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Leptophobic dark matter and the baryon number violation scale
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We discuss the possible connection between the scale for baryon number violation and the cosmological
bound on the dark matter relic density. A simple gauge theory for baryon number which predicts the
existence of a leptophobic cold dark matter particle candidate is investigated. In this context, the dark
matter candidate is a Dirac fermion with mass defined by the new symmetry breaking scale. Using the
cosmological bounds on the dark matter relic density we find the upper bound on the symmetry breaking
scale around 200 TeV. The properties of the leptophobic dark matter candidate are investigated in great
detail and we show the prospects to test this theory at current and future experiments. We discuss the main
implications for the mechanisms to explain the matter and antimatter asymmetry in the Universe.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The possible existence of dark matter in the Universe has
drawn the attention of the scientific community for a long
time. Fortunately, today we have many different types of
experiments looking for possible signatures which can help
us to reveal the nature of the dark matter [1]. There is a large
list of candidates which can describe the properties of dark
matter, but the so-called weakly interacting massive par-
ticles (WIMPs) are perhaps the most appealing candidates
for the following reasons: (a) one can predict the existence
of stable or long-lived WIMPs in a large class of theories
for physics beyond the Standard Model; (b) we can
compute, in a simple way, their relic density; (c) since
the relevant scale of new physics, in this case, is in the TeV
range, one could expect missing energy signatures at the
Large Hadron Collider, and (d) one could observe signa-
tures in the different experiments looking for the recoil
energy from WIMP-nuclei (or WIMP-electron) scatterings,
or from the WIMP annihilation products. This list of
possibilities makes a strong case for WIMPs and motivates
the different experiments to keep looking for their signa-
tures. Clearly, the direct confirmation of dark matter in
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these experiments would be one of the most spectacular
discoveries in particle physics and cosmology.

In the Standard Model of particle physics, the so-called
baryon number (B) is an accidental global symmetry at the
classical level which is broken at the quantum level by
the SU(2) instantons. In theories for physics beyond
the Standard Model, we typically think about two main
possibilities for baryon number violation: (i) explicit break-
ing and (ii) spontaneous violation. The baryon number is
explicitly broken in theories such as the minimal super-
symmetric Standard Model, where one can have the
so-called R-parity violating terms, or in grand unified
theories, where we have the unification of quarks and
leptons, and the symmetry is broken at the very high scale
Mgur > 1013 GeV. The only way to study the spontaneous
breaking of baryon number is to think about theories where
the baryon number is a local symmetry [2-7]. These
theories have been investigated recently in a series of
papers and their main features are as follows [8]:

(i) One can define a simple anomaly free theory

based on U(1), which predicts the proton stability.
In the context of these theories, there is no need to
postulate the existence of a great desert between the
electroweak and high scales.

(i) One predicts the existence of a cold dark matter
candidate, and its mass is defined by the new
symmetry scale.

(iii) The spontaneous breaking of baryon number at the
low scale is possible in agreement with all exper-
imental bounds in particle physics and cosmology.

(iv) A possible relation between the baryon asymmetry
and dark matter densities is possible, and one can have
a simple mechanism for baryogenesis in this context.
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In this article, we investigate carefully the properties of
the leptophobic dark matter candidate in a simple theory
based on local baryon number. In this theory, the dark
matter candidate and the new leptophobic gauge boson
masses are defined by the baryon number breaking scale.
We study all dark matter annihilation channels in great
detail and find that, in order to be in agreement with the
cosmological bounds on the dark matter relic density,
the local baryon symmetry must be broken below the
O(10%) TeV scale. This upper bound coming from cos-
mology has profound implications because it tells us that
the simplest theories for spontaneous baryon number
violation can be tested in the near future at collider
experiments and predict different signatures in dark matter
experiments.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss
a simple effective theory for leptophobic dark matter
models. In Sec. III, we discuss in detail a simple theory
based on the local baryon number and also discuss some of
the main experimental constraints. In Sec. IV, we discuss in
great detail the properties of the cold dark matter candidate,
we discuss all possible annihilation channels, and we show
the parameter space allowed by the relic density constraints
and the direct and indirect detection bounds.

II. EFFECTIVE THEORY FOR LEPTOPHOBIC
DARK MATTER

The theory we investigate in this article predicts a
fermionic dark matter candidate. In this case the cold dark
matter is a Standard Model singlet y with very suppressed
coupling to leptons, i.e., leptophobic. One could imagine
different theories which could predict the existence of
leptophobic dark matter candidates. In this section we
discuss the different effective operators one could have in
scenarios with a leptophobic dark matter candidate.

Integrating out heavy fields in simple extensions of the
Standard Model we can obtain a simple effective field
theory for the leptophobic dark matter. In the theories we
are interested in, one can expect the following dimension
five and six operators defining the interactions between the
Standard Model fields and the dark matter field y:

Cl_ .
Ol = Xl)((a)( + lb;ﬂ/S)ZHTH? (1)

cr _

0, = AZEZ(A;( + Byrs)r'xQu(Ag + Boys)r, QL. (2)
C _ —

0; = A_32)((A)( + B}(YS)V”)(”R(Au + BuyS)yﬂuR’ 3)

Cyq _ _
Oy = A—‘;Z(A;( + B,ys)r'xdr(Aq + Bays)vudg,  (4)

Os = %(QLPRX)()?PLQL)v (5)

TABLE I. Particle content. i = 1, 2, 3 is the family index.
Fields SU3)¢ SU(2), U(l)y, U(l)g
) ; 1
Fo— (v% ) 1 2 -3 0
bo\e
ey 1 1 -1 0
0= (%) 3 2 C 3
Uk 3 1 % %
d 3 1 -1 ]
H 1 2 % 0
W 1 2 Y B
v () ! !
Y, — (ﬁ) 1 2 Y, B,
R
nNr 1 1 Yz Bl
nr 1 1 Y2 Bz
}{R 1 1 Y3 B]
XL 1 1 Y3 Bz
Sg 1 1 0 -3
Co ,— _
O = P(”RPL)()()(PR”R)’ (6)
c7 /5 _
0; = P(dRPLZ)()(PRdR)' (7)

Here, the multiplets Q;, ug, dg, and H are the Standard
Model multiplets listed in Table I. The simplest and most
motivated models for leptophobic dark matter are based on
U(1)g, where B is the baryon number. These models have
been proposed in Refs. [6-9]. In the models based on local
baryon number, we get only a set of the operators listed
above once we integrate out the new heavy degrees of
freedom. We will examine the simplest theories in the next
section and discuss the origin of these effective operators.
The operator O; is generated once we integrate out the
Higgs breaking U(1),, but b, = 0; the operators O,, Os,
and O, are generated once we integrate out the new
gauge boson associated to baryon number, but in this case
Ap=Byp=A,=B,=A,=B,;=1/3. The operators
Og, 07, and Oy are not generated in the simplest models
for U(1), because one does not have colored scalar
fields. For recent studies in models with leptophobic dark
matter candidates see Refs. [10—-18], and for a complete
list of effective operators in dark matter models see, e.g.,
Ref. [19]. In the next section, we will discuss the main
features of the simplest model for the local baryon number
and the properties of the dark matter candidate.

III. THEORY FOR BARYON NUMBER

The simplest realistic theories for the spontaneous break-
ing of baryon number have been proposed in Refs. [5-7].
These theories are based on the local gauge symmetry
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SUB)c®SU22), @ U(l)y ® U(1),.

Here, we will study the simplest theory for baryon
number where the anomalies are canceled with
colorless fields [6]. In Table I, we list the particle

|

content including the Standard Model content, the new
fermionic fields needed for anomaly cancellation, and a
new Higgs needed for the spontaneous breaking of baryon
number.

The Lagrangian of the theory can be written as

g - _ -
Ly = Lsy — ?B(QLV”ZEQL + gy Ziug + dry* Z3 dy)

+ iV, DY, + iVrDY, + iy Dy + ivgDyr + il Dy, + ifigDng + (D,Sp)'(D,Sp) — V(H,Sg)
— (" PLHng + 2P Hyg + y3PrHny + v, PrHy, + ApW WrSp + AyfirneSg + A xrx S +He.),  (8)

where Lgy is the Lagrangian of the Standard Model;
H = ic,H*; and V(H, Sg) contains all the relevant terms
for the scalar fields excluding the Standard Model Higgs
potential. Anomaly cancellation requires the following
relation between the new hypercharges [6]:

Yi+Yi-2Yi=1/2. 9)
In our study, we will investigate thecase Y; = 0, Y| = —1/2
and Y, = —1 for simplicity, and we will show that, in this

context, we have a viable dark matter candidate. Here, we
write the most generic interaction terms without assuming
any particular relation between the baryon numbers B; and
B,. However, anomaly cancellation requires

Bl —Bz - —3, (10)

and then Sp must have baryon number —3. The above
relation is a key prediction of the theory; the proton is
absolutely stable, and therefore, the symmetry can be broken
at the low scale. For more details about these models see the
review in Ref. [8].

A. Spontaneous symmetry breaking

The Higgs sector of the theory is composed of the
Standard Model Higgs and the new Higgs Sp breaking the
local gauge symmetry. They are given by

1 1
H=|(h"—(hy+iAy) ), and Sz=——=(hp+iAg), (11
(15 htide) ). and Sy =g+ ip), (1)

and the scalar potential reads as

V =y} H'H + Jy(H'H)? — y3S},Sp + A5(SSp)*
+ Ayp(H H)(SgSp). (12)

Once Sp acquires the vacuum expectation value (Sp) :\/LEU B>
the local symmetry U(1), is broken to a global symmetry
U(1),. This global symmetry is anomaly free and acts
nontrivially on the new fermionic fields:

[

Y, — e, W — "W, nL — e*ny,

g = €1, XL = ey, IR = €"xk.
Therefore, if the lightest new field in this sector is neutral, it
can be stable and a good candidate for the cold dark matter
in the Universe. We will study the properties of this dark
matter candidate in detail. The rest of the symmetry is
broken as in the Standard Model, and we have nothing to
add. See Ref. [20] for a recent discussion of the Higgs
sector of this type of model. We would like to mention that,
after symmetry breaking, there are two global anomaly free
symmetries: B — L in the Standard Model sector and U(1),
in the new fermionic sector.

In this theory, there are two physical Higgs bosons, i,
and h,, where h; corresponds to the Standard-Model-like
Higgs. They are defined as

hy = hycosOp + hpsinOp, (13)
hy, = hgcos@y — hysin b, (14)
where the mixing angle 5 is given by

AypUov
tan 26, :%. (15)

The physical masses for the Higgs bosons are given by
M%’l = /1[.11)(2) + ABU%

2 0202 1/2
HBY0VB )2) . (16)

— (Agvg —Agd) [ 1
Usvs Hv0)< +(/1H”(2)—/IBU129

M%Z = j’HU% + ABU%}

2 2 AVv% 12

+ (Agvg — Agv )<1 +—) . (17)
B 0 (/?.Hv(z) - /131]%)2

The quartic couplings in the scalar potential can be

written as a function of the Higgs masses and the mixing

angle:
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A = gz MG, + M3, + (M, = M3, ) cos26,], (18)

Ap = gz MG, + M3, + (M, = M3, ) cos 28], (19)
g = —— (M2 = M2 ) 5in20 (20)
"B 2ugvg © M " "

We note that, in order to have a potential bounded from
below, the following condition must be satisfied:

1
AHAB —1/1%13 > 0, (21)

and the perturbativity condition imposes that Ay < 4r,
Ap < 4rm, and Ayp < 4x. The mass of the new gauge boson
is given by

MZB = 3gBUB, (22)

and it couples only to quarks and the new fermions present
in the theory; i.e., we have a leptophobic gauge boson in the
theory.

In Fig. 1, we show the numerical values for the mass of
the second Higgs in the M), — M, plane allowed by the
perturbativity bounds, i.e., Ay, A, Ayp < 4w, and the
condition on the scalar potential (bounded from below).
Here, the mixing angle 83 changes from 0.01 to 0.36, and
the different colors correspond to the different values for
the gauge coupling gz. We note that the maximal allowed
value for the mixing value is around 0.36; see the
discussion in Ref. [20]. One can clearly see that, for a
large mixing angle, there is a very strong upper bound on
the Higgs mass of the new Higgs; see Fig. 1. We will take
into account all these results and conditions on the different
parameters for our numerical studies in the next section.

120 |
100 |
80F
60 [
40 [
20

M, ha [TeV]

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
M. Zp [TeV]

FIG. 1. Parameter space in the M, -M, plane allowed by
perturbativity bounds, Ay, Az, Ayp < 4z, and the condition on the
scalar potential (bounded from below). Here, the mixing angle 6
changes from 0.01 to 0.36, and the different colors correspond to
the different values for the gauge coupling gp.

B. Leptophobic gauge boson

This theory predicts the existence of a leptophobic gauge
boson Zz, and it is important to know the experimental
bounds on its mass and the gauge coupling gz associated
with the baryon number. Therefore, in this way, we can
infer what is the lower bound on the symmetry breaking
scale. In Fig. 2 (upper panel), we show the experimental
bounds in the gz — M, plane. Concretely, we show the
experimental bounds from CMS [21-24], ATLAS [25-28],
UA2 [29], and CDF [30] experiments. As one can appre-
ciate, the leptophobic gauge boson can be very light
without assuming a very small coupling gp. Using the
relation Mz = 3ggvg, we can make use of the same
experimental results to show the lower bound on the
symmetry breaking scale vg; see Fig. 2 (lower panel). It
is striking to see that the local U(1), can be spontaneously
broken at the low scale in agreement with all collider
bounds.

C. New fermion masses

In the theory discussed above, one predicts the existence
of new neutral and charged fermions. After symmetry
breaking, we can compute the mass matrix of the new
neutral fermions in the basis (y? (y¢),¥? (¥¢),), and it is

given by

— Y —1
1 Vd CMS 8 TeV, 18.8 fb
a U] = CMS 8 Tev, 19.7 "
> 0.5
m— CMS 13 TeV, 12.9 fb~

CMS 13 TeV, 35.9 fh~"

0.1 = CMS 13 TeV, 36 fb~"

0.05 0.10 &27 !

m— UA2

~ ATLAS 8 TeV, 20.3 fb™!
=== ATLAS 13 TeV, 3.6 fb™'

=== ATLAS 13 TeV, 20.3 fb™!

= 0.50
)
& == ATLAS 13 TeV, 36.1fb~"
)
= 0.10 ATLAS 13 TeV, 37 b !
0.05f R === CDF Run I
g === CDF Run II
0.05 0.10 050 1
Mz, [TeV]

FIG. 2. Experimental bounds for the leptophobic gauge boson
Zp. Here, we use the CMS analyses (8 TeV and 18.8 fb~! [21],
8 TeV and 19.7 fb~! [22], 13 TeV and 12.9 fb~!, 13 TeV and
35.9 fb! [23], 13 TeV and 36 fb'~ and 27 fb~! [24]); ATLAS
results (8 TeV and 20.3 fb~!' [25], 13 TeV and 3.6 fb~' and
29.3 fb~! [26], 13 TeV and 36.1 fb~! [27], 13 TeV and 37 fb~!
[28]); and other experiments (UA2 [29] and CDF [30]).
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0 M, 0 M,

0 M 0
Mo=|"7 ’ (23)
0 M, 0 My

My, 0 My O

where
My = A\\F/%B ’ x = /11(/7153 )
Mzz%, and M4:%, (24)
We can diagonalize the above mass matrix using
X XL
c
i =U ()fPZL , (25)
X4/ L (W),
such  that U MU = Mgiag7 where Mgiag _

diag(My,.My,,My,,My,) contains all physical masses
for the new neutral fermions. We note that there is no
mixing between the Standard Model fermions and the new
fermions.

The mass matrix for the new charged fermions is
given by

[ My M,
Mi_<M3 M'1>’ (26)

in the basis (W, ;) and (W7 ). The different masses in the
above mass matrix are given by

M,7 = /lr]UB/\/i’

M, = yi00/V2, and Mj = ysv0/V2. (27)

In our convention, this mass matrix is diagonalized by
Vi M Vg = MY, where V; and Vi are defined by the
following relations:

(), =) o (i), =ve(r ) o9

In this paper, we will investigate the dark matter proper-
ties in the limit when y, and y, are very small because,
only in this case, we can avoid large interactions between
our dark matter candidate and the Z gauge boson. In
Appendix B, we study the case where the dark matter
candidate is a pure SU(2); candidate; we can see, in
Fig. 13, the predictions for the direct detection cross section
mediated by the Standard Model Z gauge boson. As one
can appreciate, this case is excluded by the experiment.
Hence, we focus on the scenario where the dark matter

candidate is a Standard Model singlet. In this limit, our dark
matter is a Dirac fermion

X =XL +)(R’

with mass M, defined by the scale of symmetry breaking.
In the next section, we investigate in great detail the
properties of this dark matter candidate.

IV. LEPTOPHOBIC DARK MATTER

The lightest new fermion in the theory discussed above
can be a good candidate for the cold dark matter if it is
neutral. In the previous section, we discussed the properties
of the new fermions present in the theory. Since the direct
detection bounds are very strong for any dark matter field
with SU(2), quantum numbers, we investigate the main
and more general scenario when the dark matter is a Dirac
fermion: y = y; + yx.

A. Relic density

In Fig. 3, we show all the possible annihilation channels
for our dark matter candidate y. This simple theory for dark
matter has the following free parameters:

gB’B7MX’MzﬂygB, and Mhz’

where B = B + B, is the total baryon number. Knowing
all annihilation channels, we can use the analytic approxi-
mation to compute the relic density [31]

1.05 x 10° GeV~!
J(xf)MPl '

QDMhz = (29)

where Mp; = 1.22 x 10! GeV is the Planck scale, g, is the
total number of effective relativistic degrees of freedom at
the time of freeze-out, and the function J(x,) reads as

0 gt (x) (o0 (x
J(xf)—/c de. (30)

The thermally averaged annihilation cross section times
velocity (ov) is a function of x = M, /T and is given by

X o xX\/s
_r —4M2) 5K [ 22 ds,
8M§K§(x)[m;6x(s Vs 1<Mx> s

(31)

where K (x) and K, (x) are the modified Bessel functions.
The freeze-out parameter x; can be computed using

| (0.038gMP1MX<61)> (xf)>
= 1n R
vV g*xf

{ov)(x) =

Xy (32)
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X q X
ZB

X ———<—\VWVWW\ ZB X—e—

X4
X——t—t - h; X ——
X——— - - h; X ——

X 4 X A :
X——L oo h; X ——

FIG. 3. Dark matter annihilation channels.

where ¢ is the number of degrees of freedom of the dark
matter particle. In order to discuss our numerical results, we
will focus on two main scenarios which give a global
perspective of the whole spectrum:
(1) Minimal Mixing Scenario
When there is no mixing between the two Higgs
bosons present in the theory (05 = 0), the main dark
matter annihilation channels are

)_()( - Qq’ ZBZBv ZBh27 h2h2'

In Fig. 4, we show the different branching ratios
for the channels mentioned above. For illustration,

035009-6

we use the following values for the input parameters:
My, =3 TeV, My, =1TeV, g5 =0.5, x; =24,
and B = —1. As one can appreciate, for dark matter
masses below and close to the resonance (i.e.,
<2 TeV), the dominant annihilation channel corre-
sponds to the annihilation into two quarks, while for
masses larger than the Zp boson mass (i.e., 3 TeV),
the dominant annihilation channel is yy — Zgh,.
In Fig. 5, we show the parameter space in the
My, — M, plane allowed by the cosmological con-
straint Qpyh> < 0.12. We consider each channel
independently to make a detailed discussion.
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1.0F

0.8f

0.61

Br ({ov))

0.41

0.2

0.0

XX — 44

1
§MZE

— XX~ ZpZp

M,

— XX — Zphy

— XX = hahs

0

AN
1

FIG. 4. Branching ratios for the different dark matter annihi-
lation channels when the mixing angle between the Higgs bosons
is 83 = 0. For illustration, we use the following values for the
input parameters: My =3 TeV, M, =1TeV, gz=0.5,
xp =24, and B = —1.

(a) Annihilation into two quarks:

FIG. 5.

In the top left panel of Fig. 5, we show the
allowed parameter space when we have only the
annihilation into two quarks:

= Zp — 4qq.

As one would expect, one can sit close to the
resonance M, ~My /2 and achieve a large
annihilation cross section, which easily satisfies

XX 499

300
250
200

My, [TeV]

o

50 100 150
M, [TeV)

My, [TeV]

L [TeV]

the bound Qpyh? < 0.1199 + 0.0027 [32]. One
can see, in Fig. 5, that the allowed region is in
fact around the resonance. We note that using the
perturbativity bound on the gauge coupling
gp < 2/m, we find an upper bound on the mass
of the leptophobic gauge boson around 65 TeV
in this case.
(b) Annihilation into two leptophobic gauge bosons:
In the top right panel of Fig. 5, we show the
allowed parameter space when one has the
annihilation into two leptophobic gauge bosons:

Jx — ZpZg(t and u channels), and
iy — s — ZpgZp.

In this case, we have the u, ¢, and s-channel
contributions due to the fact that the new Higgs
couples to the dark matter and gauge bosons. As
one can appreciate, one can increase the dark
matter mass and find solutions in agreement with
the cosmological bound Qpyh? < 0.12. How-
ever, as we will discuss later, the perturbativity
bound on the Yukawa coupling 1, rules out a
large fraction of the parameter space for large
dark matter mass values and defines an upper

XX = ZpZp

o

50 100 150
M, [TeV]
XX — hahso

® gg=03 e gg=05 o gg=1.0

° 9}3215 ° 93220

M,, =1 TeV.
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(©)

bound for the Zz mass in the context of this
annihilation channel.
Annihilation into the leptophobic gauge boson
Zp and the new Higgs h,:

In this case, we have three contributions to the
annihilation into Zp and h,: the t- and u-channel
contributions, and the s-channel contribution:

Jx — Zgh,(t and u channels), and
XX = Zp = Zgh,.

In the bottom left panel of Fig. 5, one can see
that there are two main regions in agreement
with cosmology. As one can appreciate, in the
region where M, > M there is a plateau for
the Zp mass, while in the second region
2M, ~ My, , a portion of parameter space is
allowed near the resonance. In both cases one
can find an upper bound on the symmetry
breaking scale as we will discuss later.

(d) Annihilation into two new Higgs bosons #,:

One has also three type of contributions for
the annihilation into two Higgs bosons; we have
the u and t channels, and the s-channel mediated
by the Higgs boson:

Jx — hohy(t and u channels) and
ix = hy = hyh;.

In the bottom right panel of Fig. 5, we show the
numerical results to understand the region of the
parameter space allowed by cosmology. As we
will explain later, using the perturbativity bound
on the Yukawa coupling 4, < 4z, we can find an
upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale.

Now, combining all the above annihilation
channels, we can show the full parameter space
allowed by cosmology. Furthermore, it is im-
portant to use the perturbativity bound on the
relevant Yukawa couplings. In this case we can
write

., M, dr.

B

The perturbativity bound on 4, is crucial to find
the allowed region in this model. In Fig. 6, we
show the parameter space allowed by the relic
density constraints and perturbativity including
all annihilation channels when 85 = 0. We take
M, = 1 TeV in order to be conservative since,
as we will discuss later, the upper bound reaches
its largest value in this case. On the other hand,
we also show in the figure the allowed parameter

® gy=20
g5 =15
® g5=10
® gy=05
® gp=03
0 50 100 150
M, [TeV]

FIG. 6. Parameter space allowed by the relic density constraint
and perturbativity including all annihilation channels when
0p =0, using M;, =1 TeV. The dark regions are excluded
by unitarity; see Appendix C for details.

space by the unitarity bound on the S-matrix. As
Fig. 6 shows, the unitarity bound reduces the
upper bound given by the relic density constraint
to, approximately, 200 TeV. Therefore, there is
clearly an upper bound on the symmetry break-
ing scale, and for this channel it is around
200 TeV. We refer the reader to Appendix C
for a detailed discussion on the unitarity bounds.
(2) Maximal Mixing Scenario

The mixing angle between the two Higgs bosons
can be as large as 6 = 0.36, and, in this case, there
are more relevant annihilation channels. The dark

matter annihilation channels are

)_0( - ZIq, WW’ ZZ? hlthBZBa ZBhZa
ZBhl’ h2h2’ hth'

In order to understand the importance of the different
channels, we plot the branching ratios for the
different dark matter annihilation channels when
the mixing angle is 85 = 0.36 in Fig. 7. In this case,
we use the following values for the input parameters:
My, =3TeV, M), =1TeV, gg=0.5, x; =24,

1.0 T =W
0.8 = XX — ZpZp
— = XX — Zph,
\E no XX = Zph
& 04 = XX = hahy
0.2 = XX — haha
— XX = hihs
0'00 1 2 3 4 5 6 — XX wrwe
M, [TeV] XX 22

FIG. 7. Branching ratios for the different dark matter annihi-
lation channels when the mixing angle is 0z = 0.36. For
illustration, we use the following values for the input parameters:
My, =3TeV, M,, =1TeV, gy =05, x;, =24, and B = —1.
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2
S
S
-~
0 50 100 150
M, [TeV]
FIG. 8. Parameter space allowed by the relic density constraint

and perturbativity including all annihilation channels when
0p = 0.36, and using M;, =1 TeV. The dark regions are
excluded by unitarity; see Appendix C for details.

and B = —1. We note that, around the resonance
(ie., M,~15TeV), the annihilation into two
quarks is very important, and as the dark matter
mass gets closer to the Z; mass (i.e., above 2 TeV),
the annihilation channel yy — Zzh, dominates.
Therefore, we can say that this channel is crucial
to find the upper bound on the symmetry breaking
scale in both scenarios. In Fig. 8, we show the
parameter space allowed by the relic density con-
straint and perturbativity including all annihilation
channels when 0 = 0.36. For illustration, we have
taken M;, =1 TeV. As in the case of zero mixing
angle, the annihilation channel yy — Zgh, defines
the upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale,
and in this case the maximal allowed value for M,
is slightly above 200 TeV, very similar to the zero
mixing angle scenario, taking also into account the
unitarity bound of the S-matrix as mentioned in the
previous case.

B. Direct detection

In the previous study, we have shown that this theory
must be realized at the low scale in order for the theory to
be in agreement with the cosmological bounds on the relic
density. Nevertheless, one has also to take into account an
important aspect of any dark matter study: the study of the
predictions for the direct dark matter experiments. In this
theory, the spin-independent elastic nucleon-dark matter
cross section is given by

2272 102
GSI — gBMNM){
N drMy M M3 v (M, + M y)?
2 a2
X [ZBngOMhIMh2
+3f M, MyMy, sin(ZQB)(M%I - Mﬁz)]z» (33)

where M is the nucleon mass, and fy is the effective
Higgs-nucleon-nucleon coupling. In our numerical results,
we use f = 0.3 [33]. See Fig. 9 for the relevant Feynman

X » X X > > X

Y

Zp h;

N > > N N > > N

FIG. 9. Feynman diagrams relevant for dark matter direct
detection.

graphs in this context. In Fig. 10, we show the numerical
predictions for the spin-independent dark-matter-nucleon
scattering cross section for the minimal (left panel) and
maximal (right panel) mixing scenarios in agreement with
the dark matter relic density constraint. As one can
appreciate from the figure, it is difficult to satisfy the
direct detection experimental bounds from the XenonlT
experiment [34] in the maximal mixing scenario because
the contribution to the dark-matter-nucleon cross section
mediated by the Standard Model Higgs is large. We note
that only when the gauge coupling gp is smaller than 0.3,
and when the dark matter mass is smaller than 10 TeV, can
one satisfy the experimental bounds. When there is no
mixing scenario between the Higgs bosons (see the left
panel of Fig. 10), one can easily satisfy the experimental
bounds if the dark matter mass is greater than a few TeV.
For instance, if gz = 0.5 and the dark matter is greater than
2 TeV we can satisfy the XenonlT bounds. Notice that
there are multiplet curves corresponding to the same color
because these regions are allowed by the relic density
constraints for a given value of the gauge coupling. We
would like to emphasize that og; does not depend strongly
on M, since the mixing angle cannot be too large.

C. Indirect detection

In this theory, there are several annihilation channels for
the leptophobic dark matter candidate, with the annihilation
into two bottom quarks when M, ~ M, /2 being the
dominant contribution. Indirect searches by experiments
such as Fermi-LAT set up an upper limit on the thermally
averaged cross section of channels contributing to the
photon flux. In Fig. 11, we show the numerical predictions
for (ov)(yy — bb) together with the most relevant exper-
imental bound from the Fermi-LAT Collaboration [35]. We
note that, in the low dark matter mass region, where the
experimental bounds become more relevant, the only
contribution to the relic density comes from the annihila-
tion into a pair of quarks mediated by the leptophobic
gauge boson. Therefore, the predictions shown in Fig. 11
depend neither on the choice of the mixing angle 63 nor on
the choice of the second Higgs mass M. As the figure
shows, the predictions in this model are compatible with the
indirect detection bounds. On the other hand, the dark
matter could annihilate through the process yy — Zzh,, or
we could have gamma-ray lines. Unfortunately, the pre-
dictions for the gamma lines are loop suppressed, and it is
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Minimal Mixing

Excluded by XENONIT

10742

Maximal Mixing

Excluded by XENONIT
10712p

: o OE 1074 /-/}7
g S,
_z =
wn < =
: [§)
o T ] Ay
i
-48 . |
) . 2 4 6 8 10
M, [TeV]
* g = 0.3 g = 0.5 . gp= 1.0

FIG. 10. Predictions for the spin-independent dark-matter-nucleon scattering cross section in the context of the minimal (left panel)
and maximal (right panel) mixing scenarios in agreement with the dark matter relic density constraint. The gray shaded area represents
the excluded area by the XenonlT bounds [34], and the dashed line corresponds to the projected Xenon-nT bounds [34]. Notice that
there are multiplet curves corresponding to the same color because these regions are allowed by the relic density constraints for a given

value of the gauge coupling.

not possible to distinguish the gamma lines from dark
matter annihilation from the continuum spectrum.

D. Upper bound on the baryon number violation scale

In Figs. 6 and 8, we showed the parameter space allowed
by the relic density bound for different choices of the
parameters of the model. As one can see, the upper bound
in this model is defined by the annihilation channel
XX — Zgh,. For large M), , the upper bound would be
given by the annihilation into a pair of quarks when the
resonance is reached; see Fig. 12. The annihilation into two
gauge bosons, as well as into two Higgs bosons, could be
relevant per se, but these channels are bounded by the
perturbativity of the couplings. We note that, in the context

10—22

10—23 L
10—24 L
10—25 L

10—26

10727¢ .

(ov)(xx = bb) [em®s™]

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
M, [TeV]

FIG. 11. Predictions for the thermal dark matter annihilation
into two bottom quarks. In purple we show the points saturating
the relic density bound, while the gray shaded area shows the
parameter space excluded by the Fermi-LAT Collaboration [35].

of this model, the dark matter mass and the new gauge
boson mass are related as follows:

3,2
:iMx.

M
“ l;(gB

(34)
Given a mass for the dark matter candidate, the perturba-
tivity bound on the coupling 4, defines the lowest possible
mass that the leptophobic gauge boson can have. As seen in
Figs. 6 and 8, this constraint rules out part of the parameter
space in the nonresonance region, making the annihilation
channels that are relevant near the resonance responsible
for the upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale. In
Fig. 12, we show the values for the upper bound imposed
by meeting the relic density constraint Q, 4% = 0.12 as a

300
' | Ruled out by unitarity

250 ]
'%' 93 =0.36
= s
£ 200 — 0y =0

N

= 150}

100

1 2 3 4 5 6

M, [TeV]

FIG. 12. Upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale imposed
by meeting the relic density constraint thz = 0.12 as a function
of the second Higgs mass, for the two extreme scenarios: minimal
and maximal mixings.
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function of the second Higgs mass in the two scenarios
studied above: minimal and maximal mixing scenarios. As
we can see in the figure, the upper bound on the symmetry
breaking scale is around 200 TeV. However, one also has to
take into account the bounds coming from the unitarity of
the S-matrix which might become relevant for heavy
masses. In our case, the unitarity bound is stronger than
the bound given by the relic density constraint for #,
masses below 2.5 TeV, and it imposes an upper bound in
that region around 200 TeV. Therefore, we can hope to test
this theory at current or future colliders, and there are
interesting implications for cosmology; e.g., any mecha-
nism for baryogenesis should take into account the fact that
the local baryon number in this theory is broken below
200 TeV.

V. SUMMARY

In order to investigate the possibility to find the upper
bound on the baryon number violation scale, we have
investigated the properties of a leptophobic dark matter
candidate in a simple theory where the local baryon number
is broken at the low scale. We have studied all the
annihilation channels in great detail and found the allowed
parameter space in agreement with the cosmological
bounds on the cold relic density. Using the cosmological
bounds on the relic density, we find that the local baryon
number symmetry must be broken below the 200 TeV
scale. This is a striking result which tells us that this theory
could be tested in the near future at collider experiments.

The unitarity constraints are very important in our study.
It is well known that the unitarity constraints generically
impose an upper bound around 100 TeV for a thermal
produced cold dark matter candidate. However, it is not
always the case that the bound coming from unitarity
constrains the scale of the new theory, i.e., the mass of the
new mediator. In general, it will constrain the ratio between
the different mass scales in the theory. The theory we
investigated in this paper is very unique because both the
dark matter and the new gauge boson Zp acquire their
masses from the same symmetry breaking scale. Also we
should mention that if the theory does not live on the Zg
resonance region, the upper bound on the symmetry
breaking scale will be around 70 TeV, much smaller than
200 TeV. The resonance region is always allowed but it is
not the most generic scenario. It is important to mention
that the region where 2M, < My, is not allowed by the
perturbativity conditions on the parameters of the scalar
potential. Notice that this region of the parameter space
generically could give a different upper bound but it is not
even allowed. Since this model has only a few relevant
parameters for our study, we were able to perform a general
study including all channels and constraints to find the
upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale. All these
interesting features tell us that this theory is a good
predictive theory for dark matter.

The upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale also
has profound implications for cosmology, in particular for
baryogenesis, since the scale for baryon number violation
must be low. We would like to emphasize that this theory
does not have the main problem of most of the extensions
of the Standard Model, where the new physical scale can be
very large and one cannot be sure about the possibility to
test these theories.

One of the main implications of having a low scale for
the spontaneous breaking of local baryon number is that
one needs to take into account the fact that the local baryon
number can be broken at the very low scale. The simplest
scenario for baryogenesis in this case is to have lepto-
genesis at the high scale and impose the conditions on the
chemical potentials due to the conservation of baryon
number. In this case, the lepton asymmetry generated by
leptogenesis is converted to a baryon asymmetry by the
sphalerons, but the conversion factor is smaller than
the conversion factor in the Standard Model; see
Refs. [8,12,36] for the study of baryogenesis in these
theories. With the need to break the local baryon number at
the low scale as motivation, we could think in the future
about the collider signatures, the study of topological
effects, and the study of the phase transitions related to
the spontaneous breaking of baryon number in nature.
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APPENDIX A: FEYNMAN RULES

Here we list some Feynman rules relevant for our
discussion:

ig

F’;{?X?Z: ~cosd, (UsiUjs + UyiUja)y" Py, (A1)
F/;(?xg?zgz —igg[B1(U3;Ujz + UpUpp)
+ By(U;Ujy + UgiUjg) 7Py, (A2)
FX?X?//!I N i\/EC{SiIleB(llUizUjl +ﬂ"1‘Ui4Uj3)
+cosOg(»UpUjz + ysUnUjy)], (A3)
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Tyoxon,© = iV2Cleos 0p(4,UnUj + ApUiUjs)
—=sinOg(Y,UpUjz + y,UisUjy )]s (A4)
7
FZ’;ZBZB D 2ig" UBB sin 0, (AS)
2
M, 2igh Mo coso (A6)
hZpZy - Vg B
v M
Dz 2lg”U1J—OZCOS 03, (A7)
M2
T, —2ig"” v—ozsin 05, (A8)
M2
Dww: 2ig"” v—:/ cos 0, (A9)
M3,
Dioww: — 2ig””v—os1n 0, (A10)
Fhlhlhl . 3i[2&HU0COS393 + 2/13’UBSin363
+ Ag(vo cos Ogsin®0y + v5cos?Op sin Op)],
(A1)
Uhnn t i[—6Agv0c08%0p sin O + 6A5vp cos OgsinGp
+ Ayp(vpcos’@p + 2v,c0s20p sin O
— 2vp cos Ogsin®Op — vsin’Oy)], (A12)
Uiin, o (6450 cos Opsin®0p + 645v5c080p sin O
+ Ayp(vpsin®0g — 20 cos Osin’fy
— 2vgc0s?0y sin O + vocos Oy, (A13)
Fh2h2h2 N 3l.[—2/1HU()Sin393 + ZJMBUBCOSSGB
+ Agp(vg cos Ogsin®0p — vycos?Op sin )],
(A14)
ngzB . lggBy” (AIS)

APPENDIX B: SU(2);, MULTIPLET AS DARK
MATTER CANDIDATE

In our discussion, we have assumed that the lightest new
neutral field corresponds to the field y, and one could
wonder whether the neutral ¥ = ¥; + W could be as well
a viable dark matter candidate. However, as we show in this
section, this possibility is ruled out by the direct detection
bounds because W has an unsuppressed coupling to the Z

gauge boson. The neutral field ¥ can interact with nuclei
through processes mediated by both Z and Z bosons. We
will focus on the contribution mediated by Z since it totally
dominates the scattering. The relevant Feynman rules for
this process are given by

)
e . —i——y" B1
rz lZcosHWy (B1)
T 0 — i (el 4 clys) (B2)
where
4 . 1
C’(/ = E—gsngw, CX = 5,
1 1
c“i,:—i—i-gsm Ow., cz:—z.

The amplitude for the quark-dark-matter spin-independent
elastic scattering (¢g> — 0) is given by

__% <

4cos 03, M2

(Pr"¥)(7,9)- (B3)

Now, we can write the amplitude for the nucleon-dark-
matter spin-independent elastic scattering as

2 4
= feosg iz POWI @), (B4
— 9% i(@ HP 7
= Joos @, M2 T )(Z(pl(ar,q9)lp)

+ (A= 2)(nl(@n)ln)). (BS)

where Z and A are the atomic and mass numbers,
respectively. Here,

o"q,
2My

(N|arqIN) = iy (wm(f) i F2<q2>)uN, (B6)

where N = n, p, and F(q*) and F,(g*) are form factors
that only depend on the transferred momentum g. In the
limit of low g2, the only contribution is vectorial and, since
Fi(0) = 1,T*" ~ y*. Therefore, at zero momentum transfer,
only valance quarks in the nucleon contribute to the vector
currents, and the nuclear amplitude reads as

9% CN _
M = — lP MlP u u .
lc 892 Mz( 14 )( N}/ﬂ N)

(B7)

where

o = Z(2ch +cf) + (A-Z)(cl +2¢f).  (BS)
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Taking the nonrelativistic limit of the dark matter candidate
spinor,

Py — 2M 60, (B9)
we see that the squared amplitude reads as
Mp= 2 19 e (B10)
cos*0y, M?,

The above amplitude defines the spin-independent cross
section of the process, which is given by

4 N|2
SI 9 |CV| /'42 (Bl 1)
N 16705ty MY TV

where

MyMy

_NTY (B12)
My + My

Hyn =

In Fig. 13, we show the prediction for the spin-independent
cross section of the dark matter scattering with nuclei. In
this case, liquid Xenon with numbers Z = 54 and A = 131
is used. As it can be seen in the figure, the experimental
bounds from XENON-1T are many orders of magnitude
stronger than the theoretical prediction, and therefore, the
possibility of having W as a dark matter candidate is
ruled out.

We note that our main goal in this Appendix is to show
that the SU(2), multiplet ¥ has a huge cross section, and
this is why we focus on the case where the dark matter
candidate is defined by the properties of the y field. Of
course, we could consider mixing between these two fields,
but clearly the mixing has to be very small to satisfy the
experimental bounds.

1=y UN — UN (mediated by 7)
& 1038 b
= 10 [ -
& r -
75 107p 1
S F |
104 [ YENON-1T -
1047 L— . -
10! 102 103 104
My [GeV]
FIG. 13. Predlctlons for the direct detection spin-independent

cross section aq,N The XENON-1T bounds rule out the gray
shaded region.

APPENDIX C: UNITARITY CONSTRAINTS
ON DARK MATTER MASS

Here we revisit the bound on the dark matter mass
pointed out in Ref. [37]. Starting with the unitarity of the
S-matrix, 'S =1, and S = 1 + iT, one finds

i(T"=T)=T'T. (C1)
Consider a general scattering process from the initial state
|) to the final state |f). Using the definition of the 7 matrix
elements (B|T|a) = (22)*6) (ps — py) M(a = f), we can
write the matrix element of the left-hand side of Eq. (C1) as

i(pIT" = Tla)
=i(2n)*6W (py = p) M (B~ a)=M(a=p)]. (C2)
Inserting a complete set of intermediate states,
=3 [aning
d?
=3 [ Mg bt (©)

to the matrix element of the right-hand side,

BT Ty =3 / dIL {(BIT"]7) (/| ]a)

= (27[)85<4) (pa - py)5(4)(py - pﬂ)

x [Z/dHYM*(ﬂ—’V)M(a—)y) . (C4)

one obtains the generalized optical theorem:
M(a—f) =M (f— a)

=i(2n)*) / drt, 5%
4

p)M(a—y)M*(B—7).

(C5)
If |@) is a two-particle state, which is the case for all the

dark matter annihilations we consider, the cross section in
the center-of-mass (CM) frame is given by

dIL, (272)*8Y (p=p,)IM(a= 7).

(Co)

=)= el

Then it is easy to see that the generalized optical theorem
(C5) can be cast in the form
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ImM(a > a) = 2ECM|I_51"ZO'((X = p). (CT7)
s

which implies that the imaginary part of the forward
scattering amplitude is proportional to the total scattering
cross section. Furthermore, if the final state |$) is also a
two-particle state, we can rewrite the two-body phase space
of the final state in the CM frame as

Epy,  dpy,
(27[)32Eﬁ1 (271')32Eﬁ2

d(bﬁ = (27[)45(4) (p(l - pﬂ)

1 |pyl
— cM>

= — C8
1671'2 ECM ( )

where pj = —pg, = py in the CM frame. Therefore, the
cross section becomes

1 |PrldQcy
ola—p) = = ; M(a - p)|?
( ) 4Ecm|pil 167° Ecy M )
- [ @0culsa—pP. (©9)
where we define a dimensionful scattering amplitude,
pil M(a - p
fla-p)= |q |¥ (C10)
sl 87Ecwm

Finally, we obtain the optical theorem in a form that is more
familiar to us from quantum mechanics,

Imf(ax - a) = |f;[| Za(a - B).
p

(C11)

Now, using the Legendre polynomials we can write the
amplitude as

fla—p) = Z(ZJ + 1)P;(cosO)a;(a — p).

J

(C12)

Writing the total annihilation cross section for the dark matter
particles (@) into any two-body state (ff) in terms of the partial
wave expansion in Eq. (C12) and using the orthogonality
relation of the Legendre polynomials, we obtain

ola—p) = [ d@ls(a—pP
- /ng(2J+ 1)(2J" + 1)P,(cos 6)

JJ
x Py (cosO)ay(a— f)ay(a— f)

= 4727 + 1)|ay(a - p)?

Egdj’
J

(C13)

where 6; = 47(2J + 1)|a;(a — p)|?. Using Egs. (C12) and
(C13) in the optical theorem (Cl11), we establish the
following relation between the partial wave amplitudes:

L’fﬁ" ~ D S aya— pP

i ‘ B

= laj(a— )P+ |as(@— . (Cl4)
pta

which implies the inequality

Ima;(a — a)

la;(a = a)]> < - , VJ.
! |pil

(C15)

Hence,

1 \2 1
Rea;(a - a 2+<Ima a—>a——_.) <—=,
(Rea(a = @) e @) =g ) <

(C16)

and this inequality bounds the imaginary part of the elastic
scattering partial wave amplitude as

1

Ima;(a - a) < —. (C17)
il
Applying this inequality to Eq. (C14) gives
5 1
> lajla— PP <=3, (C18)
5 |pl|

which leads to a constraint on the Jth partial wave cross
section defined in Eq. (C13) as follows:

47(20 4 1)

P )

oy

Since the dark matter candidate is nonrelativistic, we may
approximate the dark matter momentum

M;( Urel
2

|Pil = (C20)
and hence, the bound on each partial wave spin-averaged
cross section is

4
Gy S~ (2T + 1),

X Utel

(C21)

Since the angular dependence of the cross section arises
through the Mandelstam variable ¢, approximating ¢ to
lowest order in v, for a dark matter annihilation process
yx — ab gives
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R M,v
t =M} + M; —2E,E, + 2|p,| cos QXTE] +O(v%)

~ M.+ M: —-2EE,. (C22)

So, this approximation results in the cross section
with no angular dependence, which corresponds to
the J =0 partial wave and the unitarity constraint is
given by

Go < (C23)

To implement this constraint, we calculate the total
annihilation cross section of the dark matter candidate
with the Mandelstam variable 7 approximated by Eq. (C22).
Notice that the cross section still depends on the
Mandelstam variable s, and to avoid the pole in the cross
section which arises when s = 4M}2(, we approximate it as
s = 4M2 + M2v2,. Setting vy = (6/x7)'/2, where x; =
M,/T;, with T, the freeze-out temperature of the dark
matter, we can exclude part of the region in the M, — M,
plane that is violating the unitarity constraint, as shown in

Figs. 6 and 8.
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