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Effective Models Landscape




Effective Models Landscape
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Indirect detection from GC

GLAST (2006)

HESS (Namibie, 2004)
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The adiabatic compression
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The relic density constraints
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TOOLS

(A. Djouadi, Y.M, M. Mulheitner, 03)
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EXp. Part |
EGRET

(Y.M, C. Munoz, 05)
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Exp. Part I
A.C.T.: CANGAROQO II, HESS

(Y.M, C. Munoz, 05)
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Exp. Part ||
Satellite GLAST

(Y.M, C. Munoz, E. Nezri 05)
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Accelerator vs Astroparticle
(Y.M, C. Munoz, 05)
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Results | : Accelerators physics
(A. Birkedal, P. Binetruy, Y.M., B. Nelson 03)
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Results 1l : Fluxes
(P. Binetruy, Y.M, E. Nezri, 04)
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Results 111 : Exclusion?

Indirect detection from Galactic Center
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Conclusion

Compressed profiles can fit experimental data excesses

Futur experiment (GLAST) will be able to reach all
the parameter space of SUGRA

Direct application to string motivated models

Restriction of the parameter space
using collider/astro complementarity
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