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A bstract

O bservational evidence along w ith theoretical argum ents w hich call for non-baryonic dark m at—
ter are reviewed. A brief summ ary of the dark m atter session is lncluded.

T here is increasing evidence that relative to the visble m atter In the Universe, which is
In the form of baryons, there is considerably m ore m atter In the Universe that we don't see
El:]. Here, I will review som e of the m otivations for dark m atter n the Universe. The best
observational evidence is found on the scale of galactic halos and com es from the cbserved at
rotation curves ofgalaxies. T here isalsom ounting evidence fordark m atter in elliptical galaxies
as well as clusters of galaxies com ing from X -ray observations of these ob gcts. A lso, direct
evidence hasbeen obtained through the study ofgravitational lenses. In theory, we believe there
ismuch m orem atterbecause 1) in ation tellsus so (and there is at present no good altemative
to In ation) and 2) our current understanding of galaxy form ation only m akes sense if there is
m ore m atter than we see. One can also m ake a strong case for the existence of non-baryonic
dark m atter in particular. T he recurrent problem w ith baryonic dark m atter is that not only
is it very di cul to hide baryons, but the standard m odel of prim ordial nuckosynthesis would
have to discarded ifall of the dark m atter isbaryonic. Fortunately, asw illbe coverad at length
In these proceedings, there are several attractive altematives to baryonic dark m atter.

Before embarking on the sub gct of dark m atter, i willbe ussful to review the relevant
quantities from the standard big bang m odel. In a Frdedm ann-R obertson-W alker U niverse, the
expansion rate of the Universe (the Hubbl param eter) is related to the energy density and
curvature constant k by
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assum Ing no cosm ological constant, where k = 1,0 fora closed, open or spatially atUniverse,
and R isthe cosm ological scale factor. W hen k = 0, the energy density takes its \critical" value,
= .=3H?=8 G =188 10 h?gan °’whereh,= H,=100km s ' Mpc ! isthe scaled
present value of the Hubbl param eter. The coan ological density param eter is de ned by
= = .and by rewriting eq. (L) we can relatek to and H by
k 2
2= ( DH @)
sothatk= +1; 1;0 correspondsto > 1;< 1;= 1.

In very broad tem s, observationallin its on the cosm ologicalparam etersare: 02 < < 2
and 04 < h, < 10 P]. The cosn ological density is however sensitive to the particular scale
being observed (at Jeast on am all scales) . A coountably visble m atter contributes In totalonly
a am all fraction to the overall density, giving v 003 01. In the bright central parts of
galaxies, the density is larger 002 0:.0n lamer scals, that ofbinaries and an allgroups
ofgalaxies, ’ 005 0:3.0n even larger scales the density m ay be Jarge enough to support

" 1:0. Though there are no astronom ical cbservations to support > 1, lin itsbased on the
deceleration of the Universe only indicate B]that < 2.

T he age of the Universe is also very sensitive to these param eters. A gain, In the absence

of a coan ological constant we have,

Hoty = a + =x) ?dx ©))
0
Forty > 13Gyr, h2< 025 ifh,> 05and h?< 045 ifh, > 04. W hilke orty > 10 Gyr,
hZ< 08 ifh,> 05and h2< 14 ifh,> 04.

There is, In fact, good evidence for dark m atter on the scale of galaxies (and their halos).
A ssum ing that galaxies are In viral equilbbrium , one expects that by Newton’s Law s one can
relate the m ass at a given distance r, from the center of a galaxy to is rotational velocity

M (r) / V'r=Gy @)

T he rotationalvelbcity, v, ism easured [3,%4, 3] by dbserving 21 an em ission lines in H I regions
(neutralhydrogen) beyond the point wherem ost ofthe light in the galaxy ceases. A com pilation
of nearly 1000 rotation curves of spiral galaxies have been plotted in [] as a function of r for
varying brightnesses. If the bulk of the m ass is associated w ith light, then beyond the point
where m ost of the light stops M would be constant and v* / 1=r. This is not the case, as
the rotation curves appear to be at, ie., v constant outside the core of the galaxy. This
InpliesthatM / rbeyond the point where the light stops. T his is one of the strongest pieces
of evidence for the existence of dark m atter. Velocity m easuram ents indicate dark m atter In
elliptical galaxies as well f7].

G alactic rotation curves are not the only observational indication for the existence of
dark m atter. X-ray em iting hot gas In elliptical galaxies also provides an in portant piece
of evidence for dark m atter. A s an exam ple, consider the large elliptical M 87. The detailed
pro les of the tem perature and density of the hot X ay em itting gas have been m apped out
Bl. By assum ing hydrostatic equilbrium , these m easurem ents allow one to detem ine the
overallm ass distribbution in the galaxy necessary to bind the hot gas. Based on an isothem al
m odelw ih tem perature kT = 3keV (Which leads to a conservative estin ate of the totalm ass),



Fabricant and G orenstein [8] predicted that the totalm ass out to a radialdistance of 392 K pg¢,
is577 10°M whereasthemassin thehotgasisonly 28 10°M oronly 5% ofthe total
The visble m ass is expected to contribute only 1% ofthe total. The nferred value of based
onM 87wouldbe 02.

M 87 is not the only exam ple of an elliptical galaxy in which X -ray em iting hot gas is
observed to indicate the presence of dark m atter. At thism esting, Forem an EQ], showed several
exam ples of ellipiticals w ith large m ass to light ratios. For exam pl in the case 0fN 4472, whik
the optical observations go out to 25 kpc, the X +ay gas is seen out to 75 kpc, ndicating M /L's
of about 60 at 70 kpc and up to 90 at 100 kpc. Sin ilar inferences regarding the existence of
dark m atter can be m ade from the X ay em ission from sm all groups of galaxies [10, 11].

O n very large scales, it ispossible to get an estim ate of from the distrdbbution ofpeculiar
velocities. On scals, , where perturbations, , are still sm all, peculiar velocities can be
expressed 2] asv H 9% On these scales, m easurem ents of the peculiar velocity eld
from the IRAS galaxy catalogue indicate that indeed  is close to unity [3]. Another piece
of evidence on large scalkes, is availble from gravitational lensing [14]. T he system atic lensing
of the roughly 150,000 galaxies per deg” at redshifts between z= 1 3 into arcs and arclets
allow one to trace the m atter distrbution in a oreground cluster. Van W aeroeke discussed
recent results of weak gravitational lensing looking at system s, which if virialized, have m ass
to light ratios In the range 400{1000 and corregpond to values of between 025 and 0.6 [15].
U nfortunately, none of these observations reveal the identity of the dark m atter.

T heoretically, there is no lack of support for the dark m atter hypothesis. T he standard
big bang m odel including in ation alm ost requiresthat = 1 [{6]. T he sin ple and unfortunate
fact that at present we do not even know whether is Jarger or sm aller than one indicates that
we do not know the sign ofthe curvature tem , further in plying that it is subdom nant in Eq.
@)
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photon background. T herefore the quantity

where T is the tem perature of the them al
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is dim ensionless and constant in the standard model. The smallhess of kK is known as the
curvature problm and can be resolved by a period of n ation. Before In ation, ket us w rite
R =R;, T =T;andR T . During in ation, R T! &% whereH isconstant. A fter
In ation, R = R¢ R;ibutT = Ty = Tz < T; where Ty is the tem perature to which the
Universe reheats. ThusR 6 T ! and K ! 0 is not constant. But from Egs. @) and (@) if
K! Othen ! 1,and since typical in ationary m odels contain m uch m ore expansion than is
necessary, beoom esexponentially close to one.

Ifthisisthecaseand = 1,then weknow two things: D ark m atter exists, shce we don’t
e = 1 In lum inous ob ects, and m ost (at least 90% ) of the dark m atter is not baryonic.
The latter conclusion is a result from big bang nuckosynthesis {17, 1§], which constrains the
baryon-to-photon ratio = ng=n to

14 10%< <38 10%° 7)



which correspondstoa Imiton 3
0:005< 5 < 009 8)

for04 < h, < 10. Thus1l s isnot only dark but also non-baryonic. Iwill retum to big
bang nuclkosynthesis below .

A nother in portant piece of theoretical evidence for dark m atter com es from the sinple
fact that we are here living in a galaxy. T he type of perturbations produced by in ation 9]
are, in m ost m odels, adiabatic perturbations ( = / T=T), and Iwill restrict my attention
to these. Indeed, the perturbations produced by in ation also have the very nearly scale-free
spectrum describbed by Harrison and Zeldovich £Q]. W hen produced, scale-free perturbations
fallo as — / 1?2 (hcrease as the square of the wave number). At early tines = grows
as t until the tin e when the horizon scale which is proportional to the age of the Univers)
is com parabl to 1. At Jater timn es, the growth hals (the m ass contained w ithin the volum e
L hasbeoom e an aller than the Jean’sm ass) and — = (roughly) independent of the scale 1.
W hen the Universe becom esm atter dom inated, the Jean’sm ass drops dram atically and grow th
continuesas — / R 1=T . For an overview ofthe evolution of density perturbations and the
resulting observable spectrum see P1]. The transition to m atter dom inance is detem ined by
setting the energy densities n radiation (photons and any m assless neutrinos) equal to the
energy density In m atter (paryons and any dark m atter). For three m assless neutrinos and
baryons (no dark m atter), m atter dom Inance begins at

Tn = 022mp ©)

and or < 38 101'9, this correspondsto T, < 008 &V .

The subsequent non-lneargrowth n =~ = wasdiscussed In these sessions In som e detailat
thism eeting. In particular, there was a considerable discussion of the e ects of the non-linear
regin e on the power soectrum and the appearance of non-G aussian features such as skewness
and kurtosis P3]. Colombi P3] discussed the 2-and 3-point correlation functions. Num erous
sim ulations were presented to re ect the hydrodynam ics of galaxy form ation P4]and the origin
of the large scak bias 23].

Because we are considering adiabatic perturbations, there w ill be anisotropies produced
In them icrow ave badkground radiation on the orderof T=T . Thevalieof ,theam plitude
of the density uctuations at horizon crossing, has now been determ ined by COBE R8], =
(5:7 04) 10°. W ithout the existence of dark m atter, = In baryons could then achieve
amaxinum valie ofonly = A (I,=T,)< 2 10°A ,whereT,= 235 10%eV isthe
present tem perature of the m icrow ave background and A 1 10 isa scale dependent grow th
factor. The overall growth in = istoo am all to argue that growth has entered a nonlinear
regin e needed to explain the large value (10°) of = in galaxies.

D ark m atter easily ram edies this dilemm a In the follow ing way. T he transition to m at-
ter dom lnance is detem ined by setting equal to each other the energy densities in radiation

(chotons and any m assless neutrinos) and m atter (pbaryons and any dark m atter). W hile ifwe
suppose that there exists dark m atterw ith an abundance Y = n =n (the ratio ofthe number
density of ’sto photons) then

T, = 022m Y (10)

Sihcewe can writem Y =G&V = h?=@4 10),wehave T, =T, = 24 1d h? which is
to be com pared wih 350 in the case of baryons alone. The baryons, although still bound



to the radiation until decoupling, now see desp potential wells form ed by the dark m atter
perturbations to fall nto and are no longer required to grow attherate = / R.

W ith regard to dark m atter and galaxy fom ation, all form s ofdark m atter are not equal.
They can be distinguished by their relative tem perature at T, R7]. Particles which are still
largely relativistic at T, (like neutrinos or otherparticleswihm < 100 &V) have the property
R8]that (due to free stream ing) they erase perturbations out to very large scales given by the

Jean’sm ass M
M;=3 108—— 11)
m 2@V)

Thus, very large scale structures form rst and galaxies are expected to fragm ent out later.
Particles w ith this property are tem ed hot dark m atter particlkes. Cold particles m > 1
M €V ) have the opposite behavior. Sm all scale structure form s st aggregating to form larger
structures later. Neither candidate is com pletely satisfactory when the resulting structure is
com pared to the observations. Form ore details, I refer the reader to review s in refs. [1'].

T he m ost prom ising possibility we have for unscram bling the various possble scenarios
for structure fom ation is the carefill analysis of the observed power spectrum . Rew riting the
density contrast in Fourier spacs,

z
k) / dx— e * (12)

the power spectrum is jast
P k)=hj k)3i 13)

which is often wrtten In temm of a transfer function and a power law, P T K)K. The at
soectrum produced by In ation hasn = 1.) The data controuting to P (k) include observations
of galaxy distrdbutions, velocity distributions and of course the CM B 29]. However to m ake a
com parison w ith our theoretical expectations, we rely on n-body sin ulations and a deconvolu—
tion of the theory from the cbservations. O verall, there is actually a considerable am ount of
concordance w ith our expectations. T he velocity distributions ndicate that 03 < < 1 and
the power spectrum is roughly consistentwith an = 1,andn = 1, cold dark m atterU niverse.
Future surveys 30,31 ]w illhow ever, m ost certainly dram atically in prove our understand—
Ing of the detailed features of the power spectrum and their theoretical Interpretations. W e
should in principle be able to distinguish between a m ixed dark m atter and a cold dark m atter
= 1 Universe, whether ornot < 1, wih CDM , the presence of a cosm ological constant,
or a tilt in the spectrum . Zurek 2], stressed the in portance of num erical sin ulations I this
context. Future probes of the anall scale anisotropy 31, 33] should in addition be abk to
determ ne the valuesofnot only ,butalso  and h, to a high degree of accuracy through a
carefiil analysis of the D oppler peak in the power soectrum .

A cospting the dark m atter hypothesis, the st choice fora candidate should be som ething
we know to exist, baryons. Though baryonic dark m atter can not be the whol story if = 1,
the dentity of the dark m atter in galactic halos, which appear to contribute at the level of

005, ram ains an In portant question needing to be resolved. A baryon density of this
m agniude is not excluded by nuclkosynthesis. Indeed we know som e of the baryons are dark
since < 001 In the disk of the galaxy.

Tt is quite di cult, however, to hide large am ounts of baryonicm atter [34}. Sites for halo
baryons that have been discussed include snowballs, which tend to sublin ate, cold hydrogen



gas, whith must be supported against collapse, and hot gas, which can be excluded by the
X —ray background. Stellar ob fcts (collectively called M ACHO s form acroscopic com pact halo
ob Fcts) must ettherbe so anall (M < 008 M ) so as not to have begun nuclkar buming or
SO0 m assive so as to have undergone total gravitational collapse w ithout the efction of heavy
elem ents. Intemm ediate m ass stars are generally quite problam atic because either they are
expected to still reside on the m ain-sequence today and hence would be visble, or they would
have produced an excess of heavy elem ents.

On the other hand, M ACHO s are a candidate which are testablk by the gravitational
m icrolensing of stars in a neighboring galaxy such as the LM C [85]. By cdbserving m illions
of stars and exam Ining their intensity as a function of tine, it m ay be possble to determm ine
the presence of dark obfcts n our halo. It is expected that durg'glg a lensing event, a star’s
Intensity will rdse In an achrom atic fashion over a period t 3 M =00IM days. Indeed,
m icrolensing candidates have been found [B§]. For low m ass cbfcts, thosewith M < 0:dM ,
it appears however that the halo fraction ofM achos issmall,  0:19 5§ B7]. There have been
som e recent reports of events w ith longer duration B8] kading to the speculation of a white
dwarf population in the halo. Though i is too early to determm Ine the im plications of these
observations, they are very encouraging In that perhaps this issue can and w illbe decided.

T he degree to which baryons can contrlbute to dark m atter depends ultin ately on the
overallbaryon contrbution to whidh is constrained by nuckosynthesis. B ecause of its in por-
tance regarding the issue of dark m atter and in particular non-baryonic dark m atter, Iwant to
review the status ofbig bang nucleosynthesis.

Conditions for the synthesis of the light elem ents were attained in the early Universe at
tem peratures T < 1 M &V, corresponding to an age of about 1 second. G iven a single input
param eter, the baryon-to-photon ratio, , the theory is capabl of predicting the prim ordial
abundances of D /H, *He/H, *He/H and 'Li/H . T he com parison of these predictions w ith the
observational determ ination of the abundances of the light elem ents not only tests the theory
but also xes the value of

T he dom inant product of big bang nuclkosynthesis is “He resulting in an abundance of
close to 25 $ by mass. In the standard m odel, the “He m ass fraction depends only weakly on

. W hen we go beyond the standard m odel, the *He abundance is very sensitive to changes
In the expansion rate which can be related to the e ective num ber of neutrino avors. Lesser
am ounts of the other light elem ents are produced: D and °He at the level of about 10 ° by
num ber, and "Liat the levelof 10 ° by num ber.

There is now a good collection of abundance infom ation on the *He m ass fraction, Y,
O /H,and N /H in over 50 extragalactic H IT (fonized hydrogen) regions 89,40, 41]. T he cbser-
vation of the heavy elam ents is in portant as the heliuim m ass fraction observed in these H IT
regions has been augm ented by som e stellar processing, the degree to which is given by the
oxygen and nitrogen abundances. In an extensive study based on the data n 39, 40Q], i was
found E2] that the data is well represented by a linear correlation orY vs. O /H and Y vs.
N /H . It is then expected that the prim ordial abundance of “He can be determ ined from the
Interospt of that relation. T he overall result of that analysis indicated a prin oxdialm ass frac—
tion, Y, = 0232  0:003. In i3], the stability of this twas veri ed by a M onte< arlo analysis
show Ing that the tswere not overly sensitive to any particular H IT region. In addition, the
data from f1]was also included, yielding a “Hem ass fraction (3]

Y= 0234 0003 0:005 14)



T he second uncertainty is an estin ate of the system atic uncertainty in the abundance detem i-
nation.

The "Liabundance is also reasonably well known. In old, hot, population—II stars, 'Li
is found to have a very nearly uniform abundance. For stars with a surface tem perature
T > 5500 K and a metallicity less than about 1/20th solar (o that e ects such as stellar
convection m ay not be in portant), the abundances show little or no dispersion beyond that
which is consistent w ith the errors of individualm easurem ents. Indeed, asdetailed in 4], m uch
of the work conceming 'Lihas to do with the presence or absence of dispersion and whether
or not there is in fact some tiny slope to a [Li]l= log 'Li/H + 12 vs. T or [Li] vs. Fe/H]
relationship. There is 'Lidata from nearly 100 halo stars, from a variety of sources. I will
use the valuie given in [5] as the best estin ate ©or the m ean 'Liabundance and its statistical
uncertainty n halo stars

LEH = (16 0I3%% %) 10'0 (15)

The rst error is statistical, and the second is a system atic uncertainty that covers the range
of abundances derived by various m ethods. The third set of errors in Eq. (15) accounts for
the possibility that asmuch as half of the prin ordial 'Liihas been destroyed in stars, and that
asmuch as 30% of the dbserved 'Lim ay have been produced in cosn ic ray collisions rather
than in the Big Bang. O bservations of °Li, Be, and B help constrain the degree to which these
e ectsplay a role [6]. For 'Li, the uncertainties are clearly dom inated by system atic e ects.

Tuming to D /H, we have three basic types of abundance nfom ation: 1) ISM data,
2) solar system Infomm ation, and perhaps 3) a prin ordial abundance from quasar absorption
system s. The best m easurem ent for ISM D /H is f7]

O=H)gy = 160 00952 10° (16)

T his value m ay not be universal (or galactic as the case m ay be) since there m ay be som e real
dispersion ofD /H in the ISM [§]. The solar abundance ofD /H is nferred from two distinct
m easurem ents of *He. The solar wind m easurem ents of *He as well as the Iow tem perature
com ponents of step-w ise heating m easurem ents of >He in m eteorites yield the presolar O +
*He)/H ratio, asD wase ciently bumed to ’He in the Sun’s pre-m ain-sequence phase. T hese
m easurem ents indicate that ¥9, 501

D + 3He!

= = @41 0% 14) 10 17)

T he high tem perature com ponents in m eteorites are believed to yield the true solar*He/H ratio
of 43,501 !

‘He
= 15 02 03) 10 (18)

The di erence between these two abundances reveals the presolar D /H ratio, giving,
O=H) @6 06 14) 10 (19)

F inally, there have been several recent reported m easurem ents of D /H is high redshift quasar
absorption systam s. Such m easurem ents are In principl capable of determ ining the prim ordial
value for D /H and hence , because of the strong and m onotonic dependence of D /H on

However, at present, detections of D /H using quasar absorption system s indicate both a high



and Jow value of D /H .A s such, we caution that these values m ay not tum out to represent
the true prim ordial value. The rst of these m easurem ents [bl] indicated a rather high D /H
ratio, D /H 19 {25 10*.A recent reobservation ofthe high D /H absorption system has
been resolved into two com ponents, both yielding high values w ith an average value ofD /H =
1995 10* P3laswellas an additional system with a sin ilar high value $3]. O ther high
D /H ratios were reported in [B4]. H owever, there are reported low values of D /H in other such
system s P]with valuesD /H ' 25 10 °, signi cantly lower than the ones quoted above. Tt
is probably prem ature to use this value as the prin ordialD /H abundance in an analysis ofbig
bang nuckosynthesis, but it is certainly encouraging that future observationsm ay soon yield
a m value forD /H . It is however in portant to note that there does seem to be a trend that
over the history ofthe G alaxy, the D /H ratio is decreasing, som ething we expect from galactic
chem icalevolution. O foourse the totalam ount ofdeuterium astration that has occurred is still
uncertain, and m odel dependent.

T here are also several types of °H em easurem ents. A s noted above, m eteoritic extractions
vield a presolar value for "He/H as given in Eq. (1§). Tn addition, there are several ISM
m easurem ents of *°He in galactic H IT regions [56] which also show a w ide dispersion

|
‘He
H

1 5 10° 0)

HII

There is also a recent ISM m easurem ent of *He §7] w ith
!
*He

= =242 10° @1)

ISM

Finally there are observations of *He in planetary nebulae B8] which show a very high *He
abundance of *He/H 10 °.

Each ofthe light elem ent isotopes can bem ade consistent w ith theory for a speci ¢ range
In . Overall consistency of course requires that the range ln~ agree am ong all four light
elem ents. *He (togetherw ith D ) has stood out 1 its in portance HrBBN , because it provided
a (rlatively large) lower lin it for the baryon-to-photon ratio 9], 10 > 28. This lin it for
a long tin e was seen to be essential because it provided the only m eans for bounding  from
below and in e ect allows one to set an upper lim it on the number of neutrino avors 60,
N , as well as other constraints on partick physics properties. That is, the upper bound to
N is strongly dependent on the lower bound to . This is easy to see: for ower , the’He
abundance drops, allow ing for a larger N , which would raise the “He abundance. However,
or < 4 10, corespondingto h? 001 002, which is not too di erent from galactic
m ass densities, there is no bound whatsoever on N [61]. O f course, w ith the in proved data
on 'Li, we do have Iowerboundson  which exoeed 10 1°.

In B9)], i was argued that since stars (even massive stars) do not destroy *He In is
entirety, we can obtain abound on  from an upperbound to the solarD and *H e abundances.
Onecan in fact Iim it $9,62] the sum ofprin ordialD and *H e by applying the expression below
att= 1 1

D + °He D 1 °He
_ -+ — — 22)
H H

o t 93 H |

In @2), g; is the fraction of a star’s initial D and *He which survives as*He. Forg; > 025 as
suggested by stellar m odels, and using the solardata on D /H and *He/H,one nds 10> 238.



The linit ;0 > 28 derived using ¢2) is really a one shot approxin ation. Namely, it
is assum ed that m aterial passes through a star no m ore than once. To detem Ine whether
or not the solar (and present) valies of D /H and *He/H can be m atched it is necessary to
consider m odels of galactic chem ical evolution [63]. In the absence of stellar *H e production,
particularly by low m ass stars, i was shown [64] that there are indeed suitable choices fora star
form ation rate and an nitialm ass fiinction to: 1) m atch the D /H evolution from a prim ordial
valie O /H), = 75 10 °, corresponding to 19 = 3, through the solar and ISM abundances,
while 2) at the sam e tin e keeping the *He/H evolution relatively at so as not to overproduce
’He at the solar and present epochs. This was achieved rg; > 0:3. Even for g; 0{7, the
present *He/H could bem atched, though the solar value was found to be a factor of 2 too high.
For D/H), ' 2 10 4, corresponding to 19 ’ 1:7, m odels could be found which destroy D
su ciently; however, overproduction of °He occurred unless g; was tuned down to about 0.1.

In the context ofm odels ofgalactic chem icalevolution, there is, how ever, little jasti cation
a priori or neglecting the production of *He in low m ass stars. Indeed, stellar m odels predict
that considerable am ounts of °H e are produced in starsbetween 1 and 3M .ForM < 8M ,
Toen and Truran [63] calculate

M 2 h i

CHe=H): =18 10° o T07 o+ He)=H . (23)
sothatat 1= 3,and (D + °He)/H);= 9 10°,g5(AM )= 2.7! & should be em phasized
that this prediction is in fact consistent w ith the observation ofhigh *He/H in planetary nebulae
B8]

G enerally, in plem entation of the *He yield in Eq. @3) in chem ical evolution m odels
Jeads to an overproduction of *He/H particularly at the solar epoch [66,%7]. In F igure 1, the
evolution of D /H and He/H is shown as a function of tine from [49, 66]. The solid curves
show the evolution In a sim ple m odel of galactic chem ical evolution w ith a star fomm ation rate
proportional to the gas density and a power law M F (see [66]) for details). The m odel was
chosen to tthe observed deuterium abundances. H owever, asone can plainly see, °H e is grossly
overproduced (the deuteriuim data is represented by squares and *He by circles). D epending
on the particular m odel chosen, it m ay be possible to com e close to at kast the upper end of
the range ofthe *He/H observed in galactic H IT regions [56], although the solar value ism issed
by m any standard deviations.

T he overproduction of °He relative to the solar m eteoritic value seem s to be a generic
feature of chem ical evolution m odels when °He production in low m ass stars is lncluded. I
[49], a m ore extrem e m odel of galactic chem ical evolution was tested. There, i was assum ed
that the Iniialm ass finction was tin e dependent in such a way so asto favorm assive stars early
on (during the rsttwo Gyrofthe galaxy).M assive stars are preferential from the point ofview
of destroying *He. However, m assive stars are also pro cient producers of heavy elem ents and
In order to keep them etallicity ofthe disk down to acosptable kevels, supemovae driven out ow
was also included. The degree of out ow was lin ted roughly by the observed m etallicity In
the Intergalactic gas in clusters of galaxies. O ne further assum ption was necessary; we allowed
the m assive stars to lose their *He depleted hydrogen envelopes prior to explosion. Thus
only the heavier elem ents were expulsed from the galaxy. W ith all of these (sam idefensble)
assum ptions, *He was still overproduced at the solar epoch, as shown by the dashed curve in
Figure 1. Though there certainly is an in provem ent in the evolution of °He w ithout reducing
the yields of Jow m ass stars, it is hard to envision much fiirther reduction in the solar *He



10 T T T T T T T T T T T T

(D/H, 3He/H) x10-5

Time (Gyr)
Figure 1: The evolution of D and *He with time.

predicted by these m odels. The only conclusion that we can m ake at this point is that there is
clearly som ething w rong w ith our understanding of *He in tem s of etther chem ical evolution,
stellar evolution or perhaps even the observational data.

G iven the m agnitude of the problam s conceming *He, it would seem unw ise to m ake any
strong conclusion regarding big bang nuclkosynthesis which is based on *He. Perhaps as well
som e caution is deserved w ith regard to the recent D /H m easurem ents, although if the present
trend continues and is veri ed In several di erent quasar absorption system s, then D /H will
certainly becom e ourbest m easure for the baryon-to-photon ratio. G iven the current situation
how ever, it m akes sense to take a step back and perform an analysis ofbig bang nuclkosynthesis
in tem s of the elam ent isotopes that are best understood, nam ely *He and "Li.

M onte Carlo techniques are proving to be a useful form of analysis for big bang nucle-
osynthesis |8, $9]. In [l8], we performed just such an analysis using only “He and 'Li I
should be noted that In principle, two elem ents should be su cient for constraining the one
param eter ( ) theory of BBN .W e begin by establishing likelihood functions for the theory and
cbservations. For exam ple, for “H e, the theoretical likelihood finction takes the fom

2_
Lggy (Y;Ygen) = € ¢ Yeen (122§ 24)

where Ygpy ( ) is the central value for the “He m ass fraction produced in the big bang as
predicted by the theory at a given value of , and ; is the uncertainty In that value derived
from the M onte Carl calulations [p9] and is a measure of the theoretical uncertainty in
the big bang calculation. Sim ilarly one can write down an expression for the observational
likelihood function. In this case we have two sources of errors, as discussed above, a statistical
uncertainty, , and a system atic uncertainty, «s.Here, Iwillassum e that the system atic error
is described by a top hat distribution [69,7Q]. T he convolution ofthe top hat distrbution and
the G aussian (to describe the statistical errors in the cbservations) resuls in the di erence of

10



1'0 T T T T

09 -
08 - ]
0.7 -

0.6 I ]

7Li

Lowi(1)

04 -

03 -

0.2 ]

1He
Lww(1)

0.1 ]

0.0 1 1 =
0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00

N10

Figure 2: Likelhood distrioution for each of “He and 'Li, shown as a finction of . The
onepeak structure of the *He curve corresponds to its m onotonic increase with , while the
two-peaks for 'Liarise from its passing through a m ininum .

tw o error functions

+ Y
Lo (Y;Yo ) = erf % s erf —pu 5)
2, 2,

where in this cass, Yo is the cdbserved (or observationally determm ined) value for the ‘Hem ass
fraction. Had I used a Gaussian to describe the system atic uncertainty, the convolution of
two G aussians leads to a G aussian, and the likelhood fiinction €5) would have taken a form
sin ilar to that in @4).

A total likelhood function for each value of ;¢ is derived by convolving the theoretical
and observational distrbutions, which for *He is given by

z
L4Hetotal( )= dYLggy (¥;¥sen ( )) Lo (¥;Y0) (26)

An analogous caloulation is perform ed {1§] for 'Li. The resulting lkelhood functions from the
observed abundances given in Egs. (I4) and @9) is shown in Figure 2. A s one can see there is
very good agreem ent between ‘He and "Liin the vicihity of 1,/ 138.

T he com bined likelhood, for tting both elem ents sim ultaneously, is given by the product
of the two fiinctions in Figure 2 and is shown i Figure 3. From Figure 2 i is clear that
“He overlaps the Iower (n ) 'Lipeak, and so one expects that there will be concordance
in an allowed range of given by the overlap region. This is what one nds in Figure 3,
which does show concordance and gives a preferred value or , 19 = 1:8+%2 corresponding to

sh? = 006" 307.

Thus, we can conclude that the abundances of “He and 'Li are consistent, and select

an 19 range which overlaps wih (@t the 95% CL) the longstanding favorite range around
10 = 3. Furthem ore, by nding concordance using only “He and "Li, we deduce that if there

11
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Figure 3: Combined lkelhood for sin ultaneously tting ‘He and 'Lj, as a fiinction of

isproblam with BBN, itmust arise from D and *He and is thus tied to chem icalevolution orthe
stellar evolution of *He. The m ost m odelindependent conclusion is that standard BBN w ith
N = 3 isnot in popardy, but therem ay be problem sw ith our detailed understanding ofD and
particularly *He chem ical evolution. It is interesting to note that the central (and strongly)
peaked value of 17 detemm ined from the combined “He and’Li lkelihoods is at 1o = 138.
T he corresponding value of D /H is 1.8 10 ¢, very close to the high value of D /H in quasar
absorbers B1,52,54]. Since D and *H e are m onotonic fiinctions of , a prediction for , based
on ‘He and "Li, can be tumed into a prediction ©rD and *He. The corresponding 95% CL
rangesareD/H = (555 27) 10° andand He/H = (14 2:7) 10°.

Ifwe did have fullcon dence n them easured value of D /H in quasar absorption system s,
then we could perform the sam e statistical analysis using “He, 'Li, and D . To include D /H,
one would proceed in much the sam e way as w ith the other two light elem ents. W e com pute
likelhood functions for the BBN predictions as in Eq. 4) and the lkelhood function for the
observationsusing D /H = (1:9 04) 10%. W e are using only the high value ofD /H here.
These are then convolved as n Eq. £6). In gure 4, the resulting nom alized distriution,
LY a1 () s super-in posed on distrbutions appearing in  gure 2. It is indeed startling how the
three peaks, ©rD, *He and 'Liare literally on top of each other. Th gure 5, the combined
distribution is shown. W e now have a very clean distrbution and prediction ©or , 19 = 1:75" “I’
corresponding to  sh? = 006" §%,, with the peak of the distrbution at 1, = 1:75. The
absence of any overlap with the high— peak of the 'Li distrbution has considerably lowered
theupperlim itto . O verall, the concordance lin its in this case are dom Inated by the deuteriuim
likelhood function.

To summ arize on the subEct of big bang nuckosynthesis, I would assert that one can
conclude that the present data on the abundances of the light elem ent isotopes are consistent
w ith the standard m odel of big bang nuckosynthesis. U sing the the isotopes with the best
data, “He and "Lj, i ispossble to constrain the theory and cbtain a best value for the baryon—

12
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tophoton ratio of 15 = 18, a coreponding value = 0065 and

14 < 45 < 38 95% CL
005 < zh? < 014 95% CL 7)

For04 < h< 1,wehave a range 005< 5 < 09. This is a rather Iow value for the baryon
density and would suggest that much of the galactic dark m atter is non-baryonic [/1]. These
predictions are n addition consistent with recent observations of D /H in quasar absorption
system s which show a high value. D i culty rem ains however, .n m atching the solar *He abun-—
dance, suggesting a problem w ith our current understanding of galactic chem ical evolution or
the stellar evolution of Jow m ass stars as they pertain to *He.

Ifwe now take as given that non-baryonic dark m atter is required, we are faced w ith the
problem of its identity. Light neutrinos (m 30eV ) are a long-tim e standard when it com es
to non-baryonic dark m atter [/2]. Light neutrinos produce structure on large scales and the
natural (n inin al) scale for structure clustering is given in Eq. (17). Hence neutrinos o er the
natural possbility for large scale structures [73, 74] including lam ents and voids. Tt seem ed,
however, that neutrinos were ruled out because they tend to produce too much large scale
structure {73]. Because the sn allest non-linear structures have m ass scake M ; and the typical
galacticm ass scale is’ 102M |, galaxiesm ust fragm ent out of the larger pancake-like ob fcts.
The problem is that in such a soenario, galaxies form late [7/4,76] (z 1) whereas quasars and
galaxies are seen out to redshifts z > 4. Recently, neutrinos are seeing som ew hat of a revival
In popularity In m ixed dark m atter m odels.

In the standard m odel, the absence ofa right-handed neutrino state precludes the existence
of a neutrino m ass. By adding a right-handed state g, it ispossible to generate a D iracm ass
for the neutrino, m = h v= E, as for the charged J¥pton m asses, where h  is the neutrino
Yukawa coupling constant, and v is the H iggs expectation value. &t is also possible to generate
a M ajprana m ass for the neutrino when in addition to theD iracmasstem ,m g 1, a tem
M  r isihcluded. In what isknown as the see-saw m echanian , the two m ass eigenstates are
givenbym , m?=M which isvery light,andm , M which isheavy. The state ; isour
hot dark m atter candidate as , is in generalnot stable.

T he ocoan ological constraint on the m ass of a light neutrino is derived from the overall
m ass density ofthe Universe. In general, them ass density ofa light particle can be expressed
as

=m Yn .= 106 10°h,Gev=am’ ©8)

where Y = n =n isthe density of ’s relative to the density of photons, for h.,? < 1. For
neutrinos Y = 3=11, and one nds [/7]

X
(% m < 93eV ( h.2) 29)

where the sum runsover neutrino avors. A llparticlesw ith abundances Y sin ilar to neutrinos
willhave a m ass lin it given in Eq. @9).

Tk waspossbl that neutrinos (though not any ofthe known avors) could have had large
masses,m > 1M eV . In that case their abundance Y is controlled by ; anniilations 78],
for exam ple, ! ff via Z exchange. W hen the annihilations freezeout (the annihilation
rate becom es slower than the expansion rate of the Universe), Y becomes xed. Roughly,
Y m ) ! and a ! where , isthe annihilation crosssection. For neutrinos, we
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expect » m ?=m,* so that 1=m 2

neutrihomass, m > 3 7 Ge&V, depending on whether it is a D irac or M a prana neutrino.
Indeed, any particlke w ith roughly a weak scale cross-sections w ill tend to give an interesting
valieof h? 181l

D ue prin arily to the lim its from LEP {82], the heavy m assive neutrino hasbecom e sin ply
an exam pl and is no longer a dark m atter candidate. LEP exclides neutrinos (w ith standard
weak interactions) with massesm < 40 G €&V .Lab constraints forD irac neutrinos are available
B3], excluding neutrinos w ith m asses between 10 GeV and 4.7 TeV . This is signi cant, since
it precludes the possibility of neutrino dark m atter based on an asymm etry between  and
B4]. M ajprana neutrinos are excluded as dark matter snce  h,” < 0001 orm > 40 GeV
and are thus coan ologically uninteresting.

Supersym m etric theories introduce several possible candidates. IfR -parity, which distin-

guishesbetween \nom al" m atter and the supersym m etric partmers and can be de ned In tem s
1)3B+L+ 2S

and we can derive a Iower bound {79, 80] on the

ofbaryon, Iepton and soin asR = ( , is unbroken, there is at least one supersym —
m etric particle which must be stable. I will assum e R -parity conservation, which is comm on

In the M SSM . R-parity is generally assum ed In order to justify the absence of superpotential
termm s can be regponsible for ram pid proton decay. T he stablk particke (usually called the LSP)

ism ost probably som e linear com bination oftheonly R = 1 neutral ferm ions, the neutralinos
BH1: the wino W 3, the partner of the 3rd com ponent of the SU (2);, gauge boson; the bino,

B, the partner ofthe U (1)y gauge boson; and the two neutral H iggsinos, H'; and H, . G uinos
are expected to be heavier m4 = () sin® 4y M ,, where M , is the supersymm etry breaking
SU (2) gaugino m ass-and they do not m ix w ith the other states. The sneutrino 6] is also a

possibility but has been excluded as a dark m atter candidate by direct B3] searches, ndirect
B7] and acceleratorB2] searches. For m ore on the m otivations for supersymm etry and the
supersym m etric param eter space, see the contribution of Jungm an B1].

The identity of the LSP is e ectively determm ined by three param eter In the M SSM , the
gaugiho m ass, M ,, the Higgsm ixing mass , and the ratio of the H iggs vacuum expectation
values, tan . In Figure 6 B9], regions in the M ,; plnewih tan = 2 are shown In which
the LSP is one of several nearly pure states, the photino, ~, the U (1) gaugino,B’, a symm etric
com bination ofthe H iggsinos, H 1) = pl—é H,+H,),ortheHiggshoS = H;00s +H,sih .The
dashed lines show the LSP m ass contours. T he cross hatched regions corresoond to param eters
givinga chargino W ;H ) statewithmassm .  45G eV and assuch are excluded by LEP[90].
T his constraint has been extended by LEP 1.5, P1,192]and is shown by the light shaded region
and corresponds to regions where the chargno mass is < 67 Ge&V . The dark shaded region
corresponds to a linit on M , from the lin 03] on the guinomassm, 70 GeV orM, 22
G €V . N otice that the param eter space is dom nated by the B" or H'1, pure states and that the
photino M ost often quoted as the LSP ) only occupies a an all fraction of the param eter space,
as does the H iggsino combiation S°.

A sdescrbed in B1], the relic abundance of L'SP ’s is determ ined by solving the B oltzm ann
equation for the LSP number density in an expanding Universe. The technigquef(] used is
sim ilar to that for com puting the relic abundance of m assive neutrinos/g]. For binos, as was
the case for photinos B8], i is possble to adjist the sferm ion masses m . to obtain closure
density. A djisting the sferm jon m ixing param eters [95] or CP violating phases P§] allow s even
greater freedom . In Figure 7 [91], the relic abundance ( h?) isshown in theM , plane w ith
tan = 2, the Higgs pseudoscalarmassmy = 50 GeV, my = 100 GeV,and m . = 200 GeV.
Clearly theM SSM o erssu cient room to solve the dark m atter problem . Sin ilar results have
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Figure 6: TheM ,— plne in theM SSM fortan = 2.

been found by other groups 08,99, 100]. In F igure 7, in the higgsino sector H';, m arked o by
the dashed lne, co-annihilations {L01,99] between H (15, and the next lightest neutralino (@lso
a H iggsino) were not lncluded. These tend to lower signi cantly the relic abundance in much
of this sector.

Though I have concentrated on the LSP iIn the M SSM as a cold dark m atter candidate,
there are m any other possibilities when one goes beyond the standard m odel. A xions were
discussed at Jength by Jungm an B1l]and Lu [[02]. A host of other possbilities were discussed
by K hlopov {103].

The nalsub gct that Iwill cover in this Introduction/summ ary is the question of detec—
tion. D ark m atter detection can be separated Into two basic m ethods, direct [104] and indirect
f103]. D irect detection relies on the ability to detect the elastic scattering of a dark m atter
candidate o a nuclkus In a detector. The experin ental signatures for direct detection were
covered by Cabrera [104] and several individual experin ents were descrioed {L07].

T he detection rate, w ill depend on the density of dark m atter In the solar neighborhood,

03 GeV /ar’, the velocity, v 300 km /s, and the elastic cross section, . Spin indepen—
dent Interactions are the m ost prom ising for detection. D irac neutrinos have soin—-independent
Interactions, but as noted above, these have already been exclided as dark m atter by direct
detection experin ents B3]. In theM SSM , it is possble for the LSP to also have spin indepen-
dent interactions which are m ediated by H iggs exchange. T hese scatterings are only in portant
when the LSP isam ixed (gaugho/H iggsino) state as in the central regions of F igures 6 and 7.
G enerally, these regions have low values of h? (since the annihilation cross sections are also
enhanced) and the param eter space In which the elastic cross section and relic density are large

16



10000 o |
1 Yy
3000
1000
%
(:2 300
=
I
100
1/ —]
30
10
10 30 100 300 1000 3000 10000
M, (GeV)

Figure 7: Relic density contours ( h?) in theM , — plane.

is rather lim ited. Furthem ore, a signi cant detection rate In this case relies on a low m ass for
the H Iggs scalar [10§, 109].

M ore typical of the SUSY param eter space is a LSP with soin dependent interactions.
E lastic scatterings are prin arily spin dependent whenever the LSP ism ostly either gaugino or
H iggsino. For H iggsino dark m atter, H iggsinos w ith scatteringsm ediated by Z ° avoid the H 5,
regions of F igures 6 and 7, and as such are now largely excluded (the S° region does grow at
low tan  B3,'89]. Higgsino scatterings m ediated by sferm ion exchange depend on couplings
proportional to the light quark m asses and w ill have cross sections which are suppressed by
fm,=my )*, wherem , is the proton m ass. These rates are generally very Iow [L09]. B inos, on
the other hand, w ill have elastic cross sections which go asm *=m .*, where m is the reduced
m ass ofthebino and nucleus. T hese rates are typically higher (reaching up to alm ost 0.1 events

Indirect m ethods also o erthe possbility forthe detection ofdark m atter. T hreem ethods
for indirect detection were discussed {[05]. 1) -—rays from dark m atter annhilations in the
galactichalo are a possble signature fl12]. In the case oftheM SSM , unless them ass ofthe LSP
is Jarger than m i , the rates are probably too sm all to be detectable over background [105]. 2)
D ark m atterw illbe trapped gradually in the sun, and anniilationsw ithin the sun w illproduce
high energy neutrinoswhich m ay be detected [[13]; sin ilarly, annihilationsw ithin the earth m ay
provide a detectabl neutrino signal [[14]. Edsp [[15] discussed possbilities for determ ining
the m ass the dark m atter candidate from the angular distrloution of neutrinos. T his m ethod
hold considerable prom ise, as there will be a num ber of very large neutrino detectors com ing
on line In the future. Finally, 3) there is the possibility that halo annihilations Into positrons
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and antiprotons In su cient numbers to distinguish them from cosm icray backgrounds [112,
1186, L1730,
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