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ABSTRACT

W e com pute the one-loop e�ects on the neutrino propagation through m atter induced by

virtualsupersym m etricparticles.W eshow that,in them inim alversion ofthesupersym m et-

ricstandard m odel,a non-degeneracy between sleptonsofthesecond and third generations

can have sizeable e�ectson the ��{�� oscillationsin m atter. In particular,we discusshow

thiscould a�ectthe detection ofthe energetic neutrino uxes arising from annihilation of

supersym m etric dark m atterin thecenterofthesun.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506221v1


ThefactthatW -boson exchangewith electronsin ordinary m attera�ectsthe�e index of

refraction butnotthoseoftheotherneutrino avoursisthebasisoftheM ikheyev-Sm irnov-

W olfenstein (M SW ) e�ect [1],which provides the nicest explanation to the solarneutrino

problem .

In the Standard M odel(SM ),at sm allm om entum transfer m uon and tau neutrinos

interact indistinguishably with ordinary m atter at the tree level. However, a di�erence

am ong the �� and �� indicesofrefraction in m atterappearsatone-loop [2],although itis

suppressed byO

�
�

� sin2 �W

m 2

�

M 2

W

�

with respecttothesizeofthecharged currente�ectsa�ecting

the�e propagation,having then probably no observableim plications.

In thispaperwe com pute the one-loop contributionsto the neutrino refraction indices

in the best m otivated extension ofthe SM ,i.e. the m inim alsupersym m etric version ofit

(M SSM ).W e show thatthere are potentially m uch largerradiative e�ectsthan in the SM

itselfand wediscussthepossiblephysicalrelevancethey could have.

Theinteractionsofneutrinoswith m atteraredescribed by them atrix elem ent

M (�‘f ! �‘f)= �i
G F
p
2
��‘

�(1� 5)�‘�f�(C
V
�‘f

+ C
A
�‘f
5)f: (1)

For neutrinos propagating through an unpolarized m edium at rest,the tem poralcom po-

nent ofthe ferm ionic vector current leads to a non-vanishing neutrino forward-scattering

am plitudeand,hence,to a neutrino refraction index n� given by [3]

p�(n�‘ � 1)= �
p
2G F

X

f= u;d;e

C
V
�‘f
N f: (2)

N f isthenum berdensity offerm ion f and,atthetree-level,

C
V
�‘f

= T3(fL)� 2Q fs
2

W + �‘f; (3)

with s2W � sin2�W ,T3(fL)thethird com ponentofisospin offL and Q f itscharge.

Theindicesofrefraction a�ecttheneutrino avourevolution during propagation,which

isdescribed by (forreviewssee[4])

i
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dt
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where V is the unitary m atrix relating the neutrino avour (��,with � = e; �; �) and

m ass (�i,with i = 1;2,3) eigenstates, i.e. �� = V�i�i. Also �m 2
ij � m 2

�i
� m 2

�j
and

�n �� � n�� � n��.(W enotethat,although theindicesofrefraction willbecom puted in the

M SSM ,som e departure from itshould be responsible forthe neutrino m assesand m ixings

them selves).
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Sincem attere�ectsin oscillationsinvolving �e willbelargely dom inated by thecharged

current(CC)term �‘f in eq. (3),the radiative correctionsto the tree-levelresult�n e� =

�
p
2G F N e=p� turn outto be negligible. W e willthen concentrate on the com putation of

�n � �,which doesnotinvolve theCC pieceand vanishesatthetree-level.

Itisusefulto param etrisethee�ectsoftheradiativecorrections,forf 6= ‘,as

C
V
�‘f

= �
�‘fT3(fL)� 2Q f�

�‘fs
2

W : (5)

The splitting ofthe radiative e�ectsbetween � and � issom ewhatarbitrary,and itiscon-

venientto includein � thef-dependentbox diagram contributions.Thishastheadvantage

that,fora neutralm edium ,thecorrectionsin � (which include also contributionsfrom the

neutrino chargeradius[5])turn outto bef-independent(seeref.[2])and do notcontribute

to �n � �,dueto thefactthat
X

f= u;d;e

N fQ f = 0: (6)

Onehasthen

p��n � � = �
p
2G F

X

f

N fT3(fL)��
f
; (7)

with �� f � ���f � ��� f.

In theSM ,�� f getscontributionsfrom theone-loop correctionsto the ���Z vertex and

W -boson box diagram s[2],leading to

�� e
SM = �� d

SM =
�W

8�

"
x(2+ x)

1� x
+
3x(2� x)

(1� x)2
lnx

#

(8)

�� u
SM =

��W

8�

"
x(4� x)

1� x
+

3x2

(1� x)2
lnx

#

; (9)

with x � m 2
�=M

2
W and �W � �=s2W .These correctionsaresm alldue to the one-loop factor

�W =4�,butarealso quitesuppressed by thesm allnessofthefactorm 2
�=M

2
W � 4� 10�4 .

The com putation ofthe supersym m etric contribution to �� requires the evaluation of

theFeynm an diagram sdepicted in �g.1,leading to the resultsthataresum m arized in the

Appendix.Theim portantpointisthat,besidestheone-loop factor�W =4�,what�xesnow

thesizeof�� ism ainly thesplittingam ongthesleptonsofthesecond and third generations.

At this point,it is usefulto recallthat a usualsim plifying assum ption m ade in phe-

nom enologicalapplicationsisto considerallsferm ionsto beexactly degenerateattheGUT

scale,and obtain their low energy splittings from the renorm alization group evolution of

the soft param eters and from term s arising after the electroweak sym m etry breaking. In

thisway,although squarksgetsigni�cantly splitted from sleptons,thesplittingsam ong the
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m assesofdi�erentslepton generationsare only due to the sm all�-Yukawa coupling. This

usually im pliesthatm 2
~� � m 2

~� isO (m
2
�),and hencetheradiativee�ectson the��;� indicesof

refraction arein thiscasenotlargerthan theSM ones.An exception to this,stillassum ing

auniversalsoftscalarm assm ,iswhen thereisa large~�L{~�R m ixing.Thishappensforlarge

valuesoftheHiggsm ixing param eter� and largetg�,orforlargevaluesoftheparam eterA

ofthetrilinearsoftterm s,in which casethesplittingcan beO [m �(Am + �tg�)](seeref.[6]).

From a m ore generalperspective,the universality assum ptions (which give the easiest

way to getrid ofFCNC phenom ena)are notreally a necessity,and actually non-universal

softterm susuallyarisein stringtheories[7]and can alsobegenerated in GUTs[8].Universal

sferm ion m asses m ay noteven be desirable in som e respects,and ithasbeen argued that

non-universalitiesm ay prove usefulin reconciling di�erentphenom enologicalconstraintsin

supersym m etricGUTs[9,8].Also,ithasrecently been suggested thatsferm ion m assesm ay

dynam ically align along thedirections,in avourspace,oftheferm ion m asses,suppressing

FCNC butallowing largem asssplittings[10].

Ifone considersthe generalcase in which a sizeable splitting isallowed am ong � and �

sleptons1,theSUSY contribution to �n � � could then belargerthan theSM one.

W ewillpresentanillustrativesituationinwhich thee�ectheredescribed isim portantand

then com m enton how theresultsarem odi�ed when onechangesthestarting assum ptions.

Forsim plicity weassum eno ~fL{~fR m ixings,neglectintergenerationalm ixingsofsleptonsas

wellassplittingsdue to D -term sam ong charged and neutralsleptonsoram ong ~‘L and ~‘R ,

which are anyhow inessentialto the conclusionsreached. W e take �rstgeneration sleptons

degenerate with the second generation ones,and only allow the third generation sleptons

to have a di�erentm ass. W e take a lightbutexperim entally allowed value forthe second

generation slepton m asses,m ~� = m ~�� = M ax[60GeV,m �+ 20GeV],wherem � isthelightest

neutralino m ass(which we assum e to be the lightestsupersym m etric particle (LSP)),and

takesecond and third generation sleptonsto besplitted by an am ountm ~� � m ~� = 60 GeV.

W e also assum e that squarks are m uch heavier than sleptons (as usually results from the

e�ectsofgluino m assesin the renorm alization group evolution ofscalarm asses). Thislast

im pliesthatbox diagram sonly contributesizeably to interactionswith electrons.

In �g.2 we plotthe ratio oftheSUSY and SM valuesof�n � � foran isoscalarm edium

(Yn � N n=N p = 1),asafunction ofthesupersym m etricparam eterspacethatdeterm inesthe

chargino and neutralino m asses and couplings(SU(2)gaugino m ass2 M and Higgsm ixing

param eter �). W e present results forvalues ofthe ratio ofHiggsVEVs tg� � v2=v1 = 2

1Thissplitting isnotdirectly related to very suppressed rareprocessessuch as� ! e,� ! 3e,� ! �,

etc.[11],butcould giveriseto sm alluniversality violations[12].
2forde�nitenessweassum ed com m on gaugino m assesatthe G UT scaleto obtain theneutralino spectra
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(�g.2.a)and tg� = 40 (�g.2.b),showing thatthedependence on itisonly m ild.Thedark

regions forsm allvalues of� and M are excluded by the LEP constraint m �+ > 45 GeV,

thatisthem ain bound from accelerators.

It is apparent from �g.2 that,for the slepton m ass splittings considered,�n � � m ay

be an orderofm agnitude largerthan in the SM .The SUSY contribution turnsoutto be

dom inated by thecharginoboxesand penguinsinvolving ~‘L exchange.Theneutralinoboxes

are generally sm all,while 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

splitting is the one am ong charged sleptons rather than am ong sneutrinos. The e�ect is

especially large in a region ofparam eter space where the chargino m asses are below 80{

100 GeV,i.e.testable atLEPII,and becom eslessim portantforlargevaluesofj�jand M ,

i.e. for heavier charginos. Slepton splittings sm aller than the one adopted would lead to

proportionally sm allere�ects,whilelargersplittingscan increasethee�ectby up to afactor

oftwo.Theneglected box diagram sinvolving squark exchangem ay also increasetheSUSY

contribution. Also note that,since penguin contributions to �� are f-independent,they

lead (seeeq.(7))toa contribution to�n � � proportionalto N e(2� Yn)(in thesun,Yn varies

from � 0:16 in thesurfaceto 0.5 in thecenter).

Clearly the sign of�n � �,and hence whetherresonantm attere�ectstake place am ong

neutrinos or antineutrinos3,depends, for signi�cant slepton splittings, on whether ~� are

heavierorlighterthan ~� (m ~� sm allerthan m ~� leadstoaresonancecrossingam ongneutrinos

if�m 2
32 > 0).

Letusalso note thatthe penguin and box diagram sinvolving ~‘R exchange are propor-

tionaltothesquareofthelepton Yukawacoupling,sothattheire�ecton n�� ism uch sm aller

than thaton n��.Thisfacthastheinteresting e�ectofm akingtheircontribution to�n � � to

depend juston m ~�,ratherthan on a slepton m asssplitting.However,even fortg� = 40and

m ~�R = 60GeV,theygiveacontribution notlargerthan theSM one.Sim ilarconclusionshold

forthepenguinsinvolving H + exchange(keeping in m ind thatin theM SSM m H + > M W ).

W e �nally m ention thatotherextensions ofthe SM m ay also sizeably a�ect�n � �. In

particular,supersym m etric R-parity violating interactionscan m odify the neutrino indices

ofrefraction already atthe tree-level[14],although those m odelswould be lessinteresting

asregardstheapplication discussed below.Anothersim ple exam ple would bethepresence

ofa new Z 0gaugeboson with non-universalcouplingsto leptons[15].

W eturn now to considerthepossiblephysicalrelevanceoftheseradiativee�ectsfor��{

�� m atteroscillations. W hen discussing applications,we willneglect the ��;� m ixing with

3forantineutrinos,the sign ofthe m atrix elem entisreversed,so thatn��� �n ��� = �(n �� �n �� )
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�e to be leftwith justa two avoursituation.The generalization to three avourneutrino

m ixing should poseno problem s.

A �rstdi�culty toobserveany conversion am ong� � and �� isthatforlow energies,E � <

0:1GeV,theseneutrinosareonly detected bym eansoftheirneutralcurrentinteractionsand

arehence essentially indistinguishable.Furtherm ore,only e-typeneutrinosareproduced in

the sun (exceptforpossible ordinary M SW conversionsinside the sun)and equalam ounts

of �� and �� are produced in supernovae, so that oscillations am ong them do not give

actually any overallresult. These problem s are notpresent in long-baseline �� oscillation

experim ents on earth (either with �� from accelerators or using atm ospheric neutrinos),

butitiseasy to convince oneselfthatthe resonance oscillation length in terrestrialm atter

(inversely proportionalto�n � �)istypically m uch largerthan theearth diam eter,and hence

oscillation e�ectsarenegligible.

The situation that we want to describe,in which the m atter e�ects here analysed are

relevant,isactually directly related to thesupersym m etric fram ework underconsideration.

Itiswellknown thatanicefeatureofsupersym m etry,onceR-parity conservation isadopted

to avoid B and L violation,is thatthe LSP,usually a neutralino,is stable and naturally

becom esa good dark m atter(DM )candidate.Therearetwo m ain strategiesthatarebeing

pursued at present to experim entally search for SUSY DM [16]. The �rst is the direct

search ofthe energy deposited by halo neutralinos interacting with targetnuclei,and the

second oneisthesearch ofenergeticneutrinosproduced in theannihilation ofDM trapped

in theinteriorofthesun ortheearth [17]4.In particular,upward-going m uonsproduced in

the rock (orice)justbelow underground detectorsby energetic �� and ��� (with E � > few

GeV)m ay allow to probesigni�cantregionsofthesupersym m etricparam eterspacein new

installations such as Superkam iokande or Am anda. As was shown in ref. [18],the usual

M SW e�ectbetween �e and ��;� can a�ectthedetection ratepredictions.

To show thepossible e�ectsofenergetic ��{�� m atterenhanced oscillationsin the solar

interior,weplotin �g.3the�� neutrinosurvivalprobability in thesin
22��� vs.�m

2
32 plane,

assum ing that� � �n� �=�n �e = 10�3 (in theSM ,� ’ �5� 10�5 ).Thecontourscorrespond

to P(�� ! ��)= 0:8 (continuouslines)and 0.45 (dashed lines)fortwo neutrino energies5,

E � = 10and40GeV.Itisclearthat,forsigni�cantrangesof�m 2 andsin22�,theoscillations

ofhigh energy neutrinosaresizeably a�ected by m attere�ects.Fordecreasing valuesofj�j,

theM SW typeresonante�ectstakeplace forsm aller�m 2 values.Theadiabaticcondition

in the resonance transition becom es harder to achieve, m aking the regions ofsigni�cant

4halo � annihilationsm ay also providesom esignals.
5forenergiesabove100G eV,� absorptionin thesun startstoberelevant,m akingtheoscillationform alism

to be no longervalid. O urcom putation ofthe box diagram s,which neglected externalm om enta,actually

contained term sproportionalto p� �pf,which would m odify the resultsonly forE � > few TeV.
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transition to shrink towardslargem ixings,and thee�ecteventually becom esvery sm allfor

j�j< 10�4 .

These��{�� oscillationsm ay haveim portantim plicationsforthedetection ofneutralino

annihilation signals. Thisisbecause the �� and �� uxesfrom neutralino annihilation 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 origin in the

factthatthe non-relativistic neutralino annihilation cross section into ferm ion pairsf �f is

proportionaltom 2
f,eitherduetoap-wavesuppression (asforannihilationsm ediated byZ or

sferm ion exchange)ordueto a Yukawa suppression (asin thecaseofHiggsboson m ediated

annihilations). Hence,neutralinosdo notdirectly annihilate into neutrino pairs. Di�erent

neutrino uxesresultthen from b,cand � decays[19](form� < M W ,sinceotherwiseother

channelsinvolving gaugebosonsin the�nalstatearealso allowed and can produceprom pt

secondary neutrinosofdi�erentavoursin sim ilaram ounts).Furtherm ore,lightm esonsand

m uonsproduced in the � annihilation are stopped by the solarm edium before they decay,

yielding no secondary uxesofenergeticneutrinos.

Rather than scanning allthe supersym m etric param eter space,we willconsider as an

illustrative exam ple the sim ple butstillquite generalcase in which the lightestneutralino

ism ainly gaugino,i.e. j�j> M ,with m � < M W (in thisregion the e�ecthere discussed is

potentially largeand also theneutralino cosm ologicalrelicdensity isusually signi�cant).If

squarksareheavierthan sleptons,aswe are assum ing,and sleptonsare nottoo heavy,the

m ain non-relativisticneutralino annihilation channelisby t-channel~� exchange,producing

a ��� pair. The �� and �� uxes from the subsequent � decays willthen clearly be quite

di�erent. (In the generalcase ofan arbitrary neutralino com position and squark m asses,

theuxesarestilldi�erentbutoneneedsto includetheextra annihilation channelsand the

m odeldependentbranching ratiosentering in the��;� yields).

In �g.4weshow the�� and�� di�erentialneutrinoyields(with thindashed and solidlines

respectively)produced by theannihilation ofneutralinosintoa� pair(them ain annihilation

channelin ourexam ple). W hatisactually plotted isz2dN =dz (where z � E �=m �),which

istherelevantquantity forunderground �� detection
6 becauseboth theCC �� crosssection

and them uon rangein therock (orice)areproportionalto theneutrino energy.

W ith thick linesweshow how theuxesgetm odi�ed aftertraversing thesolarinterior,

assum ingm � = 50GeV and taking(�;�m 2;sin22�)tobe(10�3 ,6� 10�4 eV 2,0.1)in �g.4.a,

(10�3 ,3� 10�4 eV 2,0.1)in �g.4.band (10�3 ,10�3 eV 2,0.6)in �g.4.c.Theneutrino m asses

and m ixingsassum ed in thecaseof�g.4.cliein theregion,also shown in �g.3,ofinterest

to explain the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly. One should note,however, that for large

6the m uon ux arising from �� interactionsisquite suppressed
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m ixings the e�ects ofvacuum oscillations are signi�cant and would a�ect both neutrinos

and antineutrinos,whilem atterinduced oscillationsa�ecteitheroneortheother.

From the results,one can see thatthe detection ratesm ay be sizeably m odi�ed by the

m atterenhanced oscillationsheredescribed,providing an interesting physicalm anifestation

ofthe radiative supersym m etric e�ectsstudied. The uncertaintiesinvolved in the theoret-

icalpredictionsofthe DM annihilation signal(unknown neutralino m assand com position,

uncertaintiesin thelocalhalo density and DM velocity distribution,etc.) willhowevercom -

plicate the interpretation ofany positive detection,so thatthese e�ectsshould actually be

considered asprovidingafurtherspread in thetheoreticalpredictionsuntiltheseparam eters

becom em oreconstrained by acceleratorsand directDM searches.Theshapeoftheneutrino

spectrum gives probably a clearer signature ofthe m atteroscillations,and m ay provide a

usefulhandleto identify them .

Iwould liketo thank Stefano Bertoliniforvery usefuldiscussions.

A ppendix

W esum m arizeherethesupersym m etriccontributionsto�n � � arisingfrom thediagram s

in �g.1.

A few sim plifying assum ptions willbe adopted. M otivated by the sm allness ofFCNC

phenom ena,we willassum e thatsferm ion m asses align,in avour space,in the directions

ofthe ferm ion m asses. This m akes the neutralino{ferm ion{sferm ion vertices diagonalin

generationspace.W ewillalsoignore ~fL{~fR m ixings,sothattheappropriatem asseigenstates

are ~fiL and ~fiR . These assum ptions sim plify the calculations but are not essentialto the

conclusionsreached.

Following the notation ofref.[6],we denote by Z 0
ij the 4� 4 m atrix diagonalizing the

neutralino statesin thebasis(~;~Z;~H 1;~H 2),and U and V arethe2� 2m atricesrequired for

the diagonalization ofthe chargino m assm atrix. In the radiative correctionsinvolving the

neutralinos�0i,only thegaugino com ponentswillcontributesizeably sincethehiggsino cou-

plingsarevery sm allforinteractionswith ordinary m atter.TheFeynm an ruleforthe �f�0j
~fL

vertex can be then param etrised as�ig
p
2G

j�

fLPR while thatinvolving ~fR by ig
p
2G

j�

fR PL.

ThecouplingsG j to thegaugino com ponentsaregiven by

G
j

fL = Q fsW Z
0�
j1 +

c
f

L

cW
Z
0�
j2

G
j

fR = sign(m �0
j
)

"

Q fsW Z
0
j1 +

c
f

R

cW
Z
0
j2

#
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with c
f

L(R )
= T3(fL(R ))� Q fs

2
W .

Regardingthecharginocouplings,wewillignoreCabibbo-typeintergenerationalm ixings

(for leptons7 and,in the box contributions also for quarks),since the avour-conserving

processesunderstudy are notGIM suppressed. W e then only include the chargino m ixing

m atricesin the vertices(e.g.the ��‘�
+

j
~‘L vertex is�igUj1PR ,the ��‘�

+

j
~‘R vertex isigH ‘

jPR ,

with H ‘
j � m ‘Uj2=

p
2M W c�,seeref.[6]).

Thepenguin and box contributionsto �� f can bewritten as

�� f = �� p +
��

f

box

T3(fL)
:

The (f-independent) contributions to the penguins involving charginos and ~‘L exchange,

arise from the self-energy diagram s in �g.1.a,�� L
p(�),and from the diagram s where the

Z couples to the slepton-line �� L
p(
~‘)(�g.1.b),orto the chargino-line,�� L

p(�
+ )(�g.1.c).

Directcom putation leadsto theresults:

�� L
p(�)=

�W

8�

2X

j= 1

jUj1j
2

(

G 0(X �
+

j
~�L
;1)+ ln

m 2
~�L

�2
� (~�L ! ~�L)

)

�� L
p(
~‘)= �

�W

4�
c
‘
L

2X

j= 1

jUj1j
2

(

G 0(X �
+

j
~�L
;1)+ ln

m 2
~�L

�2
� (~�L ! ~�L)

)

�� L
p(�

+ ) = �
�W

4�

2X

i;j= 1

Ui1U
�
j1

�

2O 0L

ij

q
X

�
+

i
~�L
X

�
+

j
~�L
F0(X �

+

i
~�L
;X

�
+

j
~�L
)�

O 0R

ij

"

G 0(X �
+

i
~�L
;X

�
+

j
~�L
)+ ln

m 2
~�L

�2

#

� (~�L ! ~�L)

)

;

where X ab � (m a=m b)
2 and � isan arbitrary m assscale. The couplingsO 0L

ij = �Vi1V
�
j1 �

1

2
Vi2V

�
j2+ �ijs

2
W and O 0R

ij = �Ui1U
�
j1�

1

2
Ui2U

�
j2+ �ijs

2
W describethe�+i �

+

j Z vertex,thatreads

i
g

cW
�[O 0L

ijPL + O 0R

ijPR ].ThefunctionsF0 and G 0 are

F0(x;y)=
xlnx

(x � y)(x� 1)
+ (x $ y);

G 0(x;y)=

"
x2lnx

(x � y)(x� 1)
+ (x $ y)

#

�
3

2
:

The penguins involving ~‘R exchange,thatalthough proportionalto (m �=M W )
2 m ay in

principle be enhanced forlarge valuesoftg�,give a totalcontribution (neglecting the ~�R

7thism ay notbe a good approxim ation forneutrino m ixingscloseto m axim al
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exchangethatisproportionalto m 2
�=M

2
W )

�� R
p ’

�W

4�

2X

j= 1

(

jH �
jj
2

�
1

2
� s

2

W

�

G 0(X �
+

j
~�R
;1)+

2X

i= 1

H
�
iH

� �
j

h

O 0R

ij�

�

G 0(X �
+

i
~�R
;X

�
+

j
~�R
)+ 1

�

� 2O 0L

ij

q
X

�
+

i
~�R
X

�
+

j
~�R
F0(X �

+

i
~�R
;X

�
+

j
~�R
)

��

:

Sim ilarly,thecharged Higgsboson contribution in �g.1.a{cis

�� H +

p ’
�W

4�

m 2
�

M 2
W

tg2�
y

2

"
1

1� y
+

lny

(1� y)2

#

;

wherey � (m �=M H + )2.

Thebox diagram s(�g.1.d)involving charginosand ~‘L exchangegive:

�� e
box(�

+ ) = �
�W

4�

M 2
W

m 2
~�e

2X

j;k= 1

V
�
j1Vk1U

�
j1Uk1 �

�
q
X

�
+

j
~�e
X

�
+

k
~�e
F
0(X

�
+

j
~�e
;X

�
+

k
~�e
;X ~�L ~�e)� (~�L ! ~�L)

�

;

�� d
box(�

+ )= �� e
box(�

+ )(~�e ! ~uL);

�� u
box(�

+ )=
�W

8�

M 2
W

m 2
~dL

2X

j;k= 1

Uj1U
�
k1U

�
j1Uk1

�

G
0(X

�
+

j
~dL
;X

�
+

k
~dL
;X

~�L
~dL
)� (~�L ! ~�L)

�

:

The boxes with ~‘R exchange are just obtained by replacing in the previous expressions

~‘L ! ~‘R ,U
�
j1Uk1 ! H �

jH
� �
k and om itting the ~�R exchangecontribution.

Finally,box diagram sinvolving neutralinos(�g.1.e;f)interacting with f = e;u;d give:

��
f

box(�
0) = �

�W

�

4X

j;k= 1

G
k
�LG

�j

�L

8
<

:

M 2
W

m 2
~fL

�

G
k
fLG

�j

fL

q
X

�0
j
~fL
X

�0
k
~fL
F
0(X

~�� ~fL
;X

�0
j
~fL
;X

�0
k
~fL
)�

G
j

fLG
�k
fL

2
G
0(X

~�� ~fL
;X

�0
j
~fL
;X

�0
k
~fL
)

3

5 + (j$ k;L $ R)

9
=

;
� (~�� ! ~��);

where

F
0(x;y;z)= �

xlnx

(x � y)(x� z)(x � 1)
�

ylny

(y� x)(y� z)(y� 1)
�

zlnz

(z� x)(z� y)(z� 1)
;

G
0(x;y;z)=

x2lnx

(x � y)(x� z)(x � 1)
+

y2lny

(y� x)(y� z)(y� 1)
+

z2lnz

(z� x)(z� y)(z� 1)
:
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1:Feynm an diagram sdescribing thesupersym m etriccontribution to�‘{f forward scat-

tering (‘= �;�).Theblob in �g.1.a representscorrectionsto both � externallegs.

Fig.2: Ratio ofthe supersym m etric and SM valuesof�n � � foran isoscalarm edium . W e

take the sleptons of the �rst two generations to have a com m on m ass ofM ax[60 GeV,

m � + 20 GeV](seetext),and assum ethethird slepton generation to beheavierby 60 GeV.

Fig.2.a isfortg� = 2 while�g.2.bisfortg� = 40.

Fig.3: Contours ofsurvivalprobability P(�� ! ��) = 0:8 (solid lines) and 0.45 (dashed

lines)forneutrino energiesE � = 10 and 40 GeV,taking � � �n� �=�n �e = 10�3 .

Fig.4: Di�erential�� (solid lines) and �� (dashed lines) yields (�z2) vs. z � E �=m �,

for � annihilations into � pairs. Thin lines describe the originalspectra (ref.[19]) while

thick lines include the m atter e�ects,assum ing m � = 50 GeV.The �gures correspond to

(�;�m 2;sin22�)equalto (10�3 ,6� 10�4 eV 2,0.1)in �g.4.a,(10�3 ,3� 10�4 eV 2,0.1)in

�g.4.band (10�3 ,10�3 eV 2,0.6)in �g.4.c.
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