arXiv:1504.01319v2 [astro-ph.HE] 15 Jul 2015

Prepared for submission to JCAP

Super Heavy Dark Matter in light of BICEP2, Planck and Ultra High Energy Cosmic Rays Observations

R. Aloisio^{1,2}, S. Matarrese^{3,1} and A.V. Olinto^4

1Gran Sasso Science Institute (INFN), L’Aquila, Italy. 2INAF/Osservatorio Astrofisico di Arcetri, Firenze, Italy.

3Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia G. Galilei and INFN, Università degli Studi di Padova, Padova, Italy.

4Department of Astronomy & Astrophysics, Kavli Institute for Cosmological Physics, The University of Chicago, Chicago (IL), USA.

E-mail:

aloisio@arcetri.astro.it, sabino.matarrese@pd.infn.it, olinto@kicp.uchicago.edu

Abstract.

The announcement by BICEP2 of the detection of B-mode polarization consistent with primordial gravitational waves with a tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.2^{+0.07}_{−0.05}, challenged predictions from most inflationary models of a lower value for r. More recent results by Planck on polarized dust emission show that the observed tensor modes signal is compatible with pure foreground emission. A more significant constraint on r was then obtained by a joint analysis of Planck, BICEP2 and Keck Array data showing an upper limit to the tensor to scalar ratio r ≤ 0.12, excluding the case r = 0 with low statistical significance. Forthcoming measurements by BICEP3, the Keck Array, and other CMB polarization experiments, open the possibility for making the fundamental measurement of r. Here we discuss how r sets the scale for models where the dark matter is created at the inflationary epoch, the generically called super-heavy dark matter models. We also consider the constraints on such scenarios given by recent data from ultrahigh energy cosmic ray observatories which set the limit on super-heavy dark matter particles lifetime. We discuss how super-heavy dark matter can be discovered by a precise measurement of r combined with future observations of ultra high energy cosmic rays.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Tensor modes and Super Heavy Dark Matter 3

3 Ultra High Energy particles by Super Heavy Dark Matter decay 6

4 Conclusions 11

1 Introduction

Most of the mass in the Universe is composed of Dark Matter (DM), matter observed only through its gravitational interaction and not through radiation. Both astrophysics and cosmology provide ample evidence for the existence of DM and its prevalence over visible matter (see e.g., [1, 2]). From the 1930’s, astrophysicists have observed dynamics in large systems that can only be explained by dark matter such as the dynamics of galaxy clusters [3], galaxy rotation curves, and more recent multi-wavelength and gravitational lensing studies of interacting clusters, such as the “bullet cluster” [4]. On the cosmological side, global fits to cosmological parameters enable a precise determination of the amount of DM present in the Universe. A recent result comes from Planck observations of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) which find the mean DM density in the Universe in units of the critical density to be Ω_{DM} h^2 = 0.1198 ± 0.0015 [5], with h = 0.678 ± 0.009 kms^{−1}Mpc^{−1}, so Ω_{DM} = 0.261. These indications, not only provide evidence for the presence of some unknown form of matter, but also indicate that this matter should be in the form of non-relativistic (cold) particles [5].

The leading paradigm to explain DM observations is based on the Weakly Interactive Massive Particle (WIMP) hypotheses, which consists of two basic assumptions: (i) WIMPs are stable particles of mass M_χ that interact weakly with the Standard Model (SM) particles; (ii) WIMPs are thermal relics, i.e. they were in Local Thermal Equilibrium (LTE) in the early Universe. Imposing that the WIMP density today is at the observed level, using a simple unitarity argument for the WIMP annihilation cross section σ_{ann} ∝ 1/M^2_χ, one obtains an estimate of the WIMP mass in the range of 10^2 to 10^4 GeV. This result, also called the WIMP “miracle”, links the DM problem to the new physics scale expected in the context of the “naturalness” argument for electroweak physics. Triggering in this way the strong hope that the search for WIMP DM may be connected to the discovery of new physics at the TeV scale.

Searches for WIMP particles are ongoing through three different routes: direct detection, indirect detection, and accelerator searches (see e.g., [2]). None of these efforts have discovered a clear WIMP candidate so far. In addition, no evidence for new physics has been observed at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). Although not yet conclusive, the lack of evidence for WIMPs may imply a different solution for the DM problem outside of the WIMP paradigm.

In this paper we will reconsider the scenario based on particle production due to time varying gravitational fields: the so-called Super Heavy Dark Matter (SHDM) scenario. This alternative approach is based on the possibility of particle production due to the non-adiabatic

– 1 – expansion of the background space-time acting on the vacuum quantum fluctuations. In quantum theories the possibility of producing particle pairs by the effect of a strong (classical) external field is well known: for instance, consider the case of e^± pair creation by strong electromagnetic fields. The idea to apply such a mechanism in cosmology through external strong gravitational fields dates back to E. Schrödinger in 1939 [6].

The construction of a coherent theory of particle creation by the expansion of the Universe was developed in the last 40 years and started with the pioneering works of [7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. More recently, in the framework of inflationary cosmologies, it was shown that particle creation is a common phenomenon, not tied to any specific cosmological scenario, that can play a crucial role in the solution to the DM problem as SHDM (labeled by X) can have Ω_X (t_0) ≲ 1 [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. This conclusion can be drawn under three general hypotheses: (i) SHDM in the early Universe never reaches LTE; (ii) SHDM particles have mass of the order of the inflaton mass, M_ϕ; and (iii) SHDM particles are long-living particles with a lifetime exceeding the age of the Universe, τ_X ≫ t_0.

Precision measurements of CMB polarization and observations of Ultra High Energy Cosmic Rays (UHECR) up to energies ≳ 10^{20} eV enable a direct experimental test of the three SHDM hypothesis listed above. The aim of the present paper is to discuss this issue in light of the latest observations.

The observation of CMB fluctuations can be directly linked to the primordial density perturbations in the early Universe, which provide the initial condition for structure formation (see e.g. [19, 20]). Density perturbations are of two types: curvature and isocurvature, the first one is connected with the total energy density in the early Universe while the second one to the actual composition of the energy density itself. The fact that SHDM particles with mass M_X ∼ M_ϕ never attain LTE implies a non negligible contribution of the particles creation mechanism to isocurvature perturbations, that become source of gravitational potential contributing to the primordial gravitational wave background.

Original reports from BICEP2 signalled the possibility of a substantial contribution of tensor modes to the CMB fluctuations [21] providing additional motivation for the SHDM production mechanism. As we discuss in section 2, the level of tensor modes enables the determination of the energy scale and mass of the inflaton field resulting in a present time SHDM density at the required cosmological level. The result presented by BICEP2 appears to be seriously polluted by the polarised light emitted by dust at galactic scales [22]. The recent joint analysis by BICEP2, Keck Array and Planck [23], validated on simulations of a dust-only modelling and performed by a simple subtraction of scaled spectra, have set the scale of r at r ≤ 0.12 at 95% confidence level. The final result of this analysis is expressed in terms of a likelihood curve for r that peaks at r = 0.05 but disfavours zero with a scarce statistical significance. As shown in [23], this result can occur by chance 8% of the time, as confirmed by dust-only simulations, and cannot be considered as a conclusive detection of primordial B-modes. In the near future several different detectors, both ground-based and sub-orbital, will take data at a variety of frequency enabling a more precise determination of the CMB primordial tensor modes.

The third and last hypothesis of the SHDM paradigm is a long particle life-time, much longer than the age of the Universe. This is a general requirement of any DM model based on the existence of new particles, common to the WIMP hypothesis as well. As in the case of WIMPs, discrete gauge symmetries protecting particles from fast decays work equally well for SHDM particles. A general particle physics example of SHDM with life-time exceeding the age of the Universe can be found in [24].

– 2 –

The best way to test the existence of SHDM is through the indirect detection of its decay and/or annihilation products since direct detection of SHDM is unattainable. For instance, the annihilation of SHDM can occur in the case they are ”majorana-like” particles, i.e. particles and anti-particles coincide. Since the annihilation cross section of a (point) particle is bounded by unitarity, σ_{ann} ∝ 1/M^2_X ∼ 1/M^2_ϕ , the annihilation process results in an unobservably small annihilation rate [25]. Even if alternative theoretical models can be constructed, with a sizable annihilation rate [26], we will not consider this case here and focus on the more general case of signatures from SHDM decays.

If SHDM particles decay, we can determine the composition and spectra of the SM particles produced by SHDM decays under general assumptions on the underlying theory [25, 27]. Given the mass M_X ∼ M_ϕ and the lifetime τ_X ≫ t_0, UHECR experiments with high statistics should be able to detect the decay products at extreme energies ≳ 10^{20} eV. In section 3 we discuss the possibility of indirect detection of SHDM particles focusing on spectra and chemical composition taking into account the latest UHECR observations performed by Auger [28, 29, 30] and Telescope Array (TA) [31].

When CMB polarization experiments determine the inflation scale, UHECR detectors will study the parameter space for SHDM lifetimes. In section 4 we will draw our conclusions discussing the future possibilities in constraining SHDM models through CMB and UHECR observations, highlighting the discovery capabilities of the next generation UHECR experiments.

2 Tensor modes and Super Heavy Dark Matter

In the scenario based on gravitational production, SHDM never attains LTE and we can connect its density today with the density when it was created. Following [12] we can write

ρ_X (t_0) ρ_R(t_0) = ρ_X (t_{RH} ) ρ_R(t_{RH} ) ( T_{RH} T_0 ) (2.1)

where ρ_R is the energy density of radiation, ρ_X is the SHDM energy density, and T_{RH} and T_0 are the temperature of the Universe at reheating time t_{RH} and today t_0, respectively. Assuming that SHDM particles are produced just after the de Sitter phase at time t_e, when the coherent oscillation phase begins, then the inflaton energy density and the SHDM energy density will be redshifted at approximately the same rate. This holds until the reheating phase finishes and the radiation dominated phase begins. Therefore, assuming that before reheating most of the energy density of the Universe is converted into radiation [12] (ρ_R ≃ ρ_c = 3H^2M^2_{P l}/8π), we can rewrite

ρ_X (t_{RH} ) ρ_R(t_{RH} ) ≃ 8π 3 ρ_X (t_e) M^2_{P l}H^2(t_e)

(2.2)

where M_{P l} = 10^{19} GeV (the Planck mass), and H(t_e) is the Hubble parameter at t_e.

The energy density of particles produced by the interaction of a (time varying) classical gravitational field with a quantum vacuum depends on the details of the underlying quantum theory (e.g., the choice of vacuum) and cosmology (e.g., the structure of the time dependence of the scale factor). These details were analyzed by several authors in the framework of different models, however, as was shown in [12, 13, 32], the SHDM density at the end of

– 3 – inflation can be generally approximated by [32, 33]

ρ_X (t_e) ∼ 10^{−3}M^4_X ( M_X H(t_e) )_{−3/2} e^{−2MX /H(te )} , (2.3) quite independent of the specific underlying theory. Eq. (2.3) is inaccurate in the low mass limit M_X ≪ M_ϕ, while it works reasonably well near the cut-off region M_X ≳ M_ϕ that is the regime that we are interested in (see later). For a more accurate determination of the SHDM density, obtained by numerically solving mode equations, taking into account also the isocurvature-curvature cross correlation, see [34, 35].

Using Eq. (2.1), (2.2) (2.3), and taking the Hubble parameter at t_e equal to the inflaton mass H(t_e) ∼ M_ϕ one gets a simple estimate of the ratio of the SHDM density to the critical density today Ω_X = ρ_X (t_0)/ρ_c(t_0):

Ω_X (t_0) ≃ 10^{−3}Ω_R 8π 3 ( T_{RH} T_0 ) ( M_ϕ M_{P l} )_2 ( M_X M_ϕ )_{5/2} e^{−2MX /Mϕ} . (2.4) being T_0 = 2.3 × 10^{−13} GeV the CMB temperature today and Ω_R = 4 × 10^{−5} the radiation density today.

The gravitational production of SHDM is intimately connected to the process that, during inflation, generated primordial large-scale density fluctuations. As realized in [33], the observations of the CMB fluctuations provide important insights into SHDM properties having the potential to falsify the model. The production of SHDM during inflation gives rise to isocurvature perturbations that become sources of gravitational potential energy contributing to the tensor power spectrum of the CMB.

The observation of a sizeable amount of tensor modes in the CMB fluctuation pattern would imply an important confirmation of the inflationary paradigm in agreement with the hypothesis that adiabatic perturbations originate within the single field, slow-roll framework of inflation.

To asses the impact of primordial B-modes on SHDM, we express the inflaton mass M_ϕ in terms of the tensor to scalar ratio r. At leading order in the slow roll approximation we can write the inflaton potential height V_⋆ in terms of r and the amplitude A_s of the scalar perturbations on super-Hubble scales. Using the combined analysis of Planck and WMAP data one has [36]: V_⋆ ≃ 3π^2 2 A_srM^4_{P l} ≃ (2 × 10^{16}GeV)^4 r r_0 = M^4_{GUT} ( r r_0 ) (2.5)

being M_{GUT} = 2 × 10^{16} GeV the scale of Grand Unification Theory (GUT) and r_0 = 0.12 is the experimental upper bound on the tensor to scalar ratio [36]. It is interesting to note here that in the case of a substantial contribution of B-modes, as in the case of the BICEP2 claim [21], one finds an inflaton potential height intriguingly near the typical GUT scale. Let us now assume an inflaton potential of the type:

V (ϕ) = M^{4−β}_ϕ β ϕ^β (2.6)

where β = 2/3, 1, 4/3, 2. From the latest Planck observations [36] follows that the quadratic potential is moderately disfavoured while higher values of β are strongly disfavoured. Values

– 4 –

Figure 1. [Left panel] Inflaton mass as function of the ratio r of tensor to scalar modes for different choices of the inflaton potential as labeled. [Right panel] Ratio of the SHDM mass and inflaton mass as function of r, obtained as solution of the equation Ω_X = Ω_{DM} using different choices of the inflaton potential as labelled.

of β = 2/3, 1, 4/3 are motivated by axion monodromy, which combines chaotic inflation and natural inflation [37, 38, 39, 40].

From Eqs. (2.5) and (2.6), using the definition of the slow-roll parameter ϵ(ϕ) ϵ(ϕ) = M^2_{P l} 16π [ V^′(ϕ) V (ϕ) ]_2 = r 16 , (2.7)

we can determine the inflaton mass as a function of the tensor to scalar ratio r:

M_ϕ = M_{GUT} [ β ( M_{GUT} M_{P l} )_β (√ πr_0 β )_β ( r r_0

)_{1+β/2}]^1_{4−β} , (2.8)

In figure 1, left panel, we plot the value of the inflaton mass M_ϕ as function of r, choosing different values of the inflaton potential power law index β = 2/3, 1, 4/3, 2 [36, 37, 38, 39, 40].

Using Eq. (2.8) we can rewrite the density of SHDM today in terms of the inflaton potential power law index β, the ratio of tensor to scalar modes r and the ratio M_X /M_ϕ:

Ω_X (t_0) ≃ 10^{−3}Ω_R 8π 3 ( T_{RH} T_0 ) ×

× β^{24−β} ( M_{GUT} M_{P l} ) 8_{4−β} (√ 4πr_0 β )^{2β}_{4−β} ( r r_0 ) 2+β_{4−β} ( M_X M_ϕ )_{5/2} e^{−2MX /Mϕ} . (2.9) Taking the reheating temperature T_{RH} ≃ 10^9 GeV and assuming that the SHDM density today coincides with the observed DM density Ω_X = Ω_{DM} = 0.261, using Eq. (2.9), we can determine the ratio M_X /M_ϕ as function of r for different choices of the inflaton potential. In the right panel of figure 1 we plot the resulting behaviours. As already discussed in [33], although only in the case of an inflaton potential with β = 2, the typical values of the SHDM mass are such that M_X /M_ϕ ≳ O(5) with a range in mass that spans from 10^{12} GeV up to 10^{17} GeV, depending on the value of r and the choice of the inflaton potential power law index β.

– 5 –

The result presented in the right panel of figure 1 also depends on the assumption about the reheating temperature. For instance, in the case β = 2 the equation Ω_X = Ω_{DM} = 0.261 has no solutions for r < 3×10^{−3}, in this case a larger value^1 of T_{RH} , at the level of T_{RH} ≃ 10^{10} GeV, is needed in order to obtain the correct SHDM density today for r ≲ 3 × 10^{−3}.

To assess the dependence on the reheating temperature of the result presented in the right panel of figure 1, we have repeated that computation using different values of T_{RH} . In the case β = 2, as discussed in [33], there is a lower bound on T_{RH} , fixing T_{RH} at its minimum the equation Ω_X = Ω_{DM} shows no solution only for a tensor to scalar ratio r < 2 × 10^{−2}, while at larger r the ratio M_X /M_ϕ differs by no more than 50% from the result of figure 1. In the case β = 2/3, 1, 4/3 there is no lower bound on the T_{RH} value. In these cases, to check the dependence of our results on T_{RH} we have repeated the computations of figure 1 (right panel) taking different values of T_{RH} down to 10^5 GeV always obtaining solutions M_X /M_ϕ that differ by no more than 50% from the values of figure 1 (where T_{RH} = 10^9 GeV). A change in the M_X parameter by a factor of two, changing the T_{RH} value, does not affect the result presented here, therefore in the following we will consider only the case T_{RH} = 10^9 GeV as a reference value.

Another important point concerns the limits on the the SHDM models that come from the experimental limits on isocurvature perturbations. Almost independently of T_{RH} , we found that the ratio M_X /M_ϕ needed to obtain the observed DM density is in the range 2÷15. With this parameters choice, as shown by [33] and more recently by [34], the isocurvature perturbations expected are well within the experimental limits.

We can conclude this section by stating that super-heavy particles produced by time varying gravitational fields in the early Universe provide a viable explanation of the DM problem even with a ratio of tensor to scalar modes at the level of 10^{−3}. This is a non trivial result that shows how the observation of a non zero fraction of tensor modes in the CMB fluctuations pattern, already at the level of 10^{−3} ÷10^{−2}, confirms that the gravitational production of SHDM particles is a viable mechanism to explain the DM problem, assuring a density of SHDM today at the observed level. In the next section we will consider the case of SHDM discussing its possible indirect detection through UHECR observations.

3 Ultra High Energy particles by Super Heavy Dark Matter decay

In order to constitute a substantial fraction of the observed DM, SHDM should be composed by metastable particles with lifetime longer or much longer than the age of the Universe. In the previous section we have discussed the gravitational production of SHDM showing how the mass of these particles is fixed by cosmology. We are left with a single free parameter in the model: the particle lifetime τ_X , that can be constrained through observations of the decay products.

Following [25, 27], on very general grounds, we can assume that the SHDM decay produces a pair of quark anti-quark that gives rise to a parton cascade, producing SM particles through the subsequent hadronization process. The basic signatures of the SHDM decay process are three: (i) SHDM particles (as any other DM particle) cluster gravitationally and accumulate in the halo of our Galaxy with an average density of ρ^{halo}_X ≃ 0.3 GeV/cm^3; (ii) in the hadronic cascades the most abundant particle produced are pions, therefore UHE

1In inflationary scenarios embedded in gravity mediated SUSY breaking the gravitino over-production bound restricts the reheating temperature to TRH ≲ ×10^9 ÷ 10^{10} GeV that in the case β = 2 corresponds to a lower bound on the tensor to scalar ratio around 10^{−3} (see [33] and references therein).

– 6 – neutrinos and photons are the most abundant particles expected on Earth; (iii) the noncentral position of the sun in the Galactic halo results in an anisotropic flux of the SHDM decay products [41, 42].

The quantitative predictions for energy spectra and chemical composition of UHECR coming from SHDM decay require an extrapolation of QCD calculations from the TeV scale up to the scale M_X . There are several computational schemes proposed in the literature based on analytic approximations [43] or Monte Carlo simulations [27, 44, 45, 46, 47]. These schemes predict accurately the secondary spectra of SM particles produced in the SHDM decay and agree well each other. Their most important outcome from the observational point of view is a flat spectrum, that at the relevant energies can be approximated as dN/dE ∝ E^{−1.9}, independently of the particle type, with a photon/nucleon ratio of about γ/N ≃ 2 ÷ 3 and a neutrino/nucleon ratio ν/N ≃ 3 ÷ 4, quite independent of the energy [27].

The UHECR emissivity produced by the decay of SHDM in the halo of our Galaxy can be written as I_{p,γ,ν}(E) = 1 M_X τ_X dN_{p,γ,ν}(E) dE ρ_X (R) (3.1)

where M_X and τ_X are the mass and lifetime of the SHDM particle, dN/dE is the energy spectrum (fragmentation function) of the SM particles produced by the decay and ρ_X (R) is the density of X-particles in the Galaxy as function of the distance R from the Galactic Center (GC).

In the present paper, assuming that SHDM contributes to a substantial fraction of the galactic DM, we will use the DM density profile as computed in several numerical simulations by Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) [48] and Moore [49]:

ρ_X (R) = ρ^0_X (R/R_s)^α(1 + R/R_s)^{3−α}

(3.2)

with α = 1, 3/2 in the case of NFW and Moore respectively and R_s = 45 kpc being the fiducial radius of the DM distribution as obtained in [50]. The DM density is normalized to the expected local (solar) density, namely: ρ_X (R_⊙) = ρ^{DM}_⊙ = 0.3 GeV/cm^3.

The expected flux on Earth is given by the integral over the line of sight of the emissivity (3.1), indicating with θ the angle between the line of sight and the axis Earth-GC we can write the flux as J_i(E, θ) = 1 4π ∫_{smax(θ)} 0 dsI_i(E, s) (3.3) with s_{max}(θ) = R_⊙ cos(θ) + √ R^2_H + R^2_⊙sin^2θ,

being i = p, γ, ν the type of particle produced in the SHDM decay, s the coordinate along the line of sight, R_⊙ = 8.5 kpc the distance between Earth and GC and R_H = 100 kpc the radius of the galactic halo. Changing integration variable in equation (3.3) from the line of sight coordinate s to the galactic radius R, one obtains a more convenient formula for numerical computations [25]:

J_i(E, θ) = 1 4πτ_X M_X dN_i(E) dE 2 ∫_{R⊙} R_⊙sin(θ) dRR ρ_X (R) √ R^2 − R^2_⊙sin^2(θ)

+ (3.4)

– 7 –

+ ∫_{RH} R_⊙ dRR ρ_X (R) √ R^2 − R^2_⊙sin^2(θ) .

Together with UHECR emitted by the decay of SHDM in our local halo (3.3) one should take into account also the contribution of the overall Universe to the emitted flux of particles. In the case of protons and photons the energy losses due to the interactions with astrophysical backgrounds (mainly CMB) reduce the expected cosmological flux to a negligible fraction with respect to the flux produced by our local halo [25]. In the case of neutrinos the contribution to the expected flux from the whole Universe is not negligible being at a level of about 10% of the local flux. Therefore one should add to the neutrino flux given by (3.3) also the flux given by:

J^{EG}_ν (E) = c 4π Ω_X ρ_c M_X τ_X ∫ 0 dz | | dt dz | | dN^ν dE [(1 + z)E]e^{−Sν (E,z)} (3.5) where dt/dz = −H_0 √ (1 + z)^3Ω_m + Ω_Λ, ρ_c = 5.5 × 10^{−6} GeV/cm^3 is the critical density of the Universe and S_ν (E_ν , z) is the neutrino opacity of the Universe calculated in [51, 52].

The contribution of SHDM decay to the UHECR fluxes starts to be relevant at the highest energies (E > 5 × 10^{19} eV). Using the model proposed in [53] for UHECR by astrophysical sources (see also [54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59] for different computation schemes and models of UHECR composition), in figure 2 we have plotted the total UHECR flux, highlighting the contribution of the different components: proton (dotted green), He (dotted magenta), CNO (dotted blue), MgAlSi (dotted cyan), Fe (dotted black) from astrophysical sources [53] and proton (green solid), photon (blue solid) and neutrino (red solid) from the decay of SHDM. The latter fluxes where normalized integrating over the whole sky (0 ⩽ θ < π), with a Moore density profile for SHDM. The four panels of figure 2 correspond to the four different assumptions on the inflaton potential discussed in the previous section β = 2/3, 1, 4/3, 2 (as labelled in the figure) and fixing a reference value of the tensor to scalar ratio r = 0.05, that corresponds to the peak in the tensor to scalar ratio likelihood curve of the combined analysis of Planck, BICEP2 and Keck Array [23]. As labelled in the figure, this choice of the inflation parameters corresponds to a SHDM mass: M_X = 4.5 × 10^{13} GeV in the case of β = 2, M_X = 4.3 × 10^{15} GeV with β = 4/3, M_X = 1.7 × 10^{16} GeV with β = 1 and M_X = 4.7 × 10^{16} GeV with β = 2/3. The minimum lifetime of SHDM was fixed by imposing the Auger experimental limits on the γ ray flux at E ≥ 10^{19} eV, observed at the level of 2% [60, 61], and on the number of events at E ≥ 6 × 10^{19} eV [28]. These minimum lifetime values are: τ_X = 2.2 × 10^{22} yr in the case of β = 2, τ_X = 1.2 × 10^{22} yr in the case of β = 4/3, β = 8.3 × 10^{21} yr in the case of β = 1 and τ_X = 6.3 × 10^{21} yr in the case of β = 2/3.

Let us now take into account the composition of UHECR. The chemical composition is inferred by the mean value of the depth of shower maximum ⟨X_{max}⟩ and its dispersion (RMS) σ(X_{max}). As was first discussed in [62] (see also [63]), the combined analysis of ⟨X_{max}⟩ and σ(X_{max}) is more sensitive to the chemical composition and provides less model dependent results. The main uncertainties in such a procedure are provided by the dependence of ⟨X_{max}⟩ and its fluctuations on the interaction models used for the shower development. Most of such models fit low energy accelerator data while providing somewhat different results when extrapolated to the energies of relevance for UHECRs (for a review see [64] and references therein).

In our calculations we follow the procedure of [65] where four models of HE interaction were included to describe the atmospheric shower development, namely EPOS 1.99 [66],

– 8 –

Figure 2. UHECR flux: proton (dotted green), He (dotted magenta), CNO (dotted blue), MgAlSi (dotted cyan), Fe (dotted black) from astrophysical sources [53] and proton (green solid), photon (blue solid) and neutrino (red solid) from the decay of SHDM with a Moore density profile. The total flux is represented by the black thick solid line. Experimental data are the latest observations of Auger [28] and TA [31]. All plots are obtained assuming r = 0.05, taking the four different choices of the inflaton potential: β = 2 upper left panel, β = 4/3 upper right panel, β = 1 lower left panel and β = 2/3 lower right panel. The corresponding values of the SHDM parameters (M_X , τ_X ) are labelled in the different panels.

Sibyll 2.1 [67], QGSJet 01 [68] and QGSJet 02 [69], in order to derive for each given nuclear primary a simple prescription for ⟨X_{max}⟩ and σ(X_{max}). To account also for the contribution of UHE photons to X_{max} and σ(X_{max}) we have used CONEX simulations of γ-induced showers, taking into account the Landau Pomeranchuk Migdal (LPM) and the Geomagnetic field effects on the showers development [70].

The observations of Auger point toward a mixed composition of UHECR with a prevalent light composition at low energies E < 5×10^{18} eV and a progressively heavier composition at the highest energies [28, 29, 30]. The highest energy bin with an observed chemical composition is placed at E ≃ 5 × 10^{19} eV, at highest energies there are no available measurements of composition [28, 29, 30]. As discussed above, the decay of SHDM gives a substantial contribution to the composition of UHECR only at energies larger than 5 × 10^{19} eV, where the fraction of photons and neutrinos rises over a few %, therefore in an energy band not scrutinized by Auger and TA because of the extremely low statistics of the collected events.

In figure 3 we plot ⟨X_{max}⟩ and σ(X_{max}) corresponding to the fluxes of the upper left panel of figure 2, obtained with a tensor to scalar ratio r = 0.05 and an inflaton potential

– 9 –

Figure 3. ⟨X_{max}⟩ (left panel) and σ(X_{max}) (right panel) as computed in this paper compared with the latest Auger observations [28, 29, 30]. Shown by the red band is the uncertainty in the computations due to the choice of the hadron interaction model (see text).

power law index β = 2, together with the Auger data of 2013 (black points) [28, 29, 30]. Apart from the last energy bin in the RMS data, we can conclude that a mixture of astrophysical sources and a component produced by the decay of SHDM is compatible with the chemical composition observed by Auger. The chemical composition expected with different choices of β remains practically unchanged, therefore in figure 3 we have plotted only the case β = 2.

Future observatories of UHECRs and neutrinos should be able to discover SHDM or constrain their lifetimes. For UHECRs, the Extreme Universe Space Observatory to be deployed in the Japanese Experiment Module of the International Space Station (JEM- EUSO) should achieve about an order of magnitude higher exposure at the 10^{20} eV energy region as compared to current ground arrays [71]. A possible future network of such space observatories could continue to improve sensitivity up to the observational limit of the Earth’s atmosphere, which is another four orders of magnitudes in exposure. For UHE neutrinos, the upcoming Askaryan Radio Array (ARA) [72, 73] will improve by about an order of magnitude the sensitivity to 10^{20} eV when compared to the strongest current limits of ANITA II [74, 75].

The most striking signature of SHDM models is represented by the peculiar composition of UHECR at the highest energies, with a flux dominated by neutrinos and photons, which is an exact outcome of the sole decaying dynamics of the SHDM particles [27]. In figure 4 (left panel) we plot the fraction of protons (only those produced by SHDM), photons and neutrinos over the total flux (taking again the case β = 2, r = 0.05 in both panels of the figure).

In figure 4 (right panel) we plot the flux of UHE cosmic rays, gamma-rays, and neutrinos from SHDM decay and the sensitivity of ARA to neutrinos (thick blue solid line) and JEM-EUSO (thick red solid line) to cosmic and gamma-rays. Right panel of figure 4 shows how neutrino observatories are not competitive with UHECR observatories in the search for SHDM. In the near future, only the JEM-EUSO experiment should be able to detect these secondaries and test the SHDM hypothesis if the predicted ratio of protons, neutrinos, and photons is observed (figure 4 left panel). If none of the secondaries are found, a lower limit on the lifetime of SHDM particles can be derived.

In order to better quantify the JEM-EUSO capabilities in exploring SHDM models, in figure 5 we plot the regions on the plane (r, τ_X ) accessible to this experiment. While the SHDM mass M_X is univocally fixed by r (and the inflaton potential), to determine the

– 10 –

Figure 4. [Left panel] Fraction over the total UHECR flux of protons, photons and neutrinos by SHDM decay, in the case of r = 0.05 and β = 2. [Right panel] Sensitivity to SHDM decay products: for UHECRs the future JEM-EUSO space mission (thick red solid line) and for UHE neutrinos the upcoming ARA observatory (thick blue solid line). Experimental data are those of Auger (red points) [28] and TA (black points) [31]. Theoretical fluxes are the same of upper left panel in figure 2 (r = 0.05, β = 2).

detectable values of τ_X we assumed a JEM-EUSO exposure that enables the observation of UHECR fluxes from SHDM a factor of 30 lower than the value determined by the Auger limits on γ rays at E ≥ 10^{19} eV and on the total number of events observed by Auger at E ≥ 6 × 10^{19} eV. The latter being the minimum allowed value of τ_X used in figures 2, 3 and 4. In figure 5 we have considered the tensor to scalar ratio in the range (10^{−3}, 10^{−1}), as follows from the latest combined analysis of BICEP2, Planck and Keck Array [23]. Only in the case β = 2 we restricted our computations to the interval 3 × 10^{−3} < r < 10^{−1} because of our assumptions on the reheating temperature as discussed in the previous section (see right panel of figure 1). The four panels of figure 5 refer to the four different choices of the inflaton potential power law index β = 2/3, 1, 4/3, 2 (as labelled in the figure). In each panel the lower abscissa represents the tensor to scale ratio r while the upper one shows the corresponding value of the SHDM mass M_X that assures Ω_X = Ω_{DM} today.

4 Conclusions

The BICEP program represents great progress in the search for primordial B-mode polarization. This encouraging trend revived the notion that the signal may be higher than previously expected. However, Plack showed that subtracting foreground contamination by dust is also more challenging than past estimates. The joint Planck, BICEP2, and Keck Array analysis [23] set an upper limit on r while mildly pointing towards a non-zero possibility. Given the large interest in the community and the ability of next generation experiments to surpass current challenges, we are optimistic that the fundamental measurement of r will be reached in the near future, if it is not too defiantly small.

Relatively large values of r, which may be detected in the near future, motivate the idea that dark matter is mainly composed of superheavy relics from the inflationary epoch. Given a measurement of r, the existence of SHDM can best be tested by exploring the decay lifetime parameter range with future UHECR observatories. The higher the statistics of UHECR experiments at energies around 10^{20} eV, the more likely the detection of SM

– 11 –

Figure 5. Shadowed red areas represent the regions in the plane (r, τ_X ) (or (M_X , τ_X ) as labelled in the upper abscissa of each panel) accessible to the JEM-EUSO experiment, each panel corresponds to a different choice of the power law index of the inflaton potential (as labelled): upper left panel β = 2, upper right panel β = 4/3, lower left panel β = 1 and lower right panel β = 2/3.

particles produced by SHDM decay. Given the currently planned UHECR and UHE neutrino detectors, JEM-EUSO is best placed to effectively study the allowed SHDM lifetimes with possible lifetime detections or constraints reaching values as high as τ_X ≃ 10^{24} yr.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank D. Chung, P. Lipari, M. Raidal, F. Salamida and F. Vissani for fruitful discussions about BICEP2 observations, SHDM hypothesis and UHECR observations. The authors would like to thank also the anonymous referee who helped improve the paper. RA and SM thank the Gran Sasso Science Institute where the initial idea of this work was developed. AVO acknowledges the support of NASA award NNX13AH54G, NSF grant PHY- 1412261 and the KICP through grant NSF PHY-1125897 and the Kavli Foundation at the University of Chicago.

References

[1] L. Bergstrom, Non-baryonic dark matter: Observational evidence and detection methods, Rept.

Prog. Phys. 63 (2000) 793, [hep-ph/0002126].

– 12 –

[2] G. Bertone, D. Hooper, and J. Silk, Particle dark matter: Evidence, candidates and constraints, Phys. Rep. 405 (2005) 279, [hep-ph/0404175].

[3] F. Zwicky, Die Rotverschiebung von extragalaktischen Nebeln, Helv.Phys.Acta 6 (1933) 110–127. [4] D. Clowe et. al., A direct empirical proof of the existence of dark matter, Astrophys. J. 648 (2006) L109–L113, [astro-ph/0608407].

[5] Planck Collaboration, P. Ade et. al., Planck 2015 results. XIII. Cosmological parameters,

arXiv:1502.0158.

[6] E. Schrodinger, The proper vibrations of the expanding universe, Physica 6 (1939) 399. [7] N. Chernikov and E. Tagirov, Quantum theory of scalar fields in de Sitter space-time, Annales Poincare Phys.Theor. A9 (1968) 109.

[8] L. Parker, Particle creation in expanding universes, Phys.Rev.Lett. 21 (1968) 562–564. [9] A. Grib and S. Mamayev Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 10 (1970) 722.

[10] Y. Zeldovich and A. A. Starobinsky, Particle production and vacuum polarization in an anisotropic gravitational field, Sov.Phys.JETP 34 (1972) 1159–1166.

[11] L. Grishchuk, Amplification of gravitational waves in an istropic universe, Sov.Phys.JETP 40 (1975) 409–415.

[12] D. J. Chung, E. W. Kolb, and A. Riotto, Superheavy dark matter, Phys.Rev. D59 (1999) 023501, [hep-ph/9802238].

[13] V. Kuzmin and I. Tkachev, Ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays, superheavy long living particles, and matter creation after inflation, JETP Lett. 68 (1998) 271–275, [hep-ph/9802304].

[14] E. W. Kolb, D. J. Chung, and A. Riotto, WIMPzillas!, hep-ph/9810361. [15] D. J. Chung, E. W. Kolb, A. Riotto, and I. I. Tkachev, Probing Planckian physics: Resonant production of particles during inflation and features in the primordial power spectrum, Phys.Rev. D62 (2000) 043508, [hep-ph/9910437].

[16] D. J. Chung, P. Crotty, E. W. Kolb, and A. Riotto, On the gravitational production of superheavy dark matter, Phys.Rev. D64 (2001) 043503, [hep-ph/0104100].

[17] E. W. Kolb, A. Starobinsky, and I. Tkachev, Trans-Planckian wimpzillas, JCAP 0707 (2007) 005, [hep-th/0702143].

[18] M. A. Fedderke, E. W. Kolb, and M. Wyman, Irruption of massive particle species during inflation, arXiv:1409.1584.

[19] D. H. Lyth and A. Riotto, Particle physics models of inflation and the cosmological density perturbation, Phys.Rept. 314 (1999) 1–146, [hep-ph/9807278].

[20] N. Bartolo, E. Komatsu, S. Matarrese, and A. Riotto, Non-Gaussianity from inflation: Theory and observations, Phys.Rept. 402 (2004) 103–266, [astro-ph/0406398].

[21] BICEP2 Collaboration, P. Ade et. al., BICEP2 I: Detection Of B-mode Polarization at Degree Angular Scales, arXiv:1403.3985.

[22] Planck Collaboration, R. Adam et. al., Planck intermediate results. XXX. The angular power spectrum of polarized dust emission at intermediate and high Galactic latitudes,

arXiv:1409.5738.

[23] BICEP2, Planck Collaboration, P. Ade et. al., A Joint Analysis of BICEP2/Keck Array and Planck Data, Phys.Rev.Lett. (2015) [arXiv:1502.0061].

[24] J. R. Ellis, J. L. Lopez, and D. V. Nanopoulos, Confinement of fractional charges yields integer charged relics in string models, Phys.Lett. B247 (1990) 257.

[25] R. Aloisio, V. Berezinsky, and M. Kachelriess, On the status of superheavy dark matter,

– 13 –

Phys.Rev. D74 (2006) 023516, [astro-ph/0604311].

[26] P. Blasi, R. Dick, and E. W. Kolb, Ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays from annihilation of superheavy dark matter, Astropart.Phys. 18 (2002) 57–66, [astro-ph/0105232].

[27] R. Aloisio, V. Berezinsky, and M. Kachelriess, Fragmentation functions in SUSY QCD and UHECR spectra produced in top - down models, Phys.Rev. D69 (2004) 094023, [hep-ph/0307279].

[28] Pierre Auger Collaboration, A. Aab et. al., The Pierre Auger Observatory: Contributions to the 33rd International Cosmic Ray Conference (ICRC 2013), arXiv:1307.5059.

[29] Pierre Auger Collaboration, A. Aab et. al., Depth of maximum of air-shower profiles at the Pierre Auger Observatory. II. Composition implications, Phys.Rev. D90 (2014), no. 12 122006, [arXiv:1409.5083].

[30] Pierre Auger Collaboration, A. Aab et. al., Depth of maximum of air-shower profiles at the Pierre Auger Observatory. I. Measurements at energies above 10^{17.8}eV, Phys.Rev. D90 (2014), no. 12 122005, [arXiv:1409.4809].

[31] T. Abu-Zayyad, R. Aida, M. Allen, R. Anderson, R. Azuma, et. al., Energy Spectrum of Ultra-High Energy Cosmic Rays Observed with the Telescope Array Using a Hybrid Technique,

arXiv:1305.7273.

[32] V. A. Kuzmin and I. I. Tkachev, Ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays and inflation relics, Phys.Rept.

320 (1999) 199–221, [hep-ph/9903542].

[33] D. J. Chung, E. W. Kolb, A. Riotto, and L. Senatore, Isocurvature constraints on gravitationally produced superheavy dark matter, Phys.Rev. D72 (2005) 023511, [astro-ph/0411468].

[34] D. J. Chung and H. Yoo, Isocurvature Perturbations and Non-Gaussianity of Gravitationally Produced Nonthermal Dark Matter, Phys.Rev. D87 (2013), no. 2 023516, [arXiv:1110.5931].

[35] D. J. H. Chung, H. Yoo, and P. Zhou, Quadratic Isocurvature Cross-Correlation, Ward Identity, and Dark Matter, Phys.Rev. D87 (2013) 123502, [arXiv:1303.6024].

[36] Planck Collaboration, P. Ade et. al., Planck 2015. XX. Constraints on inflation,

arXiv:1502.0211.

[37] A. D. Linde, Chaotic Inflation, Phys.Lett. B129 (1983) 177–181.

[38] K. Freese, J. A. Frieman, and A. V. Olinto, Natural inflation with pseudo - Nambu-Goldstone bosons, Phys.Rev.Lett. 65 (1990) 3233–3236.

[39] E. Silverstein and A. Westphal, Monodromy in the CMB: Gravity Waves and String Inflation, Phys.Rev. D78 (2008) 106003, [arXiv:0803.3085].

[40] L. McAllister, E. Silverstein, A. Westphal, and T. Wrase, The Powers of Monodromy, JHEP 1409 (2014) 123, [arXiv:1405.3652].

[41] S. Dubovsky and P. Tinyakov, Galactic anisotropy as signature of CDM related ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays, JETP Lett. 68 (1998) 107–111, [hep-ph/9802382].

[42] R. Aloisio and F. Tortorici, Super Heavy Dark Matter and UHECR Anisotropy at Low Energy, Astropart.Phys. 29 (2008) 307–316, [arXiv:0706.3196].

[43] V. Berezinsky and M. Kachelriess, Limiting SUSY QCD spectrum and its application for decays of superheavy particles, Phys.Lett. B434 (1998) 61–66, [hep-ph/9803500].

[44] M. Birkel and S. Sarkar, Extremely high-energy cosmic rays from relic particle decays, Astropart.Phys. 9 (1998) 297–309, [hep-ph/9804285].

[45] V. Berezinsky and M. Kachelriess, Monte Carlo simulation for jet fragmentation in SUSY QCD, Phys.Rev. D63 (2001) 034007, [hep-ph/0009053].

– 14 –

[46] S. Sarkar and R. Toldra, The High-energy cosmic ray spectrum from relic particle decay, Nucl.Phys. B621 (2002) 495–520, [hep-ph/0108098].

[47] C. Barbot and M. Drees, Detailed analysis of the decay spectrum of a super heavy X particle, Astropart.Phys. 20 (2003) 5–44, [hep-ph/0211406].

[48] J. F. Navarro, C. S. Frenk, and S. D. White, A Universal density profile from hierarchical clustering, Astrophys.J. 490 (1997) 493–508, [astro-ph/9611107].

[49] B. Moore, S. Ghigna, F. Governato, G. Lake, T. R. Quinn, et. al., Dark matter substructure within galactic halos, Astrophys.J. 524 (1999) L19–L22, [astro-ph/9907411].

[50] V. Berezinsky and A. Mikhailov, Anisotropy of ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays in the halo models, Phys.Lett. B449 (1999) 237–239, [astro-ph/9810277].

[51] P. Gondolo, G. Gelmini, and S. Sarkar, Cosmic neutrinos from unstable relic particles, Nucl.Phys. B392 (1993) 111–136, [hep-ph/9209236].

[52] T. J. Weiler, Resonant Absorption of Cosmic Ray Neutrinos by the Relic Neutrino Background, Phys.Rev.Lett. 49 (1982) 234.

[53] R. Aloisio, V. Berezinsky, and P. Blasi, Ultra high energy cosmic rays: implications of Auger data for source spectra and chemical composition, JCAP 1410 (2014), no. 10 020, [arXiv:1312.7459].

[54] R. Aloisio, D. Boncioli, A. di Matteo, A. F. Grillo, S. Petrera, and F. Salamida, Cosmogenic neutrinos and ultra-high energy cosmic ray models, arXiv:1505.0402.

[55] R. Aloisio, D. Boncioli, A. F. Grillo, S. Petrera, and F. Salamida, SimProp: a Simulation Code for Ultra High Energy Cosmic Ray Propagation, JCAP 1210 (2012) 007, [arXiv:1204.2970].

[56] D. Allard, E. Parizot, E. Khan, S. Goriely, and A. Olinto, UHE nuclei propagation and the interpretation of the ankle in the cosmic-ray spectrum, Astron.Astrophys. 443 (2005) L29–L32, [astro-ph/0505566].

[57] D. Allard, N. Busca, G. Decerprit, A. Olinto, and E. Parizot, Implications of the cosmic ray spectrum for the mass composition at the highest energies, JCAP 0810 (2008) 033, [arXiv:0805.4779].

[58] M. Unger, G. R. Farrar, and L. A. Anchordoqui, Origin of the ankle in the ultra-high energy cosmic ray spectrum and of the extragalactic protons below it, arXiv:1505.0215.

[59] N. Globus, D. Allard, and E. Parizot, A complete model of the CR spectrum and composition across the Galactic to Extragalactic transition, arXiv:1505.0137.

[60] Pierre Auger Collaboration, P. Abreu et. al., The Pierre Auger Observatory III: Other Astrophysical Observations, arXiv:1107.4805.

[61] Pierre Auger Collaboration, J. Abraham et. al., Upper limit on the cosmic-ray photon flux above 10^{19} eV using the surface detector of the Pierre Auger Observatory, Astropart.Phys. 29 (2008) 243–256, [arXiv:0712.1147].

[62] R. Aloisio, V. Berezinsky, P. Blasi, and S. Ostapchenko, Signatures of the transition from Galactic to extragalactic cosmic rays, Phys.Rev. D77 (2008) 025007, [arXiv:0706.2834].

[63] K.-H. Kampert and M. Unger, Measurements of the Cosmic Ray Composition with Air Shower Experiments, Astropart.Phys. 35 (2012) 660–678, [arXiv:1201.0018].

[64] R. Engel, D. Heck, and T. Pierog, Extensive air showers and hadronic interactions at high energy, Ann.Rev.Nucl.Part.Sci. 61 (2011) 467–489.

[65] Pierre Auger Collaboration, P. Abreu et. al., Interpretation of the Depths of Maximum of Extensive Air Showers Measured by the Pierre Auger Observatory, JCAP 1302 (2013) 026, [arXiv:1301.6637].

– 15 –

[66] T. Pierog and K. Werner, Muon Production in Extended Air Shower Simulations, Phys.Rev.Lett. 101 (2008) 171101, [astro-ph/0611311].

[67] E.-J. Ahn, R. Engel, T. K. Gaisser, P. Lipari, and T. Stanev, Cosmic ray interaction event generator SIBYLL 2.1, Phys.Rev. D80 (2009) 094003, [arXiv:0906.4113].

[68] N. Kalmykov, S. Ostapchenko, and A. Pavlov, Quark-gluon string model and EAS simulation problems at ultra-high energies, Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl. 52B (1997) 17–28.

[69] S. Ostapchenko, Non-linear screening effects in high energy hadronic interactions, Phys.Rev.

D74 (2006) 014026, [hep-ph/0505259].

[70] R. Engel, D. Heck, T. Pierog, and S. Ostapchenko, Modelling of giant air showers with CORSIKA and CONEX: From microscopic particle production processes to macroscopic particle cascades, Nachr.Forsch.zentr.Karlsruhe 39N1 (2007) 49–54.

[71] JEM-EUSO Collaboration, T. Ebisuzaki, G. Medina-Tanco, and A. Santangelo, The JEM-EUSO mission, Adv.Space Res. 53 (2014) 1499–1505.

[72] ARA Collaboration, P. Allison et. al., First Constraints on the Ultra-High Energy Neutrino Flux from a Prototype Station of the Askaryan Radio Array, arXiv:1404.5285.

[73] P. Allison, J. Auffenberg, R. Bard, J. Beatty, D. Besson, et. al., Design and Initial Performance of the Askaryan Radio Array Prototype EeV Neutrino Detector at the South Pole, Astropart.Phys. 35 (2012) 457–477, [arXiv:1105.2854].

[74] ANITA Collaboration, P. Gorham et. al., Erratum: Observational Constraints on the Ultra-high Energy Cosmic Neutrino Flux from the Second Flight of the ANITA Experiment, Phys.Rev. D85 (2012) 049901, [arXiv:1011.5004].

[75] ANITA Collaboration, P. Gorham et. al., New Limits on the Ultra-high Energy Cosmic Neutrino Flux from the ANITA Experiment, Phys.Rev.Lett. 103 (2009) 051103, [arXiv:0812.2715].

– 16 –