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A bstract.

W e review how our current understanding of the light elem ent synthesis during
the B ig Bang N uclkosynthesis era m ay help shed light on the dentity of particle dark
m atter.

1. Introduction

In the late 40s and throughout the 50s a num ber of visionary scientists including A Ipher,
Fem i, Follin, G am ow , Hayashi, Hem an, and Turkevich attem pted to explain nuclear
abundance pattems cbserved In the nearby Universe, such as the peculiar high heliim
m ass fraction Y, 025. This initially speculative work on an era of nuclkosynthesis
(€lem ent form ation) In an expanding Universe at very high tem perature T 10K
developed slow Iy but steadily over the com ing decades Into what is now known as the
standard m odel of B ig B ang nuclkosynthesis BBN ). The idea that the Universe m ay
have undergone a very hot and dense early phase got triggered by the cbservations
of Hubblk in the 1920s, of the recession velocity of galaxies being proportional to their
Inferred distance from theM iky W ay, which werem ost elegantly explained by a U niverse
In expansion. The "expanding, hot Big Bang" idea received fuurther support by the
cbservation of the coan ic m icrow ave badckground radiation (CM BR) by Penzias and
W ilson :n 1965, believed to be the keft-over radiation of the early Universe. D etailed
observational and theoretical studies of BBN aswellasthe CM BR and the Hubbl ow
have developed into the m ain pillars on which present day coan ology rests.

BBN takes place between eras with (CMBR) tanperatures T / 3M &V and
T’ 10keV, In the coamictinewindow t’ 0:d 10 sec, and m ay be characterized as
a freeze-out from nuclear statistical equilbbrium ofa cosn ic plasm a at very low 10°
baryon-to-photon num ber ratio (cf. Section [2), conditions which are not encountered
in stars. Tt produces the buk of ‘He and ?H (), as well as good fractions of *He
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and 'Li observed In the current Universe, whereas all other ekm ents are believed
to be produced either by stars or coan ic rays. In its standard version i assumes a
Universe expanding according the law s of general relativity, at a given hom ogeneously
distrdouted baryon-to-photon ratio ,, with only Standard M odel particle degrees of
freedom excited, w ith negligble ; T Ilepton cham icalpotentials, and in the absence
of any signi cant perturbations from prin ordial black holes, decaying particles, etc.
By a detailed com parison of observationally inferred abundances (cf. Section [3) with
those theoretically predicted, fairly precise constraints/conclusions about the coam ic
conditions during the BBN era may thus be derived. BBN has been instrum ental,
for exam ple, In constraining the contrbution of extra "degrees of freedom " excited
In the early Universe to the total energy density, such as predicted in m any m odels
of particle physics beyond the standard m odel. Such contrlbutions may lad to an
enhanced expansion rate at T 1M &V inplying an increased *He m ass fraction. It
is now known that aside from baryons and other subdom inant com ponents not m uch
m ore than the already know n relativistic degrees of freedom (ie. photons ’s, electrons
and positrons e ’s, and three keft-handed neutrinos ’s) could have been present during
the BBN era. BBN is also capablk of constraining very sensitively any non-them al
perturbations as Induced, for exam ple, by the residual annihilation of weak scale dark
m atterparticles (Section[5), orby the decay of relic particles (Section[7) and the possble
concom fant production of dark m atter. M oreover, the sheer presence of negatively
charged or strongly—interacting weak m ass-scale particles during BBN (Section [d) m ay
lead to dram atic shifts in yields of Iight elem ent through the catalytic phenom ena. BBN

m ay therefore constrain properties and production m echanian s ofdark m atter particls,
and this chapter aim s at revealing this connection.

It is possbk that the biggest contribution of BBN towards understanding the
dark m atter enigm a has already been m ade. Before the advent of precise estin ates
ofthe fractional contribution ofbaryons to the present critical density, (0:02273
0:00062)=h?, where h is the Hubbl constant in units 100 km s M pc !, by detailed
cbservations and interpretations of the anisotropies in the CM BR [l], BBN was the
only com paratively precise mean to estinate . As it was not clar if the "m issing”
dark m atter was sinply In form of brown dwarfs, white dwarfs, black holes (form ed
from baryons), and/or T 160K hot gas, various attem pts to reconcile a BBN era at
large 1 wih the ocbservationally nferred light elem ent abundances were m ade.
These included, for exam ple, BBN in a baryon-inhom ogeneous environm ent, left over
possbly due to a rstorder QCD phase transition at T 100M &V, or BBN wih
late-decaying particles, such as the supersym m etric gravitino (for review s, cf. 2, 13,14]]) .
Only continuous theoretical e orts of this sort, and their constant "failure" to account
for large , gave way to the notion that the dark m atter m ust be in form of "exotic",
non-baryonic m aterial, such as a new fundam ental particle investigated in the present
book.
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2. Standard BBN -theory

Standard BBN (SBBN) theory is well understood and describbed in detail in m any
modem cosn ology text books. The essence of SBBN is represented by a sst of
Bolzm ann equations that m ay be w ritten in the follow Ing schem atic fom :

dy; dy; X

w PO T
where Y; = n;=s are the tine t (or tam perature T ) dependent ratios between num ber
density n; and entropy density s of light elements i = 'H, n, D ,'He, etc; the ...
are generalized rates for elem ent Interconversion and decay that can be estin ated by
experin ents and/or theoretical calculations, and H (T) is the tem perature-dependent
Hubbl expansion rate. The system of equations [Il) assum es them al equilbrium
eg. M axwellBolzm ann distrbutions for nuclei, which is an excellent approxin ation
m alntained by frequent Interactionsw ith the num erous ’‘sand e ’sin theplaana. The
initial conditions for this set of equations are wellspeci ed: for tem peratures much in
excess of the neutron-proton m ass di erence, neutron and proton abundances are equal
and related to the baryon to entropy ratio, Ynestron ' Yproton ' 3Diaryon=S, while the
abundance of all other elem ents is essentially zero. At tem peratures relevant to BBN,
the baryonic contribution to the Hubbl rate ism inuscule, and H (T) is given by the

standard radiation-dom ination formula:
! 1=2

_ 2 8 3gGN . _ 7
H (T)_ T T 7 whereg - gboson+ égfemion; (2)

with the g’s denoting the excited relativistic degrees of freedom . This expression
needs to be interpolated In a known way across the brief epoch of the electron-
positron annihilation, after which the photons becom e slightly hotter than neutrinos
andH (T)’ T¢=(178 s), where Ty is the photon tem perature in units of10°K .A num ber
of welkdeveloped Integration routine that go badk to an in portant work of W agoner,
Fow ler, and Hoylke [B], allow to sole the BBN system of equations num erically and
obtain the freeze-out values ofthe light elem ents. A qualitative "ocom puter-free" nsight
to these solutions can be found In eg. Ref. [a].

In a nutshell, SBBN m ay be described as follows. A fter allweak rates fall below
the Hubblk expansion rate, the neutron-to-proton ratio freezes to 1=6, subEct to a
slow further decrease to 1=7Tby T ' 085 via neutron decay and out-ofequilibbrium

(3Y5+ gy Y+ )5 @)

weak conversion. At this point, to a good approxin ation, all neutrons available w illbe
incorporated into *He, since it is the light elem ent w ith the highest binding energy per
nuclkon. Synthesis of*H e, and allother elem ents, hasto await the presence of signi cant
am ounts ofD (the "deuterium bottleneck"). T his occurs rather lJate, at Tg ¥ 0:85, since
at higher Ty the fragike D is rapidly photodisintegrated by the mulitude of CM BR
photons. At Ty < 0:85 the fairly com plete nuclkear buming of allD then results in only
trace am ounts O (10 °) of D (and *He) being leftover after SBBN has ended. E lam ents
w ith nuclkeon number A > 4 are even less produced due to appreciable C oulom b barrer
suppression at such Iow To, resulting in only O (10 *°) of 'L, and abundances of other
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isotopes even lower. SBBN tem nates due to the com bination ofa lack of free neutrons
and the in portance of Coulomb barrers at low T . In the llow ng a few m ore details
are given:

O (0:) abundances: ‘He. The *He m ass fraction Y, is dependent on the tim ing of
mapr BBN events, such as the neutron-toproton freezeout at T ' 0:7 M €V, post-
freezeout neutron depletion before the deuteriim bottleneck, and the position of this
bottleneck itself as a function of tem perature. Consequently, Y, is dependent on such
wellm easured quantities as Newton’s constant, the neutron-proton m ass di erence,
neutron lifetin e, deuteriim binding energy, and to am uch lesser degree on less precisely
known values for the nuclear reaction rates. T his sensitivity to the tin ing ofthe BBN
eventsm akes “H e an in portant probe of the H ubble expansion rate, and of allpossble
additionalnon-standard contributions that could m odify it. The SBBN predicts Y, w ith
an in pressive precision, Y, = 02486  0:0002, where we use the m ost recent evaluation
[7].

O (10 °) abundances: D and °He. Deuteriim and *He BBN predictions are
more sensitive both to nuclear physics and to , nput. Reactions nvolving these
elem ents are well m easured, and with the current W M AP input SBBN is capablk of
m aking fairly precise predictions of these abundances: D/H = 249 017 10°;
He=H = 100 007) 10°.

O (10 %) abundances: 'Li. Am ong allcbservable BBN abundances, 'Liisthem ost
sensitive to the , and nuclkar physics inputs. T he actual observable that BBN predicts
is the combined abundance of 'Liand 'Be, as later in the course of the cosn ological
evolution 'Be istransfom ed into 'Livia electron capture. At the CM BR -m easured value
of the baryon-to-photon ratio i, m ore than 90% of prin ordial lithium is produced in
the om of 'Be in the radiative capture process, ‘Het *He! 'Bet .Asthe rate forthis
process per each °H e nuckus ismuch slower than the Hubble rate, the output of 'Be is
aln ost Iinearly dependent on the corresponding S -factor for this reaction. W ith recent
In provem ent in its experim ental determm nation [B,19,10], the current  15% accuracy
prediction for 'Bet 'Listands at 524" )75 10 0 7.

O (10 ') and kss abundances: *Liand A 9 ekments.’Liis omed in the BBN
reaction

‘He+ D ! °Li+ ; Q=14Mev 3)

which at BBN tem peratures is  four orders of m agniude suppressed relative to other
radiative capture reactions such as ‘Het+°H! ’'Li+ , and seven/eight orders of
m agnitude suppressed relative to other photonless nuclear rates. The reason for the
extra suppression is n a way accidental: it com es from the sam e charge tom ass ratio for
“He and D, which inhibits the E1 transition, m aking this radiative capture extrem ely
ine cient. This results n 0 (10 *) level prediction for prim ordial °Li which is well
below the detection capabilities. Heavier elem ents with A 9 such as’Be, °B and
1B are neverm ade in any signi cant quantities in the SBBN fram ework, and the m ain
reason for that is the absence of stable A = 8 nuclki, as ®Be is underbound by 92 kev



B ig Bang Nuckosynthesis and P articke D ark M atter 5

and decays to two

3. Observed light elem ent abundances

In the following, we will bre y discuss the observationally nferred light elem ents,
elem ent by elem ent. Here the discussion will also include isotopes, or isotope ratios,
such as °Lj, °Be, and *He/?H, which are not always considered in SBBN, but which are
very usefil to constrain deviations from SBBN .

3.1.%He

The prin ordial ‘He/H ratio is inferred from cbservations of hydrogen— and helium —
an ission lnes in extragalactic low-m etallicity H IT-regions and com pact blue galaxies,
illum inated by young star clusters. Two particular groups have performed such
analysis for years now, wih their m ost recent results Y, 02477 0:0029(1[1]] and
Y, 02516 0:0011[12]. These estin ates are (surprisingly) considerably larger than
earlier estin ates by both groups (ie. 0239 and 0242, respectively), explained n large
parts by a new estin ate for Hel amn issivities [13]. O ther di erences w ith respect to
oMder studies, and/orbetween the two new studies them selves, are the adopted rates for
collisional excitation of H— (H e am ission lines, corrections for a tem perature structure
in these galaxies ("tem perature variations"), corrections for the presence of neutral‘He
("icf-ionisation corrections"), aswellas corrections forthroughs In the stellar spectra at
theposition ofthe “He- H -) em ission Ines ("underlying stellar absorption") . A llofthese
m ay have in pact on the ~ 1% level. T his, aswellasthe com paratively large change from

earlier estin ates (coincidentally going into the direction of agreem ent w ith the SBBN

prediction of Y, 0248), inplies that a conservative estin ate Y, 0249 0:0091141
(see also Y, 0250 0:004) 18] of the error bar, m aybe m ore appropriate when
constraining perturbations of SBBN .

32.D

For the observational detem lhation of primordial D /H-ratios high-resolution
cbservations of low -m etallicity quasar absorption line systems QALS) are em ployed
(cf. [Lg,117,118,[19, 20]). QALS are clouds of partially neutral gas which fall on the
line of sight between the observer and a high-redshift quasar. T he neutral com ponent
In these clouds yields absorption features, for exam ple, at the redshifted position of the
Lym an— wavelength. For the very rare QA LS of su ciently sin ple velocity structure,

one m ay com pare the absorption at the Lym an— position of H wih that ofD (shifted

by 81 km s !) to inferaD /H ratio. Here the Iow m etallicity ofthese QA LS is conducive
to m ake one believe that stellar D destruction in such clouds is negligble. Currently
there exist only about 6 8 QALS with D /H detemm inations. W hen averaged they
yield typical 2:68 282 10° [19, 21, [22, [20] for the central value, with inferred
statisticall errorbarsof02 0:3 10°, com paring favorably to the SBBN prediction
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of 249 047  10° [I] at the W MAP inferred ;. Neverthelss, as an inportant
cautionary rem ark, the various inferred D /H ratios n QA LS show a spread considerably
larger than that expected from the above quoted error bars only. This is usually a
sign of the existence of unknown system atic errors. Until these system atics are better
understood should prin ordialvaliesashigh asD/H 4 10° therefore not considered
to be ruled out.

3.3.3%He/D

O bservational detemm inations of *H e/H —ratios are possble w ithin our galaxy which is
chem ically evolved. The chem ical evolution of *He is, however, rather involved, w ith
SHe known to be produced in som e stars and destroyed in others. Furthem ore, any
D entering stars w illbe converted to °He by proton buming. The net e ect of all this
is an cbserved approxin ate constancy of @ +°He)/H 36 05 10 R3] over the
last fow billion years in our galaxy. W hereas the relation of galactic observed °He/H
ratios to the prin ordial one is obscure, the ratio of *He/D as observed in the presolar
nebulae is mvaliable I constraining perturbations of SBBN . This ratio 083" 552 R3]
(w here the error bars are obtained when using the independent 2 ranges of *He/H and
D /H) provides a m upper lin it on the prin ordial *He/D PR4]. This is because *He
m ay be either produced or destroyed in stars, whilke D is always destroyed, such that
the cosm ological *He/D ratio m ay only grow in tim e.

34.7L1

"Li/H ratiosm ay be inferred from cbservations of absorption lines (such as the 6708A
doublt) In the atm ospheres of low -m etallicity galactic halo stars. W hen this is done
for stars at Jow metallicity [Z ], 'Li/H ratios show a wellkknown anom aly (with respect
to other elm ents), ie. 'Li/H rmatios are constant over a w ide range of (ow) [Z] and
som e range of tam perature (the "Spite plateau"). A sm ost elem ents are produced by
stars and/or coam ic rays, which them selves produce m etallicity, the "LiSpite plateau is
believed to be an ndication ofa prim ordial origin ofthis isotope. T his Interpretation is
strengthened by the absence of any observed scatter in the ’Li abundance for such
stars. There have been several cbservational detem inations of the "Li abundance
on the Spite plateau. M ost of them fallin the range 'Li/H 1 2  10° such as
123'0%5 10 p5,26]and 11 15  10*° P7], wih som e being som ew hat higher
such as2:19 028 10'° R8]. Here di erences m ay be due to di ering m ethods of
atm ospheric tem perature estin ation. These values should be com pared to the SBBN
prediction 524" 37, 101° [l] @ih 1 error estin ates), clearly indicating a con it
which is often referred to as the "lithium problem ". It is essentially ruled out that this
problm be solved by, either, an erroneous atm ospheric tem perature detemm ination, or
signi cant changes in ’Liproducing/destroying nuclear SBBN rates. T here rem ain only
two viabl possbilities of a resolution to this statistically signi cant (4 5) problem .
F irst, it is conceivable that atm ospheric 'L ihasbeen partially destroyed in such starsdue
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to nuckar buming in the stellar Interior. Though far from understood, onem ay indeed
construct (currently ad hoc) m odels which deplete 'Liby a factor 2 In such stars,
w hile respecting all other cbservations R9,30]. Second, it is possibl that the lithim
problem points directly towards physics beyond the SBBN m odel, possibly connected
to the production of the dark m atter (cf. Section [7).

3.5. °Liand °Be

T he isotope of °Li is usually not associated w ith BBN , as its standard BBN production
°Li/H 10 ! isvery low . H owever, the an allest deviations from SBBN m ay already lead
to in portant cosmn ological °Liabundances. It is therefore interesting that the existence
of °LLihas been clained in about 10 low-m etallicity stars[27], with, nevertheless,
each of these observations only at the 2 4 statistical signi cance level. A splund
et al. Infer an average of °Li/’Li 0:044 (corresponding to®Li/H 6  10%?) for
their star sam ple, whereas Cayrel et al. infer °Li/’Li 0052  0:019: for the star
HD 84937 [B1]. Such clain s, iftrue, would be of great interest, as the mferred °Li/’Liin
very low m etallicity stars is exceedingly hard to explain by coan ic ray production [32],
though in situ production in stellar aresm ay be conceivable [33]. M oreover, the °Li
cbservations seem to be consistent w ith a plateau structure at low m etallicity asexpected
when orighating right from BBN . H owever, recent work [34]has cast signi cant shadow
over the clain of ekevated °Li/’Liratios at ow [Z]. Sin ilar to 'Li, °Liis nferred from
cbservations of atm ogpheric stellar absorption features. Unlke in the case of D and H
in QA LS, the absorption lines of 'Liand ®Liare alvaysblended together. °Li/’'Liratios
m ay therefore be cbtained only by observations ofa m inute asym m etry in the 6708 Ine.
Such asymm etries could be due to °Li, but m ay also be due to asymm etric convective
m otions in the stellar atm ospheres. The analysis n Cayrel et al. [34] prefers the latter
explanation.

Unlke the case of °Li, detection of °Be in m any stars at low m etallicities is not
controversial. O bservations of °Be [35,[36] are far above the O (10 *¥) SBBN prediction,
and exhibit linear correlation w ith oxygen, clearly indicating its sscondary (spallation)
origin 37]. The lowest kevel of detected Be/H isat faw 10'*, which translates into
the lin it on the prim ordial fraction at 2 10 ** B8], assum ing no signi cant depletion
of °Be in stellar atm ospheres.

4. C ascade nucleosynthesis from energy in jection

T he possibility that BBN m ay be signi cantly perturbed by the presence of energetic,
non-them al SM particles in the plasma has rst received detailed attention in the
1980s 40,141,142,143,144,145,146,147]. T hough m uch ofthe pioneering work had been done,
only recently the rst fully realistic calculations of coupled them al nuclkar reactions
and non-energetic phenom ena have been presented [48,149, 150, 51l]. Energetic particles
m ay be inected as products of the decay or annihilation of relic non-SM particks, or
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Figure 1. Constraints on the abundance yx h? of relic particles decaying at x
assum lngM y = 100G eV for the particle m ass. The m ost stringent lim its are given,
from early to late tines, by ‘He, D, °Li, and *He/D overproduction, respectively. T he
various lines are for di erent log;¢B 1, as labeld, where By, is the hadronic branching
ratio. >From Ref. [39].

via perhaps m ore exotic m echanian s such as evaporation of prim ordial black hols or
supersym m etric Q balls. The inected energetic photons ’s, electron/positrons e ’s,
neutrinos ’s muons 's, pions 's, nuckons and antinuckons N ‘s and N ’s, gauge
bosonsZ 'sand W ’s, etc. m ay be considered asthe "coan ic rays" ofthe early Universe.
In contrast to their present day counterparts, and w ith the exception of neutrinos, these
early coam ic rays them alize rapidly w ithin a am all fraction ofthe Hubble tineH *(T)
for all coam ic tem peratures above T 1eV . This, of course, happens only after all
unstable species (ie. ’s, 'sZ’sandW ’s) have decayed lravingonly ‘s, e ’s, ’sand
N ’s. M any of the changes In BBN Iight-elm ent production occur during the course of
this them alization. O ne often distinguishes between hadronically ( ’s, N ’s, and N ’s)
and electrom agnetically ( 's, e ’s) Interacting particles, m ainly because the form erm ay
change BBN yieldsat tinesasearly as ~ Odsec (ie. T © 3M &V), whereas the lJatter
only have in pact for ~ 10° sec (ie. T < 3keV ). In the Pllow ing we sum m arize them ost
In portant interactions and outline the im pact ofsuch particleson BBN .Forhadronically
Interacting particles these e ects include:

() 'sm ay cause charge exchange, ie. +p! ‘+nbetween IMeV” T~ 300keV
thereby creating extra neutrons after n=p fireezeout and increasing the heliim m ass
fraction Y.

(i) Antinuclkeons N infcted In the prim ordial plasn a preferentially annihilate on
protons, thereby raising the e ective n=p—ratio and increasing Y.

(iii) At higher tem peratures, neutrons n’s com plktely them alize through m agnetic
m om ent scatteringon e (T~ 80keV ), whereas protons p’s do so through C oulomb
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interactionsw ith e and Thom son scattering o CM BR photons (T ~ 20keV ).Any
extra neutrons at T 40 keV m ay lead to an in portant depletion of Be.

(iv) At lower tem peratures, both, energetic neutrons and protons m ay spall “He, eg.
n+ ‘He! 3H+p+n+ ('s),orn+ *He! D+ p+ 2n+ ('s). Both reactions are
in portant as they m ay either increase the 2H abundance or lead to °Li form ation
via the secondary non-them al reactions of energetic °H CHe) on ambient ’s.

Them ain features of electrom agnetic infction are:

() Energetic ’'sm ay pairproduceon CM BR photons, ie. + cugr ! e +¢€" aslng
as their energy is above the threshold E ¢ m§=22T for this process. T he created
energetice in tum inverse Com pton scatter, ie.e + cyar ! € + ,toproduce
further ’s. Interactions with CM BR photons com pltely dom inate interactions
w ith m atter due to the exceedingly am all coan ic baryon-to-photon ratio

(i) Only when E © E. do Interactions w ith m atter becom e in portant. T hese include

BetheHeitler pair production + p(*He) ! p(CHe) + ¢ + e and Compton
scattering + e ! + e o plasna elkctrons, as well as photodisintegration
(see below ) .

(i) A snall fraction of 'swih E < E. may photodisintegrate rstD at T * 3keV,
when E . becom es largerthatE 22M &V, theD binding energy, and later'He, at
T < 03keV sinceES°  198M eV . Such processesm ay cause rst, D destruction,
and later, D and °He production, and m ore in portantly *He/D overproduction.
They m ay also Jead to *Liproduction.

In the context ofnon-them alenergy In gction related to particle dark m atter, there
are two very in portant processes that have profound in pact on °Liand ’Liabundances
and deserve fiirther comm ents. Energetic *He and °H produced via electrom agnetic
or hadronic energy ngction (ie. via spallation or photodisintegration) provide the
possibility ofe cient production of °Livia the non-them alnuclear reactions on them al
‘He:

H+‘He! °Litn; Q = 4:8Mev;°Het He! °Litp; Q = 4:02M &V 14)

For energies of progctiles 10 M &V, the cross sections for these nonthem al processes
are on the order of 100 mbn, and indeed 10’ tin es Jarger than the SBBN cross section or
producing °Li . This enhancem ent gure underlines the °Li sensitivity to non-them al
BBN, and m akes it an in portant probe of energy iniection m echanian s In the early
Universe.

A nother in portant aspect ofthe nontherm alBBN is the possbility to alleviate the
tension between the Spite plateau value and the predicted abundance of 'Li, e.g. "solve
the "Liproblem ". To achieve that the energy infection should occur in the tem perature
nterval 60keV > T > 30keV , ie. during or just after ‘Be synthesis . T he essence ofthis
m echanisn consists in the infction of > 10 ° neutrons per baryon that will enhance
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Figure 2. Upper bound on the annihilation cross section of particle dark
matter of mass M from BBN. Here the upper line assumes annihilation into
only electrom agnetically interacting particles, whereas the two lower lines assum e
annihilation into a light quark-antiquark pair. A dopted lin its on the light elem ent
abundances are as Indicated in the gure.

"Be! "Li interconversion followed by the p-destruction of 'Livia the them al reaction
sequence [48]:

n+ 'Be! p+ 'Ly p+ 'Li! “He+ “He: ®)

N ote that this is the sam e m echanisn that depletes 'Be in SBBN, but with elevated
neutron concentration due to the hadronic energy Inpction. This mechanisn of
deplkting 'Be is tightly constrained by the deuteriim abundance, as extra neutrons
could easily overproduce D .

F ig.[ sum m arizes constraints on abundance vs lifetin e of relic decaying particks.
It is convenient to m easure the abundance in term s of y h?, the present day fraction of
totalenergy density ifthese particleswere to rem ain stable. T his quantity relates to the
in the literature frequently used = nyMy=svia = 36639 10°GeV 4 h? where
nyg is particlke number density, M ¢ is particke m ass, and s is entropy. It is seen that
constraints get ncreasingly m ore stringent w hen the lifetin e y ncreases, In plying also,
that under generic circum stances, the production of dark m atter X (with y h? 0d1)
by the decay ofa parentparticeY ! X + :m:at 10%sec is extram ely problem atic,
ifat allpossible.

5. Residual dark m atter annihilation during BBN

M any dark m atter candidates X m ay be ultin ately visbl In our G alaxy due to the
cogan ic rays they infct Induced by residualX X selfanniilations. This is, forexam pl,
the case for supersym m etric neutralinos, provided that their annihilation products
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Figure 3. Dark matter anniilation rate versus dark m atter m ass. T he blue band
show s param eters where °L1i due to residual dark m atter annihilation m ay account
for the °Li abundance as inferred in HD 84937 ¢Li/’Li 0014 0209 at 2-),
whereas the orangered-green-yellow region shows where 'Li is e ciently destroyed

ie. "Li/H< 15;2;3;and 4 10 !0, respectively. Above the lower (upper) dashed
lineD/H exceeds 4 10 5 (53 10 °), such that param eter space above the upper
dashed line is ruled out by D overproduction. Scenarios between this line and the
upper edge of the blue band are problem atic since severely overproducing °Li. D ark
m atter annihilation into light quarks hasbeen assum ed.

can be distihguished from astrophysical backgrounds. Residual annihilation events
iIn the early Universe m ay also be of in portance as they m ay lad to cosm ologically
signi cant 1,1 abundances (2] induced by the non-them al nuckar reaction discussed
in Section[4. G iven an X annihilation rate h vi and X -density ny onem ay determm ne
the approxin ate fraction fy of X particles which annihilate In the early Universe at
tem perature T

1 dn n
fX I X t H h Vi_x sH !
ng dt s

where ty H = (90M 51: 2gT *)*? is the characteristic Hubble tine at T, g is
the appropriate particle statistical weight, s = 4 2=90gT? is radiation entropy, and
h::d denotes a them al average, which can be taken once the velocity dependence of

©)

v is speci ed. M any scenarios for the production of dark m atter envision a stable
slfanniiating particle, typically a weakly-interacting m assive particle or W M P,
whose nal asym ptotic abundance is given by is annihilation rate. Straightforward
considerations of themal W M P freezeout require the annihihtion rate at T/ /
005my tobeh vi? 1pbn c= 3 10®an’s ! iftheX -partick istobethedom inant
com ponent ofdark m atter, y h? 0:. Less straightforw ard but stillplausible scenarios
that include the non-them alproduction of dark m atter, e.g. via evaporation ofQ -balls
and/or decay of relic particles Y ! X + ::wih subsequent X selfanniilation, m ay
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require h vig well in excess of (V) for yh®  0:d. W e concentrate on the W IM P
exam ple, and param etrize the velocity dependence ofh viby hvi= (V) ¢S (), wih
the chosen nom alization (v)g = h vif. W e are Interested in nding the fraction of
anniilating W M P particles at T < 10keV, a tem perature scale below which °Liis
no longer susceptible to nuckar buming (destruction) . Exploiting [8) at the freezeout
tem perature T¢, where fx (T¢) 1, aswellas at an arbirary other T T, we cbtain
gr) 2 T I ©i
g(Te) T¢ hS (v)ir,
for fx 1. Several generic options are possble for the tem perature scaling of the
the S—+atio in [1). If the s-wave anniilation ism ediated by short-distance physics and
occurs away from sharp narrow resonances, hS (v)iy = hS (v)iz, = 1, where the second

£ (T) (7)

equality is due to our chosen nom alization. U sing this conservative assum ption and
Eqg. @), ora W IMP ofmassMy = 100G&V, so that g(T)=g(T¢) ’ 0:, one nds
that only a an all fraction, fx 6 107, of X -particles has a chance to anniilate at
T ' 10keV and below . N evertheless, even this tiny fraction is still su cient to produce

a °Liabundance of °Li/H 1%  10%°.

E xistence of attractive C oulom b-lke orce of som e strength  °in theW M P sector
m ay lead to a signi cant enhancam ent ofannihilation at Iow tem peratures/velocities[53],
possbly leading to a much higher yield of °Li. In this case the Som m erfeld-lke scaling

v ( &)l exp( )11, enhances the annhilation at amall v© 9, ie.
hS )iz ’ ~7.Thisladstoa T 2 scaling ofhS )iy in [7) when X -particles are
still in them al equilbrium with the plasn a. A fter they have dropped out of them al
equilbrium , hS (v)iy falls even m ore rapidly as T !, with the net e ect that weak
m ass scale X -particles usually have much an aller velocities at the end of BBN than
In the M iky W ay. Sin ilarly, the presence of narrow resonances jist above the X X
annihilation threshold m ay drastically boost the annihilation at low energies. Both
m echanian s of enhancing the annihilation have been widely discussed (see eg. [B4])
In an attem pt to lnk som e cosn icray anom alies to dark m atter annihilation, as for
exam ple an ekvated positron fraction e' =@ + €") observed by PAM ELA instrum ent
b5].

K esping the annihilation rate as a free param eter, F ig.[2 show s the upper lin it on
the e ective annihilation cross section In posed by BBN . H ere electom agnetically— (Upper
line) and hadronically— (lower lnes) annihilating particke DM hasbeen considered. T he
fom er is m ostly constrained by overproduction of *He/D at T 0:1keV, whik the
latterby °Li/'Lioverproduction at T  10keV, such that thee ective anniilation cross
section refer to h vi at those tem peratures. Due to the possbility of °Li destruction
a fairly conservative °Li/’Li< 0:66 constraint has also been considered. It is seen
that much °Lim ay be produced by hadronic annihilations. Fig.[3 show s dark m atter
param eters which lead to the production of a °Li/’Liratio as clain ed to be observed
In the star HD 84937 at 1 and 2 (dark blue and light blue), respectively. Here a
com plktely hadronic X X ! gg anniilation has been em ployed, an assum ption which
could be further confronted with the constraints on antiproton uxes In our galaxy.
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E Jkectrom agnetic annihilations, as often in plied in recent dark-m atter Interpretations of
PAMELA B3], may also Jad to °Li, but only annihilations below T < 0:3keV may do
S0 e ciently. Note, that the gure already in plicitly assum es a factor 3 4 stellar
destruction of 'Li (and °Li) to solve the lithium problm . It is therefore und that
weak-scalem assdark m atter particles, if @irly light, and ifannihilating into hadronically
interacting particles, m ay account for all of the observed °Liin HD 84937. The gure
also shows by the orangered-green-yellow areas the dark m atter param eters which
would lead to a signi cant ’Li destruction due to residual dark m atter anniilations,
w ith the nuclear destruction m echanian described In the previous section. Since those
regions are m uch above the °Liband, the possibility of a factor of 2 or m ore depletion
in "Li is severely constrained by °Li overproduction. W e note in passing that our
constraints are signi cantly m ore conservative than those found in Ref. [56]. It is
intriguing to realize that prin ordial °Liproduction by residual (hadronic) dark m atter
annihilations dom inates standard BBN °Liproduction ranniilation rates as an allas
hvi 10 ?’an’s ', wellbelow h vif'. Tt is thus possble that in the m ost prin eval
gas clouds and in the oldest stars the bulk of °Li is due to dark m atter annihilations.
Unfortunately, °Liabundances as Iow as °Li/H < 10 '? are di culk to cbserve.

6. Catalyzed BBN (CBBN)

T he idea of particle physics catalysis of nuclkar reactions goes badk to the 1950s, and

m uon-catalyzed flision hasbeen a sub fct of active theoreticaland experin ental research

In nuclear physics. In recent years there has been a signi cant interest towards a

possbility of nuclkar catalysis by hypothetical negatively charged particles that live

long enough to participate n nuckar reactions at the BBN tim e [57,158,159,51,160, 61,

02,163,164,165,166,138,67] (s=e also Ref. [68,169,!70] for earlier work on the subct). An

essence of the idea is very sinple: a negatively charged m assive particke that we call
X gets into a bound state w ith the nuckus ofm assmy and charge Z , form ing a large
com pound nuclkus w ith the charge Z 1, massMy + my , and the binding energy in

the O 01 1) M &V range. Once the bound state is form ed, the Coulomb barrier is
reduced signalling a higher "reactivity" ofthe com pound nuclkusw ith other nuclki. But
what proves to be the m ost in portant e ects of catalysis, are new reaction channels

which m ay open up and avoid SBBN -suppressed production m echanisn s B7], eg. Eq.

@), thus clearing path to synthesis of elem ents such as ®Liand °Be. A though in this
chapter we discuss the catalysis by negatively charged heavy relics, this is not the only

option for CBBN, as for exam ple, strongly Interacting relics m ay also participate and

catalyze certain nuclear reactions.

A Yhough the connection between dark m atter and CBBN isnot inm ediate —after
all the dark m atter m ay not be charged - i is possbl that dark m atter particlkes
do have a rhtively long-lived charged counterpart. One exampl of this kind is
supersym m etry w ith the lightest supersym m etric particke (LSP) the gravitino and the
next-to-L.SP (NLSP) a charged skpton to be exam ined in the next section. In that case
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bound state | apffm ]| £pjkeV ]| TokeV]
pX 29 25 0.6
“HeX 3.63 346 82
"Bex 1.03 1350 32
B ex 0.91 1430 34

Table 1. Properties of the bound states: Bohr radius ag = 1=(Z m y ), binding
energies By, calculated for realistic charge radii, and \photo-dissociation decoupling"”
tem peratures Ty .

the decay ofthe NLSP is trem endously delayed by the am allness of the gravitino—Jepton—
slepton ocoupling G§:2 . Another exam ple in the sam e vein is the nearly degenerate
stau-neutralino system, in which case the longevity of the charged stau against the
decay to the dark m atter neutralino is ensured as long as the m ass splitting of the
stau-neutralino system isbelow 100 M eV . Both, the gravitino and neutralino in these
two exam ples represent viable dark m atter candidates. A very in portant aspect of
CBBN is that the abundance of charged particles before they start decaying is given by
their annihilation rate at freeze-out. In m ost of the m odels their abundance is easily
calculable, and ifno specialm echanian s are introduced to boost the annihilation rate,
the abundance of charged particles per nuckon is not an all, and in the typicalballpark
of Yx 0001 0:d1) m=Tev.

P roperties of the bound states.

For light nuclei participating In BBN , we can assum e that the reduced m ass of the
nuclkeusX system iswellapproxin ated by the nuclkarm ass, so that the binding energy
isgiven by 22 2m =2 when the Bohr orbit is Jarger than the nuclkar radius. It tums
out that this is a poor approxin ation for all nuckiheavier than A = 4, and the e ect
ofthe nite nuclkar charge radius has to be taken into account. In Tablk [l we give the
binding energies, as well as the recom bination tem perature, de ned as the tam perature
at which the photodissociation rate of bound states becom es am aller than the Hubbl
expansion rate. Below these tem peratures bound states are practically stable, and the
m ost In portant benchm ark tem peratures for the CBBN are the T 30; 8; 05 kev,
when ((BeX ), (HeX ),and (X ) canbe fom ed withoute cient suppression by the
photodissociation processes. It is In portant to em phasize that these properties of the
bound states are generic to any CBBN realization: ie. they are com pletely determ ined
by the charge of X  and electrom agnetic properties of nuclei, and thus are applicable
to SUSY or non-SUSY models alke. Tt is also in portant to note that the ¢BexX )
com pound nuclkus is stable, which m ay open the path to synthesis of A > 8 elem ents
in CBBN.

C atalysis at 30 keV : suppression of 'Be.

W hen the Universe cools to tem peratures of 30 keV , the abundances of deuterium ,
’He, “He, 'Be and 'Li are already close to their freezeout values, although several
nuckar processes ram ain faster than the Hubblk rate. At thes tem peratures, a
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negatively charged relic can get into bound states wih 'Be and form a (BeX )
com posite ob ect. Once this obEct is form ed, som e new destruction m echanian s for
"Be appear. Form odels w ith weak currents connecting nearly m assdegenerate X X °
states, a very fast intemal conversion ©llowed by the p-destruction of 'Li:

(Bex )! "Li+ x% 'Litp! 2: @)

When X ! X9 isenergetically disallowed the destruction of 'Be can be achieved via
the follow ng chain:

(Bex )+p! ¢BX )+ : ¢BXx )! ¢Bex )+ €& ; ©)

which ismuch enhanced by the atom ic resonances in the ((BeX ) system [61].

The rates for both mechanism s may be faster than the Hubbl rate, possbly
leading to a sizable suppression of 'Be abundance if (BeX )bound statesaree ciently
om ing. I otherwords, (BeX ) servesasa bottleneck forthe CBBN depltion of 'Be.
T he recom bination rate per ‘Be nucleus lading to (BeX ) is given by the product of
recom bination cross section and the concentration ofX particles. Tt can be easily shown
that orY¥x < 0:01 the recom bination rate istoo slow to lead to a signi cant depletion of
"Be. D etailed calculation of recom bination rate and num erical analyses ofthe CBBN at
30 kev [61,[66] nd that the suppression of 'Be by a factor of 2 is possible for Yy 0d
ifonly mechanisn [9) is operative, and for Yy 002 if the intemal conversion [8) is
allowed.

C atalysis at 8 keV : enhancem ent of °Liand °Be.

A s the Universe continues to coolbelow 10 keV, an e cient fom ation of (‘HeX )
bound states becom es possble. W ih the reasonabl assum ption of Yy < Yy the rate
of form ation ofbound statesperX partick is given by the recom bination cross section
and the concentration ofthe heliim nuclei. Num erical analysis of recom bination reveals
that at T ’ 5 keV about 50% of available X particles w ill be in bound states w ith
‘HelT).

As soon as ((HeX ) is formed, new reaction channels open up. In particular, a
photonless them alproduction of °Libecom es possble

(Hex )+ D! °Li+ X ; Q' 143MevV; (10)

w hich exceeds the SBBN production rateby  six orders ofm agnitude. T he production
of ’Be may also be catalyzed, possbly by many orders of m agnitude relative to the
SBBN values, w ith the ollow ng them alnuclkar chain [65]:

(Hex )+ ‘He! ((BeX )+ ; (BeX )+ n! °Be+ X : a1)

Both reactions at these energies are dom nated by the resonant contributions, although
the e ciency of the second process in ([11]) is not fully understood.

Current estim ates/calculations ofthe CBBN rates are used to determ ine the generic
oonstraints on lifetim es/abundances of charged particles. T he essence of these lim its is
displayed in Figure[4, which show s that for typical X  abundances the lifetim e of the
charged particles would have to be lin ited by a few thousand seconds! This isthem ain
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Figure 4. Left panel show s CBBN oconstraints on the abundance vs lifetin e of X
T he red cross corresoonds to a point In the param eter space, for which the tem poral
developm ent of °*Liand ’Be is shown i the right panel, Hllow ing R ef. [38]].

conclusion to be leamed from CBBN . Note that while, to Jowest order, non-them al
BBN is sensitive to the energy density of decaying particks, the CBBN processes are
controlled by the num ber density ofX , which underlines the com plin entary character
of these constraints. In som e m odels, w here both catalysis and cascade nuclkosynthesis
ocaur, catalysis dom inates cascade production of °Li for all particles with hadronic
branching ratio By, < 10 2 [64], whereas "Lidestruction is usually dom inated by cascade
e ectsunlessB, © 10 *. °Beproduction, on the other hand, is conceivable only through
catalysis.

Catalysisbelow 1 keV and nuckar uncertainties

Finally we comment on the possibility of ©X ) catalysis of nuclear reactions,
discussed in Refs. [69,163]. A lthough it is conceivable that the absence of the Coulomb
barrier for this com pound nuckus may lad to signi cant changes of SBBN /CBBN
predictions, In practice it tums out that In m ost cases EX )-related m echanism s are
of secondary In portance. The lJarge radius and shallow binding of this system Ileads to
a fast charge-exchange reaction on heluim , X )+ ‘He! (HeX )+ p, that reduces
the abundance of EX ) below 10 ° relative to hydrogen, as ongasYy < Yay., m aking
further reactions lnoconsequential for any cbservable elem ent [38]. In the less lkely cass,
Yy ~ Yigo, Signi cant late-tin e processing due to (©EX ) bound statesm ay still occur.
Such Jate tin e BBN, neverthelss, typically leads to observationally unacceptable nal
BBN yilds.

Unlke in the SBBN case and even In cascade nuclkosynthesis that utilizes m ostly
m easured nuclear reaction rates, CBBN rates cannot be m easured In the laboratory,
and signi cant nuckar theory nput for the calculation of the reaction rates is
required. H owever, since the X participates only in electrom agnetic interactions, such
calculations are feasble, and dedicated nuclkar theory studies [60] in this direction has
already comm enced. T he reaction rates for som e CBBN processes, such as [9) and [10)
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Figure 5. Param eter space in the relic decaying particle abundance tin es hadronic
branching ratio By, ie. x h?Bp, and life tine y plane, where 'L1i is signi cantly
reduced (red and blue) and °Liise ciently produced (green and blue). See text for
further details. From Ref. [71].

are already known w ithin a factor of 2 accuracy, and the detailed calculations for the
Be synthesis are underway [67].

7.D ark M atter P roduction during BBN :NLSP ! LSP exam ple

D ark m atter particles m ay be produced by the decay of relic parent particles X during
BBN . Exam pls, welkstudied by di erent groups, include the production of gravitino—
LSP dark m atterby NLSP decays (often charged skptons or neutralinos) or production
of neutralino dark m atter by heavier gravitinos. O ther conceivable possbilities include
the production of superw eakly Interacting K aluza-K lein dark m atter, and m ore generally
the cascade decays to any superweakly Interacting dark m atter candidates. In case of
charged NLSP decays, both nonthermm al and CBBN processes m ust be accounted for.
In the fram ework of gravitino-L.SP /stau-NLSP the lifetin e of the charged skepton In the
Iim it ofm M y1sp 1S given by

M yisp > me
300G v 10Gev
where M ysp and m o denote NLSP and gravitino m ass, respectively.

NLSP 24 lé%c

12)

It beocom es exceedingly m ore di cult with increasing x to obtain observational
consistency w ith inferred prim ordial abundances (cf. Fig.[d). BBN therefore plays an
in portant roke In constraining such scenarios (cf. Sections[4 and[f) . However, BBN m ay
not only constrain, but also favor particular scenarios, if current discrepancies w ith °Li
and "Liabundances are to be taken seriously. Both trends, the reduction of 'Liand the
production of *Liviam echanism s described in Sections[4 and[8, are seen in Fig.[3. T here
the red area show s decaying particle param eter space resulting in m ore than a factor of
2 suppressed 'Liabundance relative to the SBBN prediction, and the green area show s
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Figure 6. Parameter space n the CM SSM which may inpact the prim ordial 'Li
and/or °Liabundances w ith the color coding essentially as in Fig.[d. Left: unifying
scalar soft m assm ( versus gaugino soft m assm ;-,; R ight: gravitino abundance Gh2
versus NLSP lifetine .>From Ref. [71].

regions where signi cant °Liproduction (0:015° °Li/’Li < 0:3) occurs. Tn the overlap

of these areas, the blue area, both e ects m ay be achieved sin ultaneously [48,/51,[72].
F ig.[H also show s the prediction of supersym m etric scenarios w ith the gravitino-L.SP, for
som e representative values of other supersym m etric m ass param eters. In particular, the
grey dots show predictions of stau NLSP s w ith gravitino LSPsofmassm . = 50G &V

w ithin the so-called constrained m Inin al supersymm etric SM (CM SSM ), whereas the
blue dots show the case of neutralino NLSP s decaying into m . = 100M &V gravitino

LSP sw ithin the gaugem ediated supersym m etry breaking scenario. Tt is seen that both

scenarios naturally cross the region of "'Li destruction". The assum ption underlying
these m odels is a them al freeze-out abundance of the NLSP . Since this typically leads
to NLSP abundances, 10 3 yisp - 10°, and taking into account that gravitino energy
density due to NLSP decaysis , = yisp =M y1sp), the resulting . produced in

such scenariosm ay com e close to the observed dark m atter density. T his is particularly
the case for heavy gravitinosm . 100G &V in theCM SSM , for which a m ore detailed
results are shown in F ig.[d. Tt is ntriguing, and perhaps purely coincidental, that when
resolving the tension between observed and predicted 'Liabundance by staus decaying
Into gravitinos, the resulting gravitino abundance m ay acoount for all the dark m atter.
For stau decay tin es 10sec it is fiarthem ore possblk to synthesize a prin ordial
®Liabundance as clain ed to be observed in low -m etallicity stars. M oreover, though less
certain, the sam e param eter space could also Jead to an in portant °Be abundance due
to catalytic e ects (cf. Section [6), as indicated by the crosshatched region in F ig.[d.



B ig Bang Nuckosynthesis and P articke D ark M atter 19

F inally, sihoe produced by decays, gravitino dark m atter in such scenarios is signi cantly
wam , with free-stream ing velocities of the sam e order as thoss ofa m 3keV early
freezing-out relic particle, which has iIn portant in plications forthe sm all scale structures
In the present day Universe. It is therefore not in possble that som e tim e in the future,
anom alies in the prin ordial light elem ents m ay have been understood as signs of the
dark m atter. N evertheless, independent veri cation by particlke accelerators, such asthe
LHC is required. Unfortunately, scenarios as presented in F ig.[d require staus ofm ass
m .~ 1TeV too heavy to be produced at the LHC .

8. Conclusions

E ven though the conospt ofB ig B ang N uclkosynthesis ism ore than 50 yrold, it continues
being relevant due to the constant progress in nuclear physics, astrophysics, and the
re ned quality of calculations. In this paper, we have reviewed the status ofBBN , and
have shown how New P hysics can m odify the synthesis of light elem ent abundances. A 11
three generic ways, extra degrees of freedom m odifying the Hubbl expansion during
BBN, energy ingction due to anniilation or decay of heavy particlkes, and particlke
catalysis of BBN reactions, are highly relevant to the physics associated w ith particke
dark m atter, or with particles intim ately tied to dark m atter. W e have illustrated
how the existing overall concordance between the predicted elem ental abundances and
cbservations lead to som e very non-trivial constraints on the properties of DM particles
and their com panions (e.g. stau-graviiino system ).

Perhaps even m ore intriguing is the current discrepancy between the observed and
standard BBN predicted abundance of 'Li at the level of 2-3. This discrepancy has
m ed up since the Jast unknown SBBN param eter, the baryon-to-photon ratio, hasbeen
determm ined w ith betterthan 5% acuracy by recent high-precision CM B experin ents. At
thism om ent it is prem ature to tellhow the 'Liproblam is resolved, but it is nonetheless
Intriguing that certain m odels w ith unstabl particlkes are capabl of alleviating this
discrepancy. Hopefully, the continuing in provem ent of observational determ ination of
prin ordial Iight elem ent abundances, aswell as the future breakthroughs in electrow eak

scale particle physics would help to solve this in portant problem .
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