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Simplified dark matter models for the Galactic Center gamma-ray excess
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Motivated by the gamma-ray excess observed from the region surrounding the Galactic Center, we
explore particle dark matter models that could potentially account for the spectrum and normalization of
this signal. Taking a model-independent approach, we consider an exhaustive list of tree-level diagrams for
dark matter annihilation, and determine which could account for the observed gamma-ray emission while
simultaneously predicting a thermal relic abundance equal to the measured cosmological dark matter
density. We identify a wide variety of models that can meet these criteria without conflicting with existing
constraints from direct detection experiments or the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). The prospects for
detection in near future dark matter experiments and/or the upcoming 14 TeV LHC appear quite promising.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past several years, a gamma-ray excess from the
region surrounding the Galactic Center has been identified
in the data of the Fermi Gamma-Ray Space Telescope,
with features similar to those expected from annihilating
dark matter (DM) particles [1-9]. Unlike many of the other
potential DM signals that have been reported [10-21],
however, DM interpretations of this gamma-ray excess
have become increasingly compelling as the signal has
become better measured and characterized. Recent analysis
has shown this excess to be robust and highly statistically
significant, exhibiting a spectrum and angular distribution
that is in good agreement with that expected from the
annihilations of ~30 GeV DM particles [9]. Assuming
a DM profile with a local density of 0.3 GeV/cm?,
the overall normalization of the signal requires that the
DM annihilates with a cross section of ov = (1.7 — 2.3)x
10726 c¢m?/s [9], remarkably similar to the value antici-
pated for a thermal relic [22]. And unlike other astrophysi-
cal observations which have received attention as possible
detections of DM (the cosmic-ray positron excess, for
example [23]), no plausible astrophysical interpretation for
the gamma-ray excess has been proposed.1

In this paper, we attempt to identify the varieties of DM
models that could be responsible for the observed gamma-
ray excess. Taking a model-independent and bottom-up
approach, we construct an exhaustive list of tree-level
diagrams for DM annihilation into Standard Model (SM)
fermions (see also Ref. [26]). By considering tree-level

lAlthough a population of several thousand millisecond
pulsars has been discussed as a possible origin of the observed
gamma-ray excess [2-6,24], the more recent determination that
this signal extends to beyond at least 10° from the Galactic Center
[5,9] strongly disfavors this interpretation [25].

1550-7998,/2014/89(11)/115022(28)

115022-1

PACS numbers: 95.35.+d, 95.85.Pw

diagrams, instead of effective operators [27-33], we avoid
a number of potentially important pitfalls [34-37]. For
instance, while resonances can be important in determining
the annihilation cross section and relic density of the DM,
these effects are “integrated out” in the effective operator
approach. By studying the set of tree-level diagrams with
all possible combinations of charge- and flavor-conserving
renormalizable dimension-four, and super-renormalizable
dimension-three, operators compatible with Lorentz invari-
ance, we are able to take a holistic and general view of the
types of DM models that could potentially produce the
gamma-ray excess observed from the region of the Galactic
Center.

For any given model, we impose the following

requirements:

(1) In order to generate the observed spectral shape
of the gamma-ray excess, we require that the DM
consists of either a ~35 GeV particle that annihilates
mostly to bb or a ~25 GeV particle that annihilates
approximately democratically to SM fermions [9].

(2) To accommodate the observed intensity of the
gamma-ray excess, we require that the DM annihi-
lates in the low-velocity limit with a cross section
of {ov) = (0.77—=3.23) x 1072 cm®/s or (ov) =
(0.63 —2.40) x 10726 cm?/s for the two cases de-
scribed in criterion 1, respectively [9]. These ranges
take into account the uncertainty in the local
DM density [40]. The necessary cross sections
are doubled in the case that the DM is not self-
conjugate.

*For previous studies which have considered DM models for
the Galactic Center excess from an effective field theory
perspective, see Refs. [38,39].
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(3) We require that the thermal relic density of the DM
satisfies Qpy = 0.268“:8.'8118, in accordance with
measurements from WMAP and Planck [41].

(4) We require that the elastic scattering cross sections
of the DM with nuclei are consistent with the
constraints from LUX (Large Underground Xenon
dark matter experiment) [42] and other direct de-
tection experiments.

(5) We require that no constraints from the LHC or other
accelerator experiments are violated.

Criteria 2 and 3 roughly correspond to the requirement that
the DM is a thermal relic whose annihilations proceed
largely through s-wave processes. Criterion 4 roughly
requires that any coherent (spin-independent) DM scatter-
ing with nuclei must be suppressed, such as by powers of
momentum or relative velocity. In evaluating criterion 5, we
consider monojet and mono-W/Z constraints from the
LHC, mono-b projections, as well as accelerator constraints
on various classes of particles that might mediate the
interactions of the DM.

For the DM and its mediator, we consider any combina-
tion of spin-0, spin-1/2, and spin-1 particles with inter-
actions of the following general forms:

L, > (DM DM mediator) + (SM SM mediator),
L, > (DM SM mediator) + (SM DM mediator). (1)

These refer to s-channel or 7 and u-channel annihilation
diagrams, respectively. We will continue to use this termi-
nology even when talking about elastic scattering processes
for which the Feynman diagrams are oriented differently. For
the purpose of avoiding ambiguities regarding the labels for
the DM and mediating particles, we adopt the conventions
shown in Table I.

We constrain the interactions of the mediator with DM
and SM fermions only by the requirement that Lorentz
invariance is respected at every vertex. We then consider all
allowed combinations of scalar (1), pseudoscalar (y°),
vector (y*), and axial (y#y°) interactions. We do not attempt
to construct an ultraviolet completion for any model,
leaving such exploration for future work.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In
Secs. II and III, we consider fermionic (spin-1/2) and
bosonic (spin-0 or spin-1) DM, respectively, annihilating
through s-channel Feynman diagrams. In each case, we
determine which combination of spins and interaction types
can satisfy the five criteria described in this section. In
Sec. IV, we consider cases in which the DM annihilates
through the #-channel exchange of a colored and charged
mediator. In Sec. V, we discuss constraints from collider
experiments on the mass and couplings of the particles that
mediate the DM’s interactions. In Sec. VI, we discuss
the prospects for operating and upcoming direct detection
experiments. In Sec. VII we summarize our results and
conclusions. This paper contains an extensive set of
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TABLE I. The particle notation used throughout this study.

Scalar Fermion Vector
DM ¢ X X+
Mediator A W Vv
SM (fermions) e f

appendices which include, among other information, the
full expressions for the DM annihilation and elastic scatter-
ing cross sections used in this study.

II. FERMIONIC DARK MATTER

In this section, we consider DM in the form of a (Dirac or
Majorana) fermion, y, annihilating through the s-channel
exchange of a spin-0 mediator, A:

L2 [ag(hys + Apir’ )y + FAgs + Appir*) A (2)
or through the s-channel exchange of a spin-1 mediator, V ,:

L2 [agr* (g0 + Ga? 1 + 7" (970 + 97a7°) 1V, (3)

In each case, the couplings are defined such that a = 1
(1/2) for DM in the form of a Dirac (Majorana) fermion.
For Majorana fermions, g, is required to be zero. We will
return to the case of r-channel annihilations in Sec. IV.

The basic results of this section are summarized in
Table II. Of the 14 linearly independent combinations that
link the DM with SM fermions (counting Dirac and
Majorana DM separately), there are eight in which the
low-velocity annihilation cross section is not suppressed.
We denote these models in the table with the shorthand
ov ~ 1. These models are capable of accounting for the
observed gamma-ray excess.

In Figs. 1 and 2, we show additional information for each
of these eight interaction combinations. In the lower portion
of each frame, we show as a function of the mediator mass
the product of the couplings that is required in order to
produce a thermal relic density in agreement with the
measured cosmological DM abundance (for the relevant
cross sections, see Appendices B 1 through B 4). In the
upper portion of each frame, we show the low-velocity
annihilation cross section that is predicted for that choice of
couplings. If the solid curve falls between the two hori-
zontal dashed lines, the model in question can account for
the overall normalization of the Galactic Center’s gamma-
ray excess. In generating these plots we have assumed that
spin-1 mediators couple equally to all SM fermions, and
that spin-0 mediators couple to SM fermions proportionally
to their mass (as motivated by minimal flavor violation
[43]). Unless otherwise stated, we will maintain these
assumptions throughout this paper.

We also assume that all DM annihilations proceed to
pairs of SM fermions. If the mass of the mediator is less
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TABLE II. A summary of the annihilation and elastic scattering behavior for all tree-level, s-channel annihilation
diagrams, for cases in which the DM is a fermion [see Eqs. (2) and (3)]. Because Majorana DM cannot couple to a
vector current, this table encodes 14 (rather than 16) possible simplified models. Only those scenarios in which the
low-velocity annihilation cross section is not suppressed (6v ~ 1) can the DM potentially account for the observed
gamma-ray excess. For elastic scattering, we indicate whether the constraint on the spin-independent (SI) or spin-
dependent (SD) cross section is currently more restrictive, and whether that cross section is unsuppressed (~1), or is
suppressed by powers of momentum or velocity. Any entry with a “ - -” symbol indicates that there is no particle
representation that at tree-level can mediate the interaction indicated. We use bold to indicate a model that satisfies
all of our criteria, and italics to indicate a model that allows for unsuppressed annihilation, but is ruled out by direct
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detection constraints. Models presented in black cannot account for the observed gamma-ray excess.

DM bilinear

SM fermion bilinear

Fermion DM ff

V74 ov~ 1%, g~ 1
xrx ov ~ 1, o1 ~ ¢
¥r"y (Dirac only) e
wrx

7,5

mwr
oV~ ’1}2, osp ~ q2
ov~1, ogp ~q*

rf e

ov ~1, 6gp ~ V2
ov~1, 65p~1

ov~1, o9 ~1
GUNUZ, O-SINUi

than that of the DM particles, however, annihilations could
potentially be dominated instead by the production of
mediator pairs. The fraction of DM annihilations that yield
non-SM particles depends on the ratio of the mediator’s
couplings to the DM and to SM fermions. While we consider
the exploration of such scenarios to be beyond the scope of
the present study, we acknowledge that such models provide
an additional degree of freedom that could allow them to
account for the Galactic Center’s gamma-ray excess.

Also shown in Figs. 1 and 2 are the current constraints
from direct detection experiments (shown as dotted lines).
For the details of the calculation of the DM’s elastic
scattering cross section with nuclei, see Appendix A 2.
For the instances in which the spin-independent cross section
provides the dominant constraint, we apply the results of the
LUX Colloraboration [42]. For those in which spin-depen-
dent scattering with neutrons is more restrictive, we compare
our results to the constraints of XENONI100 [44].3 At
present, the most stringent of these constraints only rules
out one of the eight scenarios shown, in which the DM is a
Dirac fermion annihilating through a spin-1 mediator with
vector interactions with both the DM and with SM fermions.

We also show in these figures the projected constraints
(95% C.L.) from mono-b [46] and actual constraints from
monojet [47] plus missing energy searches at the LHC
(dashed lines).4 Although these constraints do not rule out
any of the models under consideration, it is possible that
data taken after the upcoming energy upgrade could be
sensitive to such scenarios. We caution, however, that these

*In cases in which the DM’s spin-dependent cross section with
protons is much greater than that with neutrons, COUPP
(Chicagoland Observatory for Underground Particle Physics)
could potentially provide the most stringent limit [45].

“The ATLAS Collaboration’s search for hadronically decaying
mono-W and mono-Z plus missing energy events has a sensitivity
that is comparable to that of their monojet search [48]. We do not
additionally plot these limits here.

constraints are derived under the assumptions of effective
field theory, whose applicability to the problem at hand is
far from clear [34-37]. In particular, these constraints are
calculated under the assumption that the mass of the
mediator is well above that of the parton-level center-of-
mass energy of collisions at the LHC. We expect such
constraints to be conservative for mediator masses in the
range of roughly 350 GeV to 2 TeV, in some cases
underestimating their sensitivity by an order one factor.
For lighter mediator masses, in contrast, the effective field
theory approach can very significantly overestimate the
sensitivity of such searches [37]. With this in mind, we plot
these constraints down to mediator masses of 100 GeV, and
ask the reader to remain aware of their limitations. In
Sec. V, we will discuss other collider constraints, such as
those resulting from dijet and heavy Higgs searches.

In generating Fig. 2, we assumed that the mediator
couples democratically to all SM fermions. If we instead
consider DM annihilations that are mediated by a spin-1
particle with vector couplings to only third generation
fermions, then the elastic scattering cross section will be
additionally loop suppressed. As loops with two gluons do
not contribute in the case of vector interactions [49,50], the
dominant contribution comes from diagrams in which the
bottom loop is coupled to the nucleus through a photon
[51]. The suppression associated with this diagram allows
this variation of the vector-mediated case to evade current
constraints from direct detection (see Fig. 3). Even with this
suppression, however, this elastic scattering cross section is
still fairly large and will likely fall within the reach of future
observations by LUX [52] and XENONIT [53].

Summarizing the results of this section, of the 14
interaction combinations shown in Table II (counting
Majorana and Dirac DM separately), we found eight to
be capable of producing the Galactic Center’s gamma-ray
excess. Of these 8 cases, only one (Dirac fermions
interacting through a spin-1 mediator with a pair of vector
interactions) is currently ruled out by direct detection
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FIG. 1. The results for fermionic DM annihilating through the s-channel exchange of a spin-0 mediator. The upper frames correspond

to the case of a Dirac fermion with either pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar (left) or pseudoscalar-scalar interactions (right). The lower frames
denote the same interactions, but for the DM as a Majorana fermion. In the lower portion of each frame, the solid line represents the
coupling strength required (as a function of the mediator mass, my) to produce a thermal relic abundance in agreement with the
measured cosmological DM density (see Appendix D). In the upper portion of each frame, we show the low-velocity annihilation cross
section predicted, which must fall between the two horizontal dashed lines if the normalization of the gamma-ray excess is to be
accommodated. Throughout this study, we have taken a value of 1 GeV for the width of the mediator, although the precise value of this
quantity has little impact on our conclusions. In the lower portion of each frame, the dotted line denotes the current constraint from direct
detection experiments (if not shown, the direct detection constraint is too weak to appear within the boundaries of the plot). The dashed
line represents the projected constraint from LHC mono-b searches [46], under the (possibly tenuous) assumption that effective field
theory is valid in this application. For mediating particles heavier than ~10 GeV, neither direct detection experiments nor the LHC
constrains any of the models shown.

pseudoscalar® or axial couplings. In these models, the DM
is able to efficiently annihilate at low velocities while also

constraints. Even this case, however, is consistent with the
results of such experiments if the mediator only couples to
third generation fermions (in addition to the DM). The

other viable scenarios each include mediators with either 5The pseudoscalar case was recently considered in Ref. [54].
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FIG. 2. Similar to that shown in Fig. 1 but for fermionic DM annihilating through the s-channel exchange of a spin-1 mediator. The
upper frames correspond to the case of a Dirac fermion with either vector-vector (left) or vector-axial interactions (right). The lower
frames denote the cases of a Dirac (left) or Majorana (right) fermion interacting through axial-axial interactions. In the lower portion of each
frame, the dashed lines denote the constraint from LHC monojet searches [47], under the (possibly tenuous) assumption that effective field
theory is valid in this application. Only in the case of a Dirac fermion with vector-vector interactions (upper left) do direct detection
constraints rule out any of the models shown (although XENON100 does restrict =20 GeV in the case of axial-axial interactions).

evading otherwise stringent constraints from direct detec-
tion experiments. The LHC’s (actual) monojet and (pro-
jected) mono-b constraints do not yet conflict with any of
the models considered in this section.

III. BOSONIC DARK MATTER

We begin this section by considering DM in the form of a
real or complex scalar, ¢, annihilating through the
s-channel exchange of a spin-0 mediator, A:

LD [a:“(/)|¢|2 + ]_C(/lfs + jifpiys)f]‘A’ (4)
or through the s-channel exchange of a spin-1 mediator, V ,:

L5 [iggh' 0, + Frulgr + gra®)IVE. (5)

Here, a = 1 (1/2) for DM in the form of a complex (real)
scalar.
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FIG. 3. As in the upper left frame of Fig. 2, but for a spin-1
mediator that only couples to third generation SM fermions. In
contrast to the case of democratic couplings, this choice makes it
possible to evade current constraints from LUX and other direct
detection experiments.

We see from Table III and Fig. 4 that in the case of scalar
DM, there are only four s-channel models that are capable
of generating the gamma-ray excess: a complex or real
scalar, annihilating through a spin-0 mediator with
either scalar or pseudoscalar couplings to SM fermions.
Models which are mediated by spin-1 particles, in contrast,
predict velocity-suppressed annihilation cross sections (see
Appendices B5 through B 8). Furthermore, constraints
from direct detection experiments rule out the scenarios
in which the DM annihilates through a spin-0 mediator with
scalar interactions with SM fermions. Again, the plots
shown in this section assume that spin-1 mediators couple
equally to all SM fermions, and that spin-0 mediators
couple to SM fermions proportionally to their mass.

TABLE IIL

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

Next, we consider DM in the form of a complex or real
vector, X, interacting either through the exchange of a
spin-0 mediator:

L2 [apx X" Xy + (g + Appir® ) f1A, (6)
or a spin-1 mediator:
L2 [agy(X™0,X* +H.c.) + [r*(gps + 9par” ) [V (7)

where @ = 1 (1/2) for DM as a complex (real) vector.

The conclusions regarding vector DM are very similar to
those found for scalar DM. This can be seen by comparing
the upper and lower portions of Table III. Again, we find
four cases with an annihilation cross section that is not
velocity suppressed: those in which the DM annihilates
through the s-channel exchange of a spin-0 mediator (see
Appendices B 9 through B 12). Again, two of these four
cases are compatible with direct detection constraints: those
with pseudoscalar, rather than scalar, interactions. We show
the results for these models in Fig. 5.

To date, mono-b projected constraints have only been
presented for the case of fermionic DM. For this reason, the
figures in this and the following section do not include such
constraints. Such constraints should be qualitatively similar
for the cases of scalar or vector DM as they are for the
fermion case. In particular, we do not expect current mono-
b projections to restrict any of the models under consid-
eration. For scalar DM, however, we do plot the constraints
(90% C.L.) from hadronic mono-W/Z plus missing energy
searches by the ATLAS Collaboration [48]. We remind the
reader that the same caveats associated with the validity of
effective field theory hold for this channel as in the cases of
monojet and mono-b searches.

It is possible that some of these statements could be
modified somewhat in a case in which DM annihilations
proceed through a finely tuned resonance. For instance, if
there existed a scalar with a mass of ~70 GeV and a narrow
width (I' < 1 GeV), it might also be possible for scalar
DM to efficiently annihilate through that mediator while

A summary of the annihilation and elastic scattering behavior for all tree-level, s-channel annihilation diagrams, for cases

in which the DM is a real or complex scalar or a real or complex vector [see Egs. (4)—(7)]. Only in those scenarios in which the low-
velocity annihilation cross section is not suppressed (cv ~ 1) can the DM potentially account for the observed gamma-ray excess. For
elastic scattering, we indicate whether constraints on the spin-independent or spin-dependent cross section is currently more restrictive,

and whether that cross section is unsuppressed (~1), or is suppressed by powers of momentum or velocity. Any entry with a - -

Lt}

symbol indicates that there is no particle representation that at tree-level can mediate the interaction indicated. We use bold to indicate a
model that satisfies all of our criteria and italics to indicate a model that allows for unsuppressed annihilation but is ruled out by direct
detection constraints. Models presented in black cannot provide the observed gamma-ray excess.

DM bilinear

SM fermion bilinear

Scalar DM fr

o', ov~1, o9 ~1
¢"0,¢ (complex only) e
Vector DM fr
XrX;

) U’U"‘], GSI"’]
Xbabx;

rf
oy ~ 1, OGsp ~ qZ
rf

ov~1, ogp ~¢q*

mf e

2 2
U’UNU,O'SDN’UJ_

s

U’UN’UZ, O'SINl

f

ov ~ 1%, og1 ~q* - 12 ov ~ 1%, o5p ~ q°
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FIG. 4. Similar to that shown in the previous figures, but for scalar DM annihilating through the s-channel exchange of a spin-0
mediator. The upper frames correspond to the case of a complex scalar with either scalar (left) or pseudoscalar interactions (right). The
lower frames denote the cases of a real scalar interacting through scalar (left) or pseudoscalar (right) interactions. In the lower portion of
each frame, the dashed lines denote the constraint from LHC mono-W/Z searches, under the (possibly tenuous) assumption that
effective field theory is valid in this application. Direct detection constraints exclude the case of either a complex or real scalar with

scalar interactions (left frames).

also evading direct detection constraints [55]. From the top
portions of the upper left frames of Figs. 4 and 5, however,
we see that in this case the low-velocity annihilation cross
section is pulled away from the required range of values,
making it unlikely that resonance annihilation is respon-
sible for the observed gamma-ray excess.

To summarize this section, we find that DM in the form
of a scalar or a vector could account for the gamma-ray
excess only if it annihilates through a spin-0 mediator with
pseudoscalar interactions. All other s-channel annihilation

diagrams lead to either a velocity-suppressed annihilation
cross section, or predict an elastic scattering cross section
with nuclei that is in conflict with direct detection constraints.

IV. DARK MATTER ANNIHILATING
THROUGH ¢#-CHANNEL DIAGRAMS

In this section, we shift our focus to DM that is described
by the t-channel Lagrangian of Eq. (1). More specifically,
we consider fermionic DM, y, that annihilates into SM
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Similar to as shown in the previous figures, but for vector DM annihilating through the s-channel exchange of a spin-0

mediator. The upper frames correspond to the case of a complex vector with either scalar (left) or pseudoscalar interactions (right). The
lower frames denote the cases of a real vector interacting through scalar (left) or pseudoscalar (right) interactions. Direct detection
constraints exclude the case of either a complex or real vector with scalar interactions (left frames).

fermions via the t-channel exchange of either a spin-0

mediator, A:

L2 7(As + A,7°) fA+ f(ds = 4,77 xAT,

or a spin-1 mediator, V/:

L2 77"y + 9ya? )V + 11 (g0 + 0,07 Vi (9)

We also consider the case of a spin-1/2 mediator, y, with

either a scalar DM particle, ¢:

L2y +2,7°) [+ f(As = 2,77 )web,

(10)

or vector DM, X u

(8)

L2 5r(g, + 9.7°) fXh + Fr* (9, + 9a7° )W X,..

(11)

These models are different from s-channel scenarios in

three important ways. First, the 7-channel mediator is

required to carry the same quantum numbers as the final

state quarks, and thus is both colored and charged. As a

result, the mediator can be pair produced via QCD, making
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constraints from the LHC significantly more restrictive
[56-59]. Second, direct detection constraints are in most
cases much more difficult to evade, particularly in the case
in which the DM or the mediator couples to first gen-
eration quarks [56-58]. Finally, there are two diagrams
that contribute to the scattering [56], as opposed to a single
diagram in the s-channel case, although the magnitude of the
scattering cross section is roughly the same. There are
important caveats that apply to the first two of these these
statements.

Just as in the case of s-channel annihilation models, we
evaluate the elastic scattering cross section of the DM with
nuclei by integrating out the mediator. In the 7-channel case,
we then perform a Fierz transformation to convert the
resulting contact operator into a sum of the s-channel
interactions described in the preceding sections. If we start
with any single interaction form in isolation (scalar, pseu-
doscalar, axial, or vector), this procedure invariably gen-
erates a non-negligible amount of all possible interaction
forms [60]. In particular, in each of these cases, we find an
unsuppressed scalar contact interaction. As demonstrated in
Figs. 4 and 5, scalar contact interactions with couplings
proportional to quark mass already significantly exceed the
constraints from LUX. This excludes the majority of
t-channel models that we can consider.

The exception to this conclusion arises when one con-
siders interactions which include both scalar and pseudo-
scalar couplings, or vector and axial couplings. In particular,
a t-channel annihilation diagram with interactions of the
form 1 + y° (as obtained for 1, = A ) leads to an effective
operator that is a sum of vector and axial interactions, such as
(/27" (1 =)y fr*(1 +y°)f. Similarly, a ¢-channel
annihilation diagram with an interaction of the form
7*(1 4+ y°) (corresponding to g, = g,) transforms to yield
an effective operator of the form y#(1 — y°). In both of these
cases, no scalar term appears, and the leading direct
detection constraint comes from the vector interaction.

If this coupling applies to all quarks, the vector inter-
action would still induce a very large scattering cross
section, incompatible with direct detection constraints. If
the 7-channel mediator couples only to b-quarks, however,
the elastic scattering cross section will be loop suppressed,
allowing it to evade the current limits. In particular, the
elastic scattering cross section in this case is dominated by
the exchange of a photon between the bottom-mediator
loop and the nucleus. This behavior is found, for example,
in the flavored DM models of Refs. [56,61].

In Table IV, we summarize the characteristics of the eight
t-channel models with interaction forms capable of sup-
pressing the DM’s scalar elastic scattering cross section
with nuclei. Of these eight models, four provide a viable
explanation for the gamma-ray excess. In Fig. 6, we show
the results for the four of these models that cannot account
for this signal. In three of these cases [Majorana fermion
DM with interactions of the forms (1 + ) or y#(1 + %),

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

TABLE IV. A summary of the annihilation and elastic scatter-
ing behavior for all tree-level, #-channel annihilation diagrams
which do not lead to a scalar elastic scattering cross section with
nuclei. Only those scenarios in which the low-velocity annihi-
lation cross section is not suppressed (cv ~ 1) can the DM
account for the observed gamma-ray excess. We use bold to
indicate a model that satisfies all of our criteria and italics to
indicate a model that allows for unsuppressed annihilation but
that is ruled out by LHC constraints. All of the models shown
evade current constraints from direct detection. Models presented
in black are not capable of generating the observed gamma-ray
excess.

DM Mediator Interaction Assessment
Dirac fermion spin-0 1+9° ov~1, LHC OK
Dirac fermion spin-1  y*(1£y’) ov~1, LHC OK
Majorana fermion spin-0 1+p ov ~v?
Majorana fermion spin-1  y#(1 £ y9) ov ~ 12

Real scalar spin-1/2 14y’ ov~ 1, LHC xxcluded
Complex scalar  spin-1/2 1+9° ov ~ 12

Real vector spin-1/2 y#*(14+7°) ov~1, LHC OK

Complex vector  spin-1/2 y#(1+y°) ov~1, LHC OK

and complex scalar DM with a (1 + y°) interaction], the
low-velocity annihilation cross section is too small to
provide the observed gamma-rays. In the fourth case [real
scalar DM with a (1 + y°) interaction], the LHC constraint
on heavy bottom partners (as derived in Ref. [57] from the
results of the CMS sbottom search [62]) can only be
satisfied if the couplings are very large and nonperturbative.
In each frame, the horizontal dot-dashed line represents the
approximate point at which the couplings become non-
perturbative [where the coefficients of an operator of the
form (1 +y°)/2 or y*(1 +y°)/2 exceeds three].

The four viable t-channel models are shown in Fig. 7
(with cross sections given in Appendix C). For each of these
scenarios, the predicted elastic scattering cross section is
very close to the current constraints from LUX. These
models should be definitively tested in the near future both
by direct detection experiments and at the LHC.

V. ADDITIONAL CONSTRAINTS FROM
THE LHC AND OTHER COLLIDERS

Thus far in this paper, we have included discussion of
the LHC constraints based on searches for monojet events
(with and without b-tags), mono-W/Z events, and sbot-
toms. In addition to such searches, collider experiments can
directly search for and constrain the particles that mediate
the DM’s s-channel interactions. In this section, we
consider the impact of searches for vector and scalar
particles at the LHC and at earlier collider experiments.

The CMS [63,64] and ATLAS [65,66] Collaborations
have performed searches for the heavy, neutral, CP-even
and CP-odd Higgs bosons predicted within the context of
the minimal supersymmetric standard model (MSSM). The
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FIG. 6. Similar to previous figures, but for DM annihilating through 7-channel Feynman diagrams. The four cases shown in this figure
cannot account for the observed gamma-ray signal. The upper frames show the results for Majorana DM interacting through
combinations of scalar and pseudoscalar (left) or vector and axial (right) interactions, while in the lower frames, we show the results for
complex (left) or real (right) scalar DM interacting through a combination of scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. In the first three of these
cases, the low-velocity annihilation cross section is too low to produce the gamma-ray excess. In the real scalar case, the constraint from
sbottom searches at the LHC (dashed line) cannot be evaded without nonperturbative couplings (dot-dashed line).

limits resulting from these searches can be directly trans-
lated into constraints on the mass and couplings of any
spin-0 particle that might mediate the interactions of DM.
These constraints are shown in the left frame of Fig. 8. For
DM couplings of 4, 2 1, these searches do not yet rule out
any values of m,. For smaller values of 4, (corresponding
to larger values of 15), however, we can place an upper limit
on my. For example, for couplings of 4, ~ 0.3, this bound
constrains the mediator mass to be below ~O(250 GeV).
We also point out that these constraints are dominated by

the mediator’s couplings to 7 leptons. If we were to
consider a model in which our spin-0 mediator coupled
only to quarks, these constraints would be further
weakened.

The LHC and other hadron colliders also provide con-
straints on spin-1 mediators through dijet searches. These
constraints are summarized in the right frame of Fig. 8§,
including limits from UA2 [67], CDF [68], and CMS at both
7 TeV [69] and 8 TeV [70]. Again, these constraints do
not rule out any of the scenarios considered in this paper.
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FIG. 7. Similar to previous figures but for DM annihilating through 7-channel Feynman diagrams. The four cases shown in this figure
can account for the observed gamma-ray signal, without violating any constraints from the LHC or direct detection experiments. The
upper frames show the results for Dirac DM interacting through combinations of scalar and pseudoscalar (left) or vector and axial (right)
interactions, while in the lower frames, we show the results for complex (left) or real (right) vector DM interacting through a
combination of vector and axial couplings. In the lower portion of each frame, the vertical line denotes the limit on the mass of the
colored mediator, based on the results of sbottom searches at the LHC. The dot-dashed lines denote the approximate point at which the
couplings become nonperturbative. Although direct detection and LHC constraints are each near the sensitivity required to test these

scenarios, they do not rule out any of the models shown.

However, maintaining perturbativity in the dark sector does
restrict the mass of any spin-1 mediator to be less than
~1 TeV, with increasingly strong bounds for smaller DM
couplings. We note that if this spin-1 mediator also couples
to electrons, then dilepton constraints could be somewhat
more restrictive [71]. As couplings to electrons do not play a
significant role in the other aspects of this model, we do not
directly consider these constraints here.

VI. PROSPECTS FOR DIRECT DETECTION

In this paper, we have identified 16 simplified models for
DM annihilation that are capable of accounting for the
observed gamma-ray excess without violating the constraints
of colliders or direct detection experiments (these models
are summarized in Table V). In this section, we discuss the
prospects for future direct detection experiments to constrain
or detect the DM particles associated with these models.
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Constraints from the LHC and other colliders on the couplings of spin-O or spin-1 particles that mediate the

interactions of the DM. In the left frame, we plot the LHC’s constraints on a spin-0 mediator [63—-66], whereas in the right frame, we
show the constraints on a spin-1 mediator from UA2 [67] (dashed line), CDF [68] (dotted line), and CMS at 7 TeV [69] (solid blue line)
and 8 TeV [70] (solid red line). In each frame, the black solid line represents the couplings required to generate a thermal relic abundance

in agreement with the measured cosmological DM density.

Roughly speaking, direct detection experiments are most
sensitive to DM particles with a mass similar to that of the
target nuclei. Such experiments are thus well suited to
studying DM particles with masses in the range being
considered here. In Fig. 9, we plot how the most stringent
constraints on the DM elastic scattering cross section (+’s
and x’s) have evolved over the past 14 years, consistently
improving at an exponential rate. Assuming that a similar
rate of progress continues (as represented by the dashed
line), we expect several of the models described in this

study to be tested by direct detection experiments in the
near future. In particular, all of the models in which the DM
annihilates through a 7-channel Feynman diagram should
be well within the reach of LUX and XENONI1T. Fermionic
DM that annihilates through a mediator with purely
axial interactions, or through a mediator with purely vector
interactions with third generation quarks, is also expected to
be probed by these ongoing and upcoming experiments.
In the more distant future, direct detection experiments
could become sensitive to many more of the models listed

TABLE V. A summary of the simplified models identified in our study as capable of generating the observed gamma-ray excess
without violating the constraints from colliders or direct detection experiments. In the last two columns, we indicate whether the model
in question will be within the reach of near future direct detection experiments (LUX, XENONIT) or of the LHC. Models with an entry
of “never” predict an elastic scattering cross section with nuclei that is below the irreducible background known as the “neutrino floor.”
The model number given in the first column provides the key for the model points shown in Fig. 9.

Near future reach?

Model number DM Mediator Interactions Elastic Scattering Direct LHC
1 Dirac fermion spin-0 wr If os1 ~ (q/2m,)?* (scalar) no maybe
1 Majorana fermion spin-0 iy ff os1 ~ (g/2m,)?* (scalar) no maybe
2 Dirac fermion spin-0 wn frf osp ~ (¢*/4m,m,)? never maybe
2 Majorana fermion spin-0 wn frf osp ~ (¢*/4m,m,)? never maybe
3 Dirac fermion spin-1 " ,_l_ay/,b o1 ~ loop (vector) yes maybe
4 Dirac fermion spin-1 ' frar’f osp ~ (q/2m,,)? or never maybe
_ Osp ~ (q/2ml)2

5 Dirac fermion spin-1 iy fyﬂys f osp~ 1 yes maybe
5 Majorana fermion spin-1 'y frar’f osp~ 1 yes maybe
6 Complex scalar spin-0 o', Frf osp ~ (q/2m,)? no maybe
6 Real scalar spin-0 O P f osp ~ (q/2m,)? no maybe
6 Complex vector spin-0 BLBY, frf osp ~ (q/2m,)? no maybe
6 Real vector spin-0 BB, fr’f osp ~ (q/2m,)? no maybe
7 Dirac fermion spin-0 (¢ ch.) 7(1£7)b os1 ~ loop (vector) yes yes

7 Dirac fermion spin-1 (¢ ch.) (1 E£y)b 641 ~ loop (vector) yes yes

8 Complex vector spin-1/2 (¢ ch.) Xiy*(1+9%)b o5 ~ loop (vector) yes yes

8 Real vector spin-1/2 (¢ ch.) X '(1£9°)b o1 ~ loop (vector) yes yes
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TABLE VI. Direct detection suppression of various operators that can produce s-wave DM annihilation.
(S)pm Type Interaction Elastic scattering Kinematic suppression
1/2 Dirac wraq SI (scalar) (q/2m,)*

1/2 Majorana iriraq SI (scalar) (q/2m,)*

1/2 Dirac xrxarq SD (q*/4m,m,)*

1/2 Majorana xraarg SD (¢ /4m,m,)?

1/2 Dirac Ir'rar.g SI (vector) 1

1/2 Dirac X' xar.’q SD (q/2m,)* or (q/2m,)?
1/2 Dirac T xayyq SD 1

1/2 Majorana Y rary’q SD 1

0 complex P Ppgq SI (scalar) 1

0 real P*qq SI (scalar) 1

0 complex dTparq SD (scalar) (q/2m,)?

0 real P*qrq SD (scalar) (q/2m,)?

1 complex B;B”c}q SI (scalar) 1

1 real B,B"qq SI (scalar) 1

1 complex B,\B'gqy’q SD (q/2m,)?

1 real B,B"gy°q SD (q/2m,)?

in Tables V and VI. In particular, scalar or vector DM which
annihilates through a spin-0 mediator with pseudoscalar
couplings to SM fermions could eventually be detected, but
would require extremely large detectors, beyond the next
generation currently being planned (LZ, PICO250, etc.).
Fermionic DM annihilating through a combination of
pseudoscalar and scalar couplings could also be detected
on this time scale. Extending direct detection sensitivity
beyond that level, however, will be limited by the irreduc-
ible background induced by coherent neutrino scattering
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FIG. 9. The most stringent constraints on the DM elastic
scattering cross section [44,45,72-87] from the past 14 years.
We also shown an extrapolation of their future sensitivity. All of
the models in which the DM annihilates through a #-channel
Feynman diagram should be well within the reach of LUX [52]
and XENONIT [53]. Fermionic DM that annihilates through a
mediator with purely axial interactions is also expected to be
within the reach of these experiments. In the more distant future,
direct detection experiments also could become sensitive to
several models in which the DM interacts via pseudoscalar
couplings. See text for further details.

(known as the “neutrino floor”). Due to this background,
direct detection experiments would be unlikely to be able to
detect fermionic DM annihilating through the exchange of
a mediator with only pseudoscalar interactions, or through
a spin-1 mediator with vector and axial couplings to the
DM and SM fermions, respectively.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have taken a “simplified model”
approach to determine which classes of dark matter models
are capable of producing the gamma-ray excess observed
from the region surrounding the Galactic Center. In doing
so, we have identified 16 different models that can generate
the observed excess without exceeding any of the con-
straints from direct detection experiments or from colliders
(see Table V). These 16 models can be divided into the
following three groups:

(i) Models in which the dark matter (which could be
spin-0, 1/2, or 1) annihilates through the exchange
of a spin-0 particle with pseudoscalar interactions.
Such a mediator could potentially be observed in
future searches for heavy neutral Higgs bosons at
the LHC.

(i1)) Models in which the dark matter is a fermion that
annihilates through the exchange of a spin-1 particle
with axial couplings to standard model fermions, or
with vector couplings to third generation standard
model fermions. Assuming perturbative couplings,
LHC constraints from dijet searches require that the
mass of the mediator be less than ~1 TeV.

(iii) Models in which the dark matter annihilates into
b-quark pairs through the z-channel exchange of a
colored and charged particle. Constraints from
sbottom searches at the LHC restrict the mediator
mass be greater than ~600 GeV. Both LUX and the
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LHC should be able to conclusively test this class of
models in the near future.
Upon reviewing this list of possibilities, it is clear that
a wide range of simple dark matter models could be
responsible for the Galactic Center’s gamma-ray excess
without running afoul of existing constraints. Moreover, the
prospects for detecting the dark matter in these scenarios at
either direct detection experiments or at the LHC appear to
be quite promising. Of the 16 viable models identified in
our study, LUX and XENONIT are expected to be sensitive
to 7. Only 3 of these 16 models predict an elastic scattering
cross section that will remain beyond the reach of future
direct detection experiments due to the irreducible neutrino
floor. Monojet searches, sbottom searches, and searches for
heavy Higgs bosons at the LHC will further restrict the
range of model parameters that remains viable. With
13—14 TeV data from the LHC, it will be possible to
conclusively test several of the scenarios presented here.
Many of the results presented in this study nicely
illustrate the complementarity between indirect, direct,
and collider searches for dark matter. Although future
astrophysical observations (such as gamma-ray searches
for dark matter annihilating in dwarf galaxies [88] or future
cosmic-ray anti-proton measurements [89,90]) may pro-
vide additional support for a dark matter interpretation of
the Galactic Center gamma-ray excess, indirect detection
signals alone are expected to determine little more than the
mass and annihilation cross section of the particles that
make up the dark matter, leaving many questions unan-
swered. Information from a combination of direct detection
experiments and colliders will be needed if one is to
identify the underlying interactions and particle content
of the dark sector.
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APPENDIX A: CROSS SECTION
CALCULATIONS

1. Annihilation

The annihilation cross section for two DM particles
resulting in final state fermions of identical mass, my, is

given by
d(ogmv) |M|?
ann®) 1—4 2
dQ 3272s mf/s,

(A1)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

where Q is the angle of the outgoing particles in the center-
of-mass frame relative to the angle of the incoming
particles, v is understood to be the relative velocity between
the dark matter particles in the center-of-mass frame, /s is
the center-of-mass energy, and |M|? is the spin-averaged
annihilation matrix element squared.

The thermally averaged annihilation cross section, which
is of interest for relic density and indirect detection
expectations, is given by [91]

i
Oaml) =
VT Jo

where x = m/T and € = p2,/4m> = (v/2)?/[1 — (v/2)?].
Far from resonances and particle production thresholds,
and taking the limit v — 0, the annihilation cross section is
well approximated by the first two terms of its Taylor series
expansion. In this case, we write (6v),, = (60),,, =a+
bv? = a + 4be, so the velocity-averaged cross section can
be approximated by evaluating the integrals

1

(60) 1€ 2 exp (—xe)de, (A2)

2032 o
e'? exp(—xe)de = 1
v Jo
2x3/% [ 31
L\/z_r | €32 exp(—xe)de = =3 2, (A3)

where the final equality assumes equipartition of energy in
the nonrelativistic limit. These assumptions give the stan-
dard relation

1
<o-ann7j> =a-+ _bvz’

. (A4)

which is acceptable for understanding annihilations far
from any resonances or thresholds. We emphasize that the
physics of annihilation through an s-channel mediator that
can be produced on shell is not captured by this expansion,
and the full annihilation cross section may be needed to
produce accurate results.

2. Elastic scattering and direct detection

In this appendix, we describe our calculations of the dark
matter’s elastic scattering cross section with nuclei, and
its implications for direct detection. We focus on those
scenarios with unsupressed low-velocity annihilation cross
sections (those potentially able to account for the observed
gamma-ray excess). We will provide the analytic expression
for each scattering cross section in the following appendix;
here, we simply describe our method of calculation.

To begin, we make the simplifying assumption of low
momentum transfer. As long as the mass of the mediating
particle is well above the momentum transfer of a typical
elastic scattering event (m,.q 2 100 MeV), we can safely
approach direct detection within the context of effective
field theory and integrate out this mediator.
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Given this assumption, the s-channel direct detection
interaction will be simply described by a single dimension-
five or -six operator,

1
Lpp D Opy - Proppeq - O — (mT ODM) O,

med
1
- (T ODM) Oy,

med

(A5)

where O, is the quark-level SM operator and O, is the
nucleon-level operator. These nucleon-level operators are
summed over to get nucleus-level operators, Oy. Spin-
independent interactions sum coherently over the target
nucleus, N, such that

N =20,+(A-2)0,. (A6)

Spin-dependent interactions, on the other hand, go like

o = (20, +520,) .

(A7)

where J is the spin of the nucleus. After summing over
the quarks and nucleons, we square the matrix element,
average over incoming spins, and sum over outgoing spins.
Ultimately, to derive cross sections, we must take the
nonrelativistic limits for spinors. For spin-independent
interactions, we have both &,,.&, — 2m; and Eou?"Ein —
2m§5’6, while for spin-dependent interactions, we have
éoutysfin - 2ql§<S;;> and ‘foutyﬂysgin - 4m§<Sl§>5’: See
Ref. [27] for further details.

The t-channel interactions can be constructed from the
s-channel cases by Fierz transformations [60].6 Note that
the DM and SM physics factorize into distinct pieces. Here
we discuss the summation of the SM operator into pieces
relevant for the nucleon, n. We will use tildes to denote that,
in contrast with much of the literature, our couplings in the
following discussion are all dimensionless.

Consider the interaction of the DM through a scalar-
mediated force with quarks:

OSI,S = quf — fain. (Ag)
As scalar couplings generally scale with the mass of the
interacting fermion, such interactions are typically domi-
nated by the dark matter’s couplings to the nucleon’s
strange quark content, or by the coupling to gluons through
loops of heavy quarks (c, b, t). DM scattering off the
nucleons is given by summing over their quark content, so
we are interested instead in the coefficients f,:

®We remind the reader that by t or s channel, we refer to the
diagram responsible for annihilation, as opposed to the diagram
for elastic scattering.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

fo L fe 2 f
P Zqum_z+ﬁfTGZ m—q

n q=u,d,s g=c,b,t" 4
A (7 2
e GeV <§ q;j Squ + §> )

where in the second line we take ]~‘q = A;m,/GeV and
fre =1—fr,— fr,— fr,- We adopt the standard values
to describe the nuclear quark content: ITJM = 0.020
and f ’T’d =0.026 (and the reverse for neutrons) and
fr, = 0.043, as favored by recent lattice QCD calculations
[92]. This gives frg ==0.91, which implies that heavy
quark loops mediate much of this scattering.

Consider now the interaction of the DM through a
pseudoscalar-mediated force with quarks:

(A9)

OSD,p = ;q]‘ysf — ;nﬁysn. (AIO)
This interaction is spin dependent and momentum sup-
pressed [27]. We will include the momentum suppression at
the target level because the momentum transfer defined by
q* = 2pyv*(1 — cos 0) is set at the reduced DM-nucleus
mass scale. The heavy quarks and gluons contribute
negligibly to the spin content of the nucleons, so DM
scattering off nucleons is given by summing over the light
quarks. The coefficients 7, can be written as

[ Iy ) A (n)
o _ RCIN O L SN O
m, Z m, 7 GeV qzzu;“ 4

(Al1)

where in the second line we take ?q = A,m,/GeV. For our

exclusion curves, we take the standard values to describe
the nuclear quark content, with AE,p ) = A;") = 0.84,
AW =AY = 043, and A = Al = —0.09 [93].

We are also interested in the interaction of the DM
through a vector-mediated force:

OSI,L‘ = bqulzf - bnﬁyyn' (A12)

This is spin independent, and since the vector current is
conserved only valence quarks contribute to the interaction.
Thus, DM scattering off nucleons is trivial to write down.
The coefficients b,, can be written as:

b,=2b,+by,  b,=b,+2b;  (Al3)
We will take I;q = A, to be uniform for all quarks.
Finally, we discuss the interaction of the DM through an
axial force with quarks:
OSD,a = aquﬂysf - Elnfl}"uj/sl’l. (A14)
This is spin-dependent but is not suppressed by any powers
of momentum. The heavy quarks and gluons contribute
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negligibly to the spin content of the nucleon, so DM
scattering off nucleons is given by summing over the light
quarks. The coefficients that describe this scattering off
nucleons are traditionally written as a,,

= Y dal -2, 3 Ay

q=u.d,s q=u,d,s

(A15)

where the A’s are defined as above and Zlq = 1, is assumed
to be uniform for all quarks. This differs from the
pseudoscalar case in the dependence of the couplings on
mass and on momentum.

APPENDIX B: S-CHANNEL INTERACTIONS

1. Dirac dark matter, spin-0 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a Dirac dark
matter particle, y, and a spin-0 mediator, A,
L3 [7(hys + dypir ) + (g + Aspir® ) f1A.

The cross section for yj annihilation is given by

n

1 —4m3%/s
c f ) 2
e (s —4m
167rs[(s mA) mAFZ] 1 4m§/s[ f_;(s f)

+ ﬂ?-ps] [ﬂfs(s - 4m1) + ﬂ)%ps], (B1)

Where n. = 3 for quarks and 1 for leptons. Expanding in
powers of v gives

ndgp\ /1= m7/mmy (A7, +23,) = m7A7 |
U
2r(mj —4m32)?

Il?}z

16zm2(4m2 — m3)? ,/l—mf/m

[ {A'fp ;((mA(mf_zm )—|—12mfm —8m* )

_|_

+123(mf—m)2()(mA(mf—|—2m )—20mfm +8m? )}
—2/1)2(S(mi—4m§)(m)2(—mf)( (/12 —I—/l?) m?l%\)]
(B2)

The mediator’s width to SM fermions is given by

Iy=> (A ff)
7

4m2 4m2
n.my 5 5
= g ——/1 l—— ) +2 B3
8xS \/ { < mA> f”}’ (B3)

where S = 1 (2) for (in)distinguishable final state particles.
In the limit that n, — 3, m;— 0, and taking
all couplings equal to 4 (so that, e.g., we have
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interaction vertices proportional to projection operators),
we have

324 mf{ v? 1

=2 I —
{ov) P mi(l —4m§/mf‘)2 + 4 1—4m§/mi
(B4)

This differs by a factor of 16 from some standard
references due to the factor of 1/2 in the defini-
tion: P, r = (1 F y)/2.

Considering the very low momentum exchange involved
in DM scattering with nuclei, we can safely integrate out
the mediator. If we take /1“, = Asp = 0, we reproduce the
standard scalar-mediated spin-independent scattering cross
section. Summing over the quark content of the nucleus as

described above in Eq. (A9) gives

2
O'SF ‘ lu;(Nﬂ)(S [Zf
(s,5) ﬂ'mA p

+(A=2)f,)

(B5)

where fn are dimensionless quantities defined in Eq. (A9).
They are related to the traditional dimensionful couplings
by fn = A, fu/m3. If instead we take A, = Ay = 0, we
find a spin-dependent scattering cross sectlon that is sup-
pressed by four powers of the momentum:

ITIN 442
SI XN ;(N )(p
%) = <4m mN) InUy+1)

(855

where 7, are dimensionless quantities defined in Eq. (A11).
They are related to the traditional dimensionful couplings
by t, = ﬂxp;n/m%.

We need not restrict ourselves to these interactions, of
course. In addition to the scalar-scalar and pseudoscalar-
pseudoscalar cross sections, we may write the mixed scalar-
pseudoscalar and pseudoscalar-scalar cross sections. These
are given by

(B6)

2
SI ﬂ)(N v '“)(Nﬂx P

(P-s) 2m wms

(A - Z)}‘n]z’

A N )(%Ep + <§;> 2,1>2,

(B7)

Zf, +

2 2
&SP 2'“)(N v 4'”)(N A
() " 4mZ wm

with coefficients as defined above.

2. Majorana dark matter, spin-0 mediator

For Majorana fermion DM and a spin-0 mediator with
the following interactions:
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1
LD |57 Ays + Ay pi

2 7/5))( +‘]_[()“fs + )“fpi}/s)f A’

(B8)
the expressions for the annihilation and direct detection

cross sections are identical as shown in Egs. (B1) and (B7).
|

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

3. Dirac dark matter, spin-1 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a Dirac dark
matter particle, y, and a spin-1 mediator, V.
L3 r*(gye + a0 + Fr*(950 + 97ar”) fIVu - (BY)

The annihilation cross section is given by

n 1—4mf/s 6s  3s?
- 3 4 7 ——+— | = — 4Am2

+ gyo(s — 4m7)(2my + s)} + g7, (2m7 + 5)(gya(s = 4m3) + g5, (2m + S)):| .

Expanding in powers of v gives

ney/1 —mj%/mf(

oV~ 4 2 _ 2\2 [g%a(m%g)zﬂl(m% - 41’)’1 ) + zg)(U (m)( - mf)> +gf1)g)(v

2miy(my — 4my)
2

n.v

- - (97a{G7a(m? = 4m3) (m

487rmf')m}2m /11— mj%/m2(4m§ - m?2)?

+ m3(48mymy — 22mymy — 96my) + 8mym

(B10)

2 w(m7 +2m3)]

( =72mim; + 17m} + 144m3)

- ng,jmﬁ(mf - m)()(4mx(mv —17m3) + 5mfm% +32m3)} + g7,mi{ gy, (8my(my — 4m3)

— 4mpmy (17m3 + m3) + Smim; + 64mS)

The mediator’s width to SM fermions is

T, —ZFV—>ff

where S = 1 (2) for (in)distinguishable final state particles.
In the limit that n. — 3, my; — 0, and taking all
couplings equal to 4, we have

644 mf(
—4m3/m

1+v_21 +2m)2%/mz .
2)2 6 1 —4m;,/m;
(B13)

Now consider very low momentum exchange for DM
elastic scattering with nuclei, so that we we can integrate
out the mediator. If we take g,, = g7, = 0, we can integrate
out the mediator. Summing over the quark content of the
nucleus as suitable for a scalar-mediated interaction, we can
find the direct detection spin-independent cross section, as
described above. This gives

/4 9 v
o ) =" (Z(2b, + by) +
ﬂmv

(A - Z) (l;u + 250’)]2’

(B14)

- 4g§a(m§~m)2( + mf 2my)(m? —4m2)}].

4m? 4m? m>
e (1-—L )+, (1+2-2
% |:gfa ( m% ) gfﬁ < m% ’

(B11)

(B12)

where b are dimensionless quantities related to the tradi-
tional dlmensmnful couplings by b, = gﬂbq /m?2. If we
instead take g,,, = gy, = 0, we can ﬁnd the spin-dependent
direct detection cross section, as described above. This gives

4 ” S 2
oD ”*Ng” In(Iy+1) < >a,,+<S">an . (B15)
(u'u) ﬂm N ]N

where a, are dimensionless quantities related to the tradi-
tional dimensionful couplings by a, = g,,a,/ m2.

Once more, we may write the cross sections with mixed
spin-1 vertices. We have

St ~2ﬂ§1\/” /")(Nﬂ;(Ng)(a

6 j—g
a,v 2 2
(a.0) my, iy, am?

o (S, + e, )

N JN

(A=2)(b,+2b,)]".

[z (2b +bd)

SD MZN 2g,,0°
(va) ™ /’l)z(n ”mv

(B16)
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where the kinematic suppression carried by the product
g)z(v v? is due to the fact that the momentum transfer does not
sum coherently for this operator. This is often written as a
dependence on v ~ uryv? /1,

4. Majorana dark matter, spin-1 mediator

Similar to the case above, we may write down the
Lagrangian for a Majorana DM particle, y, that interacts
with the SM via a spin-1 mediator, Vﬂ:

(B17)

1
L> gmﬂmf"}' X+ 170+ 90a?) | Ve

Note that g,, — 0 since the vector coupling to a self-
conjugate particle vanishes. With the factor of 1/2 written
here and the caveat noted, the Majorana case gives the
identical annihilation and direct-detection cross sections as
in the Dirac case. These are given in Egs. (B10) and (B16).

|
nc;ﬁ/}1 /1— mz/mi[/lz +/12Y(1 - mj%/m?/))]

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

5. Complex scalar dark matter, spin-0 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a complex scalar
dark matter particle, ¢, and a spin-0 mediator, A:

LD [uglpl> + f(Ass + Appir’) fIA. (B18)

The cross section is given by

_ nepy
- 8as[(s —m3)? + m3T3]

S[/lj%s(s - 4mjzc) + s/ljch], (B19)

which can be expanded in powers of v as

2,2
NepyV

oV~
4r(m3 — 4m¢)

+ A7 (mg — m7) (3mzm7 — 28mimy + 16my)].

In the limit that n, — 3, me — 0, and taking all
couplings equal to A (with y, — myA/2), we have

3 m¢
27 m4(1 —4mg /m

(ov) = . [1 o /:; — 4] :

(B21)

Now consider very low momentum exchange for DM
elastic scattering with nuclei, so that we we can integrate
out the mediator. If we take Ky = /L/,m,/,, we can read off the
scattering cross section by rescaling Eqs. (B5) and (B6). In
the case with 4;, = 0, we have

lliszv}%a
7 712
ol = ey 2fp +(A=2)f], (B22)

whereas for 1;; = 0, we find a ¢* momentum-suppressed
spin-dependent scattering cross section:

sute+ 0 (527, + 825, )"

(B23)

2 2 2
sp _ ZHgNY /‘¢N’1¢
R A

where 7, are dimensionless quantities defined in Eq. (A11).
They are related to the traditional dimensionful couplings
by ¢, = /lxptn/mﬁ.

32mmy(4m

ERRETEy oy (47, mig (mim7 — 20m7my + 16my)
My =My - My

(B20)

6. Real scalar dark matter, spin-0 mediator

Similar to the case above, we may write down the
Lagrangian for a real scalar DM particle, ¢, that interacts
with the SM via a spin-0 mediator, A:

LD Eﬂ(p(ﬁz + f(Ags + Apir ) f | A. (B24)

With the factor of 1/2 written here, this gives the identical
annihilation and scattering cross sections as in the complex
case, given in Egs. (B19) and (B23).

7. Complex scalar dark matter, spin-1 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a complex scalar
dark matter particle, ¢, and a spin-1 mediator, V:

2 [lg¢¢Ta/4¢ + ]_CY/A (gfv + gfa}/s)f] 14 (BZS)
This has an annihilation cross section given by
Cg{/) 4m(/ 4mf
1271'[(m —5)? +Tm?)
4m
)
s

which can be expanded in powers of v? as
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ncgémévz \/ - mjzc/mé

6z (mj—4my)*

m2 mz
x [gg<1—m—§) +912/‘<1+—2mfz)]-
s 7]

In the limit that n. — 3, my; — 0, and taking all
couplings equal to 4, we have

(B27)

142 mé
5 -
m2 — 4m§5)

Now consider very low momentum exchange for DM
elastic scattering with nuclei, so that we we can integrate

(B28)

out the mediator. Since ¢' 0,¢ is dominated by the timelike

component, we have g,¢0,¢ — 2g,m459. Thus, we can
read off the scattering cross section by rescaling Eqs. (B14)
and (B15). If we take g;, = 0, we have

2 2
o8 =B 1708 4+ by)

® = + (A= Z2)(by +2by))"
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S, S,

2
SD 'u¢Ng$5 » a, , (B30)
In In

%a) = 2,T

JN(JN—I— 1)<
(/m

where the kinematic suppression goes like 7 .

8. Real scalar dark matter, spin-1 mediator

The real scalar equivalent of Eq. (B25) vanishes iden-
tically, so that real scalar dark matter cannot couple to a
vector at tree level.

9. Complex vector dark matter, spin-0 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a complex vector
dark matter particle, X, and a spin-0 mediator, A:

LD [uxX* X, + f(Ap + Aspir’) fIA. (B31)

This has an annihilation cross section given by

o ”cﬂ%{ 1- 4m2/s
T2rl(s —m3)? + miI3) \| 1 —4m2/s
4m?
R
‘ s

ik s
(B29) m% \4m%
If we instead take 9 = 0, we can find the rescaled spin- (B32)
dependent scattering cross section, in analogy with the
above. This gives which can be expanded in powers of v? as
|
Mot [T = 2 m (i3, 4 22 (1 = m3 /)
o 127(m3 — 4m%)?
nepxv? 2 2 2
+ (47 mi{dmy (Tm = 2m3) + Smim3 — 16my }
288amsy (4my — m3)>\ /1 —m7/m5
+ A7 (m7 = my) {m3 (m7 + 8m3) — 52mym 4 16my }]. (B33)
|
In the limit that n. >3, m;— 0, and taking all sp _ 2MaNV? WknA% (Sp) - (S~ \?
couplings equal to A (with uy — myA/2), we have ) = 4m3, wmd In(y+1) . Ip+ Iy )
(ov) a4 m% V2 1+ 2m%/m3 (B34) (B36)
oV) = ———"—— -
2r (m% — 4m%)? 6 1 —4m%/m}

Now consider very low momentum exchange for DM
elastic scattering with nuclei, so that we we can integrate
out the mediator. If we take uy = Aymy, we can read off the
scattering cross section from Egs. (B22) and (B23). In the
case with Afp = (0, we have

,u 3

) = dgmt Zr A= 2)f.) (B35)

whereas for 1;; = 0, we find a g*> momentum-suppressed
spin-dependent scattering cross section:

where 7, are dimensionless quantities defined in Eq. (A11).
They are related to the traditional dimensionful couplings
by t, = Axt,/m3.

10. Real vector dark matter, spin-0 mediator

Similar to the case above, we may write down the
Lagrangian for a real vector DM particle, X, that interacts
with the SM via a spin-0 mediator, A:

1
L5 |Zux XX, + Fldgs + Appir)f | A. (B37)
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With the factor of 1/2 written here, this gives the identical
annihilation and scattering cross cross as in the complex
case. These are given in Eqgs. (B32) and (B36).

11. Complex vector dark matter, spin-1 mediator

Consider the Lagrangian for complex vector dark matter,
X, interacting with the SM via a spin-1 mediator, V :

LD [gx(X™0,X" +h.c.) + fr*(g9rs + 95a?) 1V e
(B38)

This has an annihilation cross section

_ gx(s —4m3)
 Ramymi[Cim? 4 (m? = s5)?]

1- 4m%/s

1 —4m%/s
+ gal2mg (smy = 2m3%(Smy — 6mys + 35%))
£ 3m2s(m? — )7},

{2gimzmi (2m7 + s)

(B39)

which can be expanded in powers of velocity as

n.’gyy/1— mj%/mf(
27x(m? — 4m%)?

+ 2myx (g7, + 97,)]-

U [m (9%, = 297.)

(B40)

Although this is strictly an s-wave annihilation, there is no
velocity-independent term. This is because the annihilation
cross section carries an overall proportionality of the
timelike polarizations of the incoming particles [94]. In
the limit that n. — 3, my — 0, and taking all couplings
equal to 4, we have

244472 m
9 my(1 —4m3%/m2)*

(ov) = (B41)

Now consider very low momentum exchange for DM
elastic scattering with nuclei, so that we we can integrate

|
ney /1 — m?-/m%[ﬂf,(mx —my) + 23 (mp + m,)]?

oV R
8x(m} — mjzc + m?)?

n.v?
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out the mediator. If we take the low-momentum limit, we
have gy (X™0,X* + h.c.) = 2gymy. Thus, we can read off
scattering cross section by rescaling Egs. (B29) and (B30).
If we take g, = 0, we have

2 2
HxnG = - -
o) = 74’3%1‘ [Z(2b, + by) + (A — Z)(b, + 2by)]*.

(B42)

If we instead take gy, = 0, we can find the rescaled spin-
dependent scattering cross section, in analogy with the
above. This gives

4 2.2 2
sp __ MxnIxV (Sp) . (Sa) .
oy =g+ 0 ([ + )

(B43)

12. Real vector dark matter, spin-1 mediator

Consider the Lagrangian for real vector dark matter, X,
interacting with the SM via a spin-1 mediator, V/:

1 -
LD ng(xvayx»t +h.c.) + (g + 9ra? )| Vi

(B44)
With the factor of 1/2 written here, this gives the identical

annihilation and direct-detection cross sections as in the
complex case. These are given in Egs. (B39) and (B43).

APPENDIX C: T/U-CHANNEL INTERACTIONS

1. Dirac dark matter, spin-0 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a Dirac dark
matter particle, y, and a spin-0 mediator, A:

L2 7k + 47 )fA + F(As = Ay )z AT (C1)

Since there are no resonances in ¢-channel annihilation, the

annihilation cross section is always well approximated by

the first two terms of its Taylor series expansion. This cross
section expanded in powers of v? is given by

- [ {6m3m, (73 — 23) + m3m2 (137 + 24322 + 1343)

192zm2, /1 - mj%/m}z((mi - m} + m2)*

+ mp(=1125 + 142545 = 1123) = 8my (A, + A5)*} + 2m3 (m7 — mp){ &} (my —m,)*(8mpm,, + 11m7 — 12my)
= 20505 (=19m5m3 + Tm} + 12my) + 25 (my + m,)*(=8mym, 4+ 11m7 — 12m3)}

— A (my —my,)*(my + m,)*(1 lmjzc —8m2) + 2/1%,/13(7m§ - E%m)%)(mjzr - m2)?

— A5 (my—m,)*(my +m,)*(1 lm% —8m2)].

4

(C2)
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In the limit that n. — 3, my; — 0, and taking all
couplings equal to 4, we have

3 mf(

27 (m3 + m)()2

v 1 =3m3/mj — m}

X
1+ m2/m3

{ov) =

If instead we take the low-velocity limit, we can integrate
out the mediator as above, and we can find scattering rates.
To evaluate the cross section we must first put the matrix
element in canonical s-channel form using Fierz trans-
formations. As described in Ref. [60], for generic values of
the couplings, we generate all possible effective s-channel
scattering processes. Taking 4, = +4,, allows us to cancel
the spin-0 mediated pieces, leaving

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)
T+ P)fA+ F(1 =y )pAT

1 _
- —2—;(7/”( + P fr(1=7)f, (C3)

where the cross sections for these interactions may be read
off from Eqs. (B42) and (B43). This is dominated by the
spin-independent piece.

2. Majorana dark matter, spin-0 mediator
Consider the following interactions for a Majorana dark
matter particle, y, and a spin-0 mediator, A:
L2 g0+ 2P ) A+ F(s = A AT (C4)

The annihilation cross section at low relative velocity is
given by

e\ J 1= m g ( (mp = my) 23y o+ my )

Gv ~
8r(m? — mf + m?)?

n.v?

* [mi{,{“ (mf —-m )2(40mfm + 23m}2‘ + 20m2)

+ 64545 (=5Smimy + m§ 4 4my) + Al (my + m,)*(=40mpm,, + 23m7 + 20my) }

= 2m3 (m7 — my){ 2, (my — m,)*(24mm, + 23m7 — 8my) + 22545 (= 11mymy + 3m§ + 8my)
+ A5 (my + my)*(=24mpm, + 23m7 — 8my) }

+ A5 (my = my,)* (my + my,)*(8mym, +23m7 4 4my)

+ 24543 (3mF = 28my) (m7 —

my)? + A5 (my —my)*(my + m,)*(=8mym, + 23m7 + 4m3)]. (C5)

In the limit that n, — 3, my — 0, and taking all couplings equal to 4, we have

2402 mi(1+ mj/m})

fov) = 27 my(1 4+ m2/m3)*

Taking instead the low-velocity limit, we can integrate out the mediator and rearrange via the Fierz identities
described above to get the interaction in canonical form. Since the vector current for a Majorana fermion vanishes,
we find

] : L
HAAPVA+FA =7 A" = = v fr(1=7)f (C6)
A
and evaluating the direct-detection scattering cross section shows this gives spin-dependent scattering.
3. Dirac dark matter, spin-1 mediator
Consider the following interactions for a Dirac dark matter particle, y, and a spin-1 mediator, V,:
L2 77" (Gp + 94a?° Ve + Fr* (G0 + Gpa?* A Vi (C7)

The annihilation cross section at low relative velocity is given by
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oV~

ney /1 — m}/m%
2)2 {m?'(g)z(a - 9)2(1))2 + 2m;'m)((g;a - gj}v)
X

8amiy(—m7 + my 4 m
+mf
+m3
+ 2mym,, (gya — Gyp) 2mimz + 2my + my)

+ my[dmimy (g + g3,)° + 4Gpagpumt + 6Ggamy + 6gy,my + miy(gh, + g7,)°1}

n.v?

{m}z[l 1 (g;a + gj}v) - 14’9)2(vg;2(a]
192zmym2 . /1 — mj%/m)z((—mjzC + m? 4+ m2)*

+22mitmy, (gya — Ggo) — mi0[(46m3 + 41m3) (gha + Gy0) — 205, (26m3 + 43m3) g3,

29)%(19;2(1;(4”1% + 3m)2() + gj}a(_mﬁ) - gf(tm)%] - 4m.3f[m)((g;}a - Q;U)(m% + m)zf)]

2, (B 2 3m) g~ - 2mit = )+, (~AmEm 2t — )]

[
[

+

- Sm?mx(gﬁa - gt,)(11m? + 13m2)

+ my[(105m3 + 136mym3 + 46m3) (Gya + Gys) = 2970954(61m + 128mym3 4 110m3)]
+ 2mym, (ga — gy,) (85my 4 164mym3 + 98my)

— m§[(116m$ + 269mzm’} + 108mym; — 6mS) (g3 + gy

= 2¢2,02.(72m$ + 175mom} + 252mym? + 150mS)]

— dmymy[(Gya = Gyo) (29mG + 11 Tmyms 4 114myms; + 46my)]

+ m}[(46mS +332mZmS + 23 mym} — 32mSm? — 49mS) (g, + g;,)

= 22,92, (30m8 + 96m2mS + 159mym} + 248mSm? + 115m8)]
+2m3m,,(Gya = Gy) (6m3 + 122mzm$ + 213mymy + 140mm; + 43m3)
+ mimZ[(-86m$ — 232mZm$ — T5mym? + T4mSm? + 35m3) (g5q + gyo)
+ 202,92,(30m8S — 24m2mS + 3Tmim3 + 122mSm? + 47m3))]

— 16mm3(gh, — g3,) (8mS + 8m2m} + 4mym? + m$)

+ 8m}[(8md + 2mZmS + mim} — 3mSm? — m¥) (g}, + g5v)

= 22,22 (—6mS — m2m? + 3mim? + mS)]}. (C8)

In the limit that n, — 3, my — 0, and taking all couplings equal to 4, we have

_ 3_/14m_)2( m2 + 2m%\? y_24m§.m)2( + mymy —3mimS + 4m¥ — m} o
(ov) = 4 2 2 2 2\4 : (€9)
27 miy |\ my + m; 6 (m3 + my)

Taking instead the low-velocity limit, we can integrate out the mediator and rearrange via the Fierz identities described
above to get the interaction in canonical form, whereupon we find

_ . 1 _
I+ PV, + Frr(L+ PV - (Pl 47, (C10)

v

which is dominated by spin-independent scattering.

4. Majorana dark matter, spin-1 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a Dirac dark matter particle, y, and a spin-1 mediator, V,:

L2 71" (90 + Gpa?>) Vi + F7(Gye + Ga? A Vi (C11)

The annihilation cross section at low relative velocity is given by
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nea/1— m% /m?
8amiy(—m7 + my 4 my

+ m3[=2g5.5,(4m + 3my) + go(—(4m3 + m3)) = gy, (4m3 + m3)]

oV~

)2 {27”1?-(9)%“ + g;%v)z + m;’m)((g;a - gj}v)

—4m3lm (g — i) (32 + )

+ m3(Gga + Gpo)*(2m5 + m3)? = 2my(gz, — gy0)* (4m + my)]
+2mym,,(Gyo — Gy) (6mIm2 + 8my + m}) + m2(g2, — g2,)* (4m? + m2)?}

n.v?

192zmymy [1 — m3/my(—=m3 + m3 + m3)
+ m}o [—(162m3 + 49m2) g, — 292,(58m3 + 43m2) g2, — gy, (162m3 + 49m2))]

— 40m(gl — gl (8% + 52

+ my[(419m3 + 456mymi — 30m}) (g + Gpo) + 2050954 (4Tmi + 404mymi + 170m3))]
+ 2m}(Gya = Gyo), (311my + 568mzmg + 130my)

— mb[(444mS + 1139mym;; + 348mym; — 150m8) (g}, + g,)

- 22,92,(68mS — 43Tm2m3 — 1040m;im? — 310m9)]

— 4m3((ga = Gyo)m, (101m§ 4 459myms; + 372myms; + 30my)]

+ L m (2365 + 695970 + 23G,) + S4mymy! (g7 = Gy)

+ m}[(164mS + 1164mZmS + 1009mymy — 72mSm? — 125m8) (g, + +4;,)
+ 202,20 (—60m’ — dm2ZmS + 1161mim} + 1276mSm? + 295m)]

+ 2m,m3(Gya — Gyy) (24mY + 458mzm$ + 903mymy + 424m§m; — 5my)

+ mim3[(=328m — 816mZm$ — 27Tmym? + 174mSm? + 27m3) (g5q + g5
+2¢2,(120m% — 352mZm$ — 1199mymy, — 758mSm? — 143m8) g2, |

+ 16mym(gy, — Ggo)(—32mS — 3TmZmy — 11mym3 + m$)

+ 4m}[(56m® + 24m2mS — 3mim} — 12mSm? + m¥) (g3, + gi,)

+ 202,954 (—24m8 + 72m2mS + 107mim3 + 44mSm? + Tm)]}. (C12)

In the limit that n, — 3, my — 0, and taking all couplings equal to 4, we have

(C13)

<GU>:2/14112 mom} < 3m2  13m) mS mﬁ)

2 2\4 21"' vt 18
r (my 4+ my) m:  4dmy  mS  4md

Taking instead the low-velocity limit, we can integrate out the mediator and rearrange via the Fierz identities described
above to get the interaction in canonical form. We find that this rearranges to

_ - 4 1 _ -
AL+ )V, + Frr (L + )V — 2 (147, (C14)

which is dominated by spin-independent scattering.

5. Complex scalar dark matter, spin-1/2 mediator

Consider a complex scalar dark matter particle, ¢, that interacts with the SM via 7-channel exchange of the fermion, y:

LA+ A,0°) 0"+ f(As = A7 )wep. (C15)

The annihilation cross section at low relative velocity is given by
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o= 3 w32

~ 4n(—m3 + my, + mj)?
. nm/l—mfc/mév2
96mmy,(—m7 + my, 4 my)*
— 16m3,(223 + 22) (2, + 223)} + 4mym,, (9mi, + 13m3) (25 — A3)
+ mp{=9my, (A — 64545 + A7) + dmym (94, + 442525 + 9%3)
+ m (412, 4+ 1302345 + 4140)} = 2mim,, (my, + Sm3) (9my, + 5m3) (25 — 43)
+ mi{9mf (A5, = 23)* = Smym (12, + 340523 + TA7) + 4miymy (1125, — 242523 + 1113)
—2mS (112} + 462345 + 1128)} + 16m pmy, mi (4my, + m3) (2 = A3) + 9m$ (25 + 47)*
+ d4mg {my, (=52, + 182545 = 5A) + 2mym (2, + 62323 + A3) 4 my (A, + 62345 + 29) }]. (C16)

ov

(22 (ms —my,) + 22(mg + m,,)]?

[18m}-mv,(/1? —-5)+ mj6,{—9m3,(/1fJ + 64247 4 17)

In the limit that n, — 3, m; — 0, and taking all couplings equal to 4, we have

Taking instead the low-velocity limit, we can integrate out the mediator. We find

B0 £ PV T F P~ T, (1)
7

which mediates spin-independent scattering.

6. Real Scalar dark matter, spin-1/2 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a real scalar dark matter particle, ¢, and a spin-1/2 mediator, y:

LD (A +2,7°)f + F(As = 2,7 ] (C18)

The annihilation cross section at low relative velocity is given by
ne(1 = m2 /)
ﬂ(—m% + m%, + mé)

ney/1—my/myv*
_|_

24ﬂm%¢(—m§ + mﬁ, + mi)

(o2

5 [/lﬁ(mf - my,) + A%(mf + mv,)]2

7 [ﬁ%(mf -m,) + /l%(mf +my, )]
X [8mi (mg, — m){mimy, (A5 = 23) = 2mp(2my, 4 mg) (A, + 43) 4 2m3 (A5 + 43)
+ my, (3m}, + mfb)(if, -2} + 9mj2c(—m]2c + mg + mfb)z{/llz,(mf —my,) + A3 (mp +m,)}]. (C19)

In the limit that m; — 0 and with all couplings being equal, we find that this velocity-averaged annihilation cross section is
completely suppressed to second order in v.

Taking instead the low-velocity limit, we can integrate out the mediator as in Eq. (C17) to find the direct detection cross
section. We find the same result as above:

- 2 -
g(1£7)f¢" + f(1 ?Ys)waﬁ—’—*m fré'e. (C20)
74

7. Complex vector dark matter, spin-1/2 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a complex vector dark matter particle, X,,, and a spin-1/2 mediator, y:
L2357 (90 + 9ar° )Xo + F1" (95 + 9a7° WX, (C21)

The annihilation cross section at low relative velocity is given by
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(1= m
oV R 3m% — 12m% + 5m
367[(—m2. + m%{ n m%/)2 [ agv( f ¥+ ,,,)
+ ga(6mymy, + Sm% + 4m3 + 5Smy,) 4 gy (=6mmy, + Sm7 + 4mg + Smy)]

nevy 1 =it/
[Bmy (92 — 93)*(15m] + 16m3)

+
864mmy (—m7 + my + my)*

+ 6mm;, (ga — gb)(13m —16m%) + my {29293 (— 452m?-m§( + 87m}‘- + 500m%)
+ ga(80mimsg, — 3Tm} + 92my) + g; (80mimg — 37m} 4 92my )}

= 12mymy, (g5 — gu) (=3Tmim3 + 13m} 4 24my)

— my (m3 — my){—m3m3 (658g50; + 23995 + 239g7)

+mi(78gag; + 614, + 61g,) + 8m} (50959 + 11gs + 11g;) }

+ 6mpm, (g4 — g3)(13m7 — 8my ) (m} — m3)*

+ (mj — mx)*{=2mim% (66429, + 4144 + 41g;)

+ m}(=6g2g; + 5344 + 53g7) + 20m% (6454 + g4 + g1)}]- (C22)

In the limit that n, — 3, m; — 0, and taking all couplings equal to 4, we have

820 my v 5 + 18my/my, + 3Tmy /m,
3r (m% + mg,)2 48 (1+ mg(/mg,)2

{ov) =

Taking instead the low-velocity limit, we can integrate out the mediator. We find
- 2 -
P (£ )X+ T (L 7 )X, = TFXGXE, (C23)
74

which mediates spin-independent scattering.

8. Real vector dark matter, spin-1/2 mediator

Consider the following interactions for a real vector dark matter particle, X, and a spin-1/2 mediator,

LD [pr* (g, + 9.°)f + (90 + 9.7 )W) X, (C24)

The annihilation cross section at low relative velocity is given by

ng(1—m2/m2 )32
oV R ol 7/m) 52 agU{Smf—i—?s( 4m§)}+gﬁ(2mfmw+3mj%+4m§—|—3m3,)

On(—m7 + my +my,)?
nev?y[1—m7/mg
2 13mS (g2

216mms (—my 4 my +my,)*
- 6mfm3, (g% - gﬁ)(m% - 4m§()—|—m4,l,{—29§g% (46m§-m§( + 39m}‘- —160m%) + 59§(14m2-m§( + m4-)

+ gy (=2mymy, +3m3 4-4mg 4 3my )|+ —g3)*(m3 4 8mg)

+ 5m3 gy (m7 + 14my ) }+12memy, (g5 — g3) (=3mms +mG + 2ms) — my, (m3 — my ) {mymy (474959, — 2944 — 2943)

+mf( 1749091/ + lgga + 199?}) SomX(6gagb +gi +gi)}_2mfmy/(ga _gv)(3mf - 32mX)(mf - m§(>2
+ (m7 —m3)*{8mymy (44920 + g5 + gi)+m(=90gag7 + 1144 + 11g3) = 56m5 (69597 + ga + g3) }- (C25)

In the limit that n, — 3, m; — 0, and taking all couplings equal to 4, we have
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32 mg 0?5 = 10m%/m3, —Tm% /m;,
3z (m% +my)? 24 (1+m%/ml)?

(ov)

Taking instead the low-velocity limit, we can integrate out
the mediator as in Eq. (C23). We find

_ _ 2
pr' (L)X + (U F P )wX, = —FIX1X,,
74
(C26)
which, as above, mediates spin-independent scattering.

APPENDIX D: RELIC ABUNDANCE

The abundance of dark matter particles which survive the
big bang as a thermal relic is found by solving the
Boltzmann equation:

dn

o (D1)

= —=3Hn — (ov)[n® — nd],
where H = a/a is the Hubble parameter, n is the number
density of dark matter particles, and n., is the equlibrium
number density. In the nonrelativistic limit, Neq =
g(mT/27)3/% exp(—m/T), where g is the number of inter-
nal degrees of freedom of the DM particle, m is the mass of
the DM particle, and 7 is the temperature.

The solution to Eq. (D1) yields a present-day dark matter
abundance given by

oy = 1107 % 10° GeV~!

, (D2)
Jgu*mp,
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where & is present-day Hubble parameter (in units of
100 km/s/Mpc), mp = 1.22 x 10'° GeV, and g, is the
number of effective relativistic degrees of freedom at the
time of freeze out (for g,, we adopt the values given in
Refs. [22,95]). The quantity J is given by

(D3)
where x =m/T and x, is the value at the freeze-out
temperature, which is found by iterating the following:

0.038gmpm{cv)

1/2_1/2
g

)Cf =1In (D4)

When not near a resonance, we can expand the annihi-
lation cross section in a Taylor series, ov=a+
bv* + O(v*), yielding the following relic abundance:

xp1.07 x 10° GeV~!
Qh? == 7 :
G« mpl(a + 3b/.Xj)

(D5)

Near a resonance, however, the Taylor series expansion
breaks down, and we instead determine J(x;) by solving
the following integrals numerically [96]:

o 112(011)/00
J= dv dxx1/2 exp(—xv?/4), D6
PR p(-x12/4),  (D6)

where v is the relative velocity of the annihilating particles,
which is related to the Mandelstam variable by s =
4m? /(1 = v?/4).

[1] L. Goodenough and D. Hooper, arXiv:0910.2998.
[2] D. Hooper and L. Goodenough, Phys. Lett. B 697, 412
(2011).
[3] D. Hooper and T. Linden, Phys. Rev. D 84, 123005 (2011).
[4] K.N. Abazajian and M. Kaplinghat, Phys. Rev. D 86,
083511 (2012).
[5] D. Hooper and T. R. Slatyer, Phys. Dark Univ. 2, 118 (2013).
[6] C. Gordon and O. Macias, Phys. Rev. D 88, 083521 (2013).
[7] W.-C. Huang, A. Urbano, and W. Xue, arXiv:1307.6862.
[8] K. N. Abazajian, N. Canac, S. Horiuchi, and M. Kaplinghat,
arXiv:1402.4090.
[9] T. Daylan, D. P. Finkbeiner, D. Hooper, T. Linden, S. K. N.
Portillo, N. L. Rodd, and T. R. Slatyer, arXiv:1402.6703.
[10] D.P. Finkbeiner, astro-ph/0409027.
[11] D. Hooper, D. P. Finkbeiner, and G. Dobler, Phys. Rev. D
76, 083012 (2007).
[12] O. Adriani et al. (PAMELA Collaboration), Nature
(London) 458, 607 (2009).

[13] J. Chang, J. H. Adams, H.S. Ahn, G. L. Bashindzhagyan,
M. Christl, O. Ganel, T. G. Guzik, and J. Isbert et al., Nature
(London) 456, 362 (2008).

[14] C. Weniger, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 08 (2012)
007.

[15] M. Su and D. P. Finkbeiner, arXiv:1206.1616.

[16] R. Bernabei et al. (DAMA Collaboration), Eur. Phys. J. C
56, 333 (2008).

[17] R. Bernabei et al. (DAMA and LIBRA Collaborations), Eur.
Phys. J. C 67, 39 (2010).

[18] C.E. Aalseth et al. (CoGeNT Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106, 131301 (2011).

[19] C.E. Aalseth, P. S. Barbeau, J. Colaresi, J. I. Collar, J. Diaz
Leon, J. E. Fast, N. Fields, and T. W. Hossbach et al., Phys.
Rev. Lett. 107, 141301 (2011).

[20] G. Angloher, M. Bauer, I. Bavykina, A. Bento, C. Bucci, C.
Ciemniak, G. Deuter, and F. von Feilitzsch et al., Eur. Phys.
J. C 72, 1971 (2012).

115022-26


http://arXiv.org/abs/0910.2998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.02.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.02.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.123005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.083511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.083511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2013.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.083521
http://arXiv.org/abs/1307.6862
http://arXiv.org/abs/1402.4090
http://arXiv.org/abs/1402.6703
http://arXiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0409027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/08/007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/08/007
http://arXiv.org/abs/1206.1616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0662-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0662-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1303-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1303-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.131301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.131301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.141301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.141301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-1971-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-1971-8

SIMPLIFIED DARK MATTER MODELS FOR THE ...

[21] R. Agnese et al. (CDMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
111, 251301 (2013).

[22] G. Steigman, B. Dasgupta, and J. F. Beacom, Phys. Rev. D
86, 023506 (2012).

[23] D. Hooper, P. Blasi, and P. D. Serpico, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 01 (2009) 025.

[24] K. N. Abazajian, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 03 (2011) 010.

[25] D. Hooper, 1. Cholis, T. Linden, J. Siegal-Gaskins, and T.
Slatyer, Phys. Rev. D 88, 083009 (2013).

[26] A. DiFranzo, K. I. Nagao, A. Rajaraman, and T. M. P. Tait,
J. High Energy Phys. 11 (2013) 014.

[27] J. Kumar and D. Marfatia, Phys. Rev. D 88, 014035 (2013).

[28] J. Goodman, M. Ibe, A. Rajaraman, W. Shepherd, T. M. P.
Tait, and H.-B. Yu, Phys. Lett. B 695, 185 (2011).

[29] Y. Bai, P.J. Fox, and R. Harnik, J. High Energy Phys. 12
(2010) 048.

[30] J. Goodman, M. Ibe, A. Rajaraman, W. Shepherd, T. M. P.
Tait, and H.-B. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 82, 116010 (2010).

[31] P.J. Fox, R. Harnik, J. Kopp, and Y. Tsai, Phys. Rev. D 84,
014028 (2011).

[32] M. Beltran, D. Hooper, E. W. Kolb, Z. A. C. Krusberg, and
T. M. P. Tait, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2010) 037.

[33] M. Beltran, D. Hooper, E. W. Kolb, and Z.C. Krusberg,
Phys. Rev. D 80, 043509 (2009).

[34] I. M. Shoemaker and L. Vecchi, Phys. Rev. D 86, 015023
(2012).

[35] G. Busoni, A. De Simone, E. Morgante, and A. Riotto,
Phys. Lett. B 728, 412 (2014).

[36] J. Goodman and W. Shepherd, arXiv:1111.2359.

[37] O. Buchmueller, M.J. Dolan, and C. McCabe, J. High
Energy Phys. 01 (2014) 025.

[38] A. Alves, S. Profumo, F.S. Queiroz, and W. Shepherd,
arXiv:1403.5027.

[39] W.-C. Huang, A. Urbano, and W. Xue, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 04 (2014) 020.

[40] F. Iocco, M. Pato, G. Bertone, and P. Jetzer, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 11 (2011) 029.

[41] P. A.R. Ade et al. (Planck Collaboration), arXiv:1303.5076
[Astron. Astrophys. (to be published)].

[42] D.S. Akerib et al. (LUX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
112, 091303 (2014).

[43] G. D’Ambrosio, G. E. Giudice, G. Isidori, and A. Strumia,
Nucl. Phys. B645, 155 (2002).

[44] E. Aprile et al. (XENON100 Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 111, 021301 (2013).

[45] E. Behnke et al. (COUPP Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 86,
052001 (2012).

[46] T. Lin, E. W. Kolb, and L.-T. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 88,
063510 (2013).

[47] ATLAS Collaboration, Report No. ATLAS-CONF-2012-
147 (2012).

[48] G. Aad ef al. (ATLAS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
041802 (2014).

[49] D.B. Kaplan and A. Manohar, Nucl. Phys. B310, 527
(1988).

[50] X.-d. Ji and D. Toublan, Phys. Lett. B 647, 361 (2007).

[51] J. Kopp, V. Niro, T. Schwetz, and J. Zupan, Phys. Rev. D 80,
083502 (2009).

[52] D.S. Akerib et al. (LUX Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum.
Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 704, 111 (2013).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

[53] E. Aprile (XENONIT Collaboration), arXiv:1206.6288.

[54] C. Boehm, M. J. Dolan, C. McCabe, M. Spannowsky, and
C.J. Wallace, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 05 (2014) 009.

[55] N. Okada and O. Seto, Phys. Rev. D 89, 043525 (2014).

[56] P. Agrawal, S. Blanchet, Z. Chacko, and C. Kilic, Phys. Rev.
D 86, 055002 (2012).

[57] S. Chang, R. Edezhath, J. Hutchinson, and M. Luty, Phys.
Rev. D 89, 015011 (2014).

[58] H. An, L.-T. Wang, and H. Zhang, arXiv:1308.0592 [Phys.
Rev. D (to be published)].

[59] M. Papucci, A. Vichi, and K. M. Zurek, arXiv:1402.2285.

[60] P. Agrawal, Z. Chacko, C. Kilic, and R.K. Mishra,
arXiv:1003.1912.

[61] B. Batell, T. Lin, and L.-T. Wang, J. High Energy Phys. 01
(2014) 075.

[62] S. Chatrchyan et al. (CMS Collaboration), Eur. Phys. J. C
73, 2568 (2013).

[63] CMS Collaboration, Report No. CMS-PAS-HIG-13-021,
2013.

[64] S. Chatrchyan et al. (CMS Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B
722, 207 (2013).

[65] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 705,
174 (2011).

[66] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS Collaboration), J. High Energy Phys.
02 (2013) 095.

[67] J. Alitti et al. (UA2 Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. B400, 3
(1993).

[68] T. Aaltonen et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 79,
112002 (2009).

[69] S. Chatrchyan et al. (CMS Collaboration), J. High Energy
Phys. 01 (2013) 013.

[70] The CMS Collaboration, Report No. EXO0-12-059 PAS,
2013.

[71] M. S. Carena, A. Daleo, B. A. Dobrescu, and T. M. P. Tait,
Phys. Rev. D 70, 093009 (2004).

[72] R. Abusaidi et al. (CDMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
84, 5699 (2000).

[73] A. Benoit, L. Berge, A. Broniatowski, L. Chabert, B.
Chambon, M. Chapellier, G. Chardin, and P. Charvin
et al., Phys. Lett. B 545, 43 (2002).

[74] B. Ahmed, G.J. Alner, H. Araujo, J. C. Barton, A. Bewick,
M.J. Carson, D. Davidge, and J.V. Dawson et al.,
Astropart. Phys. 19, 691 (2003).

[75] D.S. Akerib et al. (CDMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
93, 211301 (2004).

[76] G.J. Alner et al. (UK Dark Matter Collaboration), Phys.
Lett. B 616, 17 (2005).

[77] D.S. Akerib et al. (CDMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
96, 011302 (2006).

[78] D.S. Akerib et al. (CDMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 73,
011102 (2006).

[79] H.S. Lee et al. (KIMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 99,
091301 (2007).

[80] J. Angle et al. (XENON Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
100, 021303 (2008).

[81] Z. Ahmed et al. (CDMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
102, 011301 (2009).

[82] J. Angle, E. Aprile, F. Arneodo, L. Baudis, A. Bernstein,
A. Bolozdynya, L. C. C. Coelho, and C. E. Dahl et al., Phys.
Rev. Lett. 101, 091301 (2008).

115022-27


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.251301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.251301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.023506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.023506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/01/025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/01/025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/03/010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.083009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2013)014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.014035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2010.11.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2010)048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2010)048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.116010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.014028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.014028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2010)037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.043509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.015023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.015023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.11.069
http://arXiv.org/abs/1111.2359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)025
http://arXiv.org/abs/1403.5027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/04/020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/04/020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/11/029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/11/029
http://arXiv.org/abs/1303.5076
http://arXiv.org/abs/1303.5076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.091303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.091303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00836-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.021301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.021301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.052001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.052001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.063510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.063510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.041802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.041802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90090-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90090-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.02.047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.083502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.083502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2012.11.135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2012.11.135
http://arXiv.org/abs/1206.6288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/05/009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.043525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.055002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.055002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.015011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.015011
http://arXiv.org/abs/1308.0592
http://arXiv.org/abs/1308.0592
http://arXiv.org/abs/1402.2285
http://arXiv.org/abs/1003.1912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2568-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2568-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.04.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.04.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.10.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.10.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(93)90395-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(93)90395-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.112002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.112002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2013)013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2013)013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.093009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.5699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.5699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02238-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0927-6505(03)00115-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.211301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.211301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2000.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2000.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.011302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.011302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.011102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.011102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.091301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.091301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.021303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.021303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.011301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.011301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.091301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.091301

ASHER BERLIN, DAN HOOPER, AND SAMUEL D. MCDERMOTT

[83] Z. Ahmed et al. (CDMS-II Collaboration), Science 327,
1619 (2010).

[84] E. Aprile et al. (XENON100 Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 105, 131302 (2010).

[85] E. Behnke, J. Behnke, S.J. Brice, D. Broemmelsiek, J. 1.
Collar, P. S. Cooper, M. Crisler, and C. E. Dahl et al., Phys.
Rev. Lett. 106, 021303 (2011).

[86] E. Aprile et al. (XENON100 Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 109, 181301 (2012).

[87] E. Aprile et al. (XENON100 Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 107, 131302 (2011).

[88] M. Ackermann et al. (Fermi-LAT Collaboration), Phys.
Rev. D 89, 042001 (2014).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 115022 (2014)

[89] M. Cirelli and G. Giesen, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 04
(2013) 015.

[90] N. Fornengo, L. Maccione, and A. Vittino, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 04 (2014) 003.

[91] P. Gondolo and G. Gelmini, Nucl. Phys. B360, 145 (1991).

[92] P. Junnarkar and A. Walker-Loud, Phys. Rev. D 87, 114510
(2013).

[93] J. Beringer et al. (Particle Data Group Collaboration), Phys.
Rev. D 86, 010001 (2012).

[94] Jason Kumar (private communication).

[95] M. Laine and Y. Schroder, Phys. Rev. D 73, 085009
(2006).

[96] K. Griest and D. Seckel, Phys. Rev. D 43, 3191 (1991).

115022-28


http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1186112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1186112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.131302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.131302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.021303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.021303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.181301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.181301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.131302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.131302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.042001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.042001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/04/015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/04/015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/04/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/04/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90438-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.114510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.114510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.085009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.085009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.43.3191

