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W e describe in detail our calculation of the fiill supersymm etric (SUSY ) QCD corrections to
neutralino anniilation into heavy quarks and extend our num erical analysis of the resulting dark
m atter relic density to scenarios w ithout scalar or gaugino m ass uni cation. In these scenarios, the

nalstate is often com posed oftop quarks and the annihilation proceeds through Z °® boson or scalar
top-quark exchanges. T he in pact of the corrections is again shown to be sizable, so that they m ust
be taken into account system atically in global analyses of the supersym m etry param eter space.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he search for physics beyond the Standard M odel (SM ) is no longer restricted to colliders only. In fact, the m ost
com pelling evidence for new physics com es today from coam ologicalobservations such asthem ission ofthe W ikinson
M icrow ave A nisotropy P robe W M AP ), which have determ ined the m atter and energy decom position of our universe
w ith unprecedented precision. T hese observations indicate the existence ofCold D ark M atter (CDM ) in the universe,
which cannot be acocounted forby the SM and likely consists of W eakly Interacting M assive Particles W IM P s) w ith
non-relativistic velocities. A com bination of the wveyear m easurem ent of the coan ic m icrow ave background by the
W M AP mission wih supemova and baryonic acoustic oscillation data yields the narrow 2 -interval for the relic
density of dark m atter [1]

0:1097<  cpm h?* < 0:1165; @)
where h denotes the present Hubble expansion rate H, in units of 100km s * Mpc ! .

T hem easured relic density ofdark m atter can be used to constrain extensions ofthe Standard M odel, w hich provide
aviableW IM P candidate. In theM Inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) w ith R -pariy conservation, this
could be the Lightest Supersym m etric Particle (LSP) ~, if it is neutral and a color singlkt. O ne can then calculate
its relic density, com pare it w ith the experim ental lim its In Eqg. (1), and dentify the favored regions of the M SSM
param eter space. T he relic density
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is proportional to the present num ber density ny and the massm . of the LSP. . = 3H §=(8 Gy ) is the critical
density of our universe, and Gy is the gravitational constant. T he present num ber density ny is obtained by soling
the Boltzm ann equation describing the tin e evolution of the num ber density
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The rsttem on the right-hand side corresponds to a dilution due to the expansion of the universe, and the second
term ocorresponds to a decrease due to annihilations and co-annihilations of the relic particle into SM particlkes R].
Here, H denotes the tim edependent H ubble expansion param eter, and neq the density ofthe relic particle in them al
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FIG .1: TreedevelFeynm an diagram s for the annihilation ofa neutralino pair into a quark-antiquark pair through the exchange
ofa z°boson, a neutral H iggsboson H f = @%H%A%,0ra squark ¢ (1= 1;2).

equilbriim . D etails of the dark m atter Interactions enter the Bolzm ann equation through the them ally averaged
cross section h 4hnvi. The cross section takes into account the them al velocity distrbution of the relic particle and
is calculated for a given tem perature T by
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w here and K ; arethem odi ed Bessel fiinctionsofthe rstand second kind, respectively. T he center-ofm om entum
energy s is related to the particle mass m . and the relative m om entum pg, of the annihilating pair through
s=4m?+p3 PRI

In order to keep up with current and future experin ental in provem ents, one has to understand and reduce the
di erent uncertainties involved in the analysis, both for the prediction of the dark m atter relic densiy and the
extraction of new m ass param eters from coan ologicaldata. T hese uncertainties include, eg., a m odi cation of the
Hubbl expansion rate due to quintessence or an e ective dark energy density [3], di erences in the new physical
particle m asses obtained with di erent spectrum codes #], or a lack of precision In the annihilation cross-section
of dark m atter particles B]. In this paper, we focus on the in pact of next-toJeading order QCD and SUSY-QCD
corrections on the latter, but other possble uncertainties w ill also be brie y discussed.

In m any scenarios ofthe M SSM , the lightest neutralino is the LSP and therefore a suiabl dark m atter candidate.
T he them ally averaged cross section is then obtained by com puting all relevant neutralino anniilation cross sections
Into SM particles. M ost prom inent are the processes w ith two-particle nal states such as a ferm lon-antiferm ion
pair or a combination ofgauge W ;Z°) and Higgs bosons h%;H %;A%;H ) [6, 7]. In this paper, we focus on the
annihilation into a m assive quark-antiquark pair, sihce the leading order cross section w ith a ferm ion-antiferm ion nal
state is proportional to the m ass of the ferm ion, which disfavors the light quarks. M oreover, the annihilation into
heavy quarks is In portant in the regions of param eter space allowed by Eqg. (1). W e now present the f1ll details of
our calculation and investigate scenarios w ith dom Inant top—quark nal state contributions, extending our analysis
ofRefs. B, 9] beyond m inin al supergraviy m SUGRA) models. In m SUGRA m odels, one is constrained by having
only veuniversalhigh-scale parameters n g, m 1—5, A, tan , and sgn( )], and in regions of param eter space, w here
quark nal states are in portant, the cross section is dom Inated by an exchange of H iggs bosons. Here, we relax
the uni cation of either the scalar m asses or the gaugino m asses, one at a time. This allow s for scenarios di erent
from m SUGRA , where the annihilation cross section is not necessarily dom inated by H iggsboson exchanges. A part
from a Higgsboson dom inated scenario, we thus analyze scenarios, where Z % boson exchanges in the s-channel or
squark exchanges in the t—and u—channelsplay an in portant role. The f1llQ CD and SUSY Q CD corrections In these
scenarios tum out to be signi cant, and we have therefore included them into the public code micrOMEGAs [10].

T hispaper is organized as follow s: In Sec. IT and appendicesA and B, we give allnecessary details of the calculation
related to the virtual loop corrections, the renom alization procedure, and the calculation of real glion em ission, in
particular the subtraction ofthe nduced soft and collinear singularities. W e then continue In Sec. ITIw ith a discussion
ofthe M SSM m odels beyond scalar or gaugino m ass uni cation. In Sec. IV, we analyze the in pact of the radiative
corrections on the relic density in these m odels. F inally, our results are summ arized In V.

II. CALCULATION DETAILS

The annihilation of neutralinos into quarks proceeds at treedevel through an exchange of a Z °-boson and H iggs—
bosons in the s-channeland through the exchanges of scalar quarks in the t-and u-channels (seeFig.1l). By de niion,
aW IMP can only have electroweak interactions, and In order to reach a su cient anniilation rate to explain the
dark m atter relic density, the cross section has to be enhanced, eg., by a resonance. One often nds that there is
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FIG.2: SUSYQCD loop diagram s contributing to the annihilation of neutralinos into quarks.

one contrbution which dom inates the whole cross section. This allow s us, by choosing di erent scenarios, to study
contrbutions from various channels. M oreover, it allow s us also to isolate e ects of radiative corrections com ing from
di erent sources.

W e have com puted the fullQCD and SUSY © CD corrections to neutralino anniilation into quarks. T he next-to-
leading order cross section contains virtual contrdbutions stem m ing from loop diagram s and real contributions, which
are due to the radiation of an additional gluon. Sym bolically, the next-to-leading order NLO ) cross section can be
w ritten as

Z Z
NLO _ avVv+ d®; ®)

where V& denote the virtualand realem ission parts integrated over the tw o—and three-particle phase space, respec—
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FIG.3: SUSYQCD counterterm diagram s contribbuting to the annihilation of neutralinos into quarks.

tively. T he cross section v, which includes the tree-level and the one-loop virtual corrections, is given by

y 2 1 (sim2;m 2B i
e T E e, - M otreef +2< M 1 popM e d ©)

where (x;y;z)= P x y =z)® 4yz.Forournotation and conventions, we refer the reader to App.A . There are
tw o types of contributions to the one-loop am plitude M ; 10p, those com ing from the loop diagram s and those com ing
from the countertem s. The loop diagram s, depicted in Fig. 2, contain ultraviclkt UV ) and infrared (IR) divergent
loop Integrals. W e regulate both types of divergences dim ensionally (d= 4 2 ) and evaliate the loop integrals in
the din ensional reduction scheme OR). The full analytic resuls for the loop diagram s are given in App.B.

The UV divergencesare com pensated by counterterm s (see F ig. 3) related to quarks and their scalar super-partners,
the squarks. A 1l countertermm vertices w th quark or squark legs contain wave-fiinction renom alization factors 7,

Zg and Ziy, that ©llow from replacing the (s)quark eldsby
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A Though in principle only the wave-function renom alization constants ofthe externalquarkshave to be included, we
also include the squark renom alization constants, as they allow us to perform sim pler UV -convergence checks. In the
full calculation, the squark wave-fiinction renom alization constants cancel out. T he wave-fiinction renom alization
constants are determ ined by requiring the residues of the propagators to rem ain at unity even at one-loop order. T his
condition gives

h
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where g &%) and s, SR (k?) stand for the vector and the scalar parts of the tw o-point G reen’s filnction asde ned
in Ref. I1]and —m ?) = & k?) w22+ After perform ing the wave-function renom alization, the rem aining
divergences are canceled by renom alizing the coupling constants. In our case, the coupling countertem s that receive
contrbutions proportional to the strong coupling constant s are the quark Yukawa couplings through the m asses
of the quarks, the squarks m asses and the squark m ixing angle 4. A very im portant contribution, in particular in
scenarios w ith a dom inant H iggsfboson exchange, com es from renom alizing the Yukaw a couplings of the quarks [9].
In our calculation, we use the DR Yukawa couplings for both the top and the bottom quarks. A s the quark m asses

that serve as inputs are de ned in di erent schem es, we take two distinct approaches for top and bottom quarks. For



top quarks, the nput is thion—she]lm assm¢ = 172:4G eV measured at the Tevatron [12], and the DR -m ass of the
top quark (@nd hence the DR Yukawa coupling) is obtained by subtracting the nite on-shell counterterm
1 h i

Mg = §< mg Mg+t rMg) + spg)t srmg) : 11)
O n the other hand, the nput massmy ) for bottom quarks is extracted in the M S renom alization schem e from
the Standard M odel analysis of sum rules [13]. In order to obtain the appropriate bottom Yukawa coupling in
the DR renomm alization schem e wihin the M SSM , we 1rst use the Standard M odel next-tonext-to-Jleading order
NNLO ) renom alization group evolution to obtain the m ass of the bottom quark at the scale Q = 2m . [14]. Still

in the SM , we then convertmy > Q) tomp® Q) [L4], and nally we apply the threshold corrections including also
contrbutions from SU SY particles in the loop. Forthe Jast step, we take into account the fact that the sbottom -gluino
and stop-chargino one-loop contributions are considerably enhanced for largetan or large Ay, and can be resum m ed
to all orders In perturbation theory [15, 16]. D enoting the resumm abl part by p and the nite onedoop rem ainder
by m y, the bottom quark m ass is then given by

DR m
ng,MSSM Q) = bl+7 mop: 12)
b

In the squark sector, we pick ve independent quantities, m My My, oy and 5, In order to respect the SU (2)
symm etry. W e renom alize the m asses of three squarks in the on-shell schem e, which lads to the counterterm
h i
mZ=< Zm?) : 3)

T he rem aining m ass of the heavier scalar bottom quark m % is treated as dependent,

h i

1
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The squark m ixing angl is renom alized in the DR schem e and so the corresponding counterterm s of the squark
m ixing m atrices R {, contain only the divergent parts. T he counterterm s can be determ ined as
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using only the divergent parts of the w ave-finction renom alization constants. This isequivalent to xing them xing
anglk as
1 div div h qdiv .2 gdiv . 2 *
= 3 Z12 251 :ﬁ< 12 @)t o) 1e)
G @

A fter renom alization, the virtual cross section v still contains IR divergences, that com e from an exchange of a
gluon in the loops. In order to com pensate them , one has to include the realcross section ® com ing from diagram s
w ith an additional gluon In the nalstate (see Fig. 4). The sym bolic orm ula ofEq. (5) cannot be directly applied,
since the divergences appear as 1= and 1=2 poles in the num ber of din ensions i the one-loop am plitude and as a
divergent m atrix elem ent in certain regions ofthe 2 ! 3 param eter space. A convenient way to com bine these two
cross sections and to cancel the divergences is the dipole subtraction m ethod [17]. U sing this m ethod, we can w rite
the total next-to—Jdeading order cross section N© as

Z Z Z h i

NLO _ dV+ 4g? + d R a? ; a7

where we introduced an auxiliary cross section ? . T he auxiliary cross section does not contribute to the total cross
section and serves only as a toolto cancelthe IR divergences. It has the sam e divergence structure as the real cross
section and at the sam e tim e its structure allow s for a partial integration of the glion phase space, so that it can also
be added to the virtual cross section, canceling the divergences in each part. The 2 ! 3 m atrix elem ent leading to
the auxiliary cross section for the realpart is constructed from two dipole contrbutionsD 31, and D 33;1 as

M 2 3F = D31y kiskosks) + Doy (kiskeiks); (18)



FIG . 4: Bram sstrahling diagram s contribbuting to the annihilation of neutralinos into quarks.

where the k; are the ourm om enta of the nal state quarks and of the gluon. The dipole contrdbutions D 31;, and
D 32,1 are related by a sin ple interchange k; $ k; wih D 31, given by

D312 kijkojks) = Cg > M treed
K 2 S 2 " 2 #)
1 2a 23 L 42w 2% ;1 22 .
1 x 2 %1 X x2 4 (21 1 2 é X, 2 é 1 x !

where x; = 2kig=af, ¢ = mq=p§, and ¢ = (ky + kp + k3)? = s [L7]. The leading order m atrix elem ent ¥ tree
appearing in Eqg. (19) is calculated using di erent kinem atics w ith rede ned 4-m om enta

q— 9q—
1 1 43 1 1 143 1
kl ! ﬁ?:l = —q g k2 —X2q H k2 ! %2 = —-q + §g— k2 —X2q H (20)
q q

T he auxiliary m atrix elem ent that cancels the nfrared divergences of the virtualm atrix elem ent is
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wheres;p, = s 2m é . The function V4 is com posed of a singular part,
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The function 4 isde ned as
" #
1 1. mg
qmg; )=C —+ Eha 2 ; (24)

where Q is the renom alization scale. Apart from convergence checks of our calculation, we also perform ed checks of
the nite part of the oneloop diagram s against the resuls obtained by autom atic com puter packages FeynArts and
FormCalc [18] and parts of the calculation also against existing results, eg. In Ref. [L9]. The UV and IR divergent
parts of our loop Integrals were checked and agree w ith the results given in Ref. R0].

III. SUSY MODELSBEYOND M INIM AL SUPERGRAVITY

In our previouspublications, we studied the in pact ofthe SUSY Q CD correctionsto neutralino anniilation within
m inin al supergravity m SUGRA ) m odels, de ned at the grand uni cation scaleM gyt in tem s of a universal scalar
massm g, a universalgauginom assm ;-,, a comm on trilinear coupling A o, the ratio tan ofthe H iggs doublet vacuum
expectation values, and the sign ofthe higgsinom assparam eter [B, 9]. In m SUGRA m odels, the lightest neutralino
is often a B -Ino and annihilates preferably through resonant H iggsboson exchanges. For exam ple, in the cuspoint
region at high scalarm assesm ¢ the cross section is dom nated by heavy CP -even H iggs bosons decaying into top
quarks. Regions with im portant bottom quark nal states include those with sm all gaugiho masses m ;-,, where
light C P -even H iggsboson exchanges dom inate, and the A °~fiinnel region at high values oftan , where the bottom
Yukawa coupling is enhanced and the annihilation proceeds through pseudo-scalar H iggsboson exchanges. At large
tan , the bottom -quark contribution can also becom e sizable in the focuspoint region.

In thiswork, we study in detail num erically the annihilation of neutralinos into top quark-antiquark pairs through
the exchange of Z °-bosons in the s-channel and of top squarks In the t—and u-channels (see Fig. 1). T hese channels
can be enhanced in m odels, where som e of the uni cation conditions have been relaxed, which is well m otivated
theoretically 21{23]. To be concrete, we focus on two sets of m odels based on the SO (10) Grand Uni ed Theory
GUT):models wih nonuniversal Higgs m asses WUHM ), and m odels w thout gaugino m ass uni cation. SO (10)
theories are particularly prom ising, as they involve com plete 16-din ensionalm atter m ultiplets w ith a right-handed
neutrino and can be em bedded In string theories nvolving larger groups lke Eg or SO (32) R4, 25].

A . SUSY modelswith non-universalH iggs m asses

In SO (10) SUSY GUT s, them atter super elds of one generation belonging to a 16-din ensional representation are
com pletely m ass degenerate, ifthe SU SY breaking m asses are acquired above the SO (10)-breaking scale. F lavorblind
m echanian s can furthem ore lead to universalm asses of allm atter scalars. However, if the H iggs doublts H,, and
H 4 belong to di erent, eg. 10-din ensional, representations, the corresponding SU SY -breaking m asses need not be
the sam g, ie. the H iggs m asses need not be universal R6{29]. In the scalar part of the generalM SSM Lagrangian,

Lsost Tay @Hu Sad @Hd Bae EHd‘F hc:
Y
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mi H,Hy mj HyHg bH Hq+hwo:; (25)

the trilinear scalar couplings a; and the SU SY -breaking scalar m asses m f are stilluni ed to Ay and m o at the
GUT scal, but the SUSY breaking Higgs mass parametersmy, and my, are In generaldi erent. M odels w ith
non-universalH iggsm asses NUHM ) are therefore de ned by the param etersm g, m -5, Ag,tan ,sgn ( ), myz,, and
my, . Notethat n ourNUHM m odels the gauginom asses rem ain uni ed tom ;-, and electrow eak sym m etry-breaking

EW SB) is still achieved radiatively, abeit through m odi ed renom alization group equations RGEs). This leads to



TABLE I:H igh-scale param eters togetherw ith the corresponding neutralino relic density, the contribution from top and bottom
quark-antiquark nalstates to the annihilation cross section obtained with micrOMEGAs 2.1, and the m ass eigenvalues of the
lightest neutralino and the lightest stop for our three selected NUHM scenarios.

mo GeViM, GeV]Ay Gev]ltan sgn( )|mu, Gevlimy, Gev] CDMhZ tt je'e) m~g (Ge\/')mtl Gev)
I 500 500 0 10 + 1500 1000 0118 21.0% 64.0% 2072 606 .4
1T 620 580 0 10 + 1020 1020 0118 51.0% { 223.7 923.8
IIT 500 500 -1200 10 + 1250 2290 0113 934% { 200.7 2593

a m ore constrained param eter space In them ¢ m ;-, plane as com pared to m SUGRA m odels and to the fact that
them nim um conditions of the tree-level H iggs potential

2b
s = — 2 27 @6)
Hu+de+2
2 2 2
m; _ M, Mk, @0 2; and @7)
2 tan?® 1 ’
mi; = mi +m; +2° ©8)

allow to replace the parameter b by tan , but not to determ ine the superpotential param eter and the pssudo-
scalar H iggsboson massm » as functionsofm g and m ;_,, aswas the case n m SUGRA . It is possible to replace the
free parametersmy , and my , by the low-scale parameters and m, . A lthough we don’t m ake use of this fact in
our analysis, it can be useful to consider and m as free param eters of the m odel, since they strongly in uence
the anniilation of neutralinos nto quarks and especially the relative weight of each channel. Havingm  as a free
param eter m eans that one can nd scenarios, where m i 7 2m? and the H ggsboson exchange dom inates the cross
section even for smaller valuesoftan . In m SUGRA, such a scenario wasonly allowed forvaluesoftan & 40.W e
study this case by choosing the benchm ark point I given in Tab. I. Furthem ore, the higgsino param eter In uences
the higgsino com ponent ofthe neutralino. By m aking it Jarger, one can enhance the contributions from the Z °Joson
exchange. This can be achieved, as discussed in Ref. 26], by starting w ith Jarge positive valuesofmy , andmy, at
the GUT scal. By virtue ofthe RGE evolution, m fl . isdriven to an all negative values, while m 12{ , rEm ains positive,
which results in a smallvalie of asgiven by Eqg. (27). This in tum gives rise to a larger higgsino fraction of the
neutralino and enhances the coupling to Z °Josons. Such a scenario corresponds to our point IT in Tab. I. Finally,

one can m ake use ofthe NUHM RGE s to reduce the values ofm % and m %. T his can be obtained by choosing a large

and negative di erence m flu m fl .- On top of that, by choosing A to be large and negative, one induces a larger

splitting In the third-generation sferm ion m asses, leading to a scenario ot ITT In Tab.I) wih a an all top squark
m ass and enhanced t—and u-channel exchanges of top squarks.

B. SUSY m odelswithout gaugino m ass uni cation

In the gaugiho sector, the situation is som ewhat sim ilar to the one in Sec. ITTA . The breaking of the SO (10)
symm etry can proceed via a step Involving its SU (5) subgroup. The SU (5) later breaks into the Standard M odel
gauge groups SU (3) SU (2) U (1) BO] and also determ Ines the properties of the SUSY -breaking m echanisn . As
pointed out n Refs. 21, 22], the breaking of supersym m etry itself is induced by an F -term , w hile the gaugino m asses
are generated through a chiral super eld , whose auxiliary com ponent F  acquires a vacuum expectation valie.
A ssum Ing that the gauginos belong to the ad pint representation 24 of SU (5), the elds and F can In principlke
belong to any of the irreduchble representations appearing in the sym m etric product

24 24 I 1 24 75 200; (29)
or any linear com bination thereof. T he relationsbetween the gaugihom assesM ; at the uni cation scale are given by
the em bedding coe cients of the Standard M odel groups In SU (5). Note that these possbilities are all com patble
w ith gauge coupling uni cation, but only the case where the SUSY breaking eld F istaken to be a pure sihgkt (1)
Jeads to the gaugino m ass universality featured by them SUGRA m odel.

T he soft SU SY -breaking Lagrangian containsm ass temm s for the B -ino, W -no, and gluino,

1

Loor 5 M. BB +M,WW +Ms3gg9+ hc: : (30)



TABLE II: H igh-scale param eters together w ith the corresponding neutralino relic density, the contribution from top quark-
antiquark nalstates to the annihilation cross section obtained w ith micrOMEGAs 2.1, and the m ass eigenvalues of the lightest
neutralino and the lightest stop for our two selected non-universal gaugino m ass scenarios.

mo GeVIM, GeV]Ay GeV]ltan sgn( )| x1 X3 CDMhZ tT mNE (Ge\/')mtl Gev)

v 320 700 350 10 + 2/31/3| 0114 792% 1834 281.9
\Y 1500 600 0 10 + 1 4/9] 0104 504% 235.6 939.0

A sargued above, the valiesofM 1, M ,, and M 3 at the uni cation scale can be considered as Independent param eters.
Here, we adopt a comm only used param etrization and introduce the din ensionless param eters

=

M 3
M,

X1 = and X3 = (31)

=
N

which willbe used togetherw ith the W —inom ass param eterM , to descrbe the gaugino sector. Thecasex; = x3= 1
reproduces the m SUGRA m odelw ith the ve parametersm o, m ,,A(,tan ,and sgn( ) at the uni cation scale.

M odels w ith non-universalgaugino m asses have been shown to favor annihilation processes w here neutralino anni-
hilation into quarks ism ediated by a Z °-boson exchange and squark exchanges [31{33]. It has also been shown that
the key param eter in this context is the guino m assM 3, since it In uences practically all sectors of the low -energy
m ass spectrum through the renom alization group evolution. A decrease in M 3 induces a decrease ofthem ass squared
m fl , » which through electroweak symm etry breaking conditions induces a decrease in the higgsino m ass param eter

as well. This in tum increases the higgsino fraction of the neutralino and lowers the psesudo-scalar H iggs m ass
m a . M oreover, having M ;3 independent of the other gaugino m ass param eters, it is straightforward to cbtain lighter
squarks, n particular the scalar tops. This e ect can still be enhanced by decreasing the scalar m ass param eterm g
and by adjusting the trilinear coupling Ay, which in uences the squark m ass splitting. W ith scalar tops being light
(even becom ing eventually the next-to-lightest SU SY partick), the squark exchange dom inates the cross section for a
B —-ino-lke neutralino, where a low value oftan suppresses the H iggsboson exchange (our point IV in Tab. II). A s
the higgsino fraction of the lightest neutralino increases, the squark exchange is enhanced due to the large Yukawa
couplings. In the case of a Jarge higgsino fraction, also the Z °boson exchange becom es in portant and can take over
if the lightest stop is not too close in m ass to the lightest neutralino. W e analyze the consequences of such a scenario
by choosing the point V in Tab. II.

Iv. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Starting from the high-scale param eters, we use the public com puter program SPheno 2.2.3 [34] for the num erical
evaluation ofthe renom alization group running in order to obtain the SU SY breaking param eters at the electrow eak
scale. The relic density of the neutralino is then evaluated num erically using the public code micrOMEGAs 2.1 [10],
where we have included our calculation of the neutralino annihilation cross section into third-generation quarks as
discussed in Sec. IT. For the Standard M odel input param eters, such asm asses and couplings, we refer the reader to
Ref. B5], except for the value of the top quark polem ass, m ¢op = 172:4 G &V, which hasbeen taken from Ref. [12].

W e have chosen ve typicalparam eter points shown in Tabs. Iand IT, that have a dom inant neutralino anniilation
into top orbottom quarksthrough H iggsboson, Z °-boson or squark exchanges and whose relic density lies reasonably
closetotheW M AP rangeofEq. (1). In allscenarioswe only consider relatively low valuesoftan = 10.In Sec.IV A
we analyze the rst three param eter points (Tab. I) where we m ake use of the possble non-universality of the H iggs—
boson m asses to construct scenarios w ith cross sections dom inated by H iggsboson, Z °-boson, and squark exchanges,
respectively. In Sec. IV B, w e investigate the point IV , w hich corresponds to one ofthe scenariosw ithout gauginom ass
uni cation discussed in Ref. [31], and the point V, which is m otivated by one of the \com pressed SUSY " scenarios
proposed in Ref. 32]. O ur chosen param eter points also satisfy electrow eak precision and low -energy constraints such
as the m easurem ents of the -param eter, the anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the muon, and the branching ratio
ofthedecay b ! s . Due to the large experin ental error on the m easurem ent of B5], however, only regions
featuring very high SUSY m asses are excluded at the 2 -level, so that this constraint doesnot a ect ouranalysis. W e
have taken into acocount the anom alousm agnetic m om ent of the m uon by taking the higgsho m assparam eter > 0.
N egative values are disfavored, since they increase the gap between the recent experim ental valie and the Standard
M odel prediction B6]. The m ost stringent constraint is given by the inclusive branching ratio ofthe decay b ! s
R ecent experim entalm easurem ents from BaBar, Belle, and CLEO Jead to the com bined value [37]

BRb! s )= 352 025 10%: (32)
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T he theoretical prediction ofthe SU SY contribution isparticularly sensitive to them asses ofthe chargino, the charged
H iggs boson, and the lightest scalar quark. W e have veri ed that our param eter points lead to values that lie within
2 ofthe above lin it using the public codes FeynHiggs 2.6.5 B8] and SusyBSG 1.3 [B9]. Note that also the direct
m ass lim its from collider searches are ful lled [B5].

A though the focus of the present paper is the in provem ent of the annihilation cross section through SUSY-QCD
corrections, one should keep in m ind that there are also other sources of uncertainties in the calculation of the relic
density. From the particle physics side, i iswellknown that di erences in the low -energy m ass spectrum m ay occur
when using di erent spectrum generators. This, in consequence, m ay induce a sizable di erence in the prediction
of the dark m atter relic density or other observables #4]. Note that, In this context, also the num erical value of the
Standard M odel param eters, in particular the top-quark m ass, can in uence the favored regions of param eter space,
In particular in the case of dom lnant annihilation into top-quark nal states. Corrections to the anniilation cross
section are also Induced by the electrow eak Interaction [B], but these are generally sm aller than the strong corrections
and beyond the scope of this work. Conceming coam ology, it has been shown that m odi cations of the standard
coam ologicalm odelm ay also a ect the prediction of the dark m atter relic densiy. Incluiding, eg., an energy content
such as quintessence or an e ective dark density due to extra din ensionsm odi es the expansion rate or the entropy
density of the early universe (see eg. [3]) and thus enters Into the calculation of the relic density.

In the lft panels of Figs. 5, 7 and 10, we show the cross section for the annihilation of a neutralino pair into
a bottom and/or top quark-antiquark pair as a function of the center-ofm om entum energy p., calculated at the
treedevelw th DR Yukawa couplings (solid lines) aswellas the lkading contrbutions from the individualannihilation
channels (dashed lines) and their Interferences (dotted lines). N ote that som e of the latter have been m ultiplied by
(1) In order to t into the lbgarithm ic plot. W e also show, In arbirary units, the them al velocity distrbution
function, nvolved iIn the calculation of the themm al average evaluated at the freeze-out tem perature (shaded areas).

In the right panels ofFigs. 5, 7 and 10, we show again the totalannihilation cross section into bottom and/or top
quark-antiquark pairs at di erent levels of precision, ie. at leading orderw ith DR couplings (dash-dotted lines), in the
approxin ation ncluded in the micrOMEGAs code (dashed lines), which uses e ective couplings to absorb the lkading
loop e ects, and w ith our fiill onedoop QCD and SUSY QCD ocorrections (solid lines). The shaded area indicates
again the them al velocity distribution of the neutralinos at the freeze-out tem perature in arbitrary unis.

In order to generalize our resu ks, the rem aining F igs. 6, 8, 9, 11, and 12 show scans In various tw o param eter planes
around our param eter points In Tabs. I and IT and display the contours allowed by W M AP calculated at treelevel
(green), w ith the approxim ation In plem ented in micrOMEGAs (red), and w ith our full SUSY QCD corrections (blue).
W e also show dependence of the relic density on various physical param eters, e g. the m ass of the lightest neutralino.

A . Relic density in m odels w ith non-universalH iggs m asses

W e begin our detaild num ericaldiscussion by analyzing a scenario, w here the annihilation cross section into quarks
is dom fnated by an exchange ofa H iggsboson. T his scenario corresponds to our param eter point I from Tab. I. Here
the heavy CP-even and the CP-odd H iggs boson resonances coincide w ith both H iggs boson m asses at 4503 G&V.
D ue to the dom inance of the H iggsboson exchange, the neutralino anniilates predom inantly into bottom quarks.
This is a consequence of the fact that, although the bottom quarks have a m uch an aller m ass com pared to the top
quarks, their couplings to the H iggs bosons are enhanced by tan orcos . A sopposed tom SUGRA , the neutralino
In this scenario is rather heavy, which allow s for an e ective annihilation into top quarks as well. In the bottom
panels of F ig. 6, a an all discontinuiy indicates the place, where the top quark nalstate starts to contribute. T hese
circum stances result in a m xture of top and bottom quark nal states, which cannot be reached in m SUGRA for
such a low valie oftan . A few general features can be observed in Figs. 5 and 6. F irst, on—resonance anniilation
of neutralinos would reduce the relic density too much, so that regions allowed by Eqg. (1) sit on each side of the
resonance peak. In Fig. 5 one can clearly see that the resonance is not aligned w ith the kinem atic region where the
biggest contribution to the relic density com es from . The top panels in Fig. 6 digolay the bands where quark nal
states dom inate the annihilation. In addition, we show a line that corresponds to the position of the H iggs resonance
peak. The W M AP allbwed regions are situated on each side of the resonance where the width of the these regions
re ects the steepness of the peak. The SUSY ©Q CD corrections to the relic density calculated here are a com bination
of corrections to the processes w ith either bottom or top quarks nalstates. T he corrections to the anniilation into
bottom quarks are essentially con ned to the H iggsquark-antiquark vertex. T he bulk of the correction com es from
the gluon exchange and from the SUSY correctionswhich becom e large at large tan  and have to be resumm ed. A s
wetakeamoderatetan = 10 even the non-resum m able correctionsplay a role here. T hese correctionsam ount to the
di erence between our full SUSY © CD result and the e ective coupling approxin ation im plem ented in micrOMEGAS
In this scenario. The situation with the top quarks is m ore com plicated. A s can be seen from Fig. 5, the squark
exchanges In the t-and u-channels and their interference w ith the H iggsboson exchange becom e now also sizable,
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FIG .5: The contrbutions ofthe di erent diagram s to the annihilation cross section ofa neutralino pair into bottom (above) and
top (below ) quark-antiquark pairs (left) and the e ect ofthe radiative corrections on the annihilation cross sections (right) asa
function of the center-ofm om entum energy pen fOr our param eter point I. T he shaded area indicates the velocity distribution
of the neutralino at the freeze-out tem perature in arbitrary units.

w hich renders also the corrections to squark-quark-neutralino vertex and to the squark propagator in portant. O verall
for this scenario, the e ect of the l1ll SUSY QCD corrections am ounts to a 20% shift in the prediction of the relic
density w ith respect to the calculation In plem ented in micrOMEGAS, as can be seen in the bottom panelsofFig. 6. In
consequence, the cosn ologically favored regions of param eter space are shiffed away from the position of the H iggs
pole in order to com pensate the lJarger annihilation cross-section. T hese shifts am ount to up to 5 G &V for the com m on
scalar and gaugino m asses and a few G €V for the m asses of the H iggs doublets at the uni cation scale (see Fig. 6).
T his is about two tim es Jarger than the experin ental precision, and therefore distinct bands appear.

The ram aining analyzed soenarios were chosen so as to investigate e ects not related to H iggsboson exchanges.
The H iggsboson m asses are very heavy in these scenarios myo;ma > 1100 GeV) and suppress the in portance
of the H iggsboson s-channel exchange. The param eter point IT In Tab. I was chosen as descrlbed in Sec. ITIA so
that the Z °boson exchange is enhanced. The only viablk way to do this is to increase the higgsiho fraction of the
neutralino, which in tum increases the coupling of neutralinos to the % boson. A nother possbility would be to sit
on the Z °Joson resonance, which would, how ever, lead to very sm allneutralino and chargino m asses that are already
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our param eter point I.W e show the regions that satisfy the constraint from Eq. (1) for our treelevel calculation (green), the
calculation In plem ented in micrOMEGAs (red), and our calculation including the f1ll SUSY ©QCD corrections (lue). W e also

indicate the contributions from quark-antiquark nal states to the total annihilation cross section by isolines. Bottom : The
prediction of the neutralino relic density

cpu h? Including the tree-level (green dash-dotted) cross section, the approxin ation
included in micrOMEGAs (red dashed), and the fiill one-loop SU SY Q CD corrected cross—section (olue solid) as a function ofthe

gaugino m ass param eterm -, (leff) and as a function ofm 5, param eter (right). T he shaded area indicates the favored region
ofEq. (1).

ruled out by the LEP experim ents. T he param eter point ITT in Tab.Iwaspicked to use the H iggs potentialhigh-scale
param eters to drive down the squark m asses via the renom alization group evolution. On top of that, by choosing
Ao = 1200 G&V we Induced a large m ixing of the third generation squarks. The m ixing is biggest for scalar tops
Increasing the contribution oftheirexchange. A feature comm on to both scenarios is a distinct destructive interference
between the squark and the 7 ° boson which links these two scenarios (see Fig. 7). This fact m akes corrections to
both z °boson and squark exchange in portant in each ofthe two scenarios. In the case ofthe param eter point II, the
corrections are about 20% in the cross section as com pared to the cross section in micrOMEGAs. T his is not re ected

In all regions ofthe W M AP allowed regions in Fig. 8, since the contrbution of the quark-antiquark nal state 2lls
to only 60% 40% , as we Iower the higgsino param eter . This decreases the m asses of the lightest chargino and of

12



13

-9
§ o~ 14710
> L L L
Q Q
S S i
>= >:
‘:bm :—bﬂ
1070k E ''''' J— ’
0.8 e T
) [ —one-loop
o e ---- micrOMEGAs
L o6- . - tree-level
71 1 'I T T T T T T T T T T
10 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
P, (GeV) P, (GeV)
-9
§ ~ 22810
R . 50
e | . T SO O
e tot " ot 2 .
E 2/q (-1)
C 1.8
e EERCRERENU A R
I e 1.6/
1070k P i
i o 1417 — one-loop
5 B ----micrOMEGAs .
I HYg 12 T tree-level |
11 -1 : : : : i ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
. 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
P, (GeV) P, (GeV)

FIG . 7: The contrbutions of the di erent diagram s to the annihilation cross section of a neutralino pair into top quark-
antiquark pairs (left) and the e ect of the radiative corrections on the annihilation cross section (right) as a function of the
center-ofm om entum energy pen fOr our param eter points IT (above) and III (below ). T he shaded area indicates the velocity
distribution of the neutralino at the freeze-out tem perature in arbitrary unis.

the second-lightest neutralino, which, through their t-channel exchange, increase the annihilation cross sections into
W*™W and z°Z° nalstates. Neverthekss, the 11llSUSY QCD ocorrections shift the contour in them 5 plane
by 5G&V In and in all instances shift the contour by m ore than the current experim ental precision. The e ect of
the corrections to the cross section is not screened by other nal states In the case of the scenario wih a dom inant
squark exchange (point IIT in Tab. I). The top quark nalstate accounts In certain regions form ore than 90% ofthe
annihilation cross section, and them ass ofthe scalartop isnot light enough to allow fore cient co-annihilations. T he

hyperbolic shape ofthe W MAP allowed regions in themy, my, plane is govemed by the H iggsim ass param eter
com bination m 12{ , W 12{ .- The e ect of the corrections on the cross section is about 20% and causes a shift of the
preferred value of the pseudo-scalar H iggs boson m ass by about 50 G &V .
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B . Relic density in m odels w ithout gaugino m ass uni cation

T he relevant m asses of our points IIT and IV featuring very light stops are very sim ilar, as can be seen In Tabs. I
and II. T he sam e holds for the annihilation cross sections. For the benchm ark point IV, the exchange ofa stop in the
t—or u—channel is therefore favored, which iswell visble in the top left panel of Fig. 10. The contrbution from the
7 %Jboson exchange is here one order of m agnitude lower than the one from squark exchange. Again, an in portant
role is played by the squark Z °Joson interference e ect, which is here even stronger than in the case of point III. T he
di erences are the H iggs boson m asses, which were m ore than 2000 GeV for point IIT, but arem yo 50 ' 622 GV
here (see Fig.10). Them assdi erence can be traced back to the m echanisn by which we lowered the squark m asses.
For pont ITT, we had to induce a big di erence between the high-scale H iggs potential param eters, which drove the
H iggsdboson m asses higher, whereas for point IV we changed freely the gluino m ass param eter n uencing the RGEs
forthe squark m asses, which hasnot such a big e ect on them asses ofthe H iggsbosons. D ue to the large contribution
from the exchange ofthe light squark, the anniilation into top quarksaccounts forup to 80% ofthe totalannihilation
cross section (see Fig.11). The subdom nant nalstateshere areagain W *W  and Z°Z %, but also pairs of bottom
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quarks or lptons. N ote that also here the m ass di erence betw een the lightest neutralino and the lightest stop isnot
an allenough for e cient co-annihilations. O ne am all, but im portant di erence is that the destructive interference is

stronger for point IV than for point ITT. T his leads to negative correction e ects when incliding the fullSUSY QCD

corrections when com pared to the cross section of micrOMEGAs). The reason is that for this particular point the
corrections to the squark exchange are e ectively taken into account by including DR Yukawa couplings and the only
di erence betw een our fullcalculation and the micrOMEGASs approxin ation are the correctionsto the Interference which
push the ull result down (@s seen In the top right part ofFig.10). Letusnow tum to the In pact ofthe corrections
n this \com pressed SUSY " scenario. The corresponding favored regions in the m ¢-M , and the m (=3 planes, the
progction on them . -m . plane as well as the prediction of the neutralino relic density as a function of the gaugino
m ass param eter M , around our param eter point IV are shown in Fig.11l. Again, In the regions where annihilation
Into a top quark-antiquark pair is kinem atically allowed, the e ect ofthe SUSY ©Q CD corrections is sizable, resulting
In an In portant shift ofthe favored regions in the param eter space. T he preferred region of param eter space is shifted
to higher values of the scalarm ass param eterm o and consequently to higher stop massesm ¢, . A s already discussed
above, a heavier stop m ass com pensates the increasing e ect of the additional loop diagram s on the annihilation
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FIG . 10: The contrbutions of the di erent diagram s to the annihilation cross section of a neutralino pair into top quark—
antiquark pairs (left) and the e ect of the radiative corrections on the annihilation cross section (right) as a function of the
center-ofm om entum energy pen fOr our param eter points IV and V . T he shaded area indicates the velocity distribution of the
neutralino at the freeze-out tem perature In arbitrary units.

cross—section. In the right bottom panelofF ig. 11 one sees again that the prediction of the relic density is decreased
by the order of 15% w ith respect to the treedevel calculation and by about 10% w ith respect to the approxin ation
In plem ented In micrOMEGAS.

For our point V wih a dom inant Z % boson exchange, the correction accounts for about 20% of the micrOMEGAS
cross-section . A though micrOMGEAs does not inclide any correction frthe exchange ofa Z °-boson, the corresponding
curve is approxin ately 20% over the tree-levelprediction, w hich can be explained by the presence ofe ective couplings
for the sub—Jeading squark-exchange. T he di erence between the approxin ation included in micrOMEGAs and our full
one-loop calculation originates from the supplem entary corrections, especially forthe exchange ofthe Z °-boson, shown
In Figs.2 and 4 and discussed In Sec. IT. W e study again the in uence of our corrections on the regions of param eter
space that are favored with respect to the W M AP Iim its of Eq. (1). The upper kft panel of Fig. 12 show s these
regions in the m (-M , plane for our scenario V. and xed values of x; and x3 as given in Tab. II. In the lower kft
panel, we show the sam e contours profcted on the corresponding plane of the physical neutralino and stop m asses
m . andm . . In each plot, we also indicate the isocontours corresponding to a contrbution from top quark-antiquark
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FIG .11l: Top and bottom Jeft: C osn ologically favored regions in them ¢-M 2-plane (top lkeft), m .-m .plane (bottom leff), and
m ox3-Pplane (top right) for scans around our param eter point IV .W e show the regions that satisfy the constraint from Eq. (1)
for our tree-level calculation (green), the calculation im plem ented In micrOMEGAs (red), and our calculation including the full
SUSY QCD corrections (plue). W e also indicate the contributions from top-quark nal states to the total annihilation cross
section by isolines. Excluded regions due to unphysical solutions of the renom alization group equations are shown in gray.
Bottom right: T he prediction of the neutralino relic density cpwm h? including the tree-level (green dash-dotted) cross section,

the approxin ation included In micrOMEGAs (red dashed), and the full one-loop SU SY ©Q CD corrected cross-section (polue solid)

as a function of the high-scale gaugino m ass parameter M , for xed m o = 300 GeV . The shaded area indicates the favored
region ofEq. (1).

nal states of 50% , 30% , and 10% to the total neutralino annihilation cross—section. The points lying in the grey
shaded areas do not allow for physical solutions of the renom alization group equations. T he correction to the relic
density is reduced from the 20% it was at the cross section level (as com pared w ith the micrOMEGAS cross section),
because the quark-antiquark nal state constitutes only about 50% of the annihilation cross section. T he rem aining
contributions include mostly W * W and 7 °2° nal states. Neverthelkss, as it was also the case or the m SUGRA
soenarios analyzed in Ref. [9], the in pact of the oneJdoop SUSY QCD corrections is larger than the experim ental
uncertainty. Therefore distinct bands are ocbserved in w ide regions of both them ¢-M ; and in them .-m, plnes.
Note that orM , . 450 G &V, the annihilation of a neutralino pair into top quarks is kinem atically forbidden. The
dom nating channels for that region are m ainly the annihilation into com binations of the gauge bosons and the light
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Higgsboson. In them (—x3 plane, shown In the right top panelofFig. 12, the W M A P -favored points are con ned to
rather narrow bands corresponding to the di erent levels of ncluded corrections. T hisunderlinesthat M 3 isone ofthe
key param eters to which phenom enology is very sensitive. It is interesting that for lower values of x5 their positions
are alm ost ilndependent ofm ¢, while for higher x3 the dependence becom es stronger. The shift from the treedevel
prediction to our fill onedoop result is n the direction of higher gluino masses M 3 = x3M ;. This is explained by
the fact that increasing the gluino m ass in plies an increase In the squark m asses, which in tum in plies a decrease of
the anniilation cross—section. Thise ect is then com bined w ith the increase of the cross—section due to the one-loop
corrections discussed above, so that the relic density rem ains in the narrow range which is favored by coam ological
data. Fially, in the right bottom panel ofF ij. 12, we show the prediction fr the neutralino relic density .h? as
a function of the Iightest stop massm . . The neutralino m ass hasbeen xed to the valuem . = 2356 GeV ofour
point V. The graph corresponds to a cut through them .-m . plane shown in the ower left panel ofFig. 12. The
favored region of Eq. (1) is indicated by a shaded area. Since the SUSY QCD corrections increase the annihilation
cross section by about 50% , the prediction for the neutralino relic density is reduced by about the sam e am ount.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

T he theoreticalcalculation ofthe dark m atter relic density isan interesting toolto obtain rather stringent constraints
on the M SSM param eter space, both at the electroweak and at the grand uni cation scale. C oan ological precision
m easuram ents therefore play an in portant role In the extraction of SUSY m ass param eters from experin ental data.
In tim es of iIncreasing experin ental sensitiviy, in particular for the cosm ologicalparam eters such as the relic density
of cold dark m atter, i is essential to Increase the accuracy of the theoretical calculation. Consequently, higher-
order corrections to the dark m atter annihilation cross section becom e in portant, since they enter directly into the
calculation of the relic density.

W e have presented here the full analytic details of our calculation of the O ( 5) corrections to the annihilation
of a neutralino pair nto a m assive quark-antiquark pair, ie. of the oneloop and real glion em ission corrections.
Annihilation processes Into heavy quarks have been shown to be In portant in lJarge cosm ologically allow ed regions of
SUSY GUT m odels without scalar or gaugino m ass uni cation, and the e ects of our SUSY Q CD corrections have
been investigated num erically for these two classes ofm odels. W e have identi ed regions of param eter space, which
correspond to current cosm ological lim its on the dark m atter relic density and which feature im portant anniilations
of the neutralino pair into a top quark-antiquark pair through the exchange of a Z °Joson or a scalar quark. H iggs
boson resonances were shown to be suppressed in those regions. For wve selected param eter points, the e ects of the
corrections were shown to be sizable, since they enhanced the annihilation cross-section by typically 20 and up to
50% with regpect to the treelevel calculation.

A s a consequence, the theoretical prediction of the neutralino relic density is also a ected by the contrbutions at
the one-loop level. Since the cross section is increased by typically 20 and up to 50% , the relic density is reduced by
about the sam e am ount. W e have show n that the im pact of our corrections ism ore in portant than the uncertainty on
the observationallin tsat the2 ocon dence kevel. It is therefore essentialto take these corrections into account w hen
analyzing cosm ologicaldata w ith the goal of extracting SUSY m ass param eters, which m ay be shifted by typically 5
G eV and up to 50 G &V, and of detem ining the favored regions of the SUSY param eter space.
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APPENDIX A:NOTATION AND COUPLINGS

W e ollow closely the notation of the couplings de ned in Ref. [A0] and the conventions used In Ref. [11, 19] and
begin by listing allnecessary couplings ofthe Z ®-boson. T he couplings of ferm ions to the Z °Jboson in theM SSM are
identical to those in the SM , and the Lagrangian is

L= 22% cfp,+cipa)E; A1)
G

where g is the weak couplhg oonstant,Cf = It es ,Cg = es’,s (g ) isthe (co)she ofthe weak m ixing
angke , ,and IEL and er are the weak isospin and electric charge ofthe ferm ion f. T he Lagrangian for the interaction
of the Z °-boson w ith two neutralinos is given by

00 00
i Oy PL+ 0. Pr ~¥; @2)
w here
00

%Zi4zj4 = Oin @a3)

o, = %Z 32 i3t
depend bilinearly on the neutralino m ixing m atrix Z . T he Lagrangian of the Z °Joson coupling to two sferm ions

$
L= iizofizfj@ £ @ 4)
™
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is proportionalto
£ N foE o F
zi; = CpRyRy + Cp RpRy,; A5)
w hich depends bilinearly on the sferm ion m ixing m atrix
s . s .

R= RiijRr)= ® 6)

sin . cos .

W e continue w ith the couplings containing neutralH iggsbosons, where we use the notation H = £h%;H %;A%;G%g.
=t stands for an up-type (s)fem on and =B Por a down-type one. For the neutral H iggsboson—-ferm ion-ferm ion
couplings, the Interaction Lagrangian reads

X? x4
L= sHJ)f+ s HEf °Ff @A)
k=1 k=3
w ith the couplings
- _ b _ _ .
SE - g2$;cc§l’l - S Cos 51 = ng?;s?os - %SJI’I ’
— + si = t b _ —
S = Imoem = s $ = gmihs = Pioos
. t ta A 8)
= T - Wpos S = W - Wgen
si = gt - issn § = gl - i cos
Here, hy and hy, are the Yukawa couplings
gm ¢ gmp
hy = p=—; h, = p= ®9)
2m, sin 2m, Cos
T he interaction Lagrangian for neutralH iggs bosons and neutralinos is given by
X2 x4
g 0 00 0 .9 0 00
L = P Hy ~Fmx ™n 15 Hy 1 Fmx 5™
k=1 k=3
w ih
ekh i
Fop = > ZpZm2t Zn3Zy tan w @BZni1t ZniZn)
dkh i
t ZuZnot ZnaZp 0w @ulnit ZnaZn) = Foyo @10)
where dy and e, take the values
dg=f cos ; sih ;oos ;sin g; g=f sh ;oc0os ; sih j;cos g:
Follow Ing Ref. [40], the neutral H iggsboson-sferm ion-sferm ion couplings can be w ritten as
h i
£ 0 £~ £ T
G ik G Hyfify = R'Giz,RY) ; @11)

ij

w here the leftright couplings G It: R x r third-generation up-and dow n-type sferm ions are

r_
et = 2hanc + gm, (" esf )s 4 o BL Qe + s )
LR;1

%(Atc + s) 2hanc + gm,es’s .
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. pzhbmbs +gm, (" es’)s . ?%(Abs + c) !
PR ig%(AbS + c) 2hymps + gm, s’ s 4

GfR;Z = GfR;l wih ! =2;

6%y, - P on, Ei(AtcO+ N %(Atco+ s) .

6o, - P %(Abso+ o %(Abso+ c)

GfR;ll = GfRB wih ! =2:

Here, we have used the abbreviationss, shxandc, cosxand denotesthem ixinganglk ofthe fh?;H °g-system .
For the neutralino-sferm ion—-ferm ion couplings, the Lagrangian reads

L = f alPg +b,Py ~)fi+ ~ aLPp+ byPr ff; @12)
w ith the coupling m atrices
£ £ £ LF £ £ £ F
Ay = hkaXRiZ + gkaRﬂ; b:l.k = hkaXRﬂ + ngkRiZ A 13)
and
£ P 3L 3L £ P
ka= 2 (er If ytan 4 Zyxy + If Zxo 1 ka = 2ertan , Zy; : A 14)

T he coupling of gluinos to sferm ions and ferm ions can be derived from the Lagrangian
p_ h . i
L = 29;T5. fs RuPr RpPr)g’ fix+ o RuPr RrPr) sty A 15)

where g = P 4 4 is the strong coupling constant and R is the sferm ion m ixing m atrix de ned above. F nally, the
Lagrangian corregoonding to the couplings of the gluon to fermm ions and sferm ions is

$
L = oTq9"fs £ 1gTHg" £i,@ 5 @16)

where the T? represent the usual SU (3) colorm atrices.

APPENDIX B:VIRTUAL CORRECTIONS

Here, we give explicit form s of the next-to—Jeading order am plitudesM ; 1,0, M entioned in Sec. IT. W e use generic
am plitudes w ith generic couplings, which we then specify using the couplings given in App.A . Note that allkinds of
Indices are to be summ ed over even if not explicitly stated. W e leave out the results for selfenergies, which can be
found In [L9] using the sam e conventions and couplings.

1. Vertex corrections

The contridbution of the vertex corrections depicted In Fig. 2 to the matrix element M ; 1,0p Can be written in
tem s of six loop diagram s. D enoting the m om enta of the incom ing neutralinos p; and p,; and those of the outgoing
quark and antiquark ask; and k;, the next-to-lading corrections to the s-channel exchange of the Z % oson can be
param eterized as

h i ig
M1 wp = VE2) @rPL+ AgPrlufr) s mZ ®B1)
h n z o i
Wk;) (B.PL+BiPr)+k BZPL+BZPr)+k, B,PL + BiPr) viky)
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Vs ki Vs ki
q+k1 Vo : (ggPL + g’SPR) // Vo :go Rg+ ki k2)
Vs: (5PL + &5Pr) ~>~e] g Vs :(@PyL+ g5Pr)
Vo g%y Vi: (9iPL + g Pr) Vo Vs :(QfPr + J; Pr)
V4 k2 V4 k2

FIG . 13: Vertex corrections to the Z °Jboson coupling to quarks, w here the arrow s indicate the ow ofthe fourm om enta and
g is the independent loop m om entum .

where Ap , Ay are the chiral couplings of two neutralinos to the Z °-boson

g
Ap = Ag = E(Zﬁzﬁ"' Zi4Z54) B2)

and Bé , Bé are general form factors, which willnow be given for the loopsw ith a gluon and a ghiino exchange. T he
form factors for the loop diagram containing a gluon (on the keft side in Fig. 13) are

h i
1
B; = Fg§g{; 9 Bo 2Cop sCo+ Ci+Ca)+m? @Co+ 3C1+3Cy) +gom2C1+Ca) ; (B3
h i
1
B = ﬁgé“gimf % Cu+ g Cizt+ C2) ; ®4)
1 h i
By = Fgé‘gimf 9 C1+ C12)+ g Cap B5)
By = Bl $ &) i= 1;2;3: ®6)
U sing the notation from App.A, the generic couplings in this case are
_ g f _ g f _ _ _ _ a .
%=—Cri % =—"Cgqi F=H =9 =a = GTq: ®7)
G G
T he scalar Ioop integrals ollow the de nition given In Ref. [41] and their argum ents are
Ci ki; keiOme;me ; By ki kyjmgime B8)
wherem ¢ isthem ass ofthe nalstate ferm ion.
The sam e form factors for the diagram w ith a gluino exchange (see F ig. 13 right) are given as
1 1
By = qug‘é‘gicoo; B9)
h i
1
B = 162 a PmgCo+ 2C1)+ ghme C1+ 2C11)  grgsme Co+ 2C12) ®10)
h i
1
Bf = mgo gi g%mg(C0+ 2C2)+ gl;mf(C1+ 2C12) + glzgé‘mf(CZ-'_ 2C22) 7 (Bll)
Bf = Bl $ dhigr $ &) i=1;2;3; ®12)
w here the couplings are
g p- p-
% = Cw—zfj; %=  20T&Rp; o5 =  29:T&Ru; ®13)

p- j
o= 26TeRy; 95 = 20TgRyp:
Here, the argum ents of the loop Integrals are

Cikij kpjmgimgjmo ; Bo ki kgjmgjmg ®14)



23

v, ki v, ki
q+k1 Vo : (ggPL + gJSPR) // Vo 190
e Vs: (G5PL + G5Pr) -->--9 g Vs:(@Prt g5Pr)
Vo g%y Vi: (9iPL + g Pr) Vo Vs :(QfPr + 9 Pr)
V4 k2 V4 k2

FIG .14: Vertex corrections to the H E—boson coupling to fermm ions, w here the arrow s indicate the ow ofthe fourm om enta and
g is the independent loop m om entum .

T he generic structure ofthe am plitude, w hich param eterizes the correctionsto the s-channelH iggsboson exchanges,
ismuch sin pler and can be w ritten as

x4 h i i h i
M 1 pop = V2) CoxPrL + CrxPr ur) s mZ Uki) Di,4Pr + Dy ,Pr vike) ; ®15)
k=1 Hx

where Cp, ;x and Cg x are the couplings of the two neutralinos to the H iggs boson

Cox = Cra= gFflk brk=1;2; ®16)
Cox = Cru-= gFflk ork= 3;4: ®17)

There are only two orm factors D; and D, which receive contrbutions from two diagram s (see Fig. 14). The
contrbution in the case of the gluon exchange is

h i
1
;g’%qﬁ: O 2By miCo+ ( s+3m2)Co+ Ci+Cy) grmZCyi+Cy) ; ®18)

DIt s &) B19)

Dy

Dz
w here the couplings are

=% =5 k=12; G- o= s k=G4b; F-F-g-g-=- &Ti: 620

T he loop Integrals are identicalto those de ned in Eqg. B38).
The sam e form factors for the gluino contrbution are
1 h i

D; = 16 2% FHAMgCo+ G amsCi+ GgmeCy ; ®21)

Dp = Dl @G5S &higr $ o) B22)

w here the couplings are

p- p-
Q= Gly i %=  20TGRp; o=  20:T&Ru; ®23)

P |
o= 20TgRyu;  d5 = 20TqRyz;
and the loop Integrals are de ned in the samem anneras n Eq. B14).
T he rem aining vertex corrections are those connected w ith the t—and u-channel squark exchanges, whhere we have

denedt= (1 ky)?andu= @ ki)?. W e give here Just the results Hr the t-channel, shce the u-channel can
obtained by using the crossing symm etry. T he generic am plitude is

x2 h i i h i
M 1 op = Uk:) Ef P + Ex ;Pr u(p) 7 V01 FiuPt FruPr vik) ®24)
i=1 £i
x2 h i i h i
+ Ula) EvyPr+ ExyPr ul2) —— V@) FiiPr + Fg.Pr vke) ;

i=1 £
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P2y, q v, ki P2y, q vy, ki
_.»__
\\ Vo :go @+ ki 2p2) Vo : (@5 P + gy Pr)
N Vs: (G5PL+ g5Pr) V3 :(@3Pr + 95 Pr)
Vo Vst Q5P + &5 Pr) Vo Vst (@iPL + G5 Pr)

FIG . 15: Vertex corrections to the neutralino coupling to a ferm ion and a sferm ion where the arrow s indicate the ow of the
fourm om enta and g is the independent loop m om entum .

where Ey ¢ ; and Fp, ¢ ; are treeJevel couplings given as

£ £
EL;izbj_‘L; ER;izaﬂ; FL;izER;i; FR;izEL;i: CBz5)

T he contrbution of the glion exchange diagram (see Fig. 15 kft) is

h i
E;f = Flzgogg gy Bo+2mZ(Co Ci1)+ (+HC1+m%Cy C1) dEm.m:Co+Cy+Cy) ; [B26)
Ex = E; @) $ 95); ®27)
F' = EZ; B28)
x = Ey; ®29)
w here the couplings are
P= GT&ui == &Td g =by; d =aj} ®30)

and the scalar loop coe cients have the argum ents
Ci( kij p2ime;0img); Bobki p2;i0img): ®B31)
T he gluino contrdbution gives
h
1

EE = mgﬁg%gf;mquco+gﬁggg‘fl{mgmN(Co+C2)+gég‘?gim%(co+c1)+g§g§gimqucl B32)

i

tg g gim.-meCo+ Cr1+ Co)+ ghgsgy Bo+ m?jCo+ m2C;+m2Cy) + hgsghEmem .Cy ;

Ef = Bl @ S s s Ghigh S o4 B33)
F' = Ei; B34)
R = E; @®35)

w here the couplings are given by

P p-
% = 20sT&GR iz ; g = 29sTeR 2 7

g = ay ;i ©36)
P a P a £
% = 29s TR ; % = 2gsTseR 41 5 9 = by, ;
and the scalar loop functions are
Ci( kij P2im g mgime); Bokis peimgime): B37)

2. Box corrections

At the one-loop kvel, the neutralino anniilation into quark-antiquark pairs receivesbox contributions arising from
the exchange of a gluon ora gluino between the nalstate quarks (see Fig. 2). In order to express the corresponding
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Vi i alPr + bPr
V, : by P + aiPr
Vi@ 95T

Vi 9T

FIG .16: Conventions and notations used form om enta, m asses, and couplings in the calculation ofthe box diagram arising from
the exchange of a gluon between the two nalstate quarks in neutralinopair anniilation. T he arrow s indicate the direction
ofde ned ourm om enta. T he coupling strengths are de ned in Sec.A .

am plitudes In a rather generic w ay, we introduce the notations shown in Figs. 16 and 17 for the gluion and gluino box,
respectively. The m om enta of the lncom Ing neutralinos are again labeled p; and p,, those of the outgoing quarks are

Vi = gi'Pp + g Pr; Vi = giPr + &EPL; B38)
where P; and Pr are the keft—and right-handed chirality pro fctors, respectively. T he independent loop-m om entum
d isde ned to be them om entum of the particle having them assM ; as shown In Figs. 16 and 17. T he arising tensor
Integrals have been reduced to scalar integrals

D fi;i49 D9 Kii @1+ P2)i P2iM 1M 2iM 3iM g ®B39)

In case ofthe gluon box, the am plitude can be w ritten as

X3 X2
. Q)
M= uk)FguE)vEe)F vke)Do uke)F 25 utop)v 1 )F PV (ko )D 3
i=1k=1
X3
u (k1)F gou (02)V (1 )F §ov (k2)D oo u k1)F 5 2)v 1)F v (k2 )D 155 (®40)
ig=1
w here the form factors are given by
Fg = m; V3V FZ2 = m3V; Vg+MiVy Vg 6,V; Vg
]:_L = M3 V3V2 2k1V3V2 f = m3V1 V4+M1V1 V4 @Zvl V4
f = m g V3V, f = ﬁlvl Vg
Fy; = B, VsV, M, V3V, F2 = m3Vy, Vi+MV; Vg 6,Vi Vyu
F3 = m; V3V F} = MV, Vg 6,V; Vg
31= M, V3V 32= msVy Vg+ M,Vy Vg 6,V Vy B 41)
33= m; V3V gl = 6,V; Vu
Fg, = Vs V, Fé = Vv V4
Fi = 2k V3V, M3 V3V F2 = &V; Vg
Fl, = 2k,V3V, M3 V3V, FZ, = M1Vy Vgt 6,V1 Vg4

Fi; = 2k, V3V, M3 V3V, F2 = 6,V V,u
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p2 ks

. q
m, VZ q V3 s Vi ¢ bj_kPL + ajkPR
M; Vy : a§ Py + b}, Pr
P—
My M, V3 2gsTsat(RjL P. Rir PR)
b a
M; V4 ZgSTst(RiR Py Rj_LPR)
mq V; V., My
P1 k,

FIG.17: Same asFig. 16 for the exchange of a gluino between the two nalstate quarks.

Fy = B VsVo + My V3V F2 = &V, Vi
Fj = B1V3Va+ Mo V3V, F2, = MV, Vit 6,V Vy
Fjy = BV3Vo+ M, V3V, F2 = 6,V, Vyu
= — B42)
Fii = My V3V, F2 = &V; Vy
Fj, = M, V3V, F2, = MV; Vgt 6,V; Vg4
Fl, = M, V3V, F2, = 6,V; Vgt
U sing the sam e notation, the am plitude of the gliino box is given by
(§) 1 2 X x 2k 1 2k
M oy = VEIFquE)uk)F vks)D o+ VE)E T u@Eeuk)FTvk)D
i=1k=1
X3
+ v 02)F gou (1)u (k1)F 55V (k2)D o + v (02)F {u o1 )u ka)F 5v (k2)D 55 B43)
i;3=1
w ith the form factors
F& = m4VpVy + M 2§2V1 Fg = m,V3Vy+ M 3V3V4
]:_L = Vy &1\/1 f = M 3V3Vy+ m,oViVy
f = M ,V,yVy+ m4VyVy f = M 3V3Vy
F21 = M V.V, M 1V,Vy 22 = M 3V3Vs+ m,ViVy
FZ3 =M 2§2V1 + m 4V, Vy F24 = M 3V3V4 M 4V3V4
31 = M ,V,V; 3% = M 3V3Vy+ m,oViVy
3 = MoVoVi+ m VoV 3= Vig,Vy
Fdo = V2 Wi F2 = V3 V,
Fi, = Vo &Vy F2 = MsVsVy ®44)
Fi, = Vs &V) F2, = M3VsVy M 4VsVy
Fiy = V2 &Vy FZ = V3 6,V,
Fjp = MaVoVi M VoV F2 = M3V3V,
F212 = M V.V M 1V,Vy F222 = M 3V3Vy M 4V3Vy
Fly = M,V,Vp M VoV F% = V36,V
F;;l =M ZvZV1 F§1 = M 3V3V4
F%Z = M V.V, ng = M 3V3Vy M 4,V3Vy
Fi3 = MVoVy F2 = V3 6,Vy:
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