arXiv:hep-ph/0011313 25 Nov 2000

RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN SUPERSYMMETRIC DARK MATTER

ACHILLE CORSETTI Department of Physics, Northeastern University Boston, MA 02115, USA E-mail: corsetti@neu.edu

PRAN NATH Department of Physics, Northeastern University, Boston, MA 02115, USA^a Physikalisches Institut, Universitat Bonn, Nussallee 12, D-53115 Bonn, Germany Max-Planck-Institute fuer Kernphysik, Saupfercheckweg 1, D-69117 Heidelberg, Germany E-mail: nath@neu.edu

A brief review is given of some of the recent developments in the theoretical analyses of supersymmetric dark matter. These include the effects of uncertainties in the wimp velocity and wimp density and of the effects of uncertainties in the quark densities of the proton. Also analyzed are the effects of non-universalities in the gaugino sector and their effects on determining the nature of cold dark matter, i.e., if the neutralino is bino like, higgsino like, or wino like. The maximum and the minimum elastic neutralino proton cross sections are discussed and a comparison of the direct and the indirect detection arising from the capture and annihilation of neutralinos in the core of the earth and the sun is given. Some of the other recent developments are summarized.

1 Introduction

Because of the recent significant activity in dark matter searches on the experimental side^{1,2,3} there is renewed interest in the theoretical analyses of dark matter which are significantly more refined than in the previous years. Among the refinements is the inclusions of the effects of uncertainties in the input parameters in the theoretical predictions of event rates and of the neutralino proton cross sections as well inclusion of the effects of non-universalities, CP violating effects and the effects of coannihilation. The content of the paper is as follows: In Sec.2 we discuss the effects of uncertainties in the analyses of dark matter. These include the effects of uncertainties in the wimp velocity and in the wimp relic density, and the effects of uncertainties in the quark densities in the proton in the analyses of dark matter. In Sec.3 we give a discussion of the maximum and the minimum elastic neutralino-proton crosssections. In Sec.4 we discuss the effects of non-universalities and specifically

a: Permanent address

Figure 1: An exhibition of the effect of the variation of the wimp velocity and wimp relic density on the event rates in a Ge detector as a function of the fine tuning parameter Φ. Taken from Ref.9

the non-universalities in the gaugino sector on dark matter analyses. A brief discussion of the effects of μ on the composition of the neutralino and its role in determining the nature of cold dark matter, i.e., if it is dominantly a bino, a wino or a higgsino is given in Sec.5. A comparison of the direct and the indirect detection of dark matter is given in Sec.6. In Sec.7 we give a discussion of the annual modulation effect in the direct detection of dark matter. In Sec.8 we give a brief discussion of the effects of CP phases on dark matter. Conclusions are given in Sec.9.

2 Uncertainties in Theoretical Analyses of Dark Matter

The direct detection of dark matter has been investigated by many authors ( see Ref.^4 for some of the recent works). Several types of uncertainties enter in these analyses such as the effects of variations in the local wimp density, the effects of variations in the wimp velocity range, and the effects of uncertainties in the quark densities in the nucleons. Other effects not considered here are the uncertainties in the nuclear form factors, and effects of halo models^5 on the event rates in dark matter detection. We begin with a discussion of the analyses of uncertainties in wimp density^6 and velocity^{7,8,9}. The current range of local wimp density lies in the range^{10} (0.2 − 0.7)GeV cm�^3. Defining ξ = ρ_{χ̃}0_1 /ρ_0 one can parameterize the local wimp density in term of ξ which for ρ_0 = 0.3GeV cm�^3 gives 0.7 ≤ ξ ≤ 2.3. For the wimp velocity one typically assumes a Maxwellian velocity distribution for the wimps. Estimates of the rms wimp velocity range give^{11} v = 270 ± 50 km/s. The analysis is carried out within the framework of the minimal supergravity model (SUGRA)^{12}. The soft SUSY breaking sector in the minimal version mSUGRA of this theory is given by m_0, m_{1/2}, A_0, and tan β where, m_0 is the universal scalar mass, m_{1/2} is the universal gaugino mass, A_0 is the universal trilinear coupling, and tan β =< H_2 > / < H_1 > where H_2 gives mass to the up quarks and H_1 gives mass to the down quarks and the leptons. The Higgs mixing parameter μ is determined by the constraint of radiative breaking of the electro-weak symmetry. It is also useful to define a fine tuning parameter Φ so that^{13} Φ = (μ^2/M^2_Z + 1/4)^{1/2}. The fine tuning parameter defines how heavy the SUSY spectrum gets. The effects of the uncertainly in the event rate as a function of the fine tuning parameter due to variations in the wimp relic density and in the wimp velocity are shown in Fig.1^9. One finds that the effects of this type of uncertainty can lead to a variation in the rates by a factor of 2-3.

Next we discuss the uncertainties in neutralino-proton cross-section arising from errors in the quark densities in the proton^{14,15,16}. The basic interaction governing the χ − p scattering with CP conservation is the four Fermi interaction given by L_{eff} = χ̄γ_μγ_5 χq̄γ^μ (AP_L + BP_R)q + Cχ̄χm_qq̄q + Dχ̄γ_5 χm_qq̄γ_5q. For heavy target materials the neutralino-nucleus scattering is dominated by the scalar interactions which is controlled by the scalar χ − p cross-section where σ_{χp}(scalar) = 4μ^2_r π ( X_{i=u,d,s f pi Ci +} 2_{27 (1 −} X_{i=u,d,c f pi )} X_{a=c,b,t Ca)2 (1)} Here μ_r is the reduced mass and f^p_i (i=u,d,s quarks) are the (u,d,s) quark densities defined by m_pf^p_i =< p|m_{qi}q̄_iq_i|p > (i=u,d,s). In the above C is the strength of the scalar interaction and consists of s channel contributions from the higgs h^0, H^0 exchange and t channel contributions from the sfermion exchange so that C = C_h0 + C_H0 + C_{f̃} . The uncertainly in the theoretical predictions of σ_{χp}(scalar) is dominated by the uncertainty in the quark densities f^p_i . To study the uncertainties in f^p_i it is best first to solve the quark densities analytically in terms of some judiciously chosen parameters. One finds^{16,17}

f^p_{(u,d)} = m_{(u,d)} m_u + m_d

(1 ± ξ) σ_{πN} m_p , f^p_s = m_s m_u + m_d

(1 − x) σ_{πN} m_p (2) where the parameters ξ, x and σ_{πN} are defined by

ξ = < p|ūu − d̄d|p > < p|ūu + d̄d|p > , x = < p|ūu + d̄d − 2s̄s|p > < p|ūu + d̄d|p > < p|2�^1(m_u + m_d)(ūu + d̄d|p >= σ_{πN} (3)

Figure 2: The effect on œ_χ�_p of the variations in the quark densities around the central value given in Sec.2

Similarly one can analytically solve for the quark densities in the neutron and the analytic relations provide an interesting connection between the quark densities in the proton and in the neutron. One finds that independent of the details of any input one has^{16}f^p_u f^p_d = f^n_u f^n_d . One can use the analysis on the baryon mass splittings^{18} to determine the ratio ξ/x. One finds^{16} ξ/x = 0.196. Using the determination of x from lattice gauge analyses^{19,20,21} one finds ξ = 0.132 ± 0.035. Additional uncertainties can arise from the quark mass ratios. Here results from chiral perturbation theory^{22,23} give^{mu}_{md} = 0.553 ± 0.043, m_s m_d = 18.9 ± 0.8. Using the inputs above one finds f p u = 0.021 ± 0.004, f^p_d = 0.029 ± 0.006, f^p_s = 0.21 ± 0.12 and f^n_u = 0.016 ± 0.003, f^n_d = 0.037 ± 0.007, f^n_s = 0.21 ± 0.12.

3 Maximum and Minimum Neutralino-proton Cross Sections

We discuss now the numerical results of the neutralino proton cross-sections with the quark densities as discussed in Sec. 2. In Fig.2 σ_χ�_p is plotted exhibiting the effects of the variations of the quark density as a function of m_χ. The above analysis shows that the χ − p cross section cannot be computed to an accuracy of better than a factor of 3-5 with the current level of uncertainties in the input data. Fig.2 also gives a plot of the maximum and the minimum of σ_χ�_p as a function of the neutralino mass. In the analysis of Fig.2 we have allowed m_0 and m_{1/2} to vary in the range up to 1 TeV and the constraint from the flavor changing neutral current process b → sγ is imposed^{24}. The analysis of this figure does not include the effects of the spin dependent contribution which could change the scatter plot. Specifically, the minimum cross sections are sensitive to the inclusion of the spin dependent part. Similar analyses can be found in other recent references^{25,26}.

4 Effects of Non-universalities on Dark Matter

mSUGRA is based on the assumption of a flat Kahler potential. However, the nature of physics at the Planck scale is not fully understood. Thus in general one should allow for the possibility of a curved Kahler potential. This would lead to non-universalities in the scalar sector. However, there are stringent constraints on the types of non-universalities allowed in the scalar sector due to the FCNC constraint. For example, the FCNC constraint in very strong on the amount of non-universality allowed in the first vs the second generation sector. However, this constraint is not so strong for the Higgs sector and for the third generation sector. Effects of these constraints have been studied in detail in Refs.^{27,28}. One finds that in general the presence of non-universalities can increase the cross-sections by a factor of 10 or more.

In addition to modifying the Kahler potential Planck scale physics can also modify the gauge kinetic energy function. In general the gauge kinetic energy function transforms as the symmetric product of two adjoint representations. For the case of SU (5) one finds that the gauge kinetic energy function f_{αβ} transforms as the symmetric product of 24 × 24 in SU(5) which contains the following irreducible representations of SU (5):

(24 × 24)_{symm} = 1 + 24 + 75 + 200 (4)

The SU(5) singlet in the product on the right hand side of Eq.(4) leads to a universal gaugino mass while, the additional terms generate non-universalities in the gaugino masses at the GUT scale. Thus the SU (3)_C × SU (2)_L × U (1) gaugino masses at the GUT scale are in general admixtures of all the allowed representations. This admixture leads to the following relation for the gaugino masses at the GUT scale

m̃_i(0) = m 1_2 (1 + X r c_rn^r_i ) (5)

where n^r_i depend on one of the representations on the right hand side in Eq.(4) and on the subgroup i. In addition to the appearance of gaugino mass non-universalities of the above type in supergravity models, one also finds quite naturally non-universalities in a broad class of string models: heterotic, Horava-Witten and as well in brane models based on TypeI/Type IIB string compactifications. Now the value of μ is in general very sensitively dependent on non-universalities. For the case of non-universalities in the scalar sector one can exhibit in an analytic fashion the dependence of μ on non-universalities in

Figure 3: Exhibition of the effects of non-universalities on œ_χ�_p as a function of the neutralino mass for different values of c200.

the Higgs sector and in the third generation sector. The analysis shows that μ is sensitively dependent on the non-universalities and their effects can significantly decrease the value of μ and thus affect gaugino vs higgsino composition of the neutralino. An analysis of the effects of non-universalities in the scalar sector is given in Ref.^{27}. A similar phenomenon occurs for the case of gaugino sector non-universalities. Here also one can exhibit the dependence of μ on non-universalities. One finds^{16}

μ̃^2 = μ^2_0 + X r ∂μ̃^2 ∂c_r c_r + O(c^2_r) (6)

where ∂μ^2_4/∂c_{24} > 0, ∂μ^2_{75}/∂c_{75} > 0, ∂μ^2_{00}/∂c_{200} < 0. Again with an appropriate choice of the sign of c_r one finds that μ becomes smaller relative to its universal value. An analysis of the effects of non-universalities in the gaugino sector on σ_χ�_p is given in Ref.^{16}. Fig.3 gives a typical illustration of the effects of gaugino non-universality showing that a significant enhancement of σ_χ�_p can occur in the presence of non-universalities.

5 Bino, Higgsino, and Wino Dark Matter

The neutralino is in general a mixture of gauginos and higgsinos,

χ_1 = X_{11}B̃ + X_{12}W̃_3 + X_{13}H̃_1 + X_{14}H̃_2 (7)

where B̃ is the bino, W̃ the neutral wino, and H̃_1, H̃_2 are higgsinos. Now an analysis of the neutralino mass matrix shows that for large values of the Higgs mixing parameter μ one finds that the neutralino is essentially a bino and this situation is realized over a large part of the SUGRA parameter space^{29}. Thus SUGRA models in general predict a bino like cold dark matter at least over a major portion of the parameter space. However, in certain limited regions of the SUGRA parameter space μ can become small. In this case the higgsino and the wino components can become large and one may have cold dark matter which is higgsino like or wino like. This phenomenon can be easily understood by examining the |μ| >> M_Z limit of the components X_{1n}. Here one finds that the bino component in the neutralino is given by X_{11} ≃ 1 − (M^2_Z /2μ^2)sin^2 θ_W , the wino component is of size X_{12} ≃ (M^2_Z /2m^2_{χ1} μ)sin2θ_W sinβ, and the higgsino components have the sizes X_{13} ≃ −(M_Z /μ)sin2θ_W sinβ, and X_{14} ≃ (M_Z /μ)sin2θ_W sinβ. The above illustrates the sensitive dependence of the bino, the wino and the higgsino components on μ. One consequence of the effect of large higgsino components is that the scalar cross section which depends on the product of the gaugino and the higgsino components increases as the higgsino components increase^{27}. An analysis of CDM with large higgsino components in the context of MSSM is given in Ref.^{30} and with large higgsino and wino components in the context of anomaly mediated breaking of supersymmetry in Ref.^{31}

6 Comparison of Direct and Indirect Detection

Indirect detection is complementary to the direct detection in the search for dark matter. The most interesting indirect signal for dark matter arises from the capture and the subsequent annihilation of the neutralinos in the center of the Sun and the Earth. Some of the remnants in the annihilation of the neutralinos are the neutrinos which propagate and undergo charged current interactions in the rock surrounding the detector and produce upward moving muons. The outgoing muon flux can be written in the form Φ_μ = Γ_Af where Γ_A is the χ_1 − χ_1 annihilation rate in the center of the Earth or the Sun and f is the product of remaining factors. It is Γ_A which is the quantity sensitive to SUSY. One can parameterize Γ_A by^{32}

Γ_A = C 2 tanh^2(t/τ ) (8) Here C is the neutralino capture rate, t is the lifetime of the Earth or the Sun, and τ = (CC_A)�^{1/2} where C_A is determined by the wimp annihilation cross section. An equilibrium between capture and annihilation is reached for the case t >> τ and in this case one has Γ_A ∼^C_2 . The equilibrium condition is strongly dependent on the susy parameter space. For the case of the sun the equilibrium condition is satisfied essentially over all of the parameter space while for the Earth it is satisfied only over part of the parameter space. This disparity shows up very strongly in the profile of the muon flux from the Earth

Figure 4: A comparison of the direct and the indirect detection with a plot of muon flux of the Earth and the Sun vs the direct detection rates. Taken from Ref.9

and the Sun. In Fig.4 we exhibit the muon flux for the Earth and the Sun plotted against the direct detection rate for the germanium detector. The analysis of Fig.4 shows that for relatively large direct detection rates, it is the indirect detection from the Earth which is competitive with the direct detection while for relatively low direct detection rates it is the indirect detection from the Sun which is competitive with the direct detection. Thus indirect detections from the Earth and the Sun are complementary. For other recent analyses of indirect detection see Refs.^{33,34,35}.

7 Annual Modulation Effect in Direct Detection

The annual modulation effect in the direct detection of dark matter is a potentially important signal for the observation of WIMP like dark matter. The effect arises due to the periodicity of the velocity of the Earth v_E relative to the galaxy,i.e., v_E = v_S + v_0cosγcosω(t − t_0) where v_0(= 30km/s) is Earth’s orbital velocity around the Sun, v_S (= 232km/s) is the Sun’s velocity relative to the galaxy, γ(≃ 60^0) is the inclination of Earth’s orbit relative to the galactic plane, and t_0 is June 2. The effects of this motion can produce a modulation effect of about 7% in the scattering event rates for wimps. The DAMA experiment claims to see an effect^1 . The annual modulation signal has been analyzed theoretically in several papers^{36,6,37,38}. In the future one expects further data on this exciting possibility. Further, one needs to reduce the current ambiguities in the theoretical predictions of dark matter such as those discussed in Sec.2. This requires more accurate chiral perturbation and lattice gauge analyses.

8 Effects of Large CP Phases on Dark Matter

It is well known that supersymmetry brings in new sources of CP violation since the soft SUSY parameters are in general complex. These CP phases induce additional corrections to the electric dipole moments of the electron and of the neutron. We consider here the case where the CP phases are large and the edm constraints are satisfied. (For an abbreviated set of references on large phases see Ref.^{39}). Large phases affect the analysis of dark matter and the detailed analyses of event rates for direct detection show that the effects of the phases can change the event rates by an order of magnitude or more^{40,41}. However, with the inclusion of the emd constraints one finds that the effects are significantly reduced although they are still substantial^{41}. Large phases also induce a mixing between the CP even and the CP odd higgs states^{42,43} which can affect dark matter^{43}.

9 Conclusion

In this review we have presented the very recent developments in the theoretical analyses of supersymmetric dark matter. These include the effects of uncertainties on the wimp density and on the wimp velocity for the Milky Way wimps, effects of uncertainties in quark densities in the theoretical predictions of σ_χ�_p, and the effects of non-universalities in the gaugino sector. A analysis of the maximum and of the minimum cross sections for χ − p scattering was given. We have also given a comparison of the direct and of the indirect detection of dark matter and discussed briefly other recent developments for the detection of dark matter. An important topic not discussed is the subject of coannihilation^{44} which can significantly extend the domain of the allowed neutralino masses. In the future one expects that more sensitive detectors^{45,46} will be able to probe more deeply the parameter space of SUGRA and other SUSY models.

Acknowledgments

One of us(PN) wishes to thank the Physics Institute at the University of Bonn and the Max Planck Institute, Heidelberg, for hospitality and acknowledges support from an Alexander von Humboldt award. This research was supported in part by NSF grant PHY-9901057.

References

1. R. Belli et.al., Phys. Lett.B480,23(2000), ”Search for WIMP annual modulation signature: results from DAMa/NAI-3 and DAMA/NAI- 4 and the global combined analysis”, DAMA collaboration preprint INFN/AE-00/01, 1 February, 2000.

2. R. Abusaidi et.al., Phys. Rev. Lett.84, 5699(2000), ”Exclusion Limits on WIMP-Nucleon Cross-Section from the Cryogenic Dark Matter Search”, CDMS Collaboration preprint CWRU-P5-00/UCSB-HEP-00- 01 and astro-ph/0002471.

3. L. Baudis, A. Dietz, B. Majorovits, F. Schwamm, H. Strecker and H.V.

Klapdor-Kleingrothaus, astro-ph/0008339.

4. K. Greist, Phys. Rev. D38, 2357(1988); J. Ellis and R. Flores, Nucl.

Phys. B307, 833(1988); R. Barbieri, M. Frigeni and G. Giudice, Nucl. Phys. B313, 725(1989); A. Bottino et.al., B295, 330(1992); M. Drees and M.M. Nojiri, Phys. Rev.D48,3483(1993); V.A. Bednyakov, H.V. Klapdor-Kleingothaus and S. Kovalenko, Phys. Rev.D50, 7128(1994); P. Nath and R. Arnowitt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 4592(1995); R. Arnowitt and P. Nath, Phys. Rev. D54, 2374(1996); E. Diehl, G.L. Kane, C. Kolda, J.D. Wells, Phys.Rev.D52, 4223(1995); L. Bergstrom and P. Gondolo, Astrop. Phys. 6, 263(1996); H. Baer and M. Brhlik, Phys.Rev.D57,567(1998); J.D. Vergados, Phys. Rev. D83, 3597(1998); J.L. Feng, K. T. Matchev, F. Wilczek, Phys.Lett. B482, 388(2000); M. Brhlik and G.L. Kane, hep-ph/0005158; V.A. Bednyakov and H.V. Klapdor-Kleingrothaus, hep-ph/0011233.

5. M. Kamionkowski and A. Kinkhabwala, Phys. Rev.57, 3256(1998); P.

Sikvie,Phys. Lett.B432,139(1998).

6. R. Arnowitt and P. Nath, Phys. Rev. D60, 044002(1999). 7. M. Brhlik and L. Roszkowski, Phys. Lett. B464, 303(1999). 8. P. Belli, R. Bernbei, A. Bottino, F. Donato, N. Fornengo, D. Prosperi, and S. Scopel, Phys. Rev. D61, 023512(2000).

9. A. Corsetti and P. Nath, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A15, 905(2000). 10. E. Gates, G. Gyuk and M.S. Turner, Phys. Rev. D53, 4138(1996). 11. G.R.Knapp et.al., Astron. J. 83, 1585(1978); F.J. Kerr and D. Lynden- Bell, Mon. Not. R. Astr. Soc. 221, 1023(1986); J.A.R. Caldwell and J.M. Coulsen, Astron. J. 93, 1090(1987).

12. A.H. Chamseddine, R. Arnowitt, and P. Nath, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 970(1982); R. Barbieri, S. Ferrara and C. Savoy, Phys. Lett.B119, 343(1982); L. Hall, J. Lykken and S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev.D27, 2359(1983); P. Nath, R. Arnowitt and A.H. Chamseddine, Nucl. Phys. B227, 121(1983).

13. K.L. Chan, U. Chattopadhyay, and P. Nath, Phys. Rev. D60,

063505(1999).

14. A. Bottino, F. Donato, N. Fornengo and S. Scopel, hep-ph/9909228. 15. J. Ellis, A. Ferstl and K.A. Olive, hep-ph/0001005. 16. A. Corsetti and P. Nath, hep-ph/0003186. 17. A. Corsetti and P. Nath, hep-ph/0005234. 18. H. Cheng, Phys. Lett. B219, 347(1989).

19. B. Borasoy and U-G. Meissner, Phys. Lett. B365, 285(1996). 20. S.J. Dong, J.-F. Lagae, K.F. Liu, Phys. Rev.D54, 5496(1996). 21. M. Fukugita, Y. Kuamshi, M. Okawa and A. Ukawa, Phys. Rev. D51, 5319(1995).

22. J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, Phys. Rep.87, 77(1982) 23. J. Gasser, H. Leutwyler, and M.E. Saino, Phys. Lett. B253, 252(1991). 24. P. Nath and R. Arnowitt, Phys. Lett. B336, 395(1994); F. Borzumati, M. Drees, and M.M. Nojiri, Phys. Rev. D51, 341(1995); V. Barger and C. Kao, Phys. Rev. D57, 3131(1998); H. Baer, M. Brhlik, D. Castano, and X. Tata, Phys. Rev. D58, 015007(1998).

25. V. Mandic, A. Pierce, P. Gondolo and H. Murayama, hep-ph/0008022. 26. A.B. Lahanas, D.V. Nanopoulos, and V.C. Spanos, hep-ph/0009065. 27. P. Nath and R. Arnowitt, Phys. Rev. D56, 2820(1997). 28. E. Accomando, R. Arnowitt and B. Dutta, and Y. Santoso, hepph/0001019.

29. P. Nath and R. Arnowitt, Phys. Lett. B289,368(1992; R. Arnowitt and P. Nath, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 , 725(1992); R. Roberts and L. Roszkowski, Phys. Lett.B309, 329(1993).

30. M. Drees, M.M. Nojiri, D.P. Roy, Y. Yamada; Phys.Rev. D56, 276(1997).

31. B. Murakami and J.D. Wells, hep-ph/0011082; T. Moroi and R.Randall, Nucl. Phys.B570, 455(2000).

32. K.Greist and D. Seckel, Nucl. Phys.B283, 681(1987). 33. V. Berezinsky et.al., Astrop. Phys. 5, 333(1996). 34. J.L. Feng, K.T. Matchev, F.Wilczek, astro-ph/0008115 35. L. Bergstrom, J. Edsjo and P. Gondolo, Phys. Rev. D58, 103519(1998). 36. A. Bottino et.al., Phys. Rev.D59, 095004(1999). 37. A.M. Green, astro-ph/0008318. 38. J.D. Vergados, astro-ph/0010536.

39. P. Nath, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 2565(1991); Y.Kizukuri and N.Oshimo, Phys. Rev. D46, 3025(1992); T. Ibrahim and P.Nath, Phys. Lett. B418, 98(1998); M. Brhlik and G.L. Kane, Phys. Lett.B437, 331(1998); T. Falk and K. Olive, Phys. Lett. B439, 71(1998); E. Accomando, R.Arnowitt and B.Dutta, Phys. Rev. D61, 115003(2000).

40. T.Falk, K.Olive and M. Srednicki, Phys. Lett. B354, 99(1995); T. Falk, A. Ferstl and K. Olive, Phys. Rev.D59, 055009(1999).

41. U. Chattopadhyay, T. Ibrahim and P. Nath, Phys. Rev.

D60,063505(1999); T. Falk, A. Ferstl and K. Olive, hep-ph/9908311; S. Khalil and Q. Shafi, Nucl. Phys. B564, 19(1999); K. Freese and P. Gondolo, hep-ph/9908390; S.Y. Choi, hep-ph/9908397.

42. A.Pilaftsis and C.E.M.Wagner, Nucl. Phys. B553, 3(1999). 43. T. Ibrahim and P. Nath, hep-ph/0008237. (To appear in Phys. Rev. D). 44. J. Ellis, T. Falk, K. A. Olive, M. Srednicki, CERN-TH-99-146, hepph/9905481 and the references there in.

45. N. Spooner, ”Progress on the Boulby Mine Dark Matter Experiment”, Talk at the conference ”Sources and Detection of Dark Matter/Energy in the Universe”, Marina Del Rey, CA, February 23-25, 2000; I.Liubarsky et.al., Nucl. Phys. Suppl. 87, 64(2000).

46. H.V. Klapor-Kleingrothaus, et.al., ”GENIUS, A Supersensitive Germanium Detector System for Rare Events: Proposal”, MPI-H-V26-1999, hep-ph/9910205.