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Thermal freeze-out is a compelling framework for naturally generating the dark matter abundance.

We systematically study a broad range of dark matter and mediator particle combinations that can

viably realize thermal freeze-out, focusing on models in which the mediator couples to Standard

Model quarks. In each case, we calculate the relic density and consider existing constraints from

accelerators, cosmology, direct detection, and indirect detection over the full range of dark matter

and mediator masses. We present an encyclopedic catalog of matrix elements, cross sections, and

decay rates which can be used as a reference for future studies of dark matter phenomenology.
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Quark Flavor

Dark Matter and Mediator Spin Combinations

(0,0)

Sec. IVA

(12 ,0)

Sec. IVB

(0,1)

Sec. IVC

(12 ,1)

Sec. IVD

u Fig. 1 Fig. 7 Fig. 13 Fig. 19

d Fig. 2 Fig. 8 Fig. 14 Fig. 20

c Fig. 3 Fig. 9 Fig. 15 Fig. 21

s Fig. 4 Fig. 10 Fig. 16 Fig. 22

b Fig. 5 Fig. 11 Fig. 17 Fig. 23

t Fig. 6 Fig. 12 Fig. 18 Fig. 24

TABLE I. A summary of where the reader can find the formulas and plots corresponding to each of the dark matter models

considered. In the first row, we list the the sections that contain the formulas for each combination of dark matter and mediator

spins, labeled as “(dark matter spin,mediator spin)”. The following rows list where the corresponding results are presented,

for couplings to each quark flavor.
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I. INTRODUCTION

For decades, many of the most popular dark matter candidates have been stable particles that froze out of equi-

librium in the early universe [1, 2]. It was widely appreciated that if such particles had roughly weak-scale masses

and couplings, this process would naturally result in an abundance similar to the measured cosmological dark matter

density. These considerations – sometimes referred to as the weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP) miracle –

elevated WIMPs to the most studied class of dark matter candidates.

The view of the scientific community on this question has shifted significantly in recent years. Due to a series of

null results from underground dark matter direct detection experiments [3–7], searches for dark matter annihilation

products [8–12], and searches for dark matter particles at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [13–26], many WIMP

models have been ruled out. In response, less attention has been directed toward WIMPs in recent years, while

interest in other dark matter candidates (such as axions and primordial black holes) has increased.

In this study, we revisit the paradigm of WIMP-like dark matter in an effort to systematically evaluate the range

of models that remain experimentally viable at this time. To this end, we consider a broad range of scalar and

fermionic dark matter candidates coupled to a spin-0 or spin-1 mediator, focusing on thermal relics that freeze out to

yield the observed abundance of dark matter. We further limit this study to dark matter candidates that annihilate

through mediators that couple to Standard Model (SM) quarks. We do not limit our discussion to models with specific

ultraviolet (UV) completions, but rather approach this problem from the context of a simplified models framework,

in analogy with the philosophy in Ref. [27]. More discussion of such models can be found in Refs. [28–31].

In many models, we identify substantial regions of parameter space that predict a WIMP consistent with all

existing constraints from accelerators, cosmology, direct detection, and indirect detection. We present for each case

the formulas necessary to compute the dark matter relic abundance, as well as those relevant to experimental probes,

including collider phenomenology, direct detection, indirect detection, rare meson decays, and constraints on the

effective number of neutrino species, ∆Neff . For certain interactions (spin-1 mediators with axial-vector couplings, for

example), we note that additional constraints can arise from anomaly cancellation and other details that are sensitive

to the model’s UV-completion. In our treatment, we limit our analysis to the bounds that follow directly from the

simplified interactions in our effective Lagrangians, noting that concrete realizations may face additional constraints.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we introduce all the mediator-SM interactions we will consider here. In

Sec. III, we present the essential formalisms required to calculate the dark matter relic abundance and experimental

observables. In Secs. IVA to IVD, we derive formulas for each of the dark matter models considered in this paper. In

Sec. V, we evaluate the parameter space of each of these models, identifying those regions that remain viable in light

of current constraints. In Table I, we summarize where the reader can find the formulas and results that correspond

to each of dark matter models considered here.

II. MEDIATOR-STANDARD MODEL INTERACTIONS

In this study, we consider simplified models of spin-0 and spin-1/2 dark matter candidates coupled to either spin-0

or spin-1 mediators. We further assume that these bosonic mediators couple to the SM quarks at tree level, which

generates effective interactions with other SM species at low energies. In Sec. II A we briefly summarize the mediator-

SM interaction Lagrangians at the energy scale of interest relevant for annihilation processes, discuss their derivation

using low-energy theorems and chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) in Sec. II B. In each of these cases, we assume that

the couplings are flavor-diagonal in order to avoid flavor-violating currents. The interactions of the mediator with the
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dark matter, χ, will be described later in Sec. IV.

A. Mediator-Standard Model Annihilation Interactions

For light quark flavors, u and d (see App. VI for more details), the Lagrangians describing the mediator-SM

interactions at the relevant energy scales are given by

Lϕ
SM-med. = ϕ


gfsf̄f + igfpf̄γ

5f, E > ΛQCD

gfs cϕγ FµνF
µν + gfp c

′
ϕγ Fµν F̃

µν , E < ΛQCD

(1)

LV
SM-med. = Vµ


gfv f̄γ

µf + gfa f̄γ
µγ5f, E > ΛQCD

Qfegfv
16π2

VµνF
µν , E < ΛQCD

(2)

where gfs, gfp, gfv, and gfa are the real-valued mediator-SM quark couplings, f is a SM quark with electric charge Qf ,

ϕ is the spin-0 mediator, Vµ is the spin-1 mediator, Fµν is the electromagnetic field strength tensor, F̃µν ≡ ϵαβµνFαβ/2,

Vµν = ∂µVν − ∂νVµ, and ΛQCD is the QCD scale. We adopt ΛQCD = 146MeV and use ChPT to derive the effective

mediator-photon coupling coefficients, cϕγ and c′ϕγ in Sec. II B.

For heavy quark flavors, c, s, t, and b, their mass is another relevant scale. For energies below the quark mass, mf ,

but above ΛQCD, the mediator can also couple to gluons. Therefore the relevant interaction Lagrangians are

Lϕ
SM-med. = ϕ



gfsf̄f + igfpf̄γ
5f, E > mf

gfs cϕγ FµνF
µν + gfp c

′
ϕγ Fµν F̃

µν + gfs cϕg G
a
µνG

µν
a + gfp c

′
ϕg G

a
µνG̃

µν
a , mf > E > ΛQCD

gfs cϕγ FµνF
µν + gfp c

′
ϕγ Fµν F̃

µν , E < ΛQCD ,

(3)

where Gµν
a is the gluon field strength tensor, G̃µν

a ≡ ϵαβµνGa
αβ/2, and the spin-1 interaction Lagrangian is identical

to Eq. (2) with ΛQCD replaced by 2mf .
1

B. Low-Energy Theorems and Chiral Perturbation Theory

We begin by discussing the calculation of the spin-0 mediator’s coupling to photons via interactions with light

quarks, as found in Eq. (1) for E < ΛQCD. At these energies, we can use ChPT to derive the coupling of the mediator

to the pions, and then use the charged pion-photon coupling to derive the interaction Lagrangian. We refer the readers

to Refs. [32–34] for a comprehensive review of ChPT.

ChPT informs us that the effective Lagrangian coupling the spin-0 mediator to pions is given by

LChPT ⊃ (gus + gds)B0 ϕπ−π+ + (gup − gdp)FπB0 ϕπ0 , (4)

1 For simplicity, we ignore the logarithmic factor in the E < ΛQCD Lagrangian in Eq. (2).
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where the first two terms are generated from scalar interactions, the last two are generated from pseudoscalar inter-

actions, Fπ = 93.2 MeV, B0 ≃ m2
π/(mu + md) ≃ 2.6 GeV [30], and mπ ≈ 135MeV is the pion mass. The scalar

mediator’s interactions with a pair of photons is due to a charged pion loop, and the effective operator is given by,

ϕπ−π+ → α

48πm2
π

ϕFµνF
µν , (5)

where α is the electromagnetic fine structure constant. Pseudoscalar mediators can mix with the neutral pion,

allowing them to interact with a pair of photons. Given the SM pion-photon effective interaction, LChPT ⊃
(α/4πFπ)π

0Fµν F̃
µν [35], and the mixing term in Eq. (4), an effective ϕγγ interaction can be obtained by mul-

tiplying this by gfpFπB0 and dividing by the propagating pion mass, resulting in the following substitution in

Eq. (4):

FπB0 ϕπ
0 → B0

m2
π

α

4π
ϕFµν F̃

µν . (6)

The heavy flavor effective operators are easier to compute, since these follow simply from low-energy theorems [36]:

ϕ f̄f → αs

12πmf
ϕGa

µνG
µν
a +

NcQ
2
fα

6πmf
ϕFµνF

µν , ϕ if̄γ5f → − αs

4πmf
ϕGa

µνG̃
µν
a −

NcQ
2
fα

4πmf
ϕFµν F̃

µν , (7)

where Nc = 3 is the number of colors, and αs is the strong coupling constant.

To summarize, the ϕγγ and ϕgg interaction coefficients in Eq. (1) for light quark (u, d) couplings are given by

cϕγ =
αB0

48πm2
π

, c′ϕγ =
αB0

4πm2
π

, (8)

and for heavy quark (c, s, t, b) couplings,

cϕγ =
NcQ

2
fα

6πmf
, c′ϕγ = −

NcQ
2
fα

4πmf
, cϕg =

αs

12πmf
, c′ϕg = − αs

4πmf
. (9)

C. Mediator Decay Rates to Standard Model Particles

With the mediator-SM Lagrangians defined in Sec. IIA, we can now compute the decay rate of the mediators into

the relevant SM particles at each energy. For the light quark (u, d) couplings, the relevant decay rates are

Γϕ =


Ncmϕ

8π

√
1−

4m2
f

m2
ϕ

[
g2fs

(
1−

4m2
f

m2
ϕ

)
+ g2fp

]
mϕ > ΛQCD

mϕ

16π

(
αB0

24π

mϕ

m2
π

)2 [
g2fs + 144 g2fp

]
mϕ < ΛQCD

(10)

ΓV =



NcmV

12π

√
1−

4m2
f

m2
V

[
g2fv

(
1 +

2m2
f

m2
V

)
+ g2fa

(
1−

4m2
f

m2
V

)]
mV > ΛQCD

mV

12π

√
1− 4m2

e

m2
V

(
Qfe

2gfv
16π2

)2(
1 +

2m2
e

m2
V

)
mV < ΛQCD .

(11)
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For heavy quark (c, s, t, b) couplings, the decay rates are given by

Γϕ =



Ncmϕ

8π

√
1−

4m2
f

m2
ϕ

[
g2fs

(
1−

4m2
f

m2
ϕ

)
+ g2fp

]
, mϕ > 2mf

(N2
c − 1)mϕ

16π

(
αs

6π

mϕ

mf

)2 [
g2fs + 9 g2fp

]
+

mϕ

16π

(
NcαQ

2
f

3π

mϕ

mf

)2 [
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

]
, 2mf > mϕ > ΛQCD

mϕ

16π

(
NcαQ

2
f

3π

mϕ

mf

)2 [
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

]
, mϕ < ΛQCD

(12)

with an identical expression for the vector decay rate at mV > 2mf , as in Eq. (11).

Note that a spin-1 mediator cannot decay to a pair of photons or gluons due to the Landau-Yang theorem [37, 38].

Thus, for mV < 2mf , decays to three photons or gluons may be the leading processes. For completeness, we comment

on other possible decay channels. If the mediator has a purely vector (gfv ̸= 0, gav = 0) to fermions, it can also

decay through an induced kinetic mixing interaction arising from fermion loops, so generically all vector mediators

with mV > 2me can decay promptly to V → e+e− or to pairs of other kinematically accessible charged fermions. For

purely axial-vector couplings (gfv = 0, gav ̸= 0), there is no kinetic mixing with Fµν induced through f loops due to

the γ5 vertex, and thus decaying into lighter charged fermion pairs through a kinetic mixing insertion is forbidden.

However, since purely axial-vector couplings are anomalous under the SM gauge group, theoretical consistency requires

additional heavy “anomalon” fields with SM charge and couplings to V in order to cancel anomalies in the UV theory

[28]. Generically, the presence of such states yields additional decay channels that enable the V to decay promptly

through higher-order operators. Furthermore, at energies below the scale of anomalon masses, the non-decoupling

Wess-Zumino V γγ interaction allows decays of the form V → e+e−γ (and other charged fermion channels in association

with a photon), even though V → γγ decays are forbidden by the Landau-Yang theorem. Thus, despite some mild

model dependence in the anomaly-induced interactions of the axial-vector mediator, its decays should be prompt for

all masses in the 2mχ > mV > 2me window, assuming couplings of the size required for dark matter freeze-out.

III. CALCULATIONS AND CONSTRAINTS

We present the theoretical framework required to calculate a variety of relevant dark matter observables, including

the thermal relic abundance (Sec. III A), cosmological constraints (Sec. III B), direct detection signals (Sec. III C),

indirect detection signals (Sec. IIID), collider signals (Sec. III E), and rare meson decays (Sec. III F). In this section,

we will use χ to denote both spin-0 and spin-1/2 dark matter candidates.

A. Relic Abundance

The number density of dark matter particles, nχ, evolves according to the standard Boltzmann equation [39],

dnχ

dt
+ 3Hnχ = −⟨σv⟩[n2

χ − (neq
χ )2] , (13)

where H = 1.66
√
g∗ T

2/MPl is the rate of Hubble expansion in radiation domination, g∗ is the effective number of

relativistic degrees of freedom, T is the temperature of the thermal bath, and MPl ≃ 1.22 × 1019 GeV is the Planck
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mass. In equilibrium (and in the absence of any chemical potential), the number density of χ particles is given by

neq
χ =

gspin
2π2

∫ ∞

mχ

dE
E(E2 −m2

χ)
1/2

eE/T ± 1
, (14)

where gspin and mχ are the number of internal degrees-of-freedom and the mass of the dark matter particle, re-

spectively.2 The plus (minus) sign in the denominator applies to the case of fermions (bosons). If χ is not its own

antiparticle, the total dark matter relic density is nDM = nχ + nχ̄ = 2nχ, where χ̄ is the antiparticle of χ.

The thermally-averaged cross section for dark matter annihilation to the final state ff̄ , with a mass mf , is given

by [40]

⟨σv⟩ = x

128πg2spinm
5
χK

2
2 (x)

∫ ∞

s0

ds√
s

√
s− 4m2

f

√
s− 4m2

χ |M|2(s)K1

(√
s

T

)
, (15)

where
√
s is the total energy of the collision in the center-of-momentum frame, s0 = 4max{m2

f ,m
2
χ}, x ≡ mχ/T is

a widely-used time variable for dark matter freeze-out, and K1 and K2 are modified Bessel functions of the second

kind.

The squared amplitude in this expression, |M|2, is summed over spin and polarization states and averaged over the

direction of the outgoing particles in the center-of-mass frame. This can be written

|M|2(s) ≡
∑
spins
pols

1

4π

∫
|M|2 dΩcm =

1

sFfχ(s)

∑
spins
pols

∫ t+

t−

|M|2(s, t) dt , (16)

where Ffχ(s) ≡ s−1
√

s− 4m2
f

√
s− 4m2

χ, |M|2(s, t) is the squared amplitude as a function of Mandelstam variables,

and t± = m2
f +m2

χ + s (−1± Ffχ(s)) /2. Note that for n identical particles in the final state, |M|2 should be divided

by a symmetry factor, n!.

As we are interested in cold dark matter candidates, we can be confident that freeze-out will occur when the dark

matter particles are non-relativistic, such that x ≡ mχ/T ≫ 1. In this limit, ⟨σv⟩ in Eq. (15) can be approximated

as ⟨σv⟩ ≈ ⟨σv⟩NR, where,

⟨σv⟩NR ≡
∫ ∞

vmin

dv (σv)NR fMB(v), (17)

and (σv)NR can be written as

(σv)NR ≡ 1

32
√
2πv

1

g2spinm
2
χ

[(
s

m2
χ

)3/4

Ffχ(s) |M|2(s)
]
s→4m2

χ(1+v2/8)2

. (18)

The quantity vmin can be determined by solving 4m2
χ(1+v2min/8)

2 = s0 and fMB is the unit normalized (
∫
dvfMB(v) =

1) Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution,

fMB(v) =
x3/2 v2

2
√
π

e−xv2/4 . (19)

Eq. (17) can be derived by taking the x ≫ 1 limit of Eq. (15) and making the variable redefinition, s = 4m2
χ(1+v2/8)2.

Written in the form of Eq. (17) makes the meaning of the different cross sections clear: (σv)NR is the non-relativistic

cross section multiplied by the relative velocity, and ⟨σv⟩NR is it’s velocity-averaged counterpart.

To find the cold dark matter relic abundance we solve Eq. (13) assuming ⟨σv⟩ ≈ ⟨σv⟩NR, using the procedure

outlined in Refs. [41, 42]. The couplings which produce the observed relic abundance are found by requiring that the

dark matter energy density today is mχnDM = ΩDMρc, where ΩDMh2 ≈ 0.12 and ρc ≈ 2.78× 1011h2M⊙ Mpc−3 [43].

2 We adopt the notation gspin to avoid later confusion with the couplings appearing in the interaction Lagrangians in Sec. IV.
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B. Cosmological Constraints

If the dark matter and mediator transfer entropy to SM species after the epoch of neutrino decoupling at Tdec ≈
2.3 MeV [44], the neutrino-photon temperature ratio can differ markedly from the SM prediction, Tν/Tγ = (4/11)1/3

[42, 45, 46]. Deviations from this value can affect the light element yields from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) and

the temperature anisotropies of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB), which both agree well with SM predictions

and can be used to constrain new species that reached thermal equilibrium in the early universe.

For dark matter candidates with masses between a few MeV and a few tens of MeV, the gradual departure from

chemical equilibrium does not fully complete by the time of neutrino decoupling. Thus, for electromagnetically coupled

dark matter, the residual entropy that is transferred to SM species after this time increases the photon temperature,

but does not affect the neutrino temperature, thereby predicting Tν/Tγ < (4/11)1/3. The resulting impact on BBN

and CMB observables can be parameterized in terms of the effective number of neutrino species, Neff , defined through

the relation

ρR = ργ

[
1 +

7

8

(
4

11

)4/3

Neff

]
, (20)

where ρR is the total radiation energy density, ργ = π2T 4/15 is the photon energy density, Neff = Nν +∆Neff is the

effective number of neutrino species, Nν = 3.043 is the prediction of the SM with three neutrino species [47], and

∆Neff parametrizes the effects of new physics. Including the effect of dark sector species thermalized with photons

and electrons, we can write [45]

Neff = Nν

[
1 +

7

22

∑
i

gspin,i
2

F

(
mi

Tdec

)]−4/3

, (21)

where the sum is over all dark sector states of mass mi, gspin,i is the corresponding number of degrees of freedom,

and we have defined

F (x) =
30

7π4

∫ ∞

x

dy
(4y2 − x2)

√
y2 − x2

ey ± 1
, (22)

where the ± correspond to fermions and bosons, respectively. Note that for electromagnetically coupled species (as

opposed to neutrino-coupled species), the entropy transfer to photons results in a negative contribution to ∆Neff . In

our analysis, we use the Planck measurement of Neff = 2.99 ± 0.17 [11] to place 2σ constraints on the dark matter

and mediator contributions to this quantity.

C. Direct Detection

The effective field theory of non-relativistic dark matter-nuclei scattering was developed in Refs. [48, 49] (see

also, Ref. [50]). These references provide the algorithm needed to match any dark matter-quark interaction to the

dark matter-nucleon interaction that governs the dark matter-nuclei scattering rate. Furthermore, experimental

collaborations have recently been publishing constraints on the dark matter-nucleon couplings as described in the

effective field theory [51, 52]. Using these results, we are able to place limits on the coupling parameters for each of

the dark matter models discussed in Sec. IV.

To find the dark matter-nucleon couplings, we follow the procedure outlined in Refs. [48, 49]. An example of this

matching procedure for a vector mediator coupled to the u-quark and dark matter currents, Jµ
f ≡ f̄γµf , is done in
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three steps, as follows:

Vµ(guvJ
µ
u + gχvJ

µ
χ ) → guvgχv

m2
V

Jµ
uJχµ → guvgχv

m2
V

(2Jµ
p + Jµ

n )Jχµ → 4mχguvgχv
m2

V

1χ (2mp 1p +mn1n) . (23)

In the first step we integrate out the heavy mediator, which is appropriate for nearly all dark matter and mediator

masses we consider here, since the typical momentum transfer is ≲ 100MeV. In the second step, we match from

the quark level description to the nucleon level description using the dictionary in Eq. 45 of Ref. [49]. In the third

step, we evaluate the relevant spinors in the non-relativistic limit of the dark matter-nucleon interaction to arrive at

the effective non-relativistic dark matter-nucleon interaction. From the last term we can identify the (dimensionless)

coefficients of the ON
1 = 1χ1N operator as,

cp1 =
8guvgχvmpmχ

m2
V

, cn1 =
4guvgχvmnmχ

m2
V

. (24)

The same steps of the matching procedure can be applied to all of the models discussed in Sec. IV, and the different

interaction structures lead to many more operators being generated, e.g., O4 = Sχ · SN , O11 = iSχ · q/mN , where

S is the spin operator. To set limits on the Lagrangian couplings appearing in the non-relativistic coefficients, we use

the LZ collaboration’s recent results as presented in Ref. [52].3

To develop intuition for the size of couplings needed to generate detectable elastic scattering cross sections, it is

useful to directly calculate the elastic scattering rate of dark matter particles with a target. This can be expressed as

dR

dER
= NT

ρχ
mχ

∫
d3v v

dσN

dER
f(v), (25)

where NT is the number of nuclei in the target, dσN/dER is the dark matter’s differential scattering cross section

with a target nucleus (per unit recoil energy, ER = q2/2mT , where q is the momentum transfer and mT is the target

mass), v is the velocity of a dark matter particle relative to the target, and f(v) is the velocity distribution of dark

matter particles, normalized such that
∫
f(v) d3v = 1. Direct detection experiments traditionally present their results

adopting a boosted Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution with v0 = 238 km/s, truncated at an escape velocity of

544 km/s, and normalized to a local density of ρχ = 0.3GeV/cm
3
[53].

Given the non-relativistic nature of dark matter particles in the halo of the Milky Way, we will first focus on those

elastic scattering cross sections that are finite in the q → 0, v → 0 limit. There are three classes of operators that

yield finite scattering cross sections in the q → 0, v → 0 limit. The first of these is the case of vector interactions,

which yield a spin-independent cross section of the following form:

σ̄N =
µ2
χNλ2

χ

πm4
V

[
Z(2guv + gdv) + (A− Z)(guv + 2gdv)

]2
, (26)

where σ̄N ≡
∫
dER dσN/dER is the integrated scattering cross section, µχN ≡ mχ mN/(mχ + mN ) is the reduced

mass of the dark matter-nucleus system, and A and Z are the atomic mass and charge of the nucleus, respectively.

The coupling of the dark matter to the mediator is λχ = gX/2 for spin-0 dark matter and λχ = gχv for the spin-1/2

dark matter. gqv is the vector coupling of a given quark species to the mediator. These couplings will be defined in

terms of the Lagrangian parameters in Eqs. (76) and (85).

Next, we will consider scalar interactions, which yield a spin-independent cross section of the following form:

σ̄N =
µ2
χNλ2

χ

πm4
ϕ

[
Zf̃p + (A− Z)f̃n

]2
, (27)

3 The coefficients in Ref. [52] are dimensionful due to different conventions. To convert between them we note that their coefficients, cLZ,

are related to the ones here, c (Eq. (24)), by c = 4mχmN cLZ.
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fp,n
Tu

fp,n
Td

fp,n
Ts

fp,n
TG ∆p,n

u ∆p,n
d ∆p,n

s

Protons 0.023 0.033 0.26 0.68 0.84 −0.43 −0.08

Neutrons 0.018 0.042 0.26 0.68 0.84 −0.43 −0.08

TABLE II. Nuclear coefficients governing the dark matter-nucleon interaction strength [48, 49, 54].

where the couplings to protons and neutrons are given by

f̃p,n
mp,n

=
∑

q=u,d,s

fp,n
Tq

gqs +
2

27
fTG

∑
q=c,b,t

gqs. (28)

The coupling of the dark matter to the mediator is λχ = λX/2 for spin-0 dark matter and λχ = gχs for the spin-1/2

dark matter. gqs is the scalar coupling of a given quark species to the mediator. These couplings will be defined

in terms of the Lagrangian parameters in Eqs. (51) and (63). The quantities fp,n
Tq

are the matrix elements which

characterize the light quark content of the proton and neutron (see Table II). The gluon content of the nucleon is

related to these matrix elements by fTG = 1− fp
Tu

− fp
Td

− fp
Ts

= 1− fn
Tu

− fn
Td

− fn
Ts
. The first term in this expression

accounts for scattering with light quarks in the target, while the second term arises from scattering with gluons

through a loop of heavy quarks.

Thirdly is the case of axial interactions, which yield the following spin-dependent cross section:

σ̄N =
4µ2

χNg2χa
πm4

V

JN (JN + 1)

( ⟨Sp⟩
JN

ãp +
⟨Sn⟩
JN

ãn

)2

, (29)

where ⟨Sp,n⟩ is the expectation value of the spin content of the proton or neutron group in the nucleus and JN is the

spin of the nucleus. As an example, for the case of 131Xe, JN = 1/2, ⟨Sp⟩ = −0.005, and ⟨Sn⟩ = −0.20 [48]. The

effective proton and neutron couplings are given by

ãp,n =
∑

q=u,d,s

gqa ∆
p,n
q , (30)

where the axial couplings of the dark matter and quarks are defined in terms of the Lagrangian parameters in Eq. (85).

The values of the spin content of the nucleon, ∆p,n
q are provided in Table II.

In many cases, the interactions of the dark matter with quarks lead to an elastic scattering cross section with nuclei

that do not vanish in the q → 0, v → 0 limit. In such cases, we calculate the elastic scattering cross section by

following the procedure outlined in Refs. [48–50], as described earlier in this section.

D. Indirect Detection

If dark matter is a thermal relic, it could annihilate at an appreciable rate in the present-day universe. These

annihilation reactions can produce potentially observable fluxes of gamma rays, neutrinos, or charged cosmic rays

(including electrons, protons, nuclei, and their antiparticles). Efforts to observe the products of dark matter anni-

hilation or decay are collectively known as indirect detection. Here, we focus on annihilation constraints based on

energy injection into the cosmic microwave background, gamma-ray observations of dwarf spheroidal galaxies, and

the positron content of the cosmic-ray spectrum.

Any annihilation of dark matter particles during the era of recombination would have transferred energy to the

baryonic matter of our universe, impacting the ionization history and consequently the observed characteristics of
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the cosmic microwave background. Measurements from the Planck collaboration allow us to place the following

constraint [11]:

⟨σv⟩ feff
mχ

< 3.2× 10−28 cm3 s−1 GeV−1, (31)

where ⟨σv⟩ is the thermally-averaged dark matter annihilation cross section (Eq. (15)) evaluated at the time and

temperature of recombination, and feff is the fraction of the energy injected in this process that is transferred to the

intergalactic medium [55]. Although feff can be as large as ∼ 0.4 − 0.6 for electromagnetic annihilation channels,

this quantity is typically somewhat smaller for annihilations to quarks, gauge bosons, or Higgs bosons, feff ∼ 0.2.

For a thermal relic with a velocity-independent annihilation cross section, ⟨σv⟩ ≈ 2× 10−26 cm3/s, this measurement

typically allows us to restrict mχ > (10− 15)GeV.

The dark matter halo of the Milky Way contains a large a number of subhalos, the largest of which contain stars.

These so-called dwarf galaxies are highly dark matter dominated systems, making them attractive targets for indirect

dark matter searches. The flux of gamma rays, ϕγ , generated through the process of dark matter annihilation can be

expressed as

dϕγ

dEγ
=

⟨σv⟩
8πm2

χ

dNγ

dEγ

∫
∆Ω

dΩ

∫
los

dl ρ2χ(l,Ω) , (32)

where dNγ/dEγ is the spectrum of gamma rays produced in a single dark matter annihilation reaction, and is often

calculated using PYTHIA [56] or other event generating software. The integral of the square of the dark matter density

over the observed solid angle and line-of-sight (los) is known as the J-factor. The J-factors of many Milky Way dwarf

galaxies have been estimated from the radial profiles of their stellar velocity dispersions [57–59]. This information,

combined with observations of these systems using gamma-ray telescopes, allows us to place upper limits on the dark

matter annihilation cross section.

Observations of Milky Way dwarf galaxies with the Fermi Gamma-Ray Space Telescope have been used to place

constraints on the dark matter annihilation cross section. For a thermal relic with a velocity-independent annihilation

cross section, ⟨σv⟩ ≈ 2 × 10−26 cm3/s, the authors of Ref. [9] found that this data could restrict mχ > 60GeV for

annihilation to bb̄ (other hadronic final states yield similar constraints) and mχ > 45GeV for annihilation to τ+τ−.

In that study, each dwarf galaxy was treated as a point source, and these constraints are weakened somewhat when

more realistic extended profiles are adopted. For ⟨σv⟩ ≈ 2×10−26 cm3/s, Ref. [8] obtains constraints of mχ > 40GeV

for annihilation to bb̄ and mχ > 30GeV for annihilation to τ+τ−. We also note that these studies each identified

a small excess of gamma-ray emission from this sample of dwarf galaxies (at the ∼ 3σ level), favoring dark matter

parameters that can consistently account for the long-standing Galactic Center Gamma-Ray Excess [60–65].

In most models, dark matter annihilations produce equal amounts of matter and antimatter. Dark matter particles

annihilating in the local volume of the Galactic Halo can thus contribute to the antimatter component of the cosmic

ray spectrum, providing us with a signal to search for with space-based cosmic-ray detectors. Studies of the cosmic-ray

positron spectrum, as measured by AMS onboard the International Space Station, have yielded constraints on the

dark matter annihilation cross section to leptonic final states. In particular, if the dark matter is a thermal relic with

a velocity-independent annihilation cross section, ⟨σv⟩ ≈ 2× 10−26 cm3/s, such considerations rule out masses below

300 GeV, 150 GeV, and 50 GeV for annihilations to e+e−, µ+µ−, and τ+τ−, respectively [10, 66]. In the case of dark

matter annihilating to quarks, constraints can also be derived from the cosmic-ray antiproton spectrum [67, 68].
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E. Accelerator Searches

Mediators can be produced at accelerator experiments, including LHC, LEP, and fixed-target experiments. There

are multiple LHC searches for particles that mediate interactions between dark and visible matter [69]. Such particles

can be produced on-shell at hadron colliders and then decay either to SM fermions, yielding a visible final state, or

to dark matter particles, appearing as missing energy (MET). Typically, these results place an upper limit on the

quantity σ(pp → ϕ +X)BR(ϕ → F ), where ϕ denotes the mediator, F denotes a given final state (dark or visible),

and X is an associated product tagged in the search. The rate of such events scales as

σ × BR ∝ g2SM × ΓF

ΓSM + ΓDM
, (33)

where gSM is the mediator’s coupling to the relevant SM state(s), and ΓF is the mediator’s decay rate to the final state,

F . The mediator to SM and DM decay widths, ΓSM, ΓDM, are discussed in detail in Sec. II C and Sec. IV, respectively.

The mediators can also be produced off-shell, contributing to the visible final states. The production cross section

thus only depends on the coupling to the SM fermions, σ ∝ g2SM, and is independent of the branching ratio. Collider

searches typically focus on mediators that couple to b-quarks, t-quarks, or light flavors including u, d, c, and s. We

refer the reader to Ref. [20] for a comprehensive review, while summarizing the typical search strategies and results

here. Our results are summarized below according to the quark flavor to which the mediator predominantly couples.

Light Flavors (u, d, c, s): Searches are typically performed for a vector boson assuming a democratic coupling

to all light flavors [70–74]. Here, we reinterpret these search results by rescaling the PDF factor for each quark flavor

using ManeParse [75]. The dominant production channel is quark–antiquark annihilation. In the limit of negligible

light-quark masses, the production rate is similar for scalar and vector mediators, so the qualitative behavior does not

depend on the mediator spin. Refs. [70–73] perform LHC searches for dijet resonances between 100 GeV to 5 TeV.

Ref. [74] uses LHC data to search for invisibly decaying particles with masses in the 10 GeV - 1 TeV range, which is

translated into limits on the mass and coupling of spin-0 mediators in Ref. [20]. In our analysis, we interpret these

results and apply them to the models explored in this work.

Bottom quarks: The mediator is produced at tree level through its coupling to the bottom quark, with the spin-0

and spin-1 mediators sharing the same production diagrams. Searches have been performed in the invisible decay

channel for 10 GeV ≤ mϕ ≤ 500 GeV [76], and in the visible decay channel for 100 GeV < mϕ < 1300 GeV [77, 78].

To interpret these results, we calculate the production cross section, σ(pp → bϕ +X), using Madgraph-v3.5.3 with

the default PDFs [79].

Top quarks: Scalar and pseudoscalar mediators coupled to top quarks can be produced at the LHC through a

tree-level top quark coupling and through a loop-induced coupling to gluons. These particles have been searched for

in invisible decays, in off-shell t̄t production, and in a t̄t resonance [20, 80–87]. Diphoton resonances also constrain

the mediator-top quark coupling. We again run Madgraph-v3.5.3 to calculate required cross sections with the model

file provided in Ref. [88]. We find that the production cross sections for scalar and pseudoscalar couplings are nearly

identical and apply the constraint for both cases when only one of these two is available, calculating the branching

ratio separately.

Together, we apply the following constraints on spin-0 mediators coupled to top quarks:

• t̄t+MET: The mediator is produced resonantly associated with a pair of top quarks, then decays invisibly.

Ref. [82] provides a constraint on the pseudoscalar coupling to top quarks assuming invisible decay for 10 MeV

to 2 TeV, while ATLAS data [80, 81] provides a stronger constraint between 10 GeV and 500 GeV. We combine
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these results and apply the strongest limit for the covered mass range. The spin-1 mediator has qualitatively

similar production diagrams, so the results for this case can be directly translated from the spin-0 analysis.

• t̄t production: Ref. [82] provides a constraint on the pseudoscalar coupling to the top quark for pseudoscalar

masses from 10 MeV to 2 TeV based on ATLAS data. This includes both non-resonant production and resonant

production, with the former dominating the low-mass range. We use mϕ ≃ 700 GeV as the critical value to

separate non-resonant and resonant production, where the shape of the constraint curve in Ref. [82] begins to

change significantly. The constraint on this coupling can be directly matched onto our coupling to top quarks

for non-resonant production, while the resonant production case must be translated according to the branching

ratio. Ref. [20] interprets the t̄t-resonance search to the case of an axial-vector mediator in Ref. [83], and we

directly adopt the results of this analysis. As above, the limits on the vector mediator can be derived from the

corresponding limits on the spin-0 scenario.

• Diphoton resonances: Ref. [84] performed a search for diphoton resonances between 10 and 70 GeV, while

Refs. [85, 86] provide two independent searches for masses between 70 and 110 GeV. Ref. [87] searched for

resonances between 200 GeV and 3 TeV. For our analysis, we use MadGraph to calculate the LHC production

cross section and Delphes [89] to estimate the selection efficiency of the analysis to extract an upper limit on

the fiducial cross section. Since a spin-1 mediator cannot decay into a pair of photons, diphoton resonance limits

do not apply to this scenario.

In addition to LHC search, light mediators with mϕ < mZ can also be produced on-shell in Z → q̄qϕ decays

and contribute to the hadronic width of the Z boson. From LEP data at the Z-pole, the inclusive hadronic width

is measured to be Γ(Z → hadrons) = 1744.4 ± 2.0 MeV [43], so in our analysis we demand that corrections from

radiative mediator emission satisfy the requirement, Γ(Z → q̄qϕ) < 4.0 MeV, independently of whether the mediator

decays to quarks or to dark matter in the final state. Note that the hadronic Z-width is an inclusive observable, so

adding missing energy to the final state will also contribute as long as there are hadrons from the quarks, which are

always produced in these decays. Here we calculate the Z → q̄qϕ branching fraction following the procedure outlined

in Ref. [90] adapted to quark final states.

Data from fixed-target accelerator experiments have also been used to place constraints on sub-GeV dark matter and

mediator particles [91]. For these probes, a proton [92–94], electron [95–99], or muon beam [100–102] impinges onto a

fixed target and produces new particles which are detected through their impact on either the recoiling particle beam,

or on their energy injection in a downstream detector through scattering or decay. Most of the existing bounds on such

scenarios assume specific mediator particles (e.g. kinetically mixed dark photons or leptophilic gauge bosons), which

do not easily generalize to the scenarios that we consider here. Thus, although these constraints could potentially

apply to some of the low-mass parameter space that we will consider in this study, extracting the relevant bounds

would typically require a dedicated analysis, which we leave for future work. However, the vector boson mediator

always acquires a mixing with the SM photon through a loop of SM particles. All dark photon searches can thus

apply to the vector boson mediator scenario, and those bounds are adopted in this work.

F. Rare Meson Decays

Sub-GeV mediators and dark matter particles can be produced in rare meson decays, whose branching fractions are

strongly constrained by experimental searches. Here we consider the constraints on spin-0 mediators, while the vector
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boson mediator is more strongly constrained by the loop-induced mixing with the photon, as discussed in Sec. III E.

The axial-vector mediator, on the other hand, is UV sensitive and is currently less investigated. We thus omit this

constraint in the case of the axial-vector coupling.

We focus here on the limits derived from the most commonly studied rare B and K+ decays. If the mediator decays

invisibly, the branching ratio of K and B mesons are constrained through the following [103, 104]:

BR(B → K + inv) ≲ 3.2× 10−5, mϕ ≲ 5 GeV, (34)

BR(K+ → π+ + inv) ≲ 10−11, mϕ ≲ 110 MeV and mϕ ∈ [160, 260] MeV. (35)

If the mediator instead decays into two photons, it contributes to K+ → π+γγ. This channel is constrained both

by the measured K+ → π+γγ rate [105] and by the inclusive search for K+ → π+ϕ decays, which is sensitive to all

possible ϕ decay modes [106]:

BR(K+ → π+ + ϕ → π+γγ) ≲ 10−9, mϕ ∈ [200, 350] MeV, (36)

BR(K+ → π+ +X) ≲ 10−6, mϕ ≲ 110 MeV. (37)

Decays where the mediator subsequently produces a pair of quarks or contributes to B → Kγγ are not currently

constrained. Following Ref. [107], we additionally impose an inclusive bound, BR(B → Kϕ) ≲ 10−2, to avoid large

corrections to the total B-meson width.

To apply these limits, we compute the mediator branching ratios into DM or γγ and select the appropriate experi-

mental constraint. For couplings that reproduce the correct DM relic abundance, the mediator decays promptly in all

cases except when it couples only to the top quark. In that scenario, the mediator may decay outside of the BaBar

detector, where the limit of B → K + inv is measured. We therefore treat ϕ → γγ as invisible if the decay length

exceeds 1 meter, which is roughly the dimension of the BaBar detector.

For the convenience of the reader, we define some useful quantities here before introducing the decay rates. The

masses of B meson, K meson, and pion are mB = 5.28 GeV, mK = 494 MeV, and mπ ≃ 135 MeV, respectively. The

Kaon decay constant is FK ≃ 113 MeV. The Higgs vacuum expectation value is v = 246.22 GeV. We use Vij to label

CKM matrix elements. We define the kinematic factor λ(a, b, c) ≡ a2 + b2 + c2 − 2ab − 2bc − 2ac. Specifically, the

nuclear form factor for B-meson is given by [108]

f0(q
2) =

0.33

1− q2/(38 GeV2)
. (38)

Calculations involving light quarks typically rely on ChPT, as described in Sec. II B and App. VI.

• Up quarks: For the scalar coupling, the dominant constraints come from the tree-level contribution to K+

decay. The decay rate is [30]

ΓK→πϕ =
g2fsF

2
πF

2
KB2

0

8πmKv4
|V ∗

udVus|2λ1/2

(
1,

m2
π

m2
K

,
m2

ϕ

m2
K

)
. (39)

For the pseudoscalar coupling, the process is the same as in the scalar case. The decay rate is [109]

ΓK→πϕ =
g2fpF

2
πF

2
Km3

K

64πm2
uv

4
|V ∗

usVud|2λ1/2

(
1,

m2
π

m2
K

,
m2

ϕ

m2
K

)
. (40)

• Down quarks: For the scalar coupling, the dominant constraints come from the tree-level contribution to K+

decay. The decay rate is

ΓK→πϕ =
g2fsF

2
πF

2
KB2

0

8πmKv4
|V ∗

udVus|2
(

m2
K

m2
K −m2

π

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
π

m2
K

,
m2

ϕ

m2
K

)
. (41)
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For the pseudoscalar coupling, the process is the same as in the scalar case. The decay rate is [109]

ΓK→πϕ =
g2fpF

2
πF

2
Km5

π

πm2
dm

2
Kv4

|V ∗
usVud|2λ1/2

(
1,

m2
π

m2
K

,
m2

ϕ

m2
K

)
. (42)

• Strange quarks: For the scalar coupling, the dominant constraints come from the tree-level contribution to

K+ decay. The decay rate is

ΓK→πϕ =
g2fsF

2
πF

2
KB2

0

8πmKv4
|V ∗

udVus|2
(

m2
π

m2
K −m2

π

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
π

m2
K

,
m2

ϕ

m2
K

)
. (43)

For the pseudoscalar coupling, the process is the same as in the scalar case. The decay rate is

ΓK→πϕ =
g2fpF

2
πF

2
Km3

K

64πm2
sv

4
|V ∗

usVud|2λ1/2

(
1,

m2
π

m2
K

,
m2

ϕ

m2
K

)
. (44)

• Charm quarks: A charm-coupled mediator can be emitted from tree-level diagrams involving charm mesons

in B+
c or D+ decays. The corresponding decay rates have not been thoroughly investigated in the literature,

however, so we leave this case for future work, while presenting the B meson decay results involving the loop-level

process.

For the scalar coupling, the induced B decay arises from a loop diagram; a bottom quark is converted into a

strange quark with a W -boson and an up-type quark running in the loop. A charm-coupled mediator can then

be emitted from the charm quark inside the loop. The corresponding decay rate is calculated as [110]

ΓB→Kϕ =
9g2fsm

2
bm

2
c |V ∗

csVcb|2
2048π5mBv4

f0(m
2
ϕ)

2

(
m2

B −m2
K

mb −ms

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
K

m2
B

,
m2

ϕ

m2
B

)
. (45)

For the pseudoscalar coupling, the decay is driven by the same diagram [107],

ΓB→Kϕ =
g2fpm

2
c(mb −ms)

2|V ∗
csVcb|2

4096π5mBv4
f0(m

2
ϕ)

2

(
m2

B −m2
K

mb −ms

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
K

m2
B

,
m2

ϕ

m2
B

)
. (46)

In both cases, one can derive the K decay rate by replacing B → K, K → π, b → s, and s → d. This yields

constraints on mϕ ≲ 260 MeV.

• Bottom quarks: The dominant constraint comes from B meson decay. For the scalar coupling, the decay

process arises at one loop, with the scalar emitted from the external bottom quark line that extends outside the

loop. The decay rate for this process is [107]

ΓB→Kϕ =
∑

q=u,c,t

g2fsm
4
q|V ∗

qsVqb|2
8192π5mBv4

f0(m
2
ϕ)

2

(
m2

B −m2
K

mb −ms

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
K

m2
B

,
m2

ϕ

m2
B

)
. (47)

For the pseudoscalar coupling, the decay arises from the same diagram topology and the following width [107],

ΓB→Kϕ =
∑

q=u,c,t

9g2fpm
4
q(m

2
b +m2

s)
2|V ∗

qsVqb|2
8192π5mBv4(m2

b −m2
s)

2
f0(m

2
ϕ)

2

(
m2

B −m2
K

mb −ms

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
K

m2
B

,
m2

ϕ

m2
B

)
. (48)

Here, the summation runs over all the up-type quarks inside the loop. In both cases, the top-loop contribution

dominates.
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• Top quarks: For the scalar coupling, B decay is induced through a loop diagram with the mediator emitted

from the top quark propagator inside the loop, similar to the case of couplings to the charm quark. The decay

rate satisfies [110]

ΓB→Kϕ =
9g2fsm

2
bm

2
t |V ∗

tsVtb|2
2048π5mBv4

f0(m
2
ϕ)

2

(
m2

B −m2
K

mb −ms

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
K

m2
B

,
m2

ϕ

m2
B

)
. (49)

For the pseudoscalar coupling, the decay arises from a similar diagram topology [107],

ΓB→Kϕ =
g2fpm

2
t (mb −ms)

2|V ∗
tsVtb|2

4096π5mBv4
f0(m

2
ϕ)

2

(
m2

B −m2
K

mb −ms

)2

λ1/2

(
1,

m2
K

m2
B

,
m2

ϕ

m2
B

)
. (50)

In both cases, one can derive the K decay rate by replacing B → K, K → π, b → s, and s → d. This yields

constraints on mϕ ≲ 260 MeV.

IV. DARK MATTER MODELS

A. Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator

A spin-0 mediator, ϕ, couples with a spin-0 dark matter candidate, X, and SM fermions with the following La-

grangian:

L ⊃ aλXX⋆X ϕ+ ϕ
(
gfsf̄f + igfpf̄γ

5f
)
, (51)

where λX ≡ mXgX is a dimension-one coupling and a is a symmetry factor which equals 1 for complex scalar dark

matter and 1/2 for a real scalar. This symmetry factor ensures the same Feynman rule for real and complex scalars.

The number of internal degrees-of-freedom in this case is gspin = 1.

If mϕ > 2mX , the mediator can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,

Γϕ→X∗X = a
λ2
X

16πmϕ

√
1− 4m2

X

m2
ϕ

. (52)

The corresponding decay rates to SM particles are given in Sec. II C.

The squared amplitudes for dark matter annihilation to fermions, photons, gluons, and mediators are given by

|M|2ff̄ =
Ncλ

2
X

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
g2fs
[
2
(
s− 4m2

f

) ]
+ g2fp [ 2s ]

)
, (53)

|M|2γγ =
λ2
X

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
NcQ

2
fα

3π

s

mf

)2(
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

)
, (54)

|M|2gg =
λ2
X(N2

c − 1)

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
αs

6π

s

mf

)2
(
g2fs + 9 g2fp

)
, (55)

|M|2γγ,ChPT =
λ2
X

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
αB0

24π

s

m2
π

)2
(
g2fs + 144g2fp

)
, (56)

|M|2ϕϕ = λ4
X

 1

m2
X

(
s− 4m2

ϕ

)
+m4

ϕ

+

4 tanh−1

(√
(s− 4m2

X)
(
s− 4m2

ϕ

)
/(s− 2m2

ϕ)

)
(
s− 2m2

ϕ

)√
(s− 4m2

X)
(
s− 4m2

ϕ

)
 , (57)



17

where Γϕ is mediator’s total width. The subscript “ChPT” denotes the squared amplitude resulting from a charged

pion loop, appropriate for energy scales below ΛQCD, as discussed in Sec. II B.

We can calculate the dark matter annihilation cross section using Eq. (18). We take the non-relativistic limit and

expand (σv)NR in powers of relative velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of mf → 0. The amplitudes given

above yield the following results:

(σv)ff̄ ≈ Ncλ
2
X

128π(m2
ϕ − 4m2

X)2
(
g2fs + g2fp

) [
32 +

(
20m2

X + 11m2
ϕ

m2
ϕ − 4m2

X

)
v2

]
, (58)

(σv)γγ ≈ λ2
X

64π

m2
X

(m2
ϕ − 4m2

X)2

(
NcQ

2
fα

3πmf

)2(
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

)(
32 +

(
19m2

ϕ − 12m2
X

m2
ϕ − 4m2

X

)
v2

)
, (59)

(σv)gg ≈ λ2
X(N2

c − 1)

64π

m2
X

(m2
ϕ − 4m2

X)2

(
αs

6πmf

)2 (
g2fs + 9g2fp

)(
32 +

(
19m2

ϕ − 12m2
X

m2
ϕ − 4m2

X

)
v2

)
, (60)

(σv)γγ,ChPT ≈ λ2
X

64π

m2
X

(m2
ϕ − 4m2

X)2

(
αB0

24πm2
π

)2 (
g2fs + 144g2fp

)(
32 +

(
19m2

ϕ − 12m2
X

m2
ϕ − 4m2

X

)
v2

)
, (61)

(σv)ϕϕ ≈
λ4
X

√
1− m2

ϕ

m2
X

16πm2
X

(
m2

ϕ − 2m2
X

)2
1−

92m6
X − 136m4

Xm2
ϕ + 35m2

Xm4
ϕ − 3m6

ϕ

96
(
m2

X −m2
ϕ

)(
m2

ϕ − 2m2
X

)2 v2

 . (62)

B. Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator

A spin-0 mediator, ϕ, couples with a spin-1/2 dark matter candidate, χ, and SM fermions with the following

Lagrangian:

L ⊃ a
(
gχsχ̄χ+ igχpχ̄γ

5χ
)
ϕ+ ϕ

(
gfsf̄f + igfpf̄γ

5f
)
, (63)

where a is a symmetry factor which is equal to 1 for dark matter in the form of a Dirac fermion and 1/2 for a Majorana

fermion. This symmetry factor ensures the same Feynman rule for Dirac and Majorana fermions. The number of

internal degrees-of-freedom in this case is gspin = 2.

If mϕ > 2mχ, the mediator ϕ can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,

Γϕ→χ̄χ(mϕ) = a
mϕ

8π

√
1− 4m2

χ

m2
ϕ

(
g2χs

(
1− 4m2

χ

m2
ϕ

)
+ g2χp

)
. (64)

The corresponding decay rates to SM particles are given in Sec. II C.

The squared amplitudes for dark matter annihilation to fermions, photons, gluons, and mediators are given by

|M|2ff̄ =
Nc

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
g2χs g

2
fs

[
4 s2

(
1−

4m2
f

s

)(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)]
+ g2χp g

2
fp

[
4 s2

]
+ g2χs g

2
fp

[
4 s2

(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)]
+ g2χp g

2
fs

[
4 s2

(
1−

4m2
f

s

)] )
, (65)

|M|2γγ =
2N2

c

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
Q2

fα

3πmf

)2(
g2χs

(
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

)
s3

(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)
+ g2χp

(
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

)
s3

)
, (66)
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|M|2gg =
2(N2

c − 1)

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
αs

6πmf

)2
(

g2χs
(
g2fs + 9g2fp

)
s3

(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)
+ g2χp

(
g2fs + 9g2fp

)
s3

)
, (67)

|M|2γγ,ChPT =
2

(s−m2
ϕ)

2 +m2
ϕΓ

2
ϕ

(
αB0

24πm2
π

)2
(
g2χs
(
g2fs + 144g2fp

)
s3

(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)
+ g2χp

(
g2fs + 144g2fp

)
s3

)
, (68)

|M|2ϕϕ = g4χs

[
− 4−

2(4m2
χ −m2

ϕ)
2

m2
χ(s− 4m2

ϕ) +m4
ϕ

+ 4A

(
s2 + 16sm2

χ − 4m2
ϕ

(
s+ 4m2

χ

)
− 32m4

χ + 6m4
ϕ

)]
+g2χsg

2
χp

[
− 8 + 4

(4m2
χ −m2

ϕ)m
2
ϕ

m2
χ(s− 4m2

ϕ) +m4
ϕ

+ 8A

(
s(s+ 8m2

χ)− 4m2
ϕ(s+ 2m2

χ) + 6m4
ϕ

)]
+g4χp

[
− 4−

2m4
ϕ

m2
χ(s− 4m2

ϕ) +m4
ϕ

+ 4A

(
s2 − 4sm2

ϕ + 6m4
ϕ

)]
(69)

where we have defined,

A ≡
tanh−1

(√(
s− 4m2

χ

) (
s− 4m2

ϕ

)
/(s− 2m2

ϕ)

)
(
s− 2m2

ϕ

)√(
s− 4m2

χ

) (
s− 4m2

ϕ

) . (70)

The subscript “ChPT” denotes the squared amplitude resulting from a charged pion loop, as appropriate at energy

scales below ΛQCD.

We can calculate the dark matter annihilation cross section, following Eq. (18). We take the non-relativistic limit

and expand σv in powers of velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of mf → 0. The amplitudes given above

yield the following results:

(σv)ff̄ ≈ Nc

256π

m2
χ

(m2
ϕ − 4m2

X)2

(
g2χs

(
g2fs + g2fp

) [
32 v2

]
+ g2χp

(
g2fs + g2fp

) [
128 +

(
76m2

ϕ − 48m2
χ

m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ

)
v2

]
(71)

(σv)γγ ≈ N2
c

256π

m2
χ

(m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ)
2

(
Q2

fα

3π

mχ

mf

)2(
g2χs

(
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

) [
64 v2

]
+g2χp

(
g2fs +

9

4
g2fp

) [
256 +

(
216m2

ϕ − 352m2
χ

m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ

)
v2

])
(72)

(σv)gg ≈ N2
c − 1

256π

m2
χ

(m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ)
2

(
αs

6π

mχ

mf

)2(
g2χs g

2
fs

[
64 v2

]
+

9

4
g2χp g

2
fp

[
1024 +

(
864m2

ϕ − 1408m2
χ

m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ

)
v2

]

+
9

4
g2χs g

2
fp

[
256 v2

]
+ g2χp g

2
fs

[
256 +

(
216m2

ϕ − 352m2
χ

m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ

)
v2

])
,

(73)

(σv)γγ,ChPT ≈ 1

256π

m2
χ

(m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ)
2

(
αB0

24πm2
π

)2(
g2χs g

2
fs

[
64 v2

]
+ 36g2χp g

2
fp

[
1024 +

(
864m2

ϕ − 1408m2
χ

m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ

)
v2

]

+36g2χs g
2
fp

[
256 v2

]
+ g2χp g

2
fs

[
256 +

(
216m2

ϕ − 352m2
χ

m2
ϕ − 4m2

χ

)
v2

])
(74)
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(σv)ϕϕ ≈
m2

χ

√
1− m2

ϕ

m2
χ

2π
(
m2

ϕ − 2m2
χ

)2
(
g2χpg

2
χs

(
1 +

3
[
4m6

χ − 23m2
χm

4
ϕ + 8m4

χm
2
ϕ + 7m6

ϕ

]
96
(
m2

χ −m2
ϕ

)(
2m2

χ −m2
ϕ

)2 v2
)

+g4χp

8
[
m2

χ −m2
ϕ

]3
96
(
m2

χ −m2
ϕ

)(
2m2

χ −m2
ϕ

)2 v2 + g4χs

8
[
9m6

χ + 10m2
χm

4
ϕ − 17m4

χm
2
ϕ − 2m6

ϕ

]
96
(
m2

χ −m2
ϕ

)(
2m2

χ −m2
ϕ

)2 v2

)
.

(75)

C. Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator

A spin-1 mediator, Vµ, couples with a spin-0 dark matter candidate X, and SM fermions with the following

Lagrangian

L ⊃ igX (X∗∂µX −X∂µX∗)Vµ + g2XVµV
µX∗X + Vµ

(
gfv f̄γ

µf + gfaf̄γ
µγ5f

)
. (76)

Unlike the spin-0 mediator case, a spin-1 mediator cannot couple to a real scalar. The number of internal degrees-of-

freedom in this case is gspin = 1.

Note that, in isolation, axial-vector couplings to SM fermions are UV-sensitive as these interactions generically

induce triangle anomalies in the absence of additional SM charged “anomalons.” For examples of UV sensitivity in

axial-vector limits, see Refs. [28, 111]. To remain agnostic to the details of the UV-completion, here we present only

the direct laboratory bounds on the axial-vector interaction, noting that specific realizations generically face nontrivial

model-dependent limits.

If mV > 2mX , the mediator V can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,

ΓV→X∗X =
g2X
48π

mV

(
1− 4m2

X

m2
V

)3/2

. (77)

The corresponding decay rates into SM particles are given in Sec. II C.

The squared amplitudes for dark matter annihilation to quark fermions, electrons (via kinetic mixing), and mediators

are given by

|M|2ff̄ =
Nc

(s−m2
V )

2 +m2
V Γ

2
V

4

3
(s− 4m2

X) g2X

(
g2fv

(
s+ 2m2

f

)
+ g2fa

(
s− 4m2

f

))
, (78)

|M|2ee =
Nc

(s−m2
V )

2 +m2
V Γ

2
V

4

3
(s− 4m2

X) g2X

(
Qfe

2gfv
16π2

)2 (
s+ 2m2

e

)
, (79)

|M|2V V = 4g4X

(
1 +

(
m2

V − 4m2
X

)
2

4 (sm2
X − 4m2

V m
2
X +m4

V )
+A

(
m2

V

(
4s− 8m2

X

)
− 8sm2

X +m4
V + 16m4

X

))
, (80)

where we have defined,

A ≡
tanh−1

(√
(s− 4m2

V ) (s− 4m2
X)/(s− 2m2

V )
)

(s− 2m2
V )
√

(s− 4m2
V ) (s− 4m2

X)
, (81)

and ΓV is the total decay width of the mediator.

We can calculate the dark matter annihilation cross section, following Eq. (18). We take the non-relativistic limit

and expand σv in powers of velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of mf → 0. The amplitudes given above
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yield the following results:

(σv)ff̄ ≈ g2X
6π

m2
X

(m2
V − 4m2

X)2
(g2fa + g2fv)v

2 , (82)

(σv)ee ≈
g2X
6π

m2
X

(m2
V − 4m2

X)2

(
Qfe

2gfv
16π2

)2

v2 , (83)

(σv)V V ≈
g4X

√
1− m2

V

m2
X

16πm2
X (2m2

X −m2
V )

2

(
− 8m2

V m
2
X + 3m4

V + 8m4
X

− 736m10
X − 2080m8

Xm2
V + 2284m6

Xm4
V − 1224m4

Xm6
V + 257m2

Xm8
V − 9m10

V

96 (m2
X −m2

V ) (2m
2
X −m2

V )
2 v2

)
. (84)

D. Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator

A spin-1 mediator, Vµ, couples with a spin-1/2 dark matter candidate χ, and SM fermions with the following

Lagrangian

L ⊃
(
gχv χ̄γ

µχ+ agχa χ̄γ
µγ5χ

)
Vµ + Vµ

(
gfv f̄γ

µf + gfaf̄γ
µγ5f

)
, (85)

where a is a symmetry factor which equals 1 for a Dirac fermion and 1/2 for a Majorana fermion. Note that if χ is

a Majorana fermion, the vector coupling gχv is forbidden. The number of internal degrees-of-freedom in this case is

gspin = 2.

We note that some of the axial-vector bounds can be UV-sensitive. The UV model for the axial-vector coupling

to the SM fermion is somewhat complicated. One example is shown in Ref. [111], which also claims gfa < mV /mf .

We do not impose this bound through this work, but rather remind the reader that the available parameter space of

axial-vector coupling may be further constrained by the UV model, and in some cases, the limit can be stringent.

If mV > 2mX , the mediator Vµ can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,

ΓV→χ̄χ =
mV

12π

√
1− 4m2

χ

m2
V

(
g2χv

[
1 +

2m2
χ

m2
V

]
+ g2χa

[
1− 4m2

χ

m2
V

])
. (86)

We refer the readers to Sec. II C for the decay rate to SM particles.

The squared amplitudes for dark matter annihilation to fermions, photons, gluons, and mediators are given by

|M|2ff̄ =
Ncs

2

(s−m2
V )

2 +m2
V Γ

2
V

16

3

(
g2χv g

2
fv

[ (
1 +

2m2
χ

s

)(
1 +

2m2
f

s

)]

+ g2χa g
2
fa

[(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)(
1−

4m2
f

s

)
+ 12

m2
χm

2
f

m4
V s

2
(s−m2

V )
2

]

+ g2χv g
2
fa

[(
1 +

2m2
χ

s

)(
1−

4m2
f

s

)]
+ g2χa g

2
fv

[(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)(
1 +

2m2
f

s

)])
(87)

|M|2ee =
Ncs

2

(s−m2
V )

2 +m2
V Γ

2
V

16

3

(
Qfe

2gfv
16π2

)2
[
g2χv

(
1 +

2m2
χ

s

)
+ g2χa

(
1− 4m2

χ

s

)](
1 +

2m2
f

s

)
(88)

|M|2V V = 16

(
g4χv

[
− 1− (2m2

χ +m2
V )

2

m2
χ(s− 4m2

V ) +m4
V

+ 2A
(
s2 + 4sm2

χ − 8m4
χ − 8m2

χm
2
V + 4m4

V

) ]
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+g2χvg
2
χa

[
− 6− 2(4sm2

χ − 8m4
χ − 10m2

χm
2
V + 3m4

V )

m2
χ(s− 4m2

V ) +m4
V

+ 4
A

m2
V

(
m2

V

(
3s2 − 20sm2

χ + 16m4
χ

)
+ 2s2m2

χ − 20m4
V m

2
χ + 12m6

V
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+g4χa

[
2sm2

χ − 8m2
V m

2
χ +m4

V

m4
V

− (4m2
χ −m2

V )
2

m2
χ(s− 4m2

V ) +m4
V

+ 2
A

m4
V

(
− 4s2m4

χ + sm4
V

(
s− 12m2

χ

)
+ 4sm2

V m
2
χ

(
4m2

χ + s
)
− 16m6

V m
2
χ + 4m8

V

)])
, (89)

where we have defined,

A ≡
tanh−1

(√
(s− 4m2

V )
(
s− 4m2

χ

)
/(s− 2m2

V )
)

(s− 2m2
V )
√

(s− 4m2
V )
(
s− 4m2

χ

) . (90)

We can calculate the dark matter annihilation cross section, following Eq. (18). We take the non-relativistic limit

and expand σv in powers of velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of mf → 0. The amplitudes given above

yield the following results: The results are4

(σv)ff̄ ≈ Nc

768π

m2
χ

(m2
V − 4m2

χ)
2

(
g2χv

(
g2fv + g2fa

) [
768 +

(
392m2

V − 32m2
χ

m2
V − 4m2

χ

)
v2

]
+ g2χa

(
g2fa + g2fv

) [
128 v2

])
, (91)

(σv)ee ≈
Nc

768π

m2
χ

(m2
V − 4m2

χ)
2

(
Qfe

2gfv
16π2

)2(
g2χv

[
768 +

(
392m2

V − 32m2
χ

m2
V − 4m2

χ

)
v2

]
+ g2χa

[
128 v2

])
, (92)

(σv)V V ≈ 1

256πm2
χ

(
g4χv(32 + 19v2) + g4χa

[
32 +

128m4
χ − 23m4

V

3m2
V

v2

]

+ g2χag
2
χv

[
256

(
m2

χ

m2
V

)
− 320 +

(
136m2

χ

3m2
V

+ 2

)
v2

])
. (93)

V. RESULTS

Each of the simplified models considered here is described by four parameters: the dark matter and mediator masses,

and the dark matter-mediator and SM quark-mediator couplings. To illustrate the allowed parameter space in a two-

dimensional figure, two of these parameters must be fixed. For each model we choose to fix one of the couplings (or

the ratio of them); specifically we will consider three scenarios: gSM =
√
4π, gSM = gDM, and gDM =

√
4π, where gSM

(gDM) is the mediator’s coupling to SM quarks (DM). Additionally, we fix the remaining coupling by finding the value

needed to achieve the observed dark matter density today (when possible). This allows us to illustrate the allowed

parameter space for each model in the mediator mass, dark matter mass plane. See Table I for links to all figures.

The constraints on each model are applied sequentially: once a parameter point is found to be excluded, we do not

check any further constraints on that point. Parameter points that are allowed remain unshaded in white (or in white

with black dots, in the case of secluded dark matter). The list of constraints we consider includes:

4 Note that there is an extra s-wave contribution to the annihilation cross section proportional to m2
f in the case that the DM and SM

quark couplings are axial; see Eq. (87). This term can dominate the top-coupled annihilation cross section if mχ is slightly heavier than

mt, explaining the vertical non-secluded band appearing in Fig. 24.
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• Resonant Annihilation: When mϕ ≃ 2mχ, annihilation becomes resonant and requires a dedicated numerical

treatment [112, 113]; we leave this for future work. This region is shaded dark gray.

• Cosmology: For mϕ or mχ ≲ 10 MeV, these particles remain in thermal equilibrium into the era of BBN,

violating constraints on ∆Neff (Sec. III B). This region is shaded purple.

• Perturbativity: When the mediator decay width exceeds its mass (Γϕ > mϕ), perturbative unitarity is

violated. This bound is maximally constraining for scenarios in which the SM coupling is set to gSM =
√
4π

and the mediator is sufficiently heavy to have tree-level decays into SM quarks. Furthermore, the upper limit

on the couplings we consider for the next constraints is found by satisfying perturbative unitarity. This region

is shaded gray.

• Overproduction: There are regions of parameter space in which no combination of perturbative couplings

can achieve the observed relic density and lead to overproduction of dark matter. This issue typically arises

when either the dark matter or mediator mass becomes large. We also exclude any regions with mχ > 110TeV,

following from the requirement of partial wave unitarity [114–116]. This region is shaded red.

• Underproduction: When mχ > mϕ and the coupling to dark matter is
√
4π, the secluded annihilation channel

can be too efficient, driving the relic density below the observed value. This region is shaded blue.

• Direct Detection: Direct detection constraints from the LZ collaboration in Ref. [6] (Sec. III C). This region

is shaded light green.

• Indirect Detection: Constraints on the dark matter annihilation cross section based on measurements of

the cosmic microwave background by the Planck collaboration [11], of dwarf galaxies by the Fermi gamma-ray

telescope [8], and of the cosmic-ray antiproton spectrum by AMS [67] (Sec. IIID). This region is shaded dark

green.

• Accelerators: Constraints from the LHC, Z-pole measurements at LEP, and from fixed-target experiments in

the case of spin-1 mediators with vector coupling to quarks (Sec. III E). This region is shaded dark blue.

• Rare Meson Decays: Constraints from kaon and B-meson decays (Sec. III F) to spin-0 mediators (spin-1

mediators are typically more constrained by other probes). This region is shaded light blue.

• Secluded Annihilation: Regions in which the dark matter annihilates predominantly (i.e., more than half

of the time) to a pair of mediators, independently of the SM coupling, are marked with black dots. In these

regions of parameter space, the thermal relic abundance can match the observed dark matter density, but this

abundance does not depend appreciably on the coupling to SM particles.

VI. SUMMARY

We have systematically explored a broad range of simplified models in which dark matter is produced through

thermal freeze-out. We have considered scenarios featuring spin-0 or spin-1/2 dark matter candidates, which couple

to mediators of spin-0 or spin-1. In Figs. 1-24, we take the mediator to couple to dark matter and to a single SM quark

flavor, through renormalizable interactions which govern chemical decoupling between the dark and visible sectors in

the early universe. In each case, we scan over the model parameters and identify regions of parameter space which



remain viable after applying constraints from early universe cosmology (Sec. III B), direct (Sec. III C) and indirect

detection (Sec. IIID), collider searches (Sec. III E), and rare meson decays (Sec. III F). By combining these probes, we

find that most simplified models of quark-coupled thermal-relic dark matter are significantly constrained, although

significant regions of parameter space remain viable.

In order for a thermal relic to be produced with the measured dark matter abundance without ruining the successful

predictions of BBN, it must have a mass 10−2 GeV ≲ mχ ≲ 105 GeV. Much of the parameter space of such models has

been constrained in recent years by experiments directly searching for dark matter scattering with nuclei. In particular,

we find that models with spin-0 mediators with scalar couplings, or spin-one mediators with vector couplings, are now

severely constrained by such experiments. To a lesser degree, mediators with axial or pseudoscalar couplings are also

constrained.

Searches for dark matter annihilation products (or the effects of the those products on the cosmic microwave

background) have also restricted this class of models. These constraints most strongly impact dark matter candidates

that are relatively light (mχ < 40GeV) and that annihilate efficiently at low velocities (i.e., are not p-wave suppressed).

Of the dark matter parameter space that has not yet been constrained by direct or indirect detection efforts,

substantial regions have been explored by collider searches, including those involving rare meson decays. This is

particularly true of models with mediators that are heavier than ∼ 100GeV or lighter than ∼ 1− 10GeV, depending

on the value of the dark matter’s mass.

We remind the reader that we have limited ourselves in this study to dark matter candidates which froze-out of

equilibrium in the early universe through self-annihilations mediated by particles that couple to Standard Model

quarks. If the dark matter instead annihilates to gauge and/or Higgs bosons, their elastic scattering cross sections

with nuclei will be suppressed by loop factors, allowing for more parameter space to remain viable [117–120]. Models

in which the dark matter abundance is depleted through coannihilations [112, 121] also remains largely unconstrained.

Alternatively, the dark matter could plausibly be a thermal relic that is part of a highly sequestered hidden sector,

with couplings to the Standard Model that are well beyond the reach of direct detection experiments or collider

searches [122–125].

Although we have only considered models here in which the dark matter couples to individual Standard Model

quark flavors, the union of these results can be straightforwardly adapted to consider more complete realizations

with particular flavor structure (e.g. Higgs-like couplings). It is important to note that, for UV-complete models,

there may be additional constraints and theoretical considerations that complement the analysis presented here. For

example, in order to realize flavor-specific couplings in a gauge-invariant UV model, there may be additional flavor

bounds or naturalness issues that we have not included. For further discussions of such issues, see Refs. [28–31].
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FIG. 1. Results for the case of spin-0 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to up quarks. The top and bottom

frames correspond to scalar and pseudoscalar couplings, respectively. The left, center, and right frames show results for mediator

couplings that are maximal to quarks, equal to dark matter and quarks, and maximal to dark matter, respectively. In each

case, we set the product of these two couplings to obtain a thermal relic abundance that is equal to the measured dark matter

density. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVA. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.



10−2 1 102 104 106

mX [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gds =
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mX [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gds = gX

10−2 1 102 104 106

mX [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gX =
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mX [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gdp =
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mX [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gdp = gX

10−2 1 102 104 106

mX [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gX =
√

4π

Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Down Quark Coupling

Perturbativity

ΩX > ΩDM

ΩX < ΩDM

Cosmology

Direct Detection

Indirect Detection

Collider

Rare Meson Decay

Secluded DM

mφ ∼ 2mX

FIG. 2. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to down quarks, for scalar or pseudoscalar

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVA. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 3. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to charm quarks, for scalar or pseudoscalar

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVA. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 4. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to strange quarks, for scalar or pseudoscalar

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVA. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 5. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to bottom quarks, for scalar or pseudoscalar

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVA. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 6. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to top quarks, for scalar or pseudoscalar

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVA. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 7. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to up quarks, for various combinations

of scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is

described in Sec. IVB. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I

for links to other figures.
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FIG. 8. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to down quarks, for various combinations

of scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is

described in Sec. IVB. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I

for links to other figures.
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FIG. 9. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to charm quarks, for various combinations

of scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is

described in Sec. IVB. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I

for links to other figures.
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FIG. 10. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to strange quarks, for various

combinations of scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and

the model is described in Sec. IVB. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots).

See Table I for links to other figures.



34

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gbs=
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gbs= gχs

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gχs =
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gbp=
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106
m
φ

[G
eV

]
gbp= gχp

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gχp =
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gbp=
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gbp= gχs

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gχs =
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gbs=
√

4π

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gbs= gχp

10−2 1 102 104 106

mχ [GeV]

10−2

1

102

104

106

m
φ

[G
eV

]

gχp =
√

4π

Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Bottom Quark Coupling

Perturbativity

Ωχ > ΩDM

Ωχ < ΩDM

Cosmology

Direct Detection

Indirect Detection

Collider

Rare Meson Decay

Secluded DM

mφ ∼ 2mχ

FIG. 11. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to bottom quarks, for various

combinations of scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and

the model is described in Sec. IVB. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots).

See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 12. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-0 mediator that couples to top quarks, for various combinations

of scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is

described in Sec. IVB. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I

for links to other figures.
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FIG. 13. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to up quarks, for vector or axial couplings.

The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVC. The viable

regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 14. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to down quarks, for vector or axial

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVC. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 15. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to charm quarks, for vector or axial

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVC. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 16. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to strange quarks, for vector or axial

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVC. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 17. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to bottom quarks, for vector or axial

couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVC. The

viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 18. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-0 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to top quarks, for vector or axial couplings.

The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described in Sec. IVC. The viable

regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 19. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to up quarks, for various combinations

of vector and axial couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described

in Sec. IVD. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to

other figures.
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FIG. 20. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to down quarks, for various combinations

of vector and axial couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described

in Sec. IVD. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to

other figures.
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FIG. 21. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to charm quarks, for various combinations

of vector and axial couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described

in Sec. IVD. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to

other figures.
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FIG. 22. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to strange quarks, for various

combinations of vector and axial couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the

model is described in Sec. IVD. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See

Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 23. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to bottom quarks, for various

combinations of vector and axial couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the

model is described in Sec. IVD. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See

Table I for links to other figures.
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FIG. 24. As in Fig. 1, but for spin-1/2 dark matter with a spin-1 mediator that couples to top quarks, for various combinations

of vector and axial couplings. The meanings of the various colored regions are summarized in Sec. V and the model is described

in Sec. IVD. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I for links to

other figures.
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APPENDIX: THREE-FLAVOR MESON CHIRAL PERTURBATION THEORY

In this appendix, we provide a brief review of the formulation and results of meson chiral perturbation theory

(ChPT). These formulations are derived from symmetry arguments, and we refer the readers to Ref. [32–34] for a

comprehensive and pedagogical review. For the purpose of generality, we work in three-flavor ChPT at leading order,

in which s is treated as a light flavor.

The mesons appear as pseudo Nambu-Goldstone bosons (pNGB) arising from the spontaneous breaking of the

approximated SU(3)L × SU(3)R × U(1)V symmetry, known as the chiral symmetry of QCD. The meson fields are

written in an octet under the basis of (u, d, s) as

U = exp

(
i
Π(x)

F0

)
, Π ≡

∑
a

λaΠa(x) =


π0 + 1√

3
η

√
2π+

√
2K+

√
2π− −π0 + 1√

3
η

√
2K0

√
2K− √

2K0 − 2√
3
η

 , (A1)

where F0 = 93.2 MeV and λa are Gellman matrices. Such a field is embedded into the general Lagrangian of ChPT.

To the lowest order, the general effective Lagrangian is

L =
F 2
0

4
tr
(
DµU(DµU)†

)
+

F 2
0

4

(
χU† + Uχ†) . (A2)

Here, the gauge interactions are included in the covariant derivative, while the interaction with the spin-0 mediator

is included in χ. The definition is

DµU ≡ ∂µU − irµU + iUlµ , χ ≡ 2B0(−χs + iχp) , (A3)

where B0 = 2853.3 MeV and χs,p stands for scalar and pseudoscalar coupling, respectively. The notations are defined

as follows. rµ and lµ are gauge interactions with right-handed and left-handed quarks, respectively. s and p are scalar

and pseudoscalar interactions with quarks. All of these elements should be written in a 3-by-3 matrix form in the

(u, d, s) basis. For example, QED coupling is written as lµ = rµ = eAµQ, with Q = diag(2/3,−1/3,−1/3). The Dirac

masses are regarded as a scalar interaction.

Here, we provide the effective Lagrangian derived from three-flavor ChPT for mediators coupling to up, down, or

strange quarks.

Spin-0 mediator: The coupling between quarks and a spin-0 mediator is embedded in χ through

χs = −M + gfsϕEi , χp = gfpϕEi , (A4)

where M = diag(mu,md,ms) is the quark mass matrix, Ei denotes a matrix with 1 on the i-th diagonal element and

0 elsewhere, and i labels the quark flavor that couples to the mediator.

If the mediator couples to up quarks, the effective Lagrangian is

Lu =gfsB0ϕ

(
η2

6
+

π0η√
3
+K−K+ +

(
π0
)2

2
+ π−π+

)
+ gfpF0B0ϕ

(
η√
3
+ π0

)
. (A5)

If the mediator couples to down quarks, the effective Lagrangian is

Ld =gfsB0ϕ

(
η2

6
− π0η√

3
+
(
K0
)2

+

(
π0
)2

2
+ π−π+

)
+ gfpB0F0ϕ

(
η√
3
− π0

)
. (A6)
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If the mediator couples to strange quarks, the effective Lagrangian is

Ls =gfsB0ϕ

(
2η2

3
+
(
K0
)2

+K−K+

)
− gfpB0F0ϕ

2η√
3
. (A7)

The scalar mediator-photon operator induced by the meson loop is then given by

gfsB0ϕK
−K+ → gfsB0

α

48πm2
K

ϕFµνF
µν , gfsB0ϕπ

−π+ → gfsB0
α

48πm2
π

ϕFµνF
µν . (A8)

On the other hand, a pseudoscalar can mix both with the π0 and η. Specifically, the η meson appearing above is

a quantum state defined as η8 ≡ (ūu + d̄d − 2s̄s)/
√
6. This meson mixes with η1 ≡ (ūu + d̄d + s̄s)/

√
3 to give two

physical mass eigenstates, η and η′, with masses of mη = 547.86 MeV and mη′ = 957.78 MeV [43]. One needs to

carefully examine the η when determining the fate of the pseudoscalar mediator in the relevant mass scale.

Spin-1 mediator: The coupling between quarks and a spin-1 mediator is embedded into the covariant derivative,

with

lµ = gfsVµ + gfaVµ , rµ = gfsVµ − gfaVµ . (A9)

Both appear in the i-th diagonal element, where i labels the quark flavor that couples to the mediator.

If the mediator couples to up quarks, the effective Lagrangian is

L =igfvVµ

(
−K+∂µK− +K−∂µK+ − π+∂µπ− + π−∂µπ+

)
+ g2fvVµV

µ
(
K−K+ + π−π+

)
+ F0gfaVµ

(
∂µπ0 +

1√
3
∂µη

)
+

1

3
g2faVµV

µ
(
3
(
K−K+ +

(
π0
)2

+ π−π+
)
+ η2 + 2

√
3π0η

)
. (A10)

If the mediator couples to down quarks, the effective Lagrangian is

L =igfvVµ

(
π+∂µπ− − π−∂µπ+

)
+ g2fvVµV

µ
(
(K0)2 + π−π+

)
+ F0gfaVµ

(
1√
3
∂µη − ∂µπ0

)
+

1

3
g2faVµV

µ
(
3
((

K0
)2

+
(
π0
)2

+ π−π+
)
+ η2 − 2

√
3π0η

)
. (A11)

If the mediator couples to strange quarks, the effective Lagrangian is

L =igfvVµ

(
K+∂µK− −K−∂µK+

)
+ g2fvVµV

µ(K−K+ + (K0)2)

− 2√
3
gfaF0Vµ∂

µη +
1

3
g2faVµV

µ
(
3
(
K−K+ + (K0)2

)
+ 4η2

)
. (A12)

As stated in the main text, spin-1 mediator cannot decay into a pair of photons, and thus no effective meson-loop

operator is discussed here. Again, a careful assessment of the role of the η can be necessary in this case in the relevant

mass scale.
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