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The Standard Mode|

Works extremely well!



Why We Still Have a Job

Hard Evidence Strong Suggestion



A Compelling Origin for DM
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A Connection

COMPOSITION OF THE COSMOS
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WIMP-Nucleon Cross Section [cm 2]
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Searching for SUSY at the LHC

ATLAS SUSY Searches* - 95% CL Lower Limits
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A Different Connection?

Hard Evidence Strong Suggestion



A Different Connection?

Hard Evidence Strong Suggestion



Why Flavored Dark Matter?

The particle nature of DM is unknown.

All SM matter appears in three copies and the origin of
the flavor structure is also unknown.

It IS Interesting to explore the phenomenological
consequences If DM also transforms under flavor

Can existing experiments probe this scenario while
continuing to push deeper into WIMP parameter space?

Can FDM be experimentally distinguished from a single
DM species?



FDM : Basic Setup

Consider non-flavor blind coupling to SM.
SM \ SM \
/ ] VS. /

Coupling to light quarks is ruled out by direct detection

3rd generation quarks OK, but leptons present additional
Interesting features.

g g



Basic Setup

Choose ! and

to be SU(2) singlets.

' carries hypercharge, electric charge. ' ; #
One of ! and’ spin-0, the other Is spin-1/2

Random flavor structure will lead to LFV processes.

L" (1! e +h.c. (global U(1) keeps ! stable)

requires

| p! ey # 16) 2 ma |
.. . ) m ¥ 5 10 3




Flavor Structure

In the Minimal Flavor Violation framework, the SM
Yukawas are the only source of flavor breaking.

Additional spurions: [m,]:/ and L " (|!'e" +h.c.
Assign ! toa3of SU(3). . Then

)\ji = (Crf]l + yTy)ji and [m,]7 = (mol + Am yTy)%.j

are consistent with MFV and LFV processes are
eliminated.



Spectrum

my .
mi
m, ’
or
m, '
m, m

Only the lightest ! is stable, however when
the splittings are too small for tree-level |
decays, the heavier states can have #" H;*



Additional Couplings

When ! s a scalar, it can also have a marginal
coupling to the SM Higgs

1
Vscalar = #n(H H $ SvE)%+ g ity + #en! [ 1iH H o+ #(11)°

The cross-term can have either sign. Potential is well
behaved as long as

1
#y >0, #s>0,  #p#s> Z#ﬁh.

Non-universal couplings also possible. Would lead to
additional mass splittings after EWSB.



Relic Abundance

! N f ! AN /h ! N\ W,Z
N AN / N\
N \ / \
\ h N/ \ h
— - = - X == -
7 / \ /
7 / N\ /
/ / AN /
g fo g - N h g - W, Z

chirality suppressed.
also velocity suppressed
for fermion DM

velocity suppressed velocity suppressed
for fermion DM for fermion DM

! \\ / H
Generically, O(1) couplings required - |
for correct relic abundance. @// \\ ,

s-wave chirality suppressed
for scalar DM



Direct Detection

L ,
1 1" coupling Is loop-suppressed on the DM side

Higgs coupling to nucleons is also secretly loop
suppressed. Amplitudes comparable.

Effects of interference cancel between ! and 7

Not If asymmetric!



Asymmetric FDM

Assume high scale leptogenesis

1 _
L lepton = é(MN)ij I\ICR,i NR,;

+ yi BHegrj + y'BiHNg; +h.c.

FDM interaction: Can asymmetry be transferred to b9



Asymmetric FDM

#; B"er; has U(1) Needs to be broken
(preserve /)

Add Ls = y&SNgj +h.c. S need not be light.
N - S
N / N /
< = < N
R S S Il o

Size of phases: yii vs ¥i determines M,



Direct Detection

2 2
#se 2 m$

Scalar DM: b $*!1'$ ' F,» with b # oA Lt 3N e

and  v#,,!'!h

L TR -
non-relativistic: Le =" # "N$,N+ )" "NN.
. eQn b
with o' = Q; ,
] $
! |
N _ - "hIMN 2 I (N)o
=z Totg fia

g=u,d,s



Direct Detection

Combine with: 1", N &4 W$HN§', N"=4m-my,
"N §5!"WN§§', N"=2my.

to get CY =4m-myc +2myc)

Total cross section Is:

(2
Uy = 1 1 ZC +(A# Z)CV
16& m- + my




1.5

Direct Detection

Coupling scan
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Indirect Detection

When tree level decays are possible:
Only the lightest ! is around today.

For symmetric case, annihilations to leptons, or
through the Higgs portal.

For asymmetric case, there is no signal.

There Is one other Interesting case: What If tree level
decays are not possible ?



Near-Degeneracy

How small can splittings be?

If no tree-level ' mass splitting from the UV,
dominant splitting from wavefunction if O

renormalization ~ y/2. | j
= (mat + '),

Q M ¢ "y # Yai) V2
m, 16% m$
#

For OgenerlcO parameters, this gives ~keV spllttmg
between - " " and ~eV splitting between " e
(" Is heaviest)



Dipole Transitions

With splittings < 2Me , all tree level decays
kinematically forbidden, loop decays mr,

suppressed, all three ! flavors around today.

OcoupletC
Now consider effect of very small but nonzero
breaking of U(1)3 m,

y U

: - : m
Dipole transitions are possible e

_ 122 (#my )°my

T 102445 mé

(fermion ' )



A Novel Signal

“u # e hastoo small energy, rate.

For m =150 GevVand %m # 10°s, " # e has a
rate in the ballpark of the claimed X-ray line. For! $ 1
this gives #! %10 8

=12.4 eV

=i

Novel prediction: Double line $o

Percent level resolution required. Close to kinetic
broadening.

Signal present for both symmetric and asymmetric
cases.



The Couplet vs. other constraints
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The Couplet vs. other constraints

Asymmetric case has no tension between indirect
detection in X-rays and other constraints.

Symmetric case Is less trivial.
Without Higgs coupling, relic abundance is all FDM

(' m)?2 and "! v# parametrically aligned. Indirect
detection constraints weakened for larger M,

One can approximate:

1
. V#eff,e + = 6"! VA " V#eff, 0p — 6"! VH
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Collider Signatures

Since’ carries SM charge, it can be pair produced at
colliders. Subsequent decays give leptons + MET

T+t T [T [~ ++

——/——— X+ oF /--- X ot Jé/ X~

----- X ¢ "ix" X o --T-- X
\ A i R

Flavor / charge correlations can be used to distinguish
FDM and vanilla DM.



LFDM-Symmetric Case

=




LFDM-Asymmetric Case

= @




Conclusions

WIMP paradigm + hierarchy problem suggests vanilla DM (SUSY),
so far not observed. Worthwhile to explore different approaches
that current experiments are also sensitive to.

In FDM, DM comes in three generations just like visible matter. A
number of novel phenomenological features, distinct signatures to
distinguish it from vanilla DM.

Lepton FDM: Possible connection to matter/antimatter asymmetry,
may have weaker bounds from direct and indirect detection
experiments. Possibly consistent with X-ray signal. Leptons + MET
at the LHC.

(Advertisement) Top FDM: Connection to 3rd generation also
possible, consistent with relic abundance + direct detection. Tops
+MET at the LHC, possibility of displaced vertices.



Additional Material



Higgs Couplings for Fermion FDM

One can reproduce the same coupling structure even
when! is a fermion.

L termion ! P ;—!q! iH H.
This can arise e.g. by integrating out TeV-scale scalar.
Lx = uxH HX + gX¥
For consistency we should also include |H|*|" |* term,

however this has no phenomenological conseguence
unless’ is very light.



Direct Detection (Fermion FDM)

Fermion DM: b ' »"# ,F"* + w 'Bi%" F**

and tlen'8 h

| §e 2. m2
' - $ %
. = + =
with b = # e 1+ 5log
PR
ull_ 6 2 %

non-relativistic:

Le =)™ NN + cV"$ *"N$,N

+cg*i0/§‘“t—§" NK N with CCNQ = eQn W,

e Ken
+qu ik S NI % ke N,

= Z

= 1 epn W



Direct Detection (Fermion FDM)

S e L T T T .
450 ... < Neglect dipole
43— dipole only —i . i jp— i
charge and dipole —f ! N H# “| N#HN ' ! N#: 4m| mN )
= " N™ NN'", N#=4m my.
5 Combine:
15_ m. = 500 GeV _i (:N :4m! mNCQI +4m! My CI’I\II
0.5 =
056100 150 200 250 300 350 400
m, [GeV] "
| 2 2
N — | - ez g lo m$
$
Cr|\1| = ' hM %84_ z & f'l('N)(
vmz 9 :
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Direct Detection (Fermion FDM)
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