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Abstract. Applying the microcanonical definition of entropy to a wealkhteracting and self—

gravitating neutralino gas, we evaluate the change in thal lentropy per particle of this gas
between the freeze out era and present day virialized halotstes. An “entropy consistency”
criterion emerges by comparing the obtained theoretidabpy per particle of the virialized halos
with an empirical entropy per particle given in terms of dymeal halo variables of actual galactic
structures. We apply this criterion to the cases when niutsaare mostly B-inos and mostly
Higgsinos, in conjunction with the usual “abundance” ei@ie requiring that present neutralino
relic density complies with @ < Q)"(é < 0.4 for h ~ 0.65. The joint application of both criteria

reveals that a much better fitting occurs for the B-ino thantfe Higgsino channels, so that
the former seems to be a favored channel along the mass raridg® GeV < Mgt < 250GeV.

These results are consistent with neutralino annihilgietterns that emerge from recent theoretical
analysis on cosmic ray positron excess data reported by E#THollaboration. The suggested
methodology can be applied to test other annihilation cbknaof the neutralino, as well as other
particle candidates of thermal WIMP gas reflcs

INTRODUCTION.

There are strong theoretical arguments favoring lightgs¢ssymmetric particles (LSP)
as making up the relic gas that forms the halos of actual gelsituctures. Assuming
that R parity is conserved and that the LSP is stable, it might bedealicandidate
for cold dark matter (CDM), provided it is neutral and has trorgg interactions. The
most favored scenario![2, 3, 4, 15,6, 7] considers the LSP tithédightest neutralino
()"(8), a mixture of supersymmetric partners of the photmoson and neutral Higgs
boson [3]. Since neutralinos must have decoupled once tleeg mon-relativistic, it is

reasonable to assume that they constituted originally avvd#xBoltzmann (MB) gas

in thermal equilibrium with other components of the primatdosmic plasma. In the
present cosmic era, such a gas is practically collisios—esl is either virialized in

1 Contribution to Proceeedings of tiéth Mexican School (DGFM): The Early Universe and Observa
tional Cosmologye la Division de Gravitacion y Fisica Matematica de la SdaieMexicana de Fisica
(DGYFM-SMF). November 24-29 2002 Playa del Carmen, Quiaoa, México. This paper is based on
the Ref. [1].
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galactic and galactic cluster halos, in the process of liaetion or still in the linear

regime for superclusters and structures near the scalenabgpeneityi[3, 9, 10].
Besides the constraint due to their present abundance asconastituents of cosmic

dark matter@xtl) ~ 0.3), itis still uncertain which type of annihilation crossten char-

acterizes these neutralinos. In this paper we present aoh#tht discriminates between
different cross sections, based on demanding (togethkrtiagtcorrect abundance) that
a theoretically estimated entropy per particle matchesnapirec estimate of the same
entropy, but constructed with dynamic variables of actw@db Istructures. The applica-
tion of this “entropy consistency” criterion is straightfeard because entropy is a state
variable that can be evaluated at equilibrium states,paets/ely of how enormously
complicated could be the evolution between each stateidrctmtext, the two fiducial
equilibrium states of the neutralino gas are (to a good amation) the decoupling
(or “freeze out”) and their present state as a virializettrgas. Considering simplified
forms of annihilation cross sections. the joint applicatd the abundance and entropy—
consistency criteria favors the neutralinos as mainly f®si’ over neutralinos as mainly
“higgsinos”. These results are consistent with the thezakanalysis of the HEAT ex-
periment{[11} 12, 13] which aims at relating the observedtposexcess in cosmic rays
with a possible weak interaction between neutralinos amteions in galactic halos.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we describgitermodynamics of
the neutralino gas as it decouples. Section 3 applies todke-gecoupling neutralino
gas the entropy definition of the microcanonical ensembiepwy, leading to a suitable
theoretical estimate of the entropy per particle. In secdowe obtain an empiric
estimate of this entropy based on actual halo variabledewmisection 5 we examine
the consequences of demanding that these two entropiesdamiBection 6 provides a
summary of these results.

THE NEUTRALINO GAS

The equation of state of a non-relativistic MB neutraline ¢ga/8,(9, 10]
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wheren1)~(1 andn 5y are the neutralino mass and number density. Since we wilkedehu-
sively Wlth the Ilghtest neutralino, we will omit hencefoithe SUbSC”pil understand-
ing that all usage of the term “neutralino” and all symbolpbysical and observational

variables ((e. Qg, m, p, n, etc.) will correspond to this specific particle. As long as th
neutralino gas is in thermal equilibrium, we have

N~ ne = x %2 exp(—x), (3)

o



whereg = 1 is the degeneracy factor of the neutralino species. Thebruuhensityn
satisfies the Boltzmann equation 3, 8]

A+3HNn = —(av|) [nz—(n<e“>)2], (4)

whereH is the Hubble expansion factor atmlv|) is the annihilation cross section. Since
the neutralino is non-relativistic as annihilation reant “freeze out” and it decouples
from the radiation dominated cosmic plasma, we can assumél fand (o|v|) the
following forms

H = 1.66g7°—, (5)
(olv) = a+ b(v?), (6)

wheremy, = 1.22 x 10'° GeV is Planck’s masg. = g.(T) is the sum of relativistic
degrees of freedonfy?) is the thermal averaging of the center of mass velocity (nbug
v2 0 1/x in non-relativistic conditions) and the constaatandb are determined by the
parameters characterizing specific annihilation proses$¢he neutralino (s-wave or
p-wave) [3]. The decoupling of the neutralino gas followanfrthe condition

= n{(olv|) = H, (7)

leading to the freeze out temperatufe Reasonable approximated solutions [Gf (7)
follow by solving forx; the implicit relation [3]
0.0764mpCo(2+Cp) (a+6b/%) m

=
Xf =1n (g*f Xf)l/z

: (8)

whereg s = 0.(Tf) andco =~ 1/2 yields the best fit to the numerical solution @ff (4) and
[@). From the asymptotic solution dfl(4) we obtain the présdundance of the relic
neutralino gas 3]

Som m
Qoh? = Yo——"— ~ 2.82x10°Ye —, (9)
Perit/h? GeV
Yoo = Mo
So

= [0.264911/;2 mpm{a/xf +3(b— 1/4a)/><?H _17

(10)

whereSp ~ 4000cnT? is the present radiation entropy density (CMB plus neusjno
Pcrit = 1.05x 10 °GeVenr 3,

Since neutralino masses are expected to be in the rangesaioténindreds of GeV’'s
and typically we havex ~ 20 so thatT; > GeV, we can use,; ~ 10675 [4] in
equations[{l8) {{10). Equatiohl (8) shows hephas a logarithmic dependence omn



~ |

while theoretical considerations [2,13,.4,l5, 5, 7] relatedhte minimal supersymetric
extensions of the Standard Model (MSSM) yield specific foforsa andb that also
depend om. Inserting into [P)-{TI0) the specific forms afandb for each annihilation
channel leads to a specific rangenothat satisfies the “abundance” criterion based on
current observational constraints that requief Qg < 0.3 andh = 0.65 |10].

Suitable forms fofo|v|) can be obtained for all types of annihilation reactions [f3].
the neutralino is mainly pure B-ino, it will mostly annihi&into lepton pairs through
t-channel exchange of right-handed sleptons. In this dasernoss section is p-wave
dominated and can be approximatedBy (6) with [4,14, 15]

2
81 g

e 1/

a~ 0,

(11)

wherem is the mass of the right-handed slepton & m [4]) and o2 = g2/4m ~
0.01 is the fine structure coupling constant for tél)y gauge interaction. If the
neutralino is Higgsino-like, annihilating into W-bosonirsa then the cross section is
s-wave dominated and can be approximatedDby (6) with |4, 8}4, 1

o3 (1 g, /)32
22 (2—mg /m?)2

b~0, a=~ (12)

wherem,, = 80.44 GeV is the mass of the W-boson am§l= g3/4m~ 0.03 is the fine
structure coupling constant for tisJ(2), gauge interaction.

In the freeze out era the entropy per particle (in units ofBbézmann constark;)
for the neutralino gas is given by [8,110, 9]

5
S = [pn—ﬁ)]f =5t (13)

where we have assumed that chemical potential is negligidéhave used the equation
of state [1). From[{8) and_{lL3), it is evident that the dependeofs; on m will be
determined by the specific details of the annihilation psses through the forms af
andb. In particular, we will use(11) and{l12) to compuefrom (8)-(13).

THE MICROCANONICAL ENTROPY

After the freeze out era, particle numbers are conservedrandeutralinos constitute
a weakly interacting and practically collision—less sgifvitating gas. This gas is only
gravitationally coupled to other components of the cosmiicflAs it expands, it expe-
riences free streaming and eventually undergoes grawittclustering forming stable
bound virialized structures [10, 9,116, 17]. The evoluti@tveen a spectrum of density
perturbations at the freeze out and the final virializedcstmes is extremely complex,
involving a variety of dissipative effects characterizeddbllisional and collision—less
relaxation processes |16,/17, 18]. However, the freeze ondtpeesent day virialized
structures roughly correspond to “initial” and “final” edjbrium states of this gas.



Therefore, instead of dealing with the enormous complesityhe details of the in-
termediary processes, we will deal only with quantitiesroeiin these states with the
help of simplifying but general physical assumptions.

The microcanonical ensemble in the “mean field” approxiorayields an entropy
definition that is well defined for a self—gravitating gas m iatermediate scale, be-
tween the short range and long range regimes of the grantdtpotential. This inter-
mediate scale can be associated with a region that is “suftigi large as to contain a
large number of particles but small enough for the grawtatl potential to be treated
as a constant’[16]. Considering the neutralino gas in piteday virialized halo struc-
tures as a diluted, non-relativistic (nearly) ideal gas eblly interacting particles, its
microcanonical entropy per particle under these conditiman be given in terms of the
volume of phase space [17]

g (2mE)3/2v
ST e

whereV and E are local average values of volume and energy associatédtinat
intermediate scale. For non-relativistic velocitie& < 1, we haveV O 1/n 0 m/p
andE O m\?/2 0 m/x. In fact, under these assumptions the definition (14), exatliat
the freeze out, is consistent wifl (3) ahdl(13), and so itge &hlid immediately after
the freeze out era (once particle numbers are conservede 814) is valid at both the
initial and final states, respectively corresponding todaeoupling &, X, nf) and the
values €”, x”, ") associated with a suitable halo structure, the changetmo@nper
particle that follows from[(1l4) between these two statesvisrgby

@ 5 = In {ﬁ (ﬁ)”}, (15)

no \ xo

; (14)

where [IB) can be used to eliminagein terms ofx;. Considering present day halo
structures as roughly spherical, inhomogeneous and sglftgting gaseous systems,
the intermediate scale of the microcanonical descriptsoani excellent approximation
for gas particles in a typical region ef 1 pc within the halo core, near the symmetry
center of the halo where the gas density enhancement is maxbat spacial gradients

of all macroscopic quantities are negligiklel[19, 20]. ®&fere, we will consider current

halo macroscopic variables as evaluated at the center dlbes?, x¢, ng.

In order to obtain a convenient theoretical estimatgdfom (13), we need to relate
ns with present day cosmological parameters likgandh. Bearing in mind that density
perturbations at the freeze out era were very sl (ns < 1074, [&, 19,110]), the
densityns is practically homogeneous and so we can estimate it frorodhservation of
particle numbersy = no (1+4z)3, and of photon entropy, 1.5t = g:0.5 (1+2)3, valid
from the freeze out era to the present for the unperturbedolgeneous background.
Eliminating (1 + z)® from these conservation laws yields

3 3
N = ng—— ~ 27.3n , 16

f 0 g0 Tos o X (16)
where x§° = -0 — 429 102"
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whereg.o = g.(T§") ~ 3.91 andT§"* = 2.7 K. Since for present day conditiong/n? =
Po/PY andpo = Pgrit Qo h?, we collect the results froniL.{JL6) and wrife]15) as

m \3 hQo Pt
N —
§C|m—Xf+93.06-|-ln{<GeV) )7 pg)}
m )3 h2Q, GeVicn?
GeV) (xx@)%2  pf |’

Therefore, giverm and a specific form ofc|v|) associated witla andb, equation[(1I7)
provides a theoretical estimate of the entropy per partittee neutralino halo gas that
depends on the initial state given by in () and [IB), on observable cosmological
parameter§)g, h and on generic state variables associated to the halowteuct

(17)

=X +8160+In {(

THEORETICAL AND EMPIRIC ENTROPIES

If the neutralino gas in present halo structures stricttisBas MB statistics, the entropy
per particle,s?, in terms ofp? = mr? andx? = mc&/(k, T), follows from the well
known Sackur—Tetrode entropy formulal[21]

5 m'c3
. ==+In
T2 IR ene)¥2pee
m \4 / 1\%¥2 Gevicn?
— 9442+ In <@> <@> 5| (18)
Such a MB gas in equilibrium is equivalent to an isotherméb lifave identify [22]
2 kT
% = m = (h)? (19)

Whereo(zh) is the velocity dispersion (a constant for isothermal halos
However, an exactly isothermal halo is not a realistic mpdgice its total mass
diverges and it allows for infinite particle velocities (thetically accessible in the
velocity range of the MB distribution). More realistic hatwodels follow from “energy
truncated” (ET) distribution functions [17,122,123, 24| 2Bht assume a maximal “cut
off” velocity (an escape velocity). Therefore, we can pda/ia convenient empirical
estimate of the halo entrops), from the microcanonical entropy definitidn{14) in terms
of phase space volume, but restricting this volume to theshcange of velocities (i.e.
momenta) accessible to the central particles, that is uprt@eimal escape velocity
Ve(0). From theoretical studies of dynamical and thermodynalnstedoility associated
with ET distribution functions|[23, 24, 25, 28,127, 29| 26ddinom observational data
for elliptic and LSB galaxies and clusters|[30} 31,119,.37, B3s reasonable to assume
V2(0) = 2|D(0)] ~ ac?(0), 12<a< 18, (20)

(h)



where®(r) is the newtonian gravitational potential. We have then

h) ~ rn4Vg
1= 0| g

(l)ﬂ' a 32 Geviem?
GeV xP pe

where we used? = cz/o(%(O) as in [19). As expected, the scalingslofl(21) are identical
to those of[(IB). Similar entropy expressions for elliptitaxies have been examined in
[34].

Comparison betwees obtained from[(211) and froni_ (1L 7) leads to the constraint

$) ‘ th = $) ‘ em j

X = 757+ In

=  89.17+In , (21)

(ax)3? m
h2Qy GeV

. (22)

which does not depend on the halo variabdgsp?, hence it can be interpreted as
the constraint ors; = 5/2 4 x¢ that follows from the conditiors?|, = 0|... Since
we can use[(9) and{lL0) to eliminak8Qq, the constraint{J2) becomes a relation
involving only x¢, m, a, b, a. This constraint is independent @ (8), which is another
(independent) expression fef = 5/2+ ¢, but an expression that followanly from
the neutralino annihilation processes. Therefore, thepewison betwees?|, andsy|_,
leading to a comparison of two independent expressionssfas not trivial but leads
to an “entropy consistency” criterion that can be tested wtable desired values of
m, a, b, a. This implies that a given dark matter particle candidabteyracterized byn
and by specific annihilation channels giverndpyhrough [8), will pass or fail to pass this
consistency test independently of the details one asswegasding the present day dark
halo structure. This is so, whether we conduct the consigtierst by comparind{8) and
(22) or [IT) and(21). However, the actual valuesiofor a given halo structure, whether
obtained from[(2l1) or fron{17), do depend on the preciseasmhip? andx?. Since the
matching of either{8) and{22) dr{17) aiidi(21) shows a weghkrithmic dependence
on m, the fulfillment of the “entropy consistency” criterion itkfies a specific mass
range for each dark matter particle. This allows us to disicrate, in favor or against,
suggested dark matter particle candidates and/or antigimlahannels by verifying if
the standard abundance criteribh (9) is simultaneousiyfigat for this range of masses.

TESTING THE ENTROPY CONSISTENT CRITERION
Since we can writd (22) as:
In(h?Qo) = 7.57— ¢ +1In [(axf)3/2m} . (23)

this constraint becomes a new estimate of the cosmologaranpetersh?Qg, given
as in terms of a structural parameter of galactic dark matéws,a, the mass of the
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FIGURE 1. Figures (a) and (b) respectively correspond to the Higgsind B-ino channels. The
shaded regions displdyo vs m from our entropy criteriod(23) with the solid curve gigiQo from the
cosmological abundance criteridd (9), in all caseshfer 0.65. The horizontal dashed lines give current
estimates of)p = 0.3+ 0.1. It is evident that only the B-ino channels allow for a sitankous fitting of
both the abundance and the entropy criteria.

neutralino,m, and the temperature of the neutralino gas at freezexpufThis last
guantity depends explicitly not only an, but also on its interaction cross section, and
hence on the details of its phenomenological physizd).

At this point we consider values for the constaa@ndb that define the interaction
cross section of the neutralino, and ukd (23) to flptas a function ofm in GeV’s.
Using h = 0.65 and given the uncertainty range @f we will obtain not a curve,
but a region in theQy — m plane. Considering first conditiof{|12), corresponding to
Higgsino—like neutralinos, leads to the shaded region iaréigla. On this figure we
have also plotted the relation which the abundance critef@) yields on this same
plane. Firstly, we notice that the mass range that resutt® four entropy criterion
intersects the one resulting from the abundance critektmwever, it is evident that
within the observationally determined range @§ (the horizontal dashed lines 0.2-
0.4), there is no intersection between the shaded regiorttendbundance criterion
curve. This implies that both criteria are mutually incatent, thus the possibility that
Higgsino-like neutralinos make up both the cosmologicak saatter and galactic dark
matter appears unlikely.

Repeating the same procedure for mainly B—ino neutralifidy, yields figure 1b. In
this case, we can see that the abundance criterion curgewall within the shaded
region defined by the entropy criterion. Although we can mopriove on the mass
estimate provided by the abundance criterion alone, thaistamcy of both criteria
reveals the B-ino neutralino as a viable option for both thenwological and the galactic
dark matter.

It is also interesting to evaluate{21) andl(17) for the tweeseof neutralino channels:
the B-ino and Higgsino, but now considering numerical eates forx” andp® that
correspond to central regions of actual halo structuressfdering terminal velocties
in rotation curves we havefy,, ~ 202 (0), so thatx? ~ 2(c/Vterm)?, while recent

)

data from LSB galaxies and clustersi[32, B3, 135,120, 36] ssigthee range of values
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FIGURE 2. Figures (a) and (b) respectively correspond to the Higgsind B-ino channels. The
figures displays?|, from @0)-21) (gray strip)s?|, from (I14) forh = 0.65 and the uncertainty strip
Qp = 0.3+ 0.1 (thick curves) and{’|,, from ({I8) (crosses), all of them as functions of Jjgg. The
vertical strip marks the range of valuesrofthat follow from [9)-{ID) for the same values @f andh.

It is evident that only the B-ino channels allow for a simokaus fitting of both the abundance and the
entropy criteria.

0.01M,/pc < p? < 1My, /pc. Hence, we will use in the comparison Bf(17) aid (21)
the following numerical valueg® = 0.01 M., /pc® = 0.416 GeV/cni andx? = 2 x 10F,
typical values for a large elliptical or spiral galaxy witfprm= 300 km/sec/[35, 20, 36].
Figure 2a displays?|, ands?|, as functions of logy m, for the halo structure described
above, for the case of a neutralino that is mostly Higgsirtee $haded region marks
S|, given by [21) for the range of values @f while the vertical lines correspond to the
range of masses selected by the abundance critéfion (@ufer0.2, 0.3, 0.4. The solid
curves ares?|, given by [IT) for the same values Qp, intersecting the shaded region
associated with[{21) at some range of masses. However, tigesaf coincidence of
a fixed [IT) curve with the shaded regi@nl(21) occurs at maskah correspond to
values ofQQg that are different from those used [n{17), that is, the gaHines and solid
curves with sam&g intersect out of the shaded region. Hence, this annihilati@nnel
does not seem to be favored.

Figure 2b depicts the same variables as figure 2a, for the satoestructure, but
for the case of a neutralino that is mostly B-ino. In this ¢dke joint application of
the abundance and entropy criteria yield a consistent naaggerof 150 Ge\k Mg <

250 GeV), which allows us to favor this annihilation chanagla plausible dark r%atter
candidate, withmlying in the narrow ranges given by this figure for any chosalne of



Qo. As noted above, the results of figures 1a and 1b are totalnisitive to the values
of halo variablesx? andp®, used in evaluatind{21) and{17). Different values of these
variables (say, for a different halo structure) would orggult in a relabeling of the
values ofs? along the vertical axis of the figures.

CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a robust consistency criterion that caertfed for any annihilation
channel of a given dark matter candidate proposed as thditcemsé particle of the
present galactic dark matter halos. Since we require tleaethpirical estimate?|_
of present dark matter haloes must match the theoreticab |, derived from the
microcanonical definition and from freeze out conditionstfe candidate particle, the
criterion is of a very general applicability, as it is larg@éhsensitive to the details of
the structure formation scenario assumed. Further, thalsietf the present day halo
structure enter only through an integral feature of the dwlos, the central escape
velocity, thus our results are also insensitive to the finitleconcerning the central
density and the various models describing the structureadf chatter halos. A crucial
feature of this criterion is its direct dependence on thespia} detailsi¢e. annihilation
channels and mass) of any particle candidate.

Recent theoretical work by E. A. Balet al. [11] confirmed that neutralino anni-
hilation in the galactic halo can produce enough positronsidke up for the excess
of cosmic ray positrons experimentally detected by the HEAllaboration [12| 13].
Baltz et al. concluded that for a boost factBg ~ 30 the neutralinos must be primarily
B-inos with mass around 160 GeV. For a boost facto3Bs < 100, the gaugino—
dominated SUSY models complying with all constraints yiedditralino masses in the
range of 150 Ge\k mei < 400GeV. On the other hand, Higgsino dominated neutrali-

nos are possible but oOnIy f@s ~ 1000 with masses larger than 2 TeV. The results that
we have presented in this paper are in agreement with thécpoet that follow from
[11], as we obtain roughly the same mass range for the B-inurtltted case (see figure
1b) and the Higgsino channel is shown to be less favored imte&s range lower than
TeV's.

We have examined the specific case of the lightest neutrédinthe mostly B-ino
and mostly Higgsino channels. The joint application of tkatfopy consistency” and
the usual abundance criteria clearly shows that the B-irmmwiél is favored over the
Higgsino. This result can be helpful in enhancing the stuidghe parameter space of
annihilation channels of LSP’s in MSSM models, as the lattdy use equation$8)
and [9)-(ID) in order to find out which parameters yield rgks abundances that are
compatible with observational constraintsi[2} 3,14,/5.| 6 Hwever, equation§X8) and
@-(10) by themselves are insufficient to discriminaterMeein annihilation channels.
A more efficient study of the parameter space of MSSM can beaeth by the joint
usage of the two criteria, for example, by considering maegal cross section terms
(see for example [3]) than the simplified approximated foffd® and [(IR). This work
is currently in progress.
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