2409.17217v2 [hep-ph] 2 Oct 2024

arxXiv

Annihilating to the Darker: A Cure for WIMP

Wan-Zhe Fen and Zi-Hui Zhangm
Center for Joint Quantum Studies and Department of Physics,
School of Science, Tiangin University, Tiangin 300350, PR. China
(Dated: October 3, 2024)

We propose that the non-observation of WIMPs may be explained by dark matter primarily
annihilating to the darker concealed sector while coupling to the standard model with only minimal
strength. To demonstrate this scenario, we focus on the WIMP dark matter candidate from a U(1),
hidden sector, which couples more strongly to another concealed U(1). sector than to the standard
model. We explore two possible cases for the evolution of dark particles among hidden sectors:
(1) The WIMP annihilates efficiently and achieves the observed relic density with the assistance
of the concealed sector. (2) The WIMP transforms into another type of dark matter within the
concealed sector and attains the observed relic density. Annihilating to the darker explains why
WIMPs have remained undetected, and all WIMP models will continue to hold interest.

Introduction.—The null detection of weakly interact-
ing massive particle (WIMP) as dark matter candi-
date has placed significant strain on a large number of
dark matter models. The increased intensity and pre-
cision of probes into dark matter through various di-
rect [IH6] and indirect [7HI0O] detection experiments sig-
nificantly narrow down the parameter space for majority
of WIMP dark matter models. The reason is remark-
ably straightforward: to achieve a sufficiently large an-
nihilation cross-section capable of reducing the amount
of dark matter to match the observed relic density, the
couplings of dark matter to Standard Model particles
must inevitably be large. This leads to substantial elas-
tic scattering cross-sections between the dark matter and
hadrons which have been already excluded by direct
detection experiments.[31] Additionally, the same large
dark matter annihilation cross-sections also produce no-
ticeable indirect detection signals for dark matter, which
as well haven’t yet been detected.

It is widely accepted that dark matter resides in one or
multiple hidden sectors, which exist generally in various
GUT models and string theory. Since dark matter hasn’t
been detected other than gravitational observations, it is
possible that dark matter undergoes strong interactions
within multiple hidden sectors, while only ultraweakly
coupled to the Standard Model. Thus in this new era
of dark matter research, it is essential to explore inter-
actions among multiple hidden sectors that contain dark
matter candidates.[32]
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FIG. 1. Annihilating to the darker: WIMPs from the hidden
sector primarily freezes out into a darker concealed sector
rather than into the Standard Model.

In this letter, we explore a novel framework in which
the WIMP resides within the first hidden sector, strongly
interacts with another concealed sector that is more
weakly coupled to the Standard Model, making it
“darker”. Thus the WIMP primarily annihilates into
this darker concealed sector rather than into the Stan-
dard Model, as illustrated in Fig.[[] The WIMP exhibits
relatively modest couplings with Standard Model parti-
cles, and is hence not yet discovered by direct detection
experiments under the current sensitivity. We investigate
two distinct possibilities:

e Case 1: The WIMP from the hidden sector mainly
freezes out into the concealed sector, yielding a relic
density of approximately 0.12. Particles within
the concealed sector consequently decay or annihi-
late to Standard Model particles, resulting in their
eventual disappearance in the Universe.

e Case 2: The WIMP from the hidden sector pri-
marily freezes out into the concealed sector, leav-
ing only a subdominant portion, while particles in
the concealed sector constitute the majority of the
dark matter.

Annihilating to the darker is broadly applicable and
may explain why all WIMP models have remained unde-
tected. The core concept is straightforward and holds the
potential to revitalize various WIMP models previously
considered obsolete, aligning with this paradigm.

The model.—For simplicity and concreteness, we focus
on the dark matter candidate as a U(1), charged fermion
Xz residing in a U(1), hidden sector, with its mass situ-
ated in the traditional WIMP region, i.e., 1 — 200 GeV.
The dark matter y, freezes out into Standard Model par-
ticles but predominantly into the concealed U(1). sec-
tor, due to the U(1), sector coupling more strongly to
U(1)¢, shown in Fig. Also for simplicity, we discuss
the dark U(1) gauge bosons achieving mass via Stueck-
elberg mechanism [I6]. The case of dark Higgs fields
breaking the dark U(1) symmetries can be treated in the



Hidden Sector Concealed Sector

U(Dc

FIG. 2. A Graphic illustration of a two-U(1) model. The
WIMP dark matter x, primarily freezes out to x. and Z.
from the darker concealed U(1). sector, while only a small
fraction freezes out into Standard Model particles. In Case 1,
Q. h? ~ 0.12, and X, is subdominant. In Case 2, x, mainly
transforms to x. with Qxch2 ~ 0.12.

same way. In the unitary gauge, one has U(1), gauge
boson X, with mass set larger than the mass of x,.[33]

We focus on the case that all of Standard Model par-
ticles are not charged under U(1),, and the U(1), sector
connects with the Standard Model via kinetic mixing [I§]
and/or mass mixing [I9-21]. In this case the U(1), gauge
coupling can be substantial while the mixing parameters
must remain small.

The total effective Lagrangian of the model is given by

»C = »CSM + »Chid + »Ccon + »Cmix ) (1)

where Lyid, Leon, Lmix are given by
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where the dark fermion x,(x.) is charged +1 under
U(1)(U(1).), 91(d2) is the kinetic mixing parameter for
U(1l)y and U(1)y(U(1)e) and d2 > ;. Mass mixing
is common among multiple hidden sectors and can be
generated through either the dark Higgs or Stueckel-
berg mechanism, characterized by the parameter M,, in
Eq. (). Especially, the mass mixing has well-motivated
string theory origin [22], see [23] for a general discussion.

Now we rewrite the Lagrangian in the gauge eigenbasis
VT = (C, X, B, A%), with the kinetic mixing matrix and
mass mixing matrix given by
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To obtain the couplings of the physical gauge bosons with
fermions, a simultaneous diagonalization of both the ki-
netic and mass mixing matrices brings the original basis
into physical mass eigenbasis ET = (7., Z!, A, Z) with
a 4 x 4 rotation matrix R such that V = RE.

The interactions between gauge bosons and fermions
can be determined from

ACint = (gch7ngw7gYJYa92J3)RE7 (7)

where Jy,Js, J,,J. are the hypercharge current, the
SU(2) neutral current and the U(1),,U(1). dark current
respectively

= XA "Xes I =XaV"Xa s S =T " Prfi, (8)
Jy =Y, iV Pofi+ Y, fiv" Prfi - 9)

The coupling of the U(1), sector to the Standard Model
is of the order of g,d;, which is set by both the dark
matter direct detection and collider constraints. The
couplings of the U(1). sector to the Standard Model are
weaker due to the indirect mixing effect.

In addition to the conventional dark matter annihi-
lation channels to Standard Model fermions (xzXz —
fi£:),[34] which are insufficient to deplete the abundance
of x,, new annihilation channels to the concealed sec-
tOr XaXe — XeXe, ZuZb, ZLZ! Z 7! significantly reduce
Xz abundance down to the observed relic density value.
Gauge bosons 7!, Z! decay into Standard Model fermions
prior to Big Bang nucleosynthesis.

The full Boltzmann equations which govern the evolu-
tion of all dark particles are given in the Appendix.

Ezperimental constraints.—The most stringent con-
straints on 1 — 200 GeV dark matter arise from direct
detection experiments and collider data.

Direct detection constraints The spin-independent
cross-section for dark matter scattering off a nucleon is
given by

ost = 15 it (A= DI w0

p A2 ’

where A, Z are the mass number and atomic number re-
spectively, p, = mpm, /(mp +m,) is the WIMP-proton
reduced mass. The effective WIMP couplings to protons
and neutrons fp, f,, are given by the quark effective cou-
plings fp = 2f, +f4, fn = fu +2f4, and are calculated from
the effective operators

(11)

Lg = FuXVuxuy"u, L = faxvuxdy*d,

where the effective couplings are given by

alGura T Jura al9dra + Ydra
R (g 2LMgg R );fd:ZgX (gzLMgg ra)
a a
(12)
In the above expressions, g;, represents the coupling of
gauge bosons a = Z, Z! Z' to fermion and anti-fermion



pairs 4¢ where i = X4, Xe, UL, Ug, dr,, dg. Both x, from
U(1), sector and x. from U(1). sector are dark matter
candidates and are thus subject to the direct detection
constraints. In the WIMP mass range under considera-
tion, direct detection experiments [IH6] impose the most
stringent constraints on the model.

Indirect detection constraints The main constraint
on indirect detection of stable dark matter arises from its
annihilation to Standard Model particles. In the analysis
we used constraints from CMB [7], AMS02 [8], Fermi [9]
and CTA [I0] for various Standard Model final states.
Dark matter annihilating into hidden sectors is also re-
stricted by xx — Z'Z’ — SM processes for U(1) mod-
els [24]. We find that in the WIMP mass region, indirect
detection constraints are not significant compared with
direct detection and collider constraints.

Collider constraints The Z’ boson can be produced
at hadron colliders through the Drell-Yan process and de-
tected as a resonance in the final state dilepton invariant
mass spectrum. The ATLAS and CMS collaborations
provide the most sensitive searches for Z’ decays into
the dilepton final state [25] [26]. We obtain the collider
constraints for the U(1), gauge boson by rescaling the
collider limits of the Sequential Standard Model gauge
boson Ziq, [27].

Benchmark models and Phenomenology.—After care-
fully solving the coupled Boltzmann equations detailed in
the Appendix to trace the evolution of all dark particles,
we present benchmark models for Case 1 (Q,,h? ~ 0.12)
and Case 2 (Q,,h% ~ 0.12) in Tablesand respectively
(all masses are in units of GeV). Parameters are chosen to
satisfy all current experimental constraints, especially en-
suring that dark matter-nucleon spin-independent cross-
sections are one order of magnitude below the strictest
existing limits.

For Case 1, although y, couples ultraweakly with the
Standard Model particles, it annihilates efficiently with
the assistance of the U (1), sector. In this case, depleting
Xz sufficiently requires only a U(1). gauge boson, and
Xe 18 not necessary for the model, though it is retained
for a more comprehensive discussion. We present Models
la — 1d,1d’ for Case 1, which feature both kinetic and
mass mixing between U(1), and U(1)., characterized by
02 and M, respectively. We highlight that pure kinetic
mixing, with M, set to zero, is fully effective for all cases.

Model 1d’ holds special interest since asymmetric dark
matter models typically predict an O(1) GeV dark mat-
ter particle to explain the cosmic coincidence puzzle [28-
30]. To ensure that the asymmetric component consti-
tutes the majority of dark matter, the symmetric portion
must undergo further freeze-out to constitute less than
10% of the total dark matter relic density. Using the
mechanism described in the letter, the symmetric por-
tion in Model 1d’ is readily depleted to 10%.

For Case 2, x, primarily freezes out into the U(1). sec-
tor and transforms into y., becoming the dominant dark
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FIG. 3. Evolution of dark particles in Models 1b (above)
and 2b (below), both including a 100 GeV WIMP y, that
primarily annihilates to the concealed sector. In model 1b,
Xz is the dominant dark matter candidate whereas in model
2b, x. constitutes the majority of the dark matter.

matter candidate, while y, leaves only a subdominant
portion. In Table [T, we show two types of benchmarks,
both include kinetic and mass mixing. Models 2¢’ and
2d’ represent a specific type of models where the dark
matter y. is the lightest among the entire hidden sector.

Fig. [3] illustrates the evolution of dark particles for
Models 1b and 2b, both featuring an undetected 100 GeV
WIMP yx,. In Model 1b, x, depletes efficiently and serves
as the primary dark matter candidate, while in Model 2b
Xc becomes the dominant dark matter candidate.

Conclusion.—WIMP is one of the most extensively
studied dark matter candidates in history. The non-
observation of WIMPs in direct detection experiments
poses a significant threat to numerous WIMP models. In
this letter, we discuss the possibility that the absence of
WIMP discoveries may be attributed to more complex
interactions among hidden sectors beyond the Standard
Model. Dark matter couples to another concealed sec-
tor with much larger strength than it does to the Stan-
dard Model sector. Thus, in addition to freezing out
into Standard Model particles with only a small fraction,
which may still provide direct detection signals for fu-
ture experiments, most thermal WIMPs predominantly
annihilate into a darker concealed sector, as illustrated
in Fig. [ This scenario is demonstrated by a simple
two-U(1) model depicted in Fig. Two distinct cases
have been investigated with the WIMP either depletes
efficiently into the concealed sector or transforms to an-
other form of dark matter within the concealed sector.
We propose that many nearly excluded WIMP models
remain of interest since the dark matter is primarily an-
nihilating to the darker concealed sector and continue to
hold potential for future dark matter detections.



Model [ me [ me | My [ Me | My | Mg | Mg, 51 5o G ge | b’ Q..h°
la 200 [ 90 [ 210 | 80 | 100 | 211 65 | 1x10"7T[0.15]0525 | 06| 012 | 7.5x107°
1b 100 | 70 | 120 | 60 | 60 121 | 51.5 [ 3x107° [ 0.1 04 [06] 012 |20x10~°
1lc 10 6 15 4 3 15 4 6x105 1005 014 |06 012 | 7.7x107*
1d 1 |05 16 ]03] 03 1.6 03 [1x107*]0.01]0055]04] 012 |[15x107*
1d’ 1 0516 03] 03] 1.6 03 [1x107*]001] 017 |04 ] 0012 | 49x10°

TABLE I. Case 1 benchmark models: The WIMP dark matter x, mainly freezes out into the concealed sector, and remains
undetected. Model 1d’ demonstrates that models with O(1) GeV asymmetric dark matter candidates can efficiently reduce the
symmetric portion to less than 10% under the mechanism described in this letter.

Model [ me [ me [ Mo [ Mc | My | Mz | My, 5 32 G ge QL h? Q. A
2a 200 | 165 | 210 | 160 | 160 | 221 | 103 | 4x10~> | 0.3 | 0.6 | 0.31 0.017 0.103
2b 100 | 90 [ 110 | 80 70 112 67 [ 2x107° | 0.2 [0.6 | 0.235 0.010 0.11
2 10 7 12 | 6.5 5 12 6.3 | 1x10°] 02 060075 15%x10"° | 0.12
2d 1 05 | 1.6 | 0.3 [ 0.3 1.6 03 [1x107*] 01 [06] 002 |63x10"%] 0.12
2c 10 7 12 9 58 | 126 | 82 [ 1x107° 10005 [ 06 | 06 |85x10"% [ 0.12
2d’ 1 o065 1210821 03 1.2 [ 081 [ 1x107*]0.001 |05 046 | 3.0x10~* | 0.12

TABLE II. Case 2 benchmark models: The WIMP dark matter x, primarily freezes out into the concealed sector, converting
to X¢, the dominant dark matter candidate, and leaving only a small fraction remaining in the Universe. Models 2¢' and 2d’
represent a specific type of models where the dark matter candidate x. is the lightest particle in the entire hidden sector.
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Appendiz..—The full Boltzmann equations are given by
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