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m uon and theb! s
 branchingfraction in a�2 determ ination overthem inim alsupergrav-

ity m odel(m SUG RA)param eterspace.The m ostfavored region ofm SUG RA param eter

space for alm ost alltan� values is the hyperbolic branch/focus point (HB/FP) region,

with m oderateto sm allvaluesofsuperpotentialHiggsm assj�jand largeG UT scalescalar

m ass m 0. These favored regions ofm SUG RA param eter space can be probed by direct

search experim ents forsupersym m etric dark m atter. An exception to the HB/FP region

can occur atvery large tan� with positive � values,where wide regions allow resonance

annihilation ofneutralinosin theearly universe.

K eyw ords:Supersym m etry Phenom enology,Supersym m etricStandard M odel,Dark

M atter,RareDecays.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303114v3
mailto:baer@hep.fsu.edu
mailto:balazs@hep.fsu.edu
http://jhep.sissa.it/stdsearch?keywords=Supersymmetry_Phenomenology+Supersymmetric_Standard_Model+Dark_Matter+Rare_Decays
http://jhep.sissa.it/stdsearch?keywords=Supersymmetry_Phenomenology+Supersymmetric_Standard_Model+Dark_Matter+Rare_Decays


The pastdecade haswitnessed increasingly precise m easurem entsofthe anisotropies

ofthe cosm ic m icrowave background radiation leftover from the Big Bang[1]. The m ost

recent results com e from the W ilkinson M icrowave Anisotropy Probe (W M AP) satellite

m easurem ents.Astonishingly,an analysisoftheirresultspinpointstheageoftheuniverse

to be 13:7� 0:2 G yrs[2].In addition,the geom etry ofthe universe is
at,consistentwith

sim ple in
ationary m odels.The dark energy contentofthe universe isfound to be about

73% ,while the m attercontentisabout27% .A best�tofW M AP and otherdata setsto

cosm ologicalparam etersin the�C D M cosm ologicalm odelyieldsa determ ination ofbary-

onicm atterdensity 
bh
2 = 0:0224� 0:0009,a totalm atterdensity of
m h

2 = 0:135
+ 0:008

� 0:009,

and a very low density ofhot dark m atter (relic neutrinos). From these values the cold

dark m atter (CDM ) density of
C D M h
2 = 0:1126+ 0:0161� 0:0181 (at 2�) can be inferred. The

new W M AP resultscan thusbeused to obtain m oresevereconstraintson particlephysics

m odelsthatincludecandidatesforcold dark m atter,such assupersym m etrictheories[3].

Itiswellknown that the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP)ofm any supersym -

m etric m odels has the necessary attributes to m ake up the bulk ofcold dark m atter in

the universe[4]. This holds true especially in supergravity m odels where supersym m etry

breaking occursin a hidden sectorofthem odel[5].SUSY breaking iscom m unicated to the

observablesectorvia gravitationalinteractions,leading to softSUSY breaking m assterm s

which can beoforder� 1 TeV,so thatthehierarchy between theweak scaleand any other

high scale such asM G U T orM P l can bestabilized.The sim plestofthese m odelsassum es

a 
at K ahler m etric and a sim ple form for the gauge kinetic function at the high scale.

Here,m otivated by gauge coupling uni�cation atM G U T ’ 2� 1016 G eV,we thusassum e

com m on scalar m asses m 0,com m on gaugino m asses m 1=2,and com m on trilinear term s

A 0 allvalid atscale Q = M G U T. Below M G U T,the e�ective theory isassum ed to be the

m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ).The weak scale sparticle m asses and

couplings are determ ined by renorm alization group running between M G U T and M w eak,

which leadsto radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking (REW SB).Them SUG RA m odel

param eters

m 0;m 1=2; A 0;tan� and sign(�) (1)

then determ ine allsuperparticle and Higgs boson m asses and m ixings. Here,tan� is as

usualthe ratio ofHiggs�eld vevs.W e use the program ISAJET v7.64p1 foroursparticle

m asscalculations[6].

O nce the sparticle m assesand m ixingsare determ ined,a variety ofobservable quan-

tities can be calculated. In thisletter,we focusespecially on the neutralino relic density


 eZ1
h2. The relic abundance ofneutralinos can be calculated by solving the Boltzm ann

equation as form ulated for a Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker universe. Centralto this cal-

culation istheevaluation oftheneutralino annihilation and co-annihilation crosssections,

which m ustthen beconvoluted with the therm aldistribution ofneutralinos(and possibly

otherco-annihilating particles)presentin the early universe.W e adoptthe calculation of

Ref.[7],wherein allrelevantannihilation and co-annihilation reactionsare included along

with relativistic therm alaveraging[8](see also Ref. [9]for a recent relic density calcu-

1Isajet7.64p isIsajet7.64 m odi�ed to gain accessto low � sparticle m asssolutions.
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lation). Four regions ofm SUG RA m odelparam eter space em erge where the CDM relic

density isconsistentwith m easurem ents. These include A.)a bulk region atlow m 0 and

low m 1=2,whereneutralino annihilation occursm ainly via t-channelslepton exchange,B.)

thestau co-annihilation region where eZ1� ~�1 and ~�1� �~�1 annihilationscontribute[10],C.)a

region where2m eZ1
� m A ;H ,whereneutralinoscan annihilation via s-channelpseudoscalar

(A) and heavy scalar (H ) Higgs bosons[11], and D.) the region at large m 0 where j�j

becom essm all[12](known asthe hyperbolic branch/focuspoint(HB/FP)region[13,14]),

and the growing higgsino com ponentof eZ1 allowsfore�cientneutralino annihilation and

co-annihilation[15].2

Anotherim portantconstrainton the m SUG RA m odelcom esfrom com parison ofthe

predicted rate for b ! s
 decay against experim entalm easurem ents. Here, we adopt

the branching fraction B F (b ! s
)= (3:25� 0:54)� 10� 4 forour analysis,and use the

theoreticalevaluation given in Ref.[17,18].G enerally,thevalueofB F (b! s
)calculated

in the m SUG RA m odeldi�ersm ostfrom the SM prediction in the region oflow m 0 and

m 1=2,wheresparticle m assesarelight,and SUSY loop contributionscan belarge.

The recently im proved m easurem entofthe m uon anom alousm agnetic m om enta� =

(g � 2)� also provides an im portant constraint on supersym m etric m odels[19]. A recent

determ ination ofthe deviation between the m easured value ofa� and the SM prediction

hasbeen m adeby Narison,including additionalscalarm eson loops[20].Hisdeterm ination

using e+ e� ! hadronsdata to evaluatehadronicvacuum polarization contributionsyields

�a � = (24:1� 14:0)� 10� 10,which weadoptforthisanalysis[21].An alternative determ i-

nation using �-decay data m ay include additionalsystem atic uncertainties,and isusually

considered lessreliable.

Finally,weincludein ourdeterm ination ofallowed param eterspacedirectsuperparticle

and Higgsboson search resultsfrom theLEP2experim ents.Them ostim portantoftheseis

thatm fW 1
> 103:5 G eV on thelightestchargino[22],and m h > 114:1 G eV when thelightest

Higgsboson isSM -like[23].In regionswherem A issm all,thisbound m ay beconsiderably

reduced to m h

>
� 90 G eV,depending aswellon thevalue oftan�.

In thisanalysis,we com pute a �2 value constructed from the m SUG RA m odelcalcu-

lated values of
 eZ1
h2,B F (b ! s
) and aSU SY� ,along with the above m entioned central

valuesand errorbars[24].Ifthe relic density 
 eZ1
h2 fallsbelow the W M AP centralvalue,

then wedonotincludeitin our�2 determ ination sinceotherform sofCDM m ay bepresent.

Thus,ateach pointin m odelparam eterspace,wedeterm inethevalueof�2,and represent

thevaluelog(�2=3)by variouscolorsin them 0 vs:m 1=2 planefordi�erentvaluesoftan�

and sign(�).Thegreen regionsgenerally correspond toa�2=dof valuelessthan 4=3,while

yellow regions have 4=3
<
� �2=dof

<
� 25=3. The yellow regions shade into red for larger

�2=dof values.W e adoptA 0 = 0 throughoutouranalysis. In general,ourconclusionsdo

notchange qualitatively upon variation ofA 0,unlessextrem e valuesofthe param eterare

adopted.

2In thispaper,we consider m SUG RA solutions with A 0 = 0 only. For particular A 0 values,the value

ofm ~t1
can be dialed to neardegeneracy with m eZ 1

,so thata �fth region ofstop-neutralino co-annihilation

occurs[16].
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In Fig. 1,we show the m 0 vs:m 1=2 plane for� < 0 and valuesoftan� = a.) 10,b.)

30,c.) 45 and d.) 52. The gray regions are excluded eitherby a non-neutralino LSP,or

by a breakdown in the REW SB m echanism ,signaled by �2 < 0 orby m 2

A
< 0. The blue

shaded region denotes points excluded by the LEP2 bound m fW 1
> 103:5 G eV,and the

region below thebluecontouriswherem h < 114:1 G eV.W e seefrom fram ea.) thatonly

tiny green regions occur along the excluded region at low m 0 where stau co-annihilation

occurs,orattheboundary of\No REW SB",wherej�jbecom essm all,theHB/FP region.

Thebulk region atlow m 0 and m 1=2 isexcluded by theLEP2 bound on m h,butalso hasa

large negative value ofaSU SY� and a large value ofB F (b! s
).Astan� increasesto 30,

the HB/FP region standsoutasthem ain green region with low �2=dof.Increasing tan�

to 45 asin fram ec.),theHB/FP region rem ainsthem ostviable,whilea yellow corridorof

neutralino annihilation via schannelA and H appearsassplitting theplot.In addition,a

tiny gray region atlow m 0 and m 1=2 hasem erged,wherem
2

A
< 0.Astan� increasesto 52

asin fram ed.),them 2

A
< 0constrainthasbegun tooverwhelm theplotatlow m 0,pushing

theHiggsannihilation region to largerparam etervalues,wherea few green pointsem erge.

TheHB/FP region rem ainsrobust.Theparam eterspacebecom escom pletely excluded at

tan� valuesof55 and higher.

The lesson from the � < 0 plots is that the m ost robust region ofm SUG RA m odel

param eter space is the HB/FP region, where the neutralino has a signi�cant higgsino

com ponent,so thate�cientannihilation (and co-annihilation)ofneutralinoscan occurin

theearly universe,in spiteofquiteheavy,m ulti-TeV valuesofscalarm asses.In fact,these

scalar m asses are su�ciently heavy to suppress possible SUSY C P and 
avor violating

processes,whilem aintaining naturalness[14].They thusprovideatleasta partialsolution

to theSUSY 
avorand C P problem s.

Ifin fact the relic cold dark m atter is m ade ofHB/FP neutralinos,can these DM

particles be detected by direct search experim ents? W e show the reach ofseveraldirect

detection experim ents(CDM S,CDM S2[25]/CRESST[26]and G enius[27])forSUSY CDM

by the black contours,via the spin-independentneutralino-proton scattering ratesascal-

culated in Ref.[28].3 Sim ilarresultsaregiven in Feng,M atchev and W ilczek[15],although

theirHB/FP region occursatlowervaluesofm 0 than ours.
4 Itisgratifyingtonotethatthe

m ostfavored regionsofparam eter space are also accessible to directsearch experim ents,

especially large scale experim entssuch asG eniusand Zeplin 4[30].

In Fig. 2,we show the sam e m SUG RA m odelplane plots,exceptfor� > 0. In this

case,thevaluesofB F (b! s
)and especially aSU SY� arem oreeasily accom m odated by the

data[18].The fram e a.) fortan� = 10 isqualitatively sim ilarto the � < 0 case,with the

m ostfavorableregion again beingtheHB/FP region.Astan� increasesto 30,theHB/FP

region becom es even m ore prom ising. In addition,there are som e tiny regions along the

stau co-annihilation borderwherea low �2=dof can befound.TheHB/FP region rem ains

m ostprom ising fortan� valuesof45 and 52. Asin the � < 0 case,itshould be possible

3
These contoursem erge from digitizing the � vs:m eZ 1

reach contourspresented by the various experi-

m entalgroups.W ehavenotscaled thereach contoursaccording to thevalueoftheneutralino relicdensity.
4
O ur HB/FP region as determ ined by ISAJET is in good agreem ent with sim ilar calculations by the

program sSuspect,SoftSUSY and Spheno[29].
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Figure 1:Plotof�2=dof forthem SUG RA m odelin them 0 vs:m 1=2 planefor� < 0,A0 = 0 and

tan� = 10,30,45 and 52.

to directly search for the HB/FP dark m atter with CDM S2 and especially with G enius

and/orZeplin4.

Finally,weshow in Fig.3 � > 0 planesforvery large valuesoftan� = 54,56,58 and

60.5 In fram ea.) fortan� = 54,theHB/FP region iseven m orepronounced than in Fig.2.

M eanwhile,a corridorofs-channelHiggsannihilation isopening up atlowervaluesofm 0,

asshown bythegreen and yellow region.Fortan� = 56in fram eb.),them 2

A
< 0constraint

5
Such largevaluesoftan� ful�llnaturalnessconditionsifoneloop correctionsareincluded in evaluating

the scalarpotential[31].
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Figure 2:Plotof�2=dof forthem SUG RA m odelin them 0 vs:m 1=2 planefor� > 0,A0 = 0 and

tan� = 10,30,45 and 52.

hasbegun to usurp theHB/FP region.In thiscase,now a broad region ofrapid neutralino

annihilation hasopened up where 2m eZ1
� m A ;H . The region interm ediate between these

which is shaded yellow has 
 eZ1
h2 just beyond the W M AP constraint. The low m 0 and

m 1=2 region has a som ewhat higher �2 value due to the value ofB F (b ! s
) dropping

below 2 � 10� 4. As tan� increases to 58 in fram e c.),a signi�cant region ofresonance

annihilation isevident.M uch ofitisaccessible to directdark m attersearch experim ents.

Finally,in fram ed.),only a fraction ofparam eterspacerem ainsviable,butnoneofitwith

a low �2=dof value.Theentire m 0 vs:m 1=2 planeisexcluded fortan� � 62.
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Figure 3:Plotof�2=dof forthem SUG RA m odelin them 0 vs:m 1=2 planefor� > 0,A0 = 0 and

tan� = 54,56,58 and 60.

To sum m arize,wehavecom bined theconstraintsfrom W M AP on theneutralino relic

density with constraintsfrom B F (b! s
)and (g� 2)� in a �
2 analysiswhich determ ines

favorable and unfavorable regionsofm SUG RA m odelparam eterspace. W e �nd the bulk

neutralino annihilation region (A.)atlow m 0 and m 1=2 essentially ruled outby constraints

from LEP2,B F (b ! s
)and (g� 2)�. In addition,the stau co-annihilation region (B.)

hasonly tiny favorableregions,which would require�ne-tuning ofparam etersto satisfy all

constraints.TheHB/FP region (D.)em ergesasasigni�cantregion satisfyingallconstraints

over a wide range oftan� values,and also o�ersatleast a partialsolution to the SUSY
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avor and C P problem s. In addition,the neutralino resonance annihilation regions (C.)

for� > 0 and large tan� can satisfy allconstraints.The favorable HB/FP regionsare all

accessibleto directdark m attersearch experim ents,and m uch ofitshould beaccessibleto

TeV scalelinearcolliders[32],sincej�jissm all,and thelightestchargino frequently lighter

than � 500 G eV.TheHB/FP region should also beaccessible atLHC searchesaslong as

m 1=2 isnottoo large,so thatgluino pairproduction occursata high enough rate[33].
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