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A bstract

W eplaceboundson long-livedprim ordialrelicsusingm easurem entsofthedi�usegam m a

ray spectrum from EG RET and CO M PTEL.Bounds are derived for both radiative and

hadronic decayswith strongerboundsapplying forthe latterdecay m ode. W e presentan

exclusion plotin the relic density{lifetim e plane that showsnontrivialdependence on the

m ass ofthe relic. The violations ofscaling with m ass are a consequence ofthe di�erent

possiblescattering processeswhich lead to di�ering electrom agneticshoweringpro�les.The

tightestboundsforshorterlifetim escom efrom CO M PTEL observationsofthe low energy

part ofthe spectrum ,while for longer lifetim es the highest observable energy at EG RET

gives the tightest bounds. W e discuss the im plications of the bounds for dark m atter

candidatesaswellasrelicsthathavea m assdensity substantially below thecriticaldensity.

These boundscan be utilized to elim inate m odelsthatcontain relicswith lifetim eslonger

than 10� 4 tim esthe ageofthe universe.
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1 Introduction

W hile the standard m odelofparticle physicshaspassed allexperim entalteststo date,it

lacksa particle candidate thatcould providethedark m atteroftheuniverseasexpected from

astronom ical observations. Furtherm ore, our present understanding of structure form ation

seem sto indicatethatsom efraction ofthedark m attershould be\cold",so asto generatethe

properpower spectrum . Such dark m atter candidates are quite com m on in m any extensions

ofthe standard m odel. Indeed,m any m odels predict long lived relics that m ay or m ay not

be dark m atter candidates. Long lifetim es for heavy relics,where by \long" we m ean within

severalordersofm agnitude ofthe age ofthe universe m ay arise in m any m odels which have

sym m etries that are only broken at short distances. Thus it is interesting to investigate the

observationalsignaturesofsuch long lived relicsin an e�ortto ruleoutclassesofm odels.

In this paper we study the signatures ofparticles with lifetim es com parable to the age

ofthe universe. Such particles could play a role in solving the dark m atter problem ,butwe

willnot con�ne our analysis to dark m atter candidates. The inclusion oflong lived heavy

(M X
>
� 50 G eV)particlesnecessitatesan extension ofthe standard m odel.Theserelicscould

be technibaryonsin technicolor m odelsorthe lightestsupersym m etric partnerin an R-parity

violating supersym m etricextension ofthe standard m odel.The boundsfound here are m odel

independent and depend on only three param eters: the m ass M X , the lifetim e �X and the

radiative orhadronic branching ratio tim esthe relic density B � �X ,with �X � nX =n
. G iven

any m odel,it is possible to calculate the relic density using standard techniques leading to

boundson couplingsaswellasm asses.

O urexclusion boundsarederived by considering thedirectobservation ofthegam m a rays

produced in the decay process.In general,the predicted observed spectrum willdi�ergreatly

from the decay spectrum due to redshifting and scattering in the early universe. The �nal

spectrum can becom pared to theEG RET and CO M PTEL data leading to theexclusion plots

presented here.

Previousinvestigations[1,2,3,4,5]ofthegam m aray spectraproduced by longlived relics

have concentrated on radiative decays into either photons or charged particles. W e consider

both radiative and hadronic decays3,including the e�ects ofphoton{photon scattering and

e+ e� pairproduction.Therearereasonsto believe thathadronicdecaysare m orecom pelling.

First,thehadronicbranching ratio oftherelicsisexpected to beoforderone,unlessthereisa

sym m etry which forbidssuch decays4.Radiative decaysusually ariseattheoneloop leveland

3
Som e estim atesforhadronic decayswere discussed in Ref.[1].

4
O newould expectthatthebranching ratio into charged leptonsm ay also beoforderone,butthen photons

would only be generated ifthe lepton is energetic enough to shower. See above and the footnote on p.423 of

Ref.[4].Boundsfrom m easurem entsofthe galactic positron 
ux were considered in Ref.[3].
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so one would expectsm allerbranching ratios.Second,hadronic decaysproducem ore photons

in the softer part ofthe spectrum due to fragm entation,which produces a large num ber of

pionsthatdecay to two photons. Thus,as opposed to the case ofradiative decay,we expect

the non-scattered spectra to have m ore photons at sm aller energies (i.e.E 
 � M X ). Since

thedi�usephoton background spectrum iswellm easured only up to 10 G eV,wewould naively

expectourboundstoapply to largerm assrelicsM X � O (103)G eV forhadronicdecaysbutnot

forradiativedecays.However,boundsderived from radiativedecaysoflargem assrelicscan be

obtained ifa reprocessing m echanism to lower the photon energy isactive. Such m echanism s

begin operating once injected photon energiesareabove about23 G eV whereradiative decays

can potentially com pete with hadronic decays and produce large num bers ofphotons at low

energy for m asses larger than roughly 50 G eV. Thus,a com plete calculation is necessary to

determ inethe bound fora given m odeofdecay,aswe presenthere.

Itshould be noted that som e ofthe boundsderived here willoverlap those com ing from

structureform ation argum entsin the partofparam eterspace where the relic density isofthe

order ofthe criticaldensity. Radiative decay can lead to a radiation dom inated epoch after

recom bination thatwould drastically distortthe observed power spectrum . Thusthe shorter

lifetim esconsidered herecould lead to such distortions,butwe willnotconsiderthese e�ects.

2 Electrom agnetic C ascades in the Early U niverse

A high energy photon injected in theearly universewill,in general,scatter.Sincethereare

m any scattering processes possible,the nature ofthe scattering is strongly dependenton the

redshiftatwhich thephoton isinjected aswellasitsenergy.Each processhasa characteristic

opticaldepth which determ ines its relevance to the evolution of the photon. The relevant

processes were investigated in detailby Zdziarskiand Svensson in Ref.[6]. The processes

include:e+ e� pairproduction (PP),photon{photon scattering (G G ),Com pton scattering and

pairproduction o� ofm atter (PPM )5.Figure 1 (derived from [6])dividesthe redshiftenergy

planeinto regionslabeled by theprocessthatdom inatesin a particularpartofthegraph.The

photons always have injected energies,E 

>
� 100 M eV,which is obviously true ofradiative

decays ofheavy relics and is also true ofhadronic decays due to a cuto� in the spectrum at

E 
 = m �=2. Therefore,the m echanism s for rescattering photons with energies below about

100 M eV are irrelevantto ouranalysis.Detailsofthe spectra and cuto�sare described in the

following sections.

G iven theinitialenergy ofthephoton and theredshiftatwhich itwasinjected,theprogress

ofthe injected photon can be tracked by m oving horizontally acrossFig.1. Forlarge enough

5
Pion production o� ofm atterm ay also be ofrelevance forcertain epochs,see Ref.[8].
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photon energies,the tim e scale for scattering is short com pared to the expansion rate ofthe

universe,so we m ay neglect any verticalm otion untilwe reach the region where Com pton

scattering dom inates(notshown;to theleftoftheleftedgeofthegraph)orwherethephoton

reachesthepointwhereitsopticaldepth dropsbelow one.In thelim itthatthephoton energy

ism uch sm allerthan them assoftheelectron (Thom pson lim it),thecrosssection forCom pton

scatteringisindependentofenergy.W hen thephotonsreach theregion oftheplotdom inated by

Com pton scatteringin theThom pson lim it,thephotonswilleventually bein kineticequilibrium

with the therm albath leading to a �nite chem icalpotentialfor the photons. The resulting

distortion oftheprecisely m easured m icrowave background leadsto boundson theinjection of

low-energy photonspriortorecom bination (z ’ 1300),asdiscussed in Ref.[4].Forphotonswith

redshiftsin the range 103 <
� z <

� 106,the electrom agnetic cascades resultin the production

of3Heand D via thedisintegration of4He.Thus,therewillbeeven m orestringentboundsfor

thisrange ofredshiftscom ing from lim itson prim ordialabundancesoflightelem ents[7,8,4].

Here we concern ourselves with boundscom ing from direct observations ofgam m a rays,and

therefore we willbe interested in photons whose life begins in the region dom inated by pair

production orphoton{photon scattering after the epoch ofrecom bination. Such photons will

eventually reach the region ofthe plot where the opticaldepth drops below one and can be

directly detected.

Pair production leads to a cascade, since the hot electron-positron pairs produced will

inverse Com pton scatterin the K lein-Nishina regim e (� / ln(s)=s),where they generate very

energetic photons,which willin turn pairproduce again. Thisprocesswillcontinue untilthe

photon energies drop to the point where pair production o� the W ien tailofthe black-body

distribution is no longer e�cient,or untilwe reach a regim e where som e other process (e.g.

photon{photon scattering) begins to dom inate. Note that during this cascade process the

m ean free path for pair production is m uch sm aller than the localHubble length. W e m ay

therefore calculate the cascade rate withoutregard to the e�ectsofthe expansion rate on the

energiesoroccupation num bers.

Forthe region ofenergiesand redshiftrelevantto ouranalysis,photonswillfollow one of

four paths. Ifthe photon is injected in the region where the opticaldepth is less than one,

then the redshifted photon willfree stream to the detector. A photon injected in the region

dom inated by pair production willinduce an electrom agnetic cascade resulting in an \escape

photon spectrum ",thatwascalculated in Ref.[9,10]and ispresented in thenextsection.The

spectrum term inates at E m ax,de�ned as the energy above which a photon willpair produce

and degrade its energy. The line dividing the PP and � < 1 regions in Fig.1 is E m ax as a

function ofredshift.A photon born in theregion dom inated by pairproduction with a redshift

in the range 300 < z < 700 willhave a slightly di�erentfate6. In thisregim e,photon{photon

6
W hen 700 < z < 1300 the photons undergo pair production o� ofm atter,butthe resulting spectrum has

notbeen calculated.M ostofthese photonswilleventually reach kinetic equilibrium via Com pton scattering.
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scattering becom esrelevant[9]since theenergy ofthe photonsare degraded and passthrough

the region G G in Fig 1.Thewidth ofthisshaded region isgiven by [6]

zm ax

zm in
�

 

21


0:1h
2
50T

� 3
2:7

! 1=3

; (1)

where 
0:1 = 
b=0:1,h50 = H 0=(50 km s� 1 M pc� 1),and T2:7 is the tem perature ofthe m i-

crowave background in units of2:7 K . The existence ofthis region has the e�ect offurther

distorting the photon spectrum ,aswillbediscussed in m ore detailbelow.Finally,ifa photon

is injected directly into the region where photon{photon scattering dom inates,it willlead to

yetanotherspectrum ofescape photons.

3 Scattering processes

To quantify the photon scattering processes,we divide the region into three segm ents in

redshift 0 � z � 300, 300 < z � 700, 700 < z. This division in redshift,along with the

forthcom ing divisionsin energy (E m ax(z),E crit(z)),providean approxim ation to Fig.1 thatwe

use throughoutthe following discussion ofscattering processes. Asanticipated,we divide the

region 0 � z � 300 along the line ofopticaldepth � = 1 forpairproduction,de�ned by [9]

E m ax =
m 2

e

30T
’
36 TeV

1+ z
(0 � z < 300): (2)

Photons injected with redshifts in the region 0 � z � 300 with energies E
 < E m ax do not

scatter, while those with energies E 
 � Em ax pair produce and generate a cascade. The

resulting spectrum isgiven by [6,9]

L(E 
)

E tot

=

8
><

>:

0:767E � 0:5
m ax E

� 1:5



0 � E
 < 0:04E m ax

0:292E � 0:2
m ax E

� 1:8



0:04E m ax � E
 < E m ax

0 E m ax � E
 :

(3)

where L isthe num berofphotonsperunitenergy in the spectrum and E m ax isgiven by (2).

The spectrum isnorm alized according to
R
L(E 
)E 
dE 
 = E tot,where E tot isthe fraction of

energy in theinjected spectrum above E m ax.

In the region 300 � z < 700,photon{photon scattering dom inates for photon energies

above E crit and below E m ax,which isgiven by

E crit

E m ax

=
zm in

zm ax
�
1

3
: (4)

E m ax isnow determ ined by equating theopticaldepthsforphoton{photon scattering and pair

production.E m ax isthusslightly larger[6]

E m ax =
m 2

e

22T
’
50 TeV

1+ z
(300 � z < 700) (5)
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than in (2). Photons with E 
 < E crit do not scatter,while those with E crit � E
 < E m ax

photon{photon scatter (with the background radiation),and those with E m ax � E
 pairpro-

duce. In the energy window E crit � E
 < E m ax,each scattering ofan energetic photon with

a background photon resultsin the production oftwo photonswhich approxim ately share the

energy ofthe injected photon.Thespectrum from these scattered photonstakesthe form [9]

L(E 
)

E tot

=
2:08

E 2
crit[1+ (E crit=E inj)

3]1=3[1+ (E 
=E crit)
3]5=3

(E crit < E inj< E m ax); (6)

where E inj isthe energy ofthe assum ed m onoenergetic injected photonsand E tot isthe total

integrated energy in the injected spectrum . The spectrum is norm alized as in (3),where we

assum e E crit=E m ax = 1=3 to obtain the overallnorm alization constant. A non-m onoenergetic

injected spectrum can betreated bysim plysplittinginjected spectraintom anysm allsubregions

between E crit and E m ax,dividing the totalintegrated energy in the spectrum accordingly and

using (6). The lim iting behavior ofthe resulting spectrum is proportionalto a constant for

E 
 � E crit and proportionalto E � 5



for E crit � E 
 < E inj, thus resulting in a startling

spectralhum p near E crit. For photons injected with energy E inj � Em ax, pair production

initially scattersthephotonsasin (3),butphotonswith energy below E m ax can also rescatter

by photon{photon scattering asabove.Thescattered spectrum can beapproxim ated by [9]

L(E 
)

E tot

= 0:535

2

6
6
6
4

10

E 2
crit

�

1+
�

E 


E crit

�3
�5=3

"

1�

�
E 


E m ax

�0:2
#

+
1

1+
�

E 


E crit

�3
�

(

0:767E � 0:5
m ax E

� 1:5



0 � E
 < 0:04E m ax

0:292E � 0:2
m ax E

� 1:8



0:04E m ax � E
 � Em ax

3

7
5 (7)

valid forE 
 � Em ax.Thelim iting behaviorofthespectrum recoversthepairproduction result

(3) proportionalto E � 1:5



for E 
 < 0:04E m ax,while the �rst term in (7) dom inates between

0:07E m ax
<
� E 


<
� 0:86E m ax and thesecond term dom inatesforE 


>
� 0:86E m ax leading to a

spectrum proportionalto E � 4:8



.

In Fig.2 we show the spectra forpairproduction in the low and high z regim es and the

spectra forphoton{photon scattering,assum ing a totalintegrated energy ofE tot in each case.

Theenergy isnorm alized with E m ax = 1,E crit = E m ax=3 and E inj= 2E m ax=3,the latterbeing

an arbitrary choice (within theallowed rangeE m ax=3 < E inj< E m ax)forillustration.

4 R edshifting

G iven a photon spectrum afterdecay (from directand/orreprocessed photons)L(E 
),the

spectrum weseetoday issim ply an integraloverallredshiftsconvoluted with exponentialdecay
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rate,

dJ

dE 
0

=
3

8�

t0

�X

Z
z0

0

dz

(1+ z)3=2
L(E 
)

 

n
(t0)

n

nX

!

exp

�

�
t0

�X
(1+ z)� 3=2

�

; (8)

where dJ

dE 
0

is the 
ux ofphotons,E 
0
is the present-day photon energy,t0 is the age ofthe

universe,�X is the lifetim e ofthe relic,n
(t0) is the present-day density ofphotons,and n


and nX are respectively the densities ofthe photons and relics at decoupling (we use 
 = 1

from here on).From the previoussection,we use z0 = 700 asthe upperlim itin redshiftsince

high energy photonsinjected abovethisredshiftwillpairproduceo� ofm atterand eventually

Com pton scatter thus avoiding direct detection. The photon spectrum today in (8) can be

written suggestively as

dJ

dE 
0

= B 
�X

(

1:5� 109
t0

�X

Z
700

0

dz

(1+ z)3=2

L(E 
)

B 


exp

�

�
t0

�X
(1+ z)� 3=2

�)

(cm 2 ssrM eV)� 1;

(9)

where L(E 
)isin [G eV]� 1.Itisclearfrom (9)thatan upperlim iton the present-day 
ux of

photonscan be translated into an upperlim iton ‘the ratio ofrelic to photon num berdensity’

�X (tim estherelic branching ratio to photonsB 
)atz = 700.

Ifthe lifetim e isshortrelative to the age ofthe universe,then m ostofthe photonswould

be reprocessed atorbefore recom bination,and would notreach the detector. Thus,to ensure

thatan appreciable num berofphotonscan beobserved today,we require

�X =t0 >
� (1+ z0)

� 3=2 � 5� 10� 5: (10)

Furtherm ore,we have speci�ed that the bound we obtain is the relic density at z0. This is

roughly equivalentto the relic density atdecoupling ifthe lifetim e islongerthan (10),so that

the density doesnotchange appreciably between decoupling and z0.

5 D i�use Photon B ackground

To establish boundson the relic density,we use the recent boundson the extra-galactic

di�usegam m a ray background from theEG RET [11]and CO M PTEL [12]instrum entsaboard

the Com pton G am m a Ray O bservatory. Both instrum ents �nd that the di�use photon 
ux

obeysa powerlaw

dJ

dE 
0

= k

�
E 
0

1 M eV

�� �

(cm 2 ssrM eV)� 1; (11)

roughly consistentwith (butm oresensitivethan)m easurem entsdoneby theSAS-2experim ent

m any yearsago [13].EG RET �tto a powerlaw forphotonsin itsobservablerange30 < E 
0
<

104 M eV and found k = 2:26 � 10� 3 and � = 2:07. CO M PTEL also found a reasonable �t

with � ’ 2:3 (although they did notexplicitly give �tparam eters with errors). W e take the

7



EG RET �t to be valid down to E 
0
= 30 M eV,then we estim ated a best �t power law for

the CO M PTEL data thatiscontinuous through E 
0
= 30 M eV. W e obtained � = 2:38 with

k = 6:4� 10� 3 which �tsthe CO M PTEL data quite welldown to E 
0
= 0:8 M eV (the lowest

energy reported),and also �tsotherdata [14]below the sensitivity ofCO M PTEL to roughly

E 
0
= 0:1 M eV. W e also note here thatthe infam ous\M eV bum p" discussed in Ref.[4]has

disappeared.

6 B ounds from R adiative D ecays

6.1 Pream ble and Previous R esults

Boundson relics with radiative decays from di�use background m easurem entshave been

considered previously in Refs.[4,2,5]. O ur analysis di�ers in severalways. M any of the

boundsderived herewere found using thenew EG RET data which allowsusto look athigher

energy gam m a rays. Furtherm ore, our analysis of the showering pro�les di�ers from those

given in [4,5]. The authors of[4,5]determ ined E m ax by equating the Com pton scattering

crosssection with thatfrom pairproduction,leading to a m uch lowervalueofE m ax than what

wasused in thispaper.ThislowervalueofE m ax leadsto showering atlowervaluesoftherelic

m assand thustheboundsfound in [4,5]havea di�erentm assdependencethan found here.As

discussed in the previoussection,Com pton scattering doesnotbecom e im portantuntilm uch

lower energies [9]and doesnotplay a role in the determ ination ofE m ax. W e also included a

m ore com plete analysis ofthe spectraldistortion due to photon{photon scattering than was

considered in [4],though thee�ectson the boundsare m inor.

In what follows,we assum e 2-body decays X ! 

 with a branching ratio B 
,giving a

(non-scattered)inputspectrum

L(E 
)

E inj

=
B 


E inj

�(E 
 � Einj); (12)

whereweuseE inj= M X =2 torepresenttheinjected energy perdecay,with a totalenergy in the

inputspectrum ofE tot = 2B 
E inj (the factorof2 due to two photonsin the �nalstate). The

boundswe �nd for2-body decays can be applied approxim ately for3-body decays by setting

E inj = hE i= M X =3. In addition,2-body decays to single photons X ! Y 
 can be sim ilarly

constrained by scaling up thebound on �X by a factoroftwo.
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6.2 N o scattering

In the specialcase that the relic decays with no scattering (so that (12) is the input

spectrum ),thepresent-day photon spectrum can becalculated exactly from (8)yielding

dJ

dE 
0

=
3

8�
B 
�X n
(t0)

t0

�X

E
1=2

0

E
3=2

inj

exp

2

4�
t0

�X

 

E 
0

E inj

! 3=2
3

5 ; (13)

for E inj=(1 + z0) < E 
0
< E inj. The photon 
ux rises proportionalto E

1=2

0 up to roughly

E 
0
� Einj(�X =t0)

2=3 and then dropsexponentially forhigherE 
0
up to E inj.Thiscan beseen

in Fig.3 where sam ple spectra are shown forE inj = 20 G eV with relic lifetim es in the range

10� 4 � �X =t0 � 1.Thelowerbound E
0 = E inj=(1+ z0)’ 28:5 M eV isclearly visibleasacuto�

in thespectrum ,asistheupperbound from thephoton injection energy E 
0
= E inj= 20 G eV.

Noticethatforshortlifetim es�X =t0 <
� 10� 4,theexponentialsuppression com pletely dom inates

the �nalspectra forallE 
0
.

6.3 N um ericalresults,w ith scattering

Thesam ple spectra in Fig.3 illustrate the e�ectofredshifting,butthe m ore generalcase

with scattering iswhatisofinterestto determ ine relic density tim esbranching ratio bounds.

In Table 1 we list the relevant scattering m echanism s with their redshiftand injected energy

dependence. For a given injected photon energy,we expecta dip in the spectrum due to the

transition from scattered to unscattered photonsasE injisincreased.Thedip islocated at

E dip =

8
>>><

>>>:

E
2
inj

E crit(z= 0)
(E inj< 55 G eV)

E inj

301
(55 < E inj< 122 G eV)

E
2
inj

E m ax(z= 0)
(E inj> 122 G eV)

; (14)

where

E crit(z = 0)=
m 2

e

3� 22T0
� 17 TeV (15)

and

E m ax(z = 0)=
m 2

e

30T0
� 36 TeV: (16)

The dependence on E inj com esfrom the factthatatlargerenergiesitispossible to scatterat

sm aller redshifts. This is readily seen in the E inj = 25;50 G eV �gures ofFig.4. In Table 2

we evaluate (14)forthe injected energiesthatwe have considered.The photonswith energies

sm aller than (or to the left of) E dip are those that were reprocessed by scattering,and thus

decayed at an earlier redshift then those with energy larger than (or to the right of) E dip,

9



E inj Scattering m echanism (s)

< 23 G eV no scattering

23 ! 55 G eV photon{photon scattering (1+ z >
17 TeV

E inj
)

55 ! 71 G eV photon{photon scattering (1+ z > 301)

71 ! 167 G eV photon{photon scattering (301 < 1+ z <
50 TeV

E inj
)

71 ! 167 G eV pairproduction (1+ z >
50 TeV

E inj
)

122 ! 167 G eV pairproduction (36 TeV

E inj
< 1+ z < 301)

167 ! 3:7� 104 G eV pairproduction (1+ z >
36 TeV

E inj
)

> 3:7� 104 G eV pairproduction (allz)

Table 1:Scattering m echanism sfordi�erentinjected photon energiesE injand redshiftsz.

that were unprocessed. As we further increase E inj,pair production turns on as seen in the

E inj= 100,200 G eV �guresofFig.4.In these �gureswe see thepowerlaw behaviorexpected

atlow energiescom ing from those photonsproduced in the pairproduction cascade.

Notice in particular that E inj = 100 G eV displays a scattered spectra that is consistent

with (7),whereasthe scattered spectra forE inj� 200 G eV isconsistentwith (3)(see Fig.2).

Thereason forthisdi�erenceisthatthethreshold forpairproduction atlow z(< 300)iscrossed

once E inj � 200 G eV,and consequently those scattered photons dom inated the �nalspectra.

It is also im portant to notice the criticalinjected energy E inj = 600 G eV corresponds to an

E dip = 10 G eV in Table2.Forinjection energiesabove thisvalue,theonly detectable photons

willbethose which undergo photon{photon scattering.

In Fig.5,wehavesliced thepreviousphoton 
ux vs.photon energy plotsalong theenergy

axisfora particularsetofobserved energiesE 
0
= 1,10,100,1� 103 M eV.Thebound on the

relic density can be found by using the observationallim iton the di�usebackground found in

Sec.5 foreach photon energy E 
0
,and e�ectively inverting thegraphsin Fig.5 to give Fig.6.

These�guresdem onstratethatthebestbound isnota trivialfunction ofthem easured photon

energy,relic m ass or lifetim e. For exam ple,in the E 
0
= 100 M eV �gure one �nds a better

bound on a 25 G eV relic particle than for som ewhat heavier relics. This is due to the fact

thatthe unscattered photonswillpopulate the higherenergy range ofthe observed spectrum

which is m ore strongly constrained. W hether or not such an inversion com es about depends

upon whethertheenergy weareconsidering islargerorsm allerthan E dip,de�ned in (14).For

shorter lifetim es and larger photon energies,one �nds the unscattered part ofthe spectra is

exponentially suppressed,ascan beseen in thelack ofa lim itforE 
0
= 1� 103 M eV and sm all

injected energies <
� 50 G eV.
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E inj(G eV) E dip (G eV)

25 0:037

50 0:15

100 0:33

200 1:1

400 4:4

600 10

800 17

1600 70

3200 280

6400 1100

Table2:Thelocation ofthedip in redshifted spectra E dip,whereabove (below)thisvaluethe

photonsoriginated from unscattered (scattered)injected photons(see(14)).Theentry in bold

E dip = 10 G eV,corresponding to an injected energy E inj= 600 G eV isa criticalpointwhere

injected energiesabove thisvalue can only bedetected today through scattered photons.

Finding the m axim um photon 
ux above background (i.e.one pointon each line in each

graph ofFig.4),allows one to derive the bound on the relic density for a given m ass and

lifetim e as shown in the uppergraph ofFig.7. Bounds for lifetim es less than �X =t0 � 10� 5

becom epoorvery quickly dueto theexponentialsuppression.Boundsforlifetim eslongerthan

�X =t0 = 1 scale by a factor t0=�X (outside (8)) relative to the boundsat�X =t0 = 1. W e used

theobservationaldi�usebackground �tasdescribed in Sec.5,and thusa bound forany given

m assand lifetim eutilizesone(optim al)observationalenergy.Thisisshown in thelowergraph

ofFig.7. For exam ple,for �X =t0 � 1 one can see the trend in increasing E
0 is to increase

the photon 
ux (see Fig.4). Hence the bestbound forthis lifetim e com es from observations

ofthe m ostenergetic photons.O n the otherhand,for�X =t0 = 10� 4 one �ndsthe bestbound

forE inj = 25 G eV is roughly E 
0
� 80 M eV. Higher E
0 sim ply pushesinto the exponential

suppression regim e where no bound exists. The upper lim it on M X �X � 2:5 � 10� 8 G eV

correspondsto thecriticaldensity 
 X h
2 � 1,which istheupperlim itforany relicbased upon

the age oftheuniverse.

Thegeneralbehaviorin Fig.7isan increasingupperbound on M X �X astheinjected energy

israised up to aboutE inj= 800 G eV,and then a steady decreasethereafterforlargerinjected

energies. The reason for this trend in the boundsfor 2-body decays is due to the transition

noted in Table 2 when the injected energy crosses E inj = 600 G eV. As rem arked above,the

value E dip = 10 G eV at this transition im plies that for allinjected energies above 600 G eV,

boundscan only bederived using thescattered photons.Sincethenum berofphotonsincreases
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astheinjected energy increasesin thescattering regim e,theboundsarestrongerastheenergy

isincreased above600 G eV.Thise�ectisfurtherenhanced by thefactthatasthem assofthe

relicincreasesshowering can occuratsm allerredshifts.Astheinjected energy isreduced below

600 G eV,m ore ofthe non-scattered,redshifted photonsappear,and so a betterbound com es

from lowering the injected energy. This is clear since the best bound com es from the lowest

injected energy considered,E inj= 25 G eV. The one specialcase isforE inj= 800 G eV where

the bestbound for long lifetim es �X =t0 >
� 1 is not the highest present-day detection energy,

butinstead slightly lessE 
0
� 4� 103 M eV.Thereason thebound com esfrom lowerenergiesis

due the E � 4:8



suppression in the scattered photonsthatexistsforpresent-day energieswithin

a factor ofE m ax=E crit = 3 lower than E dip = 17 G eV. Since the di�use background scales as

E � 2:07 to � 2:38



,thebestbound willbedeterm ined by thepointwheretheredshifted spectrum s’

slopeisequalto theslope ofthe di�usebackground .Thispointisroughly given by E dip=3.

Itis also interesting to note thatthe boundsforshorter lifetim es show scalings with the

m ass.Thiscan beseen by thefactthatforshorterlifetim estheboundsbegin to lay on top of

each otherin Fig.7.Thisscaling isseen to group into two lines:one line ofwhich consistsof

the relicswhose boundscom e from scattering (i.e.E inj> 600 G eV)and anotherline forthose

relicswhosephotonscan bedirectly detected.

7 B ounds from H adronic D ecays

The bounds on radiative decays calculated above are strong,but it is not obvious that

such decays oughtto dom inate the branching ratio ofheavy relics. Here we establish bounds

on relic particles that decay through hadronic channels. W e consider 3-body decays ofrelics

into allkinem atically available quark pairsand oneuncolored (assum ed m assless)spectator.

7.1 T he photon spectrum from hadronic decays

W e assum e generalvector{axialcouplings leading to both charged and neutralcurrent

m ediated decays. (CK M m ixing is ignored since it is in generalm odeldependent and can

be absorbed into the couplings). W e take m t = 175 G eV,and so two thresholds exist with

increasing m ass M X ofthe relic: M X = m t+ m b (for charged current m ediated decays) and

M X = 2m t (for neutralcurrent m ediated decays). Thus,for a given m ass M X ,an ensem ble

ofrelic decayswith �nalquark energy and m om enta spanning the 3-body phase space can be

constructed.

Thequarkpairsarefragm ented anddecayed accordingtothestringfragm entation schem e[15]
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im plem ented in Jetset [16].Thisfragm entation schem ehasbeen welltested with colliderex-

perim ent data,and the resulting photon spectrum from Jetset is discussed in Ref.[17]. In

particular,the exactofshape and norm alization ofthe photon spectrum dependson the par-

ticular �nalstate quarks [17]but generally scales with the relic m ass M X ,which we discuss

below. O nce the spectrum iscalculated,the present-day photon 
ux can be determ ined from

(8).

The 3-body decay allowsenergy to escape with the uncolored decay product. Hence,the

integrated photon spectrum appearing after the hadronization and decay ofthe qq(
0) system

is always less than M X . Furtherm ore,the hadronization process does not uniquely end with

neutralpions,as som e energy leaks into leptons. W e consider only the e�ects ofpion decays

into photons.Therefore,thefraction ofenergy appearing in the�nalstate (beforeredshifting)

is generally between about M X =10 and M X =3 on average. This is to be contrasted with the

2-body radiative decays,where the totalphotonic energy injected isequalto the m assofthe

relic.

7.2 G enerating the photon spectrum

The photon spectrum is obtained directly from the hadronization ofdi�erent �nalstate

quark pairs and is presented in Fig.8. As we discuss below, charged current and neutral

current m ediated decays yield nearly identicalresults (except near the thresholds associated

with producingoneortwotop quarks).Assuch,wewillonlyconsiderneutralcurrentdecays.In

total,104 eventswere generated foreach �nalstate quark pair,with each eventcorresponding

to a point in the 3-body decay phase space7. W e have included �nalstate electrom agnetic

and Q CD radiation showerspriorto fragm entation,although the showering isperform ed only

o� the �nalstate quark pair. The particular quark pair tt is a specialcase since the top

quark decays before itfragm ents. However,the photon spectrum isnotparticularly sensitive

to M onte Carlo ordering of decay vs.fragm entation (Jetset fragm ents before decay). In

particular,we com pared the photon spectrum produced from the Pythia processe+ e� ! tt

afterfragm entation (with no initialstate radiation)atlarge energies
p
s > 2m t with the top

quark decaying before and afterfragm entation. The photon spectrum isslightly enhanced for

energiesE 
=
p
s > 0:05 when the top quark isallowed to decay before itfragm ents. However,

thedom inante�ecton ourboundsfrom relicdecaysintoheavy top quarkscom esfrom thelarge

num berofphotonsproduced atlow energies.In fact,Fig.8clearly showsam uch largernum ber

ofphotons from the hadronization oflight quarks (dd,uu,etc.) at energies E 
=M X
>
� 0:01

where one would roughly expect the slight enhancem ent in the top quark photon spectrum .

7
Since the energy ofthe qq system hasthe typical3-body distribution,a directcom parison cannotbe done

between ourresultsand those ofan annihilation signalwith �xed energy asdonein Ref.[17].However,we have

checked thatin the appropriate lim itwe recoverthe shape and norm alization found there.
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Thus in regim es where the higher energy photons de�ne the bound,it is the light quarks’

photon spectrum thatiscrucial.

The photon spectrum originates alm ost entirely from decaying pions,which are created

in the quark fragm entation process [15,17]. Thus,for a given decay M X ! qq,the spectra

scale with M X and can benorm alized to the m assoftherelic.Itisonly the�nite m assofthe

pion that breaks the scaling behavior. The photon spectrum is also virtually independentof

the vector{axialcouplings in the 3-body phase space. The only energy dependence enters in

the m assofthe uncolored productwhich we take to be negligible com pared with the m assof

the relic. In fact,a large non-zero uncolored productm asscould be easily accom m odated by

sim ply reducing therelic m assby approxim ately them assofthe uncolored product.

O nce the photon spectrum hasbeen obtained from Jetset,itis�tto a sum ofexponen-

tials[17]

L(E 
)� M X =
dN 


dx
= A e

� �x + B e
� �x

; (17)

wherex � E
=M X ,and A,B ,�,� arepositiveconstants.The�tgivesa reasonablecharacter-

ization ofthephoton spectrum valid forE 

>
� m �=2.Thedependenceofthe�ton theM onte

Carlo statistics is sm all. Increasing the statistics by a factor of5 shifts the �nalredshifted

spectra by atm ostO (15% ).

7.3 N um ericalresults: Photon 
ux versus photon energy

W ehavescanned therelicm assrangeoverm orethan two ordersofm agnitudefrom M X =

50 G eV (a likely lowerbound from LEP)through 12:8 TeV in stepsofa factorof2. W e have

sim ultaneously scanned thelifetim erangethroughouttheregion thatgivesboundsforrelevant

densities. Fig.9 displaysa selection ofthe above sam pling,with relic m asses M X = 50,100,

800,6400 G eV and lifetim es including �X =t0 = 10� 4,10� 3,10� 2,10� 1,1. The �gures show

the photon 
ux as a function ofthe present-day photon energy. W e have also calculated the

photon 
ux asa function ofthephoton energy forthesam erelicm ass{lifetim eparam eterspace

using charged currentinteractions. The photon 
uxesare virtually identicalthroughoutm ost

ofthe m ass range,with the neutralcurrent interaction usually giving a slightly larger value

(dueto decaysinto top quark pairs)than decaysvia charged currentinteractions.However,in

the m ass window m t+ m b < M X < 2m t the photon 
ux from a charged current interaction

isabouta factoroftwo greaterthan theequivalentspectra from a neutralcurrentinteraction,

since thebtdecay m odeisopen.

Itisclearfrom Fig.8 thatm ostofthe photonsare wellbelow M X =10,so thatthe e�ect

ofscattering forhadronic decaysisnotasprom inentasin radiative decays forthe sam e relic

m ass. The e�ects ofphoton{photon scattering and pair production are handled sim ilarly to
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the radiative decays,however the input spectra is no longer a delta function in the photon

energy.Speci�cally,thespectra forphoton{photon scattering (6),pairproduction atlow z (3)

and pair production at high z (7) are used in the sam e way as in radiative decays. W e need

only determ ine how m uch energy is injected into each regim e. Since the energy injected into

thisregim eisdependenton E m ax and E crit,which arein turn dependenton theredshiftz,the

procedurem ustbedonenum erically.

Asnoted above the non-scattered spectra are cuto� atE 
 = m �=2,whereasthe scattered

spectra have no such cuto�.Thus,in regim eswherethe non-scattered (injected)spectra dom -

inate the �nalredshifted spectra,we expecta cuto� atE 
0
= m �

2
=(1+ z0)� 10� 1 M eV.Such

a cuto� isobserved in allofthe spectra in Fig.9. Fig.9 also showsexplicitscaling with relic

m assin theredshifted spectra.Thisisaconsequenceofthestringfragm entation process,which

isLorentz invariant(given thatenough energy ispresentto create a string and subsequently,

jets).Scaling doesnothold,however,forthescattered spectra since there areabsolute cuto�s

(E m ax,E crit)involved.Note also thatdespite the factthatthere isno scattering,the location

ofthe peak photon 
ux increases above 10� 1 M eV as the lifetim e is increased. Thisis to be

expected since as the lifetim e �X =t0 ! 1,the peak 
ux should approach m �=2 since photons

thathave notbeen appreciably redshifted (z � 1)are notexponentially suppressed.

Di�erent�nalstate quark pairsgive rise to di�erent�nalspectra.However,the principle

di�erencesbetween decaysinto particular�nalstate quark pairsisnotdi�cultto understand.

As can be anticipated from the injected (non-redshifted) spectra in Fig.8,decays into top

quark pairsyield thebestbound when thelowestenergy photonsfrom theinjected spectra are

sam pled.Thedecay into top quark pairsgivesthelargest
ux ofphotonsforrelicswith a large

m assM X > 2m t atvery low present-day energiesE 
0
� M X =(1+ z0).Sim ilarly,itisthedecay

into lightquark pairsdd and uu thatgivethelargest
ux ofphotonsforhigherenergy photons

E 
0
>
� M X =(1+ z0). W ithout a theoreticalm otivation for decays into one or another 
avor

or fam ily,we choose to divide the branching ratio equally am ong the kinem atically available

quark pairs. Thuswe assign an equalbranching ratio forallthe pairs(1=5 or1=6 depending

on whetherthe ttthreshold hasbeen crossed).

The e�ectofscattering on the spectra,asrem arked nearthe beginning ofthissection,is

notasim portantforhadronicdecaysasitisforradiativedecays.In fact,scattering isvirtually

absentforM X = 50 G eV,asillustrated in Fig.9 wherethereisno photon 
ux (abovethelower

lim itin thegraph)forE 
0
< 10� 1 M eV.Thisisnotsurprising sincethequark pairwillalways

have an invariantm asslessthan M X =2,which isonly barely above the threshold forphoton{

photon scattering ’ 23 G eV. ForM X = 100 G eV,only photon{photon scattering ispossible,

and one can see the characteristic lim iting behavior ofa 
at spectra for E 
0
< 10� 1 M eV.

For M X � 200 G eV,pair production dom inates the scattered piece ofthe redshifted spectra

E 
0
< 10� 1 M eV,albeitwith a totalintegrated energy thatism uch lessthan the unscattered
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piece (E 
0
> 10� 1 M eV).Itisreally only when M X

>
� 1 TeV thatthe scattered piece ofthe

spectra hasa photon 
ux com parable to the unscattered piece. Thisim pliesthatthe bulk of

theinjected photonsarebelow aboutM X =10,which isroughly thescalewherescattering turns

on.

7.4 R elic density bounds

In Fig.10 wehavesliced thepreviousphoton 
ux vs.photon energy plotsalong theenergy

axisin analogy to Fig.5,fortheparticularpresent-day energiesE 
0
= 1,10,100,1� 103 M eV.

Justasin the2-bodycase,theboundon therelicdensitycan befound byusingtheobservational

lim iton thedi�usebackground found in Sec.5 foreach photon energy E 
0
,asshown in Fig.11.

W e observe, as in the 2-body radiative decays, that the m ass dependence shows nontrivial

behavior characteristic ofthe transition between relics whose boundscom e the scattered and

unscattered spectra respectively,for M X
>
� 1 TeV. In addition,one �nds that for shorter

lifetim es and larger photon energies the spectra are exponentially suppressed,as can be seen

in the lack ofa bound for E 
0
= 103 M eV and sm allm asses M X

<
� 100 G eV. The physical

interpretation isthatm ostofthe decaysoccurred m uch earlierthan ourpresentepoch,so the

photon 
ux issigni�cantly m ore redshifted than forrelicswith a longerlifetim e.Thus,we see

a m uch sm allernum berofpresent-day photonsathigh energy.

By �nding the m axim um photon 
ux above background (i.e.one point on each line in

each graph ofFig.9),one can derive the bound on the relic density fora given m asslifetim e

as is done in Fig.12 (the sam e procedure as in Fig.7). W e used the observationaldi�use

background �tasdescribed in Sec.5,and thusa bound forany given m assand lifetim eutilizes

one(optim al)observationalenergy,asisshown in thelowergraph ofFig.12.Forexam ple,for

�X =t0 = 1 one can see the trend in increasing E 
0
is to increase the photon 
ux (see Fig.9).

Hence thebestbound forthislifetim e com esfrom observationsofthe m ostenergetic photons.

O n the other hand,for �X =t0 = 10� 4,one �nds that the best bound for M X = 50 G eV is

roughly E 
0
� 7 M eV.

8 Im plications ofthe B ounds

There are two centralresults we can extract from Figs.7 and 12 for both radiative and

hadronic decays. First, a large range of lifetim es can be excluded for a relic with roughly

the criticaldensity. Second,relics with densities considerably below the criticaldensity are

excluded,which placesa strong constrainton m odelswith a long lived m assive particle.
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8.1 R elics w ith the criticaldensity

For relics with roughly the criticaldensity that decay dom inantly through a radiative

channel,the boundsfrom thedi�usebackground exclude lifetim esin therange

1012 <
� �X <

� 3� 1022 s (18)

(using t0 = 1010 yr). Thisbound appliesto a relic with any m assM X
>
� 1 M eV. The upper

bound on the excluded lifetim e of3� 1022 sappliesto the worst-case scenario with M X =2 =

E inj� 600 G eV,wheretheupperbound increasesto roughly 1027 sforM X =2 = E inj= 25 G eV

and to roughly 1025 sforM X =2 = E inj= 6400 G eV.Theupperboundsincreaseforlargerm ass

relicsM X
>
� 10 TeV.The upperbound on the excluded range isnear1028 sforsm allm asses

O (1 G eV).

Forrelicswith roughly thecriticaldensity thatdecay dom inantly through hadronicchan-

nels,theboundsfrom the di�usebackground exclude lifetim esin the range

1012 <
� �X <

� 1026 s (19)

for m asses M X = 50 ! 10000 G eV. Unlike 2-body decays,the upper bound on the lifetim e

decreasesasthe m assofthe relic isincreased. Thisisbecause form assesbeyond 10 TeV,an

increasing fraction ofthe photons are scattered into lower energies where the di�use photon

bound isweaker. Form assessm allerthan 50 G eV the upperbound on the lifetim e isroughly

sim ilar,butisabsentonce the m assisbelow thethreshold forpion production.

8.2 G eneralbounds

W e have shown that a large range in relic lifetim e can be excluded assum ing the relic

has roughly the criticaldensity. However,Figs.7 and 12 clearly show that the upper lim it

on the relic density is m uch sm aller that the criticaldensity by severalorders ofm agnitude.

In particular,m odelswith a long lived particle thatdoesnothave the criticaldensity willbe

excluded ifthe relic density exceeds our bounds. The translation ofour boundsis relatively

straightforward,ifm ostofthe relics have not decayed prior to the earliest redshiftwhich we

considered,z0 = 700 (thatis,ifthe lifetim e islongerthan thatin (10)).Speci�cally,


 X h
2 �

M X �X

2:5� 10� 8 G eV
(20)

for�X =t0 >
� 10� 4.
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9 C onclusions

Utilizing the latest observations of the di�use photon background found from EG RET

and CO M PTEL leadsto the boundssum m arized in Figs.7 and 12. Since the di�use photon

background isnow wellm easured (up to 10 G eV),theseboundsestablish a �xed upperlim iton

therelic density oflong lived relics.W e �nd that3-body hadronicdecaystypically give better

bounds than 2-body radiative decays for the sam e relic m ass despite a larger total energy

deposited into the �nalspectra for the latter decay m ode. The stronger boundson hadronic

decaysareadirectresultofthelow energy photonsem itted from thefragm entation processthat

producespionswhich then decay into two photons.However,strong lim itson radiative decays

havealso been obtained forheavy m assrelicssincehigh energy photonsaretypically scattered

by either photon{photon scattering or pair production. In particular,relics with the critical

density and the m asses considered here that decay dom inantly through radiative (hadronic)

channelsare excluded forlifetim esin the range 1012 <
� �X <

� 1022(1026)s.The upperbound

on theexcluded lifetim eassum estheworst-case,which isnotnecessarily thesm allestorlargest

m ass.Forparticularm assesorlifetim es,considerablym orestringentboundson therelicdensity

can beread o� from Figs.7,12.

The existence ofstrong bounds for both radiative and hadronic decays from the di�use

photon background providesa usefultoolforthose who considerlong lived relicsin particular

particle physics or cosm ologicalm odels. Ifwe assum e that the relic has roughly the critical

density,then we have seen thatthe lifetim e m ustbefargreaterthan the age ofthe universe.

The bounds derived here allow for a m ore generalanalysis in that we do not m ake any

assum ptionsaboutthe num berdensity ofthe relic.Thus,whetherornotthe relic isthe dark

m atter,one is stillable to putstrong constraints on the m odel. Furtherm ore,it m ay be the

case that the m odelunderconsideration has m ore than one (m eta-)stable relic,one ofwhich

is a dark m atter candidate. Such scenarios m ay arise in cases where there exist sym m etries

which areonly broken by higherdim ensionaloperators.Forinstance,in m any supersym m etric

m odelsitisassum ed thatR parity isclassically conserved.In such casesone m ay expectthat

thissym m etry willbebroken by gravitationale�ectsleading to very long lived particleswhich

m ay orm ay notbedark m attercandidates.Boundsin such scenarioswerediscussed in Ref.[18]

using lim itsfrom thepositron 
ux in ourgalaxy forthecaseofcriticaldensity8.Thesebounds

are usefulfor lim iting the values ofthe couplings involved in the decay,which in generalare

uncorrelated to allcouplingsthatcan bem easured in acceleratorexperim ents.However,ifwe

do notm ake any assum ptionsregarding the energy density ofthe relic then we m ay constrain

couplingsthatare accessible in colliderexperim entsvia a calculation ofthe relic density.The

8
Ifthe R sym m etry is continuous,then there is a host ofother constraints arising from M ajoron produc-

tion [19].
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relic density m ay be determ ined by calculating the annihilation cross section which willbe a

function ofthe accessible param etersofthe theory.The drawback to thisscenario isthatone

m ustm akesom eassum ption aboutwhatisconsidered tobeunnaturallysm allforthesym m etry

breaking couplings.
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tering(G G ),pairproduction in m atter(PPM 1)and pairproduction in ionized m atter(PPM 2).
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Figure 3: Photon 
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decay (see (12)) with M X =2 = E inj = 20 G eV. The spectra scale linearly with the radiative

branching ratio B 
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asseparate contourson the graph.
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Figure4:Redshifted photon spectra fora relicwith m assM X =2 = E inj= 25,50,100,200 G eV,

a 2-body decay X ! 

 with branching ratio B 
,and a relic density �X . A sam ple ofrelic

lifetim es�X =t0 were chosen and plotted asseparate contourson the graph.
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Figure5:SlicesofFig.4 with present-day detection energiesE 
0
= 1,10,100,1� 103 M eV.To

focuson thebehaviorofthephoton 
ux fordi�erentm assesand present-day photon detection

energies,we restricted the lifetim e �X =t0 to bein the range 10
� 4 ! 1.
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Figure6:Upperboundson therelicdensity (tim estheradiativebranching ratio)forparticular

present-day detection energiesE 
0
= 1,10,100,1� 103 M eV.Fora given relicm ass,theregion

with relicdensity larger(orabove)them asscontourisexcluded.Noticethatbetterboundsdo

notnecessarily com e from higherorlowerdetection energies.
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Figure 7: The upper graph shows the �nalrelic density bound for 2-body radiative decays

with lifetim es in the indicated range. The bound scales linearly with the radiative branching

fraction ofthe relic B 
,although a branching ratio di�erentfrom one doesnotstrongly a�ect

our bounds. The upper lim it on the relic density of� 2� 10� 8 G eV is roughly the critical

density corresponding to 
 X h
2 � 1. The lower graph shows the optim alphoton detection

energy to obtain the bestbound fora given lifetim e. Thisgraph isdivided atE 
0
= 30 M eV

with a dotted lineto show which instrum entprovidesthedi�usephoton background bound for

a given lifetim e.
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Notice the photon spectrum for tthas an excess ofvery low energy E 
=M X � 0:01 photons

and a de�citofhigherenergy photonsE 
=M X > 0:01,com pared with thephoton spectra from

lighter quark pairs. Note also thatthe spectra are e�ectively cuto� at E 
 = m �=2,although

them assused to generatethesespectraM X (= 800 G eV)� m �,and so thecuto� isnotvisible.
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Figure 9: Redshifted photon spectra for a relic with m ass M X = 50,100,800,6400 G eV,a

hadronicbranching ratio B h,and a relicdensity �X .Allkinem atically allowed 3-body hadronic

decays X ! qq (+ uncolored product) are assum ed to occur with equalbranching ratio. A

sam ple ofrelic lifetim es�X =t0 werechosen and plotted asseparate contourson the graph.
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Figure10:SlicesofFig.9with present-day detection energiesE 
0
= 1,10,100,1� 103 M eV.To

focuson thebehaviorofthephoton 
ux fordi�erentm assesand present-day photon detection

energies,we restricted the lifetim e �X =t0 to bein the range 10
� 4 ! 1.
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Figure11:Upperboundson therelicdensity (tim esthehadronicbranchingratio)forparticular

present-day detection energiesE 
0
= 1,10,100,1� 103 M eV.Fora given relicm ass,theregion

with relicdensity larger(orabove)them asscontourisexcluded.Noticethatbetterboundsdo

notnecessarily com e from higherorlowerdetection energies.
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Figure 12: The upper graph shows the �nalrelic density bound for 3-body hadronic decays

with lifetim es in the indicated range. The bound scales linearly with the hadronic branching

fraction ofthe relic B h,although a branching ratio di�erentfrom one doesnotstrongly a�ect

our bounds. The upper lim it on the relic density of� 2� 10� 8 G eV is roughly the critical

density corresponding to 
 X h
2 � 1. The lower graph shows the optim alphoton detection

energy to obtain the bestbound fora given lifetim e. Thisgraph isdivided atE 
0
= 30 M eV

with a dotted lineto show which instrum entprovidesthedi�usephoton background bound for

a given lifetim e.

31


