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W e describe in detailour calculation of the fullsupersym m etric (SUSY) Q CD corrections to

neutralino annihilation into heavy quarksand extend our num ericalanalysis ofthe resulting dark

m atterrelic density to scenarioswithoutscalarorgaugino m assuni�cation.In these scenarios,the

�nalstateisoften com posed oftop quarksand theannihilation proceedsthrough Z 0-boson orscalar

top-quark exchanges.The im pactofthecorrectionsisagain shown to besizable,so thatthey m ust

be taken into accountsystem atically in globalanalysesofthe supersym m etry param eterspace.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thesearch forphysicsbeyond theStandard M odel(SM )isno longerrestricted to collidersonly.In fact,them ost

com pelling evidencefornew physicscom estoday from cosm ologicalobservationssuch asthem ission oftheW ilkinson

M icrowaveAnisotropy Probe(W M AP),which havedeterm ined them atterand energy decom position ofouruniverse

with unprecedented precision.TheseobservationsindicatetheexistenceofCold Dark M atter(CDM )in theuniverse,

which cannotbe accounted forby the SM and likely consistsofW eakly Interacting M assiveParticles(W IM Ps)with

non-relativistic velocities. A com bination ofthe �ve-yearm easurem entofthe cosm ic m icrowave background by the

W M AP m ission with supernova and baryonic acoustic oscillation data yields the narrow 2�-intervalfor the relic

density ofdark m atter[1]

0:1097< 
C D M h
2
< 0:1165; (1)

whereh denotesthe presentHubble expansion rateH 0 in unitsof100 km s� 1 M pc� 1 .

Them easured relicdensity ofdark m attercan beused toconstrain extensionsoftheStandard M odel,which provide

aviableW IM P candidate.In theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )with R-parity conservation,this

could be the LightestSupersym m etric Particle (LSP) ~�,ifitisneutraland a colorsinglet. O ne can then calculate

its relic density,com pare it with the experim entallim its in Eq.(1),and identify the favored regionsofthe M SSM

param eterspace.The relicdensity


 ~�h
2 =

n0 m ~�

�c
(2)

is proportionalto the present num ber density n0 and the m ass m ~� ofthe LSP.�c = 3H 2
0=(8�GN ) is the critical

density ofouruniverse,and G N isthe gravitationalconstant.The presentnum berdensity n0 isobtained by solving

the Boltzm ann equation describing the tim e evolution ofthe num berdensity

dn~�

dt
= � 3H n~� � h�annvi

�
n
2
~� � n

2
eq

�
: (3)

The �rstterm on the right-hand side correspondsto a dilution due to the expansion ofthe universe,and the second

term correspondsto a decrease due to annihilations and co-annihilations ofthe relic particle into SM particles [2].

Here,H denotesthetim e-dependentHubbleexpansion param eter,and neq thedensity oftherelicparticlein therm al
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FIG .1:Tree-levelFeynm an diagram sfortheannihilation ofa neutralino pairinto a quark-antiquark pairthrough theexchange

ofa Z
0
-boson,a neutralHiggs-boson H

0

k = (h
0
;H

0
;A

0
),ora squark ~qi (i= 1;2).

equilibrium . Details ofthe dark m atterinteractionsenterthe Boltzm ann equation through the therm ally averaged

crosssection h�annvi.The crosssection takesinto accountthe therm alvelocity distribution ofthe relic particle and

iscalculated fora given tem peratureT by

h�annvi =
4

m 4
~�
TK 2

2

�
m ~�

T

�

Z

dpcm p
3
cm

p
sK 1

� p
s

T

�

�ann(s); (4)

whereK 1 and K 2 arethem odi�ed Besselfunctionsofthe�rstand second kind,respectively.Thecenter-of-m om entum

energy
p
s is related to the particle m ass m ~� and the relative m om entum pcm of the annihilating pair through

s= 4
�
m 2

~� + p2cm

�
[2].

In order to keep up with current and future experim entalim provem ents,one has to understand and reduce the

di�erent uncertainties involved in the analysis,both for the prediction ofthe dark m atter relic density and the

extraction ofnew m assparam etersfrom cosm ologicaldata. These uncertaintiesinclude,e.g.,a m odi�cation ofthe

Hubble 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 [4],or a lack ofprecision in the annihilation cross-section

ofdark m atter particles [5]. In this paper,we focus on the im pact ofnext-to-leading order Q CD and SUSY-Q CD

correctionson the latter,butotherpossible uncertaintieswillalso be briey discussed.

In m any scenariosoftheM SSM ,thelightestneutralino istheLSP and thereforea suitabledark m attercandidate.

Thetherm ally averaged crosssection isthen obtained by com puting allrelevantneutralino annihilation crosssections

into SM particles. M ost prom inent are the processes with two-particle �nalstates such as a ferm ion-antiferm ion

pairora com bination ofgauge (W � ;Z 0)and Higgsbosons(h0;H 0;A 0;H � )[6,7]. In this paper,we focus on the

annihilation into am assivequark-antiquarkpair,sincetheleadingordercrosssection with aferm ion-antiferm ion �nal

state is proportionalto the m ass ofthe ferm ion,which disfavorsthe light quarks. M oreover,the annihilation into

heavy quarksisim portantin the regionsofparam eterspace allowed by Eq.(1). W e now presentthe fulldetailsof

our calculation and investigate scenarioswith dom inant top-quark �nalstate contributions,extending our analysis

ofRefs.[8,9]beyond m inim alsupergravity (m SUG RA)m odels.In m SUG RA m odels,one isconstrained by having

only �veuniversalhigh-scaleparam eters[m 0,m 1=2,A 0,tan�,and sgn(�)],and in regionsofparam eterspace,where

quark �nalstates are im portant,the cross section is dom inated by an exchange ofHiggs bosons. Here,we relax

the uni�cation ofeither the scalarm assesorthe gaugino m asses,one ata tim e. This allowsforscenariosdi�erent

from m SUG RA,where the annihilation crosssection isnotnecessarily dom inated by Higgs-boson exchanges.Apart

from a Higgs-boson dom inated scenario,we thus analyze scenarios,where Z 0-boson exchanges in the s-channelor

squark exchangesin thet-and u-channelsplay an im portantrole.ThefullQ CD and SUSY-Q CD correctionsin these

scenariosturn outto be signi�cant,and wehavethereforeincluded them into the public codemicrOMEGAs [10].

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:In Sec.IIand appendicesA and B,wegiveallnecessarydetailsofthecalculation

related to the virtualloop corrections,the renorm alization procedure,and the calculation ofrealgluon em ission,in

particularthesubtraction oftheinduced softand collinearsingularities.W ethen continuein Sec.IIIwith adiscussion

ofthe M SSM m odelsbeyond scalarorgaugino m assuni�cation. In Sec.IV,we analyze the im pactofthe radiative

correctionson the relicdensity in these m odels.Finally,ourresultsaresum m arized in V.

II. C A LC U LA T IO N D ETA ILS

The annihilation ofneutralinosinto quarksproceedsattree-levelthrough an exchange ofa Z 0-boson and Higgs-

bosonsin thes-channeland through theexchangesofscalarquarksin thet-and u-channels(seeFig.1).By de�nition,

a W IM P can only have electroweak interactions,and in orderto reach a su�cientannihilation rate to explain the

dark m atter relic density,the crosssection has to be enhanced,e.g.,by a resonance. O ne often �nds that there is
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FIG .2:SUSY-Q CD loop diagram scontributing to the annihilation ofneutralinosinto quarks.

one contribution which dom inatesthe whole crosssection. Thisallowsus,by choosing di�erentscenarios,to study

contributionsfrom variouschannels.M oreover,itallowsusalso to isolatee�ectsofradiativecorrectionscom ing from

di�erentsources.

W e havecom puted the fullQ CD and SUSY-Q CD correctionsto neutralino annihilation into quarks.The next-to-

leading ordercrosssection containsvirtualcontributionsstem m ing from loop diagram sand realcontributions,which

are due to the radiation ofan additionalgluon. Sym bolically,the next-to-leading order(NLO )crosssection can be

written as

�
N LO =

Z

2! 2

d�V +

Z

2! 3

d�R ; (5)

where�V ;R denotethevirtualand realem ission partsintegrated overthetwo-and three-particlephasespace,respec-
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FIG .3:SUSY-Q CD counterterm diagram scontributing to the annihilation ofneutralinosinto quarks.

tively.Thecrosssection �V ,which includesthe tree-leveland the one-loop virtualcorrections,isgiven by

�
V
ann(s)=

Z
1

16�2

1

2�(s;m 2
~�
;m 2

~�
)

�(s;m 2
q;m

2
q)

2s

h

jM treej
2 + 2<

�
M 1� loop M

�
tree

�i

d
; (6)

where�(x;y;z)=
p
(x � y� z)2 � 4yz.Forournotation and conventions,we referthe readerto App.A.Thereare

twotypesofcontributionstotheone-loop am plitudeM 1� loop,thosecom ingfrom theloop diagram sand thosecom ing

from the counterterm s. The loop diagram s,depicted in Fig.2,contain ultraviolet(UV)and infrared (IR)divergent

loop integrals. W e regulate both typesofdivergencesdim ensionally (d = 4� 2�)and evaluate the loop integralsin

the dim ensionalreduction schem e(DR).The fullanalyticresultsforthe loop diagram saregiven in App.B.

TheUV divergencesarecom pensated by counterterm s(seeFig.3)related toquarksand theirscalarsuper-partners,

the squarks. Allcounterterm verticeswith quark orsquark legscontain wave-function renorm alization factors�ZL,

�ZR and �Zij,thatfollow from replacing the (s)quark �eldsby

�
qL

qR

�

!

�
1+ 1

2
�ZL 0

0 1+ 1

2
�ZR

��
qL

qR

�

; ~qi ! (�ij +
1

2
�Zij)~qj: (7)

Although in principleonly thewave-function renorm alization constantsoftheexternalquarkshaveto beincluded,we

also includethesquark renorm alization constants,asthey allow usto perform sim plerUV-convergencechecks.In the

fullcalculation,the squark wave-function renorm alization constantscancelout. The wave-function renorm alization

constantsaredeterm ined by requiring theresiduesofthepropagatorsto rem ain atunity even atone-loop order.This

condition gives

�ZL = <

h

� � L (m
2
q)� m

2
q

�
_� L (m

2
q)+

_� R (m
2
q)
�
+

1

2m q

�
� SL (m

2
q)� � SR (m

2
q)
�

� m q

�
_� SL (m

2
q)+

_� SR (m
2
q)
�i

; (8)

�ZR = �ZL (L $ R); (9)

�Zii = � <

h
_�
~q

ii
(m 2

~qi
)

i

; �Zij =
2<

�
�
~q

ij
(m 2

~qj
)
�

m 2
~qi
� m 2

~qj

for i6= j; (10)

where� L ;R (k
2)and � SL ;SR (k

2)stand forthevectorand thescalarpartsofthetwo-pointG reen’sfunction asde�ned

in Ref.[11]and _�(m 2) =
�

@

@k2
�(k 2)

�

k2= m 2
. After perform ing the wave-function renorm alization,the rem aining

divergencesarecanceled by renorm alizing thecoupling constants.In ourcase,thecoupling counterterm sthatreceive

contributions proportionalto the strong coupling constant�s are the quark Yukawa couplings through the m asses

ofthe quarks,the squarksm assesand the squark m ixing angle �~q. A very im portantcontribution,in particularin

scenarioswith a dom inantHiggs-boson exchange,com esfrom renorm alizing the Yukawa couplingsofthe quarks[9].

In ourcalculation,we use the DR Yukawa couplingsforboth the top and the bottom quarks. Asthe quark m asses

thatserveasinputsarede�ned in di�erentschem es,wetaketwo distinctapproachesfortop and bottom quarks.For
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top quarks,the inputisthe on-shellm assm t = 172:4G eV m easured atthe Tevatron [12],and the DR-m assofthe

top quark (and hencethe DR Yukawa coupling)isobtained by subtracting the �nite on-shellcounterterm

�mq =
1

2
<

h

m q

�
� L (m q)+ � R (m q)

�
+ � SL (m q)+ � SR (m q)

i

: (11)

O n the otherhand,the inputm assm b(m b)forbottom quarksisextracted in the M S renorm alization schem e from

the Standard M odelanalysis of� sum rules [13]. In order to obtain the appropriate bottom Yukawa coupling in

the DR renorm alization schem e within the M SSM ,we �rst use the Standard M odelnext-to-next-to-leading order

(NNLO )renorm alization group evolution to obtain the m assofthe bottom quark atthe scale Q = 2m ~� [14]. Still

in the SM ,we then convertm M S
b

(Q )to m D R
b

(Q )[14],and �nally we apply the threshold correctionsincluding also

contributionsfrom SUSY particlesin theloop.Forthelaststep,wetakeintoaccountthefactthatthesbottom -gluino

and stop-chargino one-loop contributionsareconsiderably enhanced forlargetan� orlargeAb and can beresum m ed

to allordersin perturbation theory [15,16].Denoting theresum m ablepartby � b and the�nite one-loop rem ainder

by �m b,the bottom quark m assisthen given by

m
D R ;M SSM

b
(Q ) =

m
D R ;SM

b
(Q )

1+ � b

� �m b: (12)

In the squark sector,we pick �ve independent quantities,m ~t1
,m ~t2

,m ~b1
,�~t,and �~b,in orderto respect the SU(2)

sym m etry.W e renorm alizethe m assesofthree squarksin the on-shellschem e,which leadsto the counterterm

�m
2
~qi
= <

h

�
~q

ii(m
2
~qi
)

i

: (13)

The rem aining m assofthe heavierscalarbottom quark m ~b2
istreated asdependent,

�m
2
~b2
=

1

sin2 �~b

h

�m
2
~t1
cos2 �~t+ �m

2
~t2
sin2 �~t� �m

2
~b1
cos2 �~b + (m 2

~t2
� m

2
~t1
)sin2�~t��~t� (m 2

~b2
� m

2
~b1
)sin2�~b��~b

i

: (14)

The squark m ixing angle is renorm alized in the DR schem e and so the corresponding counterterm s ofthe squark

m ixing m atricesR
~q

ij
contain only the divergentparts.The counterterm scan be determ ined as

�R
~q

ij =

2X

k= 1

1

4
(�Zdivik � �Z

div
ki )R

~q

kj
; (15)

using only thedivergentpartsofthewave-function renorm alization constants.Thisisequivalentto �xing them ixing

angleas

��~q =
1

4

�
�Z

div
12 � �Z

div
21

�
=

1

2
�
m 2

~q1
� m 2

~q2

�<

h

�
~qdiv

12 (m 2
~q2
)+ �

~qdiv

21 (m 2
~q1
)

i

: (16)

Afterrenorm alization,the virtualcrosssection �V stillcontainsIR divergences,thatcom e from an exchange ofa

gluon in the loops.In orderto com pensatethem ,one hasto include the realcrosssection �R com ing from diagram s

with an additionalgluon in the �nalstate (see Fig.4). The sym bolic form ula ofEq.(5)cannotbe directly applied,

since the divergencesappearas1=� and 1=�2 polesin the num berofdim ensionsin the one-loop am plitude and asa

divergentm atrix elem entin certain regionsofthe 2 ! 3 param eterspace. A convenientway to com bine these two

crosssectionsand to cancelthe divergencesisthe dipole subtraction m ethod [17]. Using thism ethod,we can write

the totalnext-to-leading ordercrosssection �N LO as

�
N LO =

Z

2! 2

�

d�V +

Z

1

d�A
�

�= 0

+

Z

2! 3

h�
d�R

�

�= 0
�
�
d�A

�

�= 0

i

; (17)

whereweintroduced an auxiliary crosssection �A .The auxiliary crosssection doesnotcontributeto thetotalcross

section and servesonly asa toolto cancelthe IR divergences.Ithasthe sam e divergencestructure asthe realcross

section and atthesam etim eitsstructureallowsfora partialintegration ofthegluon phasespace,so thatitcan also

be added to the virtualcrosssection,canceling the divergencesin each part. The 2 ! 3 m atrix elem entleading to

the auxiliary crosssection fortherealpartisconstructed from two dipole contributionsD 31;2 and D 32;1 as

jM 2! 3
aux j

2 = D 31;2(k1;k2;k3)+ D 32;1(k1;k2;k3); (18)
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FIG .4:Brem sstrahlung diagram scontributing to the annihilation ofneutralinosinto quarks.

where the ki are the four-m om enta ofthe �nalstate quarksand ofthe gluon. The dipole contributions D 31;2 and

D 32;1 arerelated by a sim ple interchangek1 $ k2 with D 31;2 given by

D 31;2(k1;k2;k3) = CF

8��s

s
jM treej

2 �

1

1� x2

(
2(1� 2�2q)

2� x1 � x2
�

s
1� 4�2q

x22 � 4�2q

x2 � 2�2q

1� 2�2q

"

2+
x1 � 1

x2 � 2�2q
+

2�2q

1� x2

#)

; (19)

where xi = 2ki:q=q
2,�q = m q=

p
s,and q2 = (k1 + k2 + k3)

2 = s [17]. The leading orderm atrix elem ent jM treej
2

appearing in Eq.(19)iscalculated using di�erentkinem aticswith rede�ned 4-m om enta

k
�

1 ! ek
�

31 =
1

2
q
�
�

q

1� 4�2q
q

x22 � 4�2q

�

k
�

2 �
1

2
x2q

�

�

; k
�

2 !
ek
�

2 =
1

2
q
� +

q

1� 4�2q
q

x22 � 4�2q

�

k
�

2 �
1

2
x2q

�

�

: (20)

The auxiliary m atrix elem entthatcancelsthe infrared divergencesofthe virtualm atrix elem entis

jM 2! 2
aux j

2 = 2CF

�s

2�

(4�)�

�(1� �)
jM treej

2 �

��
�2

s12

� ��

Vq(s12;m q;m q;�)�
�2

3

�

+
1

CF

�q(m q;�)+
3

2
ln

�2

s12
+ 5�

�2

6

�

; (21)

wheres12 = s� 2m 2
q.The function Vq iscom posed ofa singularpart,

V(S)(s12;m q;m q;�)=
1+ �2

2�

�
1

�
ln
1� �

1+ �
�
1

2
ln

2 1� �

1+ �
�
�2

6
+ ln

1� �

1+ �
ln

2

1+ �2

�

(22)

with � =

q

1� 4�2q,and a non-singularpartgiven by

V
(N S)
q (s12;m q;m q) =

3

2
ln
1+ �2

2
+
1+ �2

2�

"

2ln
1� �

1+ �
ln
2(1+ �2)

(1+ �)2
+ 2Li2

�
1� �

1+ �

� 2

� 2Li2

�
2�

1+ �

�

�
�2

6

#
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+ ln(1�
1

2

p
1� �2)� 2ln(1�

p
1� �2)�

1� �2

1+ �2
ln

p
1� �2

2�
p
1� �2

�

p
1� �2

2�
p
1� �2

+ 2
1� �2 �

p
1� �2

1+ �2
+
�2

2
: (23)

The function �q isde�ned as

�q(m q;�)= CF

"
1

�
+
1

2
ln
m 2

q

Q 2
� 2

#

; (24)

whereQ isthe renorm alization scale.Apartfrom convergencechecksofourcalculation,wealso perform ed checksof

the �nite partofthe one-loop diagram sagainstthe resultsobtained by autom atic com puterpackagesFeynArts and

FormCalc [18]and partsofthe calculation also againstexisting results,e.g. in Ref.[19]. The UV and IR divergent

partsofourloop integralswerechecked and agreewith the resultsgiven in Ref.[20].

III. SU SY M O D ELS B EY O N D M IN IM A L SU P ER G R AV IT Y

In ourpreviouspublications,westudied theim pactoftheSUSY-Q CD correctionsto neutralinoannihilation within

m inim alsupergravity (m SUG RA)m odels,de�ned atthegrand uni�cation scaleM G U T in term sofa universalscalar

m assm 0,auniversalgauginom assm 1=2,a com m on trilinearcouplingA 0,theratiotan� oftheHiggsdoubletvacuum

expectation values,and thesign ofthehiggsino m assparam eter� [8,9].In m SUG RA m odels,thelightestneutralino

isoften a B -ino and annihilatespreferably through resonantHiggs-boson exchanges.Forexam ple,in thefocus-point

region at high scalarm asses m 0 the cross section is dom inated by heavy C P -even Higgs bosons decaying into top

quarks. Regions with im portant bottom quark �nalstates include those with sm allgaugino m asses m 1=2,where

lightC P -even Higgs-boson exchangesdom inate,and the A 0-funnelregion athigh valuesoftan�,wherethe bottom

Yukawa coupling isenhanced and the annihilation proceedsthrough pseudo-scalarHiggs-boson exchanges. Atlarge

tan�,the bottom -quark contribution can also becom esizablein the focus-pointregion.

In thiswork,westudy in detailnum erically theannihilation ofneutralinosinto top quark-antiquark pairsthrough

the exchangeofZ 0-bosonsin the s-channeland oftop squarksin the t-and u-channels(see Fig.1).These channels

can be enhanced in m odels,where som e ofthe uni�cation conditions have been relaxed,which is wellm otivated

theoretically [21{23]. To be concrete,we focus on two sets ofm odels based on the SO (10) G rand Uni�ed Theory

(G UT):m odels with non-universalHiggs m asses (NUHM ),and m odels without gaugino m ass uni�cation. SO (10)

theoriesare particularly prom ising,asthey involve com plete 16-dim ensionalm atterm ultiplets with a right-handed

neutrino and can be em bedded in string theoriesinvolving largergroupslikeE8 orSO (32)[24,25].

A . SU SY m odels w ith non-universalH iggs m asses

In SO (10)SUSY G UTs,them attersuper�eldsofonegeneration belonging to a 16-dim ensionalrepresentation are

com pletely m assdegenerate,iftheSUSY-breakingm assesareacquired abovetheSO (10)-breakingscale.Flavor-blind

m echanism scan furtherm ore lead to universalm assesofallm atterscalars. However,ifthe HiggsdoubletsH u and

H d belong to di�erent,e.g.10-dim ensional,representations,the corresponding SUSY-breaking m asses need not be

the sam e,i.e.the Higgsm assesneed notbe universal[26{29].In the scalarpartofthe generalM SSM Lagrangian,

Lsoft � �

�
euau eQ H u �

e
dad eQ H d � eeae eLH d + h:c:

�

� eQ
y
m

2

Q
eQ � eL

y
m

2

L
eL � eum

2

u
eu
y
�
e
dm

2

d

e
d
y

� eem
2

e
ee
y

� m
2
H u
H

�
uH u � m

2
H d
H

�
dH d �

�
bH uH d + h:c:

�
; (25)

the trilinear scalar couplings ai and the SUSY-breaking scalar m asses m 2

i
are stilluni�ed to A 0 and m 0 at the

G UT scale,but the SUSY-breaking Higgs m ass param eters m H u
and m H d

are in generaldi�erent. M odels with

non-universalHiggsm asses(NUHM )arethereforede�ned by theparam etersm 0,m 1=2,A 0,tan�,sgn(�),m H u
,and

m H d
.Notethatin ourNUHM m odelsthegauginom assesrem ain uni�ed tom 1=2 and electroweaksym m etry-breaking

(EW SB)isstillachieved radiatively,albeitthrough m odi�ed renorm alization group equations(RG Es).Thisleadsto
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TABLE I:High-scaleparam eterstogetherwith thecorresponding neutralinorelicdensity,thecontribution from top and bottom

quark-antiquark �nalstates to the annihilation cross section obtained with micrOMEGAs 2.1,and the m ass eigenvaluesofthe

lightestneutralino and the lighteststop forourthree selected NUHM scenarios.

m 0 [G eV]M 2 [G eV]A 0 [G eV]tan� sgn(�) m H u [G eV]m H d
[G eV]
 C D M h

2
t�t b�b m

~� 0
1

(G eV) m ~t1
(G eV)

I 500 500 0 10 + 1500 1000 0.118 21.0% 64.0% 207.2 606.4

II 620 580 0 10 + 1020 1020 0.118 51.0% { 223.7 923.8

III 500 500 -1200 10 + 1250 2290 0.113 93.4% { 200.7 259.3

a m ore constrained param eterspace in the m 0 � m 1=2 plane ascom pared to m SUG RA m odelsand to the factthat

the m inim um conditionsofthe tree-levelHiggspotential

sin� =
� 2b

m 2
H u

+ m 2
H d

+ 2�2
; (26)

m 2
Z

2
=

m 2
H d

� m 2
H u

tan2 �

tan2 � � 1
� �

2
; and (27)

m
2
A = m

2
H u

+ m
2
H d

+ 2�2 (28)

allow to replace the param eter b by tan�,but not to determ ine the superpotentialparam eter � and the pseudo-

scalarHiggsboson m assm A asfunctionsofm 0 and m 1=2,aswasthe casein m SUG RA.Itispossible to replacethe

free param etersm H u
and m H d

by the low-scale param eters� and m A . Although we don’tm ake use ofthisfactin

our analysis,it can be usefulto consider � and m A as free param etersofthe m odel,since they strongly inuence

the annihilation ofneutralinosinto quarksand especially the relative weightofeach channel. Having m A asa free

param eterm eansthatone can �nd scenarios,where m 2
A ’ 2m 2

� and the Higgs-boson exchange dom inatesthe cross

section even forsm allervaluesoftan�.In m SUG RA,such a scenario wasonly allowed forvaluesoftan� & 40.W e

study thiscaseby choosing thebenchm ark pointIgiven in Tab.I.Furtherm ore,thehiggsino param eter� inuences

thehiggsino com ponentoftheneutralino.By m aking itlarger,onecan enhancethecontributionsfrom theZ 0-boson

exchange.Thiscan be achieved,asdiscussed in Ref.[26],by starting with largepositive valuesofm H u
and m H d

at

theG UT scale.By virtueoftheRG E evolution,m 2
H u

isdriven to sm allnegativevalues,whilem 2
H d

rem ainspositive,

which resultsin a sm allvalue of� asgiven by Eq.(27). Thisin turn givesrise to a largerhiggsino fraction ofthe

neutralino and enhancesthe coupling to Z 0-bosons. Such a scenario correspondsto ourpointIIin Tab.I. Finally,

onecan m akeuseoftheNUHM RG Esto reducethevaluesofm 2
u
and m 2

d
.Thiscan beobtained by choosing a large

and negative di�erence m 2
H u

� m 2
H d
. O n top ofthat,by choosing A 0 to be large and negative,one inducesa larger

splitting in the third-generation sferm ion m asses,leading to a scenario (pointIIIin Tab.I)with a sm alltop squark

m assand enhanced t-and u-channelexchangesoftop squarks.

B . SU SY m odels w ithout gaugino m ass uni�cation

In the gaugino sector,the situation is som ewhat sim ilar to the one in Sec.IIIA. The breaking ofthe SO (10)

sym m 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) [30]and also determ ines the properties ofthe SUSY-breaking m echanism . As

pointed outin Refs.[21,22],thebreaking ofsupersym m etry itselfisinduced by an F -term ,whilethegaugino m asses

are generated through a chiralsuper�eld �,whose auxiliary com ponent F � acquires a vacuum expectation value.

Assum ing thatthe gauginosbelong to the adjointrepresentation 24 ofSU(5),the �elds� and F � can in principle

belong to any ofthe irreduciblerepresentationsappearing in the sym m etricproduct

�
24 
 24

�

sym
= 1 � 24 � 75 � 200; (29)

orany linearcom bination thereof.Therelationsbetween thegaugino m assesM i attheuni�cation scalearegiven by

the em bedding coe�cientsofthe Standard M odelgroupsin SU(5). Note thatthese possibilities are allcom patible

with gaugecoupling uni�cation,butonly thecasewheretheSUSY-breaking �eld F � istaken to bea puresinglet(1)

leadsto the gaugino m assuniversality featured by the m SUG RA m odel.

The softSUSY-breaking Lagrangian containsm assterm sforthe B -ino,W -ino,and gluino,

Lsoft � �
1

2

�

M 1
~B ~B + M 2

~W ~W + M 3~g~g+ h:c:

�

: (30)
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TABLE II:High-scale param eters together with the corresponding neutralino relic density,the contribution from top quark-

antiquark �nalstatesto theannihilation crosssection obtained with micrOMEGAs 2.1,and them asseigenvaluesofthelightest

neutralino and the lighteststop forourtwo selected non-universalgaugino m assscenarios.

m 0 [G eV]M 2 [G eV]A 0 [G eV]tan� sgn(�) x1 x3 
 C D M h
2

t�t m
~� 0
1

(G eV) m ~t1
(G eV)

IV 320 700 -350 10 + 2/3 1/3 0.114 79.2% 183.4 281.9

V 1500 600 0 10 + 1 4/9 0.104 50.4% 235.6 939.0

Asargued above,thevaluesofM 1,M 2,and M 3 attheuni�cation scalecan beconsidered asindependentparam eters.

Here,we adopta com m only used param etrization and introducethe dim ensionlessparam eters

x1 =
M 1

M 2

and x3 =
M 3

M 2

; (31)

which willbeused togetherwith theW -ino m assparam eterM 2 to describethegaugino sector.Thecasex1 = x3 = 1

reproducesthe m SUG RA m odelwith the �veparam etersm 0,m 1=2,A 0,tan�,and sgn(�)atthe uni�cation scale.

M odelswith non-universalgaugino m asseshavebeen shown to favorannihilation processeswhereneutralino anni-

hilation into quarksism ediated by a Z 0-boson exchangeand squark exchanges[31{33].Ithasalso been shown that

the key param eterin thiscontextisthe gluino m assM 3,since itinuencespractically allsectorsofthe low-energy

m assspectrum through therenorm alization group evolution.A decreasein M 3 inducesadecreaseofthem asssquared

m 2
H u
,which through electroweak sym m etry breaking conditionsinduces a decrease in the higgsino m ass param eter

� as well. This in turn increases the higgsino fraction ofthe neutralino and lowers the pseudo-scalar Higgs m ass

m A .M oreover,having M 3 independentofthe othergaugino m assparam eters,itisstraightforward to obtain lighter

squarks,in particularthe scalartops.Thise�ectcan stillbe enhanced by decreasing the scalarm assparam eterm 0

and by adjusting the trilinearcoupling A 0,which inuencesthe squark m asssplitting. W ith scalartopsbeing light

(even becom ing eventually thenext-to-lightestSUSY particle),thesquark exchangedom inatesthecrosssection fora

B -ino-like neutralino,where a low value oftan� suppressesthe Higgs-boson exchange (ourpointIV in Tab.II).As

the higgsino fraction ofthe lightestneutralino increases,the squark exchange isenhanced due to the large Yukawa

couplings.In the caseofa largehiggsino fraction,also the Z 0-boson exchangebecom esim portantand can takeover

ifthelighteststop isnottoo closein m assto thelightestneutralino.W eanalyzetheconsequencesofsuch a scenario

by choosing the pointV in Tab.II.

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Starting from thehigh-scaleparam eters,weusethepubliccom puterprogram SPheno 2.2.3 [34]forthenum erical

evaluation oftherenorm alization group running in orderto obtain theSUSY-breaking param etersattheelectroweak

scale. The relic density ofthe neutralino isthen evaluated num erically using the public code micrOMEGAs 2.1 [10],

where we have included our calculation ofthe neutralino annihilation crosssection into third-generation quarks as

discussed in Sec.II.Forthe Standard M odelinputparam eters,such asm assesand couplings,wereferthe readerto

Ref.[35],exceptforthe valueofthe top quark polem ass,m top = 172:4 G eV,which hasbeen taken from Ref.[12].

W ehavechosen �vetypicalparam eterpointsshown in Tabs.Iand II,thathavea dom inantneutralino annihilation

into top orbottom quarksthrough Higgs-boson,Z 0-boson orsquark exchangesand whoserelicdensity liesreasonably

closeto theW M AP rangeofEq.(1).In allscenariosweonly considerrelatively low valuesoftan� = 10.In Sec.IV A

weanalyzethe�rstthreeparam eterpoints(Tab.I)wherewem akeuseofthepossiblenon-universality oftheHiggs-

boson m assesto constructscenarioswith crosssectionsdom inated by Higgs-boson,Z 0-boson,and squark exchanges,

respectively.In Sec.IV B,weinvestigatethepointIV,which correspondstooneofthescenarioswithoutgauginom ass

uni�cation discussed in Ref.[31],and the pointV,which ism otivated by one ofthe \com pressed SUSY" scenarios

proposed in Ref.[32].O urchosen param eterpointsalso satisfy electroweak precision and low-energy constraintssuch

as the m easurem ents ofthe �-param eter,the anom alous m agnetic m om ent ofthe m uon,and the branching ratio

ofthe decay b ! s. Due to the large experim entalerror on the m easurem ent of�� [35],however,only regions

featuring very high SUSY m assesareexcluded atthe2�-level,so thatthisconstraintdoesnota�ectouranalysis.W e

havetaken into accounttheanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon by taking thehiggsino m assparam eter� > 0.

Negative valuesare disfavored,since they increase the gap between the recentexperim entalvalue and the Standard

M odelprediction [36]. The m oststringentconstraintisgiven by the inclusive branching ratio ofthe decay b! s.

Recentexperim entalm easurem entsfrom BaBar,Belle,and CLEO lead to thecom bined value[37]

BR(b! s) =
�
3:52� 0:25

�
� 10� 4: (32)
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Thetheoreticalprediction oftheSUSY contribution isparticularly sensitivetothem assesofthechargino,thecharged

Higgsboson,and the lightestscalarquark.W e haveveri�ed thatourparam eterpointslead to valuesthatlie within

2� ofthe abovelim itusing the public codesFeynHiggs 2.6.5 [38]and SusyBSG 1.3 [39].Note thatalso the direct

m asslim itsfrom collidersearchesareful�lled [35].

Although the focusofthe presentpaperisthe im provem entofthe annihilation crosssection through SUSY-Q CD

corrections,one should keep in m ind thatthere are also othersourcesofuncertaintiesin the calculation ofthe relic

density.From the particlephysicsside,itiswellknown thatdi�erencesin the low-energy m assspectrum m ay occur

when using di�erent spectrum generators. This,in consequence,m ay induce a sizable di�erence in the prediction

ofthe dark m atterrelic density orotherobservables[4]. Note that,in thiscontext,also the num ericalvalue ofthe

Standard M odelparam eters,in particularthe top-quark m ass,can inuence the favored regionsofparam eterspace,

in particularin the case ofdom inantannihilation into top-quark �nalstates. Correctionsto the annihilation cross

section arealso induced by theelectroweak interaction [5],butthesearegenerally sm allerthan thestrong corrections

and beyond the scope ofthis work. Concerning cosm ology,it has been shown that m odi�cations ofthe standard

cosm ologicalm odelm ay also a�ectthe prediction ofthe dark m atterrelicdensity.Including,e.g.,an energy content

such asquintessence oran e�ective dark density due to extra dim ensionsm odi�esthe expansion rate orthe entropy

density ofthe early universe(see e.g.[3])and thusentersinto the calculation ofthe relicdensity.

In the left panels ofFigs.5,7 and 10,we show the cross section for the annihilation ofa neutralino pair into

a bottom and/or top quark-antiquark pair as a function ofthe center-of-m om entum energy pcm calculated at the

tree-levelwith DR Yukawa couplings(solid lines)aswellastheleading contributionsfrom theindividualannihilation

channels(dashed lines)and theirinterferences(dotted lines). Note thatsom e ofthe latterhave been m ultiplied by

(� 1) in order to �t into the logarithm ic plot. W e also show,in arbitrary units,the therm alvelocity distribution

function,involved in the calculation ofthe therm alaverageevaluated atthe freeze-outtem perature(shaded areas).

In the rightpanelsofFigs.5,7 and 10,we show again the totalannihilation crosssection into bottom and/ortop

quark-antiquarkpairsatdi�erentlevelsofprecision,i.e.atleadingorderwith DR couplings(dash-dotted lines),in the

approxim ation included in the micrOMEGAs code (dashed lines),which usese�ective couplingsto absorb the leading

loop e�ects,and with our fullone-loop Q CD and SUSY-Q CD corrections (solid lines). The shaded area indicates

again the therm alvelocity distribution ofthe neutralinosatthe freeze-outtem perature in arbitrary units.

In orderto generalizeourresults,therem ainingFigs.6,8,9,11,and 12show scansin varioustwoparam eterplanes

around ourparam eterpointsin Tabs.Iand IIand display the contoursallowed by W M AP calculated attree-level

(green),with the approxim ation im plem ented in micrOMEGAs (red),and with ourfullSUSY Q CD corrections(blue).

W ealso show dependenceoftherelicdensity on variousphysicalparam eters,e.g.them assofthelightestneutralino.

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

W ebegin ourdetailed num ericaldiscussion by analyzinga scenario,wheretheannihilation crosssection into quarks

isdom inated by an exchangeofa Higgsboson.Thisscenario correspondsto ourparam eterpointIfrom Tab.I.Here

the heavy CP-even and the CP-odd Higgs boson resonancescoincide with both Higgsboson m assesat450:3 G eV.

Due to the dom inance ofthe Higgs-boson exchange,the neutralino annihilates predom inantly into bottom quarks.

Thisisa consequence ofthe factthat,although the bottom quarkshave a m uch sm allerm asscom pared to the top

quarks,theircouplingsto theHiggsbosonsareenhanced by tan� orcos�.Asopposed to m SUG RA,the neutralino

in this scenario is rather heavy,which allows for an e�ective annihilation into top quarks as well. In the bottom

panelsofFig.6,a sm alldiscontinuity indicatestheplace,wherethetop quark �nalstatestartsto contribute.These

circum stances result in a m ixture oftop and bottom quark �nalstates,which cannot be reached in m SUG RA for

such a low value oftan�. A few generalfeaturescan be observed in Figs.5 and 6. First,on-resonanceannihilation

ofneutralinos would reduce the relic density too m uch,so that regions allowed by Eq.(1) sit on each side ofthe

resonance peak. In Fig.5 one can clearly see thatthe resonance isnotaligned with the kinem atic region where the

biggestcontribution to the relic density com es from . The top panelsin Fig.6 display the bandswhere quark �nal

statesdom inatetheannihilation.In addition,weshow a linethatcorrespondsto theposition oftheHiggsresonance

peak. The W M AP allowed regionsare situated on each side ofthe resonance where the width ofthe these regions

reectsthesteepnessofthepeak.TheSUSY-Q CD correctionsto therelicdensity calculated herearea com bination

ofcorrectionsto theprocesseswith eitherbottom ortop quarks�nalstates.Thecorrectionsto the annihilation into

bottom quarksare essentially con�ned to the Higgs-quark-antiquark vertex. The bulk ofthe correction com esfrom

the gluon exchangeand from the SUSY correctionswhich becom elargeatlargetan� and haveto be resum m ed.As

wetakeam oderatetan� = 10even thenon-resum m ablecorrectionsplay arolehere.Thesecorrectionsam ounttothe

di�erence between ourfullSUSY-Q CD resultand the e�ective coupling approxim ation im plem ented in micrOMEGAs

in this scenario. The situation with the top quarks is m ore com plicated. As can be seen from Fig.5,the squark

exchangesin the t-and u-channelsand their interference with the Higgs-boson exchange becom e now also sizable,
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FIG .5:Thecontributionsofthedi�erentdiagram stotheannihilation crosssection ofaneutralinopairintobottom (above)and

top (below)quark-antiquark pairs(left)and thee�ectoftheradiativecorrectionson theannihilation crosssections(right)asa

function ofthe center-of-m om entum energy pcm forourparam eterpointI.The shaded area indicatesthe velocity distribution

ofthe neutralino atthe freeze-outtem perature in arbitrary units.

which rendersalsothecorrectionstosquark-quark-neutralinovertex and to thesquark propagatorim portant.O verall

forthis scenario,the e�ect ofthe fullSUSY-Q CD correctionsam ountsto a 20% shift in the prediction ofthe relic

density with respectto thecalculation im plem ented in micrOMEGAs,ascan beseen in thebottom panelsofFig.6.In

consequence,the cosm ologically favored regionsofparam eterspace are shifted away from the position ofthe Higgs

polein orderto com pensatethelargerannihilation cross-section.Theseshiftsam ounttoup to 5G eV forthecom m on

scalarand gaugino m assesand a few G eV forthe m assesofthe Higgsdoubletsatthe uni�cation scale (see Fig.6).

Thisisabouttwo tim eslargerthan the experim entalprecision,and thereforedistinctbandsappear.

The rem aining analyzed scenarios were chosen so as to investigate e�ects not related to Higgs-boson exchanges.

The Higgs-boson m asses are very heavy in these scenarios (m H 0;m A > 1100 G eV) and suppress the im portance

ofthe Higgs-boson s-channelexchange. The param eter point IIin Tab.Iwas chosen as described in Sec.IIIA so

thatthe Z 0-boson exchange is enhanced. The only viable way to do thisis to increase the higgsino fraction ofthe

neutralino,which in turn increasesthe coupling ofneutralinosto the Z 0 boson. Anotherpossibility would be to sit

on theZ 0-boson resonance,which would,however,lead to very sm allneutralino and charginom assesthatarealready
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FIG .6:Top:Cosm ologically favored regionsin them 0-m 1=2-plane(top left)and m H u -m H d
-plane(top right)forscansaround

ourparam eterpointI.W e show the regionsthatsatisfy the constraintfrom Eq.(1)forourtree-levelcalculation (green),the

calculation im plem ented in micrOMEGAs (red),and our calculation including the fullSUSY-Q CD corrections (blue). W e also

indicate the contributions from quark-antiquark �nalstates to the totalannihilation cross section by isolines. Bottom : The

prediction oftheneutralino relic density 
 C D M h
2
including thetree-level(green dash-dotted)crosssection,theapproxim ation

included in micrOMEGAs (red dashed),and thefullone-loop SUSY-Q CD corrected cross-section (bluesolid)asa function ofthe

gaugino m assparam eterm 1=2 (left)and asa function ofm H u param eter(right).Theshaded area indicatesthefavored region

ofEq.(1).

ruled outby theLEP experim ents.Theparam eterpointIIIin Tab.Iwaspicked to usetheHiggspotentialhigh-scale

param etersto drive down the squark m assesvia the renorm alization group evolution. O n top ofthat,by choosing

A 0 = � 1200 G eV we induced a large m ixing ofthe third generation squarks. The m ixing isbiggestforscalartops

increasingthecontribution oftheirexchange.A featurecom m on toboth scenariosisadistinctdestructiveinterference

between the squark and the Z 0 boson which links these two scenarios(see Fig.7). This fact m akescorrectionsto

both Z 0-boson and squark exchangeim portantin each ofthetwo scenarios.In thecaseoftheparam eterpointII,the

correctionsareabout20% in the crosssection ascom pared to the crosssection in micrOMEGAs.Thisisnotreected

in allregionsofthe W M AP allowed regionsin Fig.8,since the contribution ofthe quark-antiquark �nalstate falls

to only 60% -40% ,aswe lowerthe higgsino param eter�. This decreasesthe m assesofthe lightestchargino and of
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FIG .7: The contributions 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 ofthe radiative corrections on the annihilation cross section (right) as a function ofthe

center-of-m om entum energy pcm for ourparam eter points II(above)and III(below). The shaded area indicates the velocity

distribution ofthe neutralino atthe freeze-outtem perature in arbitrary units.

the second-lightestneutralino,which,through theirt-channelexchange,increase the annihilation crosssectionsinto

W + W � and Z 0Z 0 �nalstates.Nevertheless,the fullSUSY Q CD correctionsshiftthe contourin the m A � � plane

by 5 G eV in � and in allinstancesshiftthe contourby m ore than the currentexperim entalprecision.The e�ectof

the correctionsto the crosssection isnotscreened by other�nalstatesin the case ofthe scenario with a dom inant

squark exchange(pointIIIin Tab.I).Thetop quark �nalstateaccountsin certain regionsform orethan 90% ofthe

annihilation crosssection,and them assofthescalartop isnotlightenough toallow fore�cientco-annihilations.The

hyperbolic shape ofthe W M AP allowed regionsin the m H u
� m H d

plane isgoverned by the Higgs-m assparam eter

com bination m 2
H u

� m 2
H d
. The e�ectofthe correctionson the crosssection isabout20% and causesa shiftofthe

preferred valueofthe pseudo-scalarHiggsboson m assby about50 G eV.
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FIG .8:Top and Bottom left:Scansaround ourparam eterpointIIin the m 0-m 1=2-plane,m H u -m H d
-plane,and m A -�-plane.

Bottom right: The prediction ofthe neutralino relic density 
 C D M h
2 as a function ofthe high-scale Higgs-m ass param eter

m H u .The labelsare the sam e asin Fig.6.

B . R elic density in m odels w ithout gaugino m ass uni�cation

The relevantm assesofourpointsIIIand IV featuring very lightstopsare very sim ilar,ascan be seen in Tabs.I

and II.Thesam eholdsfortheannihilation crosssections.Forthebenchm ark pointIV,theexchangeofa stop in the

t-oru-channelistherefore favored,which iswellvisible in the top leftpanelofFig.10. The contribution from the

Z 0-boson exchange ishere one orderofm agnitude lowerthan the one from squark exchange. Again,an im portant

roleisplayed by thesquark Z 0-boson interferencee�ect,which ishereeven strongerthan in thecaseofpointIII.The

di�erencesare the Higgsboson m asses,which were m ore than 2000 G eV for pointIII,butare m H 0;A 0 ’ 622 G eV

here(seeFig.10).Them assdi�erencecan betraced back to them echanism by which welowered thesquark m asses.

ForpointIII,we had to induce a big di�erence between the high-scale Higgspotentialparam eters,which drove the

Higgs-boson m asseshigher,whereasforpointIV wechanged freely the gluino m assparam eterinuencing the RG Es

forthesquark m asses,which hasnotsuch abige�ecton them assesoftheHiggsbosons.Duetothelargecontribution

from theexchangeofthelightsquark,theannihilation intotop quarksaccountsforup to80% ofthetotalannihilation

crosssection (see Fig.11).The subdom inant�nalstateshereareagain W + W � and Z 0Z 0,butalso pairsofbottom
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FIG .9:Top and Bottom left:Scansaround ourparam eterpointIIIin them 0-m 1=2-plane,m H u -m H d
-plane,and m A -�-plane.

Bottom right: The prediction ofthe neutralino relic density 
 C D M h
2 as a function ofthe high-scale Higgs-m ass param eter

m H u .The labelsare the sam e asin Figs.6 and 8.

quarksorleptons.Notethatalso herethem assdi�erencebetween thelightestneutralino and thelighteststop isnot

sm allenough fore�cientco-annihilations.O nesm all,butim portantdi�erence isthatthe destructiveinterferenceis

strongerforpointIV than forpointIII.Thisleadsto negativecorrection e�ectswhen including the fullSUSY Q CD

corrections (when com pared to the cross section ofmicrOMEGAs). The reason is that for this particular point the

correctionsto thesquark exchangearee�ectively taken into accountby including DR Yukawa couplingsand theonly

di�erencebetween ourfullcalculation and themicrOMEGAsapproxim ation arethecorrectionstotheinterferencewhich

push thefullresultdown (asseen in thetop rightpartofFig.10). Letusnow turn to theim pactofthecorrections

in this \com pressed SUSY" scenario. The corresponding favored regions in the m 0-M 2 and the m 0-x3 planes,the

projection on the m ~t1
-m ~� plane aswellasthe prediction ofthe neutralino relic density asa function ofthe gaugino

m assparam eterM 2 around ourparam eterpointIV are shown in Fig.11. Again,in the regionswhere annihilation

into a top quark-antiquark pairiskinem atically allowed,thee�ectoftheSUSY-Q CD correctionsissizable,resulting

in an im portantshiftofthefavored regionsin theparam eterspace.Thepreferred region ofparam eterspaceisshifted

to highervaluesofthe scalarm assparam eterm 0 and consequently to higherstop m assesm ~t1
.Asalready discussed

above,a heavier stop m ass com pensates the increasing e�ect ofthe additionalloop diagram s on the annihilation
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FIG .10: The contributions ofthe di�erent diagram s to the annihilation cross section ofa neutralino pair into top quark-

antiquark pairs (left) and the e�ect ofthe radiative corrections on the annihilation cross section (right) as a function ofthe

center-of-m om entum energy pcm forourparam eterpointsIV and V.The shaded area indicatesthevelocity distribution ofthe

neutralino atthe freeze-outtem perature in arbitrary units.

cross-section.In the rightbottom panelofFig.11 oneseesagain thatthe prediction oftherelicdensity isdecreased

by the orderof15% with respectto the tree-levelcalculation and by about10% with respectto the approxim ation

im plem ented in micrOMEGAs.

For our point V with a dom inantZ 0-boson exchange,the correction accountsfor about 20% ofthe micrOMEGAs

cross-section.Although micrOMGEAsdoesnotincludeanycorrection fortheexchangeofaZ 0-boson,thecorresponding

curveisapproxim ately20% overthetree-levelprediction,which can beexplained by thepresenceofe�ectivecouplings

forthe sub-leading squark-exchange.Thedi�erencebetween theapproxim ation included in micrOMEGAs and ourfull

one-loop calculation originatesfrom thesupplem entarycorrections,especiallyfortheexchangeoftheZ 0-boson,shown

in Figs.2 and 4 and discussed in Sec.II.W estudy again theinuenceofourcorrectionson theregionsofparam eter

space that are favored with respect to the W M AP lim its ofEq.(1). The upper left panelofFig.12 shows these

regionsin the m 0-M 2 plane for our scenario V and �xed valuesofx1 and x3 as given in Tab.II. In the lowerleft

panel,we show the sam e contoursprojected on the corresponding plane ofthe physicalneutralino and stop m asses

m ~� and m ~t1
.In each plot,wealso indicatetheisocontourscorresponding to a contribution from top quark-antiquark
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FIG .11:Top and bottom left:Cosm ologically favored regionsin the m 0-M 2-plane (top left),m ~�-m ~t-plane (bottom left),and

m 0-x3-plane(top right)forscansaround ourparam eterpointIV.W eshow theregionsthatsatisfy theconstraintfrom Eq.(1)

forourtree-levelcalculation (green),the calculation im plem ented in micrOMEGAs (red),and ourcalculation including the full

SUSY-Q CD corrections (blue). W e also indicate the contributions from top-quark �nalstates to the totalannihilation cross

section by isolines. Excluded regions due to unphysicalsolutions ofthe renorm alization group equations are shown in gray.

Bottom right:Theprediction oftheneutralino relicdensity 
 C D M h
2
including thetree-level(green dash-dotted)crosssection,

the approxim ation included in micrOMEGAs (red dashed),and the fullone-loop SUSY-Q CD corrected cross-section (blue solid)

as a function ofthe high-scale gaugino m ass param eter M 2 for �xed m 0 = 300 G eV.The shaded area indicates the favored

region ofEq.(1).

�nalstates of50% ,30% ,and 10% to the totalneutralino annihilation cross-section. The points lying in the grey

shaded areasdo notallow forphysicalsolutionsofthe renorm alization group equations. The correction to the relic

density isreduced from the 20% itwasatthe crosssection level(ascom pared with the micrOMEGAs crosssection),

because the quark-antiquark �nalstate constitutesonly about50% ofthe annihilation crosssection.The rem aining

contributionsinclude m ostly W + W � and Z 0Z 0 �nalstates. Nevertheless,asitwasalso the case forthe m SUG RA

scenarios analyzed in Ref.[9],the im pact ofthe one-loop SUSY-Q CD corrections is larger than the experim ental

uncertainty. Therefore distinct bands are observed in wide regions ofboth the m 0-M 2 and in the m ~�-m ~t1
planes.

Note thatforM 2 . 450 G eV,the annihilation ofa neutralino pairinto top quarksiskinem atically forbidden. The

dom inating channelsforthatregion arem ainly the annihilation into com binationsofthe gaugebosonsand the light
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FIG .12:Top and Bottom left:Scansaround ourparam eterpointV in them 0-M 2-plane(top left),m ~�-m ~t-plane(bottom left),
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 C D M h
2 as a function ofthe stop

m assm ~t1
fora �xed neutralino m assm ~� = 235:6 G eV.The labelsare the sam e asin Fig.11.

Higgsboson.In the m 0-x3 plane,shown in the righttop panelofFig.12,the W M AP-favored pointsarecon�ned to

rathernarrow bandscorrespondingtothedi�erentlevelsofincluded corrections.ThisunderlinesthatM 3 isoneofthe

key param etersto which phenom enology isvery sensitive.Itisinteresting thatforlowervaluesofx3 theirpositions

are alm ostindependent ofm 0,while for higher x3 the dependence becom es stronger. The shift from the tree-level

prediction to our fullone-loop resultis in the direction ofhigher gluino m asses M 3 = x3M 2. This is explained by

thefactthatincreasing thegluino m assim pliesan increasein thesquark m asses,which in turn im pliesa decreaseof

theannihilation cross-section.Thise�ectisthen com bined with theincreaseofthecross-section dueto theone-loop

correctionsdiscussed above,so thatthe relic density rem ainsin the narrow range which is favored by cosm ological

data. Finally,in the rightbottom panelofFig.12,we show the prediction forthe neutralino relic density 
 ~�h
2 as

a function ofthe lighteststop m assm ~t1
. The neutralino m asshasbeen �xed to the value m ~� = 235:6 G eV ofour

point V.The graph correspondsto a cut through the m ~�-m ~t1
plane shown in the lowerleft panelofFig.12. The

favored region ofEq.(1)isindicated by a shaded area. Since the SUSY-Q CD correctionsincrease the annihilation

crosssection by about50% ,the prediction forthe neutralino relicdensity isreduced by aboutthe sam eam ount.



19

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Thetheoreticalcalculationofthedarkm atterrelicdensityisaninterestingtooltoobtain ratherstringentconstraints

on the M SSM param eterspace,both atthe electroweak and atthe grand uni�cation scale. Cosm ologicalprecision

m easurem entstherefore play an im portantrole in the extraction ofSUSY m assparam etersfrom experim entaldata.

In tim esofincreasing experim entalsensitivity,in particularforthecosm ologicalparam eterssuch astherelicdensity

ofcold dark m atter,it is essentialto increase the accuracy ofthe theoreticalcalculation. Consequently,higher-

ordercorrectionsto the dark m atterannihilation crosssection becom e im portant,since they enterdirectly into the

calculation ofthe relicdensity.

W e have presented here the fullanalytic details ofour calculation ofthe O (�s) corrections to the annihilation

ofa neutralino pair into a m assive quark-antiquark pair,i.e.ofthe one-loop and realgluon em ission corrections.

Annihilation processesinto heavy quarkshavebeen shown to beim portantin largecosm ologically allowed regionsof

SUSY G UT m odelswithoutscalarorgaugino m assuni�cation,and the e�ects ofourSUSY-Q CD correctionshave

been investigated num erically forthese two classesofm odels. W e have identi�ed regionsofparam eterspace,which

correspond to currentcosm ologicallim itson thedark m atterrelicdensity and which featureim portantannihilations

ofthe neutralino pairinto a top quark-antiquark pairthrough the exchange ofa Z 0-boson ora scalarquark. Higgs

boson resonanceswereshown to besuppressed in thoseregions.For�veselected param eterpoints,the e�ectsofthe

corrections were shown to be sizable,since they enhanced the annihilation cross-section by typically 20 and up to

50% with respectto the tree-levelcalculation.

Asa consequence,the theoreticalprediction ofthe neutralino relic density isalso a�ected by the contributionsat

the one-loop level.Since the crosssection isincreased by typically 20 and up to 50% ,the relicdensity isreduced by

aboutthesam eam ount.W ehaveshown thattheim pactofourcorrectionsism oreim portantthan theuncertainty on

theobservationallim itsatthe2� con�dencelevel.Itisthereforeessentialto takethesecorrectionsinto accountwhen

analyzing cosm ologicaldata with the goalofextracting SUSY m assparam eters,which m ay be shifted by typically 5

G eV and up to 50 G eV,and ofdeterm ining the favored regionsofthe SUSY param eterspace.
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A P P EN D IX A :N O TA T IO N A N D C O U P LIN G S

W e follow closely the notation ofthe couplingsde�ned in Ref.[40]and the conventionsused in Ref.[11,19]and

begin by listing allnecessary couplingsoftheZ 0-boson.Thecouplingsofferm ionsto theZ 0-boson in theM SSM are

identicalto thosein the SM ,and the Lagrangian is

L = �
g

cW
Z
0
�
�f�(C

f

L
PL + C

f

R
PR )f; (A1)

where g isthe weak coupling constant,C
f

L
= I3Lf � efs

2
W
,C

f

R
= � efs

2
W
,sW (cW )isthe (co-)sine ofthe weak m ixing

angle�W ,and I
3L
f and ef aretheweak isospin and electricchargeoftheferm ion f.TheLagrangian fortheinteraction

ofthe Z 0-boson with two neutralinosisgiven by

L =
g

2cW
Z
0
�
�~�
0

i
�
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O
00
L

ij PL + O
00
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ij PR

�

~�0j ; (A2)

where

O
00
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ij = � 1

2
Zi3Zj3 +

1

2
Zi4Zj4 = � O

00
R

ij (A3)

depend bilinearly on the neutralino m ixing m atrix Z.The Lagrangian ofthe Z 0-boson coupling to two sferm ions

L = � i
g

cW
Z
0
�
~f�iz

~f

ij

$

@
� ~fj (A4)
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isproportionalto
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i1R
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i2R
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j2; (A5)

which dependsbilinearly on the sferm ion m ixing m atrix

R = (R iL ;R iR )=

�
cos�~f sin�~f
� sin�~f cos�~f

�

: (A6)

W econtinuewith thecouplingscontaining neutralHiggsbosons,whereweusethenotation H 0
k = fh0;H 0;A 0;G 0g.

t=~t stands for an up-type (s)ferm ion and b=~b for a down-type one. For the neutralHiggs-boson-ferm ion-ferm ion

couplings,the interaction Lagrangian reads

L =

2X

k= 1

s
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k
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0
k
�ff +
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�f5f (A7)

with the couplings

st1 = � g
m t cos�

2m W sin �
= � htp

2
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= hbp

2
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(A8)

Here,ht and hb arethe Yukawa couplings

ht =
gm t

p
2m W sin�

; hb =
gm b

p
2m W cos�

: (A9)

The interaction Lagrangian forneutralHiggsbosonsand neutralinosisgiven by

L = �
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ek
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= F
0
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wheredk and ek takethe values

dk = f� cos�;� sin�;cos�;sin�g; ek = f� sin�;cos�;� sin�;cos�g:

Following Ref.[40],the neutralHiggs-boson-sferm ion-sferm ion couplingscan be written as
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wherethe left-rightcouplingsG
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L R ;k
forthird-generation up-and down-typesferm ionsare

G
~t
L R ;1 =

 
�
p
2htm tc� + gZ m Z (I

3L
t � ets

2
W
)s�+ � � htp

2
(A tc� + �s�)

� htp
2
(A tc� + �s�) �

p
2htm tc� + gZ m Z ets

2
W
s�+ �

!

;



21

G
~b
L R ;1 =

 p
2hbm bs� + gZ m Z (I

3L
b
� ebs

2
W
)s�+ �

hbp
2
(A bs� + �c�)

hbp
2
(A bs� + �c�)

p
2hbm bs� + gZ m Z ebs

2
W
s�+ �

!

;

G
~f

L R ;2
= G

~f

L R ;1
with � ! � � �=2;

G
~t
L R ;3 = �

p
2ht

�
0 � i

2
(A tc� + � s�)

i

2
(A tc� + � s�) 0

�

;

G
~b
L R ;3 = �

p
2hb

�
0 � i

2
(A bs� + � c�)

i

2
(A bs� + � c�) 0

�

;

G
~f

L R ;4
= G

~f

L R ;3
with � ! � � �=2:

Here,wehaveused theabbreviationssx � sinx and cx � cosx and � denotesthem ixingangleofthefh0;H 0g-system .

Forthe neutralino-sferm ion-ferm ion couplings,the Lagrangian reads

L = �f
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a
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ik
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with the coupling m atrices

a
~f

ik
= hfZkxR

~f

i2 + gf
f

L k
R

~f
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~f

ik
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i1 + gf
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R k
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and

f
f

L k
=
p
2
�
(ef � I

3L
f )tan�W Zk1 + I

3L
f Zk2

�
; f

f

R k
= �

p
2ef tan�W Zk1 : (A14)

The coupling ofgluinosto sferm ionsand ferm ionscan be derived from the Lagrangian

L = �
p
2gsT

a
st

h
�fs(R iL PR � R iR PL )~g

a ~fi;t+ �~g
a
(R iL PL � R iR PR )fs ~f

�
i;t

i

; (A15)

where gs =
p
4��s isthe strong coupling constantand R isthe sferm ion m ixing m atrix de�ned above. Finally,the

Lagrangian corresponding to the couplingsofthe gluon to ferm ionsand sferm ionsis

L = � gsT
a
stg

a
�
�fs

�
ft� igsT

a
stg

a
�
~f�i;s

$

@
� ~fj;t; (A16)

wherethe T a representthe usualSU(3)colorm atrices.

A P P EN D IX B :V IR T U A L C O R R EC T IO N S

Here,wegiveexplicitform softhenext-to-leading orderam plitudesM 1� loop m entioned in Sec.II.W eusegeneric

am plitudeswith genericcouplings,which wethen specify using thecouplingsgiven in App.A.Notethatallkindsof

indicesare to be sum m ed overeven ifnotexplicitly stated. W e leave outthe resultsforself-energies,which can be

found in [19]using the sam econventionsand couplings.

1. V ertex corrections

The contribution ofthe vertex corrections depicted in Fig.2 to the m atrix elem ent M 1� loop can be written in

term sofsix loop diagram s.Denoting the m om enta ofthe incom ing neutralinosp1 and p2 and those ofthe outgoing

quark and anti-quark ask1 and k2,thenext-to-leading correctionsto thes-channelexchangeoftheZ
0-boson can be

param eterized as

M 1� loop =

h

v(p2)
�(A L PL + A R PR )u(p1)
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� ig��

s� m 2
Z
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v(k2)

i



22

k1V3

k2
V4

V0

q+k1

q-k2

V0 :
�(gL0 PL + g

R
0 PR )

V3 :
�
(g

L
3 PL + g

R
3 PR )

V4 :
�
(g

L
4 PL + g

R
4 PR )

k1V3

k2
V4

V0

q

V0 :g0(2q+ k1 � k2)
�

V3 :(g
L
3 PL + g

R
3 PR )

V4 :(g
L
4 PL + g

R
4 PR )

FIG .13: Vertex correctionsto the Z 0-boson coupling to quarks,where the arrowsindicate the ow ofthe four-m om enta and

q isthe independentloop m om entum .

whereA L ,A R arethe chiralcouplingsoftwo neutralinosto the Z 0-boson

A L = � A R = �
g

2cW
(Zi3Zj3 + Zi4Zj4) (B2)

and B i
L ,B

i
R aregeneralform factors,which willnow begiven fortheloopswith a gluon and a gluino exchange.The

form factorsforthe loop diagram containing a gluon (on the leftsidein Fig.13)are

B
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B
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L (g

L
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R
0 ); i= 1;2;3: (B6)

Using the notation from App.A,the genericcouplingsin thiscaseare

g
L
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The scalarloop integralsfollow the de�nition given in Ref.[41]and theirargum entsare

Ci

�
k1;� k2;0;m f;m f

�
; B 0

�
� k1 � k2;m f;m f

�
; (B8)

wherem f isthe m assofthe �nal-stateferm ion.

The sam eform factorsforthe diagram with a gluino exchange(see Fig.13 right)aregiven as
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wherethe couplingsare
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FIG .14:Vertex correctionsto theH 0

k-boson coupling to ferm ions,wherethearrowsindicatetheow ofthefour-m om enta and

q isthe independentloop m om entum .

Thegenericstructureoftheam plitude,which param eterizesthecorrectionstothes-channelHiggs-boson exchanges,

ism uch sim plerand can be written as

M 1� loop =

4X
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whereCL ;k and CR ;k arethe couplingsofthe two neutralinosto the Higgsboson
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11k fork = 1;2; (B16)
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2
F
0
11k fork = 3;4: (B17)

There are only two form factors D 1
L and D 1

R ,which receive contributions from two diagram s (see Fig.14). The

contribution in the caseofthe gluon exchangeis

D
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wherethe couplingsare
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The loop integralsareidenticalto those de�ned in Eq.(B8).

The sam eform factorsforthe gluino contribution are

D
1
L =

1

16�2
g0

h

� g
L
3 g

L
4 m ~gC0 + g

R
3 g

L
4 m fC1 + g

L
3 g

R
4 m fC2

i

; (B21)

D
1
R = D

1
L (g

L
3 $ g

R
3 ;g

L
4 $ g

R
4 ); (B22)

wherethe couplingsare
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and the loop integralsarede�ned in the sam em annerasin Eq.(B14).

The rem aining vertex correctionsarethose connected with the t-and u-channelsquark exchanges,where we have

de�ned t= (p1 � k2)
2 and u = (p1 � k1)

2. W e give here just the resultsforthe t-channel,since the u-channelcan

obtained by using the crossing sym m etry.The genericam plitude is

M 1� loop =

2X

i= 1

h

u(k1)
�
E
1
L ;iPL + E

1
R ;iPR

�
u(p2)

i
i

t� m 2
~fi

h

v(p1)
�
FL ;iPL + FR ;iPR

�
v(k2)

i

(B24)

+

2X

i= 1

h

u(k1)
�
E L ;iPL + E R ;iPR

�
u(p2)

i
i

t� m 2
~fi

h

v(p1)
�
F
1
L ;iPL + F

1
R ;iPR

�
v(k2)

i

;



24

p2
V4

k1V3

V0

q

V0 :g0(q+ k1 � 2p2)
�

V3 :
�
(g

L
3 PL + g

R
3 PR )

V4 :(g
L
4 PL + g

R
4 PR )

p2
V4

k1V3

V0

q

V0 :(g
L
0 PL + g

R
0 PR )

V3 :(g
L
3 PL + g

R
3 PR )

V4 :(g
L
4 PL + g

R
4 PR )

FIG .15: Vertex corrections to the neutralino coupling to a ferm ion and a sferm ion where the arrows indicate the ow ofthe

four-m om enta and q isthe independentloop m om entum .

whereE L =R ;i and FL =R ;i aretree-levelcouplingsgiven as

E L ;i = b
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The contribution ofthe gluon exchangediagram (see Fig.15 left)is
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wherethe couplingsare
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and the scalarloop coe�cientshavethe argum ents
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The gluino contribution gives
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wherethe couplingsaregiven by
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and the scalarloop functionsare
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2. B ox corrections

Attheone-loop level,theneutralino annihilation into quark-antiquark pairsreceivesbox contributionsarising from

theexchangeofa gluon ora gluino between the�nalstatequarks(seeFig.2).In orderto expressthecorresponding
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FIG .16:Conventionsand notationsused form om enta,m asses,and couplingsin thecalculation ofthebox diagram arising from

the exchange ofa gluon between the two �nal-state quarksin neutralino-pairannihilation. The arrows indicate the direction

ofde�ned four-m om enta.The coupling strengthsare de�ned in Sec.A.

am plitudesin a rathergenericway,weintroducethenotationsshown in Figs.16 and 17 forthegluon and gluino box,

respectively.Them om enta oftheincom ing neutralinosareagain labeled p1 and p2,thoseofthe outgoing quarksare

k1 and k2. The corresponding externalm assesare m i (i= 1;:::;4),while the m asses ofthe internalparticles are

denoted M i (i= 1;:::;4).Theleft-and right-handed coupling strengths,which correspond to theverticesappearing

in theschem aticdiagram ,aregenerically denoted by g
L ;R

i (i= 1;:::;4).Forthesakeofcom pactexpressions,weuse

in the following the abbreviations

Vi = g
L
i PL + g

R
i PR ; Vi = g

L
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R
i PL ; (B38)

where PL and PR arethe left-and right-handed chirality projectors,respectively.The independentloop-m om entum

q isde�ned to bethem om entum oftheparticlehaving them assM 1 asshown in Figs.16 and 17.Thearising tensor

integralshavebeen reduced to scalarintegrals

D fi;ijg � D fi;ijg

�
� k1;� (p1 + p2);� p2;M 1;M 2;M 3;M 4

�
(B39)

fori;j= 0;:::;3.Fortheirde�nition and the applied convention we referthe readerto Ref.[41].

In caseofthe gluon box,the am plitude can be written as
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wherethe form factorsaregiven by
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Using the sam enotation,the am plitude ofthe gluino box isgiven by
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with the form factors
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