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1. Introduction

The dark m atter problem has been around for decades, and there is now con—
sensus that we don’t know what the m ost comm on m aterial in the Universe is [1].
It is \seen" only gravitationally, and does not seam to em it or absorb substantial
electrom agnetic radiation at any known wavelength . Tt dom inates the gravitational
potentialon scales from tiny dwarf galaxies, to large spiral galaxies like the M iky
W ay, to large clusters of galaxies, to the largest scales yet explored. T he universal
average density of dark m atter detemm ines the ultin ate fate of the Universe, and
it is clear that the am ount and nature of dark m atter stands as one of the m apr
unsolved puzzles in science.

In this serdesoftalks Iw ill rst recallthe evidence or dark m atter, w ith em pha—
sis on the dark m atter in our own G alaxy. T his overlaps som ew hat w ith P rim ack’s
lecture fthese prooceedings], so I w illbe brief. I then tum to the dark m atter can-
didates and how we m ight discover which (if any) of them actually exists. Then, I
w ill focus in on two ofm y favorite candidates, the supersym m etric neutralinoW inp
candidate, and the baryonicM acho candidate. Forthe later candidate, Iw illgo into
som e detail conceming the one particular experin ent w ith which Tam involved, and
present som e results show ing, that over a broad range ofm asses, this candidate has
been ruled out as the prin ary constituent of the dark m atter in our G alaxy. For
the supersym m etric W in p and especially the neutrino and axion candidates I will
be brief, since there w illbe taks by M asiero fthese proceedings] on these topics.

? Lecturespresented at the IntemationalSchoolofP hysics \E nrico Ferm 1" C ourse \D ark M atter
in the Universe", Varenna, 25 July —4 August, 1995.
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2.PhysicalEvidence for D ark M atter

Evidence for dark m atter DM ) exists on m any scales, and it is in portant to
rem em berthat thedark m atteron di erent scalesm ay bedi erent { thedark m atter
In dwarf spirals m ay not be the dark m atter which contrdbutes = 1; In fact, the

= 1 dark m atterm ay not exist. T his consideration is especially im portant when
discussing dark m atter detection, since detection is done in the M iky W ay and is
environs, and evidence for dark m atter outside the M iky W ay m ay not be relevant.
So, ket m e start w ith an inventory of dark m atter in the Universe.

The coam ological density of dark m atter on di erent scales is quoted using
= = g, Where isthedensity ofsom em aterialaveraged over the Universe, and
crit is the critical density. M ost determ inations of Om ega are m ade by m easuring
the m assto-light ratio  of som e systam and then m uliplying this by the average
lum inosity density ofthe Universe: jp= 1:9 0:1 10°h 'L, =M [ irshner, these
proceedings]. Hereh = 04 1 param eterizes ouruncertainty ofthe H ubble constant.
There are m ethods, such as  paryon from big bang nucleosynthesis, and potential
reconstruction from bulk ows, which do not use depend upon 3, but m ethods
which involve taking an inventory of m aterial depend upon it. For exam ple, the
m assto-light ratio in the solar neighborhood is 5, giving ppm = 0:003h ! =
0:003 0:007. Ifthe solar neighborhood is typical, the am ount ofm aterial in stars,
dust and gas is far below the critical value.

2.1 SpiralG alaxies

The m ost robust evidence for dark m atter com es from the rotation curves of
soiral galaxies. Using 21 an eam ission, the velocities of clouds of neutral hydrogen
can be m easured as a function of r, the distance from the center of the galaxy. In
aln ost all cases, after a rise near r = 0, the velocities rem ain constant out as far
as can be measured. By Newton’s law fr circularm otion GM (r)=r? = v°=r, this
in plies that the density drops like r 2 at large radius and that themassM (r) / r
at large radii. Once r becom es greater than the extent of the m ass, one expects
the velocities to drop / r ™2, but this is not seen, in plying that we do not know
how large the extended dark halos around spirals are. For exam ple, the rotation
curve of NGC3198 Rl mpliess > 30h, or pap > 0:017. The large discrepancy
between thisnumberand ,, isseen in m any extemalgalaxies and isthe strongest
evidence for dark m atter.

It is fortunate that them ost secure evidence fordark m atter is in spiralgalaxies,
since searches for dark m atter can bem ade only In spiral galaxies; in fact only in
our spiral, the M iky W ay. Unfortunately, the rotation curve of the M iky W ay is
not well constrained, w ith recent m easurem ents extending only to 15 to 20 kpc, and
having di ering am plitudes and shapes [3,4]. T his leads to substantial uncertainty
in the am ount of dark m atter in our G alaxy. T here are other indicators ofthem ass



ofthe M iky W ay. By studying the m otion of dw arf galaxies (esgpecially Leo I at a
distance of 230 kpc) Zaritsky, et al. B] nd amassoftheM iky W ay of My y =

12570% 102M ,for vy 90,and yy  0:054h ! (assum ing the Universe
is like the M iky W ay). A very recent study by Kochanek [6], does a m axin um

likelihood analysis including constraints from satellite velocities, the distribution of
high velociy stars (localescape velocity), the rotation curve, and the tidale ects
ofM 31,to nd amassoftheM iky W ay inside 50 kpcof5:4 13 10HM . It is
Interesting that this value is jist what one expects from a at rotation curve w ith
v = 220 km /sec out to 50 kpc, so the M iky W ay is very likely a typical spiralw ith
a large dark halo.

2.2 C lusters of G alaxies

M oving to larger scales, the m ethods of detem ining  becom e less secure, but
give larger values. T here is a great dealof new evidence on dark m atter in clusters
of galaxies, com ing from gravitational lensing [7] from X -ray gas tem peratures [B]
and from the m otions of clusterm em ber galaxies. For exam ple, consider the C om a
cluster which contains around a thousand galaxies. W hite et al. P] recently collated
som e of the data on the Com a cluster, reporting ssparate m easurem ents of the
am ount ofm ass in stars, hot gas, and in total. W ithin a radius of1.5h Im pc, they
give

Maar=10 02 103n M
Mgs=54 1 10%n "M
M a1=57 11 10%h M ;

w here the totalm ass isestin ated In two com pletely di erentways. The rstm ethod
is a re nem ent of Zw icky’s m ethod of using the radial velocities of the m em ber
galaxies, and the assum ption of virialization to gauge the depth of the gravitational
potentialwell. The second m ethod m akes use of the ROSAT X -ray m aps and the
assum ption of a constant tem perature equilbrium to get the sam e inform ation.
Rem arkably the two m ethods give the sam e m ass w thin errors. Thusw ith a m ass—
todight mtioof = 330 620M =L ,one nds = 02 04, iftheinnerl5M pc
of Com a is representative of the Universe as a whole.

T here is, however, a disconcerting in about the above num bers. A s pointed out
by W hite, et al. O]

M _
—Bamyon o 9,009+ 0:05h 372

M tota1
Now the Com a cluster is Jarge enough that one m ight expect its baryon to dark

m atter ratio to be the Universal value, ( paryon™ total = M paryon™ tota1), @and In
fact W hite, et al. argue that this isthe case. T hen the inequality above should apply



to the entire Universe. But, big bang nuclosynthesis lin its j,,y0n < 0:015h 2,
I tota1 = 1, the two inequalities are In quite strong disagreem ent for any value
of h. So this is a puzzle. The conclusions of W hie, et al, are that either is
not unity, or that big bang nuclosynthesis is not working. However, there are
other possible explanations, notably that the m easurem ents of the totalm ass in
clusters by gravitational lensing tend to give lJarger totalm ass than the X -ray and
virial m ethods, and that m ass and velocity bias m ay m ean that clusters are not
representative of the Universe as a whole. T he story is clearly not yet nished.

2.3 Large Scale F low s

It would be best to m easure the am ount of dark m atter on the largest possible
scales so that the sam ple is representative of the entire Universe. W ithin the past
several years a host of largescale ow methods have been tried and are giving
In pressive results [LO]. These m ethods have the advantage stated above but the
disadvantage that they depend upon assum ptions about galaxy form ation | that is,
they depend upon gravitational instability theory, the assum ption of linear biasing,
etc. A Iso, the errors in these m easurem ents are still lJarge and the calculations are
com plicated, but they do have great prom ise, and tend to give values of near

uniy.

A sinple exam ple com es from the observation that the local group of galaxies
moves at 627 22 km sec ! with respect to the cosm ic m icrowave background
CMB) fmeasured from the am plitude of the CM B dipole). If this m otion com es
from gravity, then the direction of the m otion should line up with the direction
w here there is an excess ofm ass, and the velocity should be detem ined by the size
of this excess. T hus, taking into account the expansion of the U niverse, one has

. n
V/ 06_ _ -
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w here the linear bias factor b has been Introduced to relate the cbserved excess in
galaxy num ber counts n=n to theexcessinm assdensity = . U sing galaxy counts
from the IRA S satellite survey, Yahilet al. [11] nd that the direction ofthe n=n
excess agrees w ith the direction of the velocity vector to within ~ 20°, and that

0:6
— =09 02:
b

Thus with the very conservative 1m it b > 05, one has > 02, and wih the
reasonabl Imit b > 1, one nds > 0:5. For thismethod to be wliable, n=n

m ust bem easured on very large scales to ensure that convergence hasbeen reached,
and it is not sure that this is the case.



T he above technique is only one of m any related m ethods used to detem ine
on large scales. Another exam pl is the detailed com parison of the peculiar
velocities of m any galaxies w ith the detailed m aps of n=n. This should not only
detemm ine , but serve as a stringent test for the theory that large-scale structure
is fom ed by gravitational instability. A recent review by D ekel [10] surveys m any
such m ethods and concludes that reasonable evidence exists for > 0:3. A though
these techniques holds m uch prom ise, it should be noted that di erent analyses of
the sam e data som etin es lead to di erent conclusions. So for the tim e being, these
estin atesof should not yet be viewed as robust [12].

In conclusion, the observational evidence for lJarge am ounts of dark m atter on
galactichalo scales isoverw helm ing. O n larger scales, the observationalevidence for
in the 0.1 to 02 range is strong. O n the largest scales, substantial cbservational
evidence exists for > 03, and som e evidence for near unity exists, although
thism ay be in con ict with cbservations on cluster scales.

2.4 The Baryonic C ontent of the U niverse

An in portant ingredient In the m otivation for non-baryonic dark m atter com es
from bigbangnucleosynthesis lin its on the average baryonic content of the Uni-
verse. To agree w ith the m easured abundances of helium , deuterium , and lithim ,
thebaryonic content ofthe U niversem ust bebetween 001 < bh2 < 0:015 [13,14,15].
G ven the large uncertainty in h thismeans 0:01 < < 0:d. These values are far
below unity, so the theoretical predilection for 551 = 1 (or the ocbservational evi-
dence or > 0:3) Porces thebulk ofthe dark m atter to be non-baryonic. The lower
Iim it of this range is actually alove the abundance ofknow n stars, gas, etc., and so
there also seam s to be evidence for substantiallbaryonic dark m atter aswell

However, if one considered only the m ost secure dark m atter, that found in
soiralgalaxies, then it is com pletely possible that it isallbaryonic. Since this isthe
only dark m atter which is directly accessble to experin ental detection, it is crucial
to consider the possibility of an entirely baryonic dark halo.

2.5 D istribution ofD ark M atter in the M iky W ay

W hilewedon’t know what thedark m atter O M ) is, we have a fairly reasonable
idea asto how much of it there is In the G alaxy, how it is distrbbuted, and how fast
it ismoving. This inform ation com es from the rotation curve of the M iky W ay,
and is crucial to all the direct searches for dark m atter. If we say that the rotation
curve of the M iky W ay is constant at about v, = 220 km /sec out to as far as it
is m easured, then we know that the density must drop as r 2 at large distances.
This velocity also sets the scale for the depth of the potential well and says that
the dark m atterm ust also m ove w ith velocities in this range. A ssum ing a spherical



and isotropic velocity distrdboution is com m on, and a usualparam eterization is

© a?+ 12
r) = _—
022+ 2’

where ry  8:5 kpc is the distance of the Sun from the galactic center, a is the core
radius of the halo, and g 03GeV an 2 isthe density of dark m atter near the
Sun. A Iso, a typical velocity distribution is

VvV =Ve

e
f &)dv = dv:
32,3
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Tt should be noted that the speci cs of the above m odels are not very secure.
For exam ple, it is quite possible that the halo of our Galaxy is attened into an
ellipsoid, and therem ay be a com ponent of the halo velocity which is rotationaland
not isotropic. A 1so, som e (or even m ost) of the rotation curve ofthe M iky W ay at
the solar radius could be due to the stellar disk. C anonicalm odels of the disk have
the disk contributing about half the rotation velocity, but larger disks have been
envisioned. Recent m icrolensing results m ay be indicative of a lJarger disk as well
(see Section 7.).

F inally, other im portant points about our G alaxy’s geography inclide the fact
that the nearest two galaxies are the LM C and SM C, located at a distance of 50
kpc and 60 kpc respectively, that the halo of the M iky W ay is thought to extend
out at least this far, and that the bulge ofthe M iky W ay is a concentration of stars
in the center of our G alaxy (8.5 kpc away) w ith a size of about 1 kpc.

3. Brief Survey of D ark M atter C andidates

There is no shortage of ideas as to what the dark m atter could be. In fact,
the problam is the opposite. Serious candidates have been proposed w ith m asses
ranging from 10 eV = 18 10 “*kg= 9 10 ?M (axions) up to 10°M black
holes. That’s a range of m asses of over 75 orders ofm agnitude! It should be clear
that no one search technique could be used for alldark m atter candidates.

Even nding a consistent categorization schem e isdi cult, sowewilltry a few .
First, as discussed above, is the baryonic vs non-baryonic distinction. The m ain
baryonic candidates are the M assive Com pact Halo Obct M acho) class of candi-
dates. These include brown dwarf stars, jupiters, and 100 M Dblack holes. Brown
dw arfs are spheres of H and He wih masses below 008 M , so they never begin
nuclear fusion of hydrogen. Jupiters are sim ilar but w ith m asses near 0.001 M
Black holesw ith m assesnear 100 M ocould be the rem nants of an early generation
of starsw hich werem assive enough so that not m any heavy elem ents w ere digpersed



w hen they underw ent their supemova explosions. O ther, lesspopular, baryonicpos—
sibilities include fractal or specially placed clouds of m olecular hydrogen [16]. The
non-baryonic candidates are basically elem entary particles w hich are either not yet
discovered or have non-standard properties. O utside the baryonic/non-baryonic
categories are two other possibilities which don’t get m uch attention, but which I
think should be kept in m ind untilthe nature of the dark m atter is discovered. T he

rst is non-N ew tonian gravity. See Begam an et al. [17] for a provocative discussion
of this possibility; but watch for results from gravitational lensing which m ay place
very strong constraints. Second, we shouldn’t ignore the \noneoftheabove" pos-
sibility which has surprised the P hysics/A stronom y com m unity severaltin es in the
past.

Am ong the non-baryonic candidates there are several classes of particles w hich
are distinguished by how they came to exist In large quantity during the Early
Universe, and also how they are m ost easily detected. The axion (Section 5) is
m otivated as a possble solution to the strong CP problem and is in a class by
itself. The largest class is the W eakly Interacting M assive Particle W inp) class
(Sections 4 and 6), which consists of literally hundreds of suggested particles. The
m ost popular of these W in ps is the neutralino from supersymm etry (Section 6).
F inally, if the tau and/or m uon neutrino had a m ass In the 2 €V to 100 €V range,
they could m ake up all or a portion of the dark m atter. This possbility will be
discussed by M asiero and also K lypin fthese proceedings].

A nother In portant categorization schem e is the \hot" vs \cold" classi cation.
A dark m atter candidate is called \hot" if it wasm oving at relativistic speeds at the
tin e when galaxies could just start to form (When the horizon rst contained about
10?M ). It is called \cold" if it wasm oving non-relativistically at that tin e. This
categorization has im portant ram 1 cations for structure form ation, and there is a
chance of determ ining w hether the dark m atter ishot or cold from studies ofgalaxy
formm ation. Hot dark m atter cannot cluster on galaxy scales until it has cooled
to non-relativistic speeds, and so gives rise to a considerably di erent prim ordial
uctuation spectrum [see K lypin, these proceedings]. O fthe above candidates only
the light neutrinos would be hot; all the others would be cold.

4. Therm alRelicsasD ark M atter W in ps)

Am ong the particle dark m atter candidates an In portant distinction is w hether
the particles were created them ally in the Early Universe, or whether they were
created non-them ally in a phase transition. T hem al and non-them al relics have
a di erent relationship between their relic abundance  and their properties such
as m ass and couplings, so the distinction is esgpecially im portant for dark m atter
detection e orts. For exam ple, the W in p class of particles can be de ned as those
particles which are created themm ally, while dark m atter axions com e m ostly from
non-them al processes.



In them alcreation one in agines that early on, when the Universe was at very
high tem perature, them alequilibbrium obtained, and the num ber density ofW in ps
(or any other particle species) was roughly equalto the num ber density of photons.
A sthe Universe cooled the number of W im ps and photons would decrease together
as long as the tem perature rem ained higher than the W inp m ass. W hen the tem —
perature nally dropped below the W inp m ass, creation of W in ps would require
being on the tail of the them aldistribution, so In equilibbrium , the num ber density
of W in pswould drop exponentially / exp( my i p=T). Ifequilbbriim werem ain—
tained untiltoday there would be very f&w W in ps left, but at som e point theW Inp
density would drop low enough that the probability ofone W inp nding another
to annihilate would becom e an all. Rem em ber we m ust assum e that an individual
W inp is stable if it is to becom e the dark m atter.) The W inp num ber density
would \freeze-out" at this point and we would be left with a substantial num ber
of W im ps today. D etailed evolution of the B oltzm ann equation can be done for an
accurate prediction [Section 6 2], but roughly

10 %°an3s !

: ’
h vi

W imp

where h vi is the them ally averaged cross section for two W in ps to annihilate
Into ordinary particles. T he ram arkable fact is that for 1, as required by the
dark m atter problem , the annihilation cross section h vi for any them ally created
particle tums out to be just what would be predicted for particles w ith electrow eak
scale interactions. Thusthe \W " in \W in p". T here are several theoreticalproblem s
w ith the Standard M odel of particle physics which are solved by new electroweak
scale physics such as supersymm etry. Thus these theoretical problem s m ay be
clues that the dark m atter does indeed consist of W im ps. Said another way, any
stable particle which annihilates w ith an electrow eak scale cross section isbound to
contribute to the dark m atter of the Universe. It is interesting that theories such as
supersym m etry, invented for entirely di erent reasons, typically predict jast such a
particle.

The fact that them ally created dark m atter has weak scale interactions also
m eans that it m ay be w ithin reach of accelerators such asLEP at CERN ,and CDF
atFem ilab. A fterallthese acceleratorsw ere built precisely to probe the electrow eak
scale. Thusm any accelerator searches for exotic particles are also searches for the
dark m atterofthe Universe. A 1so, due to the weak scale Interactions, W in pnuclear
Interaction rates are within reach ofm any direct and indirect detection m ethods
(see Section 6).

5. N on-therm alR elics as D ark M atter (A xions)



T he best exam ple of a non-them al particle dark m atter candidate is the axion
[18]. A ctually, themm al axions are produced in the standard way, but if such axions
existed in num bers so as to m ake up the dark m atter, they would have lifetim es too
short to still be around in quantity. H owever, there is another, m ore im portant,
production m echanism for axions in the early Universe.

T he axion arises because the QCD Lagrangian contains a temm

g

32 2

L GG;

where G isthe gluon eld strength. This tem predicts an electric dipole m om ent
ofthe neutron ofisd, 5 10 '® . Experin entally, however, the neutron dipole
0 ?°, which means < 10 '°. The question is why does this
param eter have such a sm allvalue, when it naturally would have a value nearunity?
T his is the strong CP problem , and one way to resolve this problem is to introduce
a new Pecceid uinn symm etry which predicts a new particke { the axion. ThePQ
symm etry forces = 0 at low tem peratures today, but in the early Universe, the
axion eld was free to roll around the bottom of its M exican hat potential. The
axion eld motion In the angular direction is called , and since the cuxvature of
the potential in this direction is zero, the axion at high tem peratures wasm assless.
H owever, when the tem perature of the Universe cooled below a few hundred M &V
(QCD energy scak), the axion potential \tilts" due to QCD instanton e ects, and
the axion begins to oscillate around the m inimum , lke a m arble In the rim of a
tited M exican hat. The m nimum of the potential forces the average to zero,
solving the strong CP problam , and the curvature of the potentialm eans the axion
now has am ass. There isno dam ping m echanism for the axion oscillations, so the
energy density which goes into oscillation rem ains until today as a coherent axion
eld condensate 1lling the Universe. This is a zero m om entum condensate and so
constitutes cold dark m atter. O ne can identify this energy density as a bunch of
axion particles, which later can becom e the dark m atter in halos of galaxies. T he
relic energy density is thus related to the tilt of the potential, which in tum
is related to the axion m ass, a free param eter of the m odel. If the axion m ass
m, 10 > eV, then a2 1. Onenow seeswhy axions are cold dark m atter even
though they are so light. T his rather unusual story is probably the m ost elegant
solution to the strong CP problem , and several groups are m ounting laboratory
searches for the coherent axions which m ay m ake up the m a pr com ponent ofm ass
in the G alaxy. For exam ple, a group Involving physicists from Law rence L iverm ore
N ational Lab, the Russian INR, the University of Florida, M IT, Fem ilab, UC
Berkely, LBL, and the University of Chicago [19] is building an extrem ely loise
noise m icrow ave cavity Inside of a lJarge m agnetic eld for this purpose. T he basic
idea isthat halo axions can interact w ith them agnetic eld and produce m icrow ave
photons. Thisw illhappen resonantly when the cavity istuned precissly to the axion

moment d, < 1



m ass, so one scans the frequency spectrum looking for such a resonance signal. Two
experin ents, one at F lorida and one at B rookhaven have already used this technique
and reported negative results R0O]. T he sensitivity of thoses early experim ents was
signi cantly below the expected signal, however, and it isthisnew experim ent which
will for the rst tin e have the capability of detecting dark m atter axions if in fact
they exist.

6. Search forW im p D ark M atter (N eutralinos)

W hy is it in portant to actually search for and to identify the dark m atter? O £
course it is intrinsically interesting to know what the prim ary constituent of the
U niverse consists of, but also until we know the dark m atter identity, there will
alw ays be the doubt that there is no dark m atter, and instead there issome aw in
our know ledge of fundam ental physics.

U nfortunately, no one technique is usefill for all the di erent candidates. The
only way to proceed is to pick a candidate and design an experim ent speci ¢ to
that candidate. This is risky proposition, especially for the experim entalist who
m ust spend m any years of his or her life developing the technology and perform ing
the search. For this reason, only the best m otivated candidates are currently being
searched for. T here are hundreds of other dark m atter candidates that we have not
discussed at all. A s one goes down the list of popular candidates, asking oneself
which candidate is the m ost likely, T have to adm it that \none-ofthe-above" com es
tom ind. However, it isdi cul to m ake any progress searching for an unspeci ed
candidate. A fter \none-ofthe-above", I think the W im p candidates, and especially
the supersym m etric neutralino candidate, is probably the best bet. It m ay sound
odd to an astrophysically ordented group such as yourselves that my best guess for
the dark m atter is a speci c¢ undiscovered elem entary particle based on a theory
for which there is no evidence, so I w ill soend som e tin e describing m y som ew hat
idiosyncratic reasons.

P lease see the lkecturesby A .M asiero fthese proceedings] for additional in depth
discussion of m any of the issues covered here. A Iso see the new Physics Report
\Supersym m etric D ark M atter", by Jungm an, K am ionkow ski, and m yself form ore
details on everything covered here.

6.1 M otivation for Supersym m etry

F irst, why should astrophysicists take seriously supersym m etry, a theory which
requires m ore than doubling the number of known elem entary particles, none of
which has yet been detected? W hen D irac attem pted to m ake special relativity
consistent with quantum m echanics he discovered the D irac equation. He also
discover a disconcerting fact. There wasa new symm etry, CPT symm etry, in plied

10



by his equation, and this symm etry required that for every known particle there
had exist a charge conjigate, or antiparticle. H e resisted the idea of doubling the
num ber of know n particles, and initially hypothesized that the CP T partner ofthe
electron was the proton. T his idea was soon shown to be in possible, but fortunately
the antielectron and antiproton were soon discovered, vindicating D irac’s theory.

T he situation m ay be sin ilar w ith regard to supersymm etry. M any attem pts
have been m ade to m ake general relativity consistent with quantum  eld theory,
egoecially w ithin the fram ew ork ofa theory which com bines gravity w ith the strong
and electroweak interactions. It is Interesting that in all the m ost successful at-
tem ptsanew symm etry isrequired. T hepow erfiilC olem an-M andula theorem states
that within the fram ework of Lie algebras, there is no way to unify gravity with
the gauge sym m etries which describbe the strong and electroweak interactions. So
the \super"-sym m etry which successfully com bines these interactions had to m ove
beyond Lie algebras to \graded" Lie algebras. G raded Lie algebras are just like
Lie algebras exospt they use anti-com m utation relations instead of com m utation
relations. T hus they relate particles w ith spin particles to w thout soin. Exam ples
of theordes that attem pt to com bine gravity w ith the other forces include super-
strings and supergravity, where in both cases \super" refers to the supersym m etry.
Thus, if such a symm etry exists in nature, every particle w ith spin (ferm ion) m ust
have a related supersym m etric partner w ithout sopin (poson), and vice versa. As
i now stands, standard quantum eld theory seem s to be incom patible w ith gen—
eral relativity. Since the world is unlikely to be incom patible w ith itself, it seem s
either quantum eld theory or general relativity must be m odi ed, and of course
a new theory which combines graviy w ith the strong and electrow eak Interactions
would be the m ost elegant. Thus, one sees why so m any particle physicists have
becom e enam ored w ith supersym m etry, and why m any thousands of papers have
been w ritten on the sub ct.

A s in D irac’s case, this doubling of the num ber of particles was disconcerting,
and it was initially hoped that perhaps the neutrino could be supersym m etric part-
ner of the photon. Now it is known that this is in possible, but unlike in D irac’s
case, no discovery of supersymm etric partners has quickly ollowed. In fact, it is
now known that supersymm etry must be a \broken" symm etry, since perfect su—
persym m etry requires that the m asses of the superpartners be the sam e as their
counterparts. T his is easily arranged, but leaves the m asses of all the superpartners
undetem ined. In fact, the m asses could be so large that all the superpartners are
com pletely undetectable in current or future accelerators and are therefore m ostly
irrelevant to current physics or dark m atter detection. There are however som e
very suggestive reasons w hy the superpartners m ay have m asses in the 100 G €V to
several TeV range.

F irst, there is coupling constant uni cation. T he strength of the strong, weak,
and electrom agnetic interactions is set by the value their coupling constants, and
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these \constants" change asthe energy ofthe interactions increase. Forexam ple, the
1

electrom agnetic coupling constant = 135, has a value near Fls when electrons are
collided at the LEP m achine at CERN . Several decades ago it was noticed that the
three coupling constants would m eet together at a universal value w hen the energy
of Interactions reached about 10*° GeV . Thiswould allow a \G rand Uni cation" of
the strong, weak, and electrom agnetic interactions, and m uch m odel building was
done. In the past few years, the values of the three coupling constants have been
m easured m uch m ore accurately, and it isnow clear that, in fact, they cannot unify
at any scale unlessm any new particles are added to the theory. Suggestively, if the
supersym m etric partners exist, and have reasonably low m asses they give just the

right contribution to force the coupling constants to unify.

N ext, there is the gauge hierarchy problem . The standard m odel of particle
physics is enom ously sucoessful. It accurately predicts the results of hundreds of
m easuram ents. In the standard m odel, ferm ions such as electrons are intrinsically
m asslkss, but develop a m ass through interactions w ith the Higgs eld that is hy-
pothesized to 1l the Universe. The m ass of a ferm ion then is just proportional
to the strength of its coupling to the Higgs eld. The H iggs is thus an essential
feature of the standard m odel. The H iggs also develops a m ass through a \bare"
m ass tem and interactions w ith other particles, but due to is scalar nature, the
m ass it acquires through interactions are as large as the largest m ass scale in the
theory. Thus, In any uni ed m odel, the H iggsm ass tends to be enom ous. Such a
large H iggs m ass cannot be, however, since it would ruin the successful perturba—
tion expansion used in all standard m odel calculations. Thus in order to get the
required low H iggsm ass, the barem assmust be ne-tuned to dozens of signi cant
places in order to precisely cancel the very large Interaction tem s. At each order
of the perturbation expansion (loop-expansion), the procedure m ust be repeated.
H owever, if supersym m etric partners are included, this netuning is not needed.
T he contrdbution of each supersym m etric partner cancels o the contrlbution of
each ordinary particle. Thisworksonly ifthe supersym m etric partners have m asses
below the TeV range. Thus, stabilization of the gauge hierarchy is accom plished
autom atically, as long as supersym m etric particles exist and have m asses in the
range 100 1000 G &V . The enom ous e ort going into searches for supersym m etric
particles at CERN , Femn ilab, etc. is lJargely m otivated by this argum ent.

Even though no supersym m etric particles have been discovered, they have all
been given nam es. T hey are nam ed after their partners. B osonic ordinary particles
have ferm onic superpartmersw ith the sam e nam e exogptw ith the su  x \ino" added,
w hile ferm onic ordinary particleshave bosonic (scalar) superpartner nam esw ith the
pre x \s" added. So for exam ple, the photino, H iggsino, Z-ino, and gliino are the
partners of the photon, H iggs, Z-boson, and glion resgpectively. And the squark,
sneutrino, and selectron are the scalar superpartners of the quark, neutrino, and
electron respectively. T here are several superpartners which have the sam e quan-
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tum numbers and so can m ix together in linear com binations. Since these do not
necessarily corresoond to any one ordinary particle, they are given di erent nam es.
For exam ple, the photino, H iggsino, and Z-ino can m ix into arbitrary com binations
called the neutralinos, and the charged W -ino and charged H iggsino com bine into
particles called charginos.

Finally, an interesting feature ofm ost supersym m etric m odels is the existence
of a multiplicatively conserved quantum number called R-parity, in which each
superpartner is assigned R = 1, and each ordinary particle is assigned R = + 1.
This quantum number in plies that supersym m etric particles m ust be created or
destroyed In pairs, and that the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) isabsolutely
stable; just as the electron is stable since electric charge is conserved and there is
no lighter charged particle into which i could decay. This fact is what m akes
supersym m etric particles dark m atter candidates. If supersym m etry exists and R —
parity is conserved, then som e LSP ‘sm ust exist from the Early Universe. The only
question ishow m any.

6.2 R elic Abundance in M ore D etail

T he num ber density of any particle which was once in them al equilbrium in
the E arly Universe can be found by solving the relevant set ofB olzm ann equations.
In m ost cases only one is needed

% = 3Hn n?h vi( ! ordinary stu )+ rﬁrdh vi(ordinary stu ! )i

where H is the Hubble constant, n is the number density, t istine, and h vi is
the them ally averaged cross section tim es the relative velocity of the interacting
particles. W e are using to denote the LSP.The 1rst tem on the right-hand side
is the reduction in number LSP density due to the Hubbl expansion, the second
termm is reduction due to selfannihilation, and the third temn is the increase due to
particle production. T he third term can be sin pli ed using the fact that \ordinary"
particles such asquarksand electrons stay in them alequilbriim throughout period
during w hich theW in p num berdensity \freezes out" (see Section 4). W hen them al
equilbbrium obtains, creation equals annihilation, so the second and third tem s
are equal. Therefore one can elin inate the \ordinary particle" cross sections and
num ber densities and nd the usual equation

dn 2

— = 3Hn n n®3?)
dt

h Vjannjhj_latjon:

Starting at an early tin e when all particles were In equilbrium , one integrates this

equation either num erically or using the standard \freeze-out" approxin ation R1].

and obtains the number density at t = 0 (today). The relic abundance is sin ply
=m N = it Wherem Iisthemassofthe LSP.
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Thedi cul step in obtaining the current day density, is usually the calculation
of the annihilation cross section of two LSP s into all standard m odel particles. In
order to perform this calculation, one must st detemm ine which particle is the
LSP, and then evaluate all the relevant Feynm an diagram s. G oing through the list
of supersym m etric particles, one nds, basically by process ofelin ination, that only
the sneutrino and neutralino are lkely candidates. In the vast m a prity ofm odels,
the neutralino is favored over the sneutrino, so m ost work has concentrated on the
neutralino as dark m atter candidate.

Forthe neutralino, severaldozen Feynm an diagram s contribute to selfannihilation,
Including possble annihilation into quarks, leptons, W , Z, and H iggs bosons, and
Involving m ost of the superpartners as exchange particles. So in order to perfom
the calculation one needs to st obtain the m ass and couplings of all the super—
sym m etric particles. Since supersym m etry is broken, the m ass tem s are unknown,
giving rise to m any free param eters In the m ost general supersym m etric m odel.
U sually, In order to sin plify things, one considers the \m inin al" supersym m etric
m odel, the m odelw ith the fewest num ber of new particles, but stillthere are m any
undetem ined param eters. So to further sim plify, several other assum ptions are
usually made. In m Inin al supergravity, some GUT scale assum ptions can reduce
the number of param eters to just a few . In what llows, we use som €, but not
all, of the supergravity assum ptions, and have as a result 5 free param eters R2].
T he param eters are the gaugino m ass param eters M 1 and M 5, the H iggsino m ass
param eter , the pseudoscalar H iggsm assm » , and the ratio of H iggs vacuum ex-—
pectation valuestan . For any set of param eters, one can calculate all the m asses,
m ixings, and couplings, and then the annihilation cross section. T hus after a long
calculation, one nally cbtains If in temm s ofthe ve param eters. If one obtains
a relic abundance in the range 0025 < h? < 19, then that set of param eters
de nes a potential dark m atter candidate. H owever, before deciding that this is a
dark m atter candidate one m ust ensure that one of the m any accelerator experi-
m ents that have searched for supersym m etric particles has not already ruled out
that m odel.

6.3 A ccelerator C onstraints

E xtensive unsuccessfiil searches for the particles Involred in supersym m etric
m odels have been perfom ed at particle accelerators throughout the world. This
does not yet m ean that low -energy supersym m etry is unlikely to exist since only a
an allportion ofthem ass range under 1 TeV hasbeen explored. H ow ever, substan—
tial regions of prim e neutralino dark m atter param eter space have been elim inated,
and it is im portant to check this when considering the detectability of any neu-
tralino candidate. O ne does not want to build a detector only capable of seeing
particles ruled out by current experim ents. In the follow ing, we dem onstrate a
m ethod of exploring supersym m etric param eter space taking into account accelera—
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tor constraints in a rough way R2]. N ote that the sam e supersym m etric param eters
w hich detemm Ine the relic abundance cross sections detem ine all the particle pro—
duction and rare decay cross sections. Thus once these param eters are speci ed,
one can com pare the m odel predictions w ith experim ental results. A partial list of
relevant experim ental resuls follow s. H iggs searches at LEP rule out the lightest
scalar H iggs m asses below about 45 G &V, and psesudoscalar H iggs m asses below
about 39 GeV, using cross sections such asZ ! h* ,and Z ! hA. LEP
chargino searches at the Z pole rule outm below 45 G &V, and direct neutralino
searches constrain the branching ratio of Z into neutralinos to be less than about
10 °. The squark and gliino searches by CDF give com plicated results, but one
is probably safe if one lin its consideration to squarks w ith m ass larger than 150
G &V . Finally, the recent CLEO m easurem ent of 10 “<BR®M®! s )< 42 104
has in portant consequences for neutralinos. This is the decay of bottom quarks
into strange quarks plus a photon, and the m easurem ent is w ithin the prediction
of the standard m odel. T he im pact on supersym m etry com es because this process
can also occur via exchange of supersym m etric particles and in m any cases these
contributions can destroy the experin ental agreem ent w ith the standard m odel.
So this branching ratio should also be com puted for every set of supersym m etric
param eters, and m odels which do not agree w ith the above constraint should be
elim inated. W e illustrate the process by considering the grid ofm odels in Figure 1.
Since the actualparam eter space is ve-din ensional, this is jist a two—din ensional
profction of the param eters. Figure 1 (a) show s the entire grid of m odels, while
Figure 1 o) show s the m odels which are left after elin lnating those which violate
an accelerator constraint (or other consistency test).

U sing jast the allowed m odels we can not plot the neutralino m ass vs the relic
abundance. The resulting plot F igure 2) is quite rem arkable and can be taken as
a hint that supersymm etry m ay well have som ething to do with the dark m atter
problem . M any m odels fallin the 0025 < h? < 1:0 range. Recallthatm odelsw ith

h? > 1 in ply a dark m atter density inconsistent w ith cosm ologicalm easurem ents.
T hus dark m atter considerations can be used to help the particle physicists in their
search for supersym m etry; there is probably little use in considering m odels w hich
are Inconsistent w ith coan ology (though as experim entalists, it is probably wise
that not too m uch weight is given to such results). O n the other hand, m odels w ith

h? < 0:025 are perfectly viable from a particle physics point of view , but predict
too little relic abundance to m ake up all of the dark m atter. It is interesting to
note, how ever, that even a relic abundance of = 10 ° would m ake neutralinos as
large a contributor as them icrow ave background. There wasno ne tuning invoked
to produce the num erous m odels w ith relic abundance in the proper range to be
the dark m atter, and it seem s that no m atter w hat, if stable neutralinos exist, they
m ust be an im portant contributor to the m ass inventory of the Universe.

6.4 D etection techniques

15



There are several ways of attem pting to test the hypothesis that stable neu—
tralinos exist and contribute to the dark m atter. H istory has shown that the m ost
pow erfiil m ethod of discovering new particles is w ith particle accelerators, so if I
had to guess, Iwould guess that discovery of supersym m etric dark m atterw illcom e
from CERN.The new LEP 200 m achine should be com ing on line in a few years,
and it has the ability to explore m uch of the m inin al supersym m etric param eter
space. The most powerful search w ill be their H iggs search, and if they nd a
H iggs which isnot the standard m odelH iggs, Iwould take it as strong evidence for
supersymm etry. New searches for neutralinos and other supersym m etric partners
w i1l also be m ade, so anyone interested in the identity of the dark m atter should
watch for these results. A fter LEP 200, the cancelled SSC, had the best chance of
discovering supersym m etry, so that cancellation was a big disappointm ent. Luckily,
E urope haspicked up theballand the LHC at CERN hasnow been fiinded to search
for the H iggs and supersym m etry. K eep In m ind that if neutralinos are discovered,
and theirm ass and couplingsm easured, one could predict the relic abundance using
the m ethods discussed above, and know what contribution they m ake to the dark
m atter.

W hile the accelerators have perhaps the best chance of discovering supersym —
m etric dark m atter, it would be m uch m ore satisfying to actually detect the parti-
cles in our halo as they m ove past and through the Earth. This would also allow
m easuram ent of the local density of dark m atter and establish beyond doubt that
the dark m atter is non-baryonic cold dark m atter. Currently there are two m ain
m ethods being aggressively pursued.

6.5 D irect D etection

Them ost exciting result would be direct detection ofthe W im p particles. Since
we roughly know the speed ( 270 km /s) and the density ( 03Ge&V am 3),we
can say that foraW Inp ofm ass oforder 10-100 G €V, roughly 100,000 dark m atter
particles a second pass through every square centim eter of the E arth, including our
bodies. If they exist, these are very weakly interacting particles, so it is quite rare
that one ofthem w ill interact at all. In addition, if one does elastically scattero a
nucleus, the deposited energy is usually in the keV to 100 keV range, so extrem ely
sensitive devices m ust be used. These di culies, however, have not stopped m any
groups throughout the world from developing devices capable of detecting W im ps.
See references 22,23] for details.

In deciding the size, sensitivity, and energy threshold of a detector, the experi-
m entalist would lke to know what event rate one expects in the case that the dark
halo consists entirely of W Inps. For a unspeci ed W Imp, only rough estim ates
can be m ade using general argum ents R4], but for neutralino W In ps, the elastic
scattering cross section and the event rate per kilogram detector per year can be
calculated, once the supersym m etric m odel param eters are chosen. F igure 3 show s
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a scatter plot of the rate In a gem anium 73 detector, or all the m odels that pass

the accelerator constraints and have relic abundances in the range 0:025 < h? < 1.

The \stripes" in the plot are due to the nite grid we sam pled in param eter space,
and so the spaces between the stripes should bementally lled in. A kilogram of
gem anium was chosen since this is roughly the m aterial and size ofone ofthem ost

advanced experim entale orts (see below ). W e see that if neutralinos of around 50
G eV m assm ake up the dark m atter, the expected event rate is probably between

10 4 and 1 event/kg/year.

W hen aW Inp scatterso a nuclus, the nucleus recoils, causing dislocation in
the crystal structure, vibbrations of the crystal lattice (ie. phonons or heat), and
also ionization. Them ain di culties n these experim ents com e from the fact that
the events are rare and that there are m any badkgrounds which deposit sim ilar
am ounts of energy on m uch m ore frequent tim e-scales. So in the past few years the
m ain experim ental e orts have gone toward increasing the m ass of the detectors
and discrim inating the nuclear recoil signal from the badkground. G enerally the
detectors m ust be operated deep underground at m illi-K elvin tem peratures, and be
heavily shielded. A illustration of the problem is shown In Figure 4, which shows
the background in a gem anium detector built by the Berkeley, LBL, UC SB group
and operated under the O roville dam [26,27]. O ne seesm any background processes
Including lines from radicactive elem ents and tritium , electron noise at low energy
deposited, and a roughly constant background at about one event/kg/day/keV .
Com paring this to a typical expected signal in Figure 5, one sees the problam .
H ow ever, the vast m a prity of the badkground com es from gamm a rays, while the
W im p signalwould be nuclear recoils, and it has been established that gamm a rays
deposit a m uch larger fraction of their energy in ionization than in phonons or heat.
So the experin entalists m easure sin ultaneously the energy deposited in heat and
the energy deposited in ionization and are therefore able to reect perhaps 99% of
the background gamm a rays R5]. This kind of discrim Ination is possible only in
m aterdals such as gem anium and silicon which can be used as ionization detectors,
but for otherm aterials such asN al, and X enon othere ects such aspulse shape or
scintillation light m ay be used to sgparate the gam m a—rays from the nuclear recoils
28]. Using the CDM S (Berkeley/LBL/UCSB /Stanford/Baksan) collaboration as
an exam ple R5], the sensitivity of experin ents starting to run thisyear isin the 0.1
to 1 event/kg/year range, and upgraded versions hope to reach 0.01 event/kg/year
w ithin a few years. Retuming to F igure 3, one sees that there are viable supersym —
m etricm odelswhich w illbe explored and that a discovery ispossible. H ow ever, one
also seesthat a de nitive experim ent w illnot be possible w ithin the next few years,
since rates below the expected experin ental sensitivity are comm on. However, it
is ram arkable to realize that these an all underground experin ents are com peting
directly with CERN in the race to discover supersymm etry. And the enomm ous
Increases in sensitivity these experin ents have accom plished in the past few years,
leads one to expect further such advances in the future.
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6.6 Indirect D etection

A great dealoftheoretical and experin entale ort hasgone into another poten—
tialtechnique for W im p detection. T he idea is that if the halo ism ade of W im ps,
then these W in ps w ill have been passing through the Earth and Sun for several
billion years. Since W In ps w ill occasionally elastically scatter o nuclki in the Sun
and Earth, they w ill occasionally lose enough energy, or change their direction of
m otion enough, to becom e gravitationally captured by the Sun orE arth. T he orbits
of such captured W im ps w ill repeatedly intersect the Sun (or Earth) resulting in
the eventual settling of the W im ps into the core. A s the num ber density increases
over tim e, the selfannihilation rate ! w il iIncrease, resulting in a stream
of neutrinos produced in the core of the Sun or Earth. N eutrinos easily escape the
Solar core and detectors on E arth capable of detecting neutrinos com ing from Sun
or E arth have operated for som e tim e. T he energy of such neutrinos is roughly 1/2
to 1/3 the m ass of the W im p, so these neutrinos are m uch higher energy than the
M &V scale Solar neutrinos from nuclear reactions that have already been detected.
T he higher energy of these W in p annihilation neutrinos m ake them easier to de—
tect than ordinary solar neutrinos and som ew hat com pensates for theirm uch fewer
num bers. It also m akes them In possible to confuse w ith ordinary solar neutrinos.
T hus the presence of a source ofhigh energy neutrinos em anating from the centers
ofthe Sun and E arth would be taken asevidence orW in p dark m atter. W hile the
above chain of reasoningm ay seem long, Idon’t know ofany holes in i, and several
experin ental groups are in the process of designing and building detectors capable
of seeing such a neutrino signal. For exam ple, the IM B and K am ionkande proton
decay detectors have already been used to set (very weak) lin s on W inmp dark
m atter using this technique R9]. The M ACRO m onopole search detector has also
looked for this signal R9]. Several new detectors are being created which should
be substantially m ore sensitive. For this signal, i is not the m ass of the detec-
tor which is relevant, but the surface area. N eutrinos from the core of the Sun or
E arth produce m uons in the atm osphere and rock around the detectors, and it is
prim arily these m uons the detectors watch for. M uons are also copiously created by
coam ic rays entering the E arth’s atm osphere, so there is a substantial background
of \downward" traveling muons. These detectors, then are located desp under-
ground, w here the rock shieldsm any of the background m uons, and they also focus
on \upward" traveling m uons, which are m uch m ore likely to have been created by
neutrinos that have traveled through Earth and interacted in the rock just below
the detector. T hus surprisingly, the best way to see high energy neutrinos from the
Sun is to go deep underground at night when the Sun is \under" the Earth)! Since
the range of the m uons dependsm ostly on the energy ofthe neutrinos, T he num ber
ofm uons detected depends m ostly on the surface area of the detector. So the new
generation of detectors are designed to have very large surface areas. Exam ples
include M ACRO , superkam iokande, AM ANDA,DUMAND ,and NESTOR [30].
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A san exam ple, consider the AM ANDA detector [B0]which isbeing prototyped
in Antarctica. There are several ways to detect high energy m uons, one of which
is to m easure the C erenkov light em itted as they travel faster than light-speed in
somemediim . AMANDA places strings of phototubes desp in the A ntarctic ice,
In order to detect the Cerenkov light thus em itted. So far four long strings have
been deployed at depths in the kilom eter range. T hese deep holes are dug in a day
using jast hot water! T he A ntarctic ice is extrem ely clear and light can travel large
distances. Sm all lasers were also put down In order to m easure the ice transparency
and test the feasbility ofthe idea. T he initial results were both bad and good. T he
collaboration found bubbles in the ice substantially Jarger than the \ice experts"”
had indicated. T hese m eant that the C erenkov light di used too much to be usefil
In detecting m uons. H owever, the size of the bubbles is decreasing w ith depth, and
they expect by placing their next phototube strings desper the bubble problem will
disappear. T he good new s w as that the ice was substantially m ore transparent that
they had expected, m eaning that they can place their next strings further apart,
thereby increasing the e ective surface area of their detector.

How w ill detectors such asAM ANDA fare in the detection of W In ps? U sing
the cross sections, etc. calculated from the supersym m etric m odels one can cal-
culate the density of neutralinos in the Sun and E arth, and then the annihilation
rate, and then the num ber of neutrinos incident on E arth, and then the num ber of
muons produced, and nally the num ber ofm uons detected. An exam ple of such a
calculation is shown in Figure 6, for precisely the sam e m odels shown in F igure 3.
The AMANDA detectorm ay have an e ective area of 1000 m?, so as you can see
the story is som ew hat the sam e as for direct detection. T here is a region of super-
sym m etric param eter space which w ill be probed by these indirect detectors, but
there arem any possible sets ofm odel param eters for which indirect detection isnot
possible w thout m uch m ore sensitive detectors. A com parison of direct and indi-
rect detection m ethods leaves one w ith the im pression that for a typical neutralino
a kilogram ofdirect detector gem aniuim has about the sam e sensitivity as 10 10°
m ? of indirect detector B1].

7. Baryonic D ark M atter (M achos)

P robably them ost exciting developm ent in the dark m atter story isthe detection
ofM achos by three ssparate groups [32,33,34] A 1l three groups m onitored m illions
of stars [35], either In the LM C or In the galactic bulge, for signs of gravitational
m icrolensing, and all three groups have found it. It has now becom e clear that
these ob fcts constitute som e new com ponent of the M iky W ay, but they do not
constitute the bulk ofthe dark m atter. T hus, the M acho search resuls gives strong
In petus to the search for particle dark m atter. H ow ever, the m ore than 60 detected
m icrolensing events are far in excess of predictions of standard G alacticm odels and
In ply that the G alaxy is probably quite di erent than was thought previously.
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7.1 M icrolensing

M icrolensing has arrived as a powerfill new tool or exploring the structure of
our Galaxy. However, from the dark m atter point of view, I'd like to note that
the current experin ents m ay have the capability to give a de nitive answer to the
question of whether the dark m atter in our G alaxy is baryonic. T he m icrolensing
searches are probably sensitive to any ob fcts In the range 10 M < m <
10°M , just the range in which such obfcts are theoretically allowed to exist.
Obpcts made purely of H and He wih m asses less than 10° 10 ™M are
expected to evaporate due to the m icrowave badkground in less than a Hubble
tin e, while cb fctsw ith m asses greaterthan  10°M  would have disrupted know n
globular clusters.

The idea of m icrolensing rests upon E instein’s cbservation that if a m assive
ob Ect lies directly on the line-ofsight to a m uch m ore distance star, the light from
the star willbe lensed and form a ring around the lens. This \E instein ring" sets
the scale for all the m icrolensing searches, and iIn the lensplane, the radius of that
ring is given by

610R [ = 1@ x)12
Iy = ——X X ;
£ [M kpc ’

where R and M are the solar radiis and m ass, m is the M acho m ass, L. is the
distance to the star being m onitored, and x is the distance to the M acho divided
by L.

In fact, it isextram ely unlkely fora M acho to passprecisely on the line-ofsight,
but ifthere isa nearm iss, two In ages ofthe star appear ssparated by a an allangle.
Form asses in the stellar range and distances of galactic scale this angle is too am all
to be resolved, but the light from both In ages add and the star appears to brighten.
T he am ount of brightening can be large, since it is roughly inversely proportional
to them Inim um im pact param eter I=rx . Since the M acho, Earth, and source star
are all iIn relative m otion, the star appears to brighten, reaches a peak brightness,
and then fades back to itsusualm agnitude. T he brightening as a function oftim e
is called the \lightcurve" and is given by

u® + 2 2 21=2
A= Pp——; ubB=lbp,t+ QC BT
u us+ 4

where A isthem agni cation, u = b=g isdin ensionless in pact param eter, tp is the
tin e of peak am pli cation,®= 21z =v, isthe duration ofthem icrolensing event, v,

isthe transverse speed ofthe M acho relative to the Ine-ofsight, and uy iy isvalue of
uwhen A = Ay 5. Thusthe signature for a m icrolensing event is a tim e-sym m etric
brightening of a star occurring as a M acho passes close to the line-ofsight. W hen a
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m icrolensing event is detected, one  tsthe lightcurve and extracts Ay ax, to, and .
T he prin ary physical nform ation com es from ¥, which containstheM acho velocity,
and through ry the M acho m ass and distance. U nfortunately, one cannot unigquely

nd allthree pieces of nform ation from them easurem ent off. H ow ever, statistically,
one can use Inform ation about the halo density and velocity distribution, along w ith
the distrlbution ofm easured event durations to gain infom ation about the M acho
m asses. U sing a standard m odelofthe dark halo, M achos of jupiterm ass (10 °M )
typically last 3 days, while brown dwarfm assM achos (0:IM ) cause events which
last about a m onth [P aczy nski,49].

In order to perform the experin ent, a Jarge num ber of stars m ust be followed,
since, assum ing a halo m ade entirely of M achos, the probability of any M acho
crossing In front of a star is about 10 °. Thus many m illions of stars must be
moniored In order to see a handful of m icrolensing events. In addition, if one
wants to see m icrolensing from ob pcts in the dark halo, the m onitored starsm ust
be far enough away so that there isa lot ofhalo m aterialbetween us and the stars.
T herefore, the best stars to m onitor are those in the Large and Sm allM agellanic
Clouds (LM C and SM C) at distances of 50 kpc, and 60 kpc resgpectively, and also
stars in the galactic bulge, at 8 kpc.

T here are several experin ental groups that have undertaken the search orm i
crolensing in the LM C and galactic bulge and have retumed results. The ERO S
collaboration, has reported 3 events towards the LM C [33], the OGLE group has
reported about 15 events towards the bulge [B4], and the DUO oollaboration has
about a dozen prelin inary events tow ards the bulge [B6]. O ur collaboration has
seen about 5 events towards the LM C [32,37,38], and about 60 events tow ards the
bulge 39,40,41]. W e are also m onitoring the SM C, but have yet to analyze that
data. In what follow s I w ill concentrate on M ACHO collaboration data.

72 TheM ACHO Collaboration Experim ent

The MACHO experiment is led by Charles A Icock and is a collaboration of
P hysicistsand A stronom ers from Law rence Livermm ore N ationallab, TheUC Berke-
ley C enter forP article A strophysics, M ount Strom lo and Siding Spring O bservatory,
The University of W ashington, O xford, M d1 aster, and UC San D iego. W e have
essentially ulktin e use of the 1 27-m eter telescope at M ount Strom lo O bservatory,
Australia, for a period of about 8 years from July 1992. In order to m axin ize
throughput a dichroic beam splitter and lters provide sim ultaneous in ages in two
passdands, a red’ band (approx. 5900{7800 A ) and a blue’ band (@pprox. 4500{
5900 A). Two very large CCD cameras (2] are em ployed at the two foci; each
containsa 2 2 mosaic 0of2048 2048 pixel LoralCCD in agers, giving us a sky
coverage of 0.5 square degrees. Observations are obtained during all clear nights
and part nights, except for occasional gaps for telescope m aintenance. T he default
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exposure tim es are 300 seconds for LM C im ages, 600 sec for the SM C and 150
seconds for the bulge, so over 70 exposures are taken per clear night.

P hotom etric m easurem ents from these In ages are m ade w ith a specialpurpose
codeknown asSoDoPHO T [43],derived from DoPHO T [44]. Foreach star, the esti-
m ated m agnitude and error are determm ined, along w ith 6 other param eters (qualiy

ags) m easuring, for exam ple, the crow ding, and the 2 ofthe point-spread-function

t. It takes about an hour on a Sparc10 to processa eld with 500,000 stars, and
so with the com puter equipm ent available to us we m anage to keep up. The st
of photom etric data points oreach eld are rearranged into a tin e-series for each
star, com bined w ith other relevant infom ation including the seeing and sky bright—
ness, and then passed to an autom ated analysis to search for variable stars and
m icrolensing candidates [45]. T he total am ount of data collected to date ism ore
than two Terabytes, but the tin eseries database used for analysis is only about
100 G bytes.

7.3 Event Selection

M ost of the stars we m onitor are constant w ithin our photom etric errors, but
about one half of one percent are variable. The M ACHO database, as repository
for the lJargest survey ever undertaken in the tim e dom ain, is an extrem ely valuable
resource for studies of variable stars. From our st year LM C data alone we have
already identi ed about 1500 Cepheid variables, 8000 RR Lyrae, 2200 eclipsing
binaries, and 19000 long period variables. E xam ple lightcurves from each of these
classes can be found in reference 46,47]. W e also havem any rare variables, and have
given the st conclusive evidence of 1st overtone pulsation in classical C epheid’s
[48]. W e have also observed what m ay tum out to be entirely new types of varable
stars [46].

G ven that the incidence of stellar variability, system atic error, and other sources
of stellarbrightening ism uch higher than the incidence ofm icrolensing, how can one
hope to discrim inate the signal from the background am ong the tens ofm illions of
starswe m onitor nightly? Fortunately, there are severalvery pow erfilm icrolensing
signatures w hich exist:

1: High ampli cation. Very high am pli cations are possble, so we can set our
A ax threshold high enough to avoid m any types of system atic error back-
ground.

2:) Unigque shape of lightcurve. Only 5 param eters are needed to com pletely
soecify the 2-color lightcurve.

3:) Achrom aticity. Lensing m agni cation should be equal at all wavelengths,
unlike brightenings caused by m ost types of stellar variability.
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4:) M icrolensing is rare. T he chance of two m icrolensing events occurring on the
sam e star is so an all, that any starw ith m ore than one \event" can be refected
as a m icrolensing candidate.

5:) Statistical tests: The distrlbution of peak m agni cations Ay 5% is known a
prori. M icrolensing should occur with equal lkelihhood on every type and
Jum inosity of star, unlike know n types of stellar variability. New m icrolensing
events should be discovered each year at a constant rate.

6:) A lertpossbility. O uralert system isnow working and we can catch m icrolens—
Ing before the peak and get m any m easuram ents of high accuracy. O ther
soectral and achrom aticity tests can also be perform ed in follow -up m ode.

U sing these criteria, as well as others, we have found it possbl to pick out
m icrolensing candidates from variable stars, etc. For exam ple, starting w ith about
9.5 m illion lightcurves from our rstyearLM C database, we rem oveallbut 3. These
are shown In Figure 7.

O ne of these events is clearly superior in signal/noise to the others, and we have
con dence in them icrolensing label. Tt hasAy ax = 72, and b= 35 days. T he other
tw o, while passing all our cuts, and certainly consistent w ith m icrolensing, are less
certain to be actualm icrolensing. W e should note that our alert system has found
a couple m ore high signal/noise LM C m icrolensing events, which are not included
here, since we have perform ed e ciency calculationsonly on the rst yeardata set.

Now, if we had found only these 3 events towards the LM C, we would not be
as con dent as we are, that we have seen m icrolensing. However, we have m any
m ore events tow ards the galactic bulge, and som e of these are of incredbly high
signal/noise. W e cannot use the sam e selection criteria forthebulge as forthe LM C
since our ocbserving schedule towards the bulge is di erent, and the bulge stellar
population, distance, crow ding, and extinction are di erent, but using the same
statistics, we can m ake a sim ilar selection procedure. W e nd about 43 candidates in
our rstyeardata (and since then a few dozen m ore In our alert system ). E xam ples
of lightcurves from the bulge are shown In Figure 8. Som e of these events are truly
beautifii], w ith durations ofm any m onthsand m agni cationsofaln ost 20. Coupled
w ith the dozen events from the O GLE collaboration, I think little doubt rem ains
that m icrolensing has been seen.

7.4 D etection E ciency

W hat do the m icrolensing events m ean for the dark m atter question? In order
to answer, we need to know the e ciency wih which our system can detect m i-
crolensing. This is a non-trivial calculation. In order to calculate our e ciencies,
we add sinulated stars to real m ages, and then arti cially brighten them . W e
run the photom etry code on these sim ulated In ages and nd what the photom etry
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code retums when a star brightens under di erent atm ospheric and crow ding con—
ditions. T hese results are ncorporated into a JargeM onte C arlo in which sim ulated
m icrolensing events are added to our actual (nhon-m icrolensing) data and fed into
the sam e tin e—serdes analysis and selection procedure which produced the 3 LM C

m icrolensing candidates. T hus we have explicitly taken into account Ine ciencies
caused by bad weather and system down tin e, our analysis and selection proce-
dure, as well as blending of the underlying stars due to crow ding, and system atic
errors in our photom etry. Since in order to calculate the expected num ber of events,
we need to integrate a theoretical m icrolensing rate over our m easured e ciency,
weneed e ciency , as a fiunction of®. The finction can be found Jﬁ reference

B7,38]. Once iscalculated, the num ber of expected events isNexp = E ‘i—b B dE,

where our totalexposure E1y ¢ = 9¢7 10° staryears, and d =P isa di erential
m icrolensing rate which can be calculated given a m odel of the dark halo [49,50].

7.5 Interpretation of LM C Events

U sing our sam ple ofm icrolensing events, there are tw o com plem entary analyses
which can be perform ed. First, we can set a conservative lm it on the M acho
contribution to the dark halo. Since we know oure ciencies, and we have certainly
not seen m ore than 3 m icrolensing events from halo ob ects, any halo m odelwhich
predictsm ore than 7.75 events can be ruled out at the 95% C L.This result willbe
Independent of whether or not all three candidate events are due to m icrolensing,
and independent of whether or not the lenses are in the dark halo. Second, ifwe
m ake the further assum ption that all three events are due to m icrolensing of halo
ob Ects, we can estin ate them ass ofthe M achos and their contribution to them ass
ofthe dark halo.

In order to do either analysis we need a m odel of the dark halo. W e need to
know the totalm ass of the halo, and we need the density and velocity distribbution
to calculate an expected m icrolensing rate. Them ain constraints on the halo com e
from the M iky W ay rotation curve, which is not as well detem ined as rotation
curves iIn other galaxies. C onstraints from the orbits of satellite galaxies also exist,
but there is considerable uncertainty in both the totalhalo m ass and the expected
m icrolensing rate com ing from uncertainty in the size and shape ofthe M iky W ay
halo [b1,52,50]. Using a very sin ple, but comm only used halo m odel [49], we can
calculate the num ber of expected events as descrbbed above, and the results are
shown In Figure 9. If the M iky W ay has a standard halo consisting entirely of
M achosofm ass 0:001IM then we should have seen m ore than 20 events, w ith fewer
events at larger or smn aller m asses. H owever, even if the halo dark m atter consists
ofM achos, it is very unlikely that they allhave the sam e m ass. Fortunately, it can
be shown [49], that if one rules out all halos m ade of unique M acho m ass between
massesm ; and m », then one has ruled out a halo consisting of AN Y distrdbution of
m asses as long asonly m assesbetween m 1 and m » are included. Thuswe can m ake
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the powerfiil conclusion that a standard halo consisting of any ob fcts w ith m asses
between 8 10 °M and 0:3M hasbeen ruled out by our rst year LM C data.

A sm entioned above, there isno strong reason to believe that theM iky W ay halo
isprecisely as speci ed in the standard halo, and we would like to test the robustness
of the in portant resuls above by considering a w ider range of viable halo m odels.
To this end, we have Investigated a class of halo m odels due to Evans B3]. These
m odels have velocity distributions which are consistent w ith their density pro les,
and allow for halos which are non-spherical, and which have rotation curves which
gently rise or 21l. A description of the param eters that specify these m odels, along
w ith m icrolensing form ulas can be found in A lcock, et al. B0O]. B asically we consider
m odels w hich give rotation velocities w ithin 15% ofthe JAU standard value of 220
km /sec, at the solar circle (8.5 kpc) and tw ice the solar circle. A s pointed out by
Evans and Jijna [b4], the contribution ofthe stellar disk plays an im portant role in
the predicted m icrolensing rate. T his isbecause m uch (oreven m ost) ofthe rotation
soeed could be due tom aterial in the disk, so we consider various size disks, aswell.

U sing thesem odels, we nd strong lin itsare found on heavy halo m odels, whilke
only very weak lim its are found on light halo m odels. T his isbecause m icrolensing
is sensitive not to the totalm ass in the halo, but only to the m ass in M achos. So
one can get amuch m orem odel independent Iim i on the M acho content ofthe halo
by lin iting the totalm ass in M achos, rather than the M acho fraction of the halo.
A more robust statem ent of our rst year LM C m icrolensing results is thus that
obgctsinthe2 10 * 2 10°M range can contribute nom orethan 3 10'M
to the dark halo, where we consider the halo to extend out to 50 kpc. T he standard
halo has 4:1 10MM out to this radius, and so is ruled out as befre, but m uch
an aller, allM acho halos, would be allowed. It should be clear that in order to
get good Inform ation on the M acho fraction of the halo, m ore work is needed on
the totalm ass of the halo. This requires better m easuram ent of the M iky W ay
param eters and rotation curve. M icrolensing m easurem ents them selvesm ay also be
able to help [52,51,50].

T he 1im its above are valid w hether ornot the three events shown In F igure 7 are
due tom icrolensing ofhalo ob fcts. H ow ever, ifwe m ake the additionalassum ption
that they are, we can go beyond lim its and estin ate the M acho contribution to the
halo, and also the m asses of the M achos. The results obtained, especially on the
lens m asses, depend strongly on the halo m odel used, so kesgp In m ind that it is
not clear that all three events are m icrolensing, and it is certainly not known that
they are due to ob fcts residing In the galactic halo. P roceeding anyway, we can
construct a likellhhood function as the product of the P oisson probability of nding
3 events when expecting N ¢ and the probabilities of draw ing the observed Pps
from the calculated m odelduration distribution [(0,37,38]. T he resulting likelihood
contours can be found in references 37] and [38]. W e nd that for a standard halo,
amacho fraction of 20% ism ost likely, with M acho m asses in the 001 0:1M
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range likely. N ote that the errors in these estim ates are very large due to the an all
num ber statistics, and that there is an enom ous additional uncertainty due to the
halo m odel. However, once again, the m axinum lkelihood estin ate of the total
m ass in M achos is quite m odel independent and is about 8 10'°M . Since the
m ass In known stars, gas, etc. is only about 6 101%M , we see this would be a
m aprnew component oftheM iky W ay if it iscon m ed to exist.

7.6 Interpretation of Bulge E vents

T he large num ber of events we (and the O GLE group [B4]) have found tow ards
the galactic center cam e as a great surprise to everyone. T he line-ofsight toward
the bulge goes though the stellar disk, so bulge m icrolensing is sensitive to halo
dark m atter, disk stars, and any disk dark m atter which m ight be present. The
early predictions [65,56,57] included all these sources, but stillpredicted m any fewer
events than have now been cbserved. It seem s the m icrolensing experin ents have
discovered a new com ponent of the M iky W ay. A standard way of quoting the
m icrolensing probability is the optical depth , which is the probability that any
given source star is lensed by a m agni cation of 1.34 or greater. O ptical depth has
larger statistical errors than the event rate, but has the great advantage of being
independent of the m asses of the lenses. Early predictions of bulge m icrolensing
were n the 10 ° range [55,56,57], while using the sam ple of events above we nd

ost = 397 %2 10 ® @1]. W e have not nished the com plte e ciency calculation
for our bulge events, so this estin ate uses a sub-sam ple of 15 giant star events, for
w hich our prelin inary e ciencies should be acosptable 41].

Severalm odels have now been proposed to explain the high m icrolensing rate.
T hey include [68, 59, 60]

1) A \heavy" disk. Perhaps the disk of the M iky W ay is substantially m ore
m assive than nom ally considered.

2) A \bar" at an all inclination. P erhapstheM iky way is not a grand design soi-
ralasusually assum ed, but isa barred spiral, w ith a very large bar, previously
overlooked since it points nearly toward us.

3) A highly attened, or disk-lke halo.
4) Som e com bination of the above, and/or extra m aterial in the bulge.

T he suggestion of a G alacticbar hasbeen around fora few years, and seem s to
be corroborated by other data [61], though it is stillnot clear w hether this alone is
su cient to explain the m icrolensing data. E xtensive work is being undertaken in
trying to resolve these questions. O ne m ethod is to m ap out the bulge area w ith
m icrolensing. A barlike structure w illgive a di erent pattem ofm icrolensing than
a disk-like structure. Use of a satellite, or the nestructure of the m icrolensing
lightcurve has also been suggested [62,63].
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7.7 A dvantages of H aving M any E vents

There are two m ain advantages of having several tim es m ore events than we
originally thought we would have. First, we can do statistical tests on the data.
For exam ple, sin ple geom etry predicts a speci ¢ distrdbbution of m axinum am pli-

cations. Basically, every lens/lineofsight in pact param eter should be equally
likely, so the distrlbbution ofuy in s should be uniform (taking into account that our
e ciency for detecting high magni cation (low uy in) events is larger). W e have
perform ed a K olm ogorov-Sm imov (K -S) test on the bulge events and nd good
consistency w ith the m icrolensing hypothesis. T hus the m icrolensing interpretation
of these events is greatly strengthened.

T he second advantage of having m any events, is that rare events can be found.
For exam ple events of high m agni cation or long duration should occur occasion—
ally. For som e types of rare events additional In portant infom ation conceming
the M acho m ass/velocity /distance can be extracted. For exam pl, in reference [64]
we show an event which lasted about 1/2 year, during which tin e the Earth had
a chance to travel part way around the Sun. T his gave our telescope two di erent
perspectives on the lens, resulting In a parallax event. T hus the lightcurve doesnot

t the naive am pli cation form ula presented earlier. Including the E arth’s m otion,
we ndagood t,and discover that theM acho wasm oving w ith a pro fcted trans—
verse velocity of 76 6 km /sec. TheM acho m ass is determ ined by a com bination of
this velocity, the event duration, and the distance to theM acho, so for such parallax
events there is a one-to-one relationship between the M acho m ass and distance. In
this case the M acho could be either a brown dwarf star in the galactic bulge, an
M -dw arf star at a distance 0of 2 to 6 kpc, or a m ore m assive star quite nearby.

A nother rare type of m icrolensing event is shown in reference [47,40]. This
lightcurve is characteristic of lightcurves form ed by binary lenses. This particular
event was st seen by the OGLE group [B4], and detailed analysis w ill again give
Inform ation as to the lens m asses, distances and velocities. An exciting aspect
of such a binary M acho detection, is the possibility of detecting planets around
M achos. G iven that som e of the Jenses we cbserve are in fact low m ass stars, it is
possible to cbserve caustic crossing such asm entioned above, for planets even dow n
to Earth m ass [65,66]. Thusm icrolensing m ay wellbe the best way to discover and
get statistics on extra-solar planets.

7.8 M acho C onclusion

T he m icrolensing experin ents have given robust and strong lim its on the bary—
onic content ofthe halo. M uch m ore data from the LM C and SM C w illbe available
soon, O we expect the statistics to in prove in the near fiture. The LM C events,
if interpreted as due to halo m icrolensing, allow a m easurem ent of the baryonic
contribution to the halo, which isaround 20% for a standard halo. In this case, the
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m ost likely M acho contribution to the M iky W ay halo m ass isabout 8 10'°M ,
which is roughly the sam e as the disk contrdbution to the M iky W ay m ass. How —
ever, the whole story has been m ade m ore com plicated (and exciting) by the m uch
larger than expected num ber of bulge m icrolensing events. T hese events Inply a
new com ponent ofthe G alaxy, and untilthe nature ofthisnew com ponent isknown,
unam biguous conclusions conceming the LM C events w ill not be possble. For ex—
am pl, iftheM iky W ay disk ism uch lJarger than usually considered, a m uch an aller
totalhalo m ass w ill be required, and so even an allM acho halo m ight be allowed.
A Tematively, the new G alactic com ponent w hich is giving rise to the bulge events,
m ay also be giving rise to the LM C events, and theM acho content ofthe halo could
be zero. Fortunately, m uch m ore data is forthcom ing, and m any new ideas have
been proposed. M icrolensing is fast becom ing a new probe of G alactic structure,
and beside the originalpotential to discover or lim it dark m atter, m ay wellproduce
discoverdies such as extra-solar planetary system s.

8. Conclisions

T he dark m atter situation has changed dram atically in the past few years. Not
long ago, people agreed that the dark m atter existed, but had little hope ofknow ing
w hat it actually consisted of. Now strong detection e orts are undemway form any
of the best candidates. ForM achos, rst results are already in, and it seem s quite
probable that thebulk ofthe dark m atter doesnot consist ofM achos in the Earth to
brown dwarfm ass range. T here is stilla \baryonic dark m atter" w indow for exotic
ob Ects in the solar to 1000 solar m ass range. Tuming to W in ps, we found that
these are excellent dark m atter candidates for a variety of reasons, and that three
m ethods of detection are being vigorously pursued: high energy accelerators, direct
detection, and via high energy neutrinos from the Sun. A xions also are ne dark
m atter candidates, and the new m icrow ave caviy experim entsw ill forthe rsttime
probe som e of the best axion param eter space. H owever, no experin ents capable
ofde niively ruling out either axion orW im p candidates are underw ay, so there is
the chance that either could be the dark m atter w fthout us discovering it.

N o one has yet found a m ethod to directly detect a light neutrino com ponent of
the dark m atter, though interest in these as candidates for the \hot dark m atter"
com ponent in a m ixed hot plus cold dark m atter galaxy fom ation scenario is very
high. For neutrinos, the m ost prom ising m ethod is to m easure the m asses via
neutrino oscillation experim ents, and then calculate the relic density using the big
bang theory. Indirect and prelim inary evidence for such neutrino oscillations already
exists, so experin ents capable of actually detem ining neutrino m asses should be
watched w ith great interest by all astrophysicists.

In conclusion, this is a very active eld, and ram arkably, there is a reasonable
chance of discovering the nature of the dark m atter w ithin the next few years.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1. Param eter space in them inin al supersym m etricm odel. Only two
ofthe vedinensions ( and M;) are digplayed. Panel (a) show s the starting grid
ofparam eters choices, and panel (o) show s them odels left after elim inating m odels
w hich violate any of several accelerator constraints (from 221]).

Figure 2. Scatter plot of relic neutralino density vs. neutralino m ass for the
set of supersym m etric m odels discussed In the text. Laboratory constraints from
LEP measureamentsand Brp! s ) are enforced. M odels between the lines drawn
at h?= 0:025and h?= 1 are compatible wih neutralino dark m atter (from
R2]).

Figure 3. Predicted rate in a /3G e cryogenic detector vs neutralino m ass for
the allowed dark-m atter m odels above (from R2]).

Figure 4. M easured gamm a-ray background in an underground high-purity
gem anium Jonization detector (data acquired by the UCB /UC SB /LB L experin ent
at O roville 26,27]. Various gam m a-ray lines are identi ed, as is the end point of
the broad tritiim spectrum . The rapid rse at low Q is the electronic noise (from
R2]).

Figure 5. Theoreticaldi erentialevent rate forW MM P S ofvariousm asses hit-
ting a gem anium target. W MM P m asses are labeled in GeV . An arbitrary cross
section of o= 4 10 3®an? was chosen w ith standard values for the other param —
eters. Note the rate axis scale is 100 tin es am aller than in Fig. 4, and the cross
section chosen is very high for neutralinos (from R2]).

Figure 6. Indirect-detection rate vs neutralino m ass. The sum of the rates
for upward muons from both the Sun and Earth is shown. Currently planned
experin entsw illbe sensitive in the 10 m ?yr 'to10 “‘m ?yr ! range (from R2]).

Figure 7. The three observed stellar lightcurves that we interpret as gravita—
tionalm icrolensing events are each shown In relative ux units (red and blue) vs
tin e in days. The solid lines are ts to the theoretical m icrolensing shape (from

B7D).

Figure 8. Example lightcurves from  rst year bulge data. Four of the 43
m icrolensing events are shown (from [46,47]).

Figure 9. The lower panel show s the number of expected events predicted
from the standard m odelhalo w ith a delta function m ass distribution. G wven three
observed events, points above the line drawn at N ¢y, = 7:7 are excluded at the 95%
CL.Theupperpanel show sthe 95% CL lin it on thehalomassin M ACHO sw ithin
50 kpc of the galactic center for the m odel. P oints above the curve are excluded at
95% CL while the Ine at 4:1 10M  shows the totalm ass in this m odelw ithin
50 kpc (from [B7]).
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