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A bstract

W e Investigate the coan ological constraints on exotic stable m atter states
w hich arise in realistic free ferm ionic superstring m odels. T hese states appear
In the superstringm odelsdue to a \W ilson {line" breaking ofthe unifying non {
ADbelian gauge sym m etry. In the m odels that we consider the unifying SO (10)
gauge symm etry is broken at the string levelto SO (6) SO (4),SU (5) U (1)
orSU @3) SUE@) U (1)2 . The exotic m atter states are classi ed according
to the pattems of the SO (10) symm etry breaking. In SO (6) SO (4) and
SU (5) U (1) typem odels one obtains fractionally charged stateswih Q ¢q . =
1=2. T SU@B) SU Q) U@)? type m odels one also obtains states w ith the
regular charges under the Standard M odel gauge group but w ith \fractional"
charges under the U (1)y0 symm etry. These states include down{lke ocolor
triplets and electrow eak doublkts, as well as states which are Standard M odel
singlets. By analyzing the renom alizabl and nonrenom alizable temm s of the
superpotential in a speci ¢ superstringm odel, we show that these exotic states
can be stable. W e investigate the coan ological constraints on the m asses and
relic density ofthe exotic states. W e propose that, w hile the abundance and the
m asses of the fractionally charged states are highly constrained, the Standard
M odel { like states, and in particular the Standard M odel singlet, are good
dark m atter candidates.
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1 Introduction

Superstring theories [I] are believed to provide a consistent fram ework for the
uni cation of gravity w ith the gauge Interactions. An im portant task is to connect
superstring theory w ith the Standard M odel B, 3]. Several approaches m ay be pur-
sued to derive the Standard M odel from superstring theory. O ne possibility is to go
through a sin ple §]ora sem i{sim pk [{,%46, 7, 8,'9] unifying gauge group at interm edi-
ate energy scale. Another is to derive the Standard M odel directly from superstring
theory {10,117, 12, 13,14]. P roton lifetin e considerations m otivate the hypothesis
that the Standard M odelm ust be obtained directly from superstring theory [15, 16].
A seocond in portant question is whether there exist som e property of superstring
m odels that w ill distinguish them from other attem pts to understand the origin of
the Standard M odel. If such a property exists itm ay result in an experin ental signal
that can prove or disprove the validity of superstring uni cation.

In this paper we explore one such possbl signature of superstring uni cation.
W e argue that realistic superstring m odels produce additional heavy stable m atter,
beyond the spectrum of the Standard M odel. The spoeci ¢ m atter states and their
properties vary between m odels. H ow ever, the existence of additional stable m atter,
beyond the cbserved spectrum of the Standard M odel, is generic. O ne type of such
generic states in superstring m odels are of course the moduli elds. Indeed, it as
been argued that because of the absence of superpotential for the moduli elds,
they will decouple at a very early stage In the evolution of the universe and will
overclose the universe {[7]. However, in the class ofm odels that we study, it hasbeen
suggested that allthem oduli (exospt, of course, the dilaton) are progcted out by the
G SO projctions [8]. Thus, these m odels the cosm ological m oduli probkm can be
resolved. Them atter states that we study In this paper arise due to the superstringy
breaking of the unifying gauge symm etry. W e Investigate the possibility that these
stringy stable m atter states can be the dark m atter and can perhaps be detected.

In the attem pts to derive the Standard M odel from superstring theory one tra—
ditionally starts with a larger, unifying, gauge symm etry G . The gauge sym m etry
is then broken to the Standard M odel by m eans of W ilson lines. In m any respects
the unifying gauge symm etry G is sin ilar to the gauge group of four dim ensional
grand uni cation and the W ilson lines are sin ilar to the H iggsbosons In the ad pint
representation. H owever, there are som e notable di erences. T he eigenvalues of the
W ilson lines are quantized whik the eigenvalues of the H iggs In the ad pint repre-
sentation are continuous. A nother Im portant di erence is that the breaking of the
gauge symm etries by W ilson lines results in m asskess states that do not t intomul
tiplets of the original unbroken gauge symm etry. W e refer to such states generically
as exotic \W ilsonian" m atter states. This is an in portant property as it may re—
sult in conserved quantum num bers that w i1l Indicate the stability of these m assless
\W ilsonian" states. The sinplest exam ple of this phenom enon is the existence of
states w ith fractional electric charge in the m asskess spectrum of superstring m odels



9, 20, 21, 22]. Such states are stable due to electric charge conservation. A s there
exist strong constraints on their m asses and abundance, states w ith fractional elec—
tric charge must be diluted away or extrem ely m assive. R am arkably, however, the
sam e \W ilson line" breaking m echanisn , which producesm atter w ith fractionalelec—
tric charge, is also responsble for the existence of states which carry the \standard"
charges under the Standard M odel gauge group but which carry fractional charges
under a di erent subgroup of the unifying gauge group . For exam ple, if the group G
is SO (10) then the \W ilsonian" states carry non{standard charges underthe U (1)zo
symm etry, which is embedded in SO (10) and is orthogonalto U (1)y . Such states
can therefore be stablk ifthe U (1)70 gauge sym m etry rem ains unbroken down to low
energies, or if som e residual localdiscrete sym m etry is left unbroken afterthe U (1)z0
sym m etry breaking.

In this paper we propose that the existence of heavy stable \W ilsonian" m atter
m ay be the \an oking gun" of string uni cation. T he existence of stable \W ilsonian"
states at Intem ediate energy scale have in portant coan ological in plications. In a
previous ketter R4]we exam ined the possibility that one type ofthe extra \W ilsonian"
states constitute the dark m atter ofthe universe. T hese states consist ofheavy down {
like quark wih the standard down{lke charge assignm ent. Due to is role In the
string uni cation we referred to this type of particlke as the uniton. W e proposed
that because of its \fractional" charge under the U (1)z¢ symm etry, the uniton m ay
be stablk.

In this paper we extend the analysis of ref. P4]. W e discuss In detail the cos-
m ological constraints on the existence of heavy \W ilsonian" states. W e provide
the details of the analysis of ref. R4] and extend our investigation to other exotic
m atter states which appear in the realistic superstring derived m odels. In the su-
perstring m odels that we consider the unifying gauge symmetry is SO (10). The
SO (10) symm etry isbroken at the string levelto SO (6) SO (4), SU () U (1) or
SU (3) SU @) U (1J.W eclassify the exotic \W ilsonian" m atter states according to
the pattem ofthe SO (10) sym m etry breaking. The SO (6) SO @) and SU (5) U (1)
type m odels give rise to fractionally charged stateswith Qo .=  1=2. On the other
hand, the SU (3) SU (2) U@ type m odels produce In addition states w ith the
regular charges under the Standard M odel gauge group but w ith \fractional" charges
underthe U (1)z0 gauge group . T hese states nclude dow n { like color triplets and elec—
trow eak doublets, as well as states which are Standard M odel singlets. W e show , by
analyzing the renom alizable and nonrenom alizable term s of the superpotentialin a
soeci ¢ superstring m odel, that these exotic states can be stable. W e nvestigate the
coam ological constraints on them asses and relic density of the exotic states. W e pro—
pose that, whilk the abundance and the m asses of the fractionally charged states are
highly constrained, the Standard M odel { lke states, and in particular the Standard
M odel singkt, are possible candidates for the dark m atter.

The exotic \W ilsonian" m atter states that we study In this paper are divided into
three distinct classes:



The rst class consists of down{lke color triplets with \fractional" charge un-
derthe U (1);0 symm etry. The existence of such a heavy colored state is m otivated
from the constraints arising from string gauge coupling uni cation P5]. In a speci ¢
superstring m odel we analyze the interaction temm s of this colored triplets w ith the
Standard M odel states. In that m odel we show that if we assum e that an hidden
SU (3)y gauge group rem ains unbroken then all the interaction temm s in the super-
potential vanish to any order of nonrenom alizable term s. This result arises due to
the fractional U (1);0 of the color \W ilsonian" triplets and because in the speci ¢
string m odelw hich we analyze in detail the only other Standard M odel singlet states
which carry fractionalU (1)z0 charge are triplets of SU (3)y . Thus, we argue that
the \W ilsonian" states can arise as stable states. W e then proceed to analyze the
constraints on the relic density of stable heavy color triplets. T he heavy color triplets
can annihilate into quarks, squarks, gluons and gliinos. W e exam ine the possibil-
ity that the heavy color down{lke triplets are the dark m atter. The heavy stablk
dow n { ke states form charged and neutralm eson bound statesw ith the up and down
quarks, respectively. An in portant issue In this regard is the m ass splitting between
the charged and neutralm eson states. W e argue that w ith our present understanding
0ofQ CD , and the experin ental determ ination of the light quark m asses, there exists
a region In the param eter space In which the neutralheavy m eson state is the neutral
one.

N ext we exam Ine the constraints on the relic density of fractionally charged states,
w ith electric charge 1=2. W e show that generically these states either have to be
super m assive or have to be In ated away. W e dem onstrate in one speci ¢ m odel
that all the fractionally charged states have a cubic kevelm ass term . Thus, all the
fractionally charged states can decouple from them assless spectrum by som e choices
of atdirections. An altemative isthat allthe fractionally charged statesare con ned
by som e non{A belian gauge group In the hidden sector. A nother novel feature that
arises in som e string m odels is the appearance of fractionally charged baryons and
fractionally charged leptons. Thus, one can speculate that the these baryons and
J¥ptons will continue to scatter in the early universe until they coalesce to fomm
neutral heavy hydrogen {lke atom s.

The nalclssof\W ilsonian" statesthat we consider are Standard M odel singlets
w ith fractionalU (1);0 charge. T hese type of states arise in the superstring derived
standard {likem odelsand interact w ith the Standard M odelstatesonly via theU (1)z0
gauge boson and are candidates for weakly interacting dark matter W M Ps). W e
exam Ine fourpossbl scenarios: w ith and w ithout in ation and w ith theU (1), 0 gauge
boson being heavier or lighter than the \W ilsonian"{sihglt states. W e propose that
this Standard M odel singlet states is the m ost lkely candidate for the dark m atter
In the superstring m odels.

O ur paper is organized as follows. In section two we review the realistic free
ferm Jonic superstring m odels. In section three we describe the exotic \W ilsonian"
states and classify them according to the pattems of the SO (10) symm etry break—



Ing. In section four we exam Ine the cosm ological constraints on the di erent classes
of \W ilsonian" m atter states which are cbtained from the superstring m odels. In
section ve we present our conclusions. O ur discussion of the m ass di erence In the
heavy m eson system are given in appendix A . The details of the calculation of the
annihilation cross sections are give In appendix B.

2 R ealistic free ferm ionic m odels

In the free form onic omulation of the heterotic string B] all the degrees of
freedom needed to cancel the conform alanom aly are represented in temm s of intermal
free ferm ions propagating on the string world {sheet. In four din ensions, this requires
20 ¥ft{m oving and 44 right{m oving real world{sheet fem ions. Equivalently, som e
real ferm ions m ay be paired to form com plex fermm ions. Under parallel transport
around a noncontractible loop, the fermm ionic states pick up a phase. Speci cation of
the phases for all world {sheet ferm ions around all noncontractible loops contributes
to the soin structure ofthem odel. Such spin structures are usually given in the form
ofboundary condition \vectors", w ith each elem ent of the vector specifying the phase
of a corresponding world{sheet ferm ion. The possble spin structures are constrained
by string consistency requirem ents (eg. m odular invariance) . A m odel is constructed
by choosing a set of boundary condition basis vectors, which satis es the m odular
Invariance constraints. Thebasisvectors, b, span a niteadditivegroup = | nxk
where ny = 0; 2. /N 1. The physical m assless states in the H ibert space of a
given sector 2 , are obtained by acting on the vacuum w ith bosonic and fem jonic
operators and by applying the generalized G SO progctions. TheU (1) charges, Q (f),
w ith respect to the unbroken C artan generators of the four din ensional gauge group,
which are in one{to{one correspondence w ith the U (1) currents £ £ foreach com plx
ferm jon f, are given by:

1
Q(f)=§ )+ F (£) @d)

where (f) is the boundary condition of the world{sheet ferm ion £ In the sector ,
and F (f) is a farm ion num ber operator counting each m ode of £ once (@nd if £ is
com plkex, £ minus once). For periodic fem ions, (f) = 1, the vacuum is a spinor
In order to represent the C li ord algebra of the corresponding zero m odes. For each
periodic com plex ferm ion f there are two degenerate vacua j i;j i, annihibted by
the zero m odes f; and f; and with ferm ion numbersF (f) = 0; 1, resgpectively.

T he realistic m odels In the firee ferm onic form ulation are generated by a basis of
boundary condition vectors for allworld{sheet ferm ions 6,11, 7, 12, 23, 13,9, 14].
The basis is constructed In two stages. The st stage consists of the NAHE set
B, 13], which is a set of ve boundary condition basis vectors, £1;S;b; ;1 ;1s9. The
gauge group after the NAHE set is SO (10) SO (6Y Eg with N = 1 space{tine
supersymm etry. The vector S is the supersym m etry generator and the superpartners
ofthe states from a given sector areobtained from the sectorS+ . The space{tine



vector bosons that generate the gauge group arise from the Neveu{Schwarz sector
and from the sector = 1+ h + I + Iz. The Neveu{Schwarz sector produces the
generatorsof SO (10) SO (6 SO (16). Thesector = 1+ b+ b+ b; produces the
soinorial 128 of SO (16) and com pletes the hidden gauge group to Eg. The vectors
b, b and by corresoond to the three twisted sectors In the corresponding orbifold
form ulation and produce 48 spinorial 16 of SO (10), sixteen from each sector by, by
and by .

The NAHE set divides the 44 right{m oving and 20 lft{m oving real intemal
ferm ions in the Hllow ingway: 7  dfre com plex and produce the cbservable SO (10)
symmetry; Y &re complex and produce the hidden E g gauge group; £ 1;v°  g?
£ 2;yt2;15%g, £ 3;11  g'give rise to the three horizontal SO (6) symm etries. The
keft{m oving fy;!g states are divided to, fy*' gf fy'?;1%%g, £!1  g? The lef{
moving ?; 3%; °° states carry the supersymm etry charges. Each sectorb;, b, and
b; carres periodic boundary conditionsunder ( j ¥ )7&nd one ofthe three groups:
( 12;fY3; 178' g,fi 1), o 34;fyl;2; ! 5;6171;2! 5;69; ?)and ( se;E!Y j-'4l; grA ). The
division of the intemal ferm ions is a re ection of the underlying Z, Z, orbifold
compacti cation P§]. The set of ntemal form ions fy; ! ;! gt &rresponds to
the left{right sym m etric conform al eld theory of the heterotic string, or to the six
din ensional com pacti ed m anifold in a bosonic form ulation.

T he second stage ofthe basis construction consists ofadding three additionalbasis
vectors to the NAHE set. The allowed boundary conditions in the additional basis
vectors are constrained by the string consistency constraints, ie. m odular invariance
and world {sheet supersymm etry. T hese three additional basis vectors correspond to
\W ilson lines" in the orbifold form ulation. T he additional basis vectors distinguish
between di erent m odels and determ ne their low energy properties. T hree additional
vectors are needed to reduce the num ber of generations to three, one from each sector
b, and b . At the sam e tin e the additionalboundary condition basis vectors break
the gauge symm etries ofthe NAHE set. The SO (10) symm etry is broken to one of
its subgroups SU (5) U (1),S0 (6) SO 4)orSU (3) SUER) Ud)r U dk,, -
T his is achieved by the assignm ent of boundary conditions to the set 7 7

bf 1 gZ= flllll ) SU(B) U@QL); 2 2)
597 1500259 ’
bf 1 g* f11100g) SO (6) SO (4): 2 3)

To break the SO (10) symmetry to SU@) SU @) U (@) U (1}ru both steps,
£2) and £.3), are used, In two separate basis vectors. In the superstring derived
standard{lke m odels the three additional basis vectors, beyond the NAHE set, are
denoted by £ ; ; g.Thetwobasisvectors and break the SO (10) symm etry to
SO (6) SO (4) and thevector breakstheSO (10) symmetry toSU (3) U (1). Since
the standard{lke superstring derived m odels contain the SO (6) SO (4) breaking

U@e =30 @Mk iU Q=20 D), :



sectors, aswell as the SU (5) U (1) breaking sectors, their m assless spectra adm its
also the exotic representations that can appear in these m odels. T herefore, below we
w ill focus m ostly on the superstring derived standard{lke m odels and comm ent on
the overlap w ith the otherm odels.

T he observable gauge group after application of the generalized G SO progctions
isSU B)c U Q)% SU 2}, U @) U 1Y U (L. The electrom agnetic charge
is given by

U @em:= T3, + U d)y; @4)

L

where T3 is the diagonal generator of SU (2);, and U (1)y is the weak hypercharge.
T he weak hypercharge is given by

1 1
U@y = gU @) + EU €9} @5)

and the orthogonal com bination is given by
U Q)zo= U Q)¢ U (1} : (2.6)

T he horizontal SO (6)° symm etries are broken to factors of U (1)s. The st three
horizontal U (1) symm etries arise from the world{sheet complkx ferm ions, 3, (§ =
1;2;3). The additionalU (1)" symm etries arise from com plexifying two right{m oving
real ferm dons from the set fy; ! g% .*Foreach right{m oving gauged U (1) symm etry
there is a corresponding left{m oving global U (1) symm etry. A lftematively, a left{
m oving real form ion can be paired w ith a right{m oving real form jon to form an Ising
m odel operator P§]. The hidden gauge group after application of the generalized
G SO profctions isSU (O)y SU 3) U (1¥. The U (1) symm etries in the hidden
sector, U (1); and U (1)g, correspond to the world{sheet currents * ?! 8 8 and
233+ 11 4422 4+ 88 pegpectively, where simm ation on j= 5; ;7 is
In plied.

The m assless spectrum of the standard{lke m odels contains three chiral gener—
ations from the sectors by, by and Iz w ith charges under the horizontal sym m etries.
T hree generations from the sectorsb, b, and Iz are comm on to all the free ferm ionic
standard{lke m odels. For exam ple In them odel ofRef. 7] we have,

(ei + ui)%;O;O;%;O;O + (dE + NI?)%;O;O;%;O;O + (L)%;O;O; %;O;O + (Q )%;O;O; %;O;O’.

c c c le} .
€ +ug )0;%;0;0;%;0 N4 )O;%;O;O;%;O + (L)O;%;O;O; 20 + 0 )0;%;0;0; 207

c c c c .
€ + ug )O;O;%;O;O;% N4 )O;O;%;O;O;% + (L)O;O;%;O;O; 1 @ )O;O;%;O;O; 1 @.7)
w ith
- 3
e [(1;5); @D lan=25)7 @.8)

Y N ote that we could have instead de ned theweak hyperchargetobeU (1)y = 2U (I)c  2U (1) .
T hisam ountsto the sam e rede nition of eldsbetween the straightand ipped SU (5). In thispaper
we willuse the de nition n Eq.23.



uy, B; 2)i @i D] 23z 23 2.9)
Q [(3%); @50) Ja=6;1=2; 2=3; 1=3)) @10)
N [(1,2); @i Dlos=20)7 @a11)
dp [8; :—2L);(1;l)]<1=3,- 321-3)7 212)
L (@; g); @;0)]( 1=2; 3=2;0a07 213)

where we have used the notation
[SUB)e UAX); U@ U dk)]oy0,00emai 2.14)

and for the doublts we have w ritten the electric charge of the two com ponents. In
the superstring{derived standard{lke m odels the vectors by, b, and Iz are the only
vectors In the additive group which give rise to spinorial16 ofSO (10). In this case
the three light generations are identi ed unam biguously w ith the states from these
three sectors.

The Neveu{Schwarz sector produces, in addiion to the gravity and the gauge
boson m ultiplts, three pairs of electroweak doublts, three pairs 0of SO (10) singlets
which are charged w ith respect to U (1), 5,3, and three states which are singlkts ofthe
entire four din ensional gauge group. In the realistic free ferm ionic m odels, typically
there is one additional sector which produces electroweak doublet representations.
U sually, this sector is a com bination of two of the vectors which extend the NAHE
set. Forexam ple, in them odelref. [12], the combiationly + b+ +  producesone
pair ofelectrow eak doublets, one pairof colortripktsand vepairsofSO (10) singlts
which are charged w ith respect to the U (1) currents of the observable gauge group.
A Ilthe states from the N S sector aswell as the states from the sectorb+ b+ +
which carry Standard M odel charges, are obtained by G SO progctions from the 10
and 10 representation of SO (10). Obviously, the SO (10) shglkt elds from these
sector do not carry any Standard M odel charges.

T he states above com plete the representations that we identify w ith possible rep—
resentations of the Standard M odel. Tn addition to the Standard M odel states, sam if
realistic superstring m odels m ay contain additionalm ultiplets, in the 16 and 16 rep—
resentation of SO (10), in the vectorial 10 representation of SO (10), or the 27 and
27 of E4. Such states can pairup to om super m assive states. They can m ix w ith,
and decay into, the Standard M odel representation unless som e additional sym m etry,
which forbids their decay, is in posed. For exam pl, In the Ipped SU (5) superstring
m odels [6], two of the additional vectors which extend the NAHE st produce an
additional 16 and 16 representation of SO (10). These states are used in the Jpped
SU (5) modelto break the SU (5) U (1) symmetry to SU 3) SU @) U ().



A 1l the states above t into standard representation of the grand uni ed group
which m ay be, for exam ple, SO (10) orE¢. They carry the standard charges under
the Standard M odel gauge group or of ts GUT extensions. T he superstring m odels,
however, contain additional states that cannot t into m ultiplets of the originaluni-
fying gauge group. In the next section we enum erate the states that appear in fiee
ferm jonic m odels. These states have in portant cosm ological im plications which we
study below .

3 E xotic m atter in free ferm ionic m odels

At the kevelofthe NAHE set the observable gauge symm etry isSO (10) SO (6)
and the num ber of spinorial 16 representations of SO (10) is 48. T he basis vectors
of the NAHE set are seen to correspond to Z, Z, orbifold com pacti cation at
an enhanced symm etry point in the toroidal com pacti cation space R6]. To reduce
the num ber of generations, and to break the SO (10) gauge group to the Standard
M odel gauge sym m etry, additional basis vectors are added to the NAHE set. Three
additional basis vectors are needed to cbtain three generations, one from each ofthe
sectors by, b and . The additional basis vectors which break the SO (10) gauge
symm etry corresgoond to W ilson lines in the orbifold formm ulation.

A dding to the untw isted sector the three tw isted sectors b, by and by results In
additional m asskss states from these sectors. In the sam e way adding the sectors
f ; ; gtotheNAHE st results in additionalm assless spectrum from com binations
of these basis vectors with those of the NAHE set. However, since these sectors
correspond to \W ilson lnes" they give rise to m assless states that do not t Into
representations of the original SO (10) symm etry. A s a result the m assless soectrum
contains states w ith fractional charges under the unbroken U (1) generators of the
originalnon{A belian gauge group. This is a new feature of superstring m odels. D ue
to the absence of ad pint representations, at last In superstring m odels w ith level
one gauge groups, \W ilson line" breaking is the only available m echanisn to break
the unifying gauge symm etry perturbatively. T herefore, the appearance of m asskess
states w ith fractionalU (1) charges is a com m on phenom enon in superstring m odels.
In m any exam ples the exotic states appear in vector{lke representations and can
acquire a heavy m ass. The \W ilsonian" m atter phenom enon is an in portant feature
as it may result in discrete symm etries that m ay prevent the decay of the exotic
m assive states nto the Standard M odel states.

T he follow Ing exotic m atter representations can appear in free ferm ionic level one
m odels. Sectors that break the SO (10) symm etry to SO (6) SO (4) can contain
the basis vectors or . Sectors that break the SO (10) symm etry to SU (5) U @)
contain the basis vector wih a combination of the other basis vectors. W e use the
follow Ing nam ing schem e for our particles. An exotic quark state w illbe denoted by
W 4, W 4 while all the non{colored exotic states willbe denoted by W +, W ..

i

From the SO (6) SO (4) type sectors we cbtain the follow Ing exotic states.



Color tripkts:

1
[(3;5 ); 1;0)Ja=61=251=6) 7 E.1)

1
((3; 5);(1;0)]( 1=6; 1=2; 1=6) B2)

D ue to is fractional charge under U (1)y we refer to this state as the sexton. The
sexton appears for exam ple in them odelof ref. [14] from the sector 1+ + 2 and
in them odelof ref. {1] from the sector S + by + by + . The sexton binds w ith light
quarks to form m esons and baryons w ith fractionalelectric charges 1=2 and 3=2.

E Jectrow eak doublets:

[@;0); 2Z;0)]0;0; 1=2) 3.3)

Such states appear for exam pk in the m odelof ref. [14] from the sectors 1+ by +

+2 ({i= 1;2;3). h themodelof ref. fl1] from the sectors + h+ + 2 and

+ + 2 ,and In the model of ref. i[7] from the sectorsb+ , b+ b+ by +
bt+tbh+b+ o+ btbh+b+

W e also obtain from this type of sectors fractionally charged SU (3)c SU (2},
singlets. In the SO (6) SO (4) m odels these states are doublets of SU 2 which
have zero U (1) charge and the SU (3). sihglkt In the quartets of SU 4) w ith zero
U (1);, charge. In the standard{lkem odelsthese statesare SU (3)c SU (2}, singlkts
w ith electric charge Qe . = 1=2.

4

Fractionally charged SU (3 SU (2}, shglkts :

[X;0); L7 1] 1=2; 1=2; 1-2) 34)
[@; 3=2); 1;0)] 1=2; 1=2; 1=2) (3.5)

From sectors which break the SO (10) symm etry into SU (5) U (1) we obtain
exotic states w th fractional electric charge 1=2

Fractionally charged SU (3 SU 2}, sihglkts :

([@; 3=4); @; 1=2)]1=2; 1=4; 1=2) (3.6)

In general the fractionally charged states m ay transform under a non{Abelian
hidden gauge group In which case the fractionally charged states m ay be con ned.
For exam ple, in the \revam ped" ipped SU (5) m odel @] the states w ith fractional
charge 1=2 transform as 4 and4 ofthe hidden SU (4) gauge group. In otherm odels
these statesm ay be singlkts of allthe non {A belian group factors. Such states appear
Prexample in themodelof ref. [12] from the sectors fo + by +  + ;b+ s +
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+ b+t b+ o+ b+t b+ b+ + g. In the m odel of ref. i [l11],
they appear from the sector £ ; ;1 +b ; +1+Db ; + b g.

Finally In the superstring derived standard{like m odels we m ay cbtain exotic
states from sectors which are com binations of the SO (6) SO (4) breaking vectors
and SU (B) U (1) breaking vectors. These states then carry the standard charges
under the Standard M odel gauge group but carry fractional chargesunderthe U (1);o0
gauge group. T he ollow ing exotic states are cbtained:

color triplets :

[(3'1)'(1'1)] ; 3.7)
I 4 ’ I 2 ( 1=3; 1=4; 1=3)r .
1 1

[3; Z); (1;5)](1:3;1:4,-1:3) (3.8)

In ref. 4], due to its potential role in string gauge coupling uni cation 7, 28],
we referred to this state as \the uniton". Such states appear forexam ple in them odel

of ref. [[2] from the sectorb, + by + , In the m odel of ref. i[14] from the sectors
bip+ b+ , and in them odel of ref.' [I11] from the sectors fp+ b+ b+
b + g.

electrow eak doublets :

[a; Z);(Z; 5)]( 1=2; 1=4;(1;0);(0; 1)) 3.9

Unlke the previous electroweak doublets, these electroweak doublts carry the
regular charges under the standard m odel gauge group but carry \fractional" charge
under the SO (10) symm etry. E lectrow eak doublets of these type appear for exam ple
in the m odel of ref. fI2] from the sector b, + by + . Tn the m odel of ref. i[i1]
from the sectors flo; + b+ b+ by + g.

Finally, In the superstring derived standard{like m odels we also obtain states
which are Standard M odel singlets and carry \fractional" charges under the U (1);o0
symm etry.

Standard m odel singlets w ith \fractional"” U (1p. charge :

3 1
[a; 71); @; 5)](0; 5-4;0) (310)
These statesm ay transform under a non {Abelian hidden gauge group orm ay be
singlets of all the non{Abelian group factors. This type of Standard M odel singlkt

appears in all the known free ferm ionic standard{lke m odels. For exam pl, 0 in the

m odelof ref. [14] they are obtained from the sectorsby, + by + . In them odel
of ref. [11]they appear from the sectors fby + b + bs + b+ by + by + ;1+
b+ b+ i1+ b+ b+ Hoky bt b+ I+ g.
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T here are several in portant issues that are in portant to exam ine w ith regard to
the exotic states. Since som e of these states carry fractional charges, it is desirable
to make them su ciently heavy or su ciently rare. A1l the exotic m atter states
appear In vector{lke representations. They can therefore cbtain m ass tem s from
renom alizable or higher order termm s in the superpotential. W e must then study
the renom alizable and nonrenom alizable superpotential in the speci cm odels. The
cubic kvel and higher order temm s in the superpotential are extracted by applying
the rules of ref. P8]. The problem of fractionally charged states was investigated in
ref. 2] for the m odel of ref. {11]. In the notation of ref. {I1] the m assless states
£V41iV42iVa37Va4iVa77Vag;Vae;Vsog are of the form of Eq. (3.5); the m assless states
fV45;V46;Vs1;Vs,g are of the orm of Eq. B3); them asskess states fH;  Hy4g are of
the form ofEq. (B.6); the m assless colored states fH 33;H 409 are of the form ofEq.
3.8) and the them assless weak doublkets fH 34;H 4,9 are of the form ofEq. 3.9). The
ram aining exotic states, fH 15 Hizy;H 35  HigjH 429, are Standard M odel singlets of
the orm of Eq. @.10). The cubic kevel superpotential of the exotic m asskss states
is given by

W,

1
P—Efﬂlﬂz at HsHy s+ HsHg 4+ HoHg+ HoHqp) 2

Hi1+ Hip) B+ Hig) 2"‘ V41Vay 4+ V43V 4

VisVis 4+ VaVag + VisVso) §+ VsiVsy 49

H 15H 16 §6+ H7H 18 s6 + H19H 20 §6+ HH o s6

V11Viz + Vi3Vig) 13+ (Vis + Vig) (V17 + Vig) 13+ VigVao 13

VoiVoz 12+ V23Vag 12+ (Vos + Vig) (Vo7 + Viog) 12+ V2oV3p 12

V31V3z 23+ V33Vsg 23+ HooHzo 13+ HigH3r 12]: (311)

+ 4+ + + + o+

By exam ining the fractionally charged states and the trilinear superpotential, it is
observed that allthe fractionally charged states receive a P landk scalem assby giving
a VEV to the neutral sihglets 4; 3; 4; o which inposes the additional F  atness
constraint (4 $+ 4 5) = 0. The other exotic states which are Standard M odel
singlets do not receive m assby this choice of at direction. T herefore, at this level of
the superpotential, the fractionally charged states can decouple from the rem aining
light spectrum . Sin ilarly, the issue of fractionally charged states in the m odel of ref.
[[21was studied in ref. R9]where it was found that all the fractionally charged states
receive Jarge m ass from renom alizable or nonrenom alizable temm s. Sin ilar results
were also found In the case of the G epnerm odels P11.
The second issue that must be exam ined w ith regard to the exotic \W ilsonian"

m atter is the interactions w ith the Standard M odel states. The fractional charges
of the exotic states under the unbroken U (1) generators of the SO (10) gauge group,
may result in conserved discrete symm etry which forbid their decay to the lighter
Standard M odel states. In the follow Ing we w ill Investigate this question w ith regard
to particular states that appear In speci cm odels.
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4 Cogm ology of \W ilsonian" m atter
4.1 Introduction

The \W ilsonian" m atter states cbtained from the realistic superstring m odels are
heavy and stable. Theirm ass density has in portant coan ological in plications, since
if they are too abundant they w ill overclose the universe. T his gives a lim it on their
present relic density

o o= 1054n* 1dev am 3; 41)

where h is de ned by the present value of the Hubble constant H g
Ho
100km sec ' Mpc 1’

42)

T he relic density of a particle depends on itsm ass, couplings and on the reheating
tem perature after n ation. Ifthe relic density isthe sam e as (or at Jeast com parable
to) the crtical density of the universe, it could account for the existence of dark
m atter In the universe.

Since the \W ilsonian" m atter states are heavy, they are non{relativistic at the
tin e of structure form ation and are candidates for cold dark m atter. M odels con—
sisting of only hot dark m atter, such as neutrinos of a few €V m ass, are ruled out
phenom enologically, since they fail to explain the large{scale structure curve of the
universe. Only m odels which contain cold dark m atter, lke the m ixed (cold + hot)
dark m atter m odel §7] and the cold dark m atter with extra radiation m odel K8],
survive, exospt for m odels w ith non{standard cosn ology scenarios, such as m odels
w ith non{zero cosm ological constant. T he heavy \W ilsonian" m atter states are can—
didates for cold dark m atter. T he possibl existence of heavy stabl particles In the
realistic superstring m odels provides furtherm otivation to study this class ofm odels.

Since these \W ilsonian" states cannot decay into nom alparticles, their num ber
density can only change by annihilation processes. In several exam ples that we study
below , the \W ilsonian" states are interacting strongly and therefore rem ain in themm al
equillbbriim until they becom e non {relativistic. W e w ill consider one exception of a
SU @3) SUE) U1y singktwhich nteractsweakly. A given \W ilsonian" m atter
state decouples from the them al bath when its annihilation rate &lls below the
expansion rate of the universe. T he annihilation rate of a particle is given by

=h ann :VJ]-nE o @3)
where n_  , the num ber density at the equilbbrium , is given by
8 !
3 @) 3 s
29 — T relativistic
Ny = % nT 32 44)
? O > exp( M =T) non-relativistic
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Here (3)= 120206 istheR iam ann zeta function 0f3,and ¢ isthee ective number
of degrees of freedom  of the particlk.

In the expanding universe, the evolution equation of the particle num ber density
is described by the Boltzm ann equation

dn c w2
a+ 3Hn= ha,¥im i ); 4.5)

EQ

w here the Hubbl constant in the radiation dom nated era is a function of the tem —
perature

p__T?
H=166 g—: (4.6)
mpl

D uring the radiation dom inated era, tin e (t) and tem perature are related by

0. 1=2M pl |

It is standard to de ne the din ensionless param eters x = M =T and the number
density In a com oving volum e Y = n=s,, where 5, is the entropy densiy
2
=79 Mx @8
Here g and g are the relativistic degrees of freedom and are de ned by

4 4

X T, 7 X T;
g = 9i 3 9i - 7
i=bosons T 8 i= ferm ions T
X T, ° 7 X T; °
gs = 9 - *t 9 = 4.9)
_ T 8. . T
i=bosons i= ferm ions

where g; and T; are the degrees of freedom and the tem perature of a partick i,
respectively. The Boltzm ann equation, Eq. 4.3), describes the evolution of the
num ber density w ith respect to tem perature n a com oving volum e,

¥ x*(Y? ,); 410)
dx Q
w here
— Xh annj"jj-se. (4.11)
—

In many cases , in the non{rlativistic lim i, becom es x-independent. E quation
4 10) can be solved if we know the anniilation cross section as a function of the
tem perature. Ik is known that the relic density of a particle ofmassM is given by
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two di erent expressions, depending upon the two possble tem perature regin es at
which decoupling occurs

8 !
2 0278 —= M Te.
YO _ g s (Rec) (4 .12)
§ 379%gec M > T
I gm le h :V:ﬂ- dec

where we have de ned Xgee = M =Tgec, and Tgee denotes the decoupling tem perature.
The two cases M Tgee @and M > Ty describe decoupling In relativistic and non {
relativistic regin es, respectively. If we de ne s, to be the entropy density of the
present universe, then the relic energy density of a m assive decoupled partick is
given by

0= §,YoM = 2:97 10YM an °; 413)

and we can estin ate the ( param eter, which is given by the expression

5 oh? 2970M Yy am °
oh = 3t (414)
c 105 10 &V an
U sing the fact that the cosm ological data set the bound 01 < h? < 1,Eq. (4.14)
gives a bound on them ass of a stablk particlke

35
M < —&V: 4.15)

Yo
If a m assive particle is weakly interacting W IM P) at high tem perature, i can
decouple from them alequilbbrium when it is still relativistic. In this case the upper
bound for itsm ass is very low, since the Y, value is too high. This can be deduced
from Eq. (414). In the case of an In ationary scenaribo, however, this bound can be
raised. W ew illelaborate over this possbility In som e detail in the follow Ing sections.
T he class of superstring m odels which we have discussed In the previous sections
allow several kinds of stablk \W ilsonian" m atter states. In the Pllow ng we will

speci cally focus our attention on three coan ologically Interesting cases.

42 A stable heavy dow n{like quark: the uniton

In this section we Investigate the possibility that the dark m atter is com posed
of heavy down{like color triplts of the form of Eq. 8.8). This will be our m ost
detailed quantitative and com plex analysis, and the discussion w ith regard to the
other potential dark m atter candidates from superstring m odels w ill be som ew hat
m ore qualitative.
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421 M otivation: string gauge coupling uni cation

T he existence of additional colored vector{lke states beyond the spectrum of the
M Inin alSupersym m etric Standard M odelism otivated also from a di erent consider-
ation. Superstring uni cation predicts that the gauge and gravitational couplings are
uni ed at the string uni cation scale which isofthe orderM ¢y Gungd 10 GeV
Wih Jsering 08 131,32,/ 33]. Assum ing, naively, that the m asskss states below
the string scale consists sokely of the M inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel re-
sults in disagreem ent w ith the experim entally cbserved valies for sh® M ) and
strong M 7 ) . Ifone assum es naively that the spectrum between the electroweak scale
and the uni cation scale consists sokly ofthe M SSM  state then the gauge couplings
are seen to intersectat 2 18 Gev [4]. Thisdiscrepancy isusually referred to as
the order of m agnitude m ism atch between the M SSM and string uni cation scales.
Ttwould seem that In an extrapolation of the gauge param eters over fleen orders
of m agniude, a problem nvolving a single order of m agnitude would have m any
possble resolutions. Indeed, in string theory there arem any possiblk e ects that can
a prioriacoount for the discrepancy. Forexam ple, there could be Jarge corrections to
the gauge couplings due to the n nite tower ofheavy stringm odes [35]. A tematively,
additionalm atter 36,27, 9, 23] or gauge structure beyond theM SSM could reconcike
the two scales. Yet another possbility is that the weak hypercharge nomm alization
In string theory is not necessarily the one that is traditionally found In GUT s and
coul take values that would yield m eeting of the couplings at the string scale 37].
Surprisingly, how ever, the discrepancy isnot easily resolved. In ref. R3]the string{
scale gauge coupling uni cation problm was investigated in detail in the context of
the realistic free ferm Jonic superstring m odels. It was shown, In a w ide range of re—
alistic free ferm donic m odels, that heavy string threshold corrections, non {standard
hypercharge nom alizations, light SUSY thresholds or intem ediate gauge structure
do not resolve the problem . Instead, the problem m ay only be resolved due to the
existence of additional interm ediate m atter thresholds, beyond the M SSM spectrum .
This additional m atter takes the form of additional color triplets and electroweak
doublts, in vector{lke representations. Rem arkably, som e string m odels contain
In their m asskess spectrum the additional states w ith the speci ¢ weak hypercharge
assignm ents, needed to achieve string scale uni cation R7]. Perhaps even m ore in-
triguing is the fact that in som e m odels the additional states are those that arise due
to the \W ilson line" breaking. Thus, the existence of stable \W ilsonian" states at
Intem ediate energy scales ism otivated also from requiring consistency of the string{
scale gauge coupling uni cation w ith the cbserved low energy gauge param eters.
The m ass scale of the additional color triplets is constrained by requiring agree—
m ent between the low energy gauge observables and uni cation ofthe gauge couplings
at the string scale. Tn ref. R5] the Hllow ing two constraint equations on the inter—
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m ediate m atterm ass scales were obtained,

P M,

1029 < i, b)h_- < 1414 (4.16)
P M,

1857 < il B)I_= < 3058 ; 417

where M ¢ isthe string uni cation scale, M ; are the m ass scales of the interm ediate
thresholds, and fl ;b ;b g; are the corresponding one{loop {function coe cients of
SU@B) SUE@) U@y.Egs. @16), @I% can now beused to constrain them ass
scale of the additional color triplets. A varety of possible com binations exist. For
exam ple, in the m odel of ref. R7] with one pair of light color triplkts of the uniton
pe, D 1;D_1g, we cbtain the lim its

experimentallinit < M3 < 181 TeV : 418)
Setting M ;5 at the upper lin it of ¢.18), we nd
72  10°Gev < M, < 26 10°Gev ; 419)
while fora lower lim it ofM ; 500 G&V we obtain
36 10Gev < M, < 17 160Gev : 4 20)

By contrast, w ith two triplkt pairs of the uniton type, D 1;D 1;D ,;D »g, degenerate
atonemass scake M 3, we nstead nd

43 10Gev < M5 < 95 10°Gev ; 421)
50 that taking the upper lin it forM ; yields

72  10°Gev < M, < 26 10*Gev 422)
while the lower 1im it on M ; yields

5 10°Gev < M, < 18 1 Gev : 4 23)

F inally, adding the third pair of color triplets of the sexton type D 5;D 39, and w ith
all three color triplet pairs degenerate at the scale M ;, we nd

24 10'Gev < M5 < 72 137 Gev 4 24)
for which the upper and lower lin is respectively yield

37 10°GeV < M)upper < 11 10°Gev
579 17 GeV < M)pwer < 2 10'Gev : 4 25)
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C Jlearly, m any viabl scenarios exist, and the above exam ples are not exhaustive.

N ext we observe that these m ass scales can be com patible w ith the at directions
of the cubic kevel superpotential. For exam ple, In them odelofref. £27], the relevant
cubic kevelm ass temm s are

1
+ 5(1131]31+ 2D 2D 3)

1
+ p_E(DlDZ 2+ D1D32 1)g9 (426)
and there exist F and D at vacua in which the VEV of the singlets in Eq. 426)
vanishes. W e therefore conclude that indeed there is su cient freedom in the super-
string m odels that allow s the additional color triplets to appear at intermm ediate m ass
scales.

422 Interactions

W enow discuss the interactions ofthe uniton w ith the Standard M odel states. In the
m odelofref. !:L:Z] there isone pairofuniton states denoted by fH ,; ;H »,,g and one pair
of exotic doublts denoted by fH 15;H 1¢g9. The follow Ing cubic level superpotential
tem s are obtained

1
D 45H 1gH 21 + hoH 16H 17 + hysH 16H 25 + > (1H21H 2o+ 2HisH 16): 427)

The states fH 15;H 17;H 259 are Standard M odel singkts w ith \fractional" U (1)
charge ofthe form ofEq. (.10).From Eq. {427 we cbserve that in them odelof ref.
fl2], there are no interactions tem s, at orderN = 3, w ith the states from the sectors
b, b and bz. However, potential interaction termm s do appear for the exotic color
triplets and electroweak doubltsw ith the colortriplkts from the sectorb + b+ +
and the electroweak doublets from the Neveu{Schwarz sector. These interaction
tem s are generated by the breaking of U (1)z0. For speci ¢ choices of at directions
these tem s vanish. However, potential non{vanishing interaction tem s may be
generated from nonrenom alizable temm s. The uniton would be a m ore appealing
dark m atter candidate if there existed a gauge sym m etry ora localdiscrete sym m etry
9] that orbids the interactions tem s to all orders of nonrenom alizable tem s.

Next we tum to the m odel of ref. {14]. The superpotential temm s of the exotic
color triplets w ith the Standard M odel states were studied in ref. [L§]. T he potential
Interaction tem s are

LQOD;u;eD;QQD; u/d;D; d&ND; 4 28)
QDh 4 29)
DD uf 4 .30)

For the term s in Eq. {4 28) the type of correlators that have to be checked are
of the form bibsD ", where by and by represent states from the sectors by and by, D
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are the additional color triplets, and " is a string of Standard M odel singlets. For
the rst two pairs of color triplets from the sectors b, + s+ + , the operators
bb;D are invariant under the weak hypercharge. H ow ever, they break U (1); 0 because
Qzo0D )= (1=2)Q 300D 45). Thus,D hasonehalftheU (1), 0 charge ofthe triplets from
the Neveu{Schwarz and b + by + + sectors. Therefore, all the operators in Eq.
4 28), with D being a tripkt from one ofthe sectorsby, + by + + ,break U (1)z0.
Thus, the string h i contains a U (1)z0 breaking VEV . However, In this m odel all
the available Standard M odel singlets w ith nontrivial U (1);0 charge transform as 3
and 3 of the Hidden SU (3) gauge group Q‘j]. The U (1)z0 charges of the hidden
SU @) tripktsare  5=4. The U (1)} 0 charges of the color triplets from the exotic
\W ilson lne" sectors are  1=4 (e table 1). The last pair of color triplkts has
\fractional" weak hypercharge Qy = 1=12. C onsequently, term s of the form ofEqg.
{4 28),wih D being a triplet from one ofthe exotic \W ilson line" sectors, cannot be
form ed in thism odel. This result was veri ed by a com puter search of the relevant
nonrenom alizable term s up to orderN = 12.

The tetm in Eq. @:.2:9) breaks U (1)z0. Therefore, the product * in a poten-
tial non{vanishing higher order term must break U (1);0. The available elds are
fH ;H,;H 1;H2,g9. These elds transform as 3 and 3 of the hidden SU (3)y gauge
group w ith opposite charges under U (1) 0 for the states and the bared states. C onse—
quently, to obtain tem s which are invarant under the hidden SU (3)y gauge group,
som e of the £V ,.5;V12,39 elds, which transform as 3 and 3 o£SU (3)y ,must get a
VEV . Therefore if we In pose that the VEV s of the V3, V; are suppressed, the tem s
of the of Eq. §#29) are suppressed to all orders of nonrenom alizabk tems. W e
ram ark that there is no phenom enological constraint that requires the VEV s 0fVy, V3
to be non {vanishing. In contrast to them odelofref. {12] in which generation m ixing
is cbtained by these VEV s §0], In this m odel the generation m ixing is obtained by
the VEVs of the elds T;, T;. Fially, the term i Eq. {4.30) is invariant under
U (1)y and U (1)z0. However the product D D carries nontrivial charges under U (1),
and U (1)g. A llthe Standard M odel singkt eldswhich are charged underU (1); and
U (1)g transform as 5, 5 of SU B)y oras 3, 3 0o£SU (B)y . Consequently, the prod-
uct " must contain a baryonic factor under SU (5)y or SU (3)y . Such tem s were
not found up to order N = 12. Imposing that the VEV s ofV;, V; are suppressd,
suppresses the tem s of the form of Eq. @.30), because the U (1);,3 charges of the
product 5y y cadnnot be canceled. Thus, w ith this assum ption the tetm D D uj
is forbidden to all orders of nonrenom alizable term s. To summ arize, if we assum e
that SU (3)y rem ains unbroken at the P lJanck scale, it is seen that all the interaction

423 Uniton dark m atter

In the previous sectionswe have seen that superstring m odels in the free ferm ionic for-
m ulation m otivate the existence of vector{lke heavy stable SU (3)c trplts, 3;1)1=3,
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(3;1)1—¢ . In this notation the second quantum num ber denotes their SU (2);, content
and the subscript denotes the hypercharge. T he union !-2:4 ], ie. the state (3;1)1=3, is
a d{type quark and interactsw ith the color force. In them ass range w e are Interested
in (10°< M < 10 GeV), the interaction rate is greater than the expansion rate of
the universe, unless the num ber density of these particles is signi cantly suppressed.
In general it iswell known that it is hard to envision a scenario in which a particle
carryng unbroken gauge charges decouples in a relativistic regin e. T hus, the union
can be decoupled only when it becom es non {relativistic. In the non {relativistic 1im it
T=M < 1, the anniilation rate of the union is given by
N 2

v (4.31)

where M is the m ass of the uniton and o §=4 is the gauge coupling at the
decoupling tem perature. In this equation n,  is the num ber density of the uniton
In the non{relativistic lm it, while N is cbtained by summ Ing over all the availablk
annihilation channels and is given by

N = Cr: (4 32)

A discussion ofthis result can be found in appendix B where we present a com plete
calculation of all the m ain channels of annihilation of this particle. T he am plitudes
¢ are obtained by taking the non{relativistic lin it of the cross sections. The cal-
culation is mplmented In the case of N = 1 supersymmetric QCD wih heavy
quark-antiquark Q Q) initial statesand light gluinos (g), squarks (@), quarks () and
glions (@) n the nalstate QQ ! g 0Q ! 9g;0Q ! e QQ ! g9).Werefer
to gs. 5-10 for details.

W e obtain ¢; = 4=3 for quarks, ¢; = 14=27 for gluons, ¢; = 2=3 for squarks and
oy = 64=27 Prgluinos. U sing these results we get the expression for  (seeEq. @.10))

29 SMp1

= 083N p— (4 33)

At this point we can in pose the decoupling condition dy=dx ’ 0 @4]which gives
1
Xgee = N[22+ ©) ac] 5 Ihfln[@+ ¢ acly; 4 34)

where a = 0:145(@=g o and c i Y (Tgec)=Yro (Taec), the latter being of order one.
T herefore we estin ate a decoupling tem perature of the form

M
Tgee ! —mm 435
dec Jn(mpr) ( )
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U sing these results we can estin ate the value ofthe num ber density in a com oving
volum e In the present universe

3:79x% M In =M
Y= p—— = :—21(?11—): (4 36)
gmleh Yy N s 9Mp1

W ehave sst g = g 4 since the decoupling tem perature is high @4].
U sing this condition and Eq. (4.15), we get an upper bound on the m ass of the
uniton
M < 10° S(Npgjncmpl:M N PGev: 4 37)

W enow tum to discuss the case In which wehave in ation. Thee ect ofin ation

is Im portant if the decoupling tam perature is greater than the reheating tem perature
(T gec Tg). If Tx Tgee the uniton will be diluted away, although it can be
regenerated after reheating by out-ofequilibriim production @4]. Therefore we can
approxin ately set the initial density ofthe uniton to be zero and obtain the relation

dy

il Y0 (4.38)
wih Ygo = 0:145g.:s=g x> 2e *. Integrating this equation from the reheating tem —
perature down to the present tem perature we get

|
"2
0:145 1
Yo = gzﬁff ———  mt e 2 (4.39)
g
where x,. M =T and
! 15
m 200 1
oh2 "9 l(?N i effgpl ? X, + 5 e 2Xr,' (4.40)

from which we derive a bound on the m ass of the union

1 M

M >Tg 254 —-In — : (441)
2 Txr

W ithout In ation, we have a strict bound on the m ass of the uniton which is around

10° GeV . However, in ation can raise the m ass bound to any arbitrary order, de-

pending upon the estin ated value of the reheating tem perature.

In ref. BQ] i was pointed out that an exotic stabl heavy quark, which decouplkes
at high tem perature, can anniilate after color con nement. At low tem perature
heavy quarksw ill form bound states of nite size ar w ith ordinary quarks. Since the
tem perature at con nem ent is quite an all com pared to the heavy quark m ass, the
scattering cross section of two of these heavy hadrons w ill approxin ately be equal
to their geom etric cross section 4 %,wjthaf about 1 fm . W e cannot estin ate
the corresponding annihilation cross section at this tem perature. However, it is not
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unreasonable to assum e that the two cross sections (@nnihilation and scattering) are
proportional to each other:

an = 4 &: 4 42)

W ithin this assum ption, from the Boltzm ann equation we can calculate the value of
the relic density

day h j\/'jiSYz
dx xH
=  Mmy gx PY?: (4 43)

N otice that we have set Yo to be zero since the tem perature ism uch lower than the
m ass of the union.

A fter Integration from con nem ent tem perature to the present tem perature, we
get n #
1 1 2 T, % T F

t 4 44
Y, v, 3 P M M @49

with iand f characterizing the beginning and end ofthe anniilation period, respec—
tively.

Ifwe assum e that thism echanian can give a large suppression to the relic density
of the uniton, then we can ignore T¢=M and 1=Y; n Eq. {4.44) and the new relic
density becom es o__
Yo ! 3—M : (4 45)

2 gm plT13=2
At this point we need an estin ate of . If we assum e that the scattering and the
annihilation cross sections are of sam e order, ie. ' 1, and if we lnsert the value
T; 1 GeV, which is the tem perature at the con ning phase, the upper bound on
the uniton m ass can be raised up to 10’ 1F G eV .However, we do not have any
de nitive argum ent which can help us estin ate the value of . Therefore this issue
ram ains open.

If we ignore this reequillbbriim process, then the m ass of the uniton should be
an aller than 10° Ge&V or greater than O (10) reheating tem perature, which is the
result presented In Egs. @ .37) and {4.41).

O n the other hand, the uniton can m ake a stabl neutralbound state and as such
can be com ponent ofdark m atter. T his issue is crucially connected to the question of
w hether the neutral Uy) orthe the charged (U ;) bound state is the lightest between
the two possibl states of thism eson. W e refer to appendix A for a discussion ofthis
point. There we use argum ents based both on QCD potential m odels and resuls
from the heavy quark e ective theory to conclude that the possbility ofhaving U, as
the lIowest state isnot ruled out. T he splitting between the two states is lkely to be
ofl 2M €&V, which isofthe order of the electrom agnetic m ass splitting, and allow s
a conversion ofU ; into Uy by beta decay.
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IfU, is a com ponent of dark m atter then its relic energy density should have the
sam e order of m agnitude as the critical energy density .. T herefore from Eq. (4.14)
we can estin ate them ass ofthe Uy both in the case of in ation and w ithout. In the

rst case we get

M 7 10° S(NpglncmpﬁM N TEGev; (4 46)
while In the latter case the estin ated m ass is given by
1 M
M " Tg 25+ —-In — : 4.47)
2 Tr

W e rem ark that there are three windows (in the param eter space M = , wih
p denoting the scattering cross section on protons) for strongly interacting dark
m atter (such as Ug) K9] which possbly meet our requirem ents. The rst window
is In the relatively low mass range (10 GeV < M < 10* G&V ) and in the range
10 # <, < 10 an®. In other two windows it is required to have 10° GeV
<M < 10" GevV andM > 10 GeV, respectively, assum ing a cross section, in both
cases, lessthan 10 ?’an ?. These constraints nclude bounds from various experin ents
(such as experim ents perform ed using solid state coam icray detectors and plastic
track coam icray detectors) and from coam ological consideration (such asthe galactic
halo nfall rate and the lifetin e of neutron stars K5)).

4.3 Fractionally charged m atter

A s we have discussed iIn the previous sections, am ong the \W ilsonian" states
predicted by the free ferm ionic superstring m odels in the low energy lim it, there are
also heavy particles which are SU (2); doublts and singlkts (@nd which are SU (3)
singlets), (1;2)y, (1;1);1—». These two states are kpton{lke, are stable and have
fractionalelectric charge 1=2. T he behavior ofthese two states at high tem perature
is supposed to be the sam e as in the union case since the three gauge couplings
becom e of the sam e order.

W e have also seen that superstring m odels contain fractionally charged vector{
like quarks (3;1)1-¢. W e refer to this particle as the sexton. T his particle is expected
to form bound states wih u;d quarks (since it is a color triplet) and can m ake
stable baryons and m esons w ith fractional electric charge of 1=2 and 3=2. The
experin ental searches for free quarks in variousm aterials show that the upperbound
on the num ber density of fractionally charged particle should be am allerthan 10 *°
10 26 [B1]. This inplies that the relic density of fractionally charged m atter can be
estin ated to be

ev
Y, ¢ <10 Pyp <10 P— 10°*: (4 48)
mp

This result alm ost excludes the possibility of fractionally charged dark m atter since
from Eq. {.15), the Iower bound of the m asses of fractionally charged states should
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be given by
ev

FC
YO

Since the s=xton is a color triplet, we can estin ate its relic density Yo by the same
way as in the uniton case (see (4.36) and (4.39). Tt is clear that the relic density
of the sexton cannot satisfy the constraint given in Eq. @.48) without in ation if
the m ass of the sexton is greater than 1 €V . Instead, if the m ass is lighter than 10
eV, then the sexton behaves lke a light quark (u;d) and is con ned In a hadron
bound state. However, the densities of fractionally charged hadron bound state at
low tem perature are severely constrained [1]. T herefore, stringm odelswhich predict
light stabl fractionally charged particles cannot survive w ithout in ation, since all
these fractionally charged particles should be diluted away. A nother possible scenario
is that the states which carry fractional charges also transform under a non {A belian
gauge group in the hidden sector n which case the fractionally charged states are
con ned []. In this case the fractionally charged states form bound states which are
integrally charged R0]. Tt should be noted, however, that in this scenario one must
insure that the neutron star constraints @3] are not violated.

From Eq. 4 .39) we can also derive a bound on the relic density of these particles
In an In ationary soenario,

M > 10Y%G ev : (4 49)

2

!
e 0:45

Yy =
0 2 g

1
X, + 5 e 2 <10 28, (4 50)

In thisequation isapproxin ately the sameasfortheunion case N 2P gmg=M .
T herefore we have the approxin ate bound,

M Tx
— > 38+ Iog

= 451
Tx 109G &V @=1)

In order to evade the experin ental constraints on the relic densities of fractionally
charged bound states, it is m andatory to show that the density of these states is
suppressed. O ur argum ents on this m atter are quite di erent from those presented
in the earlier literature BQJ]. Two new elem ents appear in our analysis: a) the value
of the charge of the sexton ( 1=6), which is di erent from the usual quark charge
assignment ( 1=3; 2=3);and b) the presence of fractionally charged kptons.

At the con nem ent tem perature, the sexton (denoted ) can form neutral and
charged ocolor singlet bound states ( ;9 ;99 ;9 ) and their corresponding an-—
tiparticle ( Hej ;99 ;9 ). isnothard to show thatthenum berof fractionally
charged bound states which can be generated in hadronic reactions isnot an all. For
Instance we can classify all the possible conversion processes for both integer and
fractional nal states. Typical exam ples of these processes are

qq +9g (fac)! g + ggqg (nt:)
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g +qq (@ac)! g + gg (@t
qg +q (fac) ! + gqg (int:)
qq + 9 (fracy) ! + ggqg (int:)
4 .52)

and their converses. Integer charged nal states can be easily reconverted into frac—
tionally charged states due to the Jarge am ount of ordinary particles (g and ggqq)
present in the therm albath. Aswe can see from {4.579), annihilation channels ()
are always present, which in tum can reduce the total number of sexton bound
states. This number has been estin ated in the case of the uniton In the previous
sections. A s the tem perature goes down due to the expansion of the universe, it
is possble that the ram aining fractional hadrons w ill form bound states of integer
charge w ith fractionally charged heavy leptons (1;2)y and (1;1);-, (In our conventions
Qem:= T3+ Y), therefore m aking neutral heavy hydrogen {type bound states (g.
Bio,+ L 15! Hg).W e can estin ate the cross section for this process as follow s.
At a tam perature of few €V, the fractionally charged bound state B1, or L 1,
can capture an electron and form a bound state of radius ag Bohr radius) which is
hydrogen { lke fractionally charged bound state B, + € ). Thereforewe can assum e
that the cross section for two of these fractionally charged bound state to interact
and form a neutralbound state is proportional to the scattering cross section oftwo
hydrogen-like atom s
= 4 &: 4 .53)

Then we can calculate the new relic density from the Boltzm ann Eq. @.10), assum ing
that Yg o isvery an alldue to the exponential suppression of their num ber density

dy 255, 2
= - Mma gx *PY?: (4 54)
N otice that thisthe sam e asEq. {.43), except that a isnow replaced by ag . T here-
fore we cbtain

11 2 =T P

M 2 = (4.55)
— —=-Mm — — :
Y., v, 3 * M M

Thisresult isthe ssmeas in Eq. 4.44), but w ith a lower tem perature value T; and
a larger geom etrical size (@z > ar). Yr here denotes the naldensity of fractionally
charged particles w hose value is strongly restricted by experin entaldata F1]. Ifthis
neutral bound state H, is a dark m atter candidate, i should have the m axin ally
allowed value ofY;, ie. the critical density is

35ev
i 7

M

(4 56)
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and if we nsert this value nto {4.55) we obtain the conversion rate of fractionally
charged bound states to the neutral ones

Y15

Y 10°Gev T;
-1 4 - - (4.57)
Y; M 10ev

Ifwe assum e, in them ost optim istic scenario, that 1, from Egs.'(4.48) and'(d57)

we easily deduce that a Jarge Y;=Y¢ ratio isallowed only ifthem assM ofthisbound
state is quite amall (10 2° GeV). This is clearly unrealistic since our calculation is
valid only if these particles are non{reltivistic. Therefore we conclude that light
fractionally charged particles cannot be dark m atter candidates.

From Eg. (4.55) m ore generally, we can deduce the relic density ofthe fractionally
charged particks in the form

P
3 M

Ye! ——M ¢ (4 .58)
2 %mplT?2

Here, we ignore 1=Y; com pared w ith 1=Y¢, assum ing that this scattering process can
suppress the relic density. Iffwe fnsert thevaluesas ’ 27 160 Gev *and T;’ 10
eV, it cannot satisfy the constraint {4.48) unlkss itsm ass ismuch an aller than the
tem perature T; / 10 €V. Since a light particle w ith non{zero charge has not been
detected in the laboratory experin ents [b1], it ishard to in agine that there isa strong
suppression on the relic density ofthe fractionally charged m atter at low tem perature.
T hese argum ents seem to indicate that string m odels which contain light fractionally
charged states always need In ation. Finally, we comm ent that fractionally charged
states w ith P landk scale m ass could perhaps constitute the dark m atter, but in this
case the tools that we have used for the analysism ay not be adequate.

44 A singlet ofSU 3). SU Y U (1)

Another \W ilsonian" state which is obtained in the superstring m odels, and which
is a possble candidate for dark m atter is a singlet of SU (3). SU @}, U @y,
carrying an additionalnon{standard U (1);0 charge. T his type of \W ilsonian" m atter
state arisesdue to thebreaking ofthe SO (10) symmetry toSU 3) SU @) U (13 and
appears generically in the superstring derived standard{lke m odels. For exam ple, in
the m odel of refs. P71, 114] such states appear from the sectors by, + by + . In
thism odel these states transform as 3 and 3 ofa hidden SU (3)y gauge group.Asin
section 4 2 2 their nteractions w ith the Standard M odel states vanish to all orders
of nonrenom alizable term s ifthe SU (3)y is left unbroken.

TheU (1)z0 symm etry should be broken som ewhere in between the weak scale and
the P lanck scale. In this section we refer to this state asthe \W {singlet" W ).

A frter symm etry breaking the W {singkt interaction is suppressed by 1=M 2, and
can be classi ed as a weakly Interacting m assive particle W 1M P).
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Figurel: W W ! ff decay
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Figure2: W W ! £ff decay

The W {sihglkt can annihilate nto two light Standard M odel ferm ions and Into
their superpartners. T he latter can decay afterwards into two Z ° gauge bosons. T his
decay w illbe suppressed ifthe gaugeboson m ass isgreaterthan them assofW {singlet
and this singlkt, therefore, w illbe a stable particlke.

LetM betheW {shglktmass, and M ;o the m ass of the Z ° gauge boson. Let us
consider the total cross section for the annihilation oftwo W {singlet into two nom al
ferm jons and their superpartners.

The two diagram s in gs. 1 and 2 are sin ilar to those shown In gs. 9 and 10,
except for the color factors and for the m ass of the s{channel gauge boson, which is
now assumed to haveamassM zo0. W e get

B 4Nzop§(§+2M2)
3M 2, sf s 4M?

7 (4 59)

where s is the square ofthe C M . energy s= 4E§M ofeach incom ing particle and

2
Q, X

a7 Q%: (4.60)

f

Ngo=

In this equation Q; are the U (1);0 charges of the W {singkt and of the Standard
M odel particle £. Notice that we have to Introduce a 1=2 suppression factor for
each scalar partner if there is no m ixing between the left{handed sferm ion and the
right{handed sferm jon.
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Figure3: W W, ! 2%°decay
R R 2
| T —
| |
| |
| — | + (R=-L)
| |
| |
— . -
L L

Figure4: W W5 ! 2%°decay

Let us comm ent on the calculation of this cross section, which can be cbtained
with a slight m odi cations of the results of Appendix B . For this purpose we start
distinguishing two cases: that of a heavy Z° and that of a Iight Z° T the case of
a heavy 7 % the only relevant diagram s are those of gs. 1 and 2. Notice that we do
not allow , In this case, Z ¥s in the nalstate. N otice also that the anniilation of W
Into reqular quarks and Jptons (and into their supersym m etric partners) is allowed,
since all the quarks carry an extra U (1);0 charge. In the case of a Jeptophobic Z°
charge B2,53]we would include in the nalstates only color states.

In the second case, when Z° is light, we include also the channelW ;W ! 22Z°
beside those considered before. The cross section for this last channel is shown In

g.3 and 4.
T he annihilation cross section into two Z ° is given by

4 2 2 5 4 s+ A
=gz SR E+4M°%*s 8 I i 4.61)
S
and the one into two gauginos
_4 £A+2M21n s+ A . 4.62)
= ; .
A2 s A
g -
whereA = s(s 4M?).

Since the decoupling tem perature of W IM P ’s depends on both the m ass and cou—
pling constant, we cannot use the sam e estin ate as in the uniton case.
Here we consider four di erent cases.
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1) W {singlet m ass greater than M ;0 w thout In ation.

In thiscass, theW {singlkt isa strongly interacting particle when it decouples from
the heat bath and therefore the relic density estin ate is the sam e as In the union
case. The W ¢ isnon{relativistic at decoupling and its totalannihilation cross section
into two Z % and into two gauginos is given by

. 2,
yi= 1+ 2)@ W 4 .63)

w hile the corresponding two{fem ion/sferm ion cross section is

i= mNzoi (4 .64)
where , = Q=4
A though the W 4’s are strongly Interacting particlkes at decoupling from the ther-
m albath, they interact weakly in the present universe since the interaction ofthispar-
ticle w ith the Standard M odel particles goes only through the U (1);0 gauge bosons.
T his interaction, at the present epoch, is suppressed by the heavy Z° gauge boson
m ass since the symm etry isbroken. T herefore the bounds on the three w indow s for
the strongly interacting dark m atter which we discussed above (section 4 2) are not
valid in this case. This leads to constraints which are sin ilar to those of the union

P 1=2

M <100 N,+22) ghm, M) Gev: (4 .65)

2) W {sihglet m ass greater than M ;o with In ation.

If the reheating tem perature is greater than M ,o, the estin ated cross section is
the sam e as for the rst case. Usihg Eq. @.39) sin ilarly we can estin ate the relic
density ofthe W ¢ In an In ationary scenario and obtain a bound on itsm ass

1 M
M >Tg 25+ —-In — : (4 66)
2 Tr
However, if the reheating tem perature is less than M ;o, the regeneration of W 3 goes
through a weak U (1)50 process and the bound given above isnot valid. T his scenario
w illbe discussed in the fourth case below .

3) W {singlketmass is kessthan M ;0 and no In ation.

In thiscase the W isa W M P. TherePre we will assum e that decoupling w ill
occur when it is still relativistic. T heir num ber density in the com oving volum e is
then estim ated to be

n
v, 22 - gp78—% v
S 9 s

12 10°: @ 67)
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In Eq. (4.67) we assum ed that the particle content is that of the M SSM and that
the decoupling tem perature is larger than 1 TeV . This is a conservative assum ption
as it willm inin ize the value of Yy and hence m axim ize the m ass bound. U sing this
value of Yy .n Eq. 4.14) we can derive the upper m ass bound

M < 3keV: (4.68)
TheW ; with a ffw keV can be a candidate of wam dark m atter.

4) W {sihgletm ass kssthan M ;o0 with in ation.

A heavy mass W M P can be a dark m atter candidate only in the presence of
In ation. In fact, in ation will dilute away all the existing W {sihglkts which will
then be regenerated after reheating. In this Iimit, ie. M < Mg o and Tg < M zo,
we approxin ate the Z %{m ediated interaction by a fur{point Fem i interaction. Th
this tem perature regine, a W ; W 5 pair cannot annihilate into two Z % because it
is too m assive. W e also cbserve that after supersym m etry breaking the m ass of the
superpartners ofthe Z % is of the sam e order m odulo soft breaking corrections) ofthe
7 %m ass. Therefore the decay channeloftwo W 4’s nto two Z ° gauginos is orbidden
aswell.

Thus, we have two lim its for the cross section

M 2
35 7 16Ngo —r; ETy < M
M 2
and
oy SNy S ETy > M 4 .69)
—N o ; : .
BY| 3 z Mz40, R
In the non{relativistic case (T < M ) we can use Eq. 4 39) and cbtain
" Lt
M > Tg 25+ l]n M 4.70)
: 27 M ATy '

W e now consider the relativistic case (Tg > M ). In this case the value we obtain for
in Eq. {4.38) is tem perature dependent. Th order to estin ate Eq. {4.69) we use the
them al average of the energy squared

5
hsi= 4HE%i’ y 40T ?: @.1)

H ere the factor [B=4] isonly appropriate for fem jons. U sing this resul, it is straight—
forward to rew rite the Boltzm ann equation in the fom

dy h yis

= Y2
dx xH EQ
LmoM 3
= 43Nf g PP 4 4.72)

4
M 2
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and get the relic density ofthisparticlke by Integrating thisequation from the reheating
tam perature to the present tem perature:

m T
Yo= 144N, g ' 1\;4R @.73)
70
Ifwe Insert this result into Eq. @.15) we cbtain
|
M T2 101G ev 15 ]
S <69 10 —— g : (4.74)
M 2 m g, 200 N joq?

Since there are three unknown parameters M ;M ,0; Tz ) In Eq. {4.74) we cannot
infer a de nite value forthem ass of the W 5 and Z % but we nevertheless deduce that
7 % should be very heavy.

T here is still another possibility to be considered. The W {sihgkt can be a triplet
of a hidden gauge group . If this gauge group is not broken, then the W {singlets can
annihilate nto two hidden gauge bosons. Thisw i1l lead to the sam e resul as for the
triplkt case (the union) and we can obtain sim ilar m ass bounds.

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper we studied the cosn ological constraints on the exotic m atter states
that appear In the m assless spectrum of realistic free ferm ionic superstring m odels.
The free ferm ionic superstring m odels are am ong the m ost realistic string m odels
constructed to date, and reproduce m any of the ocbserved properties of the Standard
M odel. Am ong those, the replication of three and only three fam ilies and the quali-
tative spectrum of ferm ion m asses R3,'4(]. T he realistic nature of the free form ionic
m odels is perhaps not accidental but m ay re ect desper properties of string com —
pacti cation, which are at present unknown. Indeed, the free form ionic m odels are
constructed at a highly symm etric point in the m oduli space and the appearance of
three generations is deeply rooted in the underlying Z, 7, orbifbld structure R4l.

In the derivation of the Standard M odel from superstring theory we start w ith
som e larger symm etry which is subsequently broken to the Standard M odel. Ab-
sence of ad pint representations in the m assless spectrum of level one K ac{M oody
algebras restricts the possbl gauge groups In the e ective Iow energy eld theory.
Furthem ore, proton lifetin e constraints m otivate the hypothesis that the Standard
M odel m ust be derived directly from string theory, without an intem ediate non({
Abelian gauge symm etry. W ithin the firee ferm ionic construction the breaking is
achieved by constructing boundary condition basis vectors which are equivalent to
W ilson lines in the geom etrical formulation. The use of W ilson lines to break the
non{Abelian gauge sym m etries is quite generic In superstring theory.

T he breaking of the non {A belian gauge sym m etries by W ilson lineshasan in por-
tant feature: it producesm atter representations that do not t nto multiplets ofthe
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original unbroken gauge symm etry. This is an In portant feature as t m ay resul in
Jocaldiscrete sym m etries that forbid the decay ofthe \W ilsonian" m atter states into
the lighter Standard M odel particles. Superstring m odels thus provide an Intrinsic
m echanism that produces heavy stable states.

The \W ilsonian" m atter statesare classi ed by the pattems of sym m etry breaking,
induced by the \W ilson" Ines. In the free ferm ionic m odels the underlying SO (10)
gauge symm etry is broken to SO (6) SO @), SU (5) U (1) or SU (3) SU ()
U (1)2. A llthree cases give rise to fractionally charged statesw ith Q oy, .. T hese states
may allbe con ned, they m ay allbe superheavy, or they m ay diluted by In ation.
N evertheless, it m ay be worthw hike to search for such states in experin ental searches
for rare m atter.

O f further interests are the exotic states which appear soeci cally when the sym —
m etry is broken directly to the Standard M odel. The \W ilsonian" sectors then con—
tain also states which carry the Standard M odel charges, but w ith fractional charge
under the U (1)z0 symm etry. W e have shown, In a soeci ¢ m odel, that these states
can, In fact, be stable. T his isan exciting cbservation, forthen the stable \W ilsonian"
m atter states can be natural dark m atter candidates. Furthem ore, their stability
arises due to a wellm otivated local discrete symm etry B91.

The superstring derived standard{lke m odels give rise to \W ilsonian" color
triplkts, electroweak doublts with the standard charge assignm ent, and to Stan—
dard M odel singlets. O fthose the Standard M odel singlets are the m ost suited to be
the dark m atter.

The appearance of a good dark m atter candidate In the superstring derived
standard{lke m odels provides further m otivation to focus on the phenom enology
of this class of m odels. A Ihough our analysis and results are 1im ited to the m odels
in the free ferm donic form ulation, the m echanisn which gives rise to the \W ilsonian"
m atter states isgeneric in superstringm odels. T hus, exotic \W ilsonian" m atter states
m ay be the generic, Jong{sought, signature of string uni cation. It is of further in—
terest to study other phenom enological properties of these states. Such questions are
currently under investigation and w illbe reported in future publications.
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Appendix A . The M ass splitting

In this appendix we comment on the mass splitting relation between the two
heavy{light mesons Uy, and U ;. The goal of our discussion here is to show In a
sem quantitative way that the m ass splitting between these two heavy-light m esons
is com patible w ith zero and even w ith a U, lighter than U;.

W hike transition and elastic form factorsare calculable in the heavy quark e ective
theory, the calculation ofthe static properties ofhadrons, such asthe electrom agnetic
m ass splitting of m esons containing heavy { light quarks, relies on drastic approxin a—
tions w ith a built{in m odel dependence.

However, a sin ple estin ate of the m ass splitting between the two states Uy, © d)
and U ; D u) can be obtained in the context of potential m odels within a non{
relativistic approxin ation. A lthough this m ay not look appropriate, it has been
shown that, even in the context of light m esons, the non {relativistic approxin ation
to the analysis of the spectra of these system s Which are relativistic) hasbeen quite
successfil when a Coulomb + linear + constant potential has been used to m odel
the interaction. O n the other hand, relatiristic approaches based on bag m odels B4]
have also produced satisfactory results. In ref. [BY] it has been argued that there
is an Interesting duality relation between the bag m odel solutions (W ih a quadratic
potential) and those produced by non{relhtivistic potential m odels. This cbserva—
tion seam s to clarify, to som e extent, that the non{relativistic approach is In part
consistent even for system s which are mtrinsically relativistic 59]. W ith these m o
tivations n m ind, ket us st analyze the electrom agnetic (lus m ass di erence of
the two constituent quarks) contributions to them ass spolitting. T he interaction m ay
be taken to be Coulomb (at short distances) + linear (the con ning tail). W em ay
assum e that, In a meson, when one of the two quarks gets very heavy, the bound
state is hydrogen {lke. Ifwe neglect the e ect of the strong interactions which isa
questionable assum ption since ¢ isnot an all at distances of 1 £m ) the potential of
the Breit{Fem i H am iltonian corresponding to the electrom agnetic interaction, for
states of w ith zero angularm om entum is given by

Q102 8 S;1 $

o @) @ 1)
r 3 mqm
m ; andm , are them asses ofthe tw o quarksand Q ; the corresponding electrom agnetic

charges. For soin singlet con gurations

Vem = em

1

mim oy

R O)F ; @ 2)

1
Wi = &40 hi+t
r
P
wih R (r) the radialwave function ofthe ground state ( ()= (1= 4 )R (r)). The
soin Interactions drops out In the heavy m ass lim it of any of the two quarks. Under
these assum ptions we get

em 1,
MUO MU I Q‘ﬂd mu) —h—1i: @&.3)
3 r
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Ifweusstheestinatemy my, Mgo Mg+ = 4M eV forthe constituent m ass of
the two light quarks {56] and a size of the bound state of 1fm , then we get that the
electrom agnetic corrections are 1 M €V, thereby giving a positive M y, My , 3
M &V .Thisdi erence can be reduced by strong interaction e ectswhich can provide a

M g which can even over{com pensate M o, [B§]. In fact, the di erence between the
up and the down quark m asses causes a di erence between the expectation values
of the strong interaction Breit{Fem i Ham iltonian. This e ect, therefore, can be
responsibl of a reduction of the m ass splitting between the two states. W e ram ark
here that, n the case of neutraland charged B m esons, all these argum ents do apply.
The particke data book Pl] gives a m ass splitting between B? and B which is
com patible w ith zero.

Letusnow comm ent on the estin ate ofthe electrom agnetic interaction to them ass
solitting ofheavy { Iight m esons in the context of the heavy quark e ective theory. At
the sam e tin e we will also comm ent on the strong interaction contribution to the
solitting which plays a signi cant roke {but is still not calculablk{ In the context of
these sam e e ective theories. Unfortunately, the evaluation of the binding energy
of the light degrees of freedom from the heavy quark theory su ers from a large
uncertainty. T he discussion which follow shasbeen inclided to m ake thispointm ore

In the heavy quark lin it, the Interaction between the quark spin and the chrom o—
m agnetic eld vanishes, being inversely proportional to the heavy quark massmg .
Beside the soin symm etry, a new symm etry appears in the e ective description of
the bound state, since the interaction between the heavy and the light degrees of
freedom (u;d) is avor blind. W e picture the heavy quark then acting as a static
oolor force. There are two basic scales appearing in the e ective theory: m ¢ and

=m Mpagron Mg )=M o ,wih the scak ofthe Iight degrees of freedom . W hile
m o sets the scale for the perturbative expansion (In s )) of the theory, the sec—
ond scale characterizes the nonperturbative contributions of additional form factors
In the form ofm atrix elem ents ofhigher dim ensional operators. N otice that the Q ED
analogy breaks down exactly due to the presence of this second scale. To keading or-
derin I=mg, = M hagron my is avor and soin Independent. From QCD sum
rules, using the pok mass orm, (and neglectihg renom alon ambiguities (see B8]
and refs. therein) one gets the estim ate

= 570 70M eV A 4)

(see B8] and refs. therein). The uncertainty n Eq. @ 4) largely over com pensates
the electrom agnetic contribution to the splitting.

Letusnow comm ent brie y on the electrom agnetic breaking contributions as esti-
m ated in the context of the heavy quark e ective theory in ref. [57]. T he calculation
of the electrom agnetic splitting has been based, In the past, on the use of digpersion
relations for forward C om pton scattering {60]. W e ram ark that the study of factor-
fzation In exclusive processes 2] L] and of dispersion relations, in particular for
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xed angle C om pton scattering 3], has a Jong and involved history. In the forward
region, where perturbative QCD breaks down, the treatm ent of the process su ers
from a strong m odel dependence. T herefore, the use of digoersion relations at very
Iow mom entum transfer, as needed In the case of the calculation ofm ass splittings,
is an uncharted territory. The basic strategy of the method In [1] is to relate the
order € isospin breaking corrections to the forward Com pton scattering am plitude
T and then use the heavy quark e ective theory In the arge N, Iim it towrte T in
tem s of heavy m eson form factors.
N eglecting 1=m 51 corrections, the authors of ref. 57] give
| |

My Myo +17 043 ——— 0:03

5
1Gev ® 5)

1Gev !

where 1=m, m easures them atrix elam ent of the decay ofthe st excited heavy
m eson state into the ground state plus a photon.

The use of large N . argum ents and the ansatze used to m atch the din ensional
counting behavior of the heavy quark form factor introduce a m odel dependence nto
the theory. T he authors of ref. 7] argue that their results are accurate w ithin 30% .
N otice that this result is com patible w ith the naive estim ate obtained from the quark
m odel discussion we have presented above. A 1so, notice that the com bination of this
result with Eq. @_4), in particular the large uncertainty in the estim ate of tells
usthatM y, My, isnot incom patible with zero, as suggested by potentialm odel
calculations.

1

A ppendix B .Quark D ecay M odes

In this appendix we summ arize the derivation of the Feynm an ruls forN = 1
supersymm etric Q CD and de ne our conventions for the various diagram s.
The Lagrangian is de ned by [64]

_ 1
L=qgbg L F + 0O 9D g ®.1)

where )
ig R
Biy=6 i EEaTij ® 2)

In SUSY QCD there isa gluino{gluno{gluon tem ,
i
Logg = S%fancda A i B 3)
quark {squark {gliino tem .

P_ X . . . .
Lgg= 29T g.Prdep + FPrody  9.Prdar  qPrody i B A4)

i=u;d
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N 7

7 R

R ke

Figure 5: M om entum and ferm on number ow

where i is summ ed over the three fam ilies of quarks and T® = 2=2 are the usual
SU (3) generators. The two chirality proectors are de ned by P, = (1 5)=2 and
Pr = (1+ 5)=2. The generators of SU (3) are taken to be hem itian. The quark{
gluon vertex, In these conventions, is given by

Lgg= @ dgr°: ® 5)
In momentum space we get ig T? forthe ggg vertex and gf.,,. forthe ggg
vertex.

W e Introduce the follow ing expansions for the D irac fem ions (quarks), M a prana
ferm ions (gluinos) and for the scalar quarks

Z

3
a) = = k3 T bukle F+ & Qv ke ® 6)
@ )y ko
2 Pk m . .
g &)= ;. — Blukle ¥+ B k)vk)e™ ® 7)
@ )y ko
’ d3k ik, ik
gx) = m ak)e + Y ke : ® 8)

Notice that in B .8) B .}) and B ) we have om itted the sum over the polarizations

for sim plicity. W e enforce the usual quantization conditions

n Oo 3 ko 3
bk);P k) = @ ) — Tk K©);

n O kO

Bk,;BFK) = @ ) = koK)

n ] kO

dk);d k% = @ ) = kK B .9)

Scattering am plitudes can be de ned in tem s of the vacuum {to{vacuum ocorre-
lators either by using the LSZ reduction formula or, m ore sinply, by calculating
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g
Figure 6: G luino vertices
expectation values of the interaction tem s in Initialand nalstates.
G9:)? %, .
Sei= 5 dyid'y,l0 0O I (1)L (v2) oi: ® 10)
W e have de ned
Poi BE)d )P Poi= B k)P k) Pi: ® 11)

N otice that it is convenient to x a speci ¢ convention by labeling one of the two
gliinos as st particke (k;) and the second one as sscond particke (ks). De ne
AB). hO-AB i to be the usualW ick contraction and sst (sym bolically)

qx) hbu+ dv
qx) Bu+ dv
gx) bu+ Bv
gx) Bu+bv
ak) a+ &; B 12)

In order to get the only non{vanishing contractions w ith the initial ( nal) states

@& k)= uk)e **
Q&) k)= vk)e **
@B k)= uk)e **
&P k)= vkie **
bk)gx)). = uk)e™
bk)gx)). = vk)e **:
® 13)

There are 5 diagram s which contribute In the supersym m etric case to the annihi-
lation ofa QQ pair nto two gliinos. In our calculation we neglect m ixing between
the squark elds. The am plitudes are given by

21 ¢

A= £t M2 (TbTa)jkb’fa (k3)Pg u* (1)v” (22)P1,v° (kz)

37



R

R 2
+ >+ (R-L)+ >M<
L

L

Figure 7: 0Q ! gg annihilation
Ay = T 0T (o Paut @)V )PV ko)
2's a a ]
As= O ()Pt )Y PR Y ko)
2's a a |
Bu= s AT (0P Ut )V )Pa W ko)

1 A .
Bs= o GTRER k) Vi)V E) uien)
® 14)

wherewehave sest s= @+ p;)? andt= @ k). Here a and b are SU (3) octet
Indices for the two gluino sonors ¥ and w, whik j and k are the color indices in the
fundam ental. W e have assum ed that the ¥ft and right squarks have equal m asses
M ). We alo take the nal gluinos to be m assless. Notice that in the case of
annihilation into a quark{antiquark pair, the num ber of diagram s is doubled W ih a
factoroftwo also forthe A5, absent in the Q CD case) because of additionalnon { zero
contractions w ith the M a‘prana nal states. N otice that in the direct and exchange
diagram s we have distinguished between the foarm ion ow and them om entum ow .
In each exchanged t{channeldiagram the ferm ion ow forthe nalstates is reversed
com pared to the ow for each direct diagram .

T he averaged cross section for the annihilation of the union into two ghiinos or
Into two gluons is generically de ned by

1

B or (2)2j‘4 v ¥ ® 15)

hi y jzi:
where we have averaged over spin and color. The caloulation hasbeen perform ed in
them ost general case, taking allthem ass param eters to be di erent. The nalresult
is too cum bersom e to be given here.
For the annihilation oftwo heavy quarks Into two gliinos in the equal{m ass lim it
we get

256 * 2

©Om®  18m°s+ 13m‘s® 8m?S’
2752 m2)(s+ t m?)

M 5=
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Figure 8: QQ ! gg annihilation

+ (13s®  44m®s® + 63mis  3emO)t
+ 31s®  72mPs+ SAm )P+ Q7s  3emit) + oth): ® 16)

T he total cross section is

=L§ 24m*  22m?s+ 7  m? g st A ®.17)
27A3 s A
g -
WehavesstA = s(s  4m?). In the non{relativistic lm tweget s= 4m* (L + vZ, )
and A = 4m *v,, wih a totalcross section
., 64 Z
Vi= 5+ 0 ) ® 18)

where J7j= 2¥m J

Let us now comment on the QQ annihilation into two gluons. The calculation
is perform ed in the Feynm an gauge and we have included the ghost contribution
diagram (since there are two glions in the nalstate) to ram ove the unphysical po—
larizations. W e recall that In the case ofm assive quarks all the interference diagram s
give a non{vanishing contribution.

W e give expressions for all the cross sections In the relativistic and in the non{
relativistic cases. T he total cross section is given by

16 Z 5 5 ) . s+ A
=m (7s+ 3Im“)A + 4(s“+ dm “s+ m )]Og B .19)
In the non{relativistic lin it we get
. 14 2
yi= o >+ 0 VAF ® 20)
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Figure 9: QQ ! ggannihilation
2 2
//L //R
oL R
Figure10: QQ ! e annihilation

In the case of the annihilation ofa heavy Q Q pair into a light ggpairwe get

8 2 (s+ 2m?
_ 85 st amy) . ® 21)

27s s(s  4m?)

which in the non{rlativistic 1im it gives
2
S

2
Vi= 55+ 0 ) ® 22)

Ifwe sum over all 6 quark avors ofthe nalstate we get

2

.4 g
yi= 55+ 0 W) ® 23)

T he total cross section for squark production from Q Q annihilation is given by
2 2

4 3 (s+ 2m*)

27s s(s  4m?)

4 2 (s+ 2m?)

= : 24
27sA ®24)
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In the non{relativistic lin it we get
2
S

Vi= g5+ 0 ) ® 25)

Ifwe sum overall6 avors ofthe quarks in the nalstate we get

2
s

L. 2
yi= 5 +0 ) B 26)
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