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ABSTRACT

W e com pute the one-doop e ects on the neutrino propagation through m atter induced by
virtual supersym m etric particles. W e show that, In them inin alversion ofthe supersym m et—
ric standard m odel, a non-degeneracy between skptons of the second and third generations
can have sizeabl e ectson the { oscillations In m atter. In particular, we discuss how
this could a ect the detection of the energetic neutrino uxes arising from anniilation of
supersym m etric dark m atter in the center of the sun.
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The fact that W boson exchange w ith electrons in ordinary m attera ectsthe . index of
refraction but not those of the other neutrino avours is the basis of the M kheyev-Sm imov—
W olfenstein M SW ) e ect [L], which provides the nicest explanation to the solar neutrino
procblem .

In the Standard M odel (SM ), at anall m om entum transfer muon and tau neutrinos
Interact Indistinguishably wih ordinary m atter at the tree level. However, a di erence
am ong the and indices of refraction in m atter appears at oneoop [], although i is
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suppresssd by 0 ——— - w ith respect to the size ofthe charged current e ectsa ecting

sin® y W
the . propagation, having then probably no cbservabl in plications.
In this paper we com pute the one-loop contributions to the neutrino refraction ndices
In the best m otivated extension of the SM , ie. the m Inim al supersym m etric version of it
M SSM ). W e show that there are potentially much larger radiative e ects than In the SM
itself and we discuss the possibl physical relevance they could have.

T he Interactions of neutrinos w ith m atter are described by the m atrix elem ent
| - Gr \% a
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For neutrinos propagating through an unpolarized m edium at rest, the tem poral com po—
nent of the farm ionic vector current leads to a non-vanishing neutrino forward-scattering
am plitude and, hence, to a neutrino refraction index n given by R]
p_ X
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N ¢ is the number density of ferm jon £ and, at the treelevel,
CVe=Ts(f) 20es; + 5 3)

w ih svzq sin? y , T3 (f1,) the third com ponent of isogpoin of f;, and Q ¢ is charge.

T he indices of refraction a ect the neutrino avour evolution during propagation, which
is described by (for review s see B])
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where V is the uniary m atrix relating the neutrino avour ( ,wih = e; ; ) and
mass (i, with i = 1; 2, 3) eigenstates, ie. =V, ;. Alo mfj m mzj and
n n n . W enotethat, although the ndices of refraction w illbe com puted in the

M SSM , som e departure from it should be regponsble for the neutrino m asses and m ixings
them selves) .



Sihcem atter e ects in oscillations nvolving . willbe largely dom nated by the charged
aurrent CC) temm  «« In eg. (3), the radiative corrections to the treedevel result n . =
P EGF N.=p tum out to be negligbl. W e w ill then concentrate on the com putation of
n ,which doesnot nvolre the CC piece and vanishes at the treedevel.

Tt is useful to param etrise the e ects of the radiative corrections, for £ & 4, as
cVe= TT3(6) 20: T )

T he solitting of the radiative e ects between and  is som ewhat arbirary, and it is con—
venient to nclude n  the f-dependent box diagram contributions. T his has the advantage
that, for a neutralm edium , the corrections in which Include also contrilbbutions from the
neutrino charge radius B]) tum out to be f-independent (see ref. 1)) and do not contrbute
to n ,due to the fact that “

NeQe= O: (6)

f=u;d;e

O ne has then
P- X ¢
p n = 2Gy N ¢Ts (fr) ; (7)
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with f £ £,

Inthe SM, ¥ gets contrbutions from the one-loop corrections to the Z vertex and
W -boson box diagram s B], keading to
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with x m?M? and y =55 . These corrections are sn all due to the oneJoop factor

w =4 ,but are also quite suppressed by the sm allness of the factorm?=M 2 4 10 °*.

T he com putation of the supersym m etric contribution to requires the evaluation of
the Feynm an diagram s depicted In g. 1, kading to the resuls that are summ arized In the
Appendix. The In portant point is that, besides the oneloop factor y =4 ,what xesnow
the sizeof ism anly the solitting am ong the skptons ofthe second and third generations.

At this point, it is useful to recall that a usual sin plifying assum ption m ade in phe-
nom enological applications is to consider all sferm jons to be exactly degenerate at the GU T
scale, and obtain their low energy splittings from the renom alization group evolution of
the soft param eters and from tem s arising after the electroweak symm etry breaking. In
this way, although squarks get signi cantly splitted from skptons, the splittings am ong the



m asses of di erent skepton generations are only due to the snall —Yukawa coupling. This
usually mpliessthatm? m?2 isO m?), and hence the radiative e ectson the , indices of
refraction are in this case not Jarger than the SM ones. An exception to this, still assum Ing
auniversal soft scalarm assm , iswhen there isa lJarge ~ {~+ m ixing. Thishappens for large
values of the H iggsm ixing param eter and largetg , or for lJarge values of the param eter A
ofthe trilinear soft term s, .n which case the splittingcanbeO n Am + tg )] (see ref. §]).

From a m ore general perspective, the universality assum ptions Which give the easiest
way to get rid of FCNC phencom ena) are not really a necessity, and actually non-universal
soft term susually arise in string theordes []]1and can also be generated in GUT s B]. Universal
sferm jon m asses m ay not even be desirable In som e respects, and it has been argued that
non-universalities m ay prove usefiil n reconciling di erent phenom enological constraints in
supersymm etric GUT s @, 8]. A Iso, it has recently been suggested that sferm ion m assesm ay
dynam ically align along the directions, In avour space, of the ferm ion m asses, suppressing
FCNC but allow ing large m ass splittings {LQ].

If one considers the general case In which a sizeable splitting is allowed am ong and
s]eptonsf:, the SUSY contrbution to n  ocould then be larger than the SM one.

W ew illpresent an illustrative situation n which thee ect here described is im portant and
then comm ent on how the results arem odi ed when one changes the starting assum ptions.
For sin plicity we assum e no fi, {fx m ixings, neglect ntergenerationalm ixings of skeptons as
well as splittings due to D ~term s am ong charged and neutral skptons oramong Y, and %,
which are anyhow inessential to the conclusions reached. W e take 1st generation skptons
degenerate w ith the second generation ones, and only allow the third generation sleptons
to have a di erent m ass. W e take a light but experin entally allowed value for the second
generation skptonmasses,m .= m. = Max[e0GeV,m +20G&V],wherem isthe lightest
neutralino m ass which we assum e to be the lightest supersym m etric particlke (LSP)), and
take second and third generation skptons to be solitted by an amountm . m .= 60 G&V.
W e also assum e that squarks are much heavier than skptons (@s usually results from the
e ects of gluino m asses in the renom alization group evolution of scalarm asses). This last
In plies that box diagram s only contribute sizeably to interactions w ith electrons.

In g.2 we plt the ratio ofthe SUSY and SM valuesof n for an isoscalar m edium
Y, N,=N,= 1),asa function ofthe supersym m etric param eter space that determ ines the
chargino and neutralino m asses and couplings (SU ) gaugino massi M and H iggs m ixing
parameter ). W e present results for values of the ratio of Higgs VEV s tg w=v; = 2

1T his splitting is not directly related to very suppressed rare processessuchas ! e , ! 3¢, !
etc. f_l]_:], but could give rise to am all universality violations {_12_3]
2for de niteness we assum ed com m on gaugino m asses at the GUT scale to obtain the neutralino spectra



(g.2a) and tg = 40 ( g.2)b), show ing that the dependence on i isonly m id. The dark
regions for an all values of and M are excluded by the LEP constraint m + > 45 GeV,
that is them ain bound from accelkrators.

&t is apparent from g. 2 that, for the slepton m ass golittings considered, n m ay
be an order of m agniude larger than In the SM . The SUSY ocontrbution tums out to be
dom inated by the chargino boxes and penguins involving %, exchange. T he neutralino boxes
are generally an all, whik neutralino penguins, not shown in g. 1, give no contribution
(sim ilarly to what happens for instance in b ! s ' decays {13]). Thus, the relevant
solitting is the one am ong charged skptons rather than am ong sneutrinos. The e ect is
esgpecially lJarge In a region of param eter space where the chargino m asses are below 80{
100 GeV, ie. testable at LEP IT, and beocom es Jess In portant for large values of j jand M ,
ie. for heavier charginos. Slpton splittings am aller than the one adopted would lad to
proportionally am allere ects, while larger solittings can increase the e ect by up to a factor
oftwo. The neglected box diagram s involring squark exchange m ay also Increase the SUSY
contribution. A Iso note that, sihce penguin contributions to are f-independent, they
lead (s=eeeq. (7)) to a contrbution to n  proportionaltoN. @ Y,) (In the sun, Y, vares
from 0:16 In the surface to 0.5 in the center).

Clarly the sign of n , and hence whether resonant m atter e ects take place am ong
neutrinos or antineutrinos’, depends, for signi cant skpton splittings, on whether ~ are
heavier or lighterthan ~ (m . snallerthan m . leadsto a resonance crossing am ong neutrinos
if m 3,> 0).

Let us also note that the penguin and box diagram s nvolving % exchange are propor—
tionalto the square ofthe lepton Yukawa coupling, so that theire ectonn  ismuch am aller
than thaton n . This fact has the interesting e ect ofm aking their contrloution to n  to
depend just on m ., rather than on a skpton m ass splitting. However, even fortg = 40 and
m ., = 60GeV,they give a contrdbution not Jarger than the SM one. Sin ilar conclusionshold
for the penguins nvolving H * exchange (kegping n m nd that n theM SSM my+ > My ).

W e nally m ention that other extensions of the SM may also sizeably a ect n . In
particular, supersymm etric R -parity violating interactions can m odify the neutrino indices
of refraction already at the treelevel [14], although those m odels would be lkss interesting
as regards the application discussed below . A nother sin ple exam ple would be the presence
ofanew Z°gauge boson w ith non-universal couplings to Jeptons {[5].

W e tum now to consider the possble physical relevance of these radiative e ects for  {
m atter oscillations. W hen discussing applications, we will neglect the , m ixing wih

3 for antineutrinos, the sign of the m atrix elem ent is reversed, so that n n = n )



e to be eft with Just a two avour situation. T he generalization to three avour neutrino
m ixing should pose no problm s.

A  rstdi culty to cbserve any conversion am ong and isthat for low energies, E <
0: G &V, these neutrinos are only detected by m eans oftheir neutral current Interactions and
are hence essentially indistinguishable. Furthem ore, only e-type neutrinos are produced in
the sun (exospt POr possble ordinary M SW conversions Inside the sun) and equal am ounts
of and are produced In supemovae, so that oscillations am ong them do not give
actually any overall resul. These problem s are not present In long-bassline oscillation
experin ents on earth (either with from accekerators or using atm ospheric neutrinos),
but it is easy to convince oneself that the resonance oscillation length In terrestrial m atter
(Inversely proportionalto n ) istypically much larger than the earth diam eter, and hence
oscillation e ects are negligble.

T he situation that we want to describe, in which the m atter e ects here analysed are
relevant, is actually directly related to the supersym m etric fram ew ork under consideration.
Tt iswellknown that a nice feature of supersym m etry, once R -parity conservation is adopted
to avoid B and L violation, is that the LSP, usually a neutralino, is stablk and naturally
becom es a good dark m atter O M ) candidate. There are two m ain strategies that are being
pursued at present to experin entally search for SUSY DM [1§]. The rst is the direct
search of the energy deposited by halo neutralinos interacting w ith target nuclki, and the
second one is the search of energetic neutrinos produced in the annihilation ofDM trapped
in the interior of the sun or the earth {[1. In particular, upw ard-going m uons produced in
the rodk (or ice) just below underground detectors by energetic and With E > fow
GeV) may allow to probe signi cant regions of the supersym m etric param eter space in new
installations such as Superkam ickande or Amanda. Aswas shown in ref. [1§], the usual
M SW e ect between . and can a ect the detection rate predictions.

To show the possble e ects ofenergetic { m atter enhanoed oscillations in the solar
interior, weplot n g.3the neutrino survivalprobability in the sh?2  vs. m %, plane,
assum ing that n =n .=10° hthesM, ’ 5 10°).The contours correspond
toP (! ) = 08 (continuous lnes) and 0.45 (dashed lines) for two neutrino energies’,
E = 10and 40G eV . isclarthat, orsigni cant rangesof m 2 and sh? 2 , the oscillations
ofhigh energy neutrinos are sizeably a ected by m atter e ects. For decreasing values of j j
theM SW type resonant e ects take place for amaller m 2 values. T he adiabatic condition
In the resonance transition becom es harder to achieve, m aking the regions of signi cant

‘halo  annihilationsm ay also provide som e signals.

5 forenergiesabove 100G eV, absorption in the sun startsto be relevant, m aking the oscillation form alism
to be no longer valid. O ur com putation of the box diagram s, which neglected extemalm om enta, actually
contained term s proportionalto p  pr, which would m odify the resultsonly forE > faw TevV.



transition to shrink towards large m ixings, and the e ect eventually becom es very sn all for
J < 10%.

These { oscilhtionsm ay have in portant im plications for the detection of neutralino
annihilation signals. This is because the and uxes from neutralino anniilation are
generally quite di erent, so that oscillations am ong them m odify the expected signal
at underground detectors. The di erence am ong and uxes has its origih In the
fact that the non-—relativistic neutralino annihilation cross section nto fermm ion pairs £ is
proportionaltom % , either due to a p-wave suppression (@s forannihilationsm ediated by Z or
sferm ion exchange) or due to a Yukawa suppression (@s in the case ofH iggs boson m ediated
annihilations). Hence, neutralinos do not directly annihilate into neutrino pairs. D i erent
neutrino uxes result then from b, cand decays [19] (orm < My , since otherw ise other
channels involving gauge bosons in the nal state are also allowed and can produce prom pt
secondary neutrinos ofdi erent avours in sin ilar am ounts) . Furthem ore, light m esons and
muons produced in the annihilation are stopped by the solar m edium before they decay,
yielding no secondary uxes of energetic neutrinos.

R ather than scanning all the supersym m etric param eter space, we w ill consider as an
lustrative exam ple the sin ple but still quite general case In which the lightest neutralino
ismainly gaugiho, ie. jJ 3> M ,withm < My (in this region the e ect here discussed is
potentially large and also the neutralino coan ological relic density is usually signi cant). If
squarks are heavier than skptons, as we are assum ing, and skptons are not too heavy, the
m aln non-relativistic neutralino annihilation channel is by t<channel ~ exchange, producing
a pair. The and uxes from the subssquent  decays will then clearly be quite

di erent. (In the general case of an arbitrary neutralino com position and squark m asses,
the uxes are stilldi erent but one needs to include the extra annihilation channels and the
m odel dependent branching ratios entering In the , yils).

In g.4weshow the and di erentialneutrino yields (w ih thin dashed and solid lines
respectively) produced by the annihilation ofneutralinosintoa pair (them ain annihilation
channel in our exam pl). W hat is actually plotted is z°dN=dz wherez E =m ), which
is the relevant quantity for underground detectjon.*f: because both the CC cross section
and the muon range in the rock (or ice) are proportional to the neutrino energy.

W ih thick Iineswe show how the uxesgetm odi ed after traversing the solar interior,
assum lngm = 50G eV and taking ( ; m ?;sih?*2 )tobe (10°,6 10% &v?,01)in g.4a,
103,3 10% ev?,01)in g.4band (103,103 ev?,0.6) n g.4.c. The neutrino m asses
and m ixings assum ed in the case of g.4.c lie in the r=gion, also shown in g. 3, of nterest
to explain the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly. One should note, however, that for large

®themuon ux arising from Interactions is quite suppressed



m ixings the e ects of vacuum oscillations are signi cant and would a ect both neutrinos
and antineutrinos, while m atter induced oscillations a ect either one or the other.

From the results, one can see that the detection ratesm ay be sizeably m odi ed by the
m atter enhanced oscillations here described, providing an interesting physicalm anifestation
of the radiative supersym m etric e ects studied. T he uncertainties involved in the theoret—
ical predictions of the DM annihilation signal (unknown neutralino m ass and com position,
uncertainties In the localhalo density and DM velocity distribution, etc.) w illhowever com —
plicate the Interpretation of any positive detection, so that these e ects should actually be
considered asproviding a further soread in the theoretical predictions until these param eters
becom e m ore constrained by accelerators and direct DM searches. T he shape ofthe neutrino
Soectrum gives probably a clkarer signature of the m atter oscillations, and m ay provide a
usefil handle to identify them .

Iwould like to thank Stefano Bertolini for very usefil discussions.

A ppendix

W e sum m arize here the supersym m etric contrbutionsto n  arising from the diagram s
n g.l.

A few sin plifying assum ptions w ill be adopted. M otivated by the an allness of FCNC
phencom ena, we w ill assum e that sferm ion m asses align, In  avour space, in the directions
of the ferm jon m asses. This m akes the neutralino{fm jon {sferm jon vertices diagonal in
generation space. W ew illalso ignore fi, {fx m xings, so that the appropriatem ass eigenstates
are fj;, and fizx . These assum ptions sin plify the calculations but are not essential to the

conclusions reached.

Follow ing the notation of ref. [§], we denote by Z fj the 4 4 m atrix diagonalizing the
neutralino states in thebasis (~;Z;H1;H,),and U andV arethe2 2 m atrces required for
the diagonalization of the chargino m assm atrix. In the radiative corrections involving the
neutralinos !, only the gaugino com ponents w ill contribute sizeably since the higgsino cou-
plings are very am all for Interactions w ith ordinary m atter. The Feynm an rul forthe £ gfi
vertex can be then param etrised as jgp 2G %LPR whilke that involving fz by jgp 2G gRPL .
T he couplings G 7 to the gaugino com ponents are given by

f
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G%L = QfSW Z:?l‘i' azgz

"
£ #

- . X
Gz = signm o) Qesg Z5) + az;g



w ith CE(R) =T g) Qs .

R egarding the chargino couplings, we w ill ignore C abdbbo-type intergenerationalm ixings
(or Jptonsh and, in the box controutions also for quarks), since the avour-conserving
processes under study are not GIM suppressed. W e then only include the chargino m ixing
m atrices in theve:g:joes €g.the . § % vertex is igUjPgr,the . § "% vertex isigH Py,
withH, mUp= 2My c , seeref. §)).

T he penguin and box contributions to £ can be written as

The (f-independent) contributions to the penguins involving charginos and %, exchange,
arise from the slfenergy diagramsin g.la, I}; (), and from the diagram s where the
Z couples to the skpton-line I}; (M (g.1b), or to the chargino-line, I}; (") (g.190.
D irect com putation leads to the resuls:

(
X2 m2
L _ W . L ~
s()= 8—j=lﬂj1f Go® + D+ I— (v ! ~)
( )
‘XZ ITl2
s (= e Paf Go D+ b (! )
=1
X2 q
L, + _ W oL .
() = e UaUjp 2055 X+ X+ Fo® ¢ X -+ )
i3=1
n 2 # )
0% Go® - ;X + )+ o (y ! ~) ;
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where X ., M ,=m)? and is an arbirary m ass scale. The ooup]jngsOOTi“j= Vi Vy,

ViV, + ysi and0% = UuUy 2UpU,+ ysi descrbethe | §Z vertex, that reads
iz P OTi“jPL +0 o%PR ]. The functionsFy and G ¢ are

Cn
Fo&iy) = xInx + ®$ V)
x y)x 1)
" #
Go &;y) = % Inx + xS V) -
®x yyx 1) 2

T he penguins involving % exchange, that although proportionalto m =My ) may i
principle be enhanced for large values of tg , give a total contrbution (neglcting the ~

"thism ay not be a good approxin ation for neutrino m ixings close to m axin al



exchange that is proportionaltom =M 2 )

R W x? 1 2 x? b (€3
b | j_ljf > sy GoK ;NR;l)"' H;Hy Oy
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d‘q
)+1 20% X . X Fo® X i)

J
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Sin ilarly, the charged H iggs boson contrdbution in g.la{cis

" #
2 1 hy

= +
F 4 My 2 1 y @ y?
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wherey @ =M+ )%.

v

The box diagram s ( g.1d) nvolving charginos and %, exchange give:

M 2 x2
w
lex)x( +) = 4— 21 levklUj]_Ukl
Mo k=1
19— 0

X+ X F X Ce X iR ) (e ! o~) g

gox(+): ke;ox(+)(~e! w);
u +y W MV% x? 0 . . !
box( ) = 8—m2 UleklUlekl G'X ;aL iX ra IXNLCTL) (v ! ~)

a, Jk=1

The boxes wih "z exchange are Just cbtained by replacing in the previous expressions
%! %sUyUk ! HyHy and om itting the ~x exchange contribution.

F inally, box diagram s nvolving neutralinos ( g.1le;f) nteractingwith £ = e; u; d give:

8
X4 '<M2 9
£ 0y _ W k j W k j 0 . .
box( ) = GG L:q2 GGy X gfLX gf‘LF (X~f“L’X gfL’X gfL)
Jik=1 f3,
, 3 9
G7Ger . -
————G K _ £ X 0giX o2 )5+ (3 k;L$ R) (~ ! ~);
2 L 3L k IL ;
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1l: Feynm an diagram s describing the supersym m etric contrbution to {f forward scat-
tering (*= ; ).Theblb n g.la rpresents corrections to both  extemal kegs.

Fig. 2: Ratio of the supersymm etric and SM values of n for an isoscalarmedim . W e
take the skptons of the st two generations to have a common mass of M ax[60 G&V,
m + 20GeV] (see text), and assum e the third slepton generation to be heavier by 60 G&V .
Fig.2aisfortg = 2whike g.2bisfortg = 40.

Fig. 3: Contours of survival probability P ( ! ) = 0:8 (s0olid lines) and 045 (dashed
lines) for neutrino energiesE = 10 and 40 G &V, taking n =n .=10°3.

Fig. 4: Di erential (solid lines) and (dashed lines) yields ( z?) vs. z E =m ,
for anniilations into pairs. Thin lines describe the origihal spectra (ref. :11:9]) while
thick lnes include the matter e ects, assumingm = 50 GeV.The gures corresoond to
(; m?;sn*2 )equalto 103,6 10% ev?,01) 1 g.4a, 103,3 10% ev?,01) In
g.4band (10°3,10°% ev?,06) n g.4c.
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