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Abstract :W e consider the capture of dark m atter In the Sun by inelastic scattering against
nucki as In the nelastic dark m atter scenario. W e show that, assum lng a W IM P -nuclkon
crosssection of , = 10 %° an? the resulting capture rate and density are su ciently high

so that current bounds on the muon neutrino ux from the Sun rule out any appreciablk
annihilation branching ratio of W MPsitoW "W ,2°%2°% * , ttand neutrinos. Slightly
weaker bounds are also available for annihilations into o and cc. Annihilations into lighter

+

particles that m ay produce neutrinos, such as , pions and kaons are unconstrained since
those stop in the Sun before decaying. Interestingly enough, this is consistent wih some
recent proposalsm otivated by the PAM ELA resuls for the annihilation of W IM P s into light

bosons which subsequently decay predom inantly into light leptons and pions.
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1. Introduction

In the past twenty or so years, m uch e ort hasbeen devoted to probing galactic dark m atter,
OM ) beyond is gravitational e ects, In an attem pt to uncover what consitutes DM and
how it interacts. M aybe the m ost prom ising candidate is a weakly interacting m assive par-
ticle W IM P). D irectdetection searches ook for W IM P -nuclkus scattering in underground
detectors and carry w ith them the hope of having laboratory controlover DM . So far, m ost
experin ents have reported null results and placed very strong bounds on the elastic cross—
section for W IM P scattering against nuclkar m atter. Notw ithstanding these resuls, the
DAMA collaboration announced an 8.3  discovery in the annual m odulations of nuclear
recoil rate [L]. Unfrtunately, if attributed to W IM P elastic scattering, such event rates are
excluded by m ore than two orders of m agnitude by the other experim ents. A n intriguing res-
olution of this controversy is the proposalof \inelastic dark m atter" (DM ) laid forth in Ref.
R]. IfDM scattering o of nuckar m atter is inelastic, w ith a transition to an excited state
of DM roughly 100 k&V above the ground state, then the incosistency between the di erent
experin ental results can be settled [B].

A longside the direct detection e orts, there are also indirect searches looking for energetic
neutrinos from W MM P annihilationsin the Sun ortheE arth or otherenergetic uxes (photons,
positrons, and antiprotons) from annihilations in the intragalactic m edium . Very early on, in
a sam nal paper, P ress and Spergel 4] considered the possibility of W M P s’ capture by the
Sun and their com putation was later re ned and corrected by G ould [B]. In theirwork, and all
subsequent work on the sub fct, capture was assum ed to proceed through elastic collisions of
W IM Pswih m atter. In thispaper we consider the DM scenario w here capture proceeds via
Inelastic scattering. W e com pute the associated capture rate and discuss detection progpects
In neutrino telescopes.

Tt is Im portant to realize that the com putation ofthe neutrino ux, starting from W ™M P &’
capture and ending w ith theiranniilations, nvolres several stepsw hich arem odeldependent.
The problem nicely divides into a question of capture and a question of anniilation. These
are ogically dispint and call for a m odular approach which we carefully review In section 3.
T hroughout, we strive to m aintain a m odel Independent approach and clarly state where
and w hich assum ptions are m ade.

In section 2 wem ake a short detour and consider the relation of the resuls presented in
this paper to som e of the recent developm ents associated with DM observations and m odel
building. Section 3 is devoted to the form ulation of the problem and the m odular approach
we adopt In resolving it. In section 4 we present and discuss the results and section 5 contains
our conclisions.

F inally, we note that in theiroriginalwork on DM , Sm ith and W einer already considered
thepossbility ofcapture of W IM P sin the Sun. O urquantiative conclusionsdi er from theirs
on three accounts. First, we include form —factor e ects which are extrem ely In portant for
iron. In the elastic case, these e ects are so signi cant as to dethrone iron from its place as
the prin e capturer of W IM P s. Second, we take Into account the case w here elastic scattering



is altogether absent and show that the resulting density is nevertheless su ciently high to

saturate the annihilation rate in the Sun. This ensuresm axim al signal and closes a loophole

whereby DM m odels w ith little or no elastic com ponent can escape the bounds presented

below . Third, the oscillations of the di erent neutrino avors into each other are now well

established. This closes another loophole whereby sneutrino type W IM P s annihilate into

ekctron-neutrino only. P reviously, the possbility existed for these neutrinos to keep their
avor and therefore resut In no upward going m uons in E arth-bound detectors.

2.Recent D evelopm ents

W hilke thiswork deals speci cally w ith the problem of nelastic capture ofW IM P sby the Sun,
wem om entarily diverge o this route to discuss its relation to som e ofthe recent developm ents
related to DM . This discussion is usefiilon is own right because it serves to illustrate the
di erent ingredients that enter the com putation and expounded upon in later sections.

M otivated by the positron excess seen by PAM ELA [6], a new classof DM m odels was
suggested In Ref. [7], en ploying a light m ediator that both explains the large cross-section
and the absence of any excess In the antiproton ux [B]. A very reasonabl candidate for
this m ediator is the gaugeboson of an additional (on) abelian gauge group under which
DM is charged. These m odels have the added bene t that the an all splitting (100 keV)
and ielastic coupling associated with DM are naturally generated!. These m odels om
an organic whole, capablk of explaining m any of the astrophysical anom alies reported in
the recent years, and contain severaldistinct phenom enological signatures in portant for this
work,

1. Som m erfeld enhancem ent ofthe annihilationsofslow W IM P svia a relatively light boson
helps to reconcike the large rate needed to explain the PAM ELA positron excess w ith
the cross—section deduced from the them alrelic abundance ofDM .

2. W M P s annihilate predom nantly into a pair of these bosons which In tum are weakly
m ixed w ith the SM .Theirdecaysinto * ore'e areresponsble forthe excesses seen
in PAMELA, and possbly AT IC, whereas decays Into antiprotons are kinem atically
suppressed [12].

3. The features seen n PAMELA (and possbly ATIC) require a fAirly heavy W M P,
anyw here between 100 G &V Tev.

4. DM excited statesare naturally present in the spectrum with = m o m O (100 kev
M €V ) which can realize the DM scenario.

N evertheless each of the above elem ents can independently arise in speci ¢ constructions.
Hence, from a phenom enological point of view we should considerhow each ofthese elem ents

'The idea was rst suggested in Ref. [7] for the non-abelian m odels and expanded upon in Ref. O]. The
existence of this gplitting in abelian m odels was dem onstrated in Refs. [10, 11].



seperately in pacts the progpoects of indirect detection of W IM P s capture and anniilation in
the Sun In neutrino telescopes experin ents.

Indeed, such a signalm ay bem ore robust than any ofthe other indirect probes. A nom alies
In electrom agnetic signals PAM ELA ,AT IC) m ay be due to special astronom icalm echanign s
rather than W M P annihilations. On the other hand a putative signal of energetic m uon—
neutrinos com ing from the Sun during the (southem) w inter or straight up from Earth’s
center m ay have no other reasonable explanation other than W IM P annihilations in the Sun
or Earth?.

The rst ingredient volving the Somm erfeld enhanced annihilation cross-section is in
fact a boon since it helps to gaurantee equilbbriuim as discussed in section 4. In particular it
can greatly enhance the rate of neutrinos from the Earth as discussed In Ref. [14].

T he second Ingredient conceming the annihilation channels has the m ost dram atic e ect
as far as neutrino telescopes are concemed. If the W IM P s dom lnantly annihilate into light
bosons which consequently decay into m uons and electrons, then no energetic neutrinos w ill
be observed. E lectrons do not yield neutrinos, and the neutrinos from the m uons’ decay w ill
be too soft since the muons rst stop In the Sun and only then decay, yielding a M ichel
spectrum 30 M &V neutrinos [15, 16]. So this class of m odels, In their purest form , lead
to no cbservable consequences for neutrino telescopes’. In what llows, we will instead
rem ain agnostic about the annihilation channels open orW IM P s and quote resultsbased on
branching fractions.

The third ingredient pertaining to the mass of the W IM P is relkvant for the capture
rate (@and only m idly to the equilbrium condition). T he capture rate is reduced by roughly

m 2.0 nepowerofthem ass is com ing from the cbvious inverse dependence oftheW M P s
num ber density on their m ass, once the local energy density is xed, = 03GeV an °>.
A second power of the W IM P s m ass is present because it becom es Increasingly di cult to
transfer enough m om entum and gravitationally capture heavier W IM P s. T he heaviest target
in the Sun is iron so the capture rate orWw M Pswihm 52 G eV is strongly suppressed.
T he resonant enhancem ent in the Earth discussed by G ould [B] is altogether absent.

T his reduction in capture rate is, however, o set by the Increased neutrino energy. F irst,
the conversion probability of neutrinos into m uons In the rock or ice below the detector grow s
as ( + N ! + X)) E . Second, the range of m uons grow s w ith their energy as well

E . This o set does not occur for annihilations of W M Ps in the Earth. The density of
accum ulated W M P s in the Earth does not build to be \optically thick" to neutrinos and

’To put the issue of particle versus astrophysical explanation in perspective, recall the hotly debated
"Solar N eutrino Anom aly". Som e of its experin entalevidences w ere suspected and astrophysical explanations
suggested. T he late John B ahcall correctly argued that w hile som e experin ents suggesting neutrino oscilations
for certain neutrino energiesm ay have astrophysicalexplanationsthe sum totalofallevidencescannot [L3]. The
present "Uni ed DM m odels" m otivated by severalanom alies in the electrom agnetic spectrum from m icrow aves
tomultiGeV Gammasmay survive in som e form or another. N ote that also the solar case involved a m ore
robust neutrino signal.

3This is also true for m odels where W M P s dom inantly annihilate into photons, glions, and kaons, all of
which result in little if any energetic neutrinos.



hence the signal is proportional to the the square of the capture rate and massive W M P S
yield a weaker signal. These considerations om it two other factors: i) The Sun becom es
optically thick for a neutrino ofenergy E > 1=2 TeV produced at the solar core, reducing
the solar signal; i) M ore energetic m uons point m ore precisely in the direction of the parent
neutrinos. The 10 3 radian precision required to resolve the solar core is unavilable. H owever
better pointing In proves the E arth signal since the annihilations occur at the center and this
can be well tested by the long vertical strings of photom ultiplyers in IceC ube.

T he Purth ngredient we com m ent on is the m ost relevant for the analysis in this paper,
nam ely the inelastic transition. A sclearly explained in 2], an inelastic transition of 100 keV
resuls In a preference tow ards heavier targets and is essentially how the absence of nuclear
recoils in CDM S (gem anium ) can be reconciled w ith the DAM A (iodine) results. Since iron
is lighter than gem anium the rate for capture n the E arth istiny atbest (hickel isactually a
little heavier than iron, but its abundance is tw o orders ofm agnitude an aller). T he situation
would have been just as bad in the Sun if it was not for the kinetic energy gained by the
W IMP as i falls in the Sun’s gravitational well. T he escape velocity In the Sun ranges in
Vesc 600 1300 km =s and provides su cient energy to overcom e the excitation barrier of

100 keV . T his entire paper rests on this sin ple observation, one that wasm ade already in
the origihalwork of Sm ith and W ener R].

Finally, we close this section w ith a brief survey of existing DM m odels and their rele—
vancy to thispaper. R ather than concentrating on the DM identity, a m ore usefiil categoriza—
tion is obtained by focusing on them ediator ofthe inelastic transition. O ne possblem ediator
isthesM 29 as happens for exam pl in the case of sneutrino DM R] (see [L7, 18] or m any
other Interesting possibbilities) . If kinem atically allowed, DM can then annihilate to a pair of
7 %’s, which as we show below is strongly constrained. Sin ilar comm ents would apply for a
heavier Z %, however, in this case the annihilation m ay be kinem atically suppressed. M ediation
through a scalar (higgs or other) is som ew hat less constrained since DM annihilation into this
scalar m ay produce only bottom quarks as nalproducts. A s already m entioned above, the
possbility ofa new light m ediator can avoid the boundsentirely. DM annihilation in the Sun
Into any light entity (. Gé&V) would result in no observabl neutrinos. O ther variants are
certainly possble, and we hope that the m odular approach of this paper w ill allow for direct
com parison w ith any other futurem odelsof DM .

3. M ethodology

3.1 A pproach to Equilibrium

T he tim e evolution oftheW IM P population in the Sun is controled by We follow the notation
ofRef. [19)),
N-=C CyN? (3.1)

where C is the capture rate of W IM P s in the Sun and C, is related to the annihilation rate
as p = %CANz. The evaluation of the capture rate, C, will be presented below . In this



subsection we concentrate on the estin ation ofC, and them odi cation necessary for inelastic
scattering. Its signi cance m anifests itselfby solving Eqg. (3.1) for the annihilation rate at a
given tin e,

1
A = EC tanh? (= .,) 32)

where , = l=pm is the tim e scale required to reach equilbrium between capture and
annihilation. W hen ., becom es com parable or Jarger than the age of the solar system t
15 107 s, the system has not yet reached equilbrium and the annihilation rate is strongly
suppressed,

1 2
A EC (= o) (33)
On the other hand, when t «qr the annihilation rate is saturated at 5 = %C .

In the usualW IM P scenario w ith elastic scattering against nuclearm atter, C, is essen—
tially determ Ined by the tem perature of the Sun and the annihilation cross-section. This
is based on the assum ption that after being gravitationally captured, W IM P s w ill continue
to lose energy w ith every subsequent collision and reach them al equilbbriim in the Sun’s
core. Even w ith elastic crosssectionsaslow as , = 10 %3 an? the num ber of collisions they
undergo over the solar lifetin e is th,vin =3 10, which is su cint to them alize.
In that case, their num ber density is given by R0],

— 2_2
nE)=nge ™ ©T = pnje ¥ Tm (3.4)

w here ng is their num ber density in the center of the Sun, (r) is the gravitational potential
w ith respect to the core, and T is their tem perature. T he second equality holds ifwe assum e
a constant core density and de ne the them al radius,

3T 1=2 T =2 100Gev '
fh= ——— - 001 R —— —_— = 3 5)
2 m G 12 kev m

whereR istheSun’sradiisand T = 12 keV isthe Sun’s core tem perature. T he annihilation
rate perW IM P squared is given by,

R
Ern@?h ,vi h avi
rn(r) AvVL_ A 3.6)

Ca = R
. Brn) ’ @ )32

where , isthe annihilation cross—section, and the last equality follow s from Eqg. (34). The
ratio of solar age to equilbruim tin e is then given by,

£ C 1= h avi )
e 10%° sec * 3 10%° an3sec !t Tin '

which In plies that equilbriim has been reached long ago and we can expect the full signal
from the Sun.

T he situation ism ore subtle In the DM scenario. First, Jet us consider the case where
a am all elastic com ponent exists in the scattering of W IM P s against nuckar targets. In this



case, whilke capture proceeds through an inelastic transition W ih a large cross-section), the
subsequent them alization of the W IM P against the nuclkons in the Sun can be due to is
suppressed ( , < 10 3 an ?) elastic scattering. In speci cm odelsof DM , the elastic coupling
is suppressed w ith respect to the inelastic one by 10 ® 4. That would resul i an elastic
cross-section (per nuckon) of , / 10 °? an? which is too snallto bring the W M P s into
them al equilbrium w ih the rest of the m atter in the Sun. However, if we take the elastic
cross—section tobe . 10 % an? (current bound from direct-detection), but , > 10 47 o 2
theW IM P can undergo enough collisions to them alize. In that case, the above estin ates for
the annihilation rate C, still apply.

A swas recently clari ed and em phasized In Ref. R1], even in the absence of any elastic
coupling, the second term In the Bom serdes yields an elastic transition. W hen the force
m ediator isvery light . 50 M &€V, the resulting elastic cross-section per nuckon is su ciently
large (10 %2 an?) to allow for them alization. H owever, the cross-section drops rapidly as
the m ass of the m ediator Increases and becom es ine cient for a m ass of Gev.

In order to close any possble loophol in the argum ent we com puted the nalW M Ps'
densiy In the pure inelastic case where no elastic scattering is allowed. In order to facilitate
the com putation, we approxin ated the Sun'’s gravitational potential w ith an analytic form
which allow s for an exact solution of the oribts’, as explicated in a beautifiil paper by Henon
R2, 23]. W e describe the details of the com putation In appendix B. In Fig. 1 we depict
the resulting density for a particular choice of param eters. The W MM P s undergo only few
collisions before their kinetic enery anyw here in the orbit dropsbelow the inelastic threshold.
T herefore, it is di cult for them to shed o alltheir angular m om entum which is the reason
w hy the density vanishes as we approach the Sun’s center. O n the other hand, since m ost of
the Sun’sm ass is concentrated in its core, m ost collisions actually happen in the nner radiis
(< 02R ) and the resulting orbits are to a large extent contained inside the Sun as shown
In Fig. 7. Asthe W IM P gets heavier, it becom e harder for it to shed o kinetic energy in
every collision, but since its initial knetic energy is larger, it also undergoes m ore collisions.
D ue to the di erent approxin ations used in arriving at these resuls, they are probably only
good to 20% accuracy. However, considering that tanh (€ = ;) 1 ort= 1, these
uncertainties do not propagate into the annihilation rate and muon yield discussed below .
W e conclude that even in the worst case scenario where no elastic scattering is allowed, the
annihilation rate still reaches equilberiim and is saturated by half the capture rate®.

‘This is usually achieved by starting w ith a D irac ferm ion (or a com plex scalar) ofmassm and adding a
an allM ajprana m assm . T hat splits the fermm ion into itsM ajprana com ponents and generates a m ass splitting
ofm o m = = m?=m 100 keV . A ny vector current coupeled to the ferm ion w ill result in a dom inantly
inelastic coupling between and °. A snallelastic coupling of size =m 10 ¢ 10 7 is also generated.

W e would Iike to extend our wam gratitude to D . Lynden-Bell for bringing this solution to our attention.

®W e have assum ed here that after its rst excitation collision, the W IM P quickly deexcite to the ground
state so any subsequent collision is also endothem ic. If this is not the case, and the deexcitation tin e is very
long (as recently discussed n Ref. R4, 21]), the situation is even m ore favorable since the W IM P can now
scatter against all the nucli in the Sun, ncluding hydorgen and helum .
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Figure 1: On the kff panewe show the W IM P ’sdensity (nom alized to unity) against the distance
from the Sun’s center form = 100GeV and = 100 keV (solidblack), = 150 keV (dashed-blue),
and = 200 keV (dotdashed-red). On the right pane we depict the ratio t = ., as a function of the
W MP’smass or = 100 keV (lack-solid) and = 150keV orh avi= 3 10 ?°* an? sec ' and
C=10% sec ' asih Eq. (3.7).

3.2 Capture R ate

Ifequilbriim is reached then W IM P 5" annihilation rate is saturated at half the capture rate
A= %C . The form ulae and procedure related to the com putation of the inelastic capture
rate, C, are presented In appendix A . In here we discuss som e of the qualitative points
that arise and clarify the m odi cations involved. For concretness, we x the inelastic energy
threshold to be = 100 ke&V whenever num erical values are used.
AstheW IM Ps fallinto the Sun, they get accelerated in the gravitational well until they
m eet a nuckus against which they collide. T heir velocity at that point is given by,

w () = v+ v)? 3.8)

where u is their velocity at ini niy, determ ined by the velocity distrdbution in the halo and
the Sun’sm otion through the galaxy, and v (r) is the escape velociy from the Sun at radusr.
ForaW IM P to undergo an inelastic transition against another nuclkus ofm assm  , the total
kinetic energy in the center ofm ass fram e m ust be greater than the inelasticiy,

1 5 my, +m
- w (@ > =— 3.9)
2 m,m

This condition ism ore easily satis ed for heavier nuckiaswe show in Fig.2 wih a plot of
K £ : or the relevant elem ents in the Sun as a function of the m ass enclosed In a given shell
(clotting against the radiis is m ore Intuitive, however, it can be m islkkading since the m ass
density is not uniform ). W e took the velocity at in niy to be the m ost probable speed In a
M axw ell-B oltzm ann distrbution of velocities w ith a Sun rotation velocity of 220 km=s’ . W e

"This xed choice of velocity was m ade only with regard to Fig. 2. In the rest of the paper we used the
f1llM axwellB oltzm ann distribution for the velocity at in niy as explained in the appendix.



see that iron is an e ective scatterer throughout the Sun, but oxygen is only usefiil in the
nner 50% of the Sun’sm ass and helium is altogether useless as the kinetic energy is never
su cient to overcom e the inelastic barrier. Indeed, as we shall see In section 4, scattering

o of iron yields the largest capture rate. This is in contradistinction w ith the elastic case,
w here iron places only third behind oxygen and helium because of the form —factor suppression
discussed below [B]. To ocbtain the results presented in section 4 we included all the di erent
elem ents persent in the Sun w ith their proper densities R5]. T he heavier elam ents w ere taken
from [R6] and their radial pro ke was assum ed to ollow the m ass pro ke of the sun. W ih

the exosption of hydrogen and helium , all the di erent elem ents inclided allow for scattering
som ew here in the Sun and contribute to the capture rate.

400 . . . . 500
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w
(=)
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Figure 2: The kinetic energy in the W IM P -nucleus center of m ass fram e as a fiinction of the m ass
m (ih unis ofM ) enclosed in a given shell. The velociy at in niy was taken to be u = 220 km =s
as explained In the text. T he curves correspond to scattering against iron, oxygen, and carbon from
top to bottom . TheW M P masswas xed at 100 GeV (500 G&V ) on the keft (right) pane. Carbon is
the lightest elem ent present in the Sun against which the W IM P can scatter inelastically.

T he inelastic barrier in fact enhances the capture rate .n those cases where a scattering
is kinem atically accessible. In order to be gravitationally captured the W IM P must lose a
certain am ount of kinetic energy. In the elastic case, the entire energy m ust be transferred
to the nuckus against which the W IM P scatters. In the case of DM , however, a signi cant
fraction of this energy is lost to the exciation. W hen the excited state relaxes back to the
ground state, i can only do so through the em ission of very light states w ith no signi cant
recoil. Thenet resul isthat the nelastic transition allow stheW IM P to lose energy e ciently
and hence to further enhance the capture rate.

T he transfer of a large fraction of the kinetic energy to an excited state Instead ofto the
nuclkus further contributes to the rate by softening the m om entum transfer and tam ing the
reduction usually associated w ith the nuclear form -factor. T his is particularly im portant in
the case of iron where the form -factor suppression in the elastic case is very signi cant and
can resul In an order of m agnitude reduction in rate orm 100 GeV . M ore speci cally
consider a form factorexp ( Q=Qg) wih Qg = 82 ke&V for iron (see appendix A for details)
and where Q is the energy transfer. IfQ isnow an aller by about 100 keV this results in



a rate increase by a factor ofexp ( =Q¢) = 34.

T he above considerations lead us to an in portant conclision. W hile one m ight have
naively expected that nelasticity will result In a substantial reduction in the capture rate
this is In fact not the case! Tron Wwhich In the elastic case would have dom inated capture
ifnot for the form —factor suppression) is kinam atically accessible everyw here in the Sun and
In fact enpys an enhancam ent in its associated capture rate because of the reduced energy
transfer and the related softening of form —-factor suppression! This enhancem ent is by and
large su cient to com pensate for the loss ofheliim (and partly oxygen) as a scatterer.

4. Results

In this section we present the num erical resuls for the capture rate of W M P s in the Sun.
Throughout we will assume a W IM P -nuclkon crosssection of , = 10 40 cmz, and note
that the resulting capture rate scales Inearly w ith the cross-section®. U sing the D arkSU SY
softw are padkage version 5.0 R7] we also give the associated muon yield on the Earth from
di erent annihilation channels of W IM P s in the Sun. M any annihilation channels are In fact
already constrained by present boundson the neutrino ux from the Sun aswe discussbelow .
Finally, we discuss the reach of future neutrino telescope experin ents.

In Fig. 3 we pbt the capture rate In the Sun as a function of the W IM P’s m ass for
two di erent choices of the m ost probable W IM P velociy in the halo. In the same gure
we also depict the capture rate’s dependence on the excitation energy, . As increases,
the exponential suppression due to the nuclkar form factor is curbed since less m om entum
is transfered. This results n a rapid rise of the capture rate as illustrated n Eq. A-14 in
appendix A . However, when Dbecom es too large the capture rate din inishes rapidly because
few er shells in the Sun can participate in the capture.

There are existing lim is on the ux of muon-neutrinos from W IM P annihilation in
the Sun from both underground detectors BAKSAN R8], SuperK am iokande [R9], and
M ACRO [(B0]) aswell as dedicated neutrino telescopes AM ANDA [Bl], BAIKAL [B2]). The
strongest bounds acually com e from the SuperK resulswhich we show In Fig. 4 alongside
the muon yild for several annihilation channels plotted against the W MM P’sm ass. These
channels are excluded by several orders ofm agniude. O n the right ofF ig. 4, we plot the cor-
responding Iim its on the branching ratios of the di erent annihilation channels. T he bounds
on direct annihilation into neutrinos deteriorate at higher W M P m ass because the m ore
energetic neutrinos are further attenuated by m atter n the Sun.

Future neutrino telescopes @A ntares B3] and IceCube [B4]) are expected to have larger
exposures and m ay provide even stronger constraints on W IM P s annihilation in the Sun. In
Fig. 6 we show the expected reach for both hard and soft spectra together w ith the expected
yield from the last constrained annihilation channels (cc and o, both resulting in a soft

& . =10 *° an? is the typical W IM P -nuclon cross—section used n DM models for tting the DAM A
resuls, see for exam ple Ref. B]. It is In fact som ewhat of a lower bound since the needed cross-sections are
aln ost always higher except when m 100 GeV and . 50 kev [17].
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Figure 3: On the kft pane we plot the capture rate against the W M P mass. The solid curve
correspond to an Inelasticm odelwih = 125keV and v = 220 km =s whereas the dotted curve to
v = 254km=s. In both caseswetake , = 10 *° an?. On the right pane we depict the grow th ofthe
capture rate as a function of the nelasticity orv = 220km =s (solid) and v = 254km =s (dashed).
T he upper two curves correspond tom = 200G eV (blue) and the owertwo curvestom = 400 GeV
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Figure 4: On the kft isa plot ofthe muon yield i the mnelasticcase ( = 125keV, , = 10 %% an?)
rdi erent annhilation channels from top to bottom on the left: , T ,z2%2% W tw 1,

and cc. The area above the thick (violet) curve is excluded by SuperX . On the right pane we plot

the corresponding bound on the annihilation branching ratio for the respective channels against the
W IM P’sm ass.

spectrum ). W e assum ed a muon threshold of 5 G&V which is appropriate for A ntares, but
probably too low for IceCube.

R ecently, m otivated by the positron excess seen in PAM ELA , it was suggested that DM
m ay anniilate into two light bosonswhich areweakly m ixed w ith the SM and so subsequently
decay into light particles such as electrons, m uons and pions [/]. A sm entioned above, such
channels cannot be probed by neutrino telescopes since those nalstates w ill stop in the Sun
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Figure 5: Same asFig. 4, but wih v = 254 km =s.

before decaying to neutrinos. H owever, gauge Invariance requires these light bosons to also
m ix wih the 2° and so have a am all coupling to neutrinos as well. In the case of kinetic
m ixing the coupling to neutrinos com pared to the coupling to charge is suppressed by m 2=M 22 ’
where m is the m ass of the dark vectorboson. Considering the enom ous yield from direct
neutrino production thism ight be cbservable when m > 3 GeV . However, In that case, the
unsuppressed decay into cham quarks is lkely to give a better bound.
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Figure 6: The bottom (top) solid curve show s the muon yield from W IM P annihilation in the Sun
Into cc () which result In a soff muon spectrum forv = 220 km=s (v = 254 km =s) on the kft
(right) pane. Antares’ reach is shown for hard (soff) spectrum in the violkt solide (dotted) curve.
IceCube’s reach is shown w ih the blue solid (dotted) curve for hard (soft) spectrum .

5. Conclusions

The DM scenario o ers the exciting possbility of extra structure in the DM sector which
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explains the discrepancy between the DAM A results and lim is com ing from other direct
detection experin ents. It m ay also be responsible for som e unexplained badkground events
In those detectors em ploying heavier targets XENON [B5]and CRESST [(36]). In this paper
we showed that such a m echanian will result in a very large capture rate of W IM P s in the
Sun. Current bounds on the neutrino ux from SuperXK am ionkande strongly constrain the
annihilation channels of such W IM Ps into SM particles. A ssum lng a W IM P -nuckon cross—
section of , = 10 40 ?, it requires the branching ratio ofannihilations intowW *w , Z 0z0,

* , tt and neutrinos to be < 1% . Annihilations into o and cc, which resul in a softer
spectrum , are less constrained. Future lin its from A ntares or IceCube m ay reduce these
branching ratios by an additional order of m agniude.

Tt is In portant to realize that these resuls are likely only robust to w ithin 50% due
to the uncertainties In som e of the input param eters (such as W IM P velociy distribution,
iron distribution In the Sun, precise form -factors and etc.). Therefore, whilke the harder
annihilation channels are strongly constrained, the softer ones are lss so. Finally, it was
recently shown in Ref. [B7] that a dark disc (as com pared to the spherical halo assum ed in
this work) would enhance the capture rate by up to an order of m agnitude. Ifthis e ect is
taken into acoount, even the softer annihilation channels are strongly constrained.

Interestingly enough, the recent fram ework suggested In Ref. [/] unabashedly escapes
these bounds. M otivated by the recent results from PAMELA, the DM in this picture an-
nihilates predom inantly into light leptons or pions through intermm ediate light bosons. Such
light charged particles stop in the Sun before they decay and do not result in any observable
neutrinos. N everthelkss, the bounds discussed in this paper restrict the coupling of DM to
the SM .A side from restricting the possibl annihilation channels, it also has a direct In pact
on the possibl m echanian s for the m ediation of supersym m etry breaking to the extended
DM sector.

N ote A dded: W e would likke to thank the authors of Ref. [38] for the usefiil com m uni-
cation regarding their results which are n qualitative agreem ent w ith ours. W hile they also
consider the inelastic capture of W M P s In the Sun, som e of their nput param eters are dif-
ferent and serve to em phasize the iInherent uncertainties in the com putation when com pared
w ith our results.
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Pierce, and N . W ener for very usefiill discussions. I.Y . would lke to thank the CCPP for
their hospitality while this work was completed. LT .W . and I.Y . are supported by the
N SE grant PHY 0756966 and the DOE grant DE-FG 02-90ER 40542.

A . Capture R ate C om putation
In this appendix we sum m arize the steps, approxin ations, and gures used to com pute the

capture rate of inelastic DM 1n the Sun. W e also provide an analytic approxin ation which
help elucidate som e of the features present In the num erical resuts.
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W econsideraW IM P w ith velocity u at in nity which is scattered In a region w ith escape
velocity v. Hence, its total velocity in that shellisw? = u® + v?. In order to be captured, it
m ust scatter down below v. T he capture rate per unit shell n the Sun is given by [B],

E = UTW (W) (A—l)

7
dc f W)
a

where £ (u) istheW IM P ’s velocity distrdbution at in niy. W) is the mte perunittine at
which aW IM P ofvelocity w scatter to a velocity less than v. It is given by,
()= @ w) 2nex Qe A-2)
Omax Omin

where the st factor, n w is just the rate of scattering, and the second factor em bodies the

probability of capture. W e now address each com ponent separately.

T he inelastic non-relatvisitic cross-section is given by,
S _ !
2 £22°+ fn & ZY

= 1 Twio 2. £2 n A 3)

ne

wih pebeingtheW IM P-nuckon reduced m ass, and , istheW IM P-nuckon elastic cross—
section. fp @) determ ines the relative contribution of protons (neutrons) and we nom alize
ourresultsto fy, = f, = 1. We choose a ducialvalue of , = 10 0 qn?. The nalrte is
easily scalable w ith these quantities.

The second com ponent n Eq. A 2) contansS Qpax Qm in) which isthem aximum (m in—
inum ) energy transfer possble in the scattering process. Q p is them Inim alenergy transfer
needed for capture,

0 , s I2
1 5 m
= = ez — 1 —* 1 — A -4
m w
Qm ax 2 mg m W 2=2 @& -4)
0 , s I2
1 5 m
n = = 1 — 1+ 2+ 1 —— A 5
m w
Omin = 7 - — ®-5)
1 2
Qecap = Em w v A -6)

where isthe W IM P-nuckus reduced m ass, and is the inelastic energy gap. Incliding
nuclkar form factors, the form ula for the capture rate per uni tin e getsm odi ed to,

Z

Qmax
n w —
W)= ———— e 0700 @a-7)
Om ax Om in Q cap
w here,
Qo= —>— R=10% 091 ™ +03 ®-8)
0 2m , R2 ) Gev
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W e assum e that the W IM P’s velocity distrbbution In the halo is given by a M axwelk
Bolzm ann distribution as seen by an cbserver m oving w ith velocity v

4 2 %2 2 sinh (2X )
fx)dx= —p=x‘e e —dx @A-9)
m 2%
where = 03 GeV an 3 isthe ocalm ass density and the din ensionless quantities x and
are given by,
> v @-10)
be — _
G
2 ¥ @-11)
G

w ith vy = 220km =s.
Tt is possible to cbtain approxin ate analytic results for the capture rate as follow s. Be—
cause of the phase—space suppression In Eq. (A -3) the scattering has larger support when
< w’=2. Hence we can Taylbr expand the radical in the expression for the m om entum
transfer and get,

1 + 2 5 m + my
0 = m vv"— A%+ x A-12)
mex- 5 0 m m, m vi=2
w ith 4m m, =m my )?,A%  =v (ournotation here Hllow s that ofGould BJ).

In this case, Ignoring form -factor for the m om ent, the integral over the velocity distribu-—
tion can be done exactly and the results are identical to those found in Ref. [B] with the
identi cation,

A2 | A2 m + my

A-13)

m m, m vg=2
T his tends to reduce the capture since i din Inishes the m axim um energy transfer and hence
the probability for capture. N otice that the additive term Involving In the energy transfer
drops out since in the absence of form —factors the capture rate nvolves only di erences in
energies.

Thisterm becom es signi cant when incliding the form —-factor as it serves to increase the
capture rate. Using Eq. A -13) i ispossbl to obtain an approxin ate analytical expression
In this case as well. Regardless, the m ost In portant feature is that the capture rate grow s
exponentially wih ,

X _ 2N Vo0, @ -14)
av m
w here the ellipsis denote the usual expression involving the form —factor corrected by . This
behavior re ects the fact that as the Inelastic threshold increases, lss energy is transferred
to the nuclus and the form -factor suppression is correspondingly am aller! T herefore, In the
case of nelastic transitions, the reduction due to form factor isnot as severe. In particular it
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allow s iron to assum e the rol of the prin e contributer to capture, a role it would have played
In the elastic case as well if not for the form —factor suppression.

A 11 together, inelasticity enters In two signi cant ways. First, i tends to reduce the
capture rate because of the dim inishing phase-space. Second, since less energy is transferred
to the nuclus, the reaction is m ore coherent, form —fActor e ects are din Inished, and the
capture rate en pys an Increase as com pared w ith the elastic case. For iron in particular, the
second e ect ismuch m ore In portant as discussed in the text above.

B . D ensity C om putation

In order to com pute the density of the W IM P s accum ulated in the Sun we approxin ated
the Sun’spotentialw ith an analytic form ula which allow s for an exact solution for the orbits
R2, 23]. It Interpolates betw een an ham onic potential close to the core and an nverse alto

at long distances,
GM m 2b
U (r) = 1 p—
2R b+ Y+ r?
(In here the potential energy is com puted w ith respect to the origin where it is zero rather
than at in niy). A t to the Sun’s actual potential R5], givesb= 0:0884R and yi¥lds an
approxin ation which is roughly 10% 20% accurate. The orbits are found by rst expressing
the potentialU in tem s of r, which by an adequate choice of units can be w ritten sim ply as,
U
= —— B-2)
@ UuY¥

B-1)

T he degpendence ofthe azin uth and the tin e variabl on the potential (and hence on r) can be
found by usage of the constants ofm otion and a straightforw ard integration. T he interested
reader can nd the details of the solution In Ref. R3].

Figure 7: A typicalevent in which a W IM P approaches the Sun, collides w ith an Iron nuclei and
gets captured in a bounded rosette-like orbit. T he solid-blue line is the approach path from In niy
to the point of collision. T he dashed-green line is the orbit after collision which is nom ally contained
w ithin the Sun that is delineated by the circle.

To nd the naldensiy, we incorporated the exact solution for the orbits into a M onte—
Carlo sinulation. W e ket the W IM P'’s start at In nity wih an In pact param eter which is
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uniform Iy distrbuted and a shiffed M axwelBolzm ann velocity distrbbution w ith the rota-
tional speed of the local standard of rest vg = 220 km=sand v = vg. TheW M P is then
allow ed to scatter at any radiis In the Sun, assum Ing its orb it reaches that point and itskinetic
energy is su ciently large to overocom e the inelasticity. W e take the probability of scattering
as a function of radius to be proportional to the localdensity divided by theW IM P ’s velocity
at that radius. T he scattering is assum ed to be isotropic in the center ofm ass fram g, and the
kinetic energy of the outgoing W IM P is restricted to be below the capture rate. A fter the
collision, the kinetic energy of the outgoing W IM P and its angle w ith respect to its original
direction ofm otion are used to detemm ine its new orbi. Fig. 7 depicts a typical approach
and capture ofa W MM P by the Sun. If any further collisions are energetically possible then
they are executed follow ing sin ilar steps as described above. O nce no further collisions are
possble the orbit is recorded and stored.

T he density is com puted by sin ulating 10,000 capture events and then random ly sam pling
the radiiofthe resulting oroits. It is In portant to sam ple uniform ly in tim e rather than radiis
because the particle actually spendsm ost of its tin e close to the apogee.
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