 2

f + � ~f�

!

: (27)

wherem ~F ,m ~f
arethesferm ion soft-supersym m etry breaking param etersforthequark

and lepton doublets F = Q;L and singlets f = U c;D c;E c and A f is the trilinear

coupling,whilem f isthecorrespondingferm ion m assandtheD -term sreceiveadditional

U(1)X term s

� ~f
= M

2
Z cos2�(I

3
f � efs

2
W )+

1

2
g
02
1 Q ~f

�
v
2
�
Q 1cos

2
� + Q2sin

2
�
�
+ Q Sv

2
S

�
(28)

whereI3f and ef aretheweak isospin and electricchargeand theU(1)X chargesQ ~f
are

fortheleft�elds.Explicitly,wehaveforsquarks

� ~u = M
2
Z cos2� (

1

2
� 2

3
s
2
W )+

1

80
g
02
1 [� v

2(2sin2� + 3cos2�)+ 5v2S]

� ~u� = M
2
Z cos2�

2

3
s
2
W + 1

80
g
02
1 [� v

2(2sin2� + 3cos2�)+ 5v2S]

� ~d
= M

2
Z cos2� (�

1

2
+ 1

3
s
2
W )+

1

80
g
02
1 [� v

2(2sin2� + 3cos2�)+ 5v2S]

� ~d�
= M

2
Z cos2� (�

1

3
s
2
W )+

2

80
g
02
1 [� v

2(2sin2� + 3cos2�)+ 5v2S] (29)

and forsleptons

� ~� = M
2
Z cos2� (

1

2
)+ 2

80
g
02
1 [� v

2(2sin2� + 3cos2�)+ 5v2S]

� ~e = M
2
Z cos2� (�

1

2
+ s

2
W )+

2

80
g
02
1 [� v

2(2sin2� + 3cos2�)+ 5v2S]

� ~e� = M
2
Z cos2� (� s

2
W )+

1

80
g
02
1 [� v

2(2sin2� + 3cos2�)+ 5v2S] (30)

Notethathereg01 istheGUT norm alized U(1)X gaugecoupling analogousto theGUT

norm alized hyperchargegaugecoupling g1 in theM SSM .

The diagonalform ofthe sferm ion m ass m atrix is obtained, as usual, by a 2x2

rotation in theLR plane

M
2diag

~f
= U

T
~f
M

2
~f
U ~f

(31)

and them asseigenstatesarede�ned according to
�

~f1
~f2

�

= U
y

~f

�
~fL
~fR

�

(32)

with theconvention thatm ~f1
� m ~f2

.
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3 C alculating the relic density

Thecalculation oftheneutralinoLSP relicdensity in theM SSM iswellknown [1,2]and

hasbeen widely studied in thegeneralM SSM [36]and theconstrained M SSM [37].The

calculation ofthe relic density in the NM SSM has also been extensively studied [38].

Thedi�erencesbetween theM SSM relicdensity calculation and theUSSM calculation

arise through the extension ofthe particle spectrum and through the new interactions

thatareintroduced.W ehaveim plem ented allnew interactionsintothemicrOMEGAs[25]

codeusing LanHep[24]to generatethefeynm an rules.MicrOMEGAs takesfullaccountof

allannihilation and coannihilation processesand calculatestheire�ectwhenever they

arerelevant.Nevetheless,from theform ofthesealterationswewould liketom akesom e

generalobservationsbeforewego on to considerthedetailsofthecalculations.

TheUSSM extendstheneutralino sectorby adding two new statesto thespectrum :

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

theprim ary e�ectwillbethrough them agnitudeofthesinglino and bino’com ponents

in the lightest neutralino. In what follows we willbe interested in the scenarios in

which thelightestneutralino hasa signi�cantsinglino com ponentand a sm allbutnon-

zero bino’com ponent. Therefore itisinform ative to consider the generalform ofthe

interactionsthatarisefrom thesinglino and bino’com ponentsofthelightestneutralino

beforeconsidering speci�cdiagram s.

The bino’com ponentisalwayssubdom inantto the singlino com ponentdue to the

see-saw structureoftheextra 2� 2~S=~B 0sectoroftheneutralino m assm atrix in Eq.25.

Theform oftheinteractionsthatarisefrom theinclusion ofthebino’com ponentclosely

m irror those ofthe bino com ponent, except for the di�erent coupling constant and

chargesunderthenew U(1)X .

Thesinglino com ponentisanotherm atter.Itgivesriseto a new typeofneutralino

interaction from the�Ŝ Ĥ uĤ d term in thesuperpotentialthatwillbeseen to dom inate

theannihilation processesofneutralinoswith signi�cantsinglinocom ponents.Thisterm

m eansthatifthe lightestneutralino hassigni�cantsinglino and higgsino com ponents

then it willcouple strongly to Higgs bosons with a signi�cant H u or H d com ponent,

usually the lighter Higgs bosons,H 1;2 and A in the spectrum . M oreover,the absence

ofthe singlet cubic term ~S3,in contrast the the NM SSM ,im plies that the singlino-

dom inated LSP needsan adm ixtureofM SSM higgsinosto annihilateto Higgsbosons.

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 ponentin the lightest neutralino

willsuppressannihilationsto W orZ1 bosons.

Finally,thereisnocouplingofthesinglinocom ponenttoferm ions.Thusasigni�cant

singlinocom ponentin thelightestneutralinowillalsosuppressannihilation toferm ions.

Having noted thesegeneralfeatureswewillnow considerthespeci�cbehaviorofthe

di�erentannihilation diagram s.
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3.1 t-channeldiagram s

� Gaugeboson �nalstates

~�01

~�0n

~�01

Z1;2

Z1;2

~�01

~�+n

~�01

W

W

Figure1:Thet-channelannihilation processesfora neutralino to �nalstatescontaining

gauge bosons.

Fig.1showsthet-channeldiagram savailableforannihilation ofneutralinostogauge

bosons.The ~�01~�
0
jZi vertex isgiven in Eq.(B.1).Notethatthecoupling ofneutralinos

to theZ com ponentoftheZ1 stateisprecisely thatoftheM SSM ~�01~�
0
jZ coupling.As

theZ com ponentdom inatestheZ1 state,a singlino dom inated LSP willnotannihilate

strongly to Z1 bosons.

In contrastthere isa strong coupling from the M SSM -higgsino com ponentsaswell

as the singlino com ponent to the Z 0 com ponent ofthe Zi state. Notice also thatthe

M SSM -higgsino com ponents ofthe LSP enter with the sam e sign in the coupling to

the Z 0,unlike in the coupling to the Z,where they tend to canceleach other. Asthe

Z2 boson isdom inantly Z 0 any LSP with a non-zero higgsino orsinglino fraction will

annihilateto Z2 bosonswhen such a �nalstateiskinem atically allowed.Unfortunately

the Z2 is required to be heavy by experim entallim its,so annihilation ofthe lightest

neutralinosto �nalstatesinvolving one Z 2 ishard to achieve and annihilation to two

Z2 bosonsisim possible.

The second diagram ofFig.1 showsthe t-channelannihilation to W � �nalstates.

Eqs.(B.2) and (B.3)give the relevant coupling and show thatthe singlino and bino’

com ponents do notcouple to the wino com ponent ofcharginosorto the W � bosons.

Thism eansthatalargesinglinoorbino’com ponentintheLSP willsuppressannihilation

to W � bosonsin the�nalstate.

� Higgsboson �nalstates

Fig.2 shows the available t-channelprocesses for the annihilation ofneutralinos

to �nalstate Higgs bosons. Due to the �Ŝ Ĥ uĤ d term in the superpotentialand the

D-term sthere are signi�cantdi�erencesbetween these diagram sin the USSM and the

M SSM .The ~�01~�
0
iH j vertex given in Eq.(B.6)istherelevantvertex in this�rstdiagram .
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~�01

~�0n

~�01

H i

H j

~�01

~�0n

~�01

A

A

~�01

~�+n

~�01

H +

H �

Figure2:The t-channelannihilation processesfora neutralino to �nalstatesinvolving

scalarHiggsbosons,pseudoscalarHiggsbosonsorcharged Higgsbosonsrespectively.

First note that the bino’com ponent ofone neutralino couples with the higgsino

com ponentofthe otherand the H u;d com ponentofthe �nalstate Higgsboson in the

sam eway astheequivalentcoupling ofthebino orwino com ponents.In addition there

is an extra term which couples the bino’com ponent ofone neutralino to the singlino

com ponent ofthe otherand to the singlet com ponent ofthe Higgs boson in the �nal

state.Thism eansthatifthelightestneutralinoisdom inantly singlino,itwillannihilate

to�nalstateHiggsbosonswith asigni�cantsingletcom ponentthrough theexchangeof

a neutralino with a signi�cantbino’com ponentin the t-channel. Unfortunately these

processesaredisfavored forthesam ereason asannihilation to �nalstatescontaining a

Z2.TheHiggsboson with a signi�cantsingletcom ponentwillhavea m asscom parable

to the Z2 boson and thus a �nalstate with two such Higgsbosonswillbe im possible

and even onewilloften bekinem atically ruled out.

Ofm oreinterestistheterm in thisvertex thatcouplesa singlino com ponentofone

neutralino to a higgsino com ponentoftheotherneutralino and theH u;d com ponentsof

theHiggsboson with astrength �.Ifthelightestneutralino isdom inantly singlino then

two LSPscan exchange a dom inantly higgsino neutralino in the t-channelto produce

two Higgs bosons in the �nalstate. This is a channelthat is always present ifthe

lightest neutralinos are heavy enough to produce two light Higgs bosons in the �nal

state.Obviously,ifboth H 1 and H 2 arelighterthan the lightestneutralino then there

willbem oreavailablechannels.Asthesinglino couplespredom inantly to Higgsstates,

thischannelprovidesthestrongestannihilation m echanism foraneutralinowith alarge

singlino com ponent. This am plitude willbe m axim ised for three degenerate m ixed

stateneutralinoswith strong higgsino and singlino com ponentsthatareheavierin m ass

than the lightest two Higgs states. The addition ofthis vertex also allows for a new

annihilation process for a dom inantly higgsino neutralino through the exchange ofa

t-channelneutralino with a substantialsinglino com ponent.

The m iddle diagram ofFig.2 shows the annihilation to �nalstate pseudoscalar

Higgs bosons. The relevant vertex is given in Eq.(B.10). The �rst line gives the

fam iliar M SSM vertex for the coupling ofa ~B or ~W com ponent ofa neutralino to a
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higgsino com ponentand a pseudoscalarHiggs.Thisism odi�ed by an overallfactorof

cos� which determ inesthem agnitudeoftheM SSM -likecom ponentsofthepseudoscalar

Higgsoverthe singletcontribution. Assin� � vcos�=vS,the suppression from cos�

issm all. This isthe sam e assaying thatthe pseudoscalar Higgsgenerally only hasa

very sm allsingletcom ponent.Theanalogueofthe ~W ; ~B interaction term sappearsfor

the bino’. The bino’com ponentalso couplesto the singlino com ponentofthe second

neutralino and thesingletcom ponentofthe�nalstatepseudoscalarHiggs.Thisterm is

sin� suppressed due to the sm allsingletcom ponentoftheA bosonsin the�nalstate.

These interactionsdeterm ine the strength ofthe annihilation ofa dom inantly gaugino

LSP to pseudoscalarHiggsbosonsthrough the exchange ofa dom inantly higgsino (or

singlino)neutralino.

M ore interesting contributionscom e from the �Ŝ Ĥ uĤ d term in the superpotential.

TheseprovideaA ~H u
~H d coupling,albeitsuppressed by afactorofsin�.Such acoupling

doesnotappearin theM SSM .There isalso a term thatcouplesA ~S ~H u;d with no sin�

suppression. Once again this produces a strong annihilation channelfor a neutralino

with asubstantialsinglino com ponentthrough t-channelneutralino exchangewherethe

neutralinoexchanged in thet-channelm usthaveasigni�canthiggsinocom ponent.This

is the analogue ofthe process we discussed in som e detailfor the scalar Higgs �nal

statesand will,kinem aticsallowing,giveastrongannihilation channelforadom inantly

singlinoneutralinoaslongasthereisalightneutralinointhespectrum withasubstantial

higgsino com ponentto beexchanged in thet-channel.

The �naldiagram ofFig.2 showsannihilation to charged Higgsboson �nalstates.

The relevant vertex is given in Eq.(B.14). The vertex includes a ~B 0 interaction that

parallelsthe fam iliar ~B and ~W interactionsto the higgsino com ponentofthe chargino

and a charged Higgsboson. There isalso a term thatarisesfrom the �Ŝ Ĥ uĤ d super-

potentialterm . Thisallowsfora neutralino with a substantialsinglino com ponentto

annihilateto charged Higgsbosonsvia t-channelchargino exchangeaslong asthereare

lightcharginoswith a signi�canthiggsino com ponentand the�nalstatecharged Higgs

bosons are kinem atically allowed. In contrast to the previous two diagram s,this one

doesnotadd an extra annihilation channelfora dom inantly higgsino neutralino.In the

�rsttwo diagram sthereisthenew possibility in which adom inantly singlino neutralino

isexchanged in thet-channel.In thethird diagram thereisno such processasthereis

no singlino com ponentin thecharginos.

From an analysisofthe processes with Higgsbosonsin the �nalstate we see that

there willbe a strong annihilation cross-section for a neutralino with a large singlino

com ponenttolightHiggsbosonsifthereisalightneutralinowith asubstantialhiggsino

com ponentin thespectrum and theHiggsboson �nalstatesarekinem atically allowed.

W ealso notethatthe�Ŝ Ĥ uĤ d allowsfornew couplingsbetween neutralinosand Higgs

bosonsthatwillalterthe annihilation ofdom inantly higgsino neutralinoswith respect

to theirbehaviorin theM SSM .
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~�01

~f

~�01

f

f

Figure3:The t-channelannihilation processforneutralinosto ferm ions.

� M ixed boson �nalstates

It is quite possible to have an unm atched pair ofbosons in the �nalstate ofa t-

channelannihilation diagram .W edo notneed to go through thedetailsofallpossible

diagram s.Instead wejustnotethata neutralino with a signi�cantsinglino com ponent

willdom inantly annihilateto�nalstatesm adeup ofHiggsbosons.Thestrength ofsuch

channelswilldepend upon thesizeofthesinglino com ponentin thelightestneutralino,

them assoftheneutralinoswith substantialhiggsinocom ponentsthatwillbeexchanged

in thet-channel,and them assofthe�nalstateHiggsbosons.

� Ferm ion �nalstates

Finallyweconsiderthet-channelannihilationdiagram to�nalstateferm ionsthrough

the diagram given in Fig.3. The squark verticesare given in Eqs.(B.18)and (B.19).

Thecouplingsofthebino and wino com ponentsoftheneutralino arethesam easin the

M SSM .Notethatthereisan extra coupling ofthebino’com ponentoftheneutralino to

thesquark-quark pairthatisofthesam eorderofm agnitudeasforthe ~B .Asthebino’

isonly everasubdom inantcom ponentofthelightestneutralino,and astheannihilation

to ferm ionsisrelatively weak in the �rstplace,we can expectthatinteractionsofthis

form willhave little im pacton the annihilation cross-section. However,ifthe lightest

neutralino istoo lightto annihilateto �nalstateHiggsbosons,thischannelwillrem ain

open and can dom inatethough itwillgivearelicdensity wellin excessofthatm easured

by W M AP.

3.2 s-channeldiagram s

Fig.4 shows the possible s-channelprocesses available for the annihilation ofa pair

ofneutralinos. The �rstdiagram showsthe annihilation through and interm ediate Z i

gauge boson. The relevant coupling oftwo neutralinos to a Zi is given in Eq.(B.1).

As before we note that the singlino com ponent ofthe neutralino only couples to the

Z 0 com ponent ofthe Zi gauge boson. This m eans that ifthe lightest neutralino has
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~�01

~�01

Z1;2

~�01

~�01

H i;A

Figure 4: The annihilation processes for a neutralino through s-channelHiggs and Zi

bosons,where we do notspecify the precise particlesin the �nalstate.

a signi�cant singlino com ponent,then annihilations through an s-channelZ 1 willbe

suppressed asthe Z 0 com ponentofthe Z1 isrequired to be very sm all. On the other

hand,theZ2 hasalargeZ
0com ponent.Thereforealightestneutralinowithasubstantial

singlino com ponentwillannihilatethrough an s-channelZ2.

The second diagram shows the annihilation of neutralinos through an s-channel

scalarorpseudoscalarHiggsboson. The relevantcouplingsare given in Eq.(B.6)and

Eq.(B.10)respectively. Consider�rstthe case in which the s-channelHiggsboson is

dom inantly com posed ofthe singletHiggs. Since the bino orwino com ponents ofthe

lightest neutralino only couple to the non-singlet Higgs com ponents ofthe s-channel

Higgs a light neutralino that is dom inantly wino or bino willnot annihilate strongly

through a dom inantly singlet Higgs. However there is a coupling ofthe singlet com -

ponentofthe Higgsboson to the higgsino com ponentsofthe lightestneutralino. This

providesa strong channelwhen on-resonanceforannihilation ofa lightneutralino with

a large higgsino com ponent. There is also a strong coupling ifthe lightest neutralino

hassigni�cantbino’and singlino com ponents. Thuswe expecta lightneutralino with

strongm ixing between higgsino,singlino and bino’term stoannihilatestrongly through

s-channelheavy Higgsexchangewheretheheavy higgshasa largesingletHiggscom po-

nent.

Ifthes-channelHiggsboson doesnothavea largesingletHiggscom ponentthen the

story issom ewhatdi�erent.In thiscasethelightneutralino needsto havea signi�cant

higgsinofractionalongwithasubstantialcontributionfrom oneoftheothernon-higgsino

states.Thissituation ism irrored in thecaseofthepseudoscalarHiggs.

From this we see that we have a new annihilation channelfor neutralinos with a

signi�canthiggsinofractionthroughadom inantlysingletHiggsinthes-channel.W ealso

see thata lightneutralino with a substantialsinglino-higgsino m ixture willannihilate

strongly through thewholerangeofs-channelHiggsexchange processes.
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3.3 C oannihilation

Aswellastheannihilation oftwo identicalneutralinos,itisoften thecasethatcoannhi-

lation between the LSP and the NLSP (and som etim es even heavier states) can be

im portant. This process is norm ally im portant for a dom inantly M SSM -higgsino or

wino neutralino LSP.In these situationsthere isan autom atic neardegeneracy in the

m assofthe lightestneutralino with the m assofthe lightestchargino and,in the case

ofthe higgsinos,also with the next-to-lightestneutralino. A dom inantly singlino LSP

doesnothave an autom aticdegeneracy with otherstates.However,itispossible fora

singlino neutralino tobeexactly degeneratewith otherstates-som ething thatdoesnot

happen in theM SSM dueto thesignsoftheterm sin theneutralino m ixing m atrix.In

thesecaseswewould expectthee�ectofcoannihilation to beim portant.

Thereforeweexpectcoannihilation processesto only besigni�cantin regionsofthe

param eter space where we m ove from one type ofLSP to another as this indicates a

degeneracy in them assoftheLSP and NLSP.W ealso expectto seethestandard large

coannihilation contributionsfora predom inantly M SSM -like higgsino LSP orpredom i-

nantly wino LSP.

4 Elastic scattering ofneutralinos from nuclei

Thedirectcolddarkm attersearchexperim ents,suchasDAM A/LIBRA,CDM S,ZEPLIN,

EDELW EISS,CRESST,XENON,W ARP [39],aim atdetecting dark m atterparticles

through theirelasticscatteringwith nuclei.Thisiscom plem entary toindirectdetection

e�orts,such asGLAST,EGRET,H.E.S.S.[40],which attem ptto observetheannihila-

tion productsofdark m atterparticlestrapped in celestialbodies.

Since we assum e the LSP to be the lightest neutralino e�01,we consider the elastic

scattering ofthe lightestneutralino from nuclei. The elastic scattering ism ediated by

the t-channelZi and HiggsH k exchange,aswellasthe s-channelsquark ~qj exchange,

as depicted in Fig.5 for ~�01q scattering. There are also im portant contributions from

interactionsofneutralinoswith gluonsatoneloop [42,43].
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0 χ
1

0

χ
1

0χ
1

0χ
1

0 χ

HZ

q q qq

q

1

0

1,2
k1,2

q q

Figure5:Diagram scontributing to the lightestneutralino scattering from a quark.
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The extended particle contentand new couplingspresentin the USSM m odelhave

also a directe�ecton theelasticcrosssection calculations,asdiscussed in theprevious

chapter.

Theelasticcrosssection forneutralino scattering from a nucleuscan bebroken into

a spin-independent(SI)and a spin-dependent(SD)part,

� = �
SI
+ �

SD
; (33)

each ofwhich can be expressed in term s ofthe elastic scattering ofneutralino from

individualnucleonsin the nuclei. In the lim itofzero-m om entum transferthey can be

written as[41]

�
SI
=
4m 2

r

�
[Zfp + (A � Z)fn ]

2
; (34)

�SD =
32m 2

r

�
G
2
F J(J + 1)�2

; (35)

where Z and A are atom ic num ber and m ass ofthe nucleus, J is the totalnucleus

angularm om entum and m r isthereduced neutralino-nucleusm ass.Notethatthespin-

independent partbene�ts from coherent e�ect ofthe scalarcouplings,which leads to

crosssection and ratesproportionaltothesquareoftheatom icm assofthetargetnuclei.

Thespin-dependentquantity � isgiven by

�n =
1

J

"

hSpi
X

q= u;d;s

A q
p
2G F

� p
q + hSni

X

q= u;d;s

A q
p
2G F

� n
q

#

(36)

where hSpiand hSniare the expectation valuesofthe spin contentofthe proton and

neutron group in thenucleus,while� p
q and �

n
q arethequark spin contentoftheproton

and neutron,respectively.

Forthespin-independentpart,thee�ectivecouplingsoftheLSP neutralinotoproton

and neutron fp and fn arem orecom plicated.In thelim itofm ~�0
1

� m ~q and m q � m ~q,

which wewilllatercon�neto,they sim plify and can beapproxim ated as:

fp;n

m p;n

=
X

q= u;d;s

f
p;n

T q

B q

m q

+
2

27
f
p;n

T G

X

q= c;b;t

B q

m q

(37)

The�rstterm in Eq.(37)correspondstointeractionswith thequarksin thetargetnuclei,

whilethesecond term correspondsto interactionswith thegluonsin thetargetthrough

a quark/squark loop diagram ,and

f
p;n

T G

= 1�
X

q= u;d;s

f
p;n

T q
: (38)
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Finally,thee�ective Lagrangian forelasticscattering ofneutralinosfrom quarksin the

non-relativisticlim itcan bewritten asasum ofaxial-vector(spin-dependent)and scalar

(spin-independent)term s:

Le� = A q(��1
�
5�1)(�q�5q)+ B q(��1�1)(�qq) (39)

Thee�ectivecouplingsA q and B q aregiven by:

A q =
g22

16

X

i= 1;2

�
�B iL

q

�
�2 +

�
�B iR

q

�
�2

m 2
~qi
� (m ~�0 � mq)

2
�
G F
p
2

�
jN 13j

2
� jN14j

2
�
I
3
q

�
g021

4m 2
Z 0

�
Q 1jN 13j

2 + Q 2jN 14j
2 + Q sjN 15j

2
�
(Q Q + Q �q) (40)

B q = �
g22

8

X

i= 1;2

Re(B iL
q B

iR
q

�
)

m 2
~qi
� (m ~�0 � mq)

2

�
hq

2
p
2

3X

k= 1

Re(G k)+ Re(G 0
k)+ Re(G 00

k)

m 2
H k

�
O 0
1k forq= d;s;b

O 0
2k forq= u;c;t

(41)

In thisexpressionswehaveneglected a sm allZ-Z 0m ixing.

The �rst term s in both e�ective couplings com e from squark exchange diagram s.

The neutralino-squark-quark couplings B iL
q ;B

iR
q are given in Appendix B.As seen in

Eqs.(B.20,B.21),they receive a contribution form thebino’com ponentN 16.

The second and the third term s in (40) com e from the Z and Z 0 exchanges,re-

spectively,where the lattercontainsa term due to the singlino com ponent,N 15. The

second term in theform factorB q receivescontributionsfrom threescalarHiggsboson

exchanges.Each containsan M SSM -liketerm ,G k,aswellasthenew term sG 0
k and G

00
k,

(k = 1;2;3)

G k = g2(N 12 � tW N 11)(N 14O
0
2k � N13O

0
1k)

G
0
k = � 2g01N 16(Q 1N 13O

0
1k + Q 2N 14O

0
2k + Q S N 15O

0
3k)

G
00
k =

p
2� [N 15(N 13O

0
2k + N 14O

0
1k)+ N 13N 14O

0
3k ] (42)

The G 0
k pieceisgenerated by theg

0
1
~B 0(~H iH i+ ~SS)couplingsfrom theextra U(1)X

D -term s,whiletheG 00
k isinduced by the�

~H i(~SH j+ ~H jS)couplings(herewefollow the

conventionsand notationsofRef.[44],properly extended to theUSSM m odel[45]).

5 R esults

Now thatwe have introduced the m odelwe m ove on to study the detailsofthe dark

m atterphenom enology within theUSSM param eterspace.
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5.1 D e�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 num ber offree param eters over those in the

M SSM by theset:

M
0
1;g

0
1;�;A�;vS:

Theseparam etersareconstrained by a num berofdi�erentfactors.

W e�x g01 = g1 aswewish to m aintain gaugecoupling uni�cation and thetwo U(1)

gaugecouplingsrun with identicalRGEs.

Theparam etersvS;�;A� appearin thedeterm ination ofparticlem asses.Therefore

wedeterm inetheseby settingthecorresponding m asses.Firstofall,wewish tokeep vS
low to m axim ise the region ofparam eterspace in which there isa lightsinglino/bino’

LSP.IfM 0
1 = 0 then there are two degenerate singlino/bino’neutralinos with a m ass

Q 0
Sg

0
1vS. However, we do not have the freedom to set vS arbitrarily low since from

Eqs.(9) we see that low vS would require a light Z2 m ass and a large Z-Z 0 m ixing

incom patiblewith theLEP and Tevatron lim its.Adopting

m s = g
0
1vS = 1200 GeV; (43)

togetherwith assum ed tan� = 5,givesM Z2
= 949 GeV and sinZ Z 0 = 3 10� 3 which is

consistent with currentconstraints. W e use thisto setthe m agnitude ofthe vS in all

thatfollows.

W ith vS set,ourchoiceof� willsetthesizeof� through therelation

� = �
vS
p
2
: (44)

Note that� is a coupling and so cannot be too large. An upper lim it on � < 0:7 at

a given value ofvS resultsin a corresponding m axim um value on �,and consequently

� < m S;Z 0. As a result,m ~�0
1

< m Z 0;S willalways be satis�ed which has im portant

im plications for the available dark m atter annihilation channels. It also justi�es our

earlierclaim thatthere willalwaysbe lightcharginosand higgsinosin the spectrum if

theZ 0m assislow.

W esetthesizeofA � by setting them assofthepseudoscalarHiggs.From Eq.(20)

weseethatoncetheVeV ofS and � havebeen set,them assofm A only dependsupon

tan� and A�. As we are keeping tan� �xed,we can use A � to set the psuedoscalar

Higgsm ass.

The fam iliar M SSM param eters are also relevant to the details ofboth the relic

density calculation and the directdetection phenom enology. The m ostim portantpa-

ram etersarethosethatappearin theneutralinom assm atrix -M 1 and M 2.W ekeep the

ratio M 1 :M 2 = 1 :2 forsim plicity,butthere are asm any waysto break thisrelation

in theUSSM asin theM SSM .
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Finally we m ust set M 0
1. In what follows we take M 0

1 as a free variable and scan

over a range ofvalues. In our�rst study we take M 0
1 to be independent ofthe other

gaugino m asses,asin thestudy ofRef.[18]wherethecolliderphenom enology hasbeen

discussed. This willcom plem ent Ref.[18]with the dark m attercalculations. On the

other hand,it is also interesting to consider a scenario in which soft SUSY breaking

gaugino m asses are uni�ed,nam ely M 1 :M
0
1 :M 2 = 1 :1 :2 and we do this in our

second scenario.Thisallowsusto organizeourstudiesin thefollowing way:

� scenario A: M01 arbitrary ;

� scenario B: uni�ed gaugino m assesM01 = M 1 = M 2=2 .

To calculatetherelicdensity weneed to settherestoftheparticlespectrum .To do

thiswe�x thepseudoscalarHiggsm assm A = 500GeV and forsferm ion m asseswetake

a com m on m assofm Q ;u;d;L;e = 800 GeV,and a com m on trilinearcoupling A = 1 TeV,

whilethegluino m assisdeterm ined assum ing uni�ed gaugino m assesattheGUT scale.

W ehavesetthesquarksand sleptonsto beheavy asthisallowsfora cleareranalysisof

theannihilation propertiesoftheneutralinos.

Forthedirectdarkm attersearches,therearelargeuncertaintiesinthespin-dependent

and spin-independentelasticcrosssection calculationsduetothepoorknowledgeofthe

quark spin content ofthe nucleon and quark m asses and hadronic m atrix elem ents.

These uncertaintieshave recently been discussed in Ref.[46],from where we calculate

thecentralvaluesoff
p;n

Tq :

f
p

T u
= 0:027; f

p

T d

= 0:039; f
p

T s
= 0:36

f
n

T u
= 0:0216; f

n

T d

= 0:049; f
n

T s
= 0:36 (45)

and � p;n
q :

� p
u = +0:84; �

p

d
= � 0:43; �ps = � 0:09

� n
u = � 0:43; �nd = +0:84; � n

s = � 0:09 (46)

5.2 Scenario A :M 0
1 arbitrary

In thisscenario wetakeM 0
1 asan arbitrary param eterwith theM SSM gaugino param -

eters�xed at� = 300 GeV,M 1 = M 2=2= 750 GeV.

5.2.1 M ass spectrum

W ith theseparam eterswecalculatetheresulting m assspectrum atagiven valueofM 0
1.

The m assspectrum forM 0
1 = 0 GeV isshown in Fig.6. In the Higgssectorwe have

a light Higgs at 127 GeV,a heavier scalar,pseudoscalar and charged Higgses around

500GeV and adom inantly singletHiggsat949GeV.Sferm ionsarelocated between 750
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Param eter Value

M 1 750 GeV

M 2 1500 GeV

� 300 GeV

M 0
1 0-20 TeV

hSi 2607.61 GeV

� 0.163

A � 160 GeV

Table2:T heparam eterstaken fortheneutralino sectorin thescan with � = 300 GeV,

m A = 500 GeV,tan� = 5.
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Figure6:The m assspectrum forM 0
1 = 0 GeV

to 950 GeV.The chargino sectorconsists ofa higgsino-like chargino around 300 GeV

and a wino-like chargino at1500 GeV.Since the m ixing between the M SSM -like and

thebino’/singlino atM 0
1 = 0 GeV isnum erically sm all,thespectrum ofneutralinoscan

qualitatively beunderstood byseparatelydiagonalizingthe4x4and 2x2neutralinom ass

sub-m atrices.Thustoagood approxim ation wehave(accordingtoascending(absolute)

m assesforM 0
1 = 0GeV)apairofnearly degenerate,m axim ally m ixed M SSM higgsinos

at300 GeV (�rsttwo states),an M SSM bino at750 GeV (the third),a pairofnearly

degenerate,m axim ally m ixed singlino/bino’neutralinosat949GeV (thefourth and the

�fth)and an M SSM wino at1500 GeV (thesixth state).

Tounderstand thechangeofneutralinom assesand oftheircom position asafunction

ofM 0
1 itisinstructivethefollow theiranalyticevolution asM 0

1 isturned on.Thesee-saw
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Figure 7: The neutralino m ass spectrum for varying M 0
1,for the param eter choices in

table.2.The rightpanelisa m agni�ed partofthe leftone.

structure ofthe 2x2 singlino/bino’subm atrix forcesthe two nearly degenerate,m ixed

singlino/bino’states to m ove apart: the lighter one (the fourth)gets lighter,and the

m ass ofthe other (the �fth one) heavier as M 0
1 increases. The M SSM -like states do

not evolve m uch,unless the m ass ofone ofthe new states com es close to one ofthe

M SSM ,where a strong m ixing m ay occur. For the m ixing to be im portant not only

the (absolute) m asses m ust com e close,but also the m ass-eigenstates m ust belong to

eigenvaluesofthe sam e sign. Itisobviousfrom the see-saw structure thatthe heavier

singlino/bino’state(the�fth one)belongstothepositiveand thelighter(thefourth)to

the one negative eigenvalue. Sim ilarly the lighterofthe two nearly degenerate M SSM

higgsinos(the�rststate)belongstothepositive,and theother(thesecond)tonegative

eigenvalue.

As M 0
1 increases the (absolute) m ass ofthe fourth state gets closer to the third,

howeverthey do notm ix sincethey belong to eigenvaluesofoppositesign.In leftpanel

ofFig.7 thelinesrepresenting thesetwo statespasseach otheratM 0
1 � 450 GeV.The

bino,which isthethird state according to the m assordering below 450 GeV,becom es

the fourth one when M 0
1 passes450 GeV.On the otherhand when M

0
1 approaches900

GeV and the m ass ofthe �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 sm oothly changes its character from the M SSM wino

to the singlino/bino’when M 0
1 passes the cross-over zone near 900 GeV.Even m ore
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interesting feature occurs when M 0
1 approaches 2500 GeV,as illustrated in the right

panelofFig.7 { a m agni�ed partoftheleftpanel.The singlino/bino’statebelonging

to the negative eigenvalue (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 �rst one since these

statesbelong to eigenvaluesofoppositesign.Asa resultofthem ixing them assofthe

second stateispushed down and below thelightestoneforM 0
1 above� 2:6 TeV.Thus

the LSP discontinuously changes its character from being m ainly higgsino to m ainly

singlino/bino’when M 0
1 passesthe cross-overzone near2.6 TeV.ForhigherM

0
1 values

the LSP becom esdom inantly singlino. Thisbehaviorwillbe im portantto understand

discontinuitiesin plotsto follow.

5.2.2 R elic density
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Figure 8: The relic density across varying M 0
1,for � = 300 GeV,m A = 500 GeV and

tan� = 5. The red lines show the 2� m easurem entofthe 
C D M h
2 by W M AP-5. The

green line showsthe approxim ate M SSM higgsino relic density for� = 300 GeV.

Having set the m asses,we vary M 0
1 and calculate the relic density. The resulting

valuesfortherelicdensity areplotted in Fig.8.Beforedealingwith thespeci�cchannels

thatgive rise to the di�erent features,we m ake som e generalpoints. Firstly,as� =

300 GeV and m A ;H ;H � � 500 GeV it is never possible for a pair of neutralinos to

annihilatetoapairofpseudoscalarHiggsbosons,m edium m assHiggsbosonsorcharged

Higgsbosonsin the �nalstate. Secondly,asthe squarksand sleptonsare signi�cantly

m ore m assive than the m ass ofthe LSP,they do not contribute signi�cantly to the

annihilation cross-section exceptwherenoted below.
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In the range 0 < M 0
1 < 2:5 TeV the LSP is predom inantly com posed ofM SSM -

higgsino and givesa relicdensity ofthesam eorderofm agnitudeasan M SSM -higgsino.

AtM 1 = 2:57 TeV theLSP becom esdom inantly singlino,asshown by thecross-overof

them asslinesin Fig.7.AsM 0
1 increases,thesinglino com ponentoftheLSP increases

steadily.Thisdecreasesthestrength ofthe ~�01 � ~��1 coannihilation thatdom inatesthe

annihilation am plitudefora predom inantly M SSM -higgsino LSP.Asa resultwe m ight

expectthe value of
C D M h
2 to increase noticably before M 0

1 = 2:57 TeV.However,as

M 0
1 approaches2.57TeV them asssplittingbetween ~�01 and ~�02 decreases.Thisincreases

the am plitude for ~�01 � ~�02 coannihilation. This increase com pensates the drop in the

neutralino-chargino coannihilation and resultsin an alm ostatvalueof
 C D M h
2 up to

M 0
1 = 2:57 TeV.

Above M 0
1 = 2:57 TeV the m ass splitting between the lightest neutralino and the

lightestcharginoand nexttolightestneutralinoincreasessteadily.Thisquickly turnso�

any coannihilation processes.Atthesam etim e,thesinglino com ponentofthelightest

neutralinoincreasesquickly.Thissteadilyreducestheam plitudeof~�01� ~�01 annihilations.

Asaresultofthecom bination ofthesetwoe�ectsthereisasharp risein therelicdensity

aboveM 0
1 = 2:57 TeV.

AtM 0
1 � 3TeV weseeasharp dip in thevalueof
C D M h

2 caused bythepseudoscalar

Higgss-channelresonance. Justbelow M 0
1 = 5 TeV we see a sharp jum p in the relic

density astheLSP dropsbelow thetop m ass,ruling outprocessesoftheform ~�01~�
0
1 !

H � ! tt. By M 0
1 = 5 TeV the LSP is94% singlino with a 3% bino’adm ixture and a

2% higgsino adm ixture. This,com bined with the m asssplitting between the higgsinos

and the singlino LSP,suppresses the annihilation ofthe singlino resulting in a relic

density wellabovethem easured value.Atthispointthedom inantannihilation channel

isto b;bthrough o�-shells-channelHiggsproduction,with a subdom inantcontribution

from t-channelhiggsino exchangeto �nalstatelightHiggsbosons.A sm allkink in the

relic density pro�le atM 0
1 � 11 TeV isthe pointatwhich the singlino becom eslighter

than thelightHiggsboson and �nalstateswith two Higgsbosonsbecom ekinem atically

disallowed. The dip at M 0
1 = 14 TeV is the light Higgs resonance and the dip at

M 0
1 = 20 TeV istheZ1 resonance.

Herewehaveseen thatthedom inantannihilation channelsofthesinglino -through

t-channelhiggsino exchange and through s-channelHiggsproduction -are notstrong

enough to give a relic density in agreem ent with the m easured value. The exception

is when the singlino is m ixed with a higgsino state. This enhances the annihilation

through s-channelHiggsproduction astheneutralino-neutralino-Higgsverticesrequirea

non-zerohiggsinocontribution.Italsoenhancesannihilation through t-channelhiggsino

exchangeasthehiggsinosarelighter.

The factthatwe �nd a large relic density fora singlino LSP ispartly down to our

choiceofparam eters.Singlinodark m atterdom inantly annihilatestoHiggsbosons,and

with the param eters chosen above allbut the lightest Higgsboson are excluded from

the �nalstate by kinem atics and s-channelprocesses are sim ilarly suppressed by the
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large m asses. Thiswould notbe the case ifwe were to take m A ;H ;H � < �. W e can do

thisby eitherlowering A � orincreasing �. Raising � also hasthe e�ect ofincreasing

the coupling strength ofthe relevantverticesforsinglino annihilation. W e willdiscuss

thesee�ectsfurtherin scenario B.

5.2.3 D irect detection
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Figure 9: The elastic spin-independent (left) and spin-dependent(right) LSP-proton

crosssection asa function ofM 0
1 in scenario A.

Letusnow turn to thedirectDM detection analysis.In Fig.9 thespin-independent

aswellasspin-dependentelastic crosssection ofthe lightestneutralino on a proton is

shown asa function ofM 0
1.W e restricttherangeofM 0

1 to 2{5 TeV,since beyond this

rangethecrosssection changesm onotonically.

To understand theM 0
1 behavior,wereferto Fig.7.Up to M

0
1 � 2:5 TeV thelightest

neutralino is alm ost a pure M SSM higgsino. As a result its couplings do notdepend

on M 0
1 and the scattering cross sections are practically determ ined by the M SSM -like

term sG k.Both theSIand SD crosssectionsarealm ostequalto theM SSM resultwith

corresponding param eters.

The discontinuity in the cross sections around 2.5 TeV is related to the sudden

change ofthe nature ofthe LSP.Asthe M 0
1 param eterincreases,the m ixing between

the third and the second states pushes the latter below the lightest one (right panel

ofFig.7). The nature ofthe LSP therefore changes discontinuously from one ofthe

M SSM -like higgsinos to the other higgsino state which at the sam e tim e acquires an

increasing singlino com ponent.

The reduction ofthe spin-independentcrosssection (leftpanel)can be understood

by realizing thattheelasticcrosssection ofthesecond-lighteststate(according to m ass

orderingbelow M 0
1 = 2:5TeV)on theproton ism orethan an orderofm agnitudesm aller
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than thatforthe lightestone. W hen itbecom es the LSP (forM 0
1 > 2:5 TeV) the SI

crosssection dropssigni�cantly. Asthe singlino com ponentofthe LSP increaseswith

M 0
1 theG

00
k factors,which aresensitivetoboth thesinglinoand thehiggsinocom ponents

{viz.Eq.(42),becom eresponsiblefortheriseofthecrosssection.W ith furtherincrease

ofM 0
1 theLSP becom esalm osta puresinglino which explainsa steady fallofthecross

section.

Thespin-dependentcrosssection isdom inatedbythegaugebosonexchangediagram .

TheZ couplingtothelightestneutralinoiscontrolled by thecom bination c34 � jN13j
2�

jN 14j
2 ofneutralino m ixing m atrix elem ents. For low M 0

1 the lightest neutralino is

alm osta perfectm ixtureof ~H 0
d and

~H 0
u forwhich theseelem entsalm ostentirely cancel

resulting in a sm allvalueofc34.AsM
0
1 increasesthesinglino forcesthesecond-lightest

stateto becom e thelightest(ipping thesign ofthecoupling)and upsetsthisdelicate

cancelation.Asa result,thecrosssection increasesby a factor 6 and then startsto fall

astheLSP becom esdom inantly a puresinglino state.

5.3 Scenario B :M 1 = M 0
1 = M 2=2

In the previous subsection we have considered the phenom enology ofthe USSM with

non-universalM 1 and M
0
1.In thissection wewillconsiderthescenarioin which gaugino

m asses are uni�ed at the GUT scale im plying the ratio M 1 :M
0
1 :M 2 = 1 :1 :2 at

theelectroweak scale.W ewillvary M 0
1 (togetherwith othergaugino m asses)asbefore

and considerthe behaviorofboth the relic density and the directdetection behavior.

M otivated by therem arksattheend ofSubsection 5.2.2 wealso increasethevalueof�

param eterby a factorof2,i.e.wetake� = 600 GeV.Thisisachieved by doubling the

sizeof�.

5.3.1 M ass spectrum

Again to understand qualitatively the neutralino m ixing pattern we start the discus-

sion with M 0
1 = 0. Afterthe Takagidiagonalization ofthe neutralino m assm atrix at

M 0
1 = 0 we �nd two alm ost m assless eigenstates (dom inated by the M SSM bino and

wino com ponents),a pair ofnearly degenerate,m axim ally m ixed M SSM higgsinos at

� 600 GeV (the third and fourth states) and a pair ofnearly degenerate,m axim ally

m ixed singlino/bino’neutralinos at949 GeV (the �fth and sixth). The LEP lim iton

thelightestchargino m assthereforeenforcesM 0
1 & 55 GeV.

Forunderstanding theneutralino m ixing pattern asa function ofM 0
1 itisim portant

torem em berthatthelighterofthetwosinglino/bino’and thelighterofthetwohiggsino

states belong to negative eigenvalues, while the other states to positive eigenvalues.

W hen theM 0
1 param eterisswitched on,them ixing pattern ism orerich sincenotonly

thesinglino/bino’,butalso thebino and wino statesvary considerably,seeFig.10.As

a resultthere are m ore cross-over zones where m ixing isim portant. In the cross-over
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Figure 10: The neutralino m ass spectrum as a function ofM 0
1 in the uni�ed scenario

M 0
1 = M 1. The e�ective � param eter is setto 600 GeV,other param eters as in the

previoussubsection.Rightpanelisa m agni�ed partofthe leftone.

zone around M 0
1 � 270 GeV the wino m ixes with the heavier higgsino,around 500

GeV the bino m ixes with the heavier higgsino,around 550 GeV the wino m ixes with

the heavier singlino/bino’and in the last zone around 900 GeV the lighter higgsino

m ixeswith the lightersinglino/bino’state. Thisisillustrated in Fig.10. Asthe lines

develop from M 0
1 = 0GeV,thedom inantcom ponentofthecorresponding statechanges

its nature. For exam ple,along the green line the state starts at M 0
1 = 0 GeV as a

heavierhiggsino,then gradually becom esa wino-dom inated (forM 0
1 � 400� 600 GeV)

and �nally (forM 0
1 > 600 GeV)a bino’-dom inated neutralino. The LSP m ass,aswe

increase M 0
1,�rst increases,then levels o� at M LSP � 600 GeV and then decreases

along with M 0
1.Itsnaturealso changes.Itstartsasa bino,atM

0
1 � 600 GeV gradually

changestoahiggsino-dom inated stateand atM 0
1 � 800GeV discontinuously jum pstoa

singlino/bino’-dom inated state.ForhighervaluesofM 0
1 thelightestneutralino becom es

m ostly singlino.

5.3.2 R elic density

In Fig (11)we show the relic density calculation forcoupled gaugino m assesand � =

600 GeV.In this case the relic density phenom enology is signi�cantly m ore com plex

than previously.Firstofall,notethatbelow M 0
1 = 0:75 TeV theLSP ispredom inantly

bino,with non-zero adm ixturesfrom allotherstates. Above M 0
1 = 0:75 TeV the LSP
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is predom inantly singlino with substantialadm ixtures ofbino’and higgsino. Around

M 0
1 = 0:75 TeV the LSP is predom inantly higgsino with a large adm ixture ofboth

singlino and bino.

Ifweinitiallyignoretheresonanceswecanseeageneraltrendintherelicdensityfrom

a largevalueatlow M 0
1,down to a lowervalueataround M

0
1 = 0:75 TeV and then back

to largervaluesathigh M 0
1.Thisisto be expected asthisfollowsthe evolution ofthe

LSP from bino (thatgenerally gives
C D M h
2 � 
W M A P )through higgsino (generally


C D M h
2 � 
W M A P )to singlino (
C D M h

2 � 
W M A P ).

Beyond thisgeneralstructuretherearea num berofinteresting features.Notethat

as M 0
1 increases the LSP m ass �rst increases reaching a m axim um of� 560 GeV at

M 0
1 � 800 GeV and then falls down crossing allpossible s-channelresonances twice.

Starting from M 0
1 = 0 we�rstarriveata littledip in therelicdensity around M 0

1 = 250

GeV which isdueto thes-channelH 2=A resonance.Thenextresonance dueto Z2=H 3

around M 0
1 = 500GeV producesonly alittlewigglesincetheLSP hasnotyetdeveloped

an appreciablesinglino com ponent.The�rstappreciabledip in therelicdensity occurs

around M 0
1 = 0:8 TeV where 
C D M h

2 drops to � 0:02. Here the LSP has a strong

higgsinocom ponentwhich enhancestheannihilation viathes-channelZ2=H 3 resonances

considerably.Increasing M 0
1 further,theLSP m assincreases,goingo�-resonance(hence

localm axim um in the relic density),untilitreaches itsm axim um of � 590 GeV at

M 0
1 � 800 GeV.From now on theLSP m assdecreasesand itsnaturebecom essinglino-

dom inated. Around M 0
1 = 1:5 TeV itonce again hitsthe Z2=H 3 resonance. However,

thistim etheLSP ispredom inantly singlino.Although puresinglino neutralinosdo not

coupletothesingletHiggs,sotheH 3 resonanceissubdom inant,they couplestrongly to
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theZ 0and annihilatevery e�ciently.Asa result,therelicdensity dropsto � 2� 10� 3.

Thenextfeatureofinterestisthekink atM 0
1 = 2:5TeV.ThisiswheretheLSP m ass

dropsbelow threshold forproduction ofH 1A in the�nalstate.Thisbacksup ourexpec-

tation thatannihilation to heavierHiggsstatessigni�cantly increasesthe annihilation

rateofa singlino LSP.

From thispointon the relic density pro�le showsthe sam e essentialfeaturesasin

Scenario A.W e�nd apseudoscalarHiggsresonanceatM 0
1 = 3:5TeV,thetop threshold

atM 0
1 = 5 TeV,thelightHiggsthreshold atM 0

1 = 11 TeV,thelightHiggsresonanceat

M 0
1 = 14 TeV and theZ resonanceatM 0

1 = 19 TeV.Theoneim portantdi�erencethat

isworth notingisthatin this�gurethelightHiggsresonancedoeslowertherelicdensity

toapointwhereitagreeswith theW M AP-5m easurem ents.Thisisduetothedoubling

of� between thetwo cases.Thisstrengthensthecoupling ofthesinglino-higgsino-higgs

vertex.

In ourstudy ofScenario B we can clearly see thee�ectsofincreasing the size of�.

W e can have a heavier singlino which can annihilate to a wider range of�nalstates.

Thesinglino also hasstrongercouplingsto theotherHiggsand higgsino states,further

reducing therelicdensity.Howeverweseeonceagain thatweneed to tunethem assof

the singlino through M 0
1 to �ttherelic density,eitherthrough a precise balance ofthe

singlino/higgsino m ixture,orthrough a carefulbalanceofthesinglino m assagainstthe

m assofa boson thatm ediatesannihilation in thes-channel.

5.3.3 D irect detection

In Fig.12 the spin-independent as wellas spin-dependent elastic cross section ofthe

lightestneutralino on proton isshown asa function ofM 0
1.W erestricttherangeofM 0

1

to 0{3 TeV,asbeyond thisrangethecrosssection fallsm onotonically.

Referring to Fig.(10),itiseasy to understand theM 0
1 behaviorofthecrosssection.

Forsm allM 0
1 thelightestneutralino (up toM

0
1 � 0:3TeV)isalm osta pureM SSM bino

and itscouplings are roughly M 0
1-independent. As M 0

1 approaches 500 GeV,the LSP

receivesan appreciableadm ixtureofboth higgsinos.Asa resultboth spin-independent

and spin-dependentcrosssectionsrise.However,thespin-dependentcrosssection being

sensitivetothecom bination c34 developsadip around M
0
1 = 800GeV untilthedisconti-

nuity wheretwolighteststatescross.Above800GeV thesteady increaseofthesinglino

com ponentin theLSP m akesthebehaviorofthecrosssection resem ble theonein the

previousscenario (forM 0
1 > 2:5 TeV).

6 Sum m ary and conclusions

In thispaperwehaveprovided an up to dateand com prehensive analysisofneutralino

dark m atter within the USSM which contains,in addition to the M SSM states,also
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Figure 12: The elastic spin-independent(left) and spin-dependent(right) LSP-proton

crosssection asa function ofM 0
1 in the uni�ed scenario M

0
1 = M 1 .

one additionalsinglet Higgs plus an extra Z 0,together with their superpartners the

singlino and bino’. W e have seen thatthe extra statesofthe 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 .Using theLanHEP package,wehavederived allthenew Feynm an

rules relevant for the dark m atter calculations. W e have also provided a com plete

qualitativediscussion ofthenew annihilation channelsrelevantforthecalculation ofthe

cold dark m atterrelic density forthe neutralino LSP in the USSM .W e also discussed

theelasticscattering crosssection fortheneutralino LSP in theUSSM ,including both

spin-independentand spin-dependentpartsofthecrosssections,relevantforthedirect

dark m attersearch experim ents.

W e then surveyed the param eterspace ofthe USSM ,and discussed quantitatively

how thenatureand com position oftheneutralino LSP can besigni�cantly altered com -

pared to that in the M SSM due to the extra singlino and bino’states,for di�erent

rangesofparam eters.W ehave considered two approachesto theparam eterspace:(a)

holding the M SSM higgsino and gaugino m assparam eters�xed,while the m assofthe

extra U(1)gaugino taken free(to com plem entthecolliderphenom enology discussed in

Ref.[18]);(b)thescenario ofuni�ed gauginom asses.TheFeynm an ruleswerethen im -

plem ented into them icrOM EGAspackagein orderto calculatetherelicdensity forthe

corresponding regionsofparam eterspace.Thisprovidesafullcalculation oftheannihi-

lation channelsincluding co-annihilation and carefultreatm entofresonancesaswellas

accurately calculating therelicdensity foran arbitrary adm ixtureofstates.In thisway

we extended the analysisofUSSM dark m atterannihilation beyond the speci�c cases

previously studied in the literature. W e also perform ed an equally generalcalculation

ofthedirectdetection cross-sectionsforUSSM dark m atterforelasticneutralino{nuclei

scattering.
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The resultsshow thatthere are m any caseswhere successfulrelic abundancesm ay

beachieved,and in novelwayscom pared to theM SSM orNM SSM (seeforexam plethe

low m assregion in Fig.11 forM 0
1 < 5 TeV).In generalourresultsalso show thatthe

inclusion ofthe bino’state,aswellasthe lack ofa cubic interaction term Ŝ3,results

in a signi�cant change in the dark m atter phenom enology ofthe USSM as com pared

to thatofM SSM orNM SSM .Also theneutralino m assspectrum in theUSSM m ay be

very di�erent from that ofthe NM SSM as the singlino m ass is determ ined indirectly

by a m ini-see-saw m echanism involving the bino’softm assparam eterM 0
1 ratherthan

through a diagonalm assterm arising from thecubic Ŝ3.Thelack ofacubicinteraction

term also restrictstheannihilation m odesofthesinglino,m aking itdom inantly reliant

on annihilations involving non-singletHiggs bosons and higgsinos. As the USSM has

a di�erent Higgs spectrum to the NM SSM ,notably in the pseudoscalar Higgs sector,

theHiggsdom inated annihilation channelsoftheUSSM singlino aresigni�cantly m od-

i�ed with respectto the NM SSM singlino. AsHiggsexchange diagram sdom inate the

directdetection phenom enology,the di�erence in the Higgsspectrum and the singlino

interactionsresultsin signi�cantdi�erencesin thedirectdetection predictionsaswell.

In conclusion,the USSM ,despite its m odestadditionalparticle content com pared

to theM SSM orNM SSM ,leadsto a surprisingly rich and interesting dark m atterphe-

nom enology which distinguishesitfrom these m odels.The otherstateswhich arenec-

essary in order to m ake the m odelanom aly free,and which we have neglected here,

can only add to therichnessoftheresulting phenom enology,butthequalitatively new

features that we have found in the USSM willrem ain in any m ore com plete m odel.

Neverthelessitwould beinteresting to study thee�ectoftheadditionalstatespresent,

forexam ple,in theE6SSM in a futurestudy.
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A H iggs boson m asses

In generalthe neutralCP-even Higgs �elds h;H ;S m ix. The m ass m atrix takes the

form (seethe�rstpaperin [27])

M
2
even =

0

@
M 2

11 M 2
12 M 2

13

M 2
21 M 2

22 M 2
23

M 2
31 M 2

32 M 2
33

1

A (A.1)

where
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wheretheoneloop-corrections� E ij areexpressed as

� E 22 = � 22 + � A � �� (A.3)

� E 33 = � 33 �
� S

vS

� E A = � A � �� �
� S

vS
+ � 3

in term sof� ij,� S,� �,� A and � 3 given explicitly in Ref.[33](notethattheexpression

forK in thispapershould read K = F � 1

2
log

m 2

~t1
m 2

~t2

Q 4 ).

B Feynm an rules

Allthe Feynm an rules presented here are given in term s ofthe interaction ofm ass

eigenstates. As a result the Feynm an rules reference m any m atrices thatrotate from

theinteraction eigenstatetothem asseigenstatebasis.W ebriey sum m arisethem here

foreaseofreference:
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n vertex given in Eq.(B.1)

� Dij -Z,Z’m ixing m atrix that transform s from the Z;Z 0 eigenstates to the Z1;2

m asseigenstates,asde�ned in Eq.(10)

� O0ij -Higgsm ixing m atrix from the m asseigenstate basisto the the interaction

eigenstatebasis,de�ned in Eq.(18).

� Nij -neutralino m ixing m atrix,de�ned in Eq.(26)

� Uij;Vij -standard chargino m ixing m atricesasin theM SSM [4].

� U
ij

~f
-squark orslepton m ixing m atrix,de�ned in Eq.(31).

Feynm an rulefortheZ
�

i ~�
0
l~�

0
n vertex shown in Fig.B.1:

i�

�
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�
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Feynm an rulesforthe ~��
k
~�0lW

�
� vertex shown in Fig.B.2

ig2
�
�
C
L
lkPL + C

R
lkPR

�
(B.2)

ig2
�
�
C
R �
lk PL + C

L�
lk PR

�
(B.3)
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Feynm an ruleforthe ~�0l~�
0
nH k vertex shown in Fig.B.6:
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Feynm an ruleforthe ~�0l~�
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nA vertex shown in Fig.B.10:
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Feynm an rulesfortheq~qs~�
0
l vertex shown in Fig.B.6:
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