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We discuss a simple theory predicting the existence of a Dirac dark matter candidate from gauge
anomaly cancellation. In this theory, the spontaneous breaking of the local baryon number at the low scale
can be understood. We show that the constraint from the dark matter relic abundance implies an upper
bound on the theory of a few tens of TeV. We study the correlation between the dark matter constraints and
the prediction for the electric dipole moment of the electron. We point out the implications for the diphoton
decay width of the Standard Model Higgs boson. Furthermore, we study the decays of the new Higgs boson
presented in the theory, and we show that the branching ratio into two photons can be large. We also discuss
the correlation between the dark matter constraints and the properties of the new Higgs boson decays. This
theory could be tested at current or future experiments by combining the results from dark matter, collider,
and electric dipole moment experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The possible existence of dark matter (DM) in the
Universe has motivated many studies in particle physics
and cosmology in order to address this problem. Currently,
there is a large number of experiments looking for dark
matter signatures using different approaches. This exper-
imental program could be successful; however, the nature
of dark matter remains unknown. From a theoretical point
of view, we should aim to understand theories that predict
the existence of dark matter following some well-defined
theoretical principles.
For many years the particle physics community sup-

ported the idea of having a cold dark matter candidate in the
minimal supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM);
namely, the lightest neutralino. The MSSM could describe
physics at the multi-TeV scale, but in order to have a dark
matter candidate, we need to impose by hand the well-
known R-parity discrete symmetry, which could also be
used to suppress dimension five contributions to the decay
of the proton. Since this symmetry is imposed by hand, it
cannot be said that the MSSM generically predicts a dark
matter candidate. Unfortunately, we have a similar situation

in other extensions of the Standard Model such as in
theories with extra dimensions where the KK parity is also
imposed to ensure the stability of the dark matter candidate.
Recently, we investigated simple theories [1,2] for

physics beyond the Standard Model where the existence
of dark matter is predicted from the cancellation of gauge
anomalies. The main motivation to study these theories is
the possibility to understand the spontaneous breaking of
the baryon number in nature if this symmetry is a local
gauge symmetry as the other gauge symmetries of the SM.
The field content of these theories, determined by anomaly
cancellation, is very simple and as an extra feature it
predicts a cold dark matter candidate. In these theories, the
stability of the dark matter candidate is a natural conse-
quence of the spontaneous breaking of the local baryon
number.
In this article we investigate the simple theory for Dirac

dark matter proposed in Ref. [1]. This theory provides a
theoretical framework to understand the spontaneous
breaking of baryon number. In order to define an anomaly
free theory the particle content is composed of six new
fermionic representations, and the dark matter is the lightest
new neutral fermionic field in the theory. For a detailed
study of this theory, see the previous studies in Refs. [3–6].
We revisit the implications coming from the relic density
and direct detection constraints, and find an upper bound on
the theory around 30 TeV. Therefore, we can hope to test
the theory at current or future experiments. We study the
correlation between the dark matter constraints and the
decays of the new Higgs boson present in the theory. We
also show that the current bounds on the SM Higgs
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diphoton decay width provide a nontrivial bound on the
particle spectrum.
Experimental searches for CP violation are some of the

most sensitive to contributions from new physics. Namely,
they are able to probe energy scales much higher than the
electroweak scale whenever the CP-violating phase is
large. Recently, the ACME collaboration has set a strong
limit on the electron electric dipole moment (EDM) [7],
jdej=e ≤ 1.1 × 10−29 cm, at the 90% confidence level and
they expect to improve this measurement during stage III.
For reviews on CP violation and EDMs we refer the reader
to Refs. [8–11]. In this article, we study the implications of
the electron EDM bound in this theory. Since there is a
strong upper bound on the masses of all new fermions, the
EDM bounds are very important. We also study the
correlation between the dark matter constraints, Higgs
bounds, and EDM experimental limits. For a study of
EDMs in the context of local baryon number and Majorana
dark matter see Ref. [12].
This article is organized as follows: In Sec. II we briefly

review the theory of local baryon number predicting a Dirac
dark matter candidate. In Sec. III we study the phenom-
enology of Dirac dark matter, focusing on the upper bound
that comes from not overproducing the dark matter relic
density and the perturbativity of the couplings. In Sec. IV
we study how the new fermions modify the diphoton decay
width of the SM Higgs boson. We also study the tree-level
and loop-induced decays of the new baryonic Higgs boson.
In Sec. V we present the study of CP violation and the
implications for the EDM of the electron. Our main results
are summarized in Sec. VI.
For completeness, we present different appendices with

the details of the calculations performed in this work.
Appendix A contains the complete Feynman rules of the
theory, Appendix B has the diagonalization of the mass
matrices, in Appendix C we present a discussion on the
CP-violating phases, and in Appendix D we present the
different contributions to the EDMs. In Appendix E we
provide the full expressions for the tree-level and loop-
induced decay widths of the baryonic Higgs boson and
Appendix F has the loop functions involved in these decays
and also in the Higgs diphoton decay.

II. SIMPLE THEORY FOR DIRAC DARK MATTER

The origin of baryon number violation in nature is
unknown. The theory proposed in Ref. [1] provides a
way to understand the spontaneous violation of baryon
number in nature. This theory is based on the gauge
symmetry

SUð3ÞC ⊗ SUð2ÞL ⊗ Uð1ÞY ⊗ Uð1ÞB;

where the extra Abelian symmetry, Uð1ÞB, corresponds to
local baryon number. In order to study the spontaneous
breaking of local baryon number we need to define an

anomaly free theory. In Table I we list the extra fermionic
content needed to cancel all the gauge anomalies. Notice
that the extra fermions have baryon numbers B1 or B2, but
anomaly cancellation imposes the conditionB1 − B2 ¼ −3.
The full Lagrangian of this theory can be written as

L ¼ LSM −
gB
3
ðQ̄Lγ

μQL þ ūRγμuR þ d̄RγμdRÞZB
μ

−
1

4
ZB
μνZB;μν þ LB

K þ LB
Y − VðH; SBÞ; ð2:1Þ

where LSM is the SM Lagrangian, ZB
μ is the leptophobic

gauge boson associated to Uð1ÞB and ZB
μν ¼ ∂μZB

ν − ∂νZB
μ .

In the above equation QL ∼ ð3; 2; 1=6; 1=3Þ, uR∼
ð3; 1; 2=3; 1=3Þ, and dR ∼ ð3; 1;−1=3; 1=3Þ are the multip-
lets for the Standard Model quarks. Here we are neglecting
the kinetic mixing between the Abelian symmetries and
assuming that B1 ≠ −B2 in order to avoid the case with
Majorana dark matter that has been already studied
in Ref. [13].
The new kinetic terms are given by

LB
K ¼ iΨ̄L=DΨL þ iΨ̄R=DΨR þ iη̄R=DηR þ iη̄L=DηL

þ iχ̄R=DχR þ iχ̄L=DχL þ ðDμSBÞ†ðDμSBÞ; ð2:2Þ

while the new Yukawa interactions can be written as

−LB
Y ¼ y1Ψ̄LHηR þ y2Ψ̄RHηL þ y3Ψ̄LH̃χR þ y4Ψ̄RH̃χL

þ yΨΨ̄LΨRS�B þ yηη̄RηLS�B þ yχ χ̄RχLS�B þ H:c:;

ð2:3Þ

where H ∼ ð1; 2; 1=2; 0Þ is the Standard Model Higgs
boson, and H̃ ¼ iσ2H�. The scalar SB ∼ ð1; 1; 0; 3Þ is
responsible for the spontaneous breaking of baryon num-
ber. We define the following mass parameters,

μΨ ¼ yΨffiffiffi
2

p vB; μη ¼
yηffiffiffi
2

p vB; μχ ¼
yχffiffiffi
2

p vB; ð2:4Þ

and in Appendix B we discuss the diagonalization of the
mass matrices to obtain the physical states. These

TABLE I. Fermionic representations needed for gauge anomaly
cancellation with B1 − B2 ¼ −3 [1].

Fields SUð3ÞC SUð2ÞL Uð1ÞY Uð1ÞB
ΨL ¼

�
Ψ0

L
Ψ−

L

�
1 2 − 1

2
B1

ΨR ¼
�
Ψ0

R
Ψ−

R

�
1 2 − 1

2
B2

ηR 1 1 −1 B1

ηL 1 1 −1 B2

χR 1 1 0 B1

χL 1 1 0 B2
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interactions can generate large masses (above the electro-
weak scale) for the new fermions. This happens after SB
acquires a nonzero vacuum expectation value (VEV) and
spontaneously breaks the Uð1ÞB symmetry. From Eq. (2.3)
we see that SB must carry the baryon number equal to 3.
Therefore, local baryon number must be broken in three
units and the theory predicts the proton to be stable. Since
the proton is stable in this theory, it can describe physics at
the low scale in agreement with experimental constraints.
The full scalar potential is given by

V ¼ −μ2HH†H þ λHðH†HÞ2 − μ2BS
†
BSB þ λBðS†BSBÞ2

þ λHBðH†HÞðS†BSBÞ: ð2:5Þ

The Higgs fields can be written as

H ¼
� Gþ

1ffiffi
2

p ðv0 þ h0 þ iG0Þ
�
; and

SB ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p ðvB þ sB þ iGBÞ; ð2:6Þ

with the physical Higgs bosons defined as follows:

h ¼ h0 cos θB − sB sin θB;

hB ¼ sB cos θB þ h0 sin θB; ð2:7Þ

where θB corresponds to the mixing angle that diagonalizes
the mass matrix for the Higgs bosons, and it is given by

tan 2θB ¼ v0vBλHB

v2BλB − v20λH
; ð2:8Þ

where v0 and vB correspond to the VEVs of H and SB,
respectively. It is important to mention that this simple
theory predicts only few extra physical fields:

(i) Two neutral Dirac fermions, χ0i , with i ¼ 1, 2.
(ii) Two electrically charged fermions χ�j with j ¼ 1, 2.
(iii) A new Higgs boson, hB, called baryonic Higgs boson.
(iv) The spin one gauge boson, ZB, associated to Uð1ÞB.

After symmetry breaking there is an anomaly free global
symmetry in the new sector:

χL → eiθχL; χR → eiθχR; ΨL → eiθΨL;

ΨR → eiθΨR; ηL → eiθηL; ηR → eiθηR; ð2:9Þ

this is a remnant from the local baryon symmetry.
Therefore, the lightest new field in this sector is stable.
The stable field in this sector should be neutral to avoid
issues with cosmology and then we have a candidate to
describe the cold dark matter in the Universe. It is possible
to consider two different scenarios for the lightest field:
(i) χ01 is Ψ-like, (ii) χ01 is χ-like. The first scenario is ruled
out by direct detection experiments becauseΨ0 is a SUð2ÞL

doublet and the cross section is several orders of magnitude
above the experimental limit [6]. We focus on the second
scenario, which is consistent with all the experimental
limits, as we will discuss below.

III. DIRAC DARK MATTER

This theory predicts generically a Dirac dark matter
candidate that is χ-like. Here χ ¼ χL þ χR is the DM
candidate and the relevant interactions are given by

L ⊃
1

3
gBq̄γμqZB

μ − gBχ̄γμðB2PL þ B1PRÞχZB
μ

−Mχ χ̄χ þ
Mχ cos θB

vB
χ̄χhB −

Mχ sin θB
vB

χ̄χh; ð3:1Þ

where Mχ ¼ yχvB=
ffiffiffi
2

p
and PLðRÞ ¼ ð1 ∓ γ5Þ=2.

In order to study the relic density constraints we need to
consider all possible annihilation channels:

χ̄χ → q̄q; ZBZB; hZB; hBZB; hh; hhB; hBhB;WW;ZZ:

The constraints from DM direct detection are very impor-
tant to understand the allowed parameter space in this
theory. The elastic nucleon-χ cross section has two main
contributions mediated by the ZB gauge boson and the
Higgs boson.
In Fig. 1 we present our results for the calculation of the

dark matter relic density which has been computed numeri-
cally using MicrOMEGAs5.0.6 [14]. The solid blue line
reproduces the measured value of ΩDMh2 ¼ 0.12 [15]
while the region shaded in blue overproduces the dark
matter relic abundance. In the upper panel we fixed the
gauge coupling to its largest value allowed by perturbativity
gB ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffi

2π
p

=3. The red line corresponds to the maximal
value for the Yukawa coupling allowed by perturbativity:
namely, yχ ¼ 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p
. We find that the results for the relic

density are almost independent of the scalar mixing angle;
for the plots we set θB ¼ 0. The peak that can be observed
in the plots corresponds to the resonance Mχ ≃MZB

=2 so
that χχ̄ → qq̄ is the dominant annihilation channel. The
bump in the lower part of the plot also corresponds to a
resonanceMχ ≃MhB=2. In the entire region above the TeV
scale the dominant annihilation channel is χχ̄ → ZBhB and
this does not require being close to any resonance; therefore
it is the generic DM annihilation channel.
In contrast to the case with Majorana dark matter studied

in Ref. [13], in this scenario the direct detection cross
section does not have velocity suppression, and hence,
these bounds are much stronger. In Fig. 1 we show with a
solid green line what is excluded by Xenon-1T [18] while
the solid black line shows the projected sensitivity for
Xenon-nT [19]. This is discussed in more detail in Ref. [6]
where a study of the Dirac dark matter phenomenology was
performed. As it was shown in that work, the experimental
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bound from Xenon-1T rules out multi-TeV dark matter
masses even in the case of zero mixing with the SM Higgs
bosons. Furthermore, the projected sensitivity for Xenon-
nT will be able to probe a large region in the param-
eter space.
The region shaded in purple in Fig. 1 shows the

parameter space excluded by dijet resonance searches at
the LHC [16,17]. In the lower panel of that figure we show
the results for gB ¼ 0.1, in this scenario the gauge boson
can evade the constraints from the dijet searches. However,
the experimental constraint from direct detection requires
Mχ ≳ 850 GeV if the dark matter density is saturated.
The upper panel in Fig. 1 also shows that there is an

upper bound on the masses of the gauge boson and the dark

matter in order to not overclose the Universe. In summary,
we obtain MZB

≲ 100 TeV and Mχ ≲ 50 TeV as upper
bounds for the masses of the gauge boson and the dark
matter, respectively. This bound is stronger than the one
coming from the unitarity of the S matrix which is around
200 TeV [6]. Furthermore, ignoring the resonant region,
which requires Mχ ≈MZB

=2, the upper bounds become
MZB

≲ 19 TeV andMχ ≲ 26 TeV, which are more generic.
Furthermore, since all the new fermions acquire their

mass from the Uð1ÞB breaking scale, there is a nondecou-
pling effect within the new sector, and the upper bound also
applies to the charged fields that contribute to the EDMs.
Namely, in the limit of small fermionic mixing we have that
Mχ�

1
≃yηvB=

ffiffiffi
2

p ¼yηMZB
=ð3 ffiffiffi

2
p

gBÞ and Mχ�
2
≃ yΨvB=

ffiffiffi
2

p
,

and hence, setting the Yukawa couplings to their allowed
values by perturbativity yΨ; yη ≤ 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p
, we find that

Mχ�i
≲ 140 TeV ð30 TeVÞ; ð3:2Þ

where the number in the parentheses is more generic since
it does not require the theory to live in a resonance. This is a
striking result that implies that we can hope to fully test this
theory at current or future collider experiments.1

IV. HIGGS BOSON DECAYS

In 2012 both the ATLAS and CMS announced the
discovery of a scalar particle with properties similar to
the SM Higgs boson with a mass of 125 GeV. The presence
of new physics coupled to this particle motivates a detailed
experimental study of its properties. The diphoton decay of
the Higgs boson represents one of its cleanest signatures
and its measurement is expected to be improved by the high
luminosity run of the LHC. In this section, we study how
the new charged fermions could modify this branching
ratio. Furthermore, the theory also predicts a second Higgs
boson that mixes with the SM Higgs boson, with mixing
angle θB, and we study its decays channels in detail
including the loop-induced decays with the anomaly
canceling fermions running in the loop.

A. SM Higgs boson diphoton decay

The presence of new physics coupled to the SM Higgs
boson can modify some of its properties. In this theory, the
new charged fermions introduced to cancel the gauge
anomalies give new contributions to the Higgs boson decay
into two photons. In Fig. 2 we present the Feynman
diagrams that contribute to the h → γγ decay. The signal
strength for this channel normalized with respect to the SM
prediction has been measured by the ATLAS collaboration

FIG. 1. Dark matter relic density in the MZB
vs Mχ plane. The

solid blue line reproduces the measured value of ΩDMh2 ¼ 0.12
[15] while the region shaded in light blue overproduces the DM
relic density. The region shaded in purple is excluded by dijet
resonance searches at the LHC [16,17]. The region shaded in red
is excluded by the perturbativity of the Yukawa coupling yχ . The
solid green line is excluded by Xenon-1T [18] while the solid
black line shows the projected sensitivity for Xenon-nT [19]. The
upper panel corresponds to the maximal coupling gB ¼ ffiffiffiffiffi

2π
p

=3,
while the lower panel is for gB ¼ 0.1. In both panels we fixed
MhB ¼ 1 TeV, θB ¼ 0 and the baryonic charge to B1 ¼ −1=2,
which implies B2 ¼ 5=2.

1This upper bound is obtained from the largest value of gB
allowed by perturbativity. However, due to the positive β function
for gB, such a large value will quickly run into a Landau pole, and,
hence, we expect the theory to live at a much lower scale.
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to be μγγ ¼ 1.16� 0.14 [20], while the CMS collaboration
reports μγγ ¼ 1.12� 0.09 [21]. The high luminosity run at
the LHC is expected to improve the measurement of this
rate by a factor of 2 [22], and a possible deviation from the
SM prediction could be observed.
There are different extensions of the SM that lead to a

modification of the Higgs diphoton rate, for studies from an
EFT perspective see, e.g., Refs. [23–27]. For phenomeno-
logical studies of models with new vectorlike fermions that
have Yukawa interactions with the SM Higgs boson see,
e.g., Refs. [28–31]. In this theory, the Higgs diphoton decay
width is given by

Γðh → γγÞ ¼ α2

64π3M5
h

����X2
i¼1

Mχ�i
Re½Cii

hc�Fχ�i

þ cos θB
v0

�X
fþ
Nf

cQ2
fm

2
fþFfþ − FW

�����2

þ α2

64π3Mh

����X2
i¼1

Mχ�i
Im½Cii

hc�Gχ�i

����2; ð4:1Þ

where the sum over fþ is over the SM fermions, v0
corresponds to the VEV of the SM Higgs boson and the
loop functions are given in Appendix F. The CP-even part
of the new Yukawa interactions (real part) interfere with the
SM contribution, and, hence, the rate for h → γγ can be

enhanced or suppressed depending on the sign of the new
couplings [28]. The CP-odd part of the new interactions
(imaginary part) does not interfere with the SM contribu-
tion and always enhances this rate; however, it only gives a
small contribution. Consequently, this observable will give
stronger constraints for small CP-violating phases and will
be complementary to the bounds from EDMs.
As we discuss in Appendix C the theory contains two

independent CP-violating phases: ϕC ¼ argðyηy�Ψy1y�2Þ in
the charged sector and ϕN ¼ argðyχy�Ψy3y�4Þ in the neutral
sector. In order to make predictions we need to fix some of
the parameters, throughout this article we fix the Yukawa
couplings yi to different Oð1Þ values in order to show
different slices of the parameter space. We also require the
charged fermion masses to satisfy the lower bound from
LEP of 90 GeV [32].
In Fig. 3 we show our results for the Higgs diphoton

signal strength μγγ≡σprodBrðh→ γγÞ=ðσprodSM Brðh→ γγÞSMÞ
as a function of the mass parameter jμΨj. The region within
the solid (dashed) red lines shows the measurement by the
CMS collaboration within 2σ (1σ). On the left panel we fix
the parameters to y1 ¼ 0.6, y2 ¼ 0.8, and μη ¼ μΨ=3. The
green line corresponds to ϕC ¼ 0 and using the 2σ range
for μEXPγγ we find that jμΨj < 0.43 TeV is excluded. The
orange line corresponds to ϕC ¼ π=4 for which jμΨj <
0.38 TeV is excluded. Finally, the blue line is for ϕC ¼ π=2
for which we find that the measurement of μγγ provides no
constraint.
On the right panel in Fig. 3 we fix y1 ¼ 0.6 and y2 ¼

−0.8 from which it is possible to obtain a destructive
interference and lower the prediction for μγγ. The green line
corresponds to ϕC ¼ 0 and using the 2σ range for μEXPγγ we
find that jμΨj < 0.74 TeV is excluded. The orange line
corresponds to ϕC ¼ π=4 for which jμΨj < 0.6 TeV is

FIG. 2. Feynman diagrams for the contribution of the new
fermions to the h → γγ decay.

FIG. 3. Diphoton signal strength of the SMHiggs boson μγγ as a function of the mass parameter jμΨj in units of TeV. The region within
the solid (dashed) red lines shows the measurement by the CMS collaboration within 2σ (1σ) [21]. The green, orange, and blue solid
lines correspond to different values for the CP-violating phase ϕC ¼ 0, ϕC ¼ π=4, and ϕC ¼ π=2, respectively.
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excluded. Finally, the blue line is for ϕC ¼ π=2 for which
we find again that the measurement of μγγ provides no
constraint.
We note that even though the addition of large Yukawa

couplings with the Higgs boson could push the electroweak
vacuum to the instability region at a high scale, this can be
easily addressed by the positive contribution from the
Higgs portal coupling λHB between the Higgs boson and
the scalar responsible for the breaking of baryon number.
Regarding the CP-violating phase in the neutral sector, ϕN ,
this parameter does not enter at one-loop in the calculation
of h → γγ, and hence, it is not constrained by this
observable.
The Yukawa couplings y1 and y2 will induce a mass

splitting among the components of the SUð2ÞL doublet Ψ,
and, hence, there will be a contribution to the electroweak
precision observables S, T, and U. This was studied for a
similar scenario in Ref. [33]. Nevertheless, there exists
freedom in the couplings y3 and y4 that also contribute to
the mass splitting and those bounds can be easily satisfied.
Furthermore, if the dark matter relic density is saturated, the
bound from direct detection requires the dark matter mass
to be above 850 GeV, and hence, the new charged fermions
will be above this value so the contribution to those
parameters is further suppressed.

B. Baryonic Higgs boson decays

In this section, we study the phenomenology of the scalar
responsible for the spontaneous breaking of Uð1ÞB. As we
have discussed in Sec. III the strong constraints from DM
direct detection experiments require the new gauge boson
and the dark matter to be above the TeV scale. Therefore, if
the baryonic Higgs boson has a mass around the electro-
weak scale it will decay dominantly into SM gauge bosons.
In this section we neglect the effect of CP violation.
From the Yukawa interactions in Eq. (2.3) it can be seen

that the anomaly canceling fermions running in the loop
will induce decays of hB into SM gauge bosons including
γγ. We computed these decay widths with the help of
Package-X [34] and present the full expressions in
Appendix E. Of particular interest is the clean diphoton
channel that, as we will show, can have a branching ratio
much larger than the one for the SM Higgs boson.
In Fig. 4 we show our results for the branching ratio of

hB as a function of the scalar mixing angle θB. As we have
discussed in Sec. III the most generic case is for χχ̄ →
ZBhB to be the dominant DM annihilation channel.
Consequently, we fix the parameters to be in this regime
and reproduce the measured relic abundance of ΩDMh2 ¼
0.12. The experimental bound from Xenon-1T is shaded in
red and constrains the mixing angle to be θB ≲ 0.009, while
the projected sensitivity for Xenon-nTwill be able to probe
the ZB mediated cross section and, hence, will be sensitive
to a vanishing scalar mixing angle. For the whole range of
mixing angles the branching ratio for the decay into a pair

of Z bosons is large, and, hence, the decay channel hB →
ZZ → 4l can be used to search for this new scalar.
Moreover, for small values of the mixing angle θB ≤
10−4 the branching ratio for the loop-induced decay hB →
γγ can be as large as 10%. Finally, since we fix MhB ¼
400 GeV for large values of the mixing angle there is a
large branching ratio into a top antitop quark pair.
In Fig. 5 we present our results for a scenario in which

the dominant contribution to the relic density comes from
the annihilation channel χχ̄ → qq̄, which needs to be very
close to the resonance Mχ ≈MZB

=2 to reproduce the
measured value of the relic abundance. In this scenario
there is no constraint from Xenon-1T; nonetheless, the
projected sensitivity for Xenon-nT will be able to put the

FIG. 4. Branching ratios of the baryonic Higgs boson hB as a
function of the scalar mixing angle θB. The relevant parameters
have been fixed to reproduce the dark matter relic density
ΩDMh2 ¼ 0.12 as indicated in the plot, the dominant DM
annihilation channel is χχ̄ → ZBhB. The different colors corre-
spond to different decay channels as shown in the plot. The area
shaded in red is ruled out by Xenon-1T direct detection con-
straints, while in yellow we show the region that will be probed
by Xenon-nT.

FIG. 5. Branching ratios of the baryonic Higgs boson hB as a
function of the scalar mixing angle θB. The relevant parameters
have been fixed to reproduce the dark matter relic density
ΩDMh2 ¼ 0.12 as indicated in the plot, the dominant DM
annihilation channel is χχ̄ → qq̄. The different colors correspond
to different decay channels as shown in the plot. The area shaded
in yellow shows the projected sensitivity for Xenon-nT.
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constrain of θB ≲ 0.027 on the mixing angle. As can be
seen, the dominant decays are hB → WþW− and hB → ZZ.
Furthermore, for very small values of the mixing angle
θB ≤ 10−4 then the branching ratio hB → γγ can be as large
as 13%.
There are two main channels for the production of hB at

the LHC. On the one hand we have the associated
production pp → Z�

B → ZBhB, which was studied recently
in Ref. [35]. Even if the constraints from DM direct
detection require that the mass of the ZB has to be above
the TeV, the production cross section for MhB ¼ 400 GeV
and MZB

¼ 1.1 TeV corresponds to σðpp → ZBhBÞ ≈
10−2 fb for a center-of-mass energy of 14 TeV, and hence,
Oð10Þ events can be generated in the high luminosity run at
the LHC. On the other hand, there is production via gluon
fusion which is suppressed by the mixing angle sin2 θB;
however, the branching ratio for hB → γγ can be 102 times
larger than the one for the SM Higgs boson. Consequently,
for hB with a mass of 400 GeVand θB ≈ 10−2 there will be
Oð1Þ events generated in the high luminosity run at
the LHC.

V. CP VIOLATION AND EDMs

This theory predicts new fermions needed for anomaly
cancellation and their interactions can provide new sources
of CP violation. In this section we study the new sources
of CP violation and calculate the predictions for the
electric dipole moment of the electron. These also induce
an electric dipole moment for the neutron; however,
the experimental bound is much weaker than the one for
the electron. In general, all the Yukawa couplings in
Eq. (2.3) can be complex, and as we discuss in
Appendix C this leads to two independent CP-violating
phases: ϕC ¼ argðyηy�Ψy1y�2Þ in the charged sector and
ϕN ¼ argðyχy�Ψy3y�4Þ in the neutral sector. These CP-
violating phases contribute to the electric dipole moments
of SM fermions via two-loop Barr-Zee diagrams shown
in Fig. 6. The contributions with hγ, hZ, and hZB in
the loop depend only on ϕC; while both CP-violating
phases contribute in the case with W−Wþ in the loop. In
Appendix D we provide the expressions for the different
contributions to the EDM.

In Fig. 7 we present our results for the electron EDM as a
function of the mass parameter μΨ. The different contri-
butions are shown by dashed lines of different colors. The
largest contribution comes from the γh diagram, but the
WW contribution can be of similar order and even larger in
some regions of the parameter space. The Zh is small due to
the cancellation in the overall term ðTe

3=2 − s2WQeÞ, as has
been noted previously in the literature for other scenarios
[36]. In the left panel we fix ϕC ¼ π=2 and ϕN ¼ 0 and the
relevant Yukawa interactions to jy2j ¼ 2jy1j ¼ 0.2; the
region excluded by the ACME collaboration, jdej=e ≤
1.1 × 10−29 cm [7], corresponds to the region shaded
in gray and for this scenario we obtain the exclusion of
jμΨj≲ 2.7 TeV. The gray dashed line corresponds to
the projected sensitivity for ACME III of jdej=e ≤ 3 ×
10−31 cm [37] and for this scenario it will reach jμΨj≲
21 TeV. The region shaded in green is excluded due
to overproducing the dark matter relic abundance
ΩDMh2 > 0.12.
In the right panel of Fig. 7 we set ϕC ¼ 0 and ϕN ¼ π=2,

which implies that the dominant contribution is from WW
in the loop and that is why we can see that the dashed and
the solid line overlap. The relevant Yukawa couplings are
fixed to jy4j ¼ 2jy2j ¼ 0.2; for this scenario we obtain the
exclusion of jμΨj≲ 0.9 TeV while ACME III will be able
to reach jμΨj ≲ 7 TeV. In both panels we fix μη ¼ μΨ=3
and we find that the results are almost independent of μχ
since the χ fermion is a SM singlet and only gives a small
contribution through fermionic mixing. We note that in the
limit in which either one of the relevant couplings yi → 0
then the EDM will also vanish.
These results are relevant for the baryogenesis scenarios

proposed in Refs. [38,39] where it was argued that EDMs
only appear at four loops. We demonstrated that the effects
from the anomaly canceling charged fermions cannot be
neglected and that EDMs already appear at two-loops.
Nonetheless, our conclusions hold for the minimal scenario
and could change in a nonminimal scenario with more
scalars charged under Uð1ÞB that acquire a nonzero VEV.
As an alternative solution to the baryon asymmetry of the
Universe, Ref. [40] recently studied the implementation of
high-scale leptogenesis in theories with local lepton and
baryon number. As a side note, we comment on the EDM of
the muon which even though it receives and enhancement

FIG. 6. Feynman graphs for the Barr-Zee contribution to the electric dipole moment of the electron. Vμ can either be the photon or the
Z boson. Here χþi and χ0j correspond to the anomaly canceling fermions.
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of (mμ=me) compared to the electron, the experimental
sensitivity is much weaker than in the case of the electron.
The current bound from Brookhaven Muon (g − 2) experi-
ment is jdμj < 1.5 × 10−19 e cm [41], which lies more than
six orders of magnitude below our predictions.
In Fig. 8 we present our results for the parameter space

allowed by the ACME bound and the measurement of μγγ .
The region excluded by the measurement of the Higgs
diphoton channel is shown in red. The gray dashed line is
the bound from DM direct detection that requires
Mχ ≳ 850 GeV; nevertheless, this bound applies when
the relic density is saturated. The region excluded by
ACME is shown in orange. In the case that ϕC ¼ π=2
then this bound already excludes jμΨj ≲ 16 TeV. This
bound also has consequences for the low-mass regime.
Assuming these values for the Yukawas, i.e., jy1j ¼ 0.6,
jy2j ¼ 0.8, and a maximal CP-violating phase, then we can
find an indirect bound on the symmetry breaking scale by
requiring perturbativity of yΨ and yη; namely, the bound
translates into MZB

=gB ≳ 13.5 TeV, so for example for a
light boson of MZB

¼ 1 GeV the coupling needs to be
gB ≲ 10−4. The blue dashed line corresponds to the
projected sensitivity for ACME III and shows that for a
maximal CP violation it is expected to reach jμΨj≲
115 TeV. The region shaded in green overproduces the
dark matter relic density. Consequently, the allowed
parameter space is constrained from above and below.
This result shows a complementarity between the

electron EDM and the Higgs diphoton decay. The region
with vanishing CP violation can be probed by measuring a
deviation in the Higgs diphoton decay. For the parameters
shown in Fig. 8 the current measurement of μγγ within 2σ

excludes jμΨj≲ 0.37 TeV. We also find that the projected
sensitivity of ACME III will probe a CP-violating phase
as small as ϕC ≈ 10−4 for charged fermions below the
TeV scale.

FIG. 7. Left panel: the solid blue line shows the electron EDM as a function of the mass parameter μΨ. The dashed red, purple, and
orange lines show the different contributions dγhe , dWW

e , and dZhe , respectively. The region shaded in gray corresponds to the experimental
bound from the ACME Collaboration [7] and the gray dashed line gives the projected sensitivity for ACME III [37]. The region shaded
in green is excluded due to overproducing the dark matter relic abundanceΩDMh2 > 0.12. The CP-violating phases are set to ϕC ¼ π=2
and ϕN ¼ 0 and the other parameters have been fixed as shown in the title of the plot. Right panel: same as left panel but with the
CP-violating phases set to ϕC ¼ 0 and ϕN ¼ π=2.

FIG. 8. Allowed parameter space in the ϕC vs jμΨj plane. The
region shaded in orange corresponds to the experimental bound
from the ACME collaboration [7] and the blue dashed line gives
the projected sensitivity for ACME III [37]. The region shaded
in red is excluded by the measurement of the Higgs diphoton
signal strength μγγ at the LHC. The gray dashed line gives the
bound from DM direct detection, which applies when the dark
matter relic density is saturated. The region shaded in green is
excluded since it overproduces the dark matter relic abundance
ΩDMh2 > 0.12. We set ϕN ¼ 0 and the other parameters have
been fixed as shown in the title of the plot.
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VI. SUMMARY

We studied a simple theory based on local baryon number
Uð1ÞB that predicts a dark matter candidate from the
cancellation of gauge anomalies. We found that the constraint
on the DM relic density gives an upper bound on the full
theory. This gauge theory contains new sources of CP
violation and can give a large electric dipole moment for
the electron. Also, since the new charged fermions cannot be
decoupled from the baryonic Higgs boson; the theory predicts
a large branching ratio for the latter into SM gauge bosons.
Generically, dark matter is predicted to be a Dirac

fermion. We studied the dark matter phenomenology and
found that the currents bounds from direct detection already
require the dark matter mass to be above the TeV scale. We
showed that not overproducing the relic density sets a
generic upper bound on the masses of the gauge boson and
the dark matter,MZB

≲ 19 TeV andMχ ≲ 26 TeV, respec-
tively. Moreover, since all the new fermions acquire their
masses from the new symmetry breaking scale this implies
an upper bound on the charged fermions responsible for the
EDMs; namely, Mχ�i

≲ 30 TeV.
We calculated the contribution from the new fermions

running in the loop for the decay of the SM Higgs boson
into two photons and found the constraint on the parameter
space from the current measurement of the Higgs signal
strength μγγ at the LHC. We also studied the decays for the
new Higgs boson in the theory responsible for the sponta-
neous breaking of the Uð1ÞB. We found that the loop-
induced decay hB → γγ can have a large branching ratio

around 10% and that the process pp → Z�
B → ZBhB could

be observed in the high luminosity run at the LHC.
Furthermore, we showed that the theory contains two

new CP-violating phases that cannot be removed by field
rotations. We computed the Barr-Zee contributions to the
EDM of the electron and found that the current bound by
ACME already excludes μΨ ≲ 16 TeV for maximal CP
violation. Furthermore, the projected sensitivity for ACME
III will be able to probe a large region in the parameter
space of the theory; namely, for maximal CP violation it
could reach μΨ ≲ 115 TeV. Consequently, the theory is
being constrained from above by the measured dark matter
relic abundance and from below by the lack of experimental
evidence for an electron EDM. Finally, we demonstrated
there is a complementarity between measurements of the
Higgs diphoton decay and the electron EDM. Namely, the
bound from the Higgs diphoton decay is the dominant
constraint for small CP-violating phases. This theory could
be tested at current or future experiments by combining the
results from dark matter, collider, and EDM experiments.
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APPENDIX A: FEYNMAN RULES

In this appendix we list all the Feynman rules for the new
particles:
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where

Cij
L ¼ tan θWðV1i

L Þ�V1j
L −

1

tan 2θW
ðV2i

L Þ�V2j
L ; ðA1Þ

Cij
R ¼ tan θWðV1i

R Þ�V1j
R −

1

tan 2θW
ðV2i

R Þ�V2j
R ; ðA2Þ

Cij
hn ¼

1ffiffiffi
2

p cos θB½y�3ðN1i
R Þ�N2j

L þ y4ðN2i
R Þ�N1j

L �

−
1ffiffiffi
2

p sin θB½y�ΨðN2i
R Þ�N2j

L þ yχðN1i
R Þ�N1j

L �; ðA3Þ

Cij
hc ¼

1ffiffiffi
2

p cos θB½y�1ðV1i
R Þ�V2j

L þ y2ðV2i
R Þ�V1j

L �

−
1ffiffiffi
2

p sin θB½y�ΨðV2i
R Þ�V2j

L þ yηðV1i
R Þ�V1j

L �; ðA4Þ

Cij
Bn ¼

1ffiffiffi
2

p sin θB½y�3ðN1i
R Þ�N2j

L þ y4ðN2i
R Þ�N1j

L �

þ 1ffiffiffi
2

p cos θB½y�ΨðN2i
R Þ�N2j

L þ yχðN1i
R Þ�N1j

L �; ðA5Þ

Cij
Bc ¼

1ffiffiffi
2

p sin θB½y�1ðV1i
R Þ�V2j

L þ y2ðV2i
R Þ�V1j

L �

þ 1ffiffiffi
2

p cos θB½y�ΨðV2i
R Þ�V2j

L þ yηðV1i
R Þ�V1j

L �; ðA6Þ

Oij
Ln ¼ B2ðN1i

L Þ�N1j
L þ B1ðN2i

L Þ�N2j
L ; ðA7Þ

Oij
Rn ¼ B1ðN1i

R Þ�N1j
R þ B2ðN2i

R Þ�N2j
R ; ðA8Þ

Oij
Lc ¼ B2ðV1i

L Þ�V1j
L þ B1ðV2i

L Þ�V2j
L ; ðA9Þ

Oij
Rc ¼ B1ðV1i

R Þ�V1j
R þ B2ðV2i

R Þ�V2j
R ; ðA10Þ

where the matrices NL, NR, VL, and VR are the ones that
diagonalize the mass matrices as we discuss in Appendix B.

APPENDIX B: MASS MATRICES

The anomaly canceling fermions consist of two Dirac
neutral fermions and two charged fermions. In this appen-
dix we go through the diagonalization to the physical states.

(i) Neutral states:
The mass matrix for the neutral states in the basis

χ0L ¼ ðχ0LΨ0
LÞ and χ0R ¼ ðχ0RΨ0

RÞ is given by

−L ⊃
�
χ0R Ψ0

R

�
M0

�
χ0L
Ψ0

L

�
þ H:c:; ðB1Þ

where

M0 ¼
1ffiffiffi
2

p
�
yχvB y�3v0
y4v0 y�ΨvB

�
; ðB2Þ

where v0 and vB correspond to the VEVs of the SM
Higgs bosons and the baryonic Higgs bosons,
respectively. To obtain the physical fields χ0i the
mass matrix needs to be diagonalized. The relation
between the fields in the Lagrangian and the
physical fields is given by the NL and NR mixing
matrices

�
χ0L
Ψ0

L

�
¼ NL

�
χ01L
χ02L

�
;

�
χ0R
Ψ0

R

�
¼ NR

�
χ01R
χ02R

�
:

ðB3Þ

The unitary matrices NL and NR diagonalize the
mass matrix as follows

N†
RM0NL ¼ Mdiag

0 ; ðB4Þ

and the following relations can be used to find NL
and NR

jMdiag
0 j2 ¼ N†

LM
†
0M0NL ¼ N†

RM0M
†
0NR; ðB5Þ

and the two mass eigenvalues correspond to
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M2
χ0i
¼ 1

2

�
jμχ j2 þ jμΨj2 þ jy3j2

v20
2
þ jy4j2

v20
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi�
jμχ j2 þ jμΨj2 þ jy3j2

v20
2
þ jy4j2

v20
2

�
2

− 4jμχ j2jμΨj2 − jy3j2jy4j2v40 þ 4v20Re½μχμ�Ψy3y�4�
s �

;

where v0 corresponds to the SM Higgs VEV and we have
used μχ ¼ yχvB=

ffiffiffi
2

p
and μΨ ¼ yΨvB=

ffiffiffi
2

p
.

(ii) Charged states:
The mass matrix for the new charged fermions in

the basis χ−L ¼ ðη−LΨ−
LÞ and χ−R ¼ ðη−RΨ−

RÞ is given by

−L ⊃
�
η−R Ψ−

R

�
MC

�
η−L
Ψ−

L

�
þ H:c:; ðB6Þ

where

MC ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p
�
yηvB y�1v0
y2v0 y�ΨvB

�
: ðB7Þ

To obtain the physical fields χ�i the mass matrix
needs to be diagonalized. The relation between the
fields in the Lagrangian and the physical fields is
given by the VL and VR mixing matrices

�
η−L
Ψ−

L

�
¼ VL

�
χ−1L
χ−2L

�
;

�
η−R
Ψ−

R

�
¼ VR

�
χ−1R
χ−2R

�
:

ðB8Þ

The unitary matrices VL and VR diagonalize the
mass matrix as follows

V†
RMCVL ¼ Mdiag

C ; ðB9Þ

and the following relations can be used to find VL
and VR

jMdiag
C j2¼V†

LM
†
CMCVL¼V†

RMCM
†
CVR; ðB10Þ

and the two mass eigenvalues correspond to

M2
χ�i

¼ 1

2

�
jμηj2 þ jμΨj2 þ jy1j2

v20
2
þ jy2j2

v20
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi�
jμχ j2 þ jμΨj2 þ jy1j2

v20
2
þ jy2j2

v20
2

�
2

− 4jμηj2jμΨj2 − jy1j2jy2j2v40 þ 4v20Re½μημ�Ψy1y�2�
s �

;

where we have used μη ¼ yηvB=
ffiffiffi
2

p
and μΨ ¼ yΨvB=

ffiffiffi
2

p
.

APPENDIX C: CP VIOLATION

The mass matrix for the charged fermions in Eq. (B7)
can be written in general as

MC ¼

0
B@

jyηjvBffiffi
2

p eiδη jy1jv0ffiffi
2

p e−iδ1

jy2jv0ffiffi
2

p eiδ2 jyΨjvBffiffi
2

p e−iδΨ

1
CA; ðC1Þ

which can be rotated into

M0
C ¼

 jyηjvBffiffi
2

p jy1jv0ffiffi
2

p

jy2jv0ffiffi
2

p jyΨjvBffiffi
2

p eiϕC

!
; ðC2Þ

where

ϕC ¼ δη − δΨ þ δ1 − δ2 ¼ argðyηy�Ψy1y�2Þ; ðC3Þ

and the result of the EDMs are proportional to this CP-
violating phase. A similar rotation can be performed to
isolate ϕC to any matrix entry and this phase cannot be
removed by phase rotations. Applying a similar procedure
to the mass matrix for the neutral states, given in Eq. (B2),
we conclude that there is another CP-violating phase in the
neutral sector given by

ϕN ¼ δχ − δΨ þ δ3 − δ4 ¼ argðyχy�Ψy3y�4Þ: ðC4Þ

APPENDIX D: CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE EDMs

For the two-loop calculation of the diagram in Fig. 6 we
follow the approach presented in Ref. [42]. The different
contributions to the EDM of a SM fermion f are given by
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dγhf ¼ α2 cos θBQf

4π2sW

mf

m2
hmW

X2
i¼1

Mχ�i
Im½Cii

h �IiγhðMχ�i
Þ; ðD1Þ

dhZf ¼ eαcosθB
32π2cWs2W

�
1

2
Tf
3−s2WQf

�
mf

m2
hmW

X2
i;j¼1

IijhZðMχ�i
;Mχ�j

Þ;

ðD2Þ

dWW
f ¼ Tf

3α
2e

8π2s4W

X2
i;j¼1

Im½ðV2i
L Þ�N2j

L V
2i
R ðN2j

R Þ��

×
mfMχ�i

Mχ0j

m4
W

IijWWðMχ�i
; Mχ0j

Þ; ðD3Þ

dhZB
f ¼ gBα cos θB

96π2sW

mf

m2
hmW

X2
i;j¼1

IijhZB
ðMχ�i

; Mχ�j
Þ; ðD4Þ

where Mχ�i
corresponds to the physical masses of the

anomaly canceling fermions and the loop integrals IðmÞ are
given by

IiγhðMχ�i
Þ ¼

Z
1

0

dx
x
j

�
0;
M2

χ�i

m2
h

1

xð1 − xÞ
�
;

IijhZðMχ�i
; Mχ�j

Þ ¼
Z

1

0

dx
1

xð1 − xÞ j
�
m2

Z

m2
h

;
ΔijðxÞ
m2

h

�

× Re½ðigjiS ðgijA Þ� − gjiPðgijV Þ�ÞMχ�i
xð1 − xÞ

− ðigjiS ðgijA Þ� þ gjiPðgijV Þ�ÞMχ�j
ð1 − xÞ2�;

IijWWðMχ�i
; Mχ0j

Þ ¼
Z

1

0

dx
1 − x

j

�
0;
xrχ�i þ ð1 − xÞrχ0j

xð1 − xÞ
�
;

IijhZB
ðMχ�i

; Mχ�j
Þ ¼

Z
1

0

dx
1

xð1 − xÞ j
�
M2

ZB

m2
h

;
ΔijðxÞ
m2

h

�

× Re½ðigjiS ðκijA Þ� − gjiPðκijV Þ�ÞMχ�i
xð1 − xÞ

− ðigjiS ðκijA Þ� þ gjiPðκijV Þ�ÞMχ�j
ð1 − xÞ2�;

with the parameters

gijS ¼ −Re½Cij
h �; gijP ¼ Im½Cij

h �; ðD5Þ

gijV ¼ −
g sin θW

2
ðCij

L þ Cij
RÞ; gijA ¼ g sin θW

2
ðCij

L − Cij
RÞ;

ðD6Þ

κijV ¼ −
gB
2
ðOij

L þOij
RÞ; κijA ¼ −

gB
2
ðOij

R −Oij
LÞ; ðD7Þ

where the matrices Ch, CL, CR, OL, and OR are given in
Appendix A. θW corresponds to the Weinberg angle and the
functions in the integrands correspond to

jðy; zÞ ¼ 1

y − z

�
y log y
y − 1

−
z log z
z − 1

�
; ðD8Þ

ΔijðxÞ ¼
xM2

χ�i
þ ð1 − xÞM2

χ�j

xð1 − xÞ ; ðD9Þ

rχi ¼
�
Mχi

mW

�
2

: ðD10Þ

APPENDIX E: BARYONIC HIGGS BOSON

In this appendix, we present the expressions for the
decays of the baryonic Higgs boson including the loop-
induced channels and the full analytic expressions. To
compute the loop functions we make use of the Package-X
[34] Mathematica package. In the Feynman diagrams
below, we use an orange dot for vertices that can only
occur by the mixing of the baryonic Higgs boson with the
SM Higgs boson.

(i) hB → γγ:
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(ii) hB → Zγ:

(iii) hB → WW:
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(iv) hB → ZZ:

In all these formulas, Fi and fi correspond to the anomaly
canceling and the SM fermions, respectively. The couplings
between the gauge bosons and the new anomaly canceling
fermions are given by (see Feynman rules in Appendix A),

gZΨ0 ¼ e
sin 2θW

; gZΨþ ¼ −
e

tan 2θW
;

gZηþ ¼ e tan θW:

APPENDIX F: LOOP FUNCTIONS

In this appendix we present the loop functions for the
decay h → γγ given in Eq. (4.1) and the decays of hB given
in Appendix E. We calculated these functions with the
Package-X [34] Mathematica package. We write explicitly
the loop functions as a function of the fermion mass Mf or
gauge boson mass MV running inside the loop and the
Passarino-Veltman functions defined in Package-X:

(i) Loop functions entering in the hB and h decays to
two massless gauge fields:

Ff ¼ 4M2
h þ ð4M2

f −M2
hÞ log2

�
1 −

M2
h

2M2
f

�
1 −

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −

4M2
f

M2
h

s ��
;

FW ¼ M4
h þ 6M2

hM
2
W − 3ðM2

h − 2M2
WÞM2

W log2
�
1 −

M2
h

2M2
W

�
1 −

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −

4M2
W

M2
h

s ��
;

Gχ�i
¼ log2

�
1 −

M2
h

2M2
χ�i

�
1 −

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −

4M2
χ�i

M2
h

vuut ��
:

(ii) Loop functions entering in the hB decay to a massive
and a massless gauge fields:

Af ¼ ð4m2
f −M2

hB
þM2

VÞC0½0;M2
hB
;M2

V ;mf� þ 2

�
M2

VðΛ½M2
hB
� − Λ½M2

V �Þ
M2

hB
−M2

V
þ 1

�
;

AW ¼ 2M2
WC0½0;M2

hB
;M2

V ;MW �ððM2
hB

− 2M2
WÞðtan2 θW − 5Þ − 2M2

Vðtan2 θW − 3ÞÞ

þ
�

M2
V

M2
hB

−M2
V
ðΛ½M2

hB
� − Λ½M2

V �Þ þ 1

�
ðM2

hB
ð1 − tan2 θWÞ þ 2M2

Wð5 − tan2 θWÞÞ:
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(iii) Loop functions entering in the hB decay to a two
equal massive gauge bosons:

BF½V� ¼
1

16π2
4M2

F

M2
hB

− 4M2
V

× ½ðM2
hB

− 2M2
VÞðM4

hB
− 4M2

FðM2
hB

− 4M2
VÞ − 6M2

hB
M2

V − 4M4
VÞC0½M2

hB
;M2

V;M
2
V ;MF�

þ4M2
VðM2

hB
þ 2M2

VÞðΛ½M2
V � − Λ½M2

hB
�Þ − 2ðM4

hB
− 6M2

hB
M2

V þ 8M4
VÞ�;

CF½V� ¼
1

16π2
4M2

F

M2
hB

− 4M2
V
½2ðM2

hB
þ 2M2

VðΛ½M2
hB
� − Λ½M2

V �Þ − 4M2
VÞ

−ðM4
hB

− 6M2
hB
M2

V − 4M2
FðM2

hB
− 4M2

VÞ þ 4M4
VÞC0½M2

hB
;M2

V;M
2
V ;MF��:
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