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Abstract. After a period of inflationary expansion, the Universe rebdand reached full thermal
equilibrium at the reheating temperatukg. In this talk, based on [1], we point out that, in the
context of effective low-energy supersymmetric models CLhheasurements may allow one to
determinelr as a function of the mass of the dark matter particle assumée either an axino
or a gravitino. An upper bound on their mass andigmay also be derived.
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INTRODUCTION

Recent astrophysical and cosmological observation gieeigpe determination on the
relic density of cold dark matter in the range R¢pmh? = 0.104+0.009. The well mo-
tivated candidate for dark matter (DM) is weakly interagtmassive particle (WIMP),
especially the lightest neutralino. In addition to the dirand indirect experiments to
explore WIMP, the Large Hadron Collider has already staidadveal the secret of TeV
energy and is expected to find several superpartners antetordee their properties. In
particular, the feasibility was investigated to deterntine neutralino’s massy, [3, 4]
and relic abundanc@xh2 [5,6] from LHC measurements. An analogous study has also
been done in the context of the Linear Collider, where aayuod a similar determina-
tion would be much better[7].

However neutralino is found as an apparently stable statél{D detectors, but may
not be the true LSP and therefore not DM in the Universe. &tsté could decay into
an even lighter and weakly interacting state, the real LBRBjde the detector. Therefore
it is necessary to confirm that we need another measuremeeiutrfalino by direct or
indirect experiment and also the mass and relic densityldhmiconsistent each other.

Moreover, the neutralino relic abundance, as determindgealt HC, may come out
convincingly outside the WMAP range.SIZ:‘Xh2 comes out below WMAP range, several
solutions have been suggested which invoke non-standamdatogy, e.g. quintessence-
driven kination, while preserving the neutralino as the DMhe Universe. However, if

1 Talk given by K.-Y. Choi at International Workshop on Darki§iOf the Universe, 1-5 Jun 2008, Cairo,
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at the same time direct and indirect DM searches bring nsllltg, or even worse, the
lightest super particle turns out to be charged particléa siscscalar tau, this will provide
a strong indication against the neutralino nature of DMakt fthese inconsistencies can
be perfectly explained with axino or gravitino cold dark tegtwhich is dubbed as E-
WIMPs [8].

Therefore this framework give us an opportunity to probefdatures of the early
Universe, since the relic density of E-WIMPs depends on¢heating temperaturk.
Cosmic Lithium problems also can be solved with Gravitino [8Y]

In this talk, based on ref.|[1], we investigate the determiameof reheating tempera-
ture in the E-WIMP scenario using the possible collider mearment of mass and relic
density of NLSP, such as neutralino or stau etc.

E-WIMPSAND REHEATING TEMPERATURE Tr

The spin-¥2 axino (the fermionic superpartner of an axion) and the-8phgravitino
(the fermionic superpartner of a graviton) are both welltwated E-WIMPs. The for-
mer arises in SUSY extensions of models incorporating tisedteuinn solution to the
strong CP problem. The latter is an inherent ingredient@fptrticle spectrum of super-
gravity models. The characteristic strength of their iat#éions with ordinary matter is
strongly suppressed by a large mass scale, the Peccei-uatef, ~ 101 GeV in the
case of axinos and the (reduced) Planck shile~ 2.4 x 108GeV for gravitinos. The
mass of them are very model dependent and can vary from ked TgM [10] for axino
and from eV to TeV for gravitino. In this work we want to remaisimodel-independent
as possible and will treats andmg as free parameters. The possibility of axinos as cold
DM was pointed out in [11, 12], while axinos as warm DM was ¢dered in [13]. The
heavy axino was studied in [14]. The gravitino as a cosmeokilgelic was extensively
studied in the literature. For more references referito [1].

There are two generic ways to produce axinos or gravitinoe roceeds via scat-
terings and decay processes of ordinary particles anddparin thermal bath. Its effi-
ciency is proportional to their density in the plasma whigtaifunction ofTr (thermal
productior). The other comes from (out-of-equilibrium) decays of tHeSR's, after their
freeze-out, to E-WIMPsnon-thermal production

The thermal production (TP) of axinos and gravitinos is acfiom of Tr [12]. For
high T, both are almost proportional #. For axino [15]

1.108 my 101GeV\?/ Tg
P2 6
Qa'h —5'595'”( O )(O.lGeV>< fa ) (1o4caev)’ S

wheregs is temperature-dependent strong coupling constant, whiitte above expres-
sion is evaluated . Note thatY, P 0 Tr/ f2, and for gravitino/[16]

P Tr 100GeV\ [/ mg(u)\?
O h _0‘27<1010c3ev) ( Mg v) <1Tev) ’ @

wheremg(u) stands for the gluino mass evaluated at a sgate 1 TeV. In the axino
case, there is a sharp drop-off beldw~ 1TeV due to Boltzmann suppression factor
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FIGURE 1. Left panel:Tr vs. Qnisph? for myLsp = 300 GeV and foms = 0.01GeV (solid blue) and
mz = 1GeV (dashed red). The bands correspond to the upper andliovits of dark matter density from
WAMP. Right panelTg vs. my for QnLsph? = 100 (dashed blue), 0.1 (solid red) and 0.01 (dotted black).
To the right of the solid vertical line the axino is no longee L_SP. In both panels we skt= 10'1GeV.

exp(—m/T), with m denoting here squark and gluino mass; at loWgisuperpartner
decay processes become dominant but are less efficient [12].
For the non-thermal production (NTP), the relic abundas&mply given by

M sp

QNTP 2
OnLsph”.
SP

2
LSPh

(3)

The total abundance of the LSPs is the sum of both thermal andhrermal produc-
tion contributions and it is natural to expect that the LSKkesaup most of CDM in the
Universe, thus we can write

m sp
)+
MNLsP

Once the neutralino NLSP is discovered and its mass is dgtedrat the LHC with
some precision, and so al€dy sph? = Q,h?, then eq. [#) will provide a relation
betweenlgr andm sp.

QnLsph? = Qusph? = Qcpmh? ~ 0.1, (4)

TP 2
Lsph” (Tr, ML sp, Mg, MNLSP, - -

AXINO DARK MATTER

First we consider axino as the LSP dark matter. Using (4), arefind the relations
between the parametef, m_sp, MyLsp, andQpsph?. For fixed two parameters, we
plot the contour on the space of the other two parametersungfigl andl2.

From figure[1 (right panel), wheney is small, TP dominateQIPh? ~ Qcpyh?,
hence we findlr O faz/mg. This relation allows one to derive arpper boundon Tg
if we use the fact that axinos have to be heavy enough in omleomstitute CDM.
Assuming conservatively thats > 100keV [12], we findT"® < 4.9 x 10°GeV.
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FIGURE 2. Left: Contours of the reheating temperature in the planewafsp and Qysph? such that
Qsh? = Qcpuwh? = 0.104. The axino mass is assumed to be 1 GeV. Right: Maximunesaltm, sp as a
function of Qysph? for representative values afy,sp. Once bothQpsph? andmy, sp are determined
from experiment, the upper bound omsp can be derived. The plot applies both to the axino and to the
gravitino LSP.

At larger mg the NTP contribution becomes dominant and the dependendg
lost, but in this regime the LSP mass becomes largest, thissabne to derive anpper
boundonms. This is shown in fig. 2 (right panel). Note that fig. 2 (righted) is actually
applied to both the axino and the gravitino LSP since it fefidrom eq.[(B).

GRAVITINO DARK MATTER

For gravitino LSP, the analogous plots are shown in figuresd3da For gravitino LSP,
Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) gives strong constraintaithe lifetime of NLSP

is around 1 sec to 18 sec due to the suppressed interaction. The neutralino N&SP i
almost excluded witims > 1GeV due to BBN[17, 18].

While Y4 P is independent of the axino mass, in the gravitino O%EDGJ 1/mg?. Thus
QIPh? O myTr while £2(T3~F’h2 [0 Tr/mg. In other words, if TP dominate§2TéF’h2 ~0.1,
we find Tr 0 mg. And then NTP dominateslr drops down as shown in figuié 3
(right panel). The turnover between the TP and NTP dominafioe/s one to derive a
conservativeipper bound 3" which, unlike for the axino CDM, even without knowing
the gravitino mass. This is plotted in fid. 4 (right panel).

For stau NLSP case, in our numerical example in the right Ipahé&g. 3, with
m; = 300GeV, where we have also taken = 477 GeV, the conditiorr; > 10%sec
impliesmsz < 2GeV andTr < 9 x 10°GeV. Increasingn; to 1 TeV andm, to 1.5TeV

leads tomz < 40GeV andlr < 4 x 10°GeV. More detailed study ofir bound with
stau NLSP considering only thermal production and usingctirestraint from bound
state effects can be seenlin|[19].
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FIGURE 3. Left panel:Tg vs. QnLsph? for my sp = 300GeV and fomg = 0.01GeV (solid blue) and
mg = 1GeV (dashed red). The bands correspond to the upper andliowts of dark matter density from

WMAP. Right panelTg vs. mg for Qnisph? = 100 (dashed blue), 0.1 (solid red) and 0.01 (dotted black).
To the right of the solid vertical line the gravitino is no tpar the LSP.
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FIGURE 4. Left: Contours of the reheating temperature in the planewafsp and Qysph? such that
Qgh? = Qcpmh? = 0.104. The gravitino mass is assumed to be 100GeV. Right: Maximreheating

temperaturd3"® vs. NLSP relic densit@y sph? with gravitino DM for NLSP massny sp = 100 GeV
(dashed red) and 300 GeV (solid blue).

SUMMARY

We studied the possible determination of reheating tenperavith axino or gravitino
LSP dark matter. We find that once we know the mass of NLSP dmel parameters
determining its relic abundance from collider data we cae the reheating temperature
depending on the mass of LSP. Even though the relic abundanite NLSP is not



measured precisely, if the order of magnitude is much smaliéarger than WMAP
range then we can obtain conservative bound on the rehdatmggerature.

Note Added: Recently, and long after our work was publislagohper appeared [19]
which, using a different set of variables (NLSP stau lifetimand mass, instead of
our gravitino mass and NLSP mass) and neglecting non-theromdribution to Qh?,
rederived several of our results. Specifically, with stawssnaround 1TeV, an upper
limit on the reheating temperature B < 10°GeV was obtained, in agreement with
ours.
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