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A bstract

Observationalevidencealongwith theoreticalargum entswhich callfornon-baryonicdark m at-
terarereviewed.A briefsum m ary ofthedark m attersession isincluded.

There isincreasing evidence thatrelative to the visible m atterin the Universe,which is

in the form ofbaryons,there is considerably m ore m atter in the Universe thatwe don’t see

[1]. Here,Iwillreview som e ofthe m otivations for dark m atter in the Universe. The best

observationalevidenceisfound on thescaleofgalactichalosand com esfrom theobserved 
at

rotationcurvesofgalaxies.Thereisalsom ountingevidencefordarkm atterin ellipticalgalaxies

as wellas clusters ofgalaxies com ing from X-ray observations ofthese objects. Also,direct

evidencehasbeen obtained through thestudyofgravitationallenses.In theory,webelievethere

ism uch m orem atterbecause1)in
ation tellsusso(and thereisatpresentnogood alternative

to in
ation)and 2)ourcurrentunderstanding ofgalaxy form ation only m akessenseifthereis

m ore m atterthan we see. One can also m ake a strong case forthe existence ofnon-baryonic

dark m atterin particular. The recurrentproblem with baryonic dark m atteristhatnotonly

isitvery di�cultto hidebaryons,butthestandard m odelofprim ordialnucleosynthesiswould

havetodiscarded ifallofthedark m atterisbaryonic.Fortunately,aswillbecovered atlength

in theseproceedings,thereareseveralattractivealternativesto baryonicdark m atter.

Before em barking on the subjectofdark m atter,itwillbe usefulto review the relevant

quantitiesfrom thestandard big bang m odel.In a Friedm ann-Robertson-W alkerUniverse,the

expansion rate ofthe Universe (the Hubble param eter)isrelated to the energy density � and

curvatureconstantk by

H
2 =

 
_R

R

! 2

=
8�G

3
� �

k

R 2
(1)

1To be published in the proceedingsofthe XXXIstRecontresde M oriond,LesArcs,France,January 20-27

1996.
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assum ingnocosm ologicalconstant,wherek = � 1;0foraclosed,open orspatially
atUniverse,

and R isthecosm ologicalscalefactor.W hen k = 0,theenergydensitytakesits\critical"value,

� = �c = 3H 2=8�G = 1:88� 10� 29h2o g cm
� 3 where ho = H o=100 km s� 1 M pc� 1 isthe scaled

present value ofthe Hubble param eter. The cosm ologicaldensity param eter is de�ned by


= �=�c and by rewriting eq.(1)wecan relatek to 
 and H by

k

R 2
= (
� 1)H 2 (2)

so thatk = +1;� 1;0 correspondsto 
> 1;< 1;= 1.

In verybroad term s,observationallim itson thecosm ologicalparam etersare:0:2<� 
 <
� 2

and 0:4 <� ho <� 1:0 [2]. The cosm ologicaldensity ishowever sensitive to the particularscale

being observed (atleaston sm allscales).Accountably visiblem attercontributesin totalonly

a sm allfraction to the overalldensity,giving 
V � :003� :01. In the brightcentralpartsof

galaxies,thedensity islarger
� 0:02� 0:1.On largerscales,thatofbinariesand sm allgroups

ofgalaxies,
 ’ 0:05� 0:3.On even largerscalesthedensity m ay belargeenough to support


’ 1:0.Though thereareno astronom icalobservationsto support
> 1,lim itsbased on the

deceleration oftheUniverse only indicate[2]that
 <
� 2.

TheageoftheUniverseisalso very sensitive to theseparam eters.Again,in theabsence

ofa cosm ologicalconstantwehave,

H otU =

Z 1

0

(1� 
+ 
=x)� 1=2dx (3)

FortU > 13 Gyr,
h 2
o < 0:25 ifho > 0:5 and 
h 2

o < 0:45 ifho > 0:4. W hile fortU > 10 Gyr,


h 2
o < 0:8 ifho > 0:5 and 
h 2

o < 1:1 ifho > 0:4.

Thereis,in fact,good evidencefordark m atteron thescaleofgalaxies(and theirhalos).

Assum ing thatgalaxiesare in virialequilibrium ,one expectsthatby Newton’sLawsone can

relatethem assata given distancer,from thecenterofa galaxy to itsrotationalvelocity

M (r)/ v
2
r=G N (4)

Therotationalvelocity,v,ism easured [3,4,5]by observing 21 cm em ission linesin HIregions

(neutralhydrogen)beyond thepointwherem ostofthelightin thegalaxyceases.A com pilation

ofnearly 1000 rotation curvesofspiralgalaxieshave been plotted in [6]asa function ofr for

varying brightnesses. Ifthe bulk ofthe m assisassociated with light,then beyond the point

where m ost ofthe light stops M would be constant and v2 / 1=r. This is not the case,as

the rotation curves appearto be 
at,i.e.,v � constantoutside the core ofthe galaxy. This

im pliesthatM / r beyond thepointwherethelightstops.Thisisoneofthestrongestpieces

ofevidence forthe existence ofdark m atter. Velocity m easurem ents indicate dark m atterin

ellipticalgalaxiesaswell[7].

Galactic rotation curves are not the only observationalindication for the existence of

dark m atter. X-ray em itting hot gas in ellipticalgalaxies also provides an im portant piece

ofevidence fordark m atter. Asan exam ple,consider the large ellipticalM 87. The detailed

pro�lesofthe tem perature and density ofthe hotX-ray em itting gashave been m apped out

[8]. By assum ing hydrostatic equilibrium , these m easurem ents allow one to determ ine the

overallm assdistribution in thegalaxy necessary to bind thehotgas.Based on an isotherm al

m odelwith tem peraturekT = 3keV (which leadsto a conservativeestim ateofthetotalm ass),
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Fabricantand Gorenstein [8]predicted thatthetotalm assoutto a radialdistanceof392 Kpc,

is5:7� 1013M � whereasthem assin thehotgasisonly 2:8� 1012M � oronly 5% ofthetotal.

Thevisiblem assisexpected to contributeonly 1% ofthetotal.Theinferred valueof
 based

on M 87 would be� 0:2.

M 87 is not the only exam ple ofan ellipticalgalaxy in which X-ray em itting hotgasis

observed to indicatethepresenceofdark m atter.Atthism eeting,Forem an [9],showed several

exam plesofellipiticalswith largem assto lightratios.Forexam plein thecaseofN4472,while

theopticalobservationsgooutto25kpc,theX-ray gasisseen outto75kpc,indicating M /L’s

ofabout60 at70 kpc and up to 90 at100 kpc. Sim ilarinferencesregarding the existence of

dark m attercan bem adefrom theX-ray em ission from sm allgroupsofgalaxies[10,11].

On very largescales,itispossibletogetan estim ateof
from thedistribution ofpeculiar

velocities. On scales, �, where perturbations, �, are stillsm all, peculiar velocities can be

expressed [12]as v � H ��
0:6. On these scales,m easurem ents ofthe peculiar velocity �eld

from the IRAS galaxy catalogue indicate thatindeed 
 isclose to unity [13]. Anotherpiece

ofevidence on largescales,isavailablefrom gravitationallensing [14].Thesystem atic lensing

ofthe roughly 150,000 galaxiesperdeg2 atredshiftsbetween z = 1� 3 into arcsand arclets

allow one to trace the m atter distribution in a foreground cluster. Van W aerbeke discussed

recentresultsofweak gravitationallensing looking atsystem s,which ifvirialized,have m ass

to lightratiosin therange400{1000 and correspond to valuesof
 between 0.25 and 0.6 [15].

Unfortunately,noneoftheseobservationsrevealtheidentity ofthedark m atter.

Theoretically,there isno lack ofsupportforthe dark m atterhypothesis. The standard

bigbangm odelincludingin
ation alm ostrequiresthat
= 1[16].Thesim pleand unfortunate

factthatatpresentwedonoteven know whether
islargerorsm allerthan oneindicatesthat

wedo notknow thesign ofthecurvatureterm ,furtherim plying thatitissubdom inantin Eq.

(1)
k

R 2
<
8�G

3
� (5)

In an adiabatically expanding Universe,R � T� 1 where T isthe tem perature ofthe therm al

photon background.Thereforethequantity

k̂ =
k

R 2T2
<
8�G

3T2
o

< 2� 10� 58 (6)

is dim ensionless and constant in the standard m odel. The sm allness of k̂ is known as the

curvature problem and can be resolved by a period ofin
ation. Before in
ation,letuswrite

R = R i,T = Ti and R � T� 1. During in
ation,R � T� 1 � eH t,where H isconstant. After

in
ation,R = R f � R i but T = Tf = TR <
� Ti where TR is the tem perature to which the

Universe reheats. Thus R 6� T� 1 and k̂ ! 0 is notconstant. But from Eqs. (2)and (6)if

k̂ ! 0 then 
! 1,and sincetypicalin
ationary m odelscontain m uch m oreexpansion than is

necessary,
 becom esexponentially closeto one.

Ifthisisthecaseand 
= 1,then weknow two things:Dark m atterexists,sincewedon’t

see 
 = 1 in lum inous objects,and m ost(atleast 90% )ofthe dark m atteris notbaryonic.

The latterconclusion isa resultfrom big bang nucleosynthesis [17,18],which constrainsthe

baryon-to-photon ratio � = nB =n
 to

1:4� 10� 10 < � < 3:8� 10� 10 (7)
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which correspondsto a lim iton 
B

0:005< 
B < 0:09 (8)

for0:4 <� ho <� 1:0. Thus1� 
B isnotonly dark butalso non-baryonic. Iwillreturn to big

bang nucleosynthesisbelow.

Anotherim portantpiece oftheoreticalevidence fordark m attercom esfrom the sim ple

factthatwe are here living in a galaxy. The type ofperturbationsproduced by in
ation [19]

are,in m ostm odels,adiabatic perturbations(��=� / �T=T),and Iwillrestrictm y attention

to these. Indeed,the perturbationsproduced by in
ation also have the very nearly scale-free

spectrum described by Harrison and Zeldovich [20]. W hen produced,scale-free perturbations

fallo� as ��

�
/ l� 2 (increase as the square ofthe wave num ber). Atearly tim es ��=� grows

astuntilthe tim e when the horizon scale (which isproportionalto the age ofthe Universe)

is com parable to l. At later tim es,the growth halts (the m ass contained within the volum e

l3 hasbecom e sm allerthan the Jean’sm ass)and
��

�
= � (roughly)independentofthe scale l.

W hen theUniversebecom esm atterdom inated,theJean’sm assdropsdram atically and growth

continuesas
��

�
/ R � 1=T.Foran overview oftheevolution ofdensity perturbationsand the

resulting observable spectrum see [21]. The transition to m atterdom inance isdeterm ined by

setting the energy densities in radiation (photons and any m assless neutrinos) equalto the

energy density in m atter (baryons and any dark m atter). For three m assless neutrinos and

baryons(no dark m atter),m atterdom inancebeginsat

Tm = 0:22m B � (9)

and for� < 3:8� 10� 10,thiscorrespondsto Tm < 0:08 eV.

Thesubsequentnon-lineargrowth in ��=� wasdiscussed in thesesessionsin som edetailat

thism eeting.In particular,therewasa considerable discussion ofthee�ectsofthenon-linear

regim e on thepowerspectrum and the appearanceofnon-Gaussian featuressuch asskewness

and kurtosis[22]. Colom bi[23]discussed the 2-and 3-pointcorrelation functions. Num erous

sim ulationswerepresented tore
ectthehydrodynam icsofgalaxy form ation [24]and theorigin

ofthelargescalebias[25].

Because we are considering adiabatic perturbations,there willbe anisotropiesproduced

in them icrowavebackground radiation on theorderof�T=T � �.Thevalueof�,theam plitude

ofthe density 
uctuationsathorizon crossing,hasnow been determ ined by COBE [26],� =

(5:7� 0:4)� 10� 6.W ithoutthe existence ofdark m atter,��=� in baryonscould then achieve

a m axim um valueofonly ��=� � A��(Tm =To)<� 2� 10� 3A �,whereTo = 2:35� 10� 4 eV isthe

presenttem peratureofthem icrowavebackground and A � � 1� 10isascaledependentgrowth

factor. The overallgrowth in ��=� istoo sm allto argue thatgrowth hasentered a nonlinear

regim eneeded to explain thelargevalue(105)of��=� in galaxies.

Dark m attereasily rem edies thisdilem m a in the following way. The transition to m at-

terdom inance isdeterm ined by setting equalto each otherthe energy densities in radiation

(photonsand any m asslessneutrinos)and m atter(baryonsand any dark m atter).W hileifwe

supposethatthereexistsdark m atterwith an abundanceY� = n�=n
 (theratio ofthenum ber

density of�’sto photons)then

Tm = 0:22m �Y� (10)

Since we can write m �Y�=GeV = 
�h
2=(4� 107),we have Tm =To = 2:4� 104
�h

2 which is

to be com pared with 350 in the case ofbaryons alone. The baryons,although stillbound
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to the radiation untildecoupling,now see deep potentialwells form ed by the dark m atter

perturbationsto fallinto and areno longerrequired to grow attherate��=� / R.

W ith regard to dark m atterand galaxy form ation,allform sofdark m atterarenotequal.

They can be distinguished by theirrelative tem perature atTm [27]. Particles which are still

largely relativisticatTm (likeneutrinosorotherparticleswith m � < 100eV)havetheproperty

[28]that(dueto freestream ing)they eraseperturbationsoutto very largescalesgiven by the

Jean’sm ass

M J = 3� 1018
M �

m �
2(eV )

(11)

Thus,very large scale structures form �rst and galaxies are expected to fragm ent out later.

Particles with this property are term ed hot dark m atter particles. Cold particles (m � > 1

M eV)have theoppositebehavior.Sm allscale structureform s�rstaggregating to form larger

structures later. Neither candidate iscom pletely satisfactory when the resulting structure is

com pared to theobservations.Form oredetails,Ireferthereaderto reviewsin refs.[1].

The m ostprom ising possibility we have forunscram bling the variouspossible scenarios

forstructure form ation isthe carefulanalysisofthe observed powerspectrum . Rewriting the

density contrastin Fourierspace,

�(k)/

Z

d
3
x
��

�
(x)eik� x (12)

thepowerspectrum isjust

P(k)= hj�(k)j2i (13)

which isoften written in term ofa transferfunction and a powerlaw,P � T(k)kn.(The 
at

spectrum produced by in
ation hasn = 1.) ThedatacontributingtoP(k)includeobservations

ofgalaxy distributions,velocity distributionsand ofcoursetheCM B [29].Howeverto m akea

com parison with ourtheoreticalexpectations,werely on n-body sim ulationsand a deconvolu-

tion ofthe theory from the observations. Overall,there isactually a considerable am ountof

concordance with ourexpectations. The velocity distributionsindicate that0:3 < 
 < 1 and

thepowerspectrum isroughly consistentwith an 
 = 1,and n = 1,cold dark m atterUniverse.

Futuresurveys[30,31]willhowever,m ostcertainly dram aticallyim proveourunderstand-

ing ofthe detailed features ofthe power spectrum and their theoreticalinterpretations. W e

should in principlebeableto distinguish between a m ixed dark m atterand a cold dark m atter


 = 1 Universe,whetherornot
 < 1,with CDM ,the presence ofa cosm ologicalconstant,

ora tiltin thespectrum .Zurek [32],stressed theim portance ofnum ericalsim ulationsin this

context. Future probes ofthe sm allscale anisotropy [31,33]should in addition be able to

determ inethevaluesofnotonly 
,butalso 
 B and ho to a high degreeofaccuracy through a

carefulanalysisoftheDopplerpeak in thepowerspectrum .

Acceptingthedarkm atterhypothesis,the�rstchoiceforacandidateshould besom ething

weknow to exist,baryons.Though baryonicdark m attercan notbethewholestory if
= 1,

the identity ofthe dark m atter in galactic halos,which appear to contribute at the levelof


 � 0:05,rem ains an im portant question needing to be resolved. A baryon density ofthis

m agnitude isnotexcluded by nucleosynthesis. Indeed we know som e ofthe baryonsare dark

since
 <
� 0:01 in thedisk ofthegalaxy.

Itisquitedi�cult,however,to hidelargeam ountsofbaryonicm atter[34].Sitesforhalo

baryonsthathave been discussed include snowballs,which tend to sublim ate,cold hydrogen
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gas,which m ust be supported against collapse,and hot gas,which can be excluded by the

X-ray background.Stellarobjects(collectively called M ACHOsform acroscopiccom pacthalo

objects)m usteitherbe so sm all(M < 0:08 M � )so asnotto have begun nuclearburning or

so m assive so asto have undergone totalgravitationalcollapse withoutthe ejection ofheavy

elem ents. Interm ediate m ass stars are generally quite problem atic because either they are

expected to stillresideon them ain-sequence today and hencewould bevisible,orthey would

haveproduced an excessofheavy elem ents.

On the other hand,M ACHOs are a candidate which are testable by the gravitational

m icrolensing ofstars in a neighboring galaxy such as the LM C [35]. By observing m illions

ofstarsand exam ining theirintensity asa function oftim e,itm ay be possible to determ ine

the presence ofdark objects in ourhalo. Itisexpected thatduring a lensing event,a star’s

intensity willrise in an achrom atic fashion over a period �t� 3
q

M =:001M � days. Indeed,

m icrolensing candidateshave been found [36]. Forlow m assobjects,those with M < 0:1M � ,

itappearshoweverthatthehalo fraction ofM achosissm all,� 0:19+ :16
� :10 [37].Therehavebeen

som e recent reportsofevents with longerduration [38]leading to the speculation ofa white

dwarfpopulation in the halo. Though it is too early to determ ine the im plications ofthese

observations,they arevery encouraging in thatperhapsthisissue can and willbedecided.

The degree to which baryons can contribute to dark m atterdepends ultim ately on the

overallbaryon contribution to
which isconstrained by nucleosynthesis.Becauseofitsim por-

tanceregarding theissueofdark m atterand in particularnon-baryonicdark m atter,Iwantto

review thestatusofbig bang nucleosynthesis.

Conditionsforthe synthesisofthe lightelem entswere attained in the early Universe at

tem peratures T <
� 1 M eV,corresponding to an age ofabout1 second. Given a single input

param eter,the baryon-to-photon ratio,�,the theory is capable ofpredicting the prim ordial

abundancesofD/H,3He/H,4He/H and 7Li/H.The com parison ofthese predictionswith the

observationaldeterm ination ofthe abundancesofthe lightelem entsnotonly teststhe theory

butalso �xesthevalueof�.

The dom inantproductofbig bang nucleosynthesis is 4He resulting in an abundance of

close to 25 % by m ass.In thestandard m odel,the 4Hem assfraction dependsonly weakly on

�. W hen we go beyond the standard m odel,the4He abundance is very sensitive to changes

in the expansion rate which can be related to the e�ective num berofneutrino 
avors. Lesser

am ounts ofthe otherlight elem ents are produced: D and 3He at the levelofabout10� 5 by

num ber,and 7Liatthelevelof10� 10 by num ber.

There is now a good collection ofabundance inform ation on the 4He m ass fraction,Y ,

O/H,and N/H in over50 extragalacticHII(ionized hydrogen)regions[39,40,41].Theobser-

vation ofthe heavy elem ents isim portantasthe helium m assfraction observed in these HII

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 in [39,40],itwas

found [42]thatthe data iswellrepresented by a linearcorrelation forY vs. O/H and Y vs.

N/H.Itis then expected thatthe prim ordialabundance of4He can be determ ined from the

interceptofthatrelation.Theoverallresultofthatanalysisindicated a prim ordialm assfrac-

tion,Yp = 0:232� 0:003.In [43],thestability ofthis�twasveri�ed by a M onte-Carlo analysis

showing thatthe �tswere notoverly sensitive to any particularHIIregion. In addition,the

data from [41]wasalso included,yielding a 4Hem assfraction [43]

Yp = 0:234� 0:003� 0:005 (14)
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Thesecond uncertainty isan estim ateofthesystem aticuncertainty in theabundancedeterm i-

nation.

The 7Liabundance is also reasonably wellknown. In old,hot,population-IIstars,7Li

is found to have a very nearly uniform abundance. For stars with a surface tem perature

T > 5500 K and a m etallicity less than about 1/20th solar (so that e�ects such as stellar

convection m ay notbe im portant),the abundances show little or no dispersion beyond that

which isconsistentwith theerrorsofindividualm easurem ents.Indeed,asdetailed in [44],m uch

ofthe work concerning 7Lihasto do with the presence orabsence ofdispersion and whether

or not there is in fact som e tiny slope to a [Li]= log 7Li/H + 12 vs. T or [Li]vs. [Fe/H]

relationship. There is 7Lidata from nearly 100 halo stars,from a variety ofsources. Iwill

use thevalue given in [45]asthebestestim ate forthem ean 7Liabundance and itsstatistical

uncertainty in halo stars

Li=H = (1:6� 0:1+ 0:4
� 0:3

+ 1:6
� 0:5)� 10� 10 (15)

The �rsterrorisstatistical,and the second isa system atic uncertainty thatcoversthe range

ofabundances derived by various m ethods. The third set oferrors in Eq. (15)accounts for

thepossibility thatasm uch ashalfoftheprim ordial7Lihasbeen destroyed in stars,and that

asm uch as30% ofthe observed 7Lim ay have been produced in cosm ic ray collisions rather

than in theBig Bang.Observationsof6Li,Be,and B help constrain thedegreeto which these

e�ectsplay a role[46].For 7Li,theuncertaintiesareclearly dom inated by system atic e�ects.

Turning to D/H,we have three basic types ofabundance inform ation: 1) ISM data,

2)solarsystem inform ation,and perhaps3)a prim ordialabundance from quasarabsorption

system s.Thebestm easurem entforISM D/H is[47]

(D=H)ISM = 1:60� 0:09+ 0:05
� 0:10 � 10� 5 (16)

Thisvaluem ay notbeuniversal(orgalacticasthecasem ay be)sincetherem ay besom ereal

dispersion ofD/H in the ISM [48]. The solarabundance ofD/H isinferred from two distinct

m easurem ents of3He. The solar wind m easurem ents of3He as wellas the low tem perature

com ponents ofstep-wise heating m easurem ents of3He in m eteorites yield the presolar (D +
3He)/H ratio,asD wase�ciently burned to 3Hein theSun’spre-m ain-sequence phase.These

m easurem entsindicatethat[49,50]

 
D + 3He

H

!

�

= (4:1� 0:6� 1:4)� 10� 5 (17)

Thehigh tem peraturecom ponentsin m eteoritesarebelieved toyield thetruesolar3He/H ratio

of[49,50]
 

3He

H

!

�

= (1:5� 0:2� 0:3)� 10� 5 (18)

Thedi�erence between thesetwo abundancesrevealsthepresolarD/H ratio,giving,

(D=H)� � (2:6� 0:6� 1:4)� 10� 5 (19)

Finally,there have been severalrecentreported m easurem entsofD/H ishigh redshiftquasar

absorption system s.Such m easurem entsarein principlecapableofdeterm ining theprim ordial

value for D/H and hence �,because ofthe strong and m onotonic dependence ofD/H on �.

However,atpresent,detectionsofD/H using quasarabsorption system sindicate both a high
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and low value ofD/H.As such,we caution thatthese values m ay notturn outto represent

the true prim ordialvalue. The �rstofthese m easurem ents [51]indicated a ratherhigh D/H

ratio,D/H � 1.9 { 2.5 � 10� 4.A recentre-observation ofthehigh D/H absorption system has

been resolved into two com ponents,both yielding high valueswith an averagevalueofD/H =

1:9+ 0:4
� 0:3 � 10� 4 [52]aswellasan additionalsystem with a sim ilarhigh value [53]. Otherhigh

D/H ratioswerereported in [54].However,therearereported low valuesofD/H in othersuch

system s[55]with valuesD/H ’ 2:5� 10� 5,signi�cantly lowerthan theonesquoted above.It

isprobably prem atureto usethisvalueastheprim ordialD/H abundancein an analysisofbig

bang nucleosynthesis,butitiscertainly encouraging thatfuture observationsm ay soon yield

a �rm valueforD/H.Itishoweverim portantto notethattheredoesseem to bea trend that

overthehistory oftheGalaxy,theD/H ratio isdecreasing,som ething weexpectfrom galactic

chem icalevolution.Ofcoursethetotalam ountofdeuterium astration thathasoccurred isstill

uncertain,and m odeldependent.

Therearealsoseveraltypesof3Hem easurem ents.Asnoted above,m eteoriticextractions

yield a presolar value for 3He/H as given in Eq. (18). In addition,there are severalISM

m easurem entsof3Hein galacticHIIregions[56]which also show a widedispersion

 
3He

H

!

H II

’ 1� 5� 10� 5 (20)

Thereisalso a recentISM m easurem entof3He[57]with

 
3He

H

!

ISM

= 2:1+ :9
� :8 � 10� 5 (21)

Finally there are observations of3He in planetary nebulae [58]which show a very high 3He

abundanceof3He/H � 10� 3.

Each ofthelightelem entisotopescan bem adeconsistentwith theory foraspeci�crange

in �. Overallconsistency ofcourse requires that the range in � agree am ong allfour light

elem ents. 3He(togetherwith D)hasstood outin itsim portanceforBBN,becauseitprovided

a (relatively large) lower lim it for the baryon-to-photon ratio [59],�10 > 2:8. This lim it for

a long tim e wasseen to be essentialbecause itprovided the only m eansforbounding � from

below and in e�ect allows one to set an upper lim it on the num ber ofneutrino 
avors [60],

N �,as wellas otherconstraints on particle physics properties. That is,the upper bound to

N � isstrongly dependent on the lowerbound to �. Thisiseasy to see: forlower �,the4He

abundance drops,allowing fora larger N �,which would raise the 4He abundance. However,

for� < 4� 10� 11,corresponding to 
h 2 � :001� :002,which isnottoo di�erentfrom galactic

m assdensities,there isno bound whatsoeveron N � [61]. Ofcourse,with the im proved data

on 7Li,wedo havelowerboundson � which exceed 10� 10.

In [59],it was argued that since stars (even m assive stars) do not destroy 3He in its

entirety,wecan obtain abound on � from an upperbound to thesolarD and3Heabundances.

Onecan in factlim it[59,62]thesum ofprim ordialD and 3Heby applyingtheexpression below

att= �  
D + 3He

H

!

p

�

�
D

H

�

t

+
1

g3

 
3He

H

!

t

(22)

In (22),g3 isthefraction ofa star’sinitialD and 3Hewhich survivesas3He.Forg3 > 0:25 as

suggested by stellarm odels,and using thesolardata on D/H and 3He/H,one�nds�10 > 2:8.
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The lim it �10 > 2:8 derived using (22) is really a one shot approxim ation. Nam ely,it

is assum ed that m aterialpasses through a star no m ore than once. To determ ine whether

or not the solar (and present) values ofD/H and 3He/H can be m atched it is necessary to

considerm odelsofgalactic chem icalevolution [63]. In the absence ofstellar 3He production,

particularly by low m assstars,itwasshown [64]thatthereareindeed suitablechoicesforastar

form ation rateand an initialm assfunction to:1)m atch theD/H evolution from a prim ordial

value(D/H)p = 7:5� 10� 5,corresponding to �10 = 3,through the solarand ISM abundances,

while2)atthesam etim ekeeping the 3He/H evolution relatively 
atso asnotto overproduce
3He atthe solarand presentepochs. Thiswasachieved forg3 > 0:3. Even forg3 � 0:7,the

present3He/H could bem atched,though thesolarvaluewasfound tobeafactorof2toohigh.

For(D/H)p ’ 2� 10� 4,corresponding to �10 ’ 1:7,m odelscould be found which destroy D

su�ciently;however,overproduction of 3Heoccurred unlessg3 wastuned down to about0.1.

Inthecontextofm odelsofgalacticchem icalevolution,thereis,however,littlejusti�cation

a prioriforneglecting theproduction of3He in low m assstars.Indeed,stellarm odelspredict

thatconsiderable am ountsof3He are produced in starsbetween 1 and 3 M � .ForM < 8M � ,

Iben and Truran [65]calculate

(3He=H)f = 1:8� 10� 4
�
M �

M

�2

+ 0:7
h

(D + 3He)=H
i

i
(23)

so thatat�10 = 3,and ((D + 3He)/H)i = 9� 10� 5,g3(1M � )= 2.7!Itshould be em phasized

thatthisprediction isin factconsistentwith theobservation ofhigh 3He/H in planetarynebulae

[58].

Generally,im plem entation ofthe 3He yield in Eq. (23) in chem icalevolution m odels

leadsto an overproduction of3He/H particularly atthe solarepoch [66,67]. In Figure 1,the

evolution ofD/H and 3He/H is shown as a function oftim e from [49,66]. The solid curves

show theevolution in a sim plem odelofgalacticchem icalevolution with a starform ation rate

proportionalto the gasdensity and a power law IM F (see [66])fordetails). The m odelwas

chosen to�ttheobserved deuterium abundances.However,asonecan plainlysee,3Heisgrossly

overproduced (the deuterium data isrepresented by squares and 3He by circles). Depending

on the particularm odelchosen,itm ay be possible to com e close to atleastthe upperend of

therangeofthe 3He/H observed in galacticHIIregions[56],although thesolarvalueism issed

by m any standard deviations.

The overproduction of3He relative to the solar m eteoritic value seem s to be a generic

feature ofchem icalevolution m odels when 3He production in low m ass stars is included. In

[49],a m ore extrem e m odelofgalactic chem icalevolution wastested. There,itwasassum ed

thattheinitialm assfunction wastim edependentin such awaysoastofavorm assivestarsearly

on (duringthe�rsttwoGyrofthegalaxy).M assivestarsarepreferentialfrom thepointofview

ofdestroying 3He.However,m assive starsarealso pro�cientproducersofheavy elem entsand

in ordertokeep them etallicity ofthedisk down toacceptablelevels,supernovaedriven out
ow

was also included. The degree ofout
ow was lim ited roughly by the observed m etallicity in

theintergalacticgasin clustersofgalaxies.Onefurtherassum ption wasnecessary;weallowed

the m assive stars to lose their 3He depleted hydrogen envelopes prior to explosion. Thus

only the heavierelem ents were expulsed from the galaxy. W ith allofthese (sem i-defensible)

assum ptions,3He wasstilloverproduced atthe solarepoch,asshown by the dashed curve in

Figure1.Though there certainly isan im provem entin theevolution of3Hewithoutreducing

the yields oflow m ass stars,it is hard to envision m uch further reduction in the solar 3He

9
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Figure1: Theevolution ofD and 3Hewith tim e.

predicted by thesem odels.Theonly conclusion thatwecan m akeatthispointisthatthereis

clearly som ething wrong with ourunderstanding of3He in term sofeitherchem icalevolution,

stellarevolution orperhapseven theobservationaldata.

Given them agnitudeoftheproblem sconcerning 3He,itwould seem unwiseto m akeany

strong conclusion regarding big bang nucleosynthesis which isbased on 3He. Perhapsaswell

som ecaution isdeserved with regard to therecentD/H m easurem ents,although ifthepresent

trend continues and is veri�ed in severaldi�erent quasar absorption system s,then D/H will

certainly becom eourbestm easureforthebaryon-to-photon ratio.Given thecurrentsituation

however,itm akessensetotakeastep back and perform an analysisofbigbangnucleosynthesis

in term softheelem entisotopesthatarebestunderstood,nam ely 4Heand 7Li.

M onte Carlo techniques are proving to be a usefulform ofanalysis forbig bang nucle-

osynthesis [68,69]. In [18],we perform ed just such an analysis using only 4He and 7Li. It

should be noted thatin principle,two elem ents should be su�cient forconstraining the one

param eter(�)theory ofBBN.W ebegin by establishing likelihood functionsforthetheory and

observations.Forexam ple,for4He,thetheoreticallikelihood function takestheform

LBBN(Y;YBBN)= e
� (Y � YB B N (�))

2
=2�2

1 (24)

where YBBN(�) is the centralvalue for the 4He m ass fraction produced in the big bang as

predicted by the theory ata given value of�,and �1 isthe uncertainty in thatvalue derived

from the M onte Carlo calculations [69]and is a m easure of the theoreticaluncertainty in

the big bang calculation. Sim ilarly one can write down an expression for the observational

likelihood function.In thiscasewehavetwo sourcesoferrors,asdiscussed above,a statistical

uncertainty,�2 and asystem aticuncertainty,�sys.Here,Iwillassum ethatthesystem aticerror

isdescribed by a top hatdistribution [69,70].Theconvolution ofthetop hatdistribution and

theGaussian (to describe the statisticalerrorsin theobservations)resultsin thedi�erence of
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Figure 2: Likelihood distribution for each of 4He and 7Li,shown as a function of�. The

one-peak structure ofthe 4He curve corresponds to its m onotonic increase with �,while the

two-peaksfor7Liarisefrom itspassing through a m inim um .

two errorfunctions

LO (Y;YO )= erf

 
Y � YO + �sys

p
2�2

!

� erf

 
Y � YO � �sys

p
2�2

!

(25)

where in thiscase,YO isthe observed (orobservationally determ ined)value forthe 4He m ass

fraction. (Had Iused a Gaussian to describe the system atic uncertainty,the convolution of

two Gaussiansleadsto a Gaussian,and the likelihood function (25)would have taken a form

sim ilarto thatin (24).

A totallikelihood function foreach value of�10 isderived by convolving the theoretical

and observationaldistributions,which for4Heisgiven by

L
4H e

total(�)=

Z

dY LBBN (Y;YBBN (�))LO (Y;YO ) (26)

An analogouscalculation isperform ed [18]for7Li.Theresulting likelihood functionsfrom the

observed abundancesgiven in Eqs.(14)and (15)isshown in Figure2.Asonecan seethereis

very good agreem entbetween 4Heand 7Liin thevicinity of�10 ’ 1:8.

Thecom bined likelihood,for�ttingboth elem entssim ultaneously,isgiven by theproduct

ofthe two functions in Figure 2 and is shown in Figure 3. From Figure 2 it is clear that
4He overlaps the lower (in �)7Lipeak,and so one expects that there willbe concordance

in an allowed range of� given by the overlap region. This is what one �nds in Figure 3,

which doesshow concordance and givesa preferred value for�,�10 = 1:8+ 1
� :2 corresponding to


B h
2 = :006+ :004

� :001.

Thus,we can conclude that the abundances of 4He and 7Liare consistent,and select

an �10 range which overlaps with (at the 95% CL) the longstanding favorite range around

�10 = 3.Furtherm ore,by �nding concordanceusing only 4Heand 7Li,we deduce thatifthere
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Figure3: Com bined likelihood forsim ultaneously �tting 4Heand 7Li,asa function of�.

isproblem with BBN,itm ustarisefrom D and 3Heand isthustied tochem icalevolution orthe

stellarevolution of3He. The m ostm odel-independentconclusion isthatstandard BBN with

N � = 3isnotin jeopardy,buttherem ay beproblem swith ourdetailed understandingofD and

particularly 3He chem icalevolution. It is interesting to note thatthe central(and strongly)

peaked value of�10 determ ined from the com bined 4He and7Lilikelihoods is at �10 = 1:8.

The corresponding value ofD/H is1.8 � 10� 4,very close to the high value ofD/H in quasar

absorbers[51,52,54].SinceD and 3Hearem onotonicfunctionsof�,a prediction for�,based

on 4He and 7Li,can be turned into a prediction forD and 3He. The corresponding 95% CL

rangesareD/H = (5:5� 27)� 10� 5 and and 3He/H = (1:4� 2:7)� 10� 5.

Ifwedid havefullcon�dencein them easured valueofD/H in quasarabsorption system s,

then we could perform the sam e statisticalanalysis using 4He,7Li,and D.To include D/H,

one would proceed in m uch the sam e way aswith the othertwo lightelem ents. W e com pute

likelihood functionsfortheBBN predictionsasin Eq.(24)and thelikelihood function forthe

observationsusing D/H = (1:9� 0:4)� 10� 4. W e are using only the high value ofD/H here.

These are then convolved as in Eq. (26). In �gure 4,the resulting norm alized distribution,

LD
total(�)issuper-im posed on distributionsappearing in �gure2.Itisindeed startling how the

three peaks,forD,4He and 7Liare literally on top ofeach other. In �gure 5,the com bined

distribution isshown.W enow haveavery clean distribution and prediction for�,�10 = 1:75+ :3
� :1

corresponding to 
B h
2 = :006+ :001

� :0004,with the peak ofthe distribution at �10 = 1:75. The

absence ofany overlap with the high-� peak ofthe7Lidistribution hasconsiderably lowered

theupperlim itto�.Overall,theconcordancelim itsinthiscasearedom inatedbythedeuterium

likelihood function.

To sum m arize on the subject ofbig bang nucleosynthesis,Iwould assert that one can

conclude thatthepresentdata on the abundancesofthe lightelem entisotopesare consistent

with the standard m odelofbig bang nucleosynthesis. Using the the isotopes with the best

data,4Heand 7Li,itispossibleto constrain thetheory and obtain a bestvalueforthebaryon-
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Figure4: Asin Figure2,with theaddition ofthelikelihood distribution forD/H.
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Figure5: Com bined likelihood forsim ultaneously �tting 4Heand 7Li,and D asa function of
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to-photon ratio of�10 = 1:8,a corresponding value
B = :0065 and

1:4 < �10 < 3:8 95% CL

:005 < 
B h
2 < :014 95% CL (27)

For0:4 < h < 1,we have a range :005 < 
B < :09. Thisisa ratherlow value forthe baryon

density and would suggestthatm uch ofthe galactic dark m atterisnon-baryonic [71]. These

predictions are in addition consistent with recent observations ofD/H in quasar absorption

system swhich show a high value.Di�culty rem ainshowever,in m atching thesolar 3Heabun-

dance,suggesting a problem with ourcurrentunderstanding ofgalactic chem icalevolution or

thestellarevolution oflow m assstarsasthey pertain to 3He.

Ifwenow takeasgiven thatnon-baryonicdark m atterisrequired,wearefaced with the

problem ofitsidentity. Lightneutrinos(m � 30eV )are a long-tim e standard when itcom es

to non-baryonic dark m atter[72]. Light neutrinos produce structure on large scales and the

natural(m inim al)scaleforstructureclustering isgiven in Eq.(11).Henceneutrinoso�erthe

naturalpossibility forlarge scale structures[73,74]including �lam entsand voids. Itseem ed,

however,that neutrinos were ruled out because they tend to produce too m uch large scale

structure [75].Because the sm allestnon-linearstructureshave m assscale M J and thetypical

galacticm assscaleis’ 1012M � ,galaxiesm ustfragm entoutofthelargerpancake-likeobjects.

Theproblem isthatin such a scenario,galaxiesform late[74,76](z� 1)whereasquasarsand

galaxiesare seen outto redshiftsz >� 4. Recently,neutrinosare seeing som ewhatofa revival

in popularity in m ixed dark m atterm odels.

Inthestandardm odel,theabsenceofaright-handedneutrinostateprecludestheexistence

ofa neutrino m ass.By adding a right-handed state�R ,itispossibleto generatea Diracm ass

for the neutrino,m � = h�v=
p
2,as for the charged lepton m asses,where h� is the neutrino

Yukawa coupling constant,and v istheHiggsexpectation value.Itisalso possibleto generate

a M ajorana m assforthe neutrino when in addition to the Dirac m assterm ,m � ��R �L,a term

M �R �R isincluded.In whatisknown asthesee-saw m echanism ,thetwo m asseigenstatesare

given by m �1 � m2�=M which isvery light,and m �2 � M which isheavy. The state �1 isour

hotdark m attercandidateas�2 isin generalnotstable.

The cosm ologicalconstrainton the m assofa lightneutrino is derived from the overall

m assdensity oftheUniverse.In general,them assdensity ofalightparticle� can beexpressed

as

�� = m �Y�n
 � �c = 1:06� 10� 5ho
2
GeV=cm

3
(28)

where Y� = n�=n
 isthe density of�’srelative to the density ofphotons,for
h o
2
< 1. For

neutrinosY� = 3=11,and one�nds[77]

X

�

(
g�

2
)m � < 93eV(
h o

2
) (29)

wherethesum runsoverneutrino 
avors.Allparticleswith abundancesY sim ilarto neutrinos

willhavea m asslim itgiven in Eq.(29).

Itwaspossiblethatneutrinos(though notany oftheknown 
avors)could havehad large

m asses,m � > 1 M eV.In thatcase theirabundance Y iscontrolled by �;�� annihilations[78],

for exam ple,��� ! f�f via Z exchange. W hen the annihilations freeze-out (the annihilation

rate becom es slower than the expansion rate ofthe Universe),Y becom es �xed. Roughly,

Y � (m �A )
� 1 and � � �A

� 1 where �A is the annihilation cross-section. For neutrinos,we
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expect �A � m�
2=m Z

4 so that�� � 1=m�
2 and we can derive a lowerbound [79,80]on the

neutrino m ass,m �
>
� 3� 7 GeV,depending on whether it is a Dirac orM ajorana neutrino.

Indeed,any particle with roughly a weak scale cross-sections willtend to give an interesting

valueof
h 2 � 1 [81].

Dueprim arily tothelim itsfrom LEP [82],theheavy m assiveneutrinohasbecom esim ply

an exam pleand isno longera dark m attercandidate.LEP excludesneutrinos(with standard

weak interactions)with m assesm �
<
� 40GeV.Lab constraintsforDiracneutrinosareavailable

[83],excluding neutrinoswith m assesbetween 10 GeV and 4.7 TeV.Thisissigni�cant,since

itprecludesthe possibility ofneutrino dark m atterbased on an asym m etry between � and ��

[84]. M ajorana neutrinosare excluded asdark m atter since 
�ho
2
< 0:001 form � > 40 GeV

and arethuscosm ologically uninteresting.

Supersym m etric theoriesintroduceseveralpossiblecandidates.IfR-parity,which distin-

guishesbetween \norm al"m atterand thesupersym m etricpartnersand can bede�ned in term s

ofbaryon,lepton and spin asR = (� 1)3B + L+ 2S,isunbroken,there isatleastone supersym -

m etric particle which m ustbe stable. Iwillassum e R-parity conservation,which iscom m on

in the M SSM .R-parity isgenerally assum ed in orderto justify the absence ofsuperpotential

term scan beresponsibleforram pid proton decay.Thestableparticle(usually called theLSP)

ism ostprobably som elinearcom bination oftheonly R = � 1neutralferm ions,theneutralinos

[85]: the wino ~W 3,the partner ofthe 3rd com ponent ofthe SU(2)L gauge boson;the bino,
~B ,thepartneroftheU(1)Y gaugeboson;and thetwo neutralHiggsinos, ~H 1 and ~H 2.Gluinos

are expected to be heavier -m ~g = (�3
�
)sin2�W M 2,where M 2 is the supersym m etry breaking

SU(2)gaugino m ass-and they do notm ix with the otherstates. The sneutrino [86]isalso a

possibility buthasbeen excluded asa dark m attercandidate by direct[83]searches,indirect

[87]and accelerator[82]searches. For m ore on the m otivations for supersym m etry and the

supersym m etric param eterspace,seethecontribution ofJungm an [81].

The identity ofthe LSP ise�ectively determ ined by three param eterin the M SSM ,the

gaugino m ass,M 2,the Higgsm ixing m ass�,and the ratio ofthe Higgsvacuum expectation

values,tan�. In Figure 6 [89],regionsin the M 2;� plane with tan� = 2 are shown in which

theLSP isoneofseveralnearly purestates,thephotino,~
,theU(1)gaugino,~B ,a sym m etric

com bination oftheHiggsinos, ~H (12) =
1
p

2
(~H 1+ ~H 2),ortheHiggsino ~S = ~H 1cos�+ ~H 2sin�.The

dashed linesshow theLSP m asscontours.Thecrosshatched regionscorrespond toparam eters

givingachargino(~W � ;~H � )statewith m assm ~� � 45GeV and assuch areexcluded byLEP[90].

Thisconstrainthasbeen extended by LEP1.5,[91,92]and isshown by thelightshaded region

and corresponds to regions where the chargino m ass is <� 67 GeV.The dark shaded region

correspondsto a lim iton M 2 from thelim it[93]on thegluino m assm ~g � 70 GeV orM2 � 22

GeV.Noticethattheparam eterspaceisdom inated by the ~B or ~H 12 purestatesand thatthe

photino (m ostoften quoted astheLSP)only occupiesa sm allfraction oftheparam eterspace,

asdoestheHiggsino com bination ~S0.

Asdescribed in [81],therelicabundanceofLSP’sisdeterm ined by solvingtheBoltzm ann

equation for the LSP num ber density in an expanding Universe. The technique[80]used is

sim ilarto thatforcom puting the relic abundance ofm assive neutrinos[78]. Forbinos,aswas

the case for photinos [88],it is possible to adjust the sferm ion m asses m ~f
to obtain closure

density.Adjusting thesferm ion m ixing param eters[95]orCP violating phases[96]allowseven

greaterfreedom .In Figure7 [97],therelicabundance(
h 2)isshown in theM 2� � planewith

tan� = 2,the Higgspseudoscalar m assm 0 = 50 GeV,m t = 100 GeV,and m ~f
= 200 GeV.

Clearly theM SSM o�erssu�cientroom tosolvethedark m atterproblem .Sim ilarresultshave
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Figure6: TheM 2-� planein theM SSM fortan� = 2.

been found by othergroups[98,99,100].In Figure7,in thehiggsino sector ~H 12 m arked o� by

thedashed line,co-annihilations[101,99]between ~H (12) and thenextlightestneutralino (also

a Higgsino)were notincluded. These tend to lowersigni�cantly the relic abundance in m uch

ofthissector.

Though Ihave concentrated on the LSP in the M SSM asa cold dark m attercandidate,

there are m any other possibilities when one goes beyond the standard m odel. Axions were

discussed atlength by Jungm an [81]and Lu [102].A hostofotherpossibilitieswerediscussed

by Khlopov [103].

The�nalsubjectthatIwillcoverin thisintroduction/sum m ary isthequestion ofdetec-

tion.Dark m atterdetection can beseparated into two basicm ethods,direct[104]and indirect

[105]. Direct detection relies on the ability to detect the elastic scattering ofa dark m atter

candidate o� a nucleus in a detector. The experim entalsignatures for direct detection were

covered by Cabrera [106]and severalindividualexperim entsweredescribed [107].

Thedetection rate,willdepend on thedensity ofdark m atterin thesolarneighborhood,

� � 0:3 GeV/cm3,the velocity,v � 300 km /s,and the elastic crosssection,�.Spin indepen-

dentinteractionsarethem ostprom ising fordetection.Diracneutrinoshavespin-independent

interactions,butasnoted above,these have already been excluded asdark m atterby direct

detection experim ents[83].In theM SSM ,itispossiblefortheLSP to also havespin indepen-

dentinteractionswhich arem ediated by Higgsexchange.Thesescatteringsareonly im portant

when theLSP isa m ixed (gaugino/Higgsino)stateasin thecentralregionsofFigures6 and 7.

Generally,these regionshave low valuesof
h 2 (since the annihilation crosssectionsare also

enhanced)and theparam eterspacein which theelasticcrosssection and relicdensity arelarge
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isratherlim ited.Furtherm ore,a signi�cantdetection ratein thiscaserelieson a low m assfor

theHiggsscalar[108,109].

M ore typicalofthe SUSY param eter space is a LSP with spin dependent interactions.

Elasticscatteringsareprim arily spin dependentwhenevertheLSP ism ostly eithergaugino or

Higgsino.ForHiggsino dark m atter,Higgsinoswith scatteringsm ediated by Z 0 avoid the ~H (12)

regionsofFigures6 and 7,and assuch are now largely excluded (the S0 region doesgrow at

low tan� [85,89]. Higgsino scatterings m ediated by sferm ion exchange depend on couplings

proportionalto the light quark m asses and willhave cross sections which are suppressed by

(m p=m W )
4,where m p isthe proton m ass. These ratesaregenerally very low [109]. Binos,on

the otherhand,willhave elastic crosssectionswhich go asm 2=m ~f
4,where m isthe reduced

m assofthebinoand nucleus.Theseratesaretypically higher(reachingup toalm ost0.1events

perkg-day [109,110,111].

Indirectm ethodsalsoo�erthepossibilityforthedetection ofdarkm atter.Threem ethods

for indirect detection were discussed [105]. 1) 
-rays from dark m atter annihilations in the

galactichaloareapossiblesignature[112].In thecaseoftheM SSM ,unlessthem assoftheLSP

islargerthan m W ,theratesareprobably too sm allto bedetectableoverbackground [105].2)

Darkm atterwillbetrapped graduallyin thesun,and annihilationswithin thesun willproduce

highenergyneutrinoswhich m aybedetected [113];sim ilarly,annihilationswithin theearthm ay

provide a detectable neutrino signal[114]. Edsjo [115]discussed possibilities fordeterm ining

the m assthe dark m attercandidate from the angulardistribution ofneutrinos. Thism ethod

hold considerable prom ise,asthere willbe a num berofvery large neutrino detectorscom ing

on line in the future. Finally,3)there isthe possibility thathalo annihilationsinto positrons
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and antiprotonsin su�cient num bersto distinguish them from cosm ic-ray backgrounds[112,

116,117].
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