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In this work, we have studied the Vector Scotogenic Model in the context of the

Dark Matter problem. Due to unitarity considerations, we have focused on the sce-

nario with fermion dark matter, finding out that co-annihilations play a fundamental

role in achieving dark matter relic abundance. Moreover, the coannihilation effects

allow to separate the parameter space into two regions with different phenomenol-

ogy. In addition, we have studied the detection prospects of these regions separately,

focusing on signatures that can appear in lepton flavor violating decays, indirect and

direct searches, and the production of these new particles at collider facilities.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The standard model of particle physics (SM) has been highly successful in explaining

fundamental interactions, but it has limitations in accounting for certain phenomena, such

as Dark Matter (DM) and neutrino mass generation. Although the amount of DM in the

Universe is well known [1], its nature remains as a mystery. On the other side, there is no

evidence on the existence of right handed neutrinos, making difficult to explain neutrino

masses by electroweak symmetry breaking. One intriguing possibility is to connect the

apparently independent problems of DM and neutrino mass generation. The first attempt

to solve these two problems in the same framework was the scotogenic model Ref. [2], which

is an extension to the SM by a singlet fermion and a massive scalar SU(2)L doublet. Under

this framework, the neutrinos acquire mass via radiative processes involving the doublet

components. Across the years, many variations of the model have been studied. Among

these model variants, we focus our attention in the Vector Scotogenic Model [3, 4]. In this

variant of the scotogenic paradigm, the doublet has spin 1. This change implies that the

singlet fermion must be left-handed. We have studied this model in the past, in the context

of collider probes of new physics [5]. In this work, we develop a comprehensive analysis

based on dark matter phenomenology, considering its production in the early universe and

the detection prospects nowadays. This paper is structured as follows: In Section II we

review the main features of the model. In Section III we present a preliminary scan varying

only key parameters in the model, in order to understand the production mechanism in the

early universe, and the corresponding implications. In Section IV, we generalize the results

from Section III for the relic abundance. In Section V, we show the constraints arising from

lepton flavor violating processes. In Sections VI and VII we discuss the discovery potential

of these new particles by means of astrophysical signatues: such as indirect detection of dark

matter annihilation and anomalous interactions with nuclei for direct detection. The study

of astrophysical signatues is complemented with the discovery prospects at collider facilities,

detailed in Sections VIII and IX. Finally, we summarize our conclusions in X
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II. THE MODEL

The Vector Scotogenic Model is an extension to the SM composed by a massive vector

doublet, defined as:

Vµ =

 V +
µ

1√
2
(V 1

µ + iV 2
µ )

 ∼ (1, 2, 1/2), (1)

and a left-handed singlet fermion NL ∼ (1, 1, 0), which is assumed to be a Majorana particle.

The SM group is extended by a Z2 symmetry in which the new particles are odd and all

the SM particles are even, assuring stability of the dark sector. The vector doublet presents

electroweak interactions described by the following lagrangian:

LV =− 1

2
(DµVν −DνVµ)

†(DµV ν −DνV µ) +M2
V V

†
µV

µ − 1

ξ
(DµV

µ)†(DνV
ν)

+ κ
[
i
g′

2
V †
µB

µνVν + igV †
µW

µνVν

]
− α2(V

†
µV

µ)(V †
ν V

ν)− α3(V
†
µV

ν)(V †
ν V

µ)

− λ2(Φ
†Φ)(V †

µV
µ)− λ3(Φ

†Vµ)(V
µ†Φ)− λ4

2
[(Φ†Vµ)(Φ

†V µ) + (V µ†Φ)(V †
µΦ)],

(2)

where Dµ stands for the covariant derivative, W µν and Bµν are the field strengths of SU(2)L

and U(1)Y , respectively, and Φ is the SM Higgs doublet.One interesting feature about this

lagrangian is the presence of non minimal gauge interactions, described by the parameters

1/ξ and κ. These terms should play a relevant role for UV completions of the model. Also,

the couplings α2, α3 describe pure interactions among the vector fields. These self-interacting

terms are not relevant for the phenomenological aspects described in this paper, therefore

from now on we will not consider them, However, self-interacting particle dark matter can

be relevant in related fields such as astrophysical structures [6].

In addition,the new fermion interactions are described by the following lagrangian:

LHNL =
1

2
(iN̄ c

Lγ
µ∂µNL −MNN̄

c
LNL)−

∑
k={e,µ,τ}

βkL̄kγ
µṼµNL + h.c., (3)

with Ṽµ = iσ2V
∗
µ . The mass spectrum of the theory can be found in Table I. This model

was firstly studied in Ref. [3] as an extension to the Vector Doublet Dark Matter Model

(VDDMM) studied in Ref. [7], finding out that the model can account for neutrino masses.

After that, the model was probed in the context of the muon g− 2 anomaly by the authors

of Ref. [4]. The capability of the model to solve several problems in theoretical physics
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motivated us to study the model in the context of collider probes for new physics (Ref. [5]).

In the present work, we focus on dark matter phenomenology arising from this model.

which presents two dark matter candidates: the singlet fermion and the neutral compo-

nent of the vector doublet. However, as stated in Ref. [7], perturbative unitarity is achieved

when MV + ≈ MV 1 ≈ MV 2 . In this kinematical regime, the cutoff scale of the theory spans

between 3 to 10[TeV], assuring consistency for vector masses below the TeV scale. Besides,

results in neutrino mass generation [4] show that the mass difference between V 1 and V 2

should be small in order to get β couplings around
√
4π. Since MN is not constrained

by perturbative unitarity, we will consider the simplified case of MV + = MV 1 = MV 2 and

MN ≤ MV + , making NL the only dark matter candidate. It’s worth mentioning that these

fermions don’t carry lepton number, therefore it’s possible to add an arbitrary number of

new singlet fermions without introducing anomalies. Indeed, at least two singlet fermions

are necessary to reproduce the neutrino mixing matrix. Since we are considering the physics

case of fermion DM, we will assume the existence of additional fermions which are much

heavier than the vector fields, and are responsible for neutrino mass generation. In such a

scenario, the coupling of the lightest fermion to leptons is independent of the PMNS matrix,

opening the phenomenology and allowing to scan over different values of these couplings.

Note that, in principle, the β couplings could be complex, inducing CP violating phases.

Since neutrino mass generation is not possible in our simplified setup with 1 fermion, we

restricted ourselves to the scenario where these couplings are real. However, we recognize the

importance of CP phases for future studies where the PMNS matrix is taken into account.

In light of these assumptions, we will consider two benchmark cases, MV + = 200[GeV] (the

low mass regime from now on) and MV + = 800 (the high mass regime from now on). The

low mass regime is motivated by collider limits while the upper bound is the maximum value

consistent with perturbative unitarity. Finally, we define the following control values for the

parameters involving the vector doublet interactions:

1

ξ
= 0, κ = −1, λL ≡ λ2 + λ3 + λ4 = 5. (4)

These choices are motivated by the following reasons: the parameters 1/ξ and κ introduce

modifications on the gauge interactions of the new vector fields, the choice presented here

makes V + more similar to the W , allowing the use of previous results on radiative processes

relating electroweak observables (as will become evident on Section V). On the other hand,
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a positive value of λL helps to push the cutoff scale to higher values, allowing to perform

phenomenological calculations safely.

particle physical mass

V + MV + ≡
√

1
2(2M

2
V − v2λ2)

V 1 MV 1 ≡
√

1
2(2M

2
V − v2[λ2 + λ3 + λ4])

V 2 MV 2 ≡
√

1
2(2M

2
V − v2[λ2 + λ3 − λ4])

NL MN

TABLE I: Mass spectrum of the Vector Scotogenic Model after electroweak Symmetry

Breaking

III. EARLY UNIVERSE DYNAMICS

The thermal equilibrium of the dark sector in the early universe is determined by three

types of processes: direct annihilation of dark fermion pairs, coannihilation involving one

fermion and the new vector field, and the annihilation of the vector field. The relative

contribution of each channel depends on the kinematical regime and the choice of the β

couplings. In order to simplify the analysis, we considered firstly the special case when

βe = βµ = 0. We have used micrOMEGAs [8, 9] to carry out a scan over different values of

MN ,MV + and βτ . As can be seen in Figure 1, dark matter relic density presents a strong

dependence on βτ . When this quantity is small, the early universe dynamics is dominated

by coannihilation and pure vector annihilation, however the contribution of these processes

to the thermally averaged annihilation cross section is suppressed by the Boltzmann factor

B ≈ e−
2(M

V +−MN )

T , becoming relevant only in the nearly degenerate regime MN ∼ MV + , and

allowing to saturate the relic abundance even for small β values. This behavior is analogous

to the one reported in the scalar scotogenic models [10, 11]. It’s worth mentioning that

in the regime where MN ∼ MV + , the relic density is achieved by the vector decay, under

a freeze-in mechanism where the source of dark matter is in thermal equilibrium (which

would correspond to a late freeze-out according to Ref. [12]). Finally, we notice that the

production mechanism of dark matter can affect the abundance of SM leptons, however, the

description of these effects come from a detailed study of the Boltzmann equations for dark
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matter and neutrinos, which are coupled. A detailed description of these effects is beyond

the scope of this work and should be studied elsewhere.
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FIG. 1: Relevant observables related to the early universe dynamics as a function of

MN/M
+
V and different values of βτ . For these plots, we considered MV + = 800[GeV] and

βe = βµ = 0. The solid horizontal gray line in the first panel shows the measured value by

PLANCK.

IV. RELIC DENSITY

In this section we generalize the results from the previous section considering different

values for βe and βµ. We have performed a scan over the parameter space and computed

the DM relic density. We constrained the parameter space considering the PLANCK mea-

surement [1] which is reported as Ωh2 = 0.12± 0.001. As can be seen in Figure 2, the relic

density is inversely proportional to the square sum of the couplings, presenting a strong

suppression. This behavior can be used to define lower limits on the couplings for a given

choice of MN and MV + . However, this is not possible when MV + ≥ 0.8MN , because in this

case the thermal relic density is dominated by coannihilation processes involving the vector

states, and therefore the β couplings don’t play a relevant role. We made a focus on the
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region of the parameter space satisfying 0.11 ≤ Ωh2 ≤ 0.12, where the model can saturate

relic density up to ∼ 90% of the total value. This region can be seen in Figure 3, and it’s

easier to note the change in channel contribution for MV + ≥ 0.8MN . It’s worth mentioning

how the saturation region differs from the approximated results in our previous work [5], a

detailed discussion about this discrepancy can be found in XI.

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 2: Relic density dependence on the squared sum of the β couplings for different

values of MN and MV + .
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FIG. 3: Parameter space points that saturate the dark matter relic abundance.

V. LEPTON FLAVOR VIOLATION

While the DM relic abundance depends on the squared sum of the couplings, these are

constrained by lepton flavor violation (LFV) decays. This type of process is very rare and

the upper bound on these quantities can be seen in Table II. According to Ref. [13] the



9

branching fraction for charged LFV decay has the following form:

Br(li → ljγ)κ=−1 =
|βi|2|βj|2g2ws2wm5

i

64(4π)4M4
V +Γi

|G
(
M2

N/M
2
V +

)
|2, (5)

with

G(x) = −2x3 + 5x2 − x

4(1− x)3
− 3x3

2(1− x)4
lnx. (6)

This expression can be used to define limits on the product of couplings, for instance limits

over |βe||βµ| as is shown in Figure 4. It’s worth mentioning that these limits are valid only

when κ = −1, a different value for this parameter should affect the G(x) function. Under

this parameter setting, the V + magnetic moment has the same form as the W+ magnetic

moment, allowing us to use the results from Ref. [13]. This similarity could be relevant for

UV completions of the model considering a larger gauge group.

process branching fraction upper limit

µ → eγ < 4.2× 10−13

τ → eγ < 3.3× 10−8

τ → µγ < 4.2× 10−8

TABLE II: Current limits on charged LFV decays, taken from Ref. [14].

In order to find points in the parameter space that satisfy both DM and LFV constraint,

we implemented a Log-Likelihood function:

lnL = lnLDM + lnLµ→eγ + lnLτ→µγ + lnLτ→eγ, (7)

where all the likelihood functions are Gaussian. For the dark matter, we have centered

the Gaussian on the Planck measurement for relic abundance, and we have set the standard

deviation equal to the experimental uncertainty. For the LFV constraint, we have considered

Gaussian likelihoods centered at 0 with a standard deviation equal to the upper bounds

presented in Table II (in concordance with the method presented in Ref. [15]). Some

representative likelihood profiles are shown in Figure 5. The scenario with βe ∼ βµ ∼ βτ is

practically excluded, however, the maximum likelihood is obtained when the dark fermion

couples to one lepton family only. The points satisfying βi = 0 and βj << βk are very close

to the maximum likelihood1 for any combination of i, j, k

1 The Log-likelihood difference, ∆ = lnLmax − lnL for these points is proportional to 10−13.
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FIG. 4: Upper limits for the product |βi||βj| (i, j = e, µ, τ) for some reference values of MN

and MV + . We notice that limits are relaxed for higher values of MV + .
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FIG. 5: Log-Likelihood profiles for some special cases, considering MN = 50[GeV]. The

strong constraints arising from µ → eγ impose that at least one coupling should smaller

than the others.
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VI. INDIRECT DETECTION

The annihilation cross section into charged leptons has the following form:

⟨σv⟩(NLNL → l+l−) =

√
1− m2

l

M2
N

m2
l |βl|4(2M2

V + +M2
N −m2

l )

64πM4
V +(M2

V + +M2
N −m2

l )
. (8)

From Eq. 8, it can be seen that the most promising channel for indirect detection is NLNL →

τ+τ− since ⟨σv⟩ as a manifestation of helicity suppression. Therefore, we have studied this

signal considering the exclusion limits from the Fermi-LAT telescope [16]. On the other

hand, the expected sensitivity of CTA [17] could reach the threshold for observing this

process. It’s worth mentioning that these limits were obtained by assuming that DM relic

density is saturated by a single type of particle, therefore we defined F = Ωh2

0.12
as a weight for

underabundant parameter space points. Since annihilation implies the interaction between

two dark matter particles, the annihilation cross section must be weighted as F2⟨σv⟩. The

result can is shown in Figure 6. In general, the model prediction is much lower than the

expected sensitivity of CTA, making the model hard to probe in the near future by means

of CTA. However, there is a small region of the parameter space for low values of MN and

MV + that is excluded by Fermi-LAT,
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 6: Model prediction for indirect detection. It’s worth recalling that these plots were

obtained considering βe = βµ = 0. This choice gives the most optimistic prediction because

higher values for these parameters would reduce the weighting factor.

VII. DIRECT DETECTION

Since we restricted ourselves to the physics case of fermion dark matter, DM interactions

with nucleons arise only at 1 loop level (See Figure 8), as expected for socotogenic-like models

[18]. The main contribution comes from the anomalous coupling of majorana fermions to

the photon, which is known as the anapole moment [19]. This interaction is described by

the effective interaction:

Leff =
A
2
N̄Lγµγ5NL∂νF

µν , (9)
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where F µν is the fiels strength of the photon. According to Ref. [19], the parameter A gas

the following form:

A =
∑

i=e,µ,τ

2e

96π2M2
N

|βi|2F
(

mi

MN

,
MV +

MN

)
, (10)

where

F(µ, η) =
3

2
log(µ2/η2) + (3η2 − 3µ2 − 7)f(µ, η), (11)

and

f(µ, η) =


1

2
√
∆
log

(
µ2+η2−1+

√
∆

µ2+η2−1−
√
∆

)
if ∆ ̸= 0

2
(µ2−η2)2−1

if ∆ = 0
(12)

with ∆ ≡ (µ2+η2−1)2−4µ2η2. Note that this result is valid on the assumption of κ = −1,

where the charged vector interaction with the photon has the same structure than the W. As

is shown in Ref. [19], the anapole moment is constrained by direct detection experiments,

in particular, we focused our attention on exclusion limits provided by XENON1T [20], as

long with the expected sensitivity expected at XENONnT [21]. As can be seen in Figure

7, most of parameter space points avoid these constraints, however the kinematical regime

with small vector masses and large couplings could be probed in the near future.
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 7: Model prediction for direct detection. It’s worth recalling that these plots were

obtained considering βe = βµ = 0. The anapole moment is normalized by the nuclear

magnetron µN defined as µN = e/2mp
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FIG. 8: One loop contribution to DM-nucleon cross section considering fermion dark

matter. It’s worth mentioning that there is another contribution coming from the coupling

of electroweak bosons to leptons, however the topology is quite similar.
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VIII. VECTOR PRODUCTION AT THE LHC

The structure of the model allows the electroweak pair production of the new vector states

at the LHC. We simulated the parton level production of vector states using Madgraph5

aMC@NLO version 3.5.0 [22] focusing on the scenario where at least one of the vectors is

charged, this is because the neutral components decay only via V 1 → NLν, which doesn’t

leave detector traces, therefore the production of neutral vectors will produce the same signal

studied in Ref. [7] regarding mono-X signals and shall not be considered in the present work.

Results can be seen in Figure 9.

200 300 400 500 600 700 800
MV +

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

[p
b]

pp V + V
pp V + V1

pp V V1

FIG. 9: Parton level cross sections for the production of the vector states at the LHC,

considering
√
s = 13[TeV].

Of course, the vector states are unstable in the fermion dark matter scenario, therefore we

need to perform a detailed study of the charged vector decay width. The main contribution

comes from V ± → NLl
±:

Γ(V ± → NLl
±) = (|βe|2 + |βµ|2 + |βτ |2)

(M2
V + −M2

N)
2(2M2

V + +M2
N)

(48πM5
V +)

. (13)

However, the hadronic decay V ± → V 1,2π± may become relevant if we relax our assumption

about the mass splitting of the vector states. Following the procedure of [23], we introduce

the W-pion mixing

LWπ =
gfπVud

2
√
2

W+
µ ∂µπ− + h.c., (14)
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FIG. 10: Decay length as a function of MN/MV + . For this plot, we considered βe = βµ = 0.

In this plot it’s clear that, in the strong coannihilation regime, the β plays a secondary role

on achieving the correct relic density, allowing for lower values for this parameter.

where fπ = 130[MeV] is the pion decay constant and Vud is the element of the CKM matrix

regarding the pion constituents.. Under this setup, the decay width has the following form:

Γ(V ± → V 1π±) =
g4wf

2
πV

2
ud

6144πM4
WM5

V +M2
V 1

(M4
V 1 + (M2

V + −m2
π)

2 + 2M2
V +(5M2

V + −m2
π))×

(M2
V + −M2

V 1)2
√
m4

π − 2m2
π(M

2
V + +M2

V 1) + (M2
V + −M2

V 1)2.

(15)

Even if we would have considered a mass splitting between the vector fields, the leptonic

decay is larger than the hadronic. As can be seen in Figure 10, the leptonic decay is

considerably larger, except on the region where MN ∼ MV + and βi ≤ 10−5. Besides, the

pion decay only opens at MV +−MV 1
≥ 134[MeV]. For lower values the vector mass splitting,

the leptonic decay dominates. We focused our attention in the region where MN ∼ MV + ,

since the β couplings can be small and avoid dark matter over abundance. This region could

be probed at CMS [24]. According to this reference, displaced muons with pT > 26[GeV]

can be reconstructed (there are additional cuts for the definition of the acceptance region,

but for the sake of a general discussion we will consider only this cut). The energy of the

displaced muon depends only on the kinematics and therefore on the mass difference between

the vector and the dark fermion. Taking this considerations, this region of the parameter

space can be probed under this setup, as can be seen in Figure 11.
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FIG. 11: Region of the parameter space that can be probed by means of displaced muons

searches. Since these searches are sensitive to the muon pT , the sensitive region is highly

dependent on the kinematics of the event

. These limits are derived from neglecting the muon mass.

IX. PROMPT SEARCHES AT THE LHC

In a previous work, we demonstrated that the production of 2 dark fermions can produce a

distinctive signal at the LHC [5], which is composed by a same flavor opposite sign lepton pair

and missing energy. In that work, we fixed κ = 1, therefore we used Madgraph5 aMC@NLO

version 3.5.0 [22] to compute the cross section of the process pp → NLNLµ
+µ− for some

benchmark points and κ = 1,−1, as can be seen in Table III. Firstly, we can note that the

cross sections are slightly higher for κ = −1 for all benchmark points. On the other hand, we

notice that the scenario where βµ >> βe, βτ predicts cross sections that are inconsistent with

the ATLAS upper limits [25], therefore this scenario is disregarded. Finally, the scenario

where βτ >> βe, βµ predicts smaller cross sections due to the decay width suppression,

making this scenario more promising, predicting small cross sections at colliders and the

highest possible indirect detection rate. For the sake of completeness, we computed the

production cross section for different parameter space points, relating this value with the

predicted relic density. following the methodology presented in our previous work [5], we

corrected the parton level cross section by means of considering detector efficiency effects
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MV + [GeV] βe βµ βτ σκ=1[fb] σκ=−1[fb]

200 0.00 0.06 0.63 6.98× 10−5 1.29× 10−4

200 0.00 0.64 0.00 1.1× 103 2× 103

500 0.00 0.01 1.56 1.47× 10−7 4.21× 10−8

500 0.00 1.56 0.00 8.7 24.9

800 0.00 0.06 2.49 1.56× 10−7 5.71× 10−7

800 0.00 2.5 0.00 0.47 1.7

TABLE III: Benchmark points that saturate relic density and the parton level production

cross section for different values of κ. All the cross sections were obtained for a fixed value

of MN = 50[GeV].

and relevant selection criteria, obtaining:

σeff = ϵAσparton, (16)

where ϵ parametrizes the detector efficiency and A is the acceptance obtained from applying

the cutflow (more details in [5]). With this effective cross section, we are able to recast

ATLAS results [25] for searches in the dilepton + /ET channel. It’s important to note that,

ince we are interested in HL-LHC projections, we are keeping the most optimistic value of

ϵ = 0.55 for the detector efficiency.

As can be seen in Figure 12, there is an inverse relation between these two variables, and

the βτ parameter plays a key role in this correlation. Additionally, we included the expected

sensitivities ZHL for the HL-LHC at 3000[fb−1], showing that the model can account for a

significant fraction of the dark matter relic abundance and be probed at the HL-LHC.
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FIG. 12: Correlations between the production cross section and relic density, for

βe = 0, κ = −1,MV + = 800[GeV],MN = 50[GeV] and different values for βµ. The dashed

lines represent the exclusion limits in both observables.

X. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we studied the dark matter phenomenology of the Vector Scotogenic Model,

composed by a massive vector doublet under SU(2)L and a left-handed Majorana fermion.

We focused on the scenario where the fermion is the dark matter candidate. We separated
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the parameter space into two regions, depending on the mass splitting between the singlet

fermion and the new vector states. When the fermion mass is not comparable to the vector

mass, the early universe dynamics is dominated by fermion annihilation, and it is possible

to define lower bounds on the couplings between the new fields and the SM leptons. When

the mass split is small enough, vectors have a significant contribution to the annihilation

cross section, contributing to the relic density even when the above mentioned couplings

are small. On the other hand, both regimes can be probed at colliders, the first one with

prompt searches and the second one under the paradigm of long living particles. Besides

that, the annihilation cross section is too small to be probed in the context of indirect

detection, however, the anomalous coupling of the Majorana fermion to photons via the

anapole moment allows us to make optimistic predictions for direct detection facilities.
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XI. APPENDIX A: COMPARISON OF THE COMPLETE AND

APPROXIMATED CALCULATION OF RELIC DENSITY

In our previous work, we used the results from Ref. [4] to set lower limits on the parameter

space, using the following expression:

⟨σv⟩0 =
∑

k,k′={e,µ,τ}

|β∗
kβk′ |2

M2
N

8π

(
1 +

8Tf

MN

)(
1

M4
V +

+
4

(M2
V 1 +M2

V 2)2

)
. (17)

This quantity allows to estimate dark matter relic density, demanding that ⟨σv⟩0 ≥ 3 ×

10−9[GeV −2]. This constraint is a rough estimation, and therefore we decided to compare

our present results with this expression. As can be seen in Figure 13, our current results

present a stronger constraint on the parameter space. However, taking a more stringent

limit of ⟨σv⟩0 ≥ 3× 10−8[GeV −2] gives closer results to the micrOMEGAs calculation. On
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the other hand, Eq. (17) doesn’t account for co-annihilations, therefore it fits well the region

where MN << MV + , but it doesn’t describe well the nearly degenerate regime.
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v 0 = 3 × 10 9[GeV 2]
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FIG. 13: Comparison between the rough approximation considered in our previous work

and the relic density computation with micrOMEGAs.
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