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In this paper, we provide a set of Hermitian interactions for quantum fields based on Elko,
considering the recent achievements concerning the most general form of singular spinors and Wigner
degeneracy. We consider Hermiticity and renormalizability a criterion to define the derivative Elko-
Higgs interaction as the suitable candidate for a dark coupling. Then, the free parameters of the
model are fixed by cosmological constraints on the dark matter abundance, bounds on the Higgs
invisible decays, and limits on the electron-dark matter scattering mediated by the Higgs.

I. INTRODUCTION

The analysis of a wide set of galaxy rotation curves and gravitational lensing effects associated with their clusters
indicates that there exists a type of matter beyond the observed luminous one [1, 2]. The mass profiles of galaxies,
computed using mass-to-light ratios in the stellar disks and stellar distributions in spirals, are incompatible with
the mass profile obtained from the observation of rotation curves. This conundrum can be solved by assuming the
existence of dark matter (DM) distributed from the galaxy center out to the galactic halo. DM comprises 26.8%
of the mass-energy content of the universe, which is dominant compared to the baryonic content which reckons
for about 5% of the entire energy density. DM forged the development and the settling of cosmic structures by
way of gravitational instability. When the observed distribution in large galaxies redshift surveys is compared to
computational simulations regarding the large structure formation, one concludes that any fundamental particle
comprising DM is non-relativistic, from the moment it ceased scattering in the early universe, motivating the cold
DM (CDM) scenario [3]. This observational corroboration yielded the ACDM model. DM possibly undergoes a very
weak coupling with the photon and all kinds of ordinary matter. These features explain the difficulty in measuring
DM, whose most relevant phenomenological signatures come from the gravitational sector. Beyond cosmological and
galactic scales, there is also recent interest in laboratory detection such as in nucleon recoil experiments, such as the
XENON-nT [4, 5] and the LUX-ZEPLIN [6]. These laboratory searches motivate complementary research on the DM
microscopic nature as well as its specific particle representation.

One of the great mysteries in physics yet to be unraveled is related to the compositions of DM. There are several
unsolved questions regarding the DM composition, whether it can described by any fundamental particles, and which
interactions are allowed. Among all the presumed candidates to encompass DM, the theory of mass dimension one
fermions based on Elko spinors has gained considerable attention [7, 8]. From a formal and theoretical point of view,
based on the seminal works of Wigner [9, 10], the current formalism provides a mathematically and physically well-
defined attempt to fully understand the particle content as implied by Poincaré spacetime symmetries.! They are
prime candidates to describe DM, as the dark properties of these fermions are associated with the fact that their Elko
spinor expansion coefficients are eigenspinors of the charge conjugation operator. We will provide a sharper definition
of this last claim at suitable points throughout the paper. Namely, the ones concerning the action symmetries and
Feynman rules. Indeed, Elko effective couplings with the Standard Model are suppressed, with few exceptions,
such as the Elko-photon neutral tree-level interaction, implemented by a dimensionless coupling with a Pauli-like
structure. This kind of interaction produces a typical signature that may be constrained by experiments involving
the DM search [11-16]. This property is currently associated with experimental bounds on interactions between
the photon and DM [17]. The Elko-photon coupling can be experimentally probed in monophoton events at the
LHC [18, 19]. Interestingly, this kind of coupling naturally suppresses Elko-photon Compton-like scattering and pair

annihilation in a type of darkness mechanism characterizing this DM candidate [16].

* g.gracia@Qufabc.edu.br; roldao.rocha@ufabc.edu.br

T rodolforogerio@gmail.com

t cylee@scu.edu.cn

1 Elko is the German acronym for Eigenspinoren des Ladunskonjugationoperators. In English, it is eigenspinor of the charge conjugation
operator.


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7942-7941
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3978-532X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8283-2577
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6926-2717
mailto:g.gracia@ufabc.edu.br
mailto:roldao.rocha@ufabc.edu.br
mailto:rodolforogerio@gmail.com
mailto:cylee@scu.edu.cn

The discovery of Elko has attracted the attention of many physicists toward understanding the formal aspects
underlying Elko. It has motivated a wide range of investigations such as their mathematical properties [20-26],
applications in cosmology [27-30], phenomenology in high-energy physics [11-19, 31-33], and also the implementation
of new fermionic fields in several aspects of gauge/gravity duality and quantum approaches to gravity [34-39].

Among numerous reasons for establishing fermionic fields constructed upon Elko spinors as natural prime candidates
for solving the DM problem, two of them must be highlighted. First, the fact that charge conjugation invariance avoids
minimal coupling between this spinor field and electromagnetism, as suitably addressed in key discussions along the
article. Another important characteristic of Elko is the inherent mass dimension one nature of the associated quantum
field, instead of mass dimension as usual for the Dirac fields. This fact is intrinsically related to the equations of
motion governing these spinors, as these objects, although satisfying the Klein-Gordon equation, are not governed
by the Dirac equation. Moreover, this specific mass dimensionality avoids the participation of this DM candidate in
standard matter doublets, restricting its possible set of interactions. Thus, Elko and the Dirac fields carry intrinsically
different possibilities for their interactions through local gauge fields [40], reinforcing the inherent “darkness” of the
first. Accordingly, it is worth mentioning that fields based on the Elko as expansion coefficients successfully describe
the DM halo near the galactic nuclei. Elko can also support the mass-to-light ratios for ultracompact dwarf galaxies
and the precise galaxy rotation curves as well [17, 27, 28, 41]. As we will see, the Hermitian and renormalizable
interactions concerning these fermions are restricted to a suitable coupling with the Higgs particle 2. However, this
ensures a rich phenomenology due to the wide variety of interactions involving the Higgs. It is possible to show that it
furnishes a natural explanation for the cosmological observations and also the bounds obtained in laboratory searches
regarding electron-DM scattering.

In this work, we investigate a Hermitian derivative coupling of the quantum fields based on Elko spinor coefficients
with the Higgs field. Since the latter has also a variety of couplings in the electroweak sector, we will prove that it is
sufficient to describe a relevant set of results in both cosmological and laboratory scales. Sec. 11 is devoted to reviewing
fundamental properties of singular spinors, whose most important representative are Elko, which are eigenstates of
the charge conjugation operator. We highlight the recent theoretical improvements based on the full Lorentz covariant
structure ensured by considering the double Wigner degeneracy. The introduction of the new dual compatible with this
specific set of spinors is also scrutinized. Later, we provide the structure of the mass dimension one fermion based on
Elko spinor coefficients. Sec. III is dedicated to explicitly demonstrating how this dual structure ensures a Hermitian
action for mass dimension one fermions. We also derive a Hermitian interaction with the Higgs boson. Later, in Sec.
IV, a wider variety of Hermitian couplings based on the previous considerations is presented. However, some of them
are non-renormalizable, a feature that can be considered as a criterion to disregard them as a fundamental interaction
of nature. However, they can still define interesting effective models paving a robust setup for upcoming research.
Therefore, in Sec. V the Feynman rules are derived for our target interaction concerning the Higgs field. In Sec. VI,
the 1-loop radiative corrections are explicitly obtained for this new model to confirm the claims on renormalizability.
All the divergent contributions are verified to have such a form that can be absorbed in the renormalization of the
bare Lagrangians, as it should be for this kind of theory. The necessity of this explicit verification is highlighted at
the beginning of this mentioned section, defining a complementary formal background. To address the central issue of
the paper, we first study the Mgller-like scattering at tree-level in Sec. VII. We calculate polarized and non-polarized
squared amplitudes, revealing positive-definite results, complying with the probabilistic interpretation ensured by the
Hermitian structure. Sec. VIII presents a set of processes involving mass dimension one fermions annihilating into
Higgs particles, leptons, and vector bosons. These reactions are fundamental for defining DM abundance. Sec. IX is
associated with the study of the freeze-out process and determining the DM relic. The definition of a CDM scenario,
its correlated freeze-out temperature, and cosmological constraints on the free parameters are imposed. Since the
DM-Higgs coupling implies the decay of the Higgs into DM, which is beyond the predictions of the Standard Model for
ordinary matter, we show in Sec. X that the previously derived constraints on the parameters automatically generate
a surface with a region consistent with experimental bounds on such invisible Higgs decays. In Sec. XI, we show that
the current experimental bounds on DM-electron scattering agree with the previous setting on the parameters of the
model. Finally, we conclude in Sec. XII.

II. A BRIEF REVIEW ON ELKO AND WIGNER DEGENERACY

For the sake of completeness, in this section we review the main aspects of Elko and, more generally, singular
spinors, bearing in mind their relevant properties that will be necessary along the calculations to be performed. These

2 More specifically, the neutral scalar non-pure gauge perturbation contained in the Higgs doublet around the quartic potential minimum
occurring after spontaneous symmetry breaking.



spinors are defined as the ones whose norm under the standard Dirac dual vanishes. In the general approach to QFT,

one considers an arbitrary spinor {(p*) as an object in the (%, O) D (0, %) Lorentz group irreducible representation.
In the Weyl chiral representation, the arbitrary spinor can be represented by [17]

W)= (i) 2

Weyl spinors of right and left chirality transform under the (%, 0) and the (O, %) representations, respectively. The
distinct chiral components R and L can be split up from the original spinor considering the chiral projectors,
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It is worth emphasizing that when one denotes the helicity eigenstates by

(0 -D)d+(p") = £+ (p"), (3)

where o stands for the Pauli matrices, the massless limit of the Dirac equation implies that ¢r/.(p") = ¢+ (p*). In
spherical coordinates,
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With the Wigner time-reversal operator [7]
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it paves the possibility to define the following set of singular spinors >
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whereas the following set of degenerated spinors can be proposed* [12]:
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Having defined the rest frame spinors, for an arbitrary momentum they can be written as Ap(p) = kAn(0) and
pr(p) = kpn(0), acting the (1,0) & (0, 1) boost operator
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Differently from Majorana and Dirac fermions, the kinematical aspects of the singular spinors are regulated by a
coupled system of first-order PDEs, mixing the four spinor types under the application of the Dirac kinetic operator.

3 The symbols a and 8 represent trial parameter factors, to be determined under the demand of certain physical requirements to be
further explored. The whole domain of the singular spinors is defined by all the possible complex configurations of these parameters.
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4 The original and pivotal aspects regarding degenerated spinors were firstly reported in Appendix B of Ref. [7].



The Elko spinors, defined by o = ¢ and 8 = 1, are special representatives of this singular class being eigenstates of
the charge conjugation operator and, therefore, DM candidates due to their intrinsic neutral nature. Each one of
the spinors in Egs. (7a, 7b) and (8a, 8b) satisfy the Klein—Gordon equation. Regarding Elko spinors, they can be
divided into two sets of self-conjugate (Egs. (7a, 8a)) and anti-self-conjugate (Egs. (7b, 8b)) ones, undergoing the
action of the charge conjugation operator. Both eigensets can be later split into two subsets, regarding the sign of
the Elko spinor components under the helicity operator [7]. The labels S and A are employed to highlight the (anti)
self-conjugate nature of the spinors when the Elko phase is reached by the correct fixation of parameters.

Additionally, one can realize that eight spinors are defined, rather than the four usually defined in the case of
Dirac spinors. The degenerated spinors, namely p, are fundamental ingredients for the theory of singular spinors
to experience locality, Lorentz-invariant spin sums, and Hermitian amplitudes and scatterings. More details can be
found in Refs. [42, 43].

To establish a convenient notation, instead of working with eight spinors, one defines the &, (p) spinors as

&i(p) =AY, 4 (p), &(p) = A 44 (p), (10a)
&(p) = rfyy(p), &p) = r{_ 4, (p), (10b)

comprising a self-conjugate basis when the system is restricted to the physical Elko phase. It is a manifestation of the
Wigner degeneracy associated with the fact that a given eigenspinor of the charge conjugation operator (Elko) flips
its eigenvalue if multiplied by the imaginary unit, due to the anti-linear nature of such operator [17, 42]. Similarly,
one can define also an anti-self-conjugate basis x(p) spinors

xi(p) = A%y (p), x2(p) = AL 4 (), (11a)
x3(p) = piy 4 (P), xa(p) = pi_ 1 (p)- (11b)

We will take a brief pause here to discuss in more detail the dual structure for singular spinors. With the de-
velopments following the discovery of Elko spinors and the need for a redefinition of the dual structure, new spinor
duals have been playing important roles in the construction of fermionic fields beyond the Standard Model. The
obtainment of physical observables from a spinorial theory essentially depends on two features: the trial parameters
and the dual structure. As mentioned, considering the Dirac dual structure i) = 1T+, for singular spinors, Ref.
[44] demonstrated that it leads to vanishing norms for all singular spinor sets, in particular the ones entering the
construction of Elko. Therefore, it would prevent the definition of gravitational interactions as well as their detection,
unlike what is expected for DM. Moreover, to quantize the associated fields, this dual structure would imply severe
issues in the particle interpretation, besides predicting states with negative energy.

A manner to circumvent this situation is to search for an alternative dual definition, as initially proposed in [40, 45].
Thus, one can envisage a new physical scenario with relevant physical information that was previously overlooked.
It is possible to state that the most general structure to define the dual is given by 1, (p) = [P¢n(p)]T0, in which
P = m_lw”p# stands for the parity operator [46], and ¢y, (p) is any arbitrary spinor. The formulation of this spinorial
structure can ensure relevant physical observables [47], invariance/covariance of the physical objects involved [45], the
Takahashi’s inversion theorem [48], quantum field locality [49], among other relevant aspects within QFT [50, 51].

Thus, based on the recent discussions on spinors and dual structures, its appropriate definition reads & L(p) =

[P&L(P)]Ty0 and X, (P) = [=PXn(p)] 0. Such a new dual definition sets singular spinors in a well-posed theoretical
framework, from both the mathematical and physical points of view. The features mentioned above evince that
singular spinors carry irreducible representations of the extended inhomogeneous Lorentz group, as the Dirac and
Majorana spinors fields.

The spinorial structures and the introduced duals imply important results, leading to the following orthonormal
relations:

EnP)En (p) = 5 (ol +|8) du, (12)

X (P (p) = =5 (| + 1) . (13)
Hence, the spin sums read

26 @) = 5 (la? + |31, (14)

> xn@)Xa®) = =5 (ol +18P)1, (15)
h



which are real and Lorentz covariant. Again we emphasize the importance of the well-defined dual structure and
the basis in compliance with Wigner degeneracy. It is worth remarking on another prominent consequence regarding
the new dual structure and its definition. Differently from Dirac spinors, the whole class of singular spinors are not
eigenstates of the parity operator [52]. Regarding Elko spinors, the most important singular spinor representative for
DM physics, it obeys the coupled relations below”

p}\er,f}(p) = izm}\f—,-&-}(p)a p}\f-l-,—}(p) = :lizm?\f_’+}(p), (16)

laddering between the Elko types present in the definition of the previously mentioned new basis, introduced in
compliance with the Wigner degeneracy. These equations ensure that all Elko spinors obey the Klein-Gordon equation,
a necessary condition to provide a fundamental particle description.

Another relevant physical definition for this work lies in the structure of the quantum field. Once we have introduced
the complete set of £ and g singular spinors, we can move towards their definition®
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and the associated dual
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with cTh(p) and dL (p) denoting the particle and anti-particle creation operators, respectively.
This field expansion defines a mass dimension one fermion whose Lagrangian for free field reads

L = 9N (2)0"A(z) — m? X (z)\(z), (19)

encoding the fact that the only uncoupled equation fulfilled by this field is the Klein-Gordon one, defining a relativistic
particle. The mass dimension one nature avoids the inclusion of such spinors in renormalizable interactions in the
form of standard model-like doublets, being another signature compatible with DM. It is worth mentioning that
the quantum field whose expansion coefficients are the Elko spinors (¢ = ¢ and 8 = 1) defines intrinsically neutral
particles whereas the field itself is a combination of self and (anti) self-conjugate spinors under charge conjugate
operator. These properties evince the special role played by Elko spinors in establishing a DM field.

The aforementioned properties yield the following Feynman-Dyson propagator for the whole class of singular spinors

d4p i e 1
SFD(:L'/ _ LU) _ / (271_)4 e ipu(x x )m’ (20)
implying a local and Lorentz invariant structure. It also leads to a well-defined Hamiltonian compatible with a standard
particle interpretation. Although the model’s differential operator puts no restriction on the spinor structure according
to Ref. [17], a consistent rotationally invariant QFT for DM in terms of external Elko particles can be achieved only
through the consideration of the correct dual structure in the context of Wigner degeneracy, characterizing this specific
system. Namely, the enlarged basis leads to four particles and four anti-particles. On the other hand, since the theory
has no constraints, a Hamiltonian analysis reveals sixteen phase space degrees of freedom. Fortunately, it precisely
corresponds to the eight configuration space excitations comprised by the free field construction based on Wigner’s
degeneracy. This correspondence addresses the correct approach to formulating the theory.

III. ON ACTION FORMULATION, INTERACTIONS, AND THE HERMITIAN NATURE

From now on, in order to model dark matter, just the quantum field based on the Elko spinor expansion coefficients
will be regarded. In this case, the spinor expansion coefficients of the particle and anti-particle sectors are, respectively,
self-conjugate and anti-self-conjugate under the action of the charge conjugation operator. The free field structure is

given by
4
Ao = [ A2 (S amam ) e Zd; (@) | 7 | (21)
(27 —

5 Here, P = 7" pu is proportional to the parity operator %

6 For more details, please, check Ref. [43].




whose dual reads ”

Az) = / KZ o}, (p) (P&n () > L (Z dn(p th(P))T> 6_”"’1 Yo (22)

As an important observation, considering the structure of the parity operator, the dual field can be expressed as

. ] f
Ao = (1270 ) o (23)
Considering Eq. (23) one notices that the action below is Hermitian, up to a boundary term,

S= /d4x [BHX(:E)E)“?\(:E) - m27:(x)7\(x)} . (24)

Therefore, rewriting the scalar bilinear as

R(@A@) =~ o (-20) M), (25)

using the identity %fyo = 70%, and discarding a total derivative term, it immediately leads to

S=:s" (26)

A Hermitian and renormalizable interaction with the Higgs boson can be described by the following Lagrangian
term

Ly = X(a)igA(x)d(z)g- (27)
It is straightforward to show that the Lagrangian itself is fully Hermitian since

T

L) one)e@] = [ (ine)) swe = R@i@ews. (28)

where g is a dimensionless coupling.

At this point it is worth mentioning the fact that the quadratic part of the action is invariant under the charge con-
jugation symmetry, whose operation in the mass dimension one field reads A°(x) = yA* (), see [17, 42]. Accordingly,
the Elko-Higgs interaction is also invariant under such a discrete symmetry transformation already at the Lagrangian
level.

Regarding the free model, the U(1) fermion number symmetry implies the following conserved current

J(z) = z’(X (2)0,\(x) — 9, (x)?\(x),) (29)

whose associated charge Q = [ d3zJo(z) indeed changes sign under the operation of charge conjugation, up to non-
contributing boundary terms. However, a minimal interaction with electromagnetism is based on a linear coupling
with such current functional as well as a non-derivative quartic term. Then, the theory becomes not invariant under
charge conjugation, since the trick based on discarding surface terms cannot be done for the trilinear field interaction
term. Moreover, the resulting theory would be non-Hermitian, a second strong reason that avoids standard minimal
couplings between mass dimension one fields and the electromagnetic potential. Thus, the features mentioned above
define the dark nature of such a spinor field.

7 Using the definition P = %



IV. HERMITIAN INTERACTIONS AND A CRITERION FOR A DARK COUPLING

The previous constructions allow us to derive a set of Hermitian interactions suitable to, at least, define effective
models. The first one consists of a Yukawa-like interaction with the Higgs boson, given by

Ly = gA(x)igA(z)e(z). (30)

It furnishes amplitudes whose structures are different from all the known ones from the standard model. It is
renormalizable and Hermitian.
One can also define a Hermitian extension of the neutral Pauli-like coupling with the electromagnetic field, as

Lr =g N)i[v",7"] Fu (id\(2)), (31)

with ¢’ being a coupling with a dimension of inverse powers of mass. It is worth mentioning that the previous pseudo-
Hermitian version is associated with a darkness mechanism regarding the coupling with mass dimension one fields
constructed from Elko spinors [16].

The Elko effective coupling with Dirac fermions such as the neutrino, explored in a phenomenological context in
Ref. [54], can be deformed to become Hermitian as

L1 = c1 A (@) (id)A(2)i(x)n(@), (32)

with ¢; being another dimensionful coupling parameter as well as co and c3 present in the next two interactions
highlighted in this section.

The Elko-Higgs coupling with four legs is Hermitianized as

L1 = caX(z)(id)Nz)¢* (2), (33)

whereas the self-interaction can have a Hermitian version like

L= c3(X(x)(ia)A(x))2. (34)

Therefore, although these approaches define legitimate models by themselves, we consider that the final theory must
undergo renormalizability and Hermiticity, defining our physical requirements. This criterion fixes the Yukawa-like
coupling as a viable portal for investigating DM physics. As we will see, this interaction is suitable to explain some
of the observed experimental data in a natural setting.

Last but not least, one can mention the possibility of the so-called pseudo-Hermitian interactions, in connection
with previous works. They are associated with a quartic coupling with Higgs and a self-interaction for the mass
dimension one fields [17]. This approach was also successfully adopted for the gravitational interaction of fields based
on Elko spinors, in Ref. [56]. A suitable procedure to extract a well-defined probabilistic interpretation for these
couplings is currently under development, see the latest achievements in Ref. [58]. It can lead to a wider possibility
of interactions, in addition to the Hermitian ones highlighted above, improving the modeling power.

V. ELKO-HIGGS DERIVATIVE COUPLING

Taking into account Hermiticity and renormalizability, we consider the derivative Yukawa theory as the main
paradigm. Hence, the following action is considered

S = /d4ac [(%7\(1‘)8“7\(33) —m2X(z)A(z) + %(6,@8“(;5 - M?¢%) + X(z)id\(x)p(x)g + - |, (35)



where - - - designates all the remaining Higgs couplings in the electroweak sector as well as its quartic self-interaction.
The interaction is associated with the vertex shown in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1. Elko-Higgs coupling. The arrows denote mass dimension one fields and the dashed line refers to the Higgs particle.

The Feynman rules for external Elko fields are depicted in Fig. 2. &

Ea(p) — p— §a(p) _ p—
Jm -—»r Jm e
Xa(®) _ s e
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FIG. 2. Feynman rules for external Elko fields.

The mass dimension one field associated with DM has the following propagator
i

k2 —m? + i€’ (36)

whereas the Higgs propagator reads
i

k2 — M2 +ie’ (37)

Therefore, from these building blocks, one can derive the 1-loop radiative corrections and explicitly discuss renormaliz-
ability. Later, a set of scattering processes can be analyzed, to define the role of mass dimension one fields constructed
in terms of Elko spinors in the context of the DM phenomenology. The Feynman rules also reveal another important
aspect of theories based on the Elko spinors: Although the mass dimension one quantum field is not invariant under
charge conjugation, the external states define its eigenstates. Moreover, we verified that all the amplitudes studied
here based on the Elko-Higgs interaction, which is charge conjugation invariant, are such that M* = M€, according
to the anti-unitary nature of this discrete symmetry operation. Here, M¢ denotes a given amplitude in which the
external states are replaced by their charge-conjugated versions. Since the processes related by this discrete symmetry
necessarily keep the external Elko sector, it can be understood as another darkness signature.

VI. RENORMALIZABILITY AT ONE LOOP

This section is devoted to discussing renormalizability. We explicitly compute the divergent n-point functions at
1-loop approximation and show that the singular pieces have the same form as the terms originally present in the
bare Lagrangian. It means that they can be absorbed in a consistent renormalization scheme such as the on-shell one,
for example. Although power-counting arguments play an important role in quantum field theory, there are cases
in which even a power-counting renormalizable theory may need an ultraviolet completion to ensure finiteness. One

8 The h label is replaced by the « one. This is just a notational change convenient for the next discussions.



can mention the illustrative case of the quantum scalar electrodynamics [62], in which it is necessary to add an extra
self-interaction term for the scalar particles, despite the good power-counting arguments for this specific interaction.
Therefore, a careful explicit evaluation of the 1-loop renormalized structure is required.

Considering the Feynman parametrization, the bosonic self-energy reads

N . Tr((p — F)K] _p [k TPl - x) - k7
)= | G e % G ), A o
with A, = m? — p?z(1 — ). The divergent part of Eq. (38) wits °
(o (P)) gin = Tgaz P~ ™ g (39)

which has indeed the same type of the bare Lagrangian.
The fermionic self-energy is given by

, o [ d% kp e 1md4k T
0= | @n)t (B —m2) (k—p)2 —2%) 7 / / T 2 A (40)

for A’ = (1 — x)(m? — p?z) + xM?. The divergent piece has the same form as the Gaussian kinetic term in the bare
Lagrangian and reads

92 2
by = — 41
( (p)>di'u ].67T2€p ’ ( )

ensuring renormalizability. Hence, the remaining divergent radiative correction is the vertex function

L (P + Bk,
il'(q1,p) = 93/ (2m)* [(k + q1)2 — M2|[k2 —m?][(p + k)% — mQ]’

(42)

with ¢; being the fermionic momentum entering the graph in the same arrow orientation. It can be parametrized as

d*k k2
18 w=q.g drdydzo -1 _ 4
el = oo [ [ dedyazote sy 1) ot (43)
with A, = —zyp® + (1 — 2)?m?. Its divergent piece has also the same form as bare Lagrangian
g
T g 7 44
[ <q1;p>]dw %1 1672¢ ( )

completing the leading-order renormalizability verification.

According to the next developments, it is possible to define the model’s parameter configurations in compliance
with experimental data in which g is not prohibitively small, meaning that the study of the radiative corrections is
relevant for this phase.

Then, summarizing, the presence of the derivative interaction adds a power of the integration momentum in each
fermion internal line. Moreover, considering the specific structure of the DM propagator and the fact that the trilinear
graph topology is the same as the standard QED4 one, it is possible to show that the superficial degree of divergence
resembles the expression concerning QED, 9,

D:4—N¢—§NA, (45)

meaning that the four-point 1PI function with external bosonic lines is logarithmic-divergent. Differently from QED
case, there is no symmetry implying the decrement of the divergence degree for this specific radiative correction.
Fortunately, the divergent piece is constant and can be absorbed in a renormalization procedure involving the bare
Higgs four legs vertex, completing our 1-loop analysis.

9 Considering dimensional regularization in the limit & — 0.
10 Here, Ny and N, denote the number of external Higgs fields and the number of external Elko, respectively.
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VII. MOLLER-LIKE SCATTERING

The Hermitian interaction with the Higgs boson leads to an interesting phenomenology due to the wide set of
electroweak couplings involving the Higgs. In order to begin this discussion, one can evaluate the Mgller-like scattering
between Elko particles. The appropriate scattering parametrization in the center-of-mass frame reads

ijLL = (E70707p)) Pg = (E>O707 _p>7 (463‘)
py = (E,psind,0,pcosb), Pl = (E,—psinb,0,—pcosh), (46b)

with £ = /p? + m2. This scattering process has contributions from the ¢ and u channels with the following associated
amplitude

2
iMag.pro = mi&x(pﬂﬁggﬁ (p2) 3 B/(P3)J¢1§oc' (p1)
2

e e P (o) Ea B S ), (47)

whereas the Hermitian conjugate reads

2
Mip o = g7y & PP (o) € (P2)p 6a(p)
2

*W € o (P1)p,€a(Py) g (P2)p € (P3)- (48)

Therefore, the non-polarized squared amplitude reads !
1 1
T _ 2 2
16 Z Mappror Mag,prar = 16 AZ Tr(pp)Tr(p,p,) + B7Tr(p,p )Tr(pop,)
oo BB

— 24BTr(p,pop.p) |- (49)

Here, we considered the following label sums 3°_ &, (p) € ,(P) = m1 = — 3" Xa(P) Xo(P) as well as the definitions
2 2

A:mandB:wfiMQ)

Regarding the squared polarized amplitudes, we can mention some of them like '2

2 g*ptsin®(0)(m+2E) (p2— )2 (t—u)? ((m+E)2—p?)* (= M2 +t+u)’
Muiaal” = ( = 16m11;(m+E)4(M2—§,)2(]\/12—u)1; L ) ) ’ (50)

highlighting the fact that the very same result is obtained for the cases |[Ms22.2[?, |M3333|% and [My44.4|%
One can also mention other kinds of transitions such as

|IMii,22

2 _ ( g'p* sin* (0) (m+2B)* (p+B)* (t—w) (m+p+E)* (=M +t4u)” ) (51)
16m12(m+E)*(M2—t)2 (M2 —u)? ’

and

M3 a4 =

gt (p*>—E?)?(t—u)? ((m+E)2—p2)2(—M2+t+u)2(—p Cos(&)(m+2E)+m(m+E)+2p2)2(p cos(9)(m+2E)+m(m+E)+2p2)2 ] (52)
16m12(m+E)*(M2—t)%(M2—u)?

Interestingly, in Appendix A we generalize this result for the whole set of singular spinors and comment on possible
relevant special cases.

11 Use has been made of the identities Tr(y*y*v*y08) = Tr(y*y#4Pv%) and Tr(vH4Yy*y8) = Tr(yFyBy2q").
12 They are explicit positive definite, complying with the Hermitian nature.
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VIII. ON THE ELKO ANNIHILATION PROCESSES

The study of Elko annihilation processes is a useful tool to constrain the model’s parameters through cosmological
requirements associated with the current measurements of DM abundance. As we will see, the coupling with the
Higgs ensures a rich DM phenomenology that complies with experimental data. It defines a suitable portal since,
according to the current experimental bounds on invisible Higgs decays, there is room for a dark Yukawa coupling
with this scalar particle.

Regarding the Elko annihilation processes, the situation is suitably parameterized by the variables

» = (E,0,0,p), py = (E,0,0,—p), (53a)
py = (E,p'sinh,0,p' cosh), Pl = (E,—p'sinf,0,—p cosb), (53b)

with p/ and p4 representing the 4-momentum of the incoming DM particles in the center-of-mass frame. The remaining
variables denote the 4-momentum of the outgoing produced particles. For the case of an annihilation process of two
incoming Elko into two outgoing Higgs particles, one can set the energy as F = /p?> +m?2 = /p'2 + M2, with m
and M =~ 125 GeV representing the Elko spinor and Higgs masses, respectively.

Considering the Feynman rules, the amplitude reads

2 2

iMoo =i Xp(P2) (= Py o P) i g

) XoP2) By = PP, (P). (54)
For cosmological considerations, the relevant quantity is the non-polarized amplitude '3

2

1 , C? D
4 ; (Mpo|” = TTT [((17)1 _ps))7j1(p1 _17)3)7}2} + TTT [((p1 —p4))p1(17j1 _p4)1752}

CD cD
+TTT {((7}1 7?4))7)1(7}1 7#3)}”2} + TTT [((p1 7?4))%(7)1 77)3)1?1} (55)

with the definition C' = % and D = ﬁ, in terms of the ¢ and u channel Mandelstam variables.

Since the Higgs boson presents Yukawa-like couplings with a variety of particles, one should also consider s-channel
annihilation processes into a pair of fermions due to the electroweak couplings of the form gy¢(x);(x)y(z), in which
the label J regards the fermionic types J = e, u, d respectively associated with the electron, the up, and the down

quarks. The amplitude of the process reads '*
) . 993 - =J J
iMapy o = Tl — M) Xa(P1)P,E8(P2) 0 (P3) V5 (Pa)- (56)
The non-polarized squared amplitudes has the following expression
1 2 (99J)2
g O Mapyerl® = s [p%} Tr[(p3 +my)(p, — mJ)} (57)
af~'o!

with m. ~ 0.5 MeV, m, ~ 2.15 MeV and my ~ 4.5 MeV. The coupling constants have magnitude g, ~ 2 x 1075,
gu = 1072 and g4 ~ 2 x 107%. It is worth mentioning that according to further developments in the next sections,
this weak coupling is the origin of the difficulty in observing DM /electron scattering in the laboratory, which means
that the investigation of this portal leads to a natural description of such phenomenology.

Beyond the s-channel annihilation into fermion pairs, one can also consider this kind of annihilation involving vector
bosons. They are associated with the electroweak Higgs couplings of the form 3

gamad()nu Vy (2)VE (x), (58)
with A = Z, W recovering the cases of the weak Z and W vector bosons, respectively. The amplitude reads '
iMagrs = —ima—20 X (D)) (D)0 s (59)
sPT, 8 m(S—MQ) «@ 2 pnv

13 Using the identity (x o(P2)p, &5 (p) =—¢5(m )Py Xa (P2)-

4 Here, U J(p3) and vi/ (pa) denote the electron and positron spinors, respectively. The label v and o are associated with the spin.
15 The symbols Vi (z) denote the vector fields representing the Z and W vector bosons.

16 Here €;, represent the polarization vectors of the vector boson fields.
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The averaged non-polarized amplitude for these massive bosons 7
1 2 mi(994)°
o D [Magrl® = om M2)2Tr [ppo} , (60)

afrs

with myz = 91.19 GeV and my = 80.38 GeV, whereas for the couplings one has g, =~ 0.36 and g,, ~ 0.32.
Therefore, after deriving the amplitudes, the cross-section defined as

1 M2 e
= 1
o= I EE, |7 (61)

is another pivotal quantity that enters the Boltzmann equation governing the dynamics of the Elko density in the
presence of such annihilation processes.

IX. INVESTIGATING THE FREEZE-OUT PROCESS

The Boltzmann equation describing the dynamics of the DM density n in the presence of 2 — 2 annihilation
processes in an expanding universe, reads [63]

dn 9 9
pn + 3Hn = (ov) (n - neq) (62)
with H being the Hubble constant and n., denoting the equilibrium density.

As the universe expands, it begins to cool down, implying smaller rates for annihilation processes. When it reaches
I'(Teq) =~ H the density of DM stabilizes in its relic value, for T., denoting the freeze-out temperature. Here, I' is
the annihilation rate in the thermal average. In a cold DM scenario, it occurs at a temperature 7' < m with a non-

3/2

T —m/T
5r) e
this kind of 2 — 2 processes with DM initial states, one can set g* = 8 considering the Elko field in compliance with

the Wigner degeneracy structure. In non-relativistic limit I"' = (ov)n ~ ovn, with the relative velocity of the incoming

relativistic distribution n ~ g* , with g* being the degrees of freedom associated to the reaction. For

particles being temperature-dependent as v & 24/ % The cold DM scenario is supported by the cosmological model

ACDM which is the one with the sharpest agreement with observations of the CMB in the context of an expanding
flat universe [60, 61]. Since the DM candidate is indirectly coupled to standard model fermions and can undergo
internal bremsstrahlung, we consider a light DM scenario with m < 20 MeV in order to comply with astrophysical
model-independent data on gamma-ray emission [65-69].

The Boltzmann equation can be managed to yield a constraint involving the thermal averaged amplitude and the
cosmological DM abundance

me e
Qparh? = 8.869 x 10~13 GeV 2 ‘207 Vg”, (63)

Tor For the freeze-out of a non-relativistic species x4 is typically of order ~ 20. The observed cosmological
phenomenology fixes the magnitude of the abundance of DM as Qparh? ~ 0.12.

The amplitude squared for the Elko pair annihilation into Higgs bosons in the low energy limit is '

with z.q =

£ MapporP =

8q*T
aBy'o’ m

(64)

The non-polarized squared amplitudes for Elko pair annihilation into fermionic particle and anti-particle pairs are
well approximated by

1 (99s)*m*myT
= Magpyor|? =8 65
8 Bz/: ) | Otﬁ’Y [ea ‘ (2m2 + 2m§ _ MQ)Q? ( )
afy'o
17 Considering the relation Y €l ef" = —nuu + p:zg” for the polarization vectors.

18 T < m, p? = 2mT. We also consider that t-channel is irrelevant compared to m in denominator since a non-relativistic freeze out is
being regarded.
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whereas the annihilation into vector bosons are associated with the limiting value

2

1 2 (gga)*mim
12 Z [Magrs|” = (2m? + 2m% — M2)2" (66)
afirs A
Therefore, the total thermal averaged cross-section for these annihilation processes reads
2 2 2. 3/2 9
g°T g3T'\/m; gim?y g
~ PNV ZNV2T (67
ov) <4m3\/ﬂ * ; (2m? +2m?2 — M?)? + ; 3202m2 + 2m% — M2)2 | 7 (67)

As mentioned, the freeze-out temperature is obtained in the density stabilization threshold '°

2T T\*/? Ver T2
oo (5 )= (65)

o 3V10M,;

It is possible to show that considering the range of DM masses and the constraint regarding the cosmological abun-
dance, the dominant contribution comes from the Elko-Higgs annihilation process. Then, just considering this con-
tribution for the prototype case m = 1 KeV, complying with the previously mentioned allowed mass range, the
constraint defined by equation (63) furnishes g ~ 3 x 1073, This complies with our approximation since the other
processes become dominant just after the threshold g ~ 1075, defining the validity of our scheme. Clearly, there are
other possible settings for m and g complying with the cosmological constraint. However, as we are going to see, the
bounds on invisible Higgs decays demand this or even smaller scales for the DM mass.
Considering this approximation, one can set

(ﬁ) g4T *( m )e—m/T% TN/ 9eff
VM ) 8xm3” \73/2 3V10My

Here, since a KeV scale mass is considered in a cold DM scenario, the freeze-out temperature is such that it is
necessarily smaller than the electron decoupling temperature. Then, the effective thermal degrees of freedom ger¢ ~ 7

take into account just the Elko contribution. Then, replacing the variables with their phenomenological values yields
20

(69)

Teq = 19, (70)

ensuring the non-relativistic nature of the relic.

X. ON INVISIBLE HIGGS DECAY EXPERIMENTAL CONSTRAINTS

Beyond the previous constraints of cosmological nature, the present model should comply with the observed phe-
nomenology of the Higgs boson. The form of the coupling as well as the range of masses implies that Higgs decays
into Elko particles

2 2\ 3/2
pinv _ 9 M (1 - 4m> . (71)
8T M?2
According to Refs. [70, 71], the experimental bound on the so-called invisible branching ratio is B < 0.51. Ref.
[72] imposes a more stringent bound from experimental data at the LHC 13 TeV, as B"* < 0.15. However, recent
data from Ref. [73] showed that B < 0.062. Hence, considering the Standard Model value for the Higgs total decay
width 4.1 MeV [74], our model leads to B =~ 0.01, complying with the phenomenological bounds. This relatively

large window on the invisible Higgs decays is another motivation to investigate this particular interaction channel.

19 M,,; denotes the Planck mass.

20 After using WOLFRAM to numerically find the roots of ye /v = 10_%, a suitable result to solve Eq. (69).
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XI. CONSTRAINTS FROM ELECTRON/DM SCATTERING

The proposed interaction is such that it allows a Mgller-like scattering between our DM candidate and electrons.
Therefore, it is fundamental to verify whether this process complies with the existing experimental bounds. This
specific process is suitable for testing DM particles with small masses. The reason is that processes involving nucleons
are not sensitive to the small mass range imposed by cosmological gamma-ray phenomenology. We consider recent
data from Ref. [75], associated with electron-DM scattering from aromatic organic targets.

The only channel contributing to this process is the ¢ one, with amplitude

. . 99e c —e e
iMapy o = —mea(pl)%%(m)uy (p3)ug: (pa)- (72)
The non-polarized squared amplitude reads
1 (99.)*
g O Mapyorl = mﬂ[pl%m[% +me)(p, + me)] (73)

afy'o’

Now, since the lab target of this process is placed on Earth approaching the center of galaxy 2! with v ~ 232 Km/s,
the relative velocity in natural units has order v ~ 7.7 x 1074, leading to small contributions from momentum

terms. Going to the center-of-mass frame, one derives the electron and DM velocities v, = e and vy & —mm‘j_l;l,
e D
respectively.
The convenient variables for such a process are
pllt = (E7\a Oa O»p%), pIQL = (Eea O, 0> 7p7\)7 (743)
py = (Ex,pasing, 0, py cosb), Pl = (Ee, —pasind, 0, —py cos b), (74b)

with E, = /pi + m2 and Ex = +/pi + m?. Therefore, using Ecyr ~ m + me and M >> pa, one obtains the
non-polarized squared amplitude disregarding momentum terms

1 m2m?
5 O Masyol® = 49ge)’ = (75)

aBy'c’

Therefore, the cross-section reads

(9ge)*m*me
R~ . 76
O\e 47TM4(m+me)2 ( )
The cross-section G)., suitable for our discussion, was obtained in Ref. [76] as
1 1 2 TO e
Tz |5 2 Mool | =755 )

afy'o!

with p? being the reduced mass of the system. We are considering the form factor equal to 1, in compliance with our
approximation. Hence, considering m = 1 KeV and g ~ 3 x 1073 yields 22

Tre ~ 1077 cm?, (78)

which is a value within the experimental bound derived in this reference. More specifically, although the experiment
cannot address the KeV region, the tendency observed in the data is a wide opening of the experimental bound as
the mass decreases. Then, since our cross-section is way below all the measurements present in this investigation, it
is a good indication of the compliance of our setting with experimental data. Improvements in forthcoming versions
of this experiment will certainly furnish us with a sharper definition of the last discussion.

The difficulty in directly detecting this process is due to the tiny value of Higgs-electron coupling and the fact that
the highly massive Higgs particle enters as the mediator. This and the previous considerations reinforce the fact that
the Higgs portal seems to be the most interesting one regarding the investigation of DM signatures. It provides a
natural explanation of the origin of some of the most important current phenomenological limits. Namely, it supports
the experimental bounds without the need to consider unnatural settings for the DM mass and the coupling g.

21 Here a significant amount of DM is supposed to exist.
22 Considering the form factor being equal to the unit, due to the high magnitude of the Higgs mass.
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XII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Throughout this paper, a variety of theoretical achievements were obtained as well as their main implications in
terms of observables and phenomenology. The self-conjugate and anti-self-conjugate Elko spinors were scrutinized,
based on the Wigner degeneracy inducing the construction of a spinor dual which is compatible with the description of
DM. Orthonormal relations and spin sums were consistently obtained for Elko spinors. In this manner, the quantum
mass dimension one fermionic field was appropriately constructed upon Elko spinors as expansion coefficients, using
particle and anti-particle creation operators. The dual structure properly yielded a Hermitian free action for quantum
Elko fields, with the additional possibility of a Hermitian interaction with the Higgs. In addition, we showed that the
inherent properties of Elko fermionic fields evade any possibility of standard minimal couplings with electromagnetic
fields and mediators of non-Abelian interactions. Other kinds of Hermitian couplings were also proposed. The
Feynman rules for external Elko fields were addressed in the context of the interaction involving the Higgs, as well as
discussions on 1-loop radiative corrections and renormalizability. Additionally, the Mgller-like scattering at tree-level
was investigated, with explicit computations regarding positive-defined squared amplitudes, in both polarized and
non-polarized cases.

We also investigated several other channels regarding the annihilation of quantum Elko fermionic fields into Higgs
particles, leptons, and vector bosons. These processes have a direct implication on the DM abundance and relic
formation. Then, considering the cosmological constraint, a relation between the theory’s free parameters was defined.
From all sets of points compatible with the cosmological observations restricting the DM mass and coupling constant,
we highlighted a representative one that lies within the bounds of invisible Higgs decays. This latter constraint
demanded a KeV scale DM mass below the current sensitivity of nucleon-recoils experiments, encompassing a more
suitable setup to discuss DM-electron scattering experiments. Interestingly, due to the tiny Higgs-electron coupling,
the cross-section for the latter process is immediately within the experimental bounds. It is worth mentioning that
this setting for the DM mass complies with a variety of model-independent limits for the DM gap associated with
galactic gamma-ray emission.

Summing up, although mainly focused on theoretical perennial improvements based on the last achievements on
Wigner degeneracy, this work provides the link between these properties and phenomenological outputs placing mass
dimension one fermions as legitimate DM candidates.
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Appendix A: Phenomenology with arbitrary trial parameters

Computations developed along the work were performed under very specific parameter fixation. We reserved
this section to explicitly show the general counterpart of the amplitudes, with open factors associated with these
parameters. In such case, the quantities given in Egs. (50) — (52), yields

|M |2 _ ( g*MApt sin4(0)(m+2E)4(p27E2)2(t7u)2(5a*704,3*)4((m+E)27p2)2(7M2+t+u)2 )
L1111 16m22 (m+ B) A (M2—1)2 (M2 —u)?

2 g*M*p*sin®(0)(m+2E)  (p+E)* (t—u)2(Ba* —aB*) (m+p+E)* (— M2 +t+u)?
|M1,1,2,2| = ( J 2 167111,)12(erE)‘L(M?*t)?(Mz*U)Q : ( ) (2)
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IMsaz4]* =

( g4]VI4(p2—E2)2(t—u)2(ﬁa*—aB*)4((m+E)2—pz)z(—]\/f2+t+u)2(2m4—p2 (:05(29)(5m2-‘,—4m,E+4p2)-‘,—1*)’1,21;2-‘,—4mE3-‘—2174<|—2E4)2 )

C’)lez(m+E)4(]%2—t)2(MQ—u)2
3)

Interestingly, for the case of real trial parameters, those squared amplitudes identically vanish. Therefore, it is zero
for the case of the momentum space Majorana spinors [64].

[1] D. Clowe, M. Bradac, A. H. Gonzalez, M. Markevitch, S. W. Randall, C. Jones and D. Zaritsky, Astrophys. J. Lett. 648

(2006) L109-L113 [arXiv:astro-ph/0608407 [astro-ph]].

M. Persic, P. Salucci and F. Stel, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 281 (1996) 27.

N. Aghanim et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A6 [arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO]].

Aprile et al. [XENON], Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022) no.16, 161805 [arXiv:2207.11330 [hep-ex]].

S. Sassi, M. Heikinheimo, K. Tuominen, A. Kuronen, J. Byggmistar, K. Nordlund and N. Mirabolfathi, Phys. Rev. D 106

(2022) no.6, 063012 [aerv 2206.06772 [hep ph]].

J. Aalbers et al. [LZ], Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023) no.4, 041002 [arXiv:2207.03764 [hep-ex]].

V. Ahluwalia and D. Grumiller, JCAP 07 (2005) 012 [arXiv:hep-th/0412080 [hep-th]].

V. Ahluwalia, Mass Dimension One Fermions, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2019.

P. Wigner, Unitary representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group including reflections, in Group Theoretical

oncepts and Methods in Elementary Particle Physics (Lectures of the Istanbul Summer School of Theor. Phys. (1962)),
. F. Giirsey, New York: Gordon and Breach, 1964.

P. Wigner, Annals Math. 40 (1939) 149 [Nucl Phys. Proc. Suppl. 6 (1989) 9 (Reprint)].

Y. Lee and M. Dias, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) no.6, 065020 [arXiv:1511.01160 [hep-ph]].

Alves, F. de Campos M. Dias and J. M. Hoff da Silva, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 30 (2015) no.01, 1550006 [arXiv:1401.1127

" thepep].

[13] M. Dias, F. de Campos and J. M. Hoff da Silva, Phys. Lett. B 706 (2012) 352 [arXiv:1012.4642 [hep-ph]].

[14] B. Agarwal P. Jain, S. Mitra, A. C. Nayak and R. K. Verma, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 075027 [arXiv:1407.0797 [hep-ph]].

[15] L. C. Duarte, R. de C. Lima, R. J. B. Rogerio and C. H. Coronado Villalobos, Adv. Appl. Clifford Algebras 29 (2019)
no.4, 66 [arXiv:1705.10302 [hep—th]].

[16] G. B. de Gracia, A. A. Nogueira and R. da Rocha, Nucl. Phys. B 992 (2023) 116227 [arXiv:2302.06948 [hep-ph]].

[17] D. V. Ahluwalia, J. M. H. da Silva, C. Y. Lee, Y. X. Liu, S. H. Pereira and M. M. Sorkhi, Phys. Rept. 967 (2022) 1
[arXiv:2205.04754 [hep-ph]].

[18] A. Alves, M. Dias, F. de Campos, L. Duarte and J. M. Hoff da Silva, EPL 121 (2018) no.3, 31001 [arXiv:1712.05180

[hep-ph]].

A. Alves, M. Dias and F. de Campos, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 23 (2014) no.14, 1444005 [arXiv:1410.3766 [hep-ph]].

R. J. Bueno Rogerio, J. M. Hoff da Silva, M. Dias and S. H. Pereira, JHEP 02 (2018) 145 [arXiv:1709.08707 [hep-th]].

. M. Hoff da Silva and R. J. Bueno Rogerio, EPL 128 (2019) no.1, 11002 [arXiv:1908.00458 [hep-th]].

. Fabbri and R. J. B. Rogerio, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.9, 880 [arXiv:2004.14155 [physics.gen-ph]].

. Fabbri, Eur. Phys. J. ST 229 (2020) no.11, 2117 [arXiv:1910.11082 [physics.gen-ph]].

LY. Lee Eur. Phys. J. ST 229 (2020) no. 11 2003 [arXiv:1912.05188 [hep-th]].

. Y. Lee, Phys. Lett. B 760 (2016) 164 [arXiv:1404.5307 [hep-th]].

. T. Cavalcanti, J. M. Hoff da Silva and R. da Rocha, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 129 (2014) 246 [arXiv:1401.7527 [hep-th]].

. H. Pereira, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 31 (2022) no.07, 2250056 [arXiv:2110.12890 [astro-ph.CO]].

. H.

. H.

E.
D.
D.
E.
Co
ed

E.
C.
A.

Pereira, M. E. S. Alves and T. M. Guimarées, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) no.6, 543 [arXiv:1811.00390 [gr-qc]].
Pereira and R. S. Costa, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 34 (2019) no.16, 1950126 [arXiv:1807.06944 [physics.gen-ph]].

. da Rocha, A. E. Bernardini and J. M. Hoff da Silva, JHEP 04 (2011) 110 [arXiv:1103.4759 [hep-th]].

. B. de Gracia and R. da Rocha, [arXiv:2206.11989 [hep th]].

. Carvalho, M. Dias, A. C. Lehum and J. M. H. da Silva, EPL 143 (2023) no.6, 64002 [arXiv:2305.16848 [hep-ph]].

. da Rocha and J. M. Hoff da Silva, EPL 107 (2014) 50001 [arXiv:1408.2402 [hep-th]].

. P. S. de Brito and R. da Rocha, J. Phys. A 49 (2016) 415403 [arXiv:1609.06495 [hep-th]].

. Bonora, K. P. S. de Brito and R. da Rocha, JHEP 02 (2015) 069 [arXiv:1411.1590 [hep-th]].

. Bonora and R. da Rocha, JHEP 01 (2016) 133 [arXiv:1508.01357 [hep-th]].

. Meert and R. da Rocha, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 1012 [arXiv:1809.01104 [hep-th]].

. da Rocha and J. G. Pereira, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 16 (2007) 1653 [arXiv:gr-qc/0703076 [gr-qc]].

da Rocha and J. M. Hoff da Silva, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 6 (2009) 461 [arXiv:0901.0883 [math-ph]].

. Ahluwalia, Adv. Appl. Clifford Algebras 27 (2017) no.3, 2247 [arXiv:1601.03188 [hep-th]].

. Pereira and T. M. Guimaraes, JCAP 09 (2017) 038 [arXiv:1702.07385 [gr-qc]].

. Ahluwalia, J. M. H. da Silva and C. Y. Lee, Nucl. Phys. B 987 (2023) 116092 [arXiv:2212.13114 [physics.gen-ph]].

UC’JUFUFU“UT‘F‘NFUQQPJ@UJU):UOOFFC—‘

< H <o



17

R. J. B. Rogerio and C. H. Coronado Villalobos, Phys. Lett. A 498 (2024) 129348 [arXiv:2308.12296 [physics.gen-ph]].

[44] R. da Rocha and W. A. Rodrigues, Jr., Mod. Phys. Lett. A 21 (2006) 65 [arXiv:math-ph/0506075 [math-ph]].

[45] J. M. Hoff da Silva, R. J. Bueno Rogerio and N. C. R. Quinquiolo, Phys. Lett. A 452 (2022) 128470 [arXiv:2203.02065
[hep-th]].

[46] L. D. Speranca, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 23 (2014) no.14, 1444003 [arXiv:1304.4794 [math-ph]].

[47] C. H. Coronado Villalobos, R. J. Bueno Rogerio, A. R. Aguirre and D. Beghetto, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.3, 228
[arXiv:1906.11622 [hep-th]].

[48] R. J. B. Rogerio, R. T. Cavalcanti, J. M. H. da Silva and C. H. Coronado Villalobos, Phys. Lett. A 481 (2023), 129028
[arXiv:2304.12945 [hep-th]].

[49] R. J. Bueno Rogerio, J. M. Hoff da Silva and C. H. Coronado Villalobos, Phys. Lett. A 402 (2021) 127368 [arXiv:2010.08597
[bep-th]].

. M. Hoff da Silva and R. T. Cavalcanti, Phys. Lett. A 383 (2019) no.15, 1683-1688 [arXiv:1904.03999 [physics.gen-ph]].

. T. Cavalcanti and J. M. Hoff da Silva, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.4, 325 [arXiv:2004.00385 [physics.gen-ph]].

. H. Coronado Villalobos, R. J. Bueno Rogerio, and A. R. Aguirre, Mod Phys. Lett. A 36 (2021) 2150129.

. V. Ahluwalia and C. Y. Lee, EPL 140 (2022) no.2, 24001 [erratum: EPL 140 (2022) no.6, 69901] [arXiv:2212.09457

ep-th]].

. A. Moura, F. Kamiya, L. Duarte, M. Dias and J. M. H. da Silva, EPL 140 (2022) no.1, 10002 [arXiv:2109.03881

ep-ph]].

. J. Bueno Rogerio, R. de C. Lima, L. Duarte, J. M. Hoff da Silva, M. Dias and C. R. Senise, EPL 128 (2019) no.2,

004 [arXiv:1902.01379 [hep-ph]].

. Y. Lee, H. Rao, W. Yu and S. Zhou, [arXiv:2402.05623 [hep-th]].

. Mostafazadeh, J. Math. Phys. 43 (2002) 205 [arXiv:math-ph/0107001 [math-ph]].

. V. Ahluwaha, G. B. de Gracia, J. M. H. da Silva, C. Y. Lee and B. M. Pimentel, J. High Energ. Phys. 75 (2024).

erv 2312.17038 [hep-th]].

. M. Bender and S. Boettcher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 (1998) 5243 [arXiv:physics/9712001 [physics]].

. Aghanim et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020), Al [arXiv:1807.06205 [astro-ph.CO]].

. Komatsu et al. [WMAP], Astrophys. J. Suppl. 192 (2011), 18 [arXiv:1001.4538 [astro-ph.CO]].

. Rorlich, Phys. Rev. 80 (1950) 4

. Bauer and T. Plehn, Lect. Notes Phys. 959 Springer, Berlin, 2019 [arXiv:1705.01987 [hep-ph]].

. Kirchbach, C. Compean and L. Noriega, [arXiv:hep- ph/0310297 [hep-ph]].

. F. Beacom, N. F. Bell and G. Bertone, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005) 171301 [arXiv:astro-ph/0409403 [astro-ph]].

. F. Bell and T. D. Jacques, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 043507 [arXiv:0811.0821 [astro-ph]].

. R.

. M.

TFQF0QTE

[55]

8:0

ot'ot
|
= O Q

Chen, S. K. Mandal and F. Takahashi, JCAP 01 (2010) 023 [arXiv:0910.2639 [hep-ph]].
Crocker, N. F. Bell, C. Balazs and D. I. Jones, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 063516 [arXiv:1002.0229 [hep-ph]].
. Sandick, J. Diemand, K. Freese and D. Spolyar, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 083519 [arXiv:1108.3820 [astro-ph.CO]].
. Baek, P. Ko and W. L. Park, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 055014 [arXiv:1405.3530 [hep-ph]].
Chatrchyan et al. [CMS], Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) 2980 [arXiv:1404.1344 [hep-ex]].
. Goncalves, F. Krauss, S. Kuttimalai and P. Maierhéfer, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 053014 [arXiv:1605.08039 [hep-ph]].
. Biekotter and M. Pierre, Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.11, 1026 [arXiv:2208.05505 [hep-phl]].
. Tumasyan et al. [CMS], Nature Phys. 18 (2022) no.11, 1329 1334 [arXiv:2202.06923 [hep-ex]].
. Aad et al. [ATLAS], Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) no.3, 032005 [arXiv:2203.00587 [hep-ex]].
. Blanco, J. I. Collar, Y. Kahn and B. Lillard, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.5, 056001 [arXiv:1912.02822 [hep-ph]].

SOE BN~ S0 H IS E DL ~SD
QQPHURNTIQAZEZZTIEZA

999N oo oo oo oo



	On Wigner Degeneracy in Elko theory: Hermiticity and Dark Matter
	Abstract
	Introduction
	A brief review on Elko and Wigner degeneracy
	On action formulation, interactions, and the Hermitian nature
	Hermitian interactions and a criterion for a dark coupling
	Elko-Higgs derivative coupling
	Renormalizability at one loop
	MØller-like scattering
	On the Elko annihilation processes
	Investigating the Freeze-out process
	On invisible Higgs decay experimental constraints
	Constraints from electron/DM scattering
	Concluding Remarks
	Acknowledgment

	Phenomenology with arbitrary trial parameters
	References


