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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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Dark Matter and Mediator Spin Combinations

Quark Flavor

(0,0) (3,0) (0,1) (3.1)
Sec. IV A Sec. IVB Sec. IVC 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.



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, AN,g. 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. 111, we present the essential formalisms required to calculate the dark matter relic abundance and experimental
observables. In Secs. IV A to IV D, 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. IT 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. IIB. 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



dark matter, x, 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
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where gys, grp, 9fv, and gy, are the real-valued mediator-SM quark couplings, f is a SM quark with electric charge @,
¢ is the spin-0 mediator, V), is the spin-1 mediator, F},, is the electromagnetic field strength tensor, Frv = e"‘ﬁl“’FaB/Q,
Viw = 0,V, — 0,V,, and Aqcp is the QCD scale. We adopt Aqep = 146 MeV and use ChPT to derive the effective
mediator-photon coupling coefficients, c4 and C:iw in Sec. IIB.

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

but above Aqcp, the mediator can also couple to gluons. Therefore the relevant interaction Lagrangians are
9rsff +igppfr°f, E>my
L\ med. = D8 9fs Con Fus P + gpy &y Fu W 4 gpo ey G, GHY 4 gpydy GO,G1, my > E > Aqep  (3)
9fs Cony Fu F' + gpp &y Fr T, E < Agep
where G# is the gluon field strength tensor, G‘f{” = e"‘ﬁ‘“’GZﬂ /2, and the spin-1 interaction Lagrangian is identical

to Eq. (2) with Aqcp replaced by 2my.!

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 < Aqcp. 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

EChPT D (gus + gds) BO ¢7T_7T+ + (gup - gdp)Fﬂ'BO ¢7T0 ) (4)

1 For simplicity, we ignore the logarithmic factor in the E < Aqcp Lagrangian in Eq. (2).



where the first two terms are generated from scalar interactions, the last two are generated from pseudoscalar inter-

actions, F, = 93.2 MeV, By ~ m2/(m, + mg) ~ 2.6 GeV [30], and m, ~ 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,
@

-+
%
gm T 48m2

PEuE, ()
where « 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, Lcppr D
(a/4nFy) 7°F,, F* [35], and the mixing term in Eq. (4), an effective ¢yy interaction can be obtained by mul-
tiplying this by g¢;,F»Bo and dividing by the propagating pion mass, resulting in the following substitution in
Eq. (4):

Bo a

F.By¢r® — GF,, F" . (6)

m2 4x
The heavy flavor effective operators are easier to compute, since these follow simply from low-energy theorems [36]:
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where N, = 3 is the number of colors, and «ay is the strong coupling constant.

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

OéB() ’ aB() (8)
Copy = —s ),  Ch, = —
7T 48wm2 9 4rm?2
and for heavy quark (c, s, t, b) couplings,
Coy = NeQja ey, = 7NCQ?»04 Cog = 2 /e I 9)
Y 6rmy ¢ drmy ¢g 12rmy ¢9 drmy

C. Mediator Decay Rates to Standard Model Particles

With the mediator-SM Lagrangians defined in Sec. II A, 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
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For heavy quark (¢, s, t, b) couplings, the decay rates are given by
2 2
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with an identical expression for the vector decay rate at my > 2my, 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 my < 2my, 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 (gs, # 0,gaw = 0) to fermions, it can also
decay through an induced kinetic mixing interaction arising from fermion loops, so generically all vector mediators
with my > 2m. can decay promptly to V' — ete™ or to pairs of other kinematically accessible charged fermions. For
purely axial-vector couplings (g¢v = 0, gav # 0), there is no kinetic mixing with F},,, induced through f loops due to
the +v® 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 V7 interaction allows decays of the form V' — eTe ™~y (and other charged fermion channels in association
with a photon), even though V' — v 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 2m, > my > 2m. 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. ITTA), cosmological constraints (Sec. IIIB), direct detection signals (Sec. ITIC),
indirect detection signals (Sec. III D), collider signals (Sec. IITE), and rare meson decays (Sec. IIIF). In this section,

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

A. Relic Abundance

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

dn,, _ 2 eq)2
2 3Hny = —{ov)[n} — (n)?], (13)

where H = 1.66,/g, T?/Mp 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 Mp; ~ 1.22 x 10'° GeV is the Planck



mass. In equilibrium (and in the absence of any chemical potential) the number density of x particles is given by

1/2
ntd — Yspin / dE ) 7 (14)

"x 272 eE/T +1

where gspin and m, are the number of internal degrees-of-freedom and the mass of the dark matter particle, re-
spectively.? The plus (minus) sign in the denominator applies to the case of fermions (bosons). If x is not its own
antiparticle, the total dark matter relic density is npm = ny + ng = 2n,, where Y is the antiparticle of x.

The thermally-averaged cross section for dark matter annihilation to the final state ff, with a mass m £, 1s given
by [40]

x *° ds NG
= — /s —4m3 /s —4m2 |M|*(s) K1 | = 1
o) = T ) | Gy e (%) (15)

where /s is the total energy of the collision in the center-of-momentum frame, sy = 4max{mfc, mi}, x=m,y/T is
a widely-used time variable for dark matter freeze-out, and K; and K5 are modified Bessel functions of the second
kind.

The squared amplitude in this expression, |.#|?, 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

P =Y = [ 1M = s Z/ M (s,t)d (16)

spins spms -
pols pols

where Fry(s) = s‘l\/ s —4m3 \/ s —4m2, IM[?(s,t) is the squared amplitude as a function of Mandelstam variables,
and tx = m3 +m} 45 (—1 & Fy,(s)) /2. Note that for n identical particles in the final state, |.#|* 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 = m, /T > 1. In this limit, (ov) in Eq. (15) can be approximated
as (ov) ~ (ov)NR, Where,

(ov)NR = /00 dv (ov)Nr fMB(v), (17)

min

and (ov)ng can be written as

s\ 3/
(ov)Nm = _t [<2> Fy(s) |/%|2(8)] . (18)

2 2
32v/2mv JspinTx M s—4m2 (14v2/8)?
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The quantity vy can be determined by solving 4m? (1—|—’Umm /8)? = s¢ and fyp is the unit normalized ( J dvfus(v) =
1) Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution,

23/2 2
2ym

Eq. (17) can be derived by taking the  >> 1 limit of Eq. (15) and making the variable redefinition, s = 4m2 (1+v?/8)?.

fMB (’U) = e_”“2/4 . (19)

Written in the form of Eq. (17) makes the meaning of the different cross sections clear: (ov)ng is the non-relativistic
cross section multiplied by the relative velocity, and (ov)nr is it’s velocity-averaged counterpart.

To find the cold dark matter relic abundance we solve Eq. (13) assuming (ov) =~ (ov)Ngr, 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 mynpm = Qpampe, where Qpyh? & 0.12 and p,. & 2.78 x 10" A2 M Mpc ™ [43].

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



B. Cosmological Constraints

If the dark matter and mediator transfer entropy to SM species after the epoch of neutrino decoupling at Tge. ~
2.3 MeV [44], the neutrino-photon temperature ratio can differ markedly from the SM prediction, T, /T, = (4/11)'/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 T, /T, < (4/11)'/3. The resulting impact on BBN

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

7 (4\Y?
1 + g (11> Neff‘| ) (20)

where pp is the total radiation energy density, p, = 727*/15 is the photon energy density, Nog = N, + ANeg is the

the relation

PR = Py

effective number of neutrino species, N, = 3.043 is the prediction of the SM with three neutrino species [47], and
A Neg parametrizes the effects of new physics. Including the effect of dark sector species thermalized with photons
and electrons, we can write [45]

—4/3

Neff :Ny 5 (21)

7 Yspin,i my;
14+ — ISP o
+ 22 Z 2 (Tdec>
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where the sum is over all dark sector states of mass m;, gspin,i is the corresponding number of degrees of freedom,

and we have defined

7t v+ 1 :

F(x) 30 /oo dy (4y2 _ 1‘2) /y2 — 72 (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 ANeg. In
our analysis, we use the Planck measurement of Neg = 2.99 & 0.17 [11] to place 20 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, J* = f+*f, is done in



three steps, as follows:

uv v uv v 4m uv v
Vilguo Tt + g df) = PRI, - B @ Iy - B, (9m, 1, mL) . (23)
v |4 |4

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 < 100 MeV. 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 O = 1,1y operator as,

&= 8guvgx1)2mpmx , o= 4guvng27nnmx . (24)
my my,

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 = S, - Sy , O11 = iS, - q/my, 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].%

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

Ny / dvo S f(), (25)
where N is the number of nuclei in the target, doy/dER is the dark matter’s differential scattering cross section
with a target nucleus (per unit recoil energy, Er = ¢*/2mr, where ¢ is the momentum transfer and my 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)d3

v = 1. Direct detection experiments traditionally present their results
adopting a boosted Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution with vy = 238 km/s, truncated at an escape velocity of
544 km/s, and normalized to a local density of p, = 0.3 GeV /em® [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 ¢ — 0,v — 0 limit. There are three classes of operators that
yield finite scattering cross sections in the ¢ — 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:

2 2

2
LA
= XN4X Z(Zguv + gdv) + (A - Z)(guv + 29(11}) ) (26)
™My,

ON

where oy = deR don/dER is the integrated scattering cross section, HyN = My mN/(mX + my) 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 A, = gx /2 for spin-0 dark matter and A\, = g, for the spin-1/2
dark matter. gq, is the vector coupling of a given quark species to the mediator. These couplings will be defined in
terms of the Lagrangian parameters in Eqgs. (76) and (85).

Next, we will consider scalar interactions, which yield a spin-independent cross section of the following form:
2 )2 2
_ N 3 F
oy = = 4X Zfp+(A=2)fn]| » (27)
Ty,

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

are related to the ones here, ¢ (Eq. (24)), by ¢ = dmymy crz.
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" Iz fr TG A" A" A"
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

f, S 2 3
PR = 1 9¢s + =5 fra 9qs- (28)
Mp.n a 27

P q=u,d,s q=c,b,t

The coupling of the dark matter to the mediator is A, = Ax /2 for spin-0 dark matter and A\, = gy for the spin-1/2
dark matter. g, is the scalar coupling of a given quark species to the mediator. These couplings will be defined
in terms of the Lagrangian parameters in Egs. (51) and (63). The quantities frf,iqn are the matrix elements which
characterize the light quark content of the proton and neutron (see Table IT). The gluon content of the nucleon is
related to these matrix elements by fre¢ =1— fr, — f, — fr. = 1= f — f, — ff.. 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:

— 4'M§<Ng>2<a <Sp> ~ <Sn> ~ ?
N = Tl In(JIn + 1)( Tn ap + Tn an> , (29)

where (S, ) is the expectation value of the spin content of the proton or neutron group in the nucleus and Jy is the
spin of the nucleus. As an example, for the case of 1¥1Xe, Jy = 1/2, (S,) = —0.005, and (S,) = —0.20 [48]. The

effective proton and neutron couplings are given by

Gpn =Y Gga AP, (30)
q=u,d,s
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, AP" 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 ¢ — 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]:

<UU> fef‘f

<32x107®cem?s™ GeV !, (31)
My

where (ov) is the thermally-averaged dark matter annihilation cross section (Eq. (15)) evaluated at the time and
temperature of recombination, and feg is the fraction of the energy injected in this process that is transferred to the
intergalactic medium [55]. Although f.g 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, feg ~ 0.2.
For a thermal relic with a velocity-independent annihilation cross section, (ov) ~ 2 x 10726 cm?/s, this measurement

typically allows us to restrict m, > (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, ¢., generated through the process of dark matter annihilation can be

expressed as

doy (ov) dN, 2
= Q Q 2
T5 S a0, IO, (32)

where dN,,/dE, 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, (ov) &~ 2 x 10726 cm3/s, the authors of Ref. [9] found that this data could restrict m, > 60GeV for
annihilation to bb (other hadronic final states yield similar constraints) and m, > 45GeV for annihilation to 777.
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 (ov) & 2 x 10726 cm? /s, Ref. 8] obtains constraints of m,, > 40 GeV
for annihilation to bb and m, > 30GeV for annihilation to 777~. We also note that these studies each identified
a small excess of gamma-ray emission from this sample of dwarf galaxies (at the ~ 30 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, (ov) &~ 2 x 10726 cm? /s, such considerations rule out masses below
300 GeV, 150 GeV, and 50 GeV for annihilations to eTe™, uTp~, and 7777, 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 o(pp — ¢ + X)BR(¢ — F), where ¢ 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
I'e

_r_ 33
Ism + I'pm (33)

o x BR o g3y X

where gsy is the mediator’s coupling to the relevant SM state(s), and I'r is the mediator’s decay rate to the final state,
F. The mediator to SM and DM decay widths, I'sy, I'pa, are discussed in detail in Sec. IT 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, o 9%1\/[7 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, ¢, 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, ¢, 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 < mg, < 500 GeV [76], and in the visible decay channel for 100 GeV < my < 1300 GeV [77, 78].
To interpret these results, we calculate the production cross section, o(pp — b¢ + 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 ¢t production, and in a #t 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:

e {t+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.

e it 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 mg =~ 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 tt-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.

e 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 mys < mz can also be produced on-shell in Z — Gg¢ 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 I'(Z — hadrons) = 1744.4 + 2.0 MeV [43], so in our analysis we demand that corrections from
radiative mediator emission satisfy the requirement, I'(Z — gg¢) < 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 — gq¢ 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. 111 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 KT 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) $3.2x107°,  my <5 GeV, (34)
BR(KT =t +inv) $107',  myg <110 MeV and my € [160,260] MeV. (35)

If the mediator instead decays into two photons, it contributes to K+ — 7T~~y. This channel is constrained both
by the measured K+ — 7t~y rate [105] and by the inclusive search for K+ — 7% ¢ decays, which is sensitive to all

possible ¢ decay modes [106]:
BR(KT =7t +¢ = 7tyy) <1077, my € [200,350] MeV, (36)

BR(KT -7t +X) <1075 my <110 MeV. (37)

~

Decays where the mediator subsequently produces a pair of quarks or contributes to B — K~ are not currently
constrained. Following Ref. [107], we additionally impose an inclusive bound, BR(B — K¢) < 1072, to avoid large
corrections to the total B-meson width.

To apply these limits, we compute the mediator branching ratios into DM or vy 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 ¢ — ~~ 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 mpg = 5.28 GeV, myg = 494 MeV, and m, ~ 135 MeV, respectively. The
Kaon decay constant is Fx ~ 113 MeV. The Higgs vacuum expectation value is v = 246.22 GeV. We use V;; to label
CKM matrix elements. We define the kinematic factor A(a,b,c) = a? + b? + ¢? — 2ab — 2bc — 2ac. Specifically, the
nuclear form factor for B-meson is given by [108]

fol®) e

T 1-¢2/(38 GeV2)
Calculations involving light quarks typically rely on ChPT, as described in Sec. II B and App. VI.

(38)

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

decay. The decay rate is [30]

2 272 p2 2
97 FrFie By mZ m
Domp = Lm0y v, 2A2 (1, 2 2 ) (39)
8Tmgv my, mi
For the pseudoscalar coupling, the process is the same as in the scalar case. The decay rate is [109]
2 22,3 2 2
g3 FZFpmy, . m2  my
e LU R v .
u

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

decay. The decay rate is

2 22 p2 2 2
r - 9577 Fic By VvV |2 mic A\L/2 my Mg (41)
K=md = = rmpnt | ud ush o\ 2 m2 "m2 m3 |

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

g% F2FZm m2 m?2
Ik sng = %T\ Vial A2 <1 @’F% . (42)

Strange quarks: For the scalar coupling, the dominant constraints come from the tree-level contribution to
K™ decay. The decay rate is

2 212 p2 2 2
I _ ngFﬂ'FKBO‘V*V |2 m72r )\1/2 mgr m¢ (43)
Kome = Bampgot Tl 2 = m2 "m2 m3 |

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

2 ;22,3 2
FK—> 6= gprﬂFKmK|V*Vd‘2>\l/2 mgr md’ (44)
us - 5 ¥V W 9 ) N
64mm20t Y m2.’ m3
Charm quarks: A charm-coupled mediator can be emitted from tree-level diagrams involving charm mesons
in B or DT 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]

997 mym|ViVes|? m2 —m2\’ m3. m;
fs''b c 242 B K 1/2 K "9
r —2 ] A 1, —,— | . 45
BoKe = 20487r5m3v4 fo(my) < my — Mg > my’ my )
For the pseudoscalar coupling, the decay is driven by the same diagram [107],
2 2 2 2 m2 2
_ 9™ 2 (mp — m)* |V Ve 2\2 (Mp — Mk 1/2 mg Mg
Toors = 409675m vt fo(m¢) my — Mg )\ mQB "m% | (46)

In both cases, one can derive the K decay rate by replacing B — K, K — 7w, b — s, and s — d. This yields
constraints on mg < 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]

r S GealVi Yl g (=) e () ik g (47)
= HE TP T fo(m B K &L 2.
BoK¢ B 81927 va4 0\ mp — Mg "m%’m%

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

997, mq(mi +m3)?| Vo Vip | m% —mi\? m2, m?
I'pokg = Z P 2—m2)2 fo(m?ﬁ)2 (BK> A\L/2 1,m—§,m—2 ) (48)

4 _
et 81927>mpvt(m; my — Mg 2 m3

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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e 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]

992 mim?| Vi Vip|? m2 — m2.\ 2 m2, m?2
_ YIfsTh Tt Vs 242 B K 1/2 K ¢
r = —=—2 A 1, —= — . 49
pe 2048m5mpot folrms) ( mp — Mg > "mE’mp (49)

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

T _ g?pm%<mb - m8)2|‘/t>;‘/;fb|2 212 m2B — m%( 2)\1/2 1 m%( mi 50
B = S g mpet 0y T, e (50)

In both cases, one can derive the K decay rate by replacing B -+ K, K — m, b — s, and s — d. This yields

constraints on mg < 260 MeV.

IV. DARK MATTER MODELS

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

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

grangian:

LOaAxX* X o+ ¢ (9rsff +igrfr°f) (51)

where Ax = 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 mg > 2mx, the mediator can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,

A2 4m?2
r ix = X 1-—X. 52
P XX a167rm¢ mi (52)

The corresponding decay rates to SM particles are given in Sec. 1T C.

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

NAZ
(s — mi)2 + mzsl“zs

-4 = (o3 (2= am) 4y 2] ) )
A%

2
NCQ?Q S 2 9 2
= = 54
(s—mi)z—kmifi 3 my gf5+4gfp ’ (54)

|‘%|§g: A (N2 —1) (O‘S S.>2<9J2£S+gg]20p>’ (55)
(

|./%|i7 =

(s — m?b)2 + mifi
X

—2)2 272
s —m2)? +mgl'y

|/”|§w,ChPT = (

X . 4tanh* <\/(s4m?x) (s4mi)/(82mi>>

‘/%@@ = )‘gf
mk (S - 4m§>) +mg, (s — Qmi) \/(s —4m?%) (s - 4m3)
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where I'y is mediator’s total width. The subscript “ChPT” denotes the squared amplitude resulting from a charged
pion loop, appropriate for energy scales below Aqcp, as discussed in Sec. I1B.

We can calculate the dark matter annihilation cross section using Eq. (18). We take the non-relativistic limit and
expand (ov)ngr in powers of relative velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of m; — 0. The amplitudes given

above yield the following results:

N _— 20m% +1img\
P~ 2
(00)s5 1287T(m§) — 4m%)? (gfs * gfp) LR mi — 4m% vl (58)
2
A% m% NCQ?Oc s 9, 19m?¢ —12m% 9
R - 32 —_——— 59
(@)~ Gam (m2 —d4m3)? \ 3mmy (gfs - 4ng> Ty ) ) (59)
AX (VG - 1) m as 2 2 19m3§ — 12m5% 2
(70)gq ~ 64m (mis —4m3)? \ 6mmy (gfs + 9gfp) 32+ mi —4m3% vl (60)
A2 m2 aBy \°, , 19m2 — 12m%
~ X 14442 ) | 32 — 2 2, 61
(00)y.cnpT 64 (m3 — 4m%)? \ 24mm2 (97 + 14497, * mZ —4mi Y (61)

~

2
Ny /1 - Te 6 4,2 2,4 6
m2 92 — 136 + 35 -3

(00)g9 = 3 3
16mm3 (mé - 2m§() 96 (mg( - mi) (mi - 2m§()

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

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

Lagrangian:

LDa (gxsix + igxp;("YSX) o+ (gfsff + Z.gfpf_’ysf) , (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 mg > 2m,,, the mediator ¢ can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,

m¢ 4m2 2 4m2 2
F¢—>>Zx(m¢) = as— 1- mQX <9xs (1 - m2X 90 | - (64)

T ¢ ¢

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

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

N 4m? 4m?
2. — c 2 2 14421~ f 1— X
| |ff (S_mi)2+miri<gxsgfs s . .

4m?
+g>2<ng2:p l452 <1 — 3X>

2
2N?2 Q%a 9 4m? 9
2 c f 2 2 2 3 X 2 2 2 3
|2, = w2y T il <3wmf 93, (gfs + 4gf,,) S{1=—> ]+ 9% <gfs + 4gfp> s* ), (66)
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2(N2—1) as \° 4m?
2 _ ¢ s 2 (2 2\ .3 X 2 (2 2\ .3
|l |5y = (s — mi)z T miri G s Ixs (gfs + ggfp) s s + 9xp (gfs + ggfp) S (67)
2 aB 2 4m?
2 0 2 (2 2\ .3 2 (2 2\ .3
|5y cnpr = (s — mi)Z n miri (247rm2> (gxs (gfs + 1449fp) S ( SX> + 9xp (gfs + ]‘44gfp) s ) , (68)

2(4m2 — m2)?

T +4A (52 + 16.sm?< — 4m§> (5 + 4mi) — 32mi + Gm;ﬁ)}

=gl | -4 :
X m3 (s —4m3) + myg

2 g2 84(4m>2‘7m¢)¢ 8A 8m?) — 4 2 6
+93s9xp| —8F m2(574mi)+m‘;+ s(s +8my) — m¢(s+ m )+ m¢
X
2m?
4 [ 2 2 4
+g’“’{_4_mi(s—4mi)+mi +4A<$ —4sm¢+6m¢>} (©9)

where we have defined,

tanh ! <\/ (s —4m2) (s —4m3) /(s - 2mi)>

A= . (70)

(s - Zmi) \/(s — 4mi) (5 — 4mi>

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

scales below Aqcp.
We can calculate the dark matter annihilation cross section, following Eq. (18). We take the non-relativistic limit
and expand ov in powers of velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of m; — 0. The amplitudes given above

yield the following results:

2
N, my

()17 S5t 2 — aniZ.)? (gis (97s +97,) [320*] + 93, (975 + 97)

76m? — 48m?
128 + <m2"5x> vzl (71)

_ 2
¢ 4mx

2
N2 m2 Famy 2 (2,92 2
(00)3y & 2567 (m —4m§<)2 3 mif <gxs (gfs * 4gfp> [64v7]

9 216m2 — 352m?
+92, (g?s + 4g§p> [2564— (mi i ) (72)
X

N2 -1 m?2 asm \> [ 5 9 m? — 1408m?
s s 6402] + Sg2 g2 | 1024 Mo 2
()ss ~ S56x (m? — 4m2)? <6wmf) (gxsgfs[ o+ 390 90 * ;—4m2 Y
2
¢>

— 352m )
256 + — 4m2 v ,

9 2 2 2 2 2
+ 9% 9 [2560° | + 93, 95

(73)
1 m? aBo \° (5 o ) s o 864m3 — 1408m2\
(70)yy.onpT & 256 (mi —4m?2)? (247Tm2 ) Ixs 9ts [641} ] + 369y, 95p | 1024+ mi — 4m?2 v
X w X

216m2 — 352m?
+3692, g2, [25602] + g2, g3, | 256 + <m2¢_ g X> 02] >
¢ X
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m
mi - m*g 3 [4m§( — 23mimi + 8mf<m3} + 7m3}
(JU)¢¢ ~ 2 g>2<pg>2<s (1 + 2 UQ)
2n (mi - me() 96 (mf< - mi) (2m§< - mi)
3
2 2 6 2, 4 4,2 6
. 8 [mx — m¢} ) . 8 {me + 10mxm¢ — 17mxm¢ — 2m¢] )
+9vp , ) , ) FV° + Gys , ) , 2
96 (mx — m¢> <2mx — m¢) 96 (mx — m¢) <2mx — m¢)

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

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

Lagrangian
LDigx (X "X = XO"X*)V, + gXx ViV X* X + V,, (950 1" f + g7 fV°F) - (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 my > 2mx, the mediator V' can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,

2 2\ 3/2

Ix dm

FV X*X = —my <1 - ) . (77)
- A8 mé,

The corresponding decay rates into SM particles are given in Sec. I1C.
The squared amplitudes for dark matter annihilation to quark fermions, electrons (via kinetic mixing), and mediators

are given by

N, 4

2 c 2y 2 [ 2 2 2 2

|ﬂff_:(S_m%/)g+m‘2/F%/3(3_4mX>gX<gfv(s+2mf)+gfa(s_4mf)>7 (78)
N 4 Qregr\ 2

2 c 24 .2 F€ 9fv 2
|ﬂ|ee = (s—m%,)z +m‘2/r%/ §(S—4mx)gx (16772> (s+2me) , (79)

m2 — 4m2.) 2

|3 = 495 (1 + 4(5m§(( —V4m%/m)§()+ ) + A (m3, (4s — 8m%) — 8sm% +my + 16m§()) , (80)

where we have defined,

tanh ™" (/(s —4mE) (s — %) /(s — 2m}))
A= ) (81)
(s —2m2) /(s — 4m?,) (s — 4m%)

and I'y 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 ov in powers of velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of my — 0. The amplitudes given above
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yield the following results:

2 2
g
(T0) 15 % G G — iz e 9700 (52
2 2 2 2
Ix mx Qre gro 2
~ IX 83
(O'U)ee 67 (m%/ _4m§()2 ( 167'('2 ) v, ( )
gx\/1— 2
~ Q2.2 4 4
(cv)vv ~ 167m3, (2m% — m%/)2 < 8my,m% + 3my, + 8my

736mLY — 2080mS,m2, + 2284mSmi, — 1224mi-m$, + 257Tm%im¥ — 9Imy? 2)
- v

2
96 (m% —mi,) (2m% —my)

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

A spin-1 mediator, V), couples with a spin-1/2 dark matter candidate x, and SM fermions with the following

Lagrangian

LD (gxo XV*X + aGxa X7*V°X) Vi + Vi (910 FA"f + 95 V"V f) (85)

where a is a symmetry factor which equals 1 for a Dirac fermion and 1/2 for a Majorana fermion. Note that if x is
a Majorana fermion, the vector coupling g, is forbidden. The number of internal degrees-of-freedom in this case is
Jspin = 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 g¢, < my /my.
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 my > 2mx, the mediator V,, can decay into a pair of dark matter particles with the following width,
4m?
2 X
+ 9%a [1 m%]) . (86)

The squared amplitudes for dark matter annihilation to fermions, photons, gluons, and mediators are given by
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We refer the readers to Sec. II C for the decay rate to SM particles.
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2(4sm? — 8my — 10m3mi, + 3my,)
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where we have defined,

. tanh™! (\/(s —4mi,) (s — 4m§<)/(s - 2m‘2/)) . (90)

(s —2m3) /(s — 4m3) (s — 4m2)

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

and expand ov in powers of velocity. For simplicity, we also take the limit of my — 0. The amplitudes given above

yield the following results: The results are’
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V. RESULTS

- 256mm2 <
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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: gsy = \/éﬁ, gsm = gpM, and gpm = \/éﬁ, where gsm
(9pm) 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 m? 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 my is slightly heavier than

m¢, explaining the vertical non-secluded band appearing in Fig. 24.
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e Resonant Annihilation: When mg ~ 2m,,, annihilation becomes resonant and requires a dedicated numerical

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

e Cosmology: For my or m, < 10 MeV, these particles remain in thermal equilibrium into the era of BBN,

violating constraints on ANeg (Sec. ITI B). This region is shaded purple.

e Perturbativity: When the mediator decay width exceeds its mass (I'y > my), perturbative unitarity is
violated. This bound is maximally constraining for scenarios in which the SM coupling is set to gsv = V4w
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.

e 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 m, > 110TeV,

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

e Underproduction: When m,, > my and the coupling to dark matter is /4, the secluded annihilation channel

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

e Direct Detection: Direct detection constraints from the LZ collaboration in Ref. [6] (Sec. ITI C). This region
is shaded light green.

e 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. ITI D). This region is shaded dark

green.

e 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. ITI E). This region is shaded dark blue.

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

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

e 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. ITIB), direct (Sec. IITC) and indirect
detection (Sec. ITID), collider searches (Sec. IITE), 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 1072 GeV < m,, < 10° 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 (m,, < 40 GeV) 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 ~ 100 GeV or lighter than ~ 1 — 10 GeV, 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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Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Up Quark Coupling
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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. IV A. The

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



Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Down Quark Coupling
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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. IV A. The

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



Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Charm Quark Coupling
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FIG. 3. Asin 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. IV A. The

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



Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Strange Quark Coupling
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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. IV A. The

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



Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Bottom Quark Coupling
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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. IV A. 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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Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Top Quark Coupling
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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. IV A. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Up Quark Coupling
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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. IV B. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Down Quark Coupling
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FIG. 8. Asin 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. IV B. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Charm Quark Coupling
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FIG. 9. Asin 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. IV B. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Strange Quark Coupling
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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. IV B. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Bottom Quark Coupling
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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. IV B. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator, Top Quark Coupling
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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. IV B. The viable regions of parameter space are shown in white (and in white with black dots). See Table I

for links to other figures.



Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Up Quark Coupling
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FIG. 13. Asin 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. IV C. The viable

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



Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Down Quark Coupling
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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. IV C. The

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



Spin-1 Mediator, Charm Quark Coupling
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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. IV C. The

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



Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Strange Quark Coupling
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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. IV C. 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. IV C. 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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Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Top Quark Coupling
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FIG. 18. Asin 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. IV C. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Up Quark Coupling
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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. IV D. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Down Quark Coupling
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FIG. 20. Asin 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. IV D. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Charm Quark Coupling
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FIG. 21. Asin 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. IV D. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Strange Quark Coupling
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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. IV D. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Bottom Quark Coupling
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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. IV D. 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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Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator, Top Quark Coupling
Gtv= \/E

my [GeV]

my [GeV] my [GeV] my [GeV]
Gta= \/E . 9ta= Gxa 9xa = \/E

109

my [GeV]

L0 Gy = Vi

1072 1 102 10* 106 102 1 102 10 108 1072 102 10 106
my [GeV] my [GeV] my [GeV]
0 Perturbativity B Cosmology EEE Collider Secluded DM
@ (), > py BE== Direct Detection Rare Meson Decay B oy~ 2m,
B O, < Qpy MW Indirect Detection

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. IV D. 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);, x SU(3)r x U(1)y symmetry, known as the chiral symmetry of QCD. The meson fields are

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

70+ %n Vert V2K

(x) B urra /¢ .
U:exp<z 7, >, Hsz\H () =] V2rm —7r0+ﬁ77 V2K° || (A1)
‘ V2ET V2KY -2

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

To the lowest order, the general effective Lagrangian is

Fg N F t
L=—tr (D, U(D,U) )+T (xUT+UxX") . (A2)

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

is included in x. The definition is
D, U=0,U—ir,U+iUl, , x=2Bo(—xs+1iXp), (A3)

where By = 2853.3 MeV and x, , stands for scalar and pseudoscalar coupling, respectively. The notations are defined
as follows. r, and [,, 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 [, = r, = eA,Q, with @ = 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 x through

Xs = —M +g5s0E; . Xp = 95pOEi, (A4)

where M = diag(m,,, mg4, ms) is the quark mass matrix, F; 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

2
L, =gssBo¢ (7762 + 7:;%7 + K K*+ @ + 7r7r+> + grpFoBod (\/7% + 7r0> . (A5)
If the mediator couples to down quarks, the effective Lagrangian is
Lq= n?_w oz, (@) | U 0
d—gfsBO¢<6—\/§+(K) +T+7T ™ >+gprOFO¢<\/§_7T>~ (A6)
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If the mediator couples to strange quarks, the effective Lagrangian is

212 _ 2
E gngo(,b ( + (KO) + K K+) - gproFo(bl . (A7)
V3
The scalar mediator-photon operator induced by the meson loop is then given by
ngB0¢K K+ — gfsBO 2 ¢F[LUFM gfsBOQSﬂ— 71— — gfsBO ¢FMVF v (A8)

48m™m

On the other hand, a pseudoscalar can mix both with the 7% and 7. Specifically, the n meson appearing above is
a quantum state defined as ® = (@u + dd — 25s)/+/6. This meson mixes with 7' = (@u + dd + 3s)/v/3 to give two
physical mass eigenstates,  and 7/, with masses of m, = 547.86 MeV and m,, = 957.78 MeV [43]. One needs to
carefully examine the 1 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

=9Vt 91V » Tu=09rV — 9aVpu- (A9)

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

If the mediator couples to up quarks, the effective Lagrangian is
L =igs,V, (—K*@“K7 + K OMKT —ntoktn™ + 71'78“71*) + g?UVMV“ (KfKJr + 7r77r+)
1 _ 2 _
+ FogtaVi <8“7r + 78“ > + ggfcaVNV“ (3 (K KT+ (7% +n 7r+) +n%+ 2\/§7r0n) . (A10)

If the mediator couples to down quarks, the effective Lagrangian is
L =igp,V, (nto'n™ —a=0"n") + g7,V V* (K% + 7 nt)
1
+ FograVu (\[8“77 otm ) + ggfcaV“V“ (3 ((K0)2 + (WO)Q + 7r_7r+) +n* - 2\/§7r077) . (A11)

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

L =igpV, (KTO'K™ — K-0"K") + g}, V,V*(K~ KT + (K°)?)
2
V3

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

1 N
graFoV,0"n + ggﬁav,ﬂ/# (3(K~K'+(K°)?) +4n?) . (A12)

operator is discussed here. Again, a careful assessment of the role of the 7 can be necessary in this case in the relevant

mass scale.

* dwhooper@wisc.edu

 krnjaicg@fnal.gov

¥ ttrickle@illinois.edu

§ isaacw@fnal.gov

[1] G. Bertone and D. Hooper, “History of dark matter,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 90 no. 4, (2018) 045002, arXiv:1605.04909
[astro-ph.CO].

[2] M. Cirelli, A. Strumia, and J. Zupan, “Dark Matter,” arXiv:2406.01705 [hep-ph].


mailto:dwhooper@wisc.edu
mailto:krnjaicg@fnal.gov
mailto:ttrickle@illinois.edu
mailto:isaacw@fnal.gov
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.045002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.04909
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.04909
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.01705

a0

[3] DarkSide Collaboration, P. Agnes et al., “Low-Mass Dark Matter Search with the DarkSide-50 Experiment,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 121 no. 8, (2018) 081307, arXiv:1802.06994 [astro-ph.HE].

[4] PICO Collaboration, C. Amole et al., “Dark Matter Search Results from the Complete Exposure of the PICO-60 CsFs
Bubble Chamber,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 2, (2019) 022001, arXiv:1902.04031 [astro-ph.CO].

[5] CRESST Collaboration, A. H. Abdelhameed et al., “First results from the CRESST-III low-mass dark matter
program,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 10, (2019) 102002, arXiv:1904.00498 [astro-ph.CO0].

[6] LZ Collaboration, J. Aalbers et al., “First Dark Matter Search Results from the LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) Experiment,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 no. 4, (2023) 041002, arXiv:2207.03764 [hep-ex].

[7] XENON Collaboration, E. Aprile et al., “First Dark Matter Search with Nuclear Recoils from the XENONnT
Experiment,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 no. 4, (2023) 041003, arXiv:2303.14729 [hep-ex].

[8] M. Di Mauro, M. Stref, and F. Calore, “Investigating the effect of Milky Way dwarf spheroidal galaxies extension on
dark matter searches with Fermi-LAT data,” Phys. Rev. D 106 no. 12, (2022) 123032, arXiv:2212.06850
[astro-ph.HE].

[9] A. McDaniel, M. Ajello, C. M. Karwin, M. Di Mauro, A. Drlica-Wagner, and M. A. Sédnchez-Conde, “Legacy analysis of
dark matter annihilation from the Milky Way dwarf spheroidal galaxies with 14 years of Fermi-LAT data,” Phys. Rev.
D 109 no. 6, (2024) 063024, arXiv:2311.04982 [astro-ph.HE].

[10] L. Bergstrom, T. Bringmann, I. Cholis, D. Hooper, and C. Weniger, “New Limits on Dark Matter Annihilation from
AMS Cosmic Ray Positron Data,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 171101, arXiv:1306.3983 [astro-ph.HE].

[11] Planck Collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., “Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters,” Astron. Astrophys. 641
(2020) A6, arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO]. [Erratum: Astron.Astrophys. 652, C4 (2021)].

[12] A. Cuoco, M. Kramer, and M. Korsmeier, “Novel Dark Matter Constraints from Antiprotons in Light of AMS-02,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 no. 19, (2017) 191102, arXiv:1610.03071 [astro-ph.HE].

[13] CMS Collaboration, A. Hayrapetyan et al., “Search for dark matter particles in W W™ events with transverse
momentum imbalance in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” JHEP 03 (2024) 134, arXiv:2310.12229 [hep-ex].

[14] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for dark matter produced in association with a leptonically
decaying Z boson in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” Eur. Phys. J. C 81 no. 1, (2021) 13, arXiv:2008.04735
[hep-ex]. [Erratum: Eur.Phys.J.C 81, 333 (2021)].

[15] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for dark matter particles produced in association with a Higgs
boson in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” JHEP 03 (2020) 025, arXiv:1908.01713 [hep-ex].

[16] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for dark matter produced in association with a Higgs boson
decaying to a pair of bottom quarks in proton—proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” Eur. Phys. J. C'79 no. 3, (2019) 280,
arXiv:1811.06562 [hep-ex].

[17] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for narrow and broad dijet resonances in proton-proton collisions at
v/s = 13 TeV and constraints on dark matter mediators and other new particles,” JHEP 08 (2018) 130,
arXiv:1806.00843 [hep-ex].

[18] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for new physics in dijet angular distributions using proton—proton
collisions at 1/s = 13 TeV and constraints on dark matter and other models,” Eur. Phys. J. C' 78 no. 9, (2018) 789,
arXiv:1803.08030 [hep-ex]. [Erratum: Eur.Phys.J.C 82, 379 (2022)].

[19] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for dark matter produced with an energetic jet or a hadronically
decaying W or Z boson at /s =13 TeV,” JHEP 07 (2017) 014, arXiv:1703.01651 [hep-ex].

[20] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Constraints on dark matter models involving an s-channel mediator with the
ATLAS detector in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” arXiv:2404.15930 [hep-ex].

[21] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for dark matter produced in association with a Higgs boson decaying to
tau leptons at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 09 (2023) 189, arXiv:2305.12938 [hep-ex].

[22] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for dark matter produced in association with a Standard Model Higgs
boson decaying into b-quarks using the full Run 2 dataset from the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 11 (2021) 209,


https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.081307
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.081307
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.06994
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.022001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04031
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.102002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.00498
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.041002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03764
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.041003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14729
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.123032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.06850
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.06850
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.063024
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.063024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.04982
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.171101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.3983
https://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.191102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03071
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2024)134
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.12229
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08739-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.04735
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.04735
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.01713
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6730-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.06562
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)130
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.00843
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6242-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08030
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.01651
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.15930
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2023)189
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.12938
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)209

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

w
N

w

W w w w w
&

O S e

[46]

[47]

o1

arXiv:2108.13391 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for dark matter in events with missing transverse momentum and a
Higgs boson decaying into two photons in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 10 (2021)
013, arXiv:2104.13240 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for dark matter in association with an energetic photon in pp collisions
at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 02 (2021) 226, arXiv:2011.05259 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for dark matter in events with a hadronically decaying vector boson
and missing transverse momentum in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 10 (2018) 180,
arXiv:1807.11471 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for dark matter and other new phenomena in events with an
energetic jet and large missing transverse momentum using the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 01 (2018) 126,
arXiv:1711.03301 [hep-ex].

J. Alwall, P. Schuster, and N. Toro, “Simplified Models for a First Characterization of New Physics at the LHC,” Phys.
Rev. D 79 (2009) 075020, arXiv:0810.3921 [hep-ph].

Y. Kahn, G. Krnjaic, S. Mishra-Sharma, and T. M. P. Tait, “Light Weakly Coupled Axial Forces: Models, Constraints,
and Projections,” JHEP 05 (2017) 002, arXiv:1609.09072 [hep-ph].

B. Batell, A. Freitas, A. Ismail, and D. Mckeen, “Flavor-specific scalar mediators,” Phys. Rev. D 98 no. 5, (2018)
055026, arXiv:1712.10022 [hep-ph].

B. Batell, A. Freitas, A. Ismail, and D. Mckeen, “Probing Light Dark Matter with a Hadrophilic Scalar Mediator,”
Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 9, (2019) 095020, arXiv:1812.05103 [hep-phl.

B. Batell, A. Freitas, A. Ismail, D. McKeen, and M. Rai, “Renormalizable models of flavor-specific scalars,” Phys. Rev.
D 104 no. 11, (2021) 115032, arXiv:2107.08059 [hep-ph].

A. Pich, “Introduction to chiral perturbation theory,” AIP Conf. Proc. 317 (1994) 95-140, arXiv:hep-ph/9308351.

S. Scherer, “Introduction to chiral perturbation theory,” Adv. Nucl. Phys. 27 (2003) 277, arXiv:hep-ph/0210398.

S. Scherer and M. R. Schindler, A Primer for Chiral Perturbation Theory, vol. 830. 2012.

M. D. Schwartz, Quantum Field Theory and the Standard Model. Cambridge University Press, 3, 2014.

B. A. Kniehl and M. Spira, “Low-energy theorems in Higgs physics,” Z. Phys. C' 69 (1995) 77-88,
arXiv:hep-ph/9505225.

L. D. Landau, “On the angular momentum of a system of two photons,” Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 60 no. 2, (1948)
207-209.

C.-N. Yang, “Selection Rules for the Dematerialization of a Particle Into Two Photons,” Phys. Rev. 77 (1950) 242-245.
D. Hooper, Particle Cosmology and Astrophysics. Princeton University Press, 5, 2024.

P. Gondolo and G. Gelmini, “Cosmic abundances of stable particles: Improved analysis,” Nucl. Phys. B 360 (1991)
145-179.

G. Steigman, B. Dasgupta, and J. F. Beacom, “Precise Relic WIMP Abundance and its Impact on Searches for Dark
Matter Annihilation,” Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 023506, arXiv:1204.3622 [hep-ph].

G. Steigman, “Equivalent Neutrinos, Light WIMPs, and the Chimera of Dark Radiation,” Phys. Rev. D 87 no. 10,
(2013) 103517, arXiv:1303.0049 [astro-ph.CO].

Particle Data Group Collaboration, S. Navas et al., “Review of particle physics,” Phys. Rev. D 110 no. 3, (2024)
030001.

K. Enqvist, K. Kainulainen, and V. Semikoz, “Neutrino annihilation in hot plasma,” Nucl. Phys. B 374 (1992) 392-404.
C. Boehm, M. J. Dolan, and C. McCabe, “Increasing Neff with particles in thermal equilibrium with neutrinos,” JCAP
12 (2012) 027, arXiv:1207.0497 [astro-ph.CO].

C. M. Ho and R. J. Scherrer, “Limits on MeV Dark Matter from the Effective Number of Neutrinos,” Phys. Rev. D 87
no. 2, (2013) 023505, arXiv:1208.4347 [astro-ph.CO].

M. Cielo, M. Escudero, G. Mangano, and O. Pisanti, “Neff in the Standard Model at NLO is 3.043,” Phys. Rev. D 108


https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.13391
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)013
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)013
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13240
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)226
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.05259
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)180
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11471
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2018)126
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03301
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.075020
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.075020
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.3921
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.09072
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.055026
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.055026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.10022
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.095020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05103
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.115032
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.115032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.08059
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.46859
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9308351
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210398
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-19254-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002880050007
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9505225
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-010586-4.50070-5
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-010586-4.50070-5
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.77.242
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90438-4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90438-4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.023506
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.3622
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.103517
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.103517
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.0049
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.030001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.030001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90359-J
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/12/027
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/12/027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.0497
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.023505
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.023505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4347
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L121301

92

no. 12, (2023) L121301, arXiv:2306.05460 [hep-ph].

[48] A. L. Fitzpatrick, W. Haxton, E. Katz, N. Lubbers, and Y. Xu, “The Effective Field Theory of Dark Matter Direct
Detection,” JCAP 02 (2013) 004, arXiv:1203.3542 [hep-ph].

[49] M. Cirelli, E. Del Nobile, and P. Panci, “Tools for model-independent bounds in direct dark matter searches,” JCAP 10
(2013) 019, arXiv:1307.5955 [hep-phl.

[50] J. Kumar and D. Marfatia, “Matrix element analyses of dark matter scattering and annihilation,” Phys. Rev. D 88
no. 1, (2013) 014035, arXiv:1305.1611 [hep-ph].

[51] XENON Collaboration, E. Aprile et al., “Effective field theory search for high-energy nuclear recoils using the
XENON100 dark matter detector,” Phys. Rev. D 96 no. 4, (2017) 042004, arXiv:1705.02614 [astro-ph.CO0].

[52] LZ Collaboration, J. Aalbers et al., “First constraints on WIMP-nucleon effective field theory couplings in an extended
energy region from LUX-ZEPLIN,” Phys. Rev. D 109 no. 9, (2024) 092003, arXiv:2312.02030 [hep-ex].

[53] D. Baxter et al., “Recommended conventions for reporting results from direct dark matter searches,” Fur. Phys. J. C
81 no. 10, (2021) 907, arXiv:2105.00599 [hep-ex].

[54] G. Belanger, F. Boudjema, A. Pukhov, and A. Semenov, “Dark matter direct detection rate in a generic model with
mictOMEGAs 2.2 Comput. Phys. Commun. 180 (2009) 747-767, arXiv:0803.2360 [hep-ph].

[55] T. R. Slatyer, “Indirect dark matter signatures in the cosmic dark ages. I. Generalizing the bound on s-wave dark
matter annihilation from Planck results,” Phys. Rev. D 93 no. 2, (2016) 023527, arXiv:1506.03811 [hep-ph].

[56] T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna, and P. Z. Skands, “PYTHIA 6.4 Physics and Manual,” JHEP 05 (2006) 026,
arXiv:hep-ph/0603175.

[57] G. D. Martinez, “A robust determination of Milky Way satellite properties using hierarchical mass modelling,” Mon.
Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 451 no. 3, (2015) 2524-2535, arXiv:1309.2641 [astro-ph.GA].

[58] V. Bonnivard, C. Combet, D. Maurin, and M. G. Walker, “Spherical Jeans analysis for dark matter indirect detection in
dwarf spheroidal galaxies - Impact of physical parameters and triaxiality,” Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 446 (2015)
3002-3021, arXiv:1407.7822 [astro-ph.HE].

[59] A. Geringer-Sameth, S. M. Koushiappas, and M. Walker, “Dwarf galaxy annihilation and decay emission profiles for
dark matter experiments,” Astrophys. J. 801 no. 2, (2015) 74, arXiv:1408.0002 [astro-ph.CO].

[60] L. Goodenough and D. Hooper, “Possible Evidence For Dark Matter Annihilation In The Inner Milky Way From The
Fermi Gamma Ray Space Telescope,” arXiv:0910.2998 [hep-ph].

[61] D. Hooper and L. Goodenough, “Dark Matter Annihilation in The Galactic Center As Seen by the Fermi Gamma Ray
Space Telescope,” Phys. Lett. B 697 (2011) 412-428, arXiv:1010.2752 [hep-ph].

[62] D. Hooper and T. Linden, “On The Origin Of The Gamma Rays From The Galactic Center,” Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011)
123005, arXiv:1110.0006 [astro-ph.HE].

[63] T. Daylan, D. P. Finkbeiner, D. Hooper, T. Linden, S. K. N. Portillo, N. L. Rodd, and T. R. Slatyer, “The
Characterization of the Gamma-Ray Signal from the Central Milky Way: A Case for Annihilating Dark Matter,” Phys.
Dark Univ. 12 (2016) 1-23, arXiv:1402.6703 [astro-ph.HE].

[64] F. Calore, I. Cholis, and C. Weniger, “Background Model Systematics for the Fermi GeV Excess,” JCAP 03 (2015) 038,
arXiv:1409.0042 [astro-ph.CO].

[65] Fermi-LAT Collaboration, M. Ackermann et al., “The Fermi Galactic Center GeV Excess and Implications for Dark
Matter,” Astrophys. J. 840 no. 1, (2017) 43, arXiv:1704.03910 [astro-ph.HE].

[66] I. John and T. Linden, “Cosmic-Ray Positrons Strongly Constrain Leptophilic Dark Matter,” JCAP 12 (2021) 007,
arXiv:2107.10261 [astro-ph.HE].

[67] I. Cholis, T. Linden, and D. Hooper, “A Robust Excess in the Cosmic-Ray Antiproton Spectrum: Implications for
Annihilating Dark Matter,” Phys. Rev. D 99 no. 10, (2019) 103026, arXiv:1903.02549 [astro-ph.HE].

[68] F. Calore, M. Cirelli, L. Derome, Y. Genolini, D. Maurin, P. Salati, and P. D. Serpico, “AMS-02 antiprotons and dark
matter: Trimmed hints and robust bounds,” SciPost Phys. 12 no. 5, (2022) 163, arXiv:2202.03076 [hep-ph].

[69] A. Boveia and C. Doglioni, “Dark Matter Searches at Colliders,” Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 68 (2018) 429-459,


https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L121301
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L121301
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L121301
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.05460
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/02/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3542
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/10/019
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/10/019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.5955
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.014035
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.014035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.1611
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.042004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.02614
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.092003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.02030
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09655-y
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09655-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.00599
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2008.11.019
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.2360
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.023527
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.03811
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/05/026
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603175
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv942
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv942
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.2641
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2296
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2296
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.7822
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/801/2/74
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0910.2998
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.02.029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1010.2752
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.123005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.123005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1110.0006
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2015.12.005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2015.12.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1402.6703
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/03/038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.0042
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa6cab
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.03910
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/12/007
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.10261
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.103026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.02549
https://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.5.163
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.03076
https://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101917-021008

33

arXiv:1810.12238 [hep-ex].

[70] ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for light resonances decaying to boosted quark pairs and produced in
association with a photon or a jet in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” Phys. Lett. B
788 (2019) 316-335, arXiv:1801.08769 [hep-ex].

[71] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for low-mass resonances decaying into two jets and produced in
association with a photon or a jet at s=13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” Phys. Rev. D 110 no. 3, (2024) 032002,
arXiv:2403.08547 [hep-ex].

[72] CMS Collaboration, A. Hayrapetyan et al., “Search for dijet resonances with data scouting in proton-proton collisions
at /s = 13 TeV,” arXiv:2510.21641 [hep-ex].

[73] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for new resonances in mass distributions of jet pairs using 139 fb=" of pp
collisions at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 03 (2020) 145, arXiv:1910.08447 [hep-ex].

[74] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for new phenomena in events with an energetic jet and missing
transverse momentum in pp collisions at /s =13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” Phys. Rev. D 103 no. 11, (2021)
112006, arXiv:2102.10874 [hep-ex].

[75] D. B. Clark, E. Godat, and F. 1. Olness, “ManeParse : A Mathematica reader for Parton Distribution Functions,”
Comput. Phys. Commun. 216 (2017) 126137, arXiv:1605.08012 [hep-ph].

[76] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for new phenomena in final states with b-jets and missing transverse
momentum in /s = 13 TeV pp collisions with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 05 (2021) 093, arXiv:2101.12527 [hep-ex].

[77] CDF Collaboration, T. A. Aaltonen et al., “Search for Higgs-like particles produced in association with bottom quarks
in proton-antiproton collisions,” Phys. Rev. D 99 no. 5, (2019) 052001, arXiv:1902.04683 [hep-ex].

[78] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for beyond the standard model Higgs bosons decaying into a bb
pair in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” JHEP 08 (2018) 113, arXiv:1805.12191 [hep-ex].

[79] J. Alwall, R. Frederix, S. Frixione, V. Hirschi, F. Maltoni, O. Mattelaer, H. S. Shao, T. Stelzer, P. Torrielli, and
M. Zaro, “The automated computation of tree-level and next-to-leading order differential cross sections, and their
matching to parton shower simulations,” JHEP 07 (2014) 079, arXiv:1405.0301 [hep-ph].

[80] ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Constraints on mediator-based dark matter and scalar dark energy models
using /s = 13 TeV pp collision data collected by the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 05 (2019) 142, arXiv:1903.01400
[hep-ex].

[81] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for new phenomena with top-quark pairs and large missing transverse
momentum using 140 fb™! of pp collision data at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 03 (2024) 139,
arXiv:2401.13430 [hep-ex].

[82] F. Esser, M. Madigan, V. Sanz, and M. Ubiali, “On the coupling of axion-like particles to the top quark,” JHEP 09
(2023) 063, arXiv:2303.17634 [hep-ph].

[83] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for t¢ resonances in fully hadronic final states in pp collisions at /s = 13
TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 10 (2020) 061, arXiv:2005.05138 [hep-ex].

[84] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for boosted diphoton resonances in the 10 to 70 GeV mass range using
138 fb~! of 13 TeV pp collisions with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 07 (2023) 155, arXiv:2211.04172 [hep-ex].

[85] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for diphoton resonances in the 66 to 110 GeV mass range using pp
collisions at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” JHEP 01 (2025) 053, arXiv:2407.07546 [hep-ex].

[86] CMS Collaboration, A. Hayrapetyan et al., “Search for a standard model-like Higgs boson in the mass range between
70 and 110 GeV in the diphoton final state in proton-proton collisions at s=13TeV,” Phys. Lett. B 860 (2025) 139067,
arXiv:2405.18149 [hep-ex].

[87] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for resonances decaying into photon pairs in 139 fb™! of pp collisions at
v/s=13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” Phys. Lett. B 822 (2021) 136651, arXiv:2102.13405 [hep-ex].

[88] I. Brivio, “ALP_linear UF0,” http://feynrules.irmp.ucl.ac.be/attachment/wiki/ALPSEFT/ALP_linear_UFO.tar.gz.
Accessed: 2022-11-30.


https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12238
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.09.062
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.09.062
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.08769
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.032002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.08547
https://arxiv.org/abs/2510.21641
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)145
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08447
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.112006
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.112006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.10874
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.03.004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.08012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)093
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.12527
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.052001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04683
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)113
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.12191
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)079
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0301
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)142
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.01400
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.01400
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2024)139
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.13430
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2023)063
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2023)063
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.17634
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)061
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05138
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2023)155
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.04172
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2025)053
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.07546
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.139067
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.18149
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136651
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.13405
http://feynrules.irmp.ucl.ac.be/attachment/wiki/ALPsEFT/ALP_linear_UFO.tar.gz

o4

[89] DELPHES 3 Collaboration, J. de Favereau, C. Delaere, P. Demin, A. Giammanco, V. Lemaitre, A. Mertens, and
M. Selvaggi, “DELPHES 3, A modular framework for fast simulation of a generic collider experiment,” JHEP 02 (2014)
057, arXiv:1307.6346 [hep-ex].
[90] C. Cesarotti and G. Krnjaic, “Hitting the Thermal Target for Leptophilic Dark Matter at Future Lepton Colliders,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 135 no. 17, (2025) 171802, arXiv:2404.02906 [hep-phl].
[91] G. Krnjaic et al., “A Snowmass Whitepaper: Dark Matter Production at Intensity-Frontier Experiments,”
arXiv:2207.00597 [hep-ph].
[92] B. Batell, M. Pospelov, and A. Ritz, “Exploring Portals to a Hidden Sector Through Fixed Targets,” Phys. Rev. D 80
(2009) 095024, arXiv:0906.5614 [hep-ph].
[93] P. deNiverville and C. Frugiuele, “Hunting sub-GeV dark matter with the NOvA near detector,” Phys. Rev. D 99 no. 5,
(2019) 051701, arXiv:1807.06501 [hep-phl].
[94] J. R. Jordan, Y. Kahn, G. Krnjaic, M. Moschella, and J. Spitz, “Signatures of Pseudo-Dirac Dark Matter at
High-Intensity Neutrino Experiments,” Phys. Rev. D 98 no. 7, (2018) 075020, arXiv:1806.05185 [hep-ph].
[95] B. Batell, R. Essig, and Z. Surujon, “Strong Constraints on Sub-GeV Dark Sectors from SLAC Beam Dump E137,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 no. 17, (2014) 171802, arXiv:1406.2698 [hep-ph].
[96] E. Izaguirre, G. Krnjaic, P. Schuster, and N. Toro, “New Electron Beam-Dump Experiments to Search for MeV to
few-GeV Dark Matter,” Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 114015, arXiv:1307.6554 [hep-ph].
[97] E. Izaguirre, G. Krnjaic, P. Schuster, and N. Toro, “Testing GeV-Scale Dark Matter with Fixed-Target Missing
Momentum Experiments,” Phys. Rev. D 91 no. 9, (2015) 094026, arXiv:1411.1404 [hep-ph].
[98] BDX Collaboration, M. Battaglieri et al., “Dark Matter Search in a Beam-Dump eXperiment (BDX) at Jefferson Lab,”
arXiv:1607.01390 [hep-ex].
[99] LDMX Collaboration, S. Appert et al., “LDMX — The Light Dark Matter eXperiment,” arXiv:2508.11833 [hep-ex].
[100] NA64 Collaboration, Y. M. Andreev et al., “First Results in the Search for Dark Sectors at NA64 with the CERN SPS
High Energy Muon Beam,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 132 no. 21, (2024) 211803, arXiv:2401.01708 [hep-ex].
[101] Y. Kahn, G. Krnjaic, N. Tran, and A. Whitbeck, “M?: a new muon missing momentum experiment to probe (g — 2),
and dark matter at Fermilab,” JHEP 09 (2018) 153, arXiv:1804.03144 [hep-ph].
[102] G. Krnjaic, D. Rocha, and I. R. Wang, “Discovering Dark Matter with the MUonE Experiment,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 134
no. 16, (2025) 161801, arXiv:2409.00170 [hep-phl].
[103] BaBar Collaboration, J. P. Lees et al., “Search for B — K% and invisible quarkonium decays,” Phys. Rev. D 87
no. 11, (2013) 112005, arXiv:1303.7465 [hep-ex].
[104] NA62 Collaboration, E. Cortina Gil et al., “Measurement of the very rare K™ =7t vv decay,” JHEP 06 (2021) 093,
arXiv:2103.15389 [hep-ex].
[105] NA62 Collaboration, E. Cortina Gil et al., “Measurement of the K+ — 7" 4- v+ decay,” Phys. Lett. B 850 (2024)
138513, arXiv:2311.01837 [hep-ex].
[106] T. Yamazaki et al., “SEARCH FOR A NEUTRAL BOSON IN A TWO-BODY DECAY OF K+ — nt + X°” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 52 (1984) 1089-1091.
[107] M. J. Dolan, F. Kahlhoefer, C. McCabe, and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, “A taste of dark matter: Flavour constraints on
pseudoscalar mediators,” JHEP 03 (2015) 171, arXiv:1412.5174 [hep-ph]. [Erratum: JHEP 07, 103 (2015)].
[108] P. Ball and R. Zwicky, “New results on B — 7, K, n decay formfactors from light-cone sum rules,” Phys. Rev. D 71
(2005) 014015, arXiv:hep-ph/0406232.
[109] A. W. M. Guerrera and S. Rigolin, “Revisiting K — ma decays,” Eur. Phys. J. C 82 no. 3, (2022) 192,
arXiv:2106.05910 [hep-ph].
[110] S. Knapen, T. Lin, and K. M. Zurek, “Light Dark Matter: Models and Constraints,” Phys. Rev. D 96 no. 11, (2017)
115021, arXiv:1709.07882 [hep-ph].
[111] P. Agrawal, A. Parikh, and M. Reece, “Systematizing the Effective Theory of Self-Interacting Dark Matter,” JHEP 10
(2020) 191, arXiv:2003.00021 [hep-ph].


https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2014)057
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2014)057
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6346
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/w1bw-w7wt
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.02906
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.00597
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.095024
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.095024
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.5614
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.051701
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.051701
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.075020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.05185
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.171802
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.2698
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.114015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6554
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.094026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.1404
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01390
https://arxiv.org/abs/2508.11833
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.211803
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.01708
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2018)153
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.03144
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.161801
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.161801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.00170
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.112005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.112005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.7465
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2021)093
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.15389
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.138513
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.138513
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.01837
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.52.1089
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.52.1089
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2015)171
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5174
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014015
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014015
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406232
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10146-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.05910
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.115021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.115021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07882
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)191
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)191
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.00021

%)

[112] K. Griest and D. Seckel, “Three exceptions in the calculation of relic abundances,” Phys. Rev. D 43 (1991) 3191-3203.

[113] D. Hooper, C. Kelso, P. Sandick, and W. Xue, “Closing Supersymmetric Resonance Regions With Direct Detection
Experiments,” Phys. Rev. D 88 no. 1, (2013) 015010, arXiv:1304.2417 [hep-phl].

[114] K. Griest and M. Kamionkowski, “Unitarity Limits on the Mass and Radius of Dark Matter Particles,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
64 (1990) 615.

[115] J. Smirnov and J. F. Beacom, “TeV-Scale Thermal WIMPs: Unitarity and its Consequences,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 4,
(2019) 043029, arXiv:1904.11503 [hep-ph].

[116] K. Blum, Y. Cui, and M. Kamionkowski, “An Ultimate Target for Dark Matter Searches,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 2,
(2015) 023528, arXiv:1412.3463 [hep-ph].

[117] J. Hisano, K. Ishiwata, N. Nagata, and T. Takesako, “Direct Detection of Electroweak-Interacting Dark Matter,” JHEP
07 (2011) 005, arXiv:1104.0228 [hep-ph].

[118] R. J. Hill and M. P. Solon, “Standard Model anatomy of WIMP dark matter direct detection I: weak-scale matching,”
Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 043504, arXiv:1401.3339 [hep-ph].

[119] R. J. Hill and M. P. Solon, “Standard Model anatomy of WIMP dark matter direct detection II: QCD analysis and
hadronic matrix elements,” Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 043505, arXiv:1409.8290 [hep-phl].

[120] A. Berlin, D. Hooper, and S. D. McDermott, “Dark matter elastic scattering through Higgs loops,” Phys. Rev. D 92
no. 12, (2015) 123531, arXiv:1508.05390 [hep-ph].

[121] J. Edsjo and P. Gondolo, “Neutralino relic density including coannihilations,” Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 1879-1894,
arXiv:hep-ph/9704361.

[122] M. Pospelov, A. Ritz, and M. B. Voloshin, “Secluded WIMP Dark Matter,” Phys. Lett. B 662 (2008) 53-61,
arXiv:0711.4866 [hep-ph].

[123] D. Hooper, N. Weiner, and W. Xue, “Dark Forces and Light Dark Matter,” Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 056009,
arXiv:1206.2929 [hep-ph].

[124] A. Berlin, D. Hooper, and G. Krnjaic, “PeV-Scale Dark Matter as a Thermal Relic of a Decoupled Sector,” Phys. Lett.
B 760 (2016) 106-111, arXiv:1602.08490 [hep-ph].

[125] A. Berlin, D. Hooper, and G. Krnjaic, “Thermal Dark Matter From A Highly Decoupled Sector,” Phys. Rev. D 94
no. 9, (2016) 095019, arXiv:1609.02555 [hep-ph].


https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.43.3191
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.015010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.2417
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.615
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.615
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.043029
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.043029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.11503
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.023528
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.023528
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.3463
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2011)005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2011)005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.0228
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.043504
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3339
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.043505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.8290
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.123531
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.123531
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.05390
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.1879
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9704361
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.02.052
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.4866
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.056009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.2929
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.06.037
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.06.037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.08490
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.095019
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.095019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.02555

	A Thermal Relic Encyclopedia: Dark Matter Candidates Coupled to Quarks
	Abstract
	Contents
	Introduction
	Mediator-Standard Model Interactions
	Mediator-Standard Model Annihilation Interactions
	Low-Energy Theorems and Chiral Perturbation Theory
	Mediator Decay Rates to Standard Model Particles

	Calculations and Constraints
	Relic Abundance
	Cosmological Constraints
	Direct Detection
	Indirect Detection
	Accelerator Searches
	Rare Meson Decays

	Dark Matter Models
	Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator
	Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-0 Mediator
	Spin-0 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator
	Spin-1/2 Dark Matter, Spin-1 Mediator

	Results
	Summary
	Appendix: Three-Flavor Meson Chiral Perturbation Theory
	References


