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Dark Matter at Colliders: a Model-Independent Approach
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Assuming that cosmological dark matter consists of weakly interacting massive particles, we use the
recent precise measurement of cosmological parameters to predict the guaranteed rates of production
of such particles in association with soft photons or jets at accelerators. Our approach is based on
general physical principles such as detailed balancing and soft factorization. It leads to predictions
that are valid across a broad range of models containing WIMPs, including supersymmetry, universal
extra dimensions, and many others. We also discuss the discovery prospects for the predicted
experimental signatures.

Introduction — A variety of astrophysical and cosmo-
logical observations indicate that a substantial fraction
(perhaps as much as 30%) of the energy density in the
Universe is due to non-relativistic, non-baryonic, non-
luminous matter. The microscopic nature of this “dark”
matter is at present unknown. Perhaps the most attrac-
tive explanation is provided by the “WIMP hypothesis”:
dark matter is assumed to consist of hypothetical sta-
ble particles with masses around the scale of electroweak
symmetry breaking, in the 10 GeV – 1 TeV range, whose
interactions with other elementary particles are of the
strength and range similar to the familiar weak interac-
tions of the Standard Model. Such weakly interacting
massive particles (WIMPs) naturally have a relic abun-
dance of the correct order of magnitude to account for the
observed dark matter, making them appealing from the-
oretical point of view. Moreover, many extensions of the
Standard Model contain particles which can be identified
as WIMP dark matter candidates. Examples include su-
persymmetric models [1], models with “universal” extra
dimensions [2], little Higgs theories [3], etc.

Particle accelerators of the next generation, such as the
Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN and the proposed
linear electron-positron collider, will have enough energy
to produce WIMPs. Once produced, WIMPs escape the
detector without interactions, leading to an apparent en-
ergy imbalance, or “missing energy” signature. In this
letter, we will use the known cosmological abundance of
WIMPs to predict the rate of such events at future col-
liders. In sharp contrast to all existing studies, we will do
so without making any assumptions about the details of
the particle physics model responsible for the WIMP: our
results are equally valid in all theories listed in the previ-
ous paragraph, as well as in any other model containing
WIMPs. In our approach, all model uncertainties are
reduced to a single continuous parameter with a trans-
parent physical meaning, plus a small number of discrete
choices such as the spin of the WIMP.

WIMP Annihilation Cross Sections from Cosmology —

We assume that the observed dark matter is entirely due
to a single WIMP particle, χ. This particle carries a
new conserved quantum number which prevents it from

decaying into lighter Standard Model particles, making
it stable. At the same time, two WIMPs can annihilate
into a pair of Standard Model particles [4]:

χ + χ → Xi + X̄i, (1)

where Xi = l, q, g, . . . can be any Standard Model par-
ticle. We assume that (1) is the only process important
for the determination of the χ relic abundance; the pos-
sibility that coannihilations between χ’s and other exotic
particles affect this determination will be considered in a
subsequent publication [5]. The present dark matter den-
sity depends on the cross sections of reactions (1) in the
limit when the colliding χ particles are non-relativistic.
If v is the relative velocity of two χ’s, each cross section
can be expanded as [6]

σiv =

∞
∑

J=0

σ
(J)
i v2J , (2)

where σ(0) is the partial cross section corresponding to
s-wave annihilation, σ(1) to p-wave, etc. It is clear that
at low v, the lowest non-vanishing partial cross section
will dominate. We define

σan =
∑

i

σ
(J0)
i , (3)

where J0 is the angular momentum of the dominant par-
tial wave contributing to χ annihilation in a given model,
and the sum only runs over the final states that give
a non-vanishing contribution at this order in J . For
most of this letter, we will restrict our analysis to two
cases: J0 = 0 and J0 = 1. We will refer to WIMPs
in each case as “s-annihilators” and “p-annihilators”, re-
spectively. (The extension of our analysis to higher J0

is trivial but rather unmotivated since all known models
predict either s-wave or p-wave annihilation.)

The present cosmological abundance of WIMPs is
mainly determined by the values of J0 and σan, with
only a weak dependence on other parameters such as the
WIMP mass Mχ, its spin Sχ, etc. It is therefore these
parameters that are strongly constrained by cosmologi-
cal observations. In Figure 1, we show the cosmological
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FIG. 1: Values of the quantity σan defined in (3) allowed at
2σ level as a function of the WIMP mass. The lower (up-
per) band is for models where s-wave (p-wave) annihilation
dominates.

constraint on σan, as a function of Mχ, for s- and p-
annihilators and three values of the WIMP spin, Sχ =
0, 1/2, 1. We have used the WMAP value of the present
dark matter abundance, Ωdmh2 = 0.112± 0.009 [7]. The
constraint on σan is surprisingly robust, as the logarith-
mic dependence on Mχ is offset by the change in the effec-
tive number of degrees of freedom at different freeze-out
temperatures.

Detailed Balancing and WIMP Production at Collid-

ers — The cross sections of the reaction (1) and its in-
verse are related by the detailed balancing equation [8]:

σ(χ + χ → Xi + X̄i)

σ(Xi + X̄i → χ + χ)
= 2

v2
X(2SX + 1)2

v2
χ(2Sχ + 1)2

, (4)

where the cross sections are averaged over spins but not
other quantum numbers such as color. For each Standard
Model particle Xi, we define the “annihilation fraction”
κi as

κi =
σ

(J0)
i

σan
. (5)

Note that
∑

κi = 1. Using Eqs. (4) and (5), we ob-
tain the following expression for the production of non-
relativistic χ pairs in XiX̄i collisions

σ(XiX̄i → 2χ) =

22(J0−1) κiσan
(2Sχ + 1)2

(2SX + 1)2

(

1 −
4M2

χ

s

)1/2+J0

, (6)

where we have assumed that the inital state particles are
relativistic (MX ≪ Mχ). This formula is only valid at
center of mass energies slightly above the 2χ threshold,

v = 2vχ =
√

1 − 4M2
χ/s ≪ 1, and receives corrections

of order v2. Taking Xi = q or g (or even W , Z) for a
hadron collider or Xi = e for an electron-positron ma-
chine, Eq. (6) provides a prediction of the WIMP pro-
duction rate. The model-dependence of this prediction is
contained in a small number of parameters with a clear
physical meaning: the mass Mχ and the spin Sχ of the
WIMP, the value of J0, and the annihilation fraction κi

for the given initial state. Crucially, the overall scale for
this prediction, the quantity σan, is provided by cosmol-
ogy, as shown in Fig. 1.

Tagging and Soft Factorization — Unfortunately, the
2χ production process whose cross section we predicted
is not measurable at colliders. Much like Standard Model
neutrinos, WIMPs cannot be directly observed due to the
weakness of their interactions with matter. At least one
detectable particle is required for the event to pass the
triggers and be recorded on tape. In order to retain the
model-independence of our analysis, we will study the
processes in which two WIMPs are produced in associa-
tion with a photon or a gluon radiated from the known
initial state.

We begin with the case of e+e− → 2χ + γ. For gen-
eral kinematics, there is no simple relation between the
rate of this process and that of e+e− → 2χ predicted
by Eq. (6). However, if the photon is sufficiently soft,
the cross section factorizes according to the well known
formula [9]

dσ(e+e− → 2χ + γ)

dEγd cos θ
=

2α

π

1

Eγ

1

sin2 θ
σ(e+e− → 2χ) (7)

and can be predicted using Eq. (6). Here Eγ is the energy
of the emitted soft photon, and θ is the emission angle.
Explicitly, we find

dσ

dEγd cos θ
(e+e− → 2χ + γ) =

ακeσan

8π

1

Eγ

1

sin2 θ
22J0(2Sχ + 1)2

(

1 −
4M2

χ

s

)1/2+J0

. (8)

This formula is one of the main results of this letter.
What is the domain of validity of our predictions? As

we already discussed, the predictions receive corrections
of order v2. In addition, the accuracy of soft factorization
is typically determined by the ratio Eγ/

√
s. In our case,

however, there are larger corrections to Eq. (7) due to
the fact that σ(e+e− → 2χ) changes rapidly close to the
threshold. For example, if

√
s = 2Mχ + δ, the emitted

photon cannot have energy above δ — a fact not reflected
in Eq. (7). Thus, we expect our predictions to be valid
in the following kinematic domain:

Eγ ≪
√

s − 2Mχ ≪ Mχ. (9)

In Figure 2, we show a comparison of the cross sections
predicted by Eq. (8) to the actual cross sections com-
puted within two specific models using the CompHEP
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FIG. 2: Comparison between the actual rate of the process
e
+

e
−

→ 2χ+ γ in two explicit models defined in the text and
the rate predicted by Eq. (8).

package [10]. The first model (labelled ’SUSY’ on the
plot) is the canonical mSUGRA supersymmetric model,
with parameters corresponding to the benchmark point
B′ defined in Ref. [11]. In this model, the neutralino
WIMPs are p-annihilators, and we use Eq. (8) with J0 =
1. The second model (labelled ’UED’) is a model with
one universal extra dimension of radius R−1 = 500 GeV
and cutoff scale Λ = 20R−1 [12]. This model allows for
s-wave annihilation of WIMPs. In both cases, we change
vχ by varying

√
s, and integrate the cross section with the

following cuts: | cos θ| ≤ 0.95, Emin
γ = 0.1 GeV, Emax

γ = 1
GeV. The plots illustrate that the prediction (8) works
rather well in the region indicated in (9), and becomes
less accurate for low v, where soft factorization breaks
down, and for high v, where subleading terms in the par-
tial wave expansion become important.

Formulas analogous to (8) can be obtained for pro-
cesses responsible for WIMP production at a hadron col-
lider. In this case, one can use either a soft jet or a soft
photon to detect the missing ET . If κq is the annihilation
fraction (summed over colors) for a quark of a single fla-
vor, we obtain the following color-averaged cross section:

dσ

dEgd cos θ
(qq̄ → 2χ + g) =

αsκqσan

54π

1

Eg

1

sin2 θ
22J0(2Sχ + 1)2

(

1 −
4M2

χ

ŝ

)1/2+J0

. (10)

This formula is valid in the parton center-of-mass frame,
and

√
ŝ is the total energy of the collision in this frame.

The formula for soft photon emission in qq̄ collisions is
identical to (8), except κe → κq, s → ŝ, and an additional
factor of 1/9 is necessary to account for color averaging.
For soft gluon emission in events with two gluons in the

initial state, we obtain

dσ

dEgd cos θ
(gg → 2χ + g) =

3αsκgσan

256π

1

Eg

1

sin2 θ
22J0(2Sχ + 1)2

(

1 −
4M2

χ

ŝ

)1/2+J0

. (11)

We note that in a typical model the gluon coupling to
WIMPs first appears at one-loop level due to quark loops,
so that κg ≪ κq.

Experimental Searches for WIMPs — Eq. (8) provides
an unambiguous prediction for the rate of events with
a single photon and missing energy (or, more precisely,
the excess of this rate over the Standard Model back-
ground) at electron-positron colliders. The overall scale
of the predicted cross section, σan, is comparable with
other electroweak cross sections. Most of the model de-
pendence is contained in the unknown annihilation frac-
tion κe. In most realistic models, this fraction is sizeable:
for example, in the bulk of mSUGRA parameter space,
κe ≈ 0.25; in a typical Kaluza-Klein dark matter model,
κe ≈ 0.2. Thus, it is reasonable to expect a potentially
measurable excess of γ+missing E event rates once the
2χ production threshold is crossed.

Unfortunately, the kinematic range in which the pre-
diction (8) is valid is rather challenging from the experi-
mental point of view, due to the required softness of the
photon. This limits the ability of the experiments to fully
utilize the power of the model-independent approach de-
veloped here. Still, even with a realistic lower cut on
Eγ , Eq. (8) can be used to provide a model-independent
estimate of the expected rates.

As an example, consider an e+e− experiment with√
s = 200 GeV, Emin

γ = 10 GeV, and integrated lumi-
nosity of 2 fb−1. (These parameters are similar to those
of the combined LEP 2 experiments.) Requiring that
both expansion parameters controlling the accuracy of
our approximations, Eγ/(

√
s−2Mχ) and v2, be less than

1/2, implies that an analysis based on Eq. (8) is valid at
roughly the 50% level for WIMP masses between 70 and
90 GeV. Choosing Mχ = 75 GeV as a sample point,
and using the central values for σan from Fig. 1, we pre-
dict the integrated cross section (with | cos θ| ≤ 0.96 and
Emax

γ = 12.5 GeV) of 1.4κe fb for s-annihilators of spin 1
(such as the Kaluza-Klein photons of [2]), and 8.8κe fb for
p-annihilators of spin 1/2 (such as the neutralinos of the
MSSM [1]). The main irreducible Standard Model back-
ground process, e+e− → νν̄γ, has a cross section of 155 fb
with the same cuts. We find that such an experiment
would not be sensitive enough to discover s-annihilators,
and only marginally sensitive (at 1-σ level, neglecting sys-
tematic uncertainties) in the case of p-annihilators. The
principal limitation of the analysis is insufficient statis-
tics, which is due to the small overlap between the region
of applicability of our theoretical approximations and the
experimentally accessible photon energies.
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FIG. 3: Center of mass energy and luminosity of an electron-
positron collider required for the discovery of WIMPs. The
assumptions of this analysis are explained in the text.

The proposed higher-energy linear electron-positron
collider, on the other hand, should be able to perform the
model-independent search for WIMPs over a broad range
of masses. For such a search, the collision energy

√
s

should be above, but not very far from, the 2χ produc-
tion threshold; we estimate that Eq. (8) is accurate at the
30% level for Mχ >∼ 0.42

√
s. Moreover, the search should

only be using photons with energies Eγ <∼
√

s/2 − Mχ,
since the soft factorization approximation breaks down
for harder photons. Both the range of masses that can
be explored (in a model-independent manner) at each√

s, and the statistical significance of such a search, are
maximized by minimizing the lower Eγ cut. Therefore,
the success of the search will be ultimately limited by the
ability to control instrumental backgrounds at small Eγ .

To get a rough idea of the integrated luminosity re-
quired for the model-independent WIMP search at a lin-
ear collider, we have chosen the following parameters:√

s/2 = 1.15Mχ, Emin
γ = 10 GeV, Emax

γ = 0.075Mχ,
κe = 1. Figure 3 shows the required luminosity as a
function of the center of mass energy of the collider in the
case of spin-1/2 p-annihilators and in the case of spin-1 s-
annihilators. The significance is calculated according to
S = Nsig/

√

Nbg, where Nbg is the number of events due
to the Standard Model process e+e− → νν̄γ. Systematic
uncertainties have been neglected. We have assumed un-
polarized electron and positron beams; beam polarization
can be used to suppress the background by reducing the
contribution of the t channel W -exchange diagram, thus
relaxing the luminosity requirement. On the other hand,
it should be kept in mind that the required luminosity is
inversely proportional to the square of the annihilation
fraction κe.

A model-independent search for WIMPs can also be

performed at a hadron collider, using either γ+missing
ET or jet+missing ET signatures. (In principle,
Z+missing ET signature can also be used; however, the
soft-Z approximation is only applicable for extremely
high Mχ, outside of the interesting range.) Tagging on a
very soft jet or photon is again required, and the search
is likely to be challenging due to severe backgrounds. A
more detailed analysis of its feasibility will be presented
in [5].

Discussion — All existing studies discuss the prospects
for discovery of WIMPs at colliders within a specific
model, fixing the model parameters to reflect the ob-
served dark matter abundance. Their interpretation is
hindered by the large number of theoretical assumptions
made about the details of particle physics at the TeV
scale. For example, supersymmetric models often lead
to high rates of events with missing ET at the LHC due
to production of strongly-coupled gluinos and squarks,
whose decay chains necessarily involve neutralinos. It is
possible, and indeed likely, that such high rates will be
observed. However, this is by no means guaranteed by
the WIMP hypothesis itself. In contrast, the rates pre-
dicted here are guaranteed (up to the unknown annihi-
lation fraction) once the WIMP hypothesis is accepted.
Therefore, the signatures we have discussed provide a
unique opportunity to directly test the WIMP hypoth-
esis at high-energy colliders. Even though searching for
them may be challenging experimentally, we believe that
this direction is well worth pursuing.

It should be emphasized that while our model-
independent approach is only valid in the kinematic re-
gion specified in Eq. (9), experimental searches for the
reactions discussed here can also be carried out without
such kinematic restrictions. The WIMP hypothesis in
effect guarantees that the rates are non-zero, as long as
the relevant annihilation fraction does not vanish. While
the interpretation of a negative result of such a search
would be model-dependent, a positive result would pro-
vide a striking evidence for the validity of the WIMP
hypothesis.

Conclusions — We have developed a robust, model-
independent approach to computing the rates of WIMP
production in particle collisions. Using the cosmological
measurement of the present dark matter abundance, we
have obtained detailed predictions for the rates of pro-
cesses relevant for WIMP searches at particle colliders.
Our study highlights the direct connection between cos-
mology and the physics that may be explored by the next
generation of collider-based experiments.
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