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We study renormalizable models with minimal field content that can provide a viable dark matter
candidate through the standard freeze-out paradigm and, simultaneously, accommodate the observed
anomalies in semileptonic B-meson decays at one loop. Following the hypothesis of minimality, this
outcome can be achieved by extending the particle spectrum of the Standard Model either with one
vectorlike fermion and two scalars or two vectorlike fermions and one scalar. The dark matter annihilations
are mediated by #-channel exchange of other new particles contributing to the B anomalies, thus resulting in
a correlation between flavor observables and dark matter abundance. Again based on minimality, we
assume the new states to couple only with left-handed muons and second and third generation quarks.
Besides an ad hoc symmetry needed to stabilize the dark matter, the interactions of the new states are
dictated only by gauge invariance. We present here for the first time a systematic classification of the
possible models of this kind, according to the quantum numbers of the new fields under the Standard Model
gauge group. Within this general setup we identify a group of representative models that we systematically
study, applying the most updated constraints from flavor observables, dedicated dark matter experiments,

and LHC searches of leptons and/or jets and missing energy, and of disappearing charged tracks.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The first decade of operation of the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC) has resulted in the tremendous success
represented by the discovery of the Higgs boson and
provided us with a host of precise measurements and
searches for new phenomena, finding no conclusive evi-
dence of departures from the predictions of the Standard
Model (SM). Nevertheless, the SM leaves unanswered a
number of fundamental questions that provide strong
motivation for its extension. The most compelling problem
is that the SM lacks a candidate of dark matter (DM), whose
existence has been established by an impressive number of
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cosmological and astrophysical observations, spanning
many orders of magnitude in redshift: from the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) to galactic rotation curves,
see Ref. [1] for a review. However, we do not have at the
moment knowledge about the nature of dark matter nor
about its mass and interactions with the SM sector, since all
evidence is based on its gravitational effects. All direct and
indirect searches for particle dark matter have so far given
negative results. Nevertheless, it is plausible that DM
interacts to some extent with the SM fields, as a substantial
DM abundance must be produced in the early Universe. This
is the case of the thermal freeze-out mechanism, which
assumes that DM is a thermal relic, most commonly a
weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP). Sizeable
interactions to SM particles are then required to keep DM
in thermal equilibrium with the SM bath in the early
Universe and to ensure an efficient DM annihilation mecha-
nism in order to avoid the WIMP relic density to be larger
than the DM abundance that is observed today. In this work,
we are going to assume that the observed DM density is
accounted for by a thermal WIMP that interacts with SM
quarks and leptons and other extra fields in a way that can
address the so-called B-physics (or flavor) anomalies.

Published by the American Physical Society
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FIG. 1.

In fact, although direct searches performed by the LHC
Collaboration for the production of new particles have
found no evidence of their existence, several experimental
collaborations, with LHCb being the prominent one, have
brought to light a persistent and coherent pattern of
deviations from the SM predictions in semileptonic decays
of B mesons of the kind b — s£+#~. This could very well
be the first experimental hint for beyond the SM (BSM)
physics at energies not much larger than the electroweak
scale. In particular, LHCb and B-factory experiments
observe a deviation from lepton flavor universality (LFU)
predicted by the SM in the theoretically clean observables
Ry =BR(B — KWt ) /BR(B — KWete™)  [2-4].
Moreover, a number of measurements are in tension with
the SM predictions for the branching ratios and angular
distributions of several b — sy~ modes [5—14]. All these
anomalies could be explained by a deficit of b — su*u~
events compared to SM expectations due to the interference
between SM and BSM amplitudes. The simplest way to
achieve such an effect is to add nonstandard contributions,

5C,9,’10, to the following operators:

2
—— Vs Vi [Co(57,PLb) (fay" u)
+ C0(57,PLb)(fiyysu) + H.c.. (1)

While not providing the absolute best fit to the anomalies,
an interesting scenario, still in excellent agreement with the
data, is represented by 5C,, = —6C.° ~ —0.5, correspond-
ing to the case of only left-handed currents entering Eq. (1).
According to global fits to B-physics data, such a scenario
is preferred to the SM prediction at the ~5¢ level [15-26].
This does not reflect, of course, an established breakdown
of the SM: a combination of overlooked systematics,
statistical fluctuations, and underestimated hadronic uncer-
tainties could conspire to account for such a large deviation
from the SM in the global fit. Nevertheless it is tempting to
explore new physics (NP) scenarios that could explain the
anomalies and assess their capability of addressing other
shortcomings of the SM, in particular the DM problem.
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Basic diagrams contributing to b — sup.

In this paper we systematically build a set of simplified
models that can explain the B-physics anomalies and
simultaneously provide a good DM candidate, and we
study their phenomenology with a particular focus on the
LHC Ilimits on production of new heavy particles and
the bounds from direct- and indirect-detection DM
searches. Our aim is to highlight the minimal building
blocks that a more complete theory may need to include.
For the sake of minimality we are going to employ the
following procedure.

(i) We focus on minimal solutions of the B-physics
anomalies of the §C;, = —5C,° kind; hence, we only
introduce new fields—in the lowest possible
number—that couple to left-handed quarks and
leptons [the SM SU(2), doublets].

(i) We require that at least one of the BSM fields
contains a state which can be a good DM candidate,
i.e., a neutral and color singlet.

(iii) We assume that DM stability is ensured by an
unbroken symmetry (a Z, parity or another global
symmetry), which forbids interactions between a NP
particle and two SM particles, as well as mixing
between NP and SM fields. As a consequence, the
BSM contributions to C, and C,° can only arise
through one-loop diagrams like those shown in
Fig. 1 with only BSM fields running in the loop,
as in the framework studied in Refs. [27-29]. Notice
that for simplicity we only consider spin 0 and spin
1/2 fields and that only three new fields need to be
added to the SM.

(iv) SU3), ® SU(2), ® U(1)y gauge invariance and
the requirement of a consistent DM candidate tightly
constrain the possible quantum numbers of the BSM
fields. Furthermore, imposing the predicted relic
density to be at (or below) the observed value
Qpmh? ~0.12 results in nontrivial conditions on
the spectrum and couplings of the new particles,
such that DM efficiently annihilates into SM par-
ticles. An unavoidable annihilation mode is given by
the t-channel exchange of the other fields entering
the loop of Fig. 1, possibly alongside coannihilations
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lustrative DM (co-)annihilation diagrams for the case of fermion DM belonging to the field denoted as ¥ in Fig. 1. Analogous

diagrams arise in the other cases. Gauge diagrams such as the third one are only present if DM belongs to an SU(2), multiplet (¥* are

charged states in the same multiplet).

and processes involving gauge interactions (if DM
belongs to a nontrivial representation of the electro-
weak gauge group); see Fig. 2.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first systematic
study of the connection between flavor anomalies and dark
matter. However, several previous works in the literature
proposed specific models that fulfill the conditions outlined
above, which then will be included in our classification; see
Refs. [30-35]. Other works that addressed simultaneously
DM and the B-physics anomalies (among other observ-
ables) include Refs. [36-58].

The outline of the paper is the following. In Sec. II we
define our setup and show the set of minimal models that
follows from the approach described above. In Sec. III we
describe our strategy and how we impose constraints from
B physics, LHC searches, and DM phenomenology. In
Sec. IV we choose a number of representative models, for
which the results of our analysis are presented in detail.
Finally we summarize and conclude in Sec. V.

II. SETUP

As discussed above, we consider models that can give
rise to the contributions to b — suu processes shown in
Fig. 1." We classify our models in two classes according
to the spin of the field that couples to both quarks and
leptons—which we call “flavor mediator” independently of
its quantum numbers—as follows.

Class F. These models feature a vectorlike fermion ¥ as
flavor mediator and two extra scalars @, and ®; coupling
to the SM left-handed fermions with interactions described
by the following Lagrangian:

LrDTQ,PR¥®, +TELPRY®, +He.  (2)

Class S. In these models, we introduce a scalar flavor
mediator @ and two fermions ¥, and ¥, in vectorlike
representations of the SM gauge group:

'If the mediator field is a real scalar singlet or a Majorana
fermion singlet, additional crossed box diagrams must be taken
into account; see [28,29].

LsDT20PR¥Py® +THL,PRY, @ +He.  (3)

In the spirit of our simplified-model approach, we are
considering nonzero couplings of the new fields only to
second and third generation left-handed quarks Ire, F3Q)
and muons (I'}). For more definiteness we will use,

throughout the paper, the following notation: r¢ =r¢,

'Y =T¢, and I} = I'}. These couplings are defined in the
basis where the down quark and charged-lepton mass
matrices are flavor diagonal. Furthermore we assume a
global symmetry, whose effect is to forbid mixing between
extra fields and SM fields and ensure that the lightest new
state is stable. This can be achieved by introducing an
unbroken Z, parity under which the SM fields are even and
the new fields are odd or an equivalent continuous
symmetry. Finally, unless otherwise stated, we will usually
assume the interactions in the scalar potential—such as the
unavoidable quartic couplings between our new scalars @y
and the Higgs field H of the form (I);d)XH " H—are small
enough to have only subdominant effects on the phenom-
enology of our models.

The possible gauge quantum numbers of the extra fields
follow from the requirement of gauge invariance of the
above Lagrangians and the additional condition that at least
one component is uncolored and electrically neutral, so to
provide a viable DM candidate. Considering that the
involved SM fields only are quark doublets Q, whose
quantum numbers under SU(3). ® SU(2), ® U(1), are
(3,2,1/6), and lepton doublets L, (1,2,—1/2), the new
fields have to belong to the representations of SU(3), and
SU(2), displayed in Table I. Notice that, while all the
possible representations of SU(3),. are listed in Table I (as
combinations involving larger representations would not
feature any color singlet), in the case of SU(2), only
representations with dimension d < 3 are displayed. The
hypercharge assignment is in general not unique but, as
mentioned above, it is restricted by the requirement that at
least one state is neutral, i.e., Q = T3 + Y = 0. Setting the
hypercharge of the flavor mediator (¥ or @) as a free
parameter X, the hypercharge of other fields are then
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TABLE I. Possible gauge quantum numbers of the new fields
appearing in the loop diagrams in Fig. 1. The displayed SU(3),
representations are all the ones possible that allow a DM
candidate, while only SU(2), representations with d <3 are
shown.

SU(3), Dy, Yy o, ¥, ¥, ®
A 3 1 1
B 1 3 3
SU2), Dy, Yy o, ¥, ¥, ®
I 2 2 1
II 1 1 2
1 3 3 2
v 2 2 3
\" 3 1 2
VI 1 3 2
U(l)y ®Q’ lPQ @L, lPL T, @
1/6 — X -1/2-X X

derived from gauge invariance as shown in the last line of
Table I.

The resulting combinations of quantum numbers are
shown in Tables II and III, which collect the possible
models with, respectively, a fermion and a scalar flavor
mediator. The models have been labeled according to the
spin of the flavor mediator (F or S), the combination of
SU(2), and SU(2), representations of the fields as given in
Table I and—for categories containing more than one
model—the hypercharge of the flavor mediator. The tables
include only models featuring at least a viable DM
candidate, i.e., an electrically neutral stable state. The
representation to which this state belongs has been marked
with *. Notice that the DM candidate can belong to any of
the three NP fields for both classes of models.

DM candidates with nonzero hypercharge are severely
constrained by the direct detection experiments, as a
consequence of the coherently enhanced spin independent
(SI) interactions with nuclei mediated by the Z boson.
To keep the particle content of our models minimal, we
only consider fermion DM candidates with ¥ = 0.” Instead,
if DM belongs to a scalar multiplet one can evade the direct
detection bounds by introducing a suitable mass splitting
between CP-odd and CP-even components through
couplings of the scalar potential. Since this avoids the

2Scenarios with Dirac fermion DM and ¥ # 0 would be still
viable if the field content of the model is extended beyond our
minimality criterion, such that the DM field mixes with an
additional Majorana fermion making the lightest state Majorana;
see, e.g., Refs. [59,60]. This is the well-known case of the
supersymmetric Higgsinos, SU(2), doublet fermions mixing
with a Majorana singlet (the Bino), and a Majorana triplet (the
Wino).

TABLE II. Models with a fermion flavor mediator (Class F).
The fields are denoted by their transformation properties under,
respectively, [SU(3)., SU(2),, U(1),]. We highlight in bold the

models that we study in detail in Sec. IV.

Label O o, v
Fra1 (3.2.7/6) (1,2,1/2)* (1,1,-1)
Fias0 (3.2.1/6) (1.2.-1/2) (1.1,0)*
FiB;-1/3 (1,2,1/2) (3,2,-1/6) (3,1,-1/3)
Fi;2/3 (1,2,-1/2)* (3,2,-7/6) (3,1,2/3)
Flia (3.1,2/3) (1,1,0)* (1,2,-1/2)
Fus (1,1,0)* (3,1,-2/3) (3,2,1/6)
Fuia._32 (3.3.5/3) (1,3,1)* (1,2,-3/2)
Fruasi1/2 (3.3.2/3) (1,3,0)* (1,2,-1/2)
Fumiai 2 (3.3,-1/3) (1,3,-1)* (1,2,1/2)
Fs;—s/6 (1.3,1)* (3,3,1/3) (3,2,-5/6)
Fus;1/6 (1,3,0)* (3,3,-2/3) (3,2,1/6)
Fus:/6 (1,3,-1)* (3,3,-5/3) (3,2,7/6)
Frva—i (3.2.7/6) (1,2,1/2)* (1,3,-1)
Flvao (3.2,1/6) (1,2,-1/2)* (1,3,0)*
FivB.-1/3 (1.2,1/2)* (3.2,-1/6) (3.3,-1/3)
Fiveo/s (1.2,-1/2)* (3.2,-7/6) (3.3.2/3)
Fya (3.3.2/3) (1,1,0)* (1,2.-1/2)
FyB.—5/6 (L,3,1) (3.1,1/3) (3.2,-5/6)
FyB:/6 (1,3,0)* (3.1,-2/3) (3,2,1/6)
FyB:1/6 (L.3,-1)* (3.1,-5/3) (3.2,7/6)
Fvias (3.1,5/3) (1,3,1)* (1,2,-3/2)
Fyia—i/2 (3.1,2/3) (1,3,0)* (1,2,-1/2)
Fyviaij (3.1,-1/3) (1,3,-1)* (1,2.1/2)
Fvm (1,1,0)* (3.3.-2/3) (3.2,1/6)
TABLE III. Same as Table II for models with a scalar flavor
mediator (Class S).

Label Yo Y, o

Sia (3.2,1/6) (1,2,-1/2) (1,1,0)*
SHA;fl/Z (3, 1»2/3) (1» 170)* (1,2, _1/2)*
SIIA;1/2 (371’_1/3) (1’1’_]) (1’2’1/2)*
St (1,1,0)* (3.1,-2/3) (3.2.1/6)
SIIIA;—I/Z (3,3,2/3) (1,3,0)* (1,2,-1/2)
Smaci/2 (3.3.-1/3) (1,3,.-1) (1,2.1/2)*
S (1.3.0)* (3.3,-2/3) (3.2.1/6)
Svai-i (3.2,7/6) (1.2.1/2) (L3, -1)
Svao (3.2.1/6) (1.2,-1/2) (1.3,0)*
Svail (3.2,-5/6) (1.2,-3/2) (L.3.1)*
Sva-1/2 (3.3.2/3) (1,1,0)* (L.2.-1/2)*
Svaii/ (3.3.-1/3) (1,1,-1) (1.2,1/2)*
Sva (1,3,0)* (3.1,-2/3) (3.2,1/6)
Svia1/2 (3.1,2/3) (1,3,0)* (1,2,-1/2)*
Sviai (3.1,-1/3) (1,3,-1) (1,2,1/2)*
Svis (1,1,0)* (3,3.-2/3) (3.2,1/6)
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dangerous DM coupling to the Z without introducing more
fields, we include in Tables II and III also solutions with
DM belonging to scalar multiplets with Y # 0. Let us
mention that some of the models included in the classi-
fication shown in Tables II and III were previously studied
in the literature, namely, F 4. [34], Fpa [35], Sia [30,33],
Suai—1/2 [31], and Sya.1 /0 [32].

In the following sections, we will discuss in detail the
different constraints (from flavor anomalies, LHC, relic
density and direct detection) for the above-defined class of
models.

III. STRATEGY

In this section we present the strategy that we are going
to employ for each model under scrutiny. We take into
account constraints coming from flavor physics, from the
recasting of direct searches at the LHC and from DM
searches. All these constraints are considered in a system-
atic and comprehensive way in order to assess whether, for
a given model, a region of the parameter space where all
bounds are evaded exists, or the model is excluded by the
combination of all the constraints. We recall that the
parameter space of each model is fully determined by
three couplings plus three mass parameters, namely,

{FQ,FSQ,FIE} plus {M\F,M%,M@L}

or plus {Mo, My,, My, } (4)

for models with a fermion or a scalar flavor mediator,
respectively.

A. Fit to flavor anomalies

The first step of our strategy consists in considering the
constraints coming from flavor physics. In particular, we
take into account data coming from the ratios Ry [2] and R g

|

[3,4]—which are tests of LFU violation—from the angular
analyses of the semi-leptonic decays B — K(*) £+ £~ [5-13]
and B, — ¢¢ ¢~ [14], from the branching ratios of the fully
leptonic decays B, — £¢~ [61-64], and from the branch-
ing ratios of the radiative decays B — K*y [64], B — ¢y
[65], and B — X,y [64]. In order to systematically consider
all the above experimental data, we directly rely on the
constraints on the NP contributions to the Wilson coeffi-
cients (WC) of the operators in Eq. (1) obtained by global fits
performed on this full data set; see, e.g., Refs. [18-26]. As
reference value, we will employ the 26 range obtained in the
fit in Ref. [25]:

-0.72 £ 6C) = -6C,° < -0.36, (at20).  (5)

Moreover, we also take into account the latest SM results
[66,67] on the mass difference of the neutral B, mesons AM
[64]:

AMM
W = 1()4-J_r8(()];L (6)

In a similar fashion to what we did for b — s£7 transitions,
we can translate the experimental result, Eq. (6), into a
bound NP to WC: introducing the effective AB =2
Hamiltonian

HEE > CBB(57,PLb)(57,PLb), (7)
we can observe that the relation between the NP contribution
to CP8 and AM, reads

CPB  AMIM
CBB + (SCBB - AM‘;XP -

1047597, (8)

In order to cast these constraints on the models described in
the previous section, we recall that for each of the two classes
of models defined in Eqgs. (2)—(3) it is possible to write [28]

(563, — —(6C0), — Y2 Tollul® o )+ 20 Glxpr ),
4GFV”,V,S SZHGEMM\P
V2 Lo L[

(6Ch)g = —(6C)0) 5 =

and

2

_ I’
(5CBB)f = 1287[7%%2 (’IBBF (vaxL> + ZZM’?MG(XQ,XL)),
p

_ 2
SCPBY g =——2— (npg—xMn™) F (yo.v1). 10
(6C™)s 128”2Mé(7133 x)F(yo.ye) (10)
where we have defined I'y EF,?FSQ* and we have intro-
duced the compact notation x, :Mc21>Q /My, xp =Mg, | Mg,
and y, = M?I,Q/Mé, yL = Mg, /Mg, respectively. The

4GF th V;} 327raEMM(2D

(n=x"n") F (yo.y1). )

SU(2), factors n, 7™, and 5y are tabulated in Table IV,
while the SU(3), factor y is equal to 1 only if ¥ (®) is a

TABLE IV. Table of the SU(2),-factors entering the Wilson
coefficients in Egs. (9) and (10).

SU(Z)L 1 1T 111 I\ A\ VI
n 1 1 5/16 5/16 1/4 1/4
17M 1 0 0 1/16 0 0
BB 1 1 5/16 5/16 5/16 1
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FIG. 3. Results of the flavor fit for the parameters I'y = FgFSQ*, |1“/I;|, My, Mg, and Mg, in the scenario 1y, with Majorana DM.
Both the 1D distribution for each of the five parameters and the 2D correlations between each of them are shown (with 1o, 26 and 30

regions in orange, red, and blue, respectively). The red dashed line corresponds to the benchmark value l~“Q =0.15.

Majorana fermion (real scalar) in representation A of
Table I, vanishing otherwise. Moreover, we have intro-
duced the following loop functions:

1 x%log x y*logy
F b - + b
e [ P Pty R (o
1 x log x ylogy
G(x,y)= + .
S0 U= =3P 0
(iry €D
The constraints in Egs. (5) and (8) are exploited through (iii)

a combined fit to the relevant set of parameters in Eq. (4)

scrutiny, it is the only free parameter capable of
affecting the sign of the Wilson coefficient; hence, in
order to obtain the desired sign for 5Cz according to
Eq. (5) and remembering that Re(V,,) < 0, we allow
itto be in the range I'y € [0, 2] for models in class F,
and tobeintherangeI", € [-2, 0] for models in class

S: this choice will not affect the result for SCEZ, since
the coupling is squared in Eq. (10);

For the DM candidate mass, we require for it to be
lighter than the other NP fields;

For the remaining NP masses, we let them vary up
to 5 TeV.

using the HEPfit package [68]. For each parameter, we  The outcome of the fit is then summarized in terms of

adopt a flat prior with the following ranges: posterior probability distribution functions (PDFs) for each

(i) For the lepton coupling, we allow itto be in therange ~ parameter, together with correlation plots between each
IT%| € [0,4]. Regarding the quark coupling 'y, we  pair of them.

first notice from Eq. (9) that, since the loop functions As an example, we show in Fig. 3 the outcome of the fit

assume positive values for the mass regimes under ~ to the model Fj,.o, where the DM candidate is the

115012-6
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Majorana fermion ¥. The diagonal of the triangle plot
contains the 1D PDFs for the 5 parameters constrained by
the model, while in the other panels we give the combined
2D PDFs showing the correlations among each couple of
parameters. Let us now discuss the information we can
extract from this result, since it will also be useful for the
other models we consider in Sec. IV. Starting from the
couplings 1D PDFs, we observe that Iy is constrained to
small values: this is a byproduct of the inclusion of AM in
the fit, which disfavors higher values for this coupling.
However, this implies that |T';| is pushed to values at the
boundary of the perturbative region in order to satisfactory
address the B anomalies. Concerning the masses 1D PDFs
we first notice that the DM mass is allowed to grow only up
to a few TeV due to the requirement that it has to be the
lightest state of the NP sector. On the other hand, no upper
bound can be inferred on the masses of the other NP fields,
which are found to be unconstrained in the whole mass
range under scrutiny. Moving on to the analysis of the
combined 2D PDFs, we focus our attention on the first
column of panels of Fig. 3, namely, the ones showing the
correlations among I'y and the other NP parameters
included in the fit, where we have highlighted with a
dashed red line the value I'y ~ 0.15. From these panels it is
indeed possible to infer that such value, sitting in the 1D
PDFs of I'y in the 1o region and close to its mode, is an
interesting benchmark point when looking also at the other
parameters. Indeed, from the 2D PDFs describing the
correlation among I 0 and |Fﬁ , we observe that this choice
for the quark coupling implies that the 1o and 20 regions
reach the lowest allowed values for the lepton coupling,
corresponding to [T'5| = 3 and 2, respectively, with the 3¢
bound reaching |T's| = 1. Hence, the benchmark value
['p ~0.15 is the one that better justifies the benchmark
assignments |Fﬁ| =1, 2, 3, while a different value for the
quark coupling would induce bigger values for the leptonic
one. Finally, from the other 2D PDFs we observe that in
correspondence to this benchmark value the 1o (26) upper
bound for Mpy, is around 700 (1100) GeV, while for the
other two fields the whole mass range is allowed at the
20 level.

An analogous behavior for the posterior PDFs has been
found in all the models analyzed in Sec. IV, with a value for
IT'o| ~ 0.15 (positive or negative, depending on whether the
model belongs to class F or S respectively) such that the
allowed lo and 26 bounds on |I';| are the lowest, the 1o
and 2¢ upper bounds for the DM mass are around 700 and
1100 GeV, respectively, and no upper bound is found at the
20 level on the remaining masses. Therefore, in the
following analysis we will fix the value for the quark
coupling to the benchmark value || = 0.15, and we will
consider three different benchmark values for the leptonic
coupling |Fﬁ| =1, 2, 3, corresponding to the 36, 20 and 1o
lower bounds, respectively. Moreover, we observe that the

fit always allows us to fix the mass of one the two heavy NP
partners of the DM candidate to be equal to 700 GeV
(1100 GeV), the value corresponding to the 16 (20) upper
bound for the DM (which, being the lightest NP particle,
obviously sets a lower bound on the rest of the spectrum).

Let us finish this subsection with a comment on another
observable featuring a long-standing deviation from the SM
prediction: the muon anomalous magnetic moment,
(9 —2),. Notice that the subset of our NP fields coupling
to muons indeed contributes to the dipole operator respon-
sible for (g — 2),. Such a contribution is, however, chirally
suppressed (our fields do not couple to right-handed
muons), thus too small to account for the current ~3.5¢
discrepancy between SM prediction and experimental
measurement [69], with the possible exception of tuned
regions of the parameter space, as systematically discussed
in [70]. A successful fit of the (g —2), discrepancy would
require the introduction of extra fields coupling to the SM
Higgs field and thus providing a chiral enhancement to the
muon dipole. Examples of such “next-to-minimal” dark
matter scenarios naturally accounting for the (g-—2),
discrepancy are given in [70,71] as well as, in combination
with the B-physics anomalies, in [50,52].

B. LHC constraints

The second step of our strategy involves studying the
bounds following from direct searches at the LHC. We will
consider here as an example, without any loss of generality,
the case where the flavor mediator is a scalar field (being
the conclusions in the case of a fermion mediator identical).
DM scenarios and LHC searches can be separated in two
categories, depending on whether the DM candidate is the
fermion field coupling to SM leptons (¥; ) or one of the two
other possibilities (‘¥ or ®).

(i) Case 1.1f the DM candidate is either the field ¥, or

@, the main production channel at the LHC will be
via QCD-mediated processes, such as

pp = Yo¥y = qq + Er, or
pp > ®P - qq' + Fr. (12)

with DM being the field ® or ¥, respectively, and
appearing as missing energy in the detector. Here
q.q = s, ¢, b, t, that is, each of the quarks can be
either a light quark, producing a jet, a bottom quark,
producing a b jet, or a top quark, producing a b jet
plus the products of the decay of the W boson.?
Notice the similarity of this setup to simplified
supersymmetric models with squarks decaying into
neutralino DM. As a consequence, in order to
produce exclusion plots in the (My Q,Mq,) plane,

Here and below, we are neglecting the production of u quarks,
which are CKM suppressed.
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it is possible to recast limits from LHC squark
searches involving missing energy plus 2-6 jets,
allowing also the presence of b jets. The latest of
such analyses has been performed by CMS [72]. Let
us stress once again that this recasting can be applied
no matter which of the two NP fields in the couple
{¥,.®} is the DM candidate, since the final states
and, hence, the LHC signature is the same for both
cases, as shown in Eq. (12).

In order to set bounds on My,, we now have to
distinguish whether the DM candidate is the scalar @ or
the fermion ¥, coupling to SM quarks. In the former case,
one can constrain My, with a procedure analogous to the
one outlined above: a pair of ¥, fields will be mainly
produced by electroweak Drell-Yann, and they will sub-
sequently decay into muons and DM, i.e., missing energy.
Hence, this channel can be described as

pp = Y, ¥, = ptu +Fr. (13)

Therefore, similarly to what described above, in order to
produce exclusion plots in the plane (My,, M) it is
possible to recast limits from LHC slepton searches
involving missing energy plus a muon pair. The latest of
such analyses has been performed by ATLAS [73].
Moreover, there are also searches considering soft leptons
performed by both ATLAS [74] and CMS [75]. In the
second case (DM in W), on the other hand, ¥, does not
couple directly to the DM candidate; hence, the above
signature cannot be used. The main decay channel of the
¥, fields will consist instead of the cascade production of
two muons plus two NP scalars @, which will further decay
into quarks and DM candidates, i.e., missing energy.
Hence, in this last scenario the signature will be

pp =¥ Y >y + @O > T+ qq + Er. (14)

Therefore, in order to produce exclusion plots in the plane
(My,, My,), itis necessary to recast limits from combined
LHC searches for stops cascade decaying into sleptons/
charginos, involving missing energy plus 2 muons and 2—6
jets (including b jets). The latest of such analyses can be
found in [76,77].
(i) Case 2. If the DM candidate is the field ¥,,
analogous considerations to the ones reported above
Eq. (13) can be applied, with the signature reading
now

pp = OO = ptu + Er. (15)

One can therefore use again the searches from
Refs. [73-75] to constrain the plane (Mg, My, ).
Further, bounds on My, can be obtained through the

cascade decay

pp = VYo = qq + PO = qq' +ptu + Er.
(16)

Hence, exclusion plots in the plane (My,, My, )
can be obtained again by means of the analyses
in [76,77].

While some combination of the above production and
decay modes will appear in all models under study, there is
a further collider signature that is possible if DM is part of
an SU(2), multiplet, where charged states will be also
present. Because of electroweak radiative corrections, the
charged states are typically O(100) MeV heavier than the
neutral DM state [59,78,79]. Because of such a small mass
splitting, the charged states—which can be pair produced
through electroweak Drell-Yann at the LHC—are long
lived, that is, they can travel a macroscopic distance
(typically a few cm) in the detector before decaying
(through the exchange of an off-shell W boson) into DM
and a very soft and thus undetectable pion. The resulting
signature is a so-called “disappearing-track” observable in
the inner tracker of the detector. Searches for these kinds of
events have been performed by both ATLAS [80] and
CMS [81].

In order to exploit the LHC searches discussed above” we
have implemented, as first step, the models in Feynrules 2.3
[82] in order to generate Universal Feynrules Output files,
which are subsequently passed to MadGraph5_aMC@NLO
2.7[83] where the matrix elements are calculated and a set of
50k events is generated. The partonic events are showered
using Pythia 8 [84], the detector effects are simulated by
means of Delphes 3 [85], and the result is eventually passed
to CheckMATE 2 [86], which compares the simulated signal
with the experimental searches at the LHC and determines
whether the model point is excluded at the 90% confidence
level. For the LHC searches selected above that are not yet
implemented in the current version of CheckMATE, we
employ the AnalysisManager framework in order to define
them ourselves [87].

As said above, such a procedure determines whether a
model is excluded at the 90% confidence level for a fixed
value of the six parameters 1_“,?, I I, Mg, My ,» and
M y, - This means that, in order to produce an exclusion plot
in the (M\yQ, M) plane [or in the (My, , Mg,) one, if ¥, is
the DM candidate], we have to fix the values of the three
couplings and of the remaining mass to some set values.
The chosen values for these four parameters will be guided
by the benchmark values inferred from the flavor fit
performed in the previous section. Regarding the lepton
coupling, we can directly adopt one of the three benchmark

*The following procedure applies to the “prompt” signatures of
Egs. (12)—(15), while we will assess the bounds from disappear-
ing tracks from existing literature, as explained in the following
section for the models where these searches are relevant.
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values inferred from the flavor fit, ie., [[5| =1, 2, 3.
However, the same cannot be done for the quark couplings
since the flavor fit gave a benchmark value for the product
Irr*), ie., [Tyl =0.15. On the other hand, LHC
constraints are sensitive to the individual values to the
two quark couplings and not only to their product. Hence,
in the following we will inspect for each model two
different benchmark cases:

) [FPl=1 |F?|=Tol.

ii) [F7| = TP = y/[Tol. (17)

We are now left to fix the value of one of the three masses.
In the case where the DM is ¥; , we will fix the value of the
mass of ¥, which is a colored particle not directly coupling
to the DM candidate. The produced signature will be the
cascade decay shown in Eq. (16), and hence we will have to
rely on the recasting from Refs. [76,77]. We infer that (unless
My, - My, < 50 GeV) we have to consider as a bench-
mark value My 0 = 1400 GeV. This is indeed the lowest

allowed value for this parameter such that no lower bound is
induced on the DM mass. In a similar fashion, if the DM
candidate is ¥, we will fix the mass of the colored field ¥, .
Once again, given the signature of Eq. (14) we employ the
recasting from Refs. [76,77] and obtain also for this field the
benchmark value My, = 1400 GeV. Finally, if the flavor
mediator @ is the DM particle, the particle whose mass we
will fix is yet again ¥, but this field is now a color singlet
directly coupling to the DM candidate. We can therefore
directly employ the recasting from Refs. [73-75], and
observe that we can set the mass of ¥, to one of the two
benchmark values inferred from the flavor fit of the previous
section, i.e., My, = 700 or 1100 GeV. Indeed, the highest
excluded value from the recasting of such results is always
found to be at most O(600) GeV.

Summarizing, given the above benchmark values for
four parameters, it is possible to combine either in the
(My,.Mg) plane or in the (My,, M) one (according to
whether the DM candidate is ¥, or @, in the former case,
or ¥,, in the latter). Indeed, the WC 6C; = —5C)° is
simply a function of the two masses, once all the other
parameters are fixed to benchmark values. Following the
procedure outlined above it is therefore possible to visu-
alize on the same plane both the region that can account for
the flavor anomalies at the 20 level as in Eq. (5), and the
one excluded at 90% C.L. by our recasting of direct
searches at LHC.

C. Constraints from DM phenomenology

As a last step, the flavor and LHC constraints can be
complemented with the ones from DM phenomenology.
Concerning the latter, the models considered here belong to
the category of the so-called 7-channel portals [88-95]

(a “flavored” variant of this kind of setup has been also
considered here [96—100]). Our assumption that a good fit
of the B anomalies is achieved introduces, however, some
relevant variation in the phenomenology of these kinds of
models, especially for what concerns direct detection.

As will be shown in the following, when some model
parameters are fixed by the fit of flavor observables, the
latter constraints can be easily visualized into two-
dimensional mass-mass plots to compare the corresponding
viable regions with those fulfilling the requirements from
both LHC and flavor physics.

1. Relic density

The DM relic abundance has been measured with great
precision by the Planck experiment [101] and it is repre-
sented by the parameter Qpy /1> whose value is

Qpyvh? = 0.1199 + 0.0022. (18)

As will be evident in the next sections, for values of the
couplings compatible with flavor anomalies, the DM is
capable of reaching thermal equilibrium in the early
Universe and, hence, can achieve its final relic density
through the freeze-out mechanism. In such a case, the DM
abundance is the solution of a Boltzmann equation which
can be written as [102,103]

’

T dr |-t
Qpuh? ~8.76 x 10711 GeV~2 { / "l 2<av>effM—
Tf.o. DM

(19)

where (ov). is the effective thermally averaged DM
annihilation cross section including coannihilations and
g. is the effective number of relativistic degrees of
freedom. The integral is computed between the freeze-
out temperature Ty, (we recall that for WIMP
Tso ~M2—%M—Aé—%‘4) and the current temperature of the
Universe T,. Defining M the field that is #-channel
exchanged in DM pair annihilations and also contributes
to coannihilation processes, the DM effective annihilation
cross section can be written as [88]

1 g2
(60)etr = 5 (60)pMDM —BM
eff
9IpmIm 14+ A2 A
+{(ov)pmum =5 — (1 + A)Y“exp [-xA]
Gett
?
(o0 2T (1 + A) exp [-2xA], (20)
eff

N =

+

where x = Mpy/T. (6v)pyvpy describes DM pair annihi-
lation processes into SM fermions mediated by #-channel
exchange of the field M. Given the assumptions stated in
the previous sections, the possible final states are ™ u~, and
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qq where q.q' = s, ¢, b, 1.° (60)pyy Tepresents coanni-
hilations processes with a DM and an M particle in the
initial states while (6v)yy; describes the contribution of M
pair annihilation processes to the DM effective annihilation
cross section provided that the mass splitting between DM
and M is sufficiently small. Notice that the expression
above is valid for complex-scalar and Dirac fermion DM. In
the case of real scalar and Majorana DM we have a slightly
different expression:

2

g
(60)etr = (60) pMDM —I;M
eff

+ (01))DMMng\ggM (14 A)3 % exp[—xA]

eff

e
+ ({(ev)mim + <6U>MM)TM(1 + A) exp[-2xA].

€

Q
=

2 2
Complex N, f (I)DM v

< DMDM Z 48 + M%f)Z )
zmgw "

<Gv>%‘le\§llIDM = ZNC

— ©60z(Mg, + M )

’

where N, =3(1) in the case of color-charged (color
singlet) final state fermions. The sums run over the
kinematically accessible final states, depending on the
value of the DM mass.

The four expressions refer, as indicated, to real scalar,
complex-scalar, Dirac fermion, and Majorana fermion DM.
Scalar and fermionic DM candidates have been generically
called ®py; and Wpy, respectively, while the states
exchanged in the r-channel Feynman diagrams and inter-
acting with the fermion f have been called Sy and F.

L.Q
Msb

according to the final states.” While the four cross sections
have a very similar mass dependence in the limit in which
DM is much lighter than the NP field exchanged in the ¢
channel, they feature a very different velocity dependence.
We notice indeed that the annihilation cross section is
s-wave dominated, in the case of Dirac fermion, p-wave

Finally, 4, correspond to su1table assignments of I’

Up quarks can also be annihilation final states. Their con-
tribution to the DM relic density is, however, negligible because
of the CKM suppression of the couplings.

As recently shown, e.g., in [104,105], in the case of
coannihilations between the DM and a colored field, additional
effects, like thermal corrections, Sommerfeld enhancement, and
bound state formation might be relevant. We postpone a dis-
cussion of these effects to future studies.

"Notice that a color-charged NP field might interact with
different quark generations. The expression of the annihilation
cross section might slightly change in this case.

In the above equations A = (My; — Mpy)/Mpy is the
relative DM/mediator mass splitting while

Gett = gom + gm(1 + A)3/Zexp [-xA], (21)

where gy and gpyy are the internal degrees of freedom of
the mediator and of the DM.

In our analysis, the DM relic density, including coanni-
hilations, have been computed with great numerical pre-
cision through the package micrOMEGASs [37].° To clarify
our results we provide nevertheless analytical expressions
of the DM annihilation cross section into fermion pairs, the
most relevant in the regions of parameter space favored by
B anomalies (see below), at the leading order in the
conventional velocity expansion (as further simplification
we have neglected the masses of the final state fermions)
[88-90,106]:

/14
f \PDM
{ov) DM = s
Zf Rn(My,, + M3,)*
402 4 2
U’U Ma_]orana Z A M‘I’DM (M‘I’DM + MSf ) v (22)
DMDM - 48”(M\2F + M§)4 )
DM f

suppressed in the case of complex-scalar DM and Majorana
fermion, and even further (d-wave) suppressed in the case
of real scalar DM. Given that »> ~0.1, we expect that,
while Dirac DM will easily comply with the requirement of
the correct DM relic density, real scalar DM will, instead,
be typically overabundant in light of its very suppressed
annihilation cross section, unless the latter will be
enhanced, e.g., by coannihilations.

Annihilations into SM fermion pairs and coannihilations
mediated by M represent the main contribution to the DM
relic density in the case where the DM belongs to an
SU(2), singlet. In the case where DM belongs to an
SU(2), multiplet, it can also annihilate, through gauge
interactions, into W- and Z-boson pairs. The latter anni-
hilation processes easily become the dominant contribution
to DM pair annihilations since the corresponding annihi-
lation rate is not suppressed by the mass of the field M. For
DM masses above the TeV, such cross section is further
increased by the so called Sommerfeld enhancement [107—
110] as well as by bound state formation [111]. Additional
coannihilation processes, due to other components of the
DM multiplet, are present as well.

As will be clear from the following analysis, imposing
the correct relic density, Eq. (18), translates into a very
strong constraint, only marginally compatible with the
flavor anomalies and other phenomenological bounds.
For this reason we will just apply, through Eq. (19),
an overclosure bound Qpyh% < 0.12. However, while
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requiring that thermal DM production does not
exceed the observed relic density, we will also assume
that our DM candidate always accounts for 100% of DM,
including in the regions of the parameter space where it
would be underabundant, as a consequence of some
(unspecified) nonthermal DM production mechanism;
see, e.g., [112,113].

2. Direct detection

The scattering of the DM with nucleons and nuclei, which
is at the base of direct detection (DD), is typically described
through effective four-field operators coupling pairs of DM
|

particles with SM quark or gluon pairs. For all the models
considered in this work, the strongest constraints come from
ST interactions. For our analysis we have adopted the world
leading limits given by the XENONI1T Collaboration [114].
How effective the resulting constraints are depends on the
spin of the DM and, in the case of scalar DM, on whether the
field is real or complex, while in the case of fermionic DM,
on its Dirac rather than Majorana nature. In the following
illustrative discussion, we focus for simplicity on the case in
which the DM is an SU(2), singlet.

In the case of complex-scalar DM,
Lagrangian for DD reads

the effective

LG =" ci(@ a0, Pon )27 g + > dIM @@y Gg + dg—%M%MG“"”G"
g=u.d q=ud,s
¢DM la” l@”)d)DM(')q (I)DM(laﬂ)(lay)(DDMO
+ Z M?> = + g M2 ’w (23)
g=ud.s Dpym Dpy

where (’),‘fy and O, are the twist-two operators:

_.(Dyy,+Dyy, 1
OZI/ = <% - Zgﬂbp> q,

1
OZD = Ga/)Gfp - g/wG;/)laGu/m (24)

As we can see, the effective Lagrangian considers just
interactions with light quarks (¢ = u, d, s) and gluons.
This is because the typical energy scale for DM scattering

Upa Upum
Pq
U, d u, d
Ypm Q Wpnm
| |
I I
I I
CI)Q | | (I)Q
| |
u, d | \PDM | u, d
| |

|
processes is of the order of 1 GeV and, hence, heavy quark
flavors, ¢, b, t, are integrated out.

The coefficient ¢ in Eq. (23) can be further decomposed
as ¢ = cl.. +c& + ¢ + ¢l . Mustrative diagrams asso-
ciated to these different contributions are shown in Fig. 4.
Notice that the figure actually displays the case of
fermionic DM, discussed in the following. However,
topologically analogous diagrams can be also obtained
for scalar DM, since as we will discuss below, the two cases
share many similarities.

Upm

Upm

\IJDM

FIG. 4. Representative diagrams contributing to the DM-nucleon cross section relevant for direct detection experiments. For
illustration, we only show some diagrams for the case of DM belonging to the fermionic flavor mediator . Analogous diagrams are
present in the other cases (with the exception of models with DM belonging to ¥; /®; where there is no tree-level diagram).
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cll.. is the tree-level induced contribution from diagrams

with the s-channel exchange of a color-charged scalar NP
field. Since such a tree-level contribution describes the
interactions of vector currents, the corresponding coeffi-
cient for the nucleons is just a linear combination of the
contributions of the valence quarks, namely,

P _ u d no_ .U d
Ciree = 2Ctree + Ciree> Ciree = Ciree + 2Ctree' (25)

In the models considered in this work, the chw’" coef-
ficients are generated only by the CKM mixing. Having
chosen a basis in which the down-type quark mass matrix is
flavor diagonal we have

0] 0 2
TV +TPV,) G —0. (26)
tree 4 ( Mé . _ M%}) ) tree

Given this result, one cannot neglect a priori contributions

from loop-level induced interactions. Indeed, the c%‘y

coefficients are generated by penguinlike diagrams as
the ones shown in the second panel of Fig. 4, charged
under the SM electroweak group, with SM y and Z bosons
while ¢ is the coefficient associated to box diagrams
analogous to the one present in the third panel of Fig. 4.
The remaining operators in Eq. (23) arise, again at the loop
level, from QCD interactions of the color-charged new
fermions, possibly present in the theory [115]. Full ana-
lytical expressions for the c%’y, cloxs A9, g1 can be found,
e.g., in Refs. [30,115,116]. As will be discussed in the
following, the strongest limits will arise from y, Z pen-
guins. We report here the relevant simplified expressions,
as given in [30], in the limit Mq, < Mp,. For what

concerns the y penguin we have

ezQ
qd ~ q
™ 962 >

f=s,c.b,t,u

sG]
—~N.|3+1log|——||. (27)
M, M2

!

The coefficient associated to the Z penguin, in the same
approximation, instead reads®

2TIN. M2 /3 M2
713N e M 7
200 —L) ), (28
1672 M2, <2+ °g< )) (28)

Gr
C%%’l}qu Z
f:

s.c.b,tp

where

8 4
v”:§sin29W—l, vd:—gsinzgw+1- (29)

*In these expression, as well as the corresponding ones for
fermionic DM, we have omitted for simplicity O(1) factors that
depend on the gauge quantum numbers of the field F; (S; for
fermionic DM).

Among these two contributions, photon penguins give
typically the dominant contribution with the exception of
the case in which the effective coupling of the DM with top
quarks is sizable, as a consequence of the enhancement
proportional to the square of the top mass in c%.

The effective Lagrangian in Eq. (23) gives rise to the
following scattering cross section for the DM over nucleons
(for illustration we focus on the case of the proton):

SLp ﬂ?) [pr + (A - Z)fn]2 30
Odny = ? A2 ’ ( )
where p, = Mg M,/(Mg,,, +M,) is the DM/proton
reduced mass. The extra factor depending on A, Z, being,
respectively, the mass and atomic number of the detector
material, allows a consistent comparison with experimental
limits which assume equal coupling of the DM with
protons and neutrons [117]. f,, represent, in fact, the
effective coupling of the DM with protons and neutrons
and read

— P p p p
fp _Ctree+cz+c}’ +Cb0x

0, 3 (74,4 a0 + 22)

q=u,d,s
3 8
taM, Z 91G(2) _§fTGfG7
q=c,b,t
3 _
Fu = Chee + ¢+ o+ M D (a(2) +3(2)df]
q=u,d,s
3 8
+ZMn Z 97G(2)_§fTGfG7 (31)
q=c,b.t

where ¢f = 2c¢! +cf, ¢ = cf +2¢! with i = tree, Z, 7,
box, and f = d? + dj + d}. The parameters fqu:"’p, fre,
q(2), and G(2) are nucleon form factors defined as

(Nlm,aqIN) = Myfy, — fre=1- > f¥

q=u,d,s
] 1 (I
<N|Oﬂl/|N> :M—N pypu_ZMNg;w (q(Z) +q(2))’
1 1

For our analysis we have used the default values imple-
mented into the micrOMEGAs package [37].

It is important to remark that, contrary to the other
coefficients, including the ones generated at the tree level,
cﬁz coefficients can be present in models in which the DM
is coupled only to NP states charged under the electroweak
gauge groups but that are color singlets.
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If DM is a real scalar, the @EMi 0, ®py  operator
identically vanishes. Hence, the DM direct detection cross
section is expected to be suppressed.

Moving to fermionic DM, which we just
call Wpy, the effective Lagrangian for the Dirac
case is

Dirac, — _ - — % & 1 1
L= Z c?¥pmy,Yomar'g + Z d'M Ypm¥pmagq + Z dZ;SlPDMlPDMG(#DG;w

qg=u,d q=u,d,s

q=c,b,t

Li’DMi Hy"¥om OZD
£y (o

q=u.d,s M\PDM

Wi Yo O
+Z<gglg,q DM!O"Y TpMm Il+gg,q

g=c.b.t My,

Again, the coefficient ¢? is a combination of CKM-
suppressed tree-level and loop-induced contributions:

¢ = Clree + €% + €l + Chox (34)

where, in contrast to the case of scalar DM, a contribution
from Higgs penguin diagrams is present as well. The
operator Wpyy, ¥pmgr*q behaves, with respect to direct

detection, in an analogous way as (¢pyi0,¢pm)qr*'q. So
we have again that the coefficients ¢”" at the nucleon level
are linear combinations of the coefficients associated to up
and down quarks. The coefficients d?Y can be decomposed
into QCD contributions, which we label dggD, analogous to
the ones discussed for scalar DM, and a contribution from
Higgs penguin diagrams, labeled as d};’. The coefficients
g7? finally come from QCD interactions mediated by
quarks/gluons and possible NP color-charged states.
|

e
(T
4 YoM f=s,c,b,t.u

~ e
~

blI/N

s,c,b,t.u

gq Li'DM(ia’l)(iab)‘PDM(I)Zv)
l{JDM

M2

> nogp

N.Q A
87My,, fz I°f

5 (33)

ll’DM

‘i’w(ia")(ia”)‘PDMOiv)

|

Effective interactions mediated by the photon are present
as well. The latter are described, this time, by the following
Lagrangian:

. by - _
LeDflf}'dC.}’ = T\PTDMUW/‘PDMF”D + b‘I’lPDMy”lPDMayFﬂw

(35)

with the two terms dubbed, respectively, magnetic dipole
moment and charge radius operators.

Concerning the relative contribution of the different
coefficients, as already discussed in Ref. [118], the sit-
uation is analogous to the case of complex-scalar DM. The
dominant contribution is typically associated to the charged
radius and dipole operators, whose coefficient can be
approximately written as

M3, M
Tow (1 —2log( —£ ] ).
MS MS
f f

M3 M3 M2

v~ S S

—22 2+ log|—) ). 36

M3 < i Og<M§>> ()
f /

Again, in the case of sizable couplings of the DM with the top quark, the latter terms are overcome by ¢ which can be

approximately written as

4 _— 14
c; =0
f=s.c.b,tu

Gp N3 M M?
til sz_zf 1+ log —zf . (37)
V2 32n M, M

Sy

Given the presence of dipole operators, direct detection phenomenology is not fully caught by the scattering cross section
over nucleons but, on the contrary, one has to rely on the DM scattering rate over nuclei:

do <MT

~ 1
d—ER = 2712 |fT|2 + aemb‘zl’zz <_ -

where

My

— | )|Fsi(Eg)|> + B3
Ex 2;4%02)>| si(Er)[* + by 2 37,

WMy Jr + 1

[Fp(ER)[>. (38)
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fT:pr+(A_Z)fnv (39)

and ur = My, Mr/(My,_, + My) with My being the mass of target nucleus. Fg; is the conventional SI nuclear form factor
[119], while Fp, is the form factor associated to dipole scattering [120]. Experimental limits have been obtained, in this case,

with the procedure illustrated in Ref. [121].

In the case of Dirac DM, the coefficients f, and f, are written as

—_ P p p
fp *Ctree+CZ+Cbox 2M
q=u,d,s

3
f Ctrce+CZ+CH+Cbox+ M Z
q=u.d,s

Changing the nature of the DM, this time from Dirac to
Majorana, leads to a markedly different case. Indeed, the
Py*¥ and W' operators are identically null and the DD
phenomenology is again fully captured by the SI scattering
cross section of the DM on protons:

\Sylp _4:“11 [pr (Az_ Z)fn]z’ (41)
DM A
where f, , are defined analogously to Eq. (40).
In the case in which the DM belongs to an SU(2);
multiplet, no new operators are generated in the
Lagrangians in Egs. (23) and (33). The coefficients of
the effective operators get, however, additional contribu-
tions from loop diagrams in which Z, W bosons are
exchanged. The case of Majorana DM has been discussed
extensively, e.g., in Refs. [60,122], while the case of real
DM has been considered, to a lower extent, e.g., in
Ref. [115]. To our knowledge, no analogous computations
are available for complex-scalar and Dirac fermionic DM.

3. Indirect detection

As is well known, indirect detection (ID) for WIMPs
relies on the search for the products of residual annihilation
processes for DM occurring at present times. Similarly to
the case of direct detection, it is convenient to distinguish
the cases in which the DM is an SU(2), singlet or not.
In the former case, the main annihilation channels to
consider are the ones into SM fermion pair final states.
These lead mostly to continuous y-ray signals which, for the
ranges of DM masses considered in this work, can be
probed by telescopes such as Fermi-LAT [123,124]. The
impact of the resulting constraints is highly model depen-
dent though. Indeed, having in mind the velocity expansion:

(ov) ~ a + bv?, (42)

we have that only for the s-wave dominated annihilation
cross section, i.e., a # 0, are the values of the cross-section at

4@ +a@)d+ o)+ M, Y G+

—eb—spin, Y (1,45 a2 +at2 >><g,+gz>)+jMp S GO+ A - rofe

q=c,b,t

9% - —f rfa- (40)

q=c.b,t

thermal freeze-out and present times comparable, so that
eventual ID limits are effective. On the contrary, p wave, i.e.,
the b coefficient is the leading contribution, and dominated
cross sections are affected by ID to a negligible extent. Notice
as well that coannihilations are also mostly effective at
thermal freeze-out while their rates are, instead, exponen-
tially suppressed at present times. Given this, among the
models presented in this work, only scenarios with Dirac
fermionic DM can be probed by indirect detection.”

Summarizing, in the following section we will apply the
strategy here described to several models of interest, in
order to study whether such models allow for a region of
the parameter space where all the constraints here described
are evaded, or the model is excluded by the combination of
all the constraints.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we analyze some of the models listed in
Tables II and III, following the strategy illustrated in the
previous section. Such models have been highlighted in
bold in the tables. Our selection covers a broad variety of
cases, including both scalar and fermion flavor mediators,
as well as both scalar and fermion DM. Furthermore, we
will separately discuss, where appropriate, both real and
complex-scalar DM as well as both the Dirac and Majorana
nature for fermionic DM. Finally, notice that our selection
comprises models where DM is pure SM singlets as well as
cases where it belongs to SU(2), multiplets.

We will write for each model the Lagrangian responsible
for the phenomenology we are interested in, according to the
quantum numbers of the NP particles, and determine the
regions of parameter space for which the B anomalies are
accounted for. We will then combine this requirement with
the constraints from collider searches of the NP particles as
well as from DM phenomenology, in particular, relic density
and direct detection. As discussed in Sec. III C 1, we will

Notice that also for Majorana DM, a # 0. However, this term
is helicity suppressed and, hence, typically subdominant with
respect to the p-wave contribution.
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FIG.5. Summary of the constraints for the model 4., with Dirac dark matter. The first row corresponds to the benchmark case (i),
with [[2| = 1, 2| = 0.15, while in the second row we show the benchmark case (ii), with [[?| = [T'?| = /0.15. For both cases we set
Mg, = 1100 GeV and we show the three assignments |F/’;| =1, 2, 3. Regions outside green contours are not compatible with the B
anomalies, with the solid green regions being strictly ruled out while the hatched green ones corresponding to contributions to 5C,3’10 are
not significantly deviating from the SM predictions, and are, hence, not strictly ruled out as the anomalies are still awaiting full
experimental confirmation. The orange region represents the exclusion from direct searches at the LHC (see the text for details). Red
regions are excluded because they correspond to overproduction of DM compared to the observed relic density. Blue regions are
excluded by DD, while regions at the left of the yellow dashed contour are excluded by ID.

assume that in the regions of the parameter space where
thermal DM production is insufficient some nonthermal
mechanism is at work such that our DM candidate always
accounts for 100% of the observed DM abundance.

A. F14;0, Dirac singlet DM

We start considering the model Fj,., with a singlet
Dirac DM. This case, which is among the simplest in
Tables II and III, has never been studied before and, as we
will see, is subject to strong constraints. It is a good
example to illustrate how bounds from different sources can
altogether exclude a model. The Lagrangian of this model
reads

Lin =T20,Pg¥P®, + TELPRPD, +He., (43)

with the fields ®g, ®;, and ¥ carrying, respectively, the
following SU(3), ® SU(2), ® U(1), quantum numbers:
(3,2,1/6),(1,2,—1/2),and (1,1,0). As mentioned above,
the DM candidate is the Dirac field Ypy = ¥, which also
plays the role of the flavor mediator in the diagram in Fig. 1.
This scenario has been selected for our analysis since it
features the highest degree of correlation. Indeed, notice that
the DM field couples to both the NP fields @, and @, , which
are charged under the SM gauge group. Consequently, all the
three couplings FSQ R FQ, Fﬁ, entering 5C2’10 are, as well,
contributing to the DM annihilation and scattering rates. For
this reason we will also investigate, in the following, similar
models with the Majorana fermion and scalar DM.

The results of our analysis for this model are presented in
Fig. 5, displayed in the (My, M) two-dimensional plane.
The two rows in the figure correspond to the two different
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assignments of the couplings [[T?|, [T'?]), dubbed i,
(¢ =1, 12| =0.15) and ii], (T¢] = |T?| = V0.15),
which proved to provide an equally good fit of the B
anomalies, cf. Sec. III A. For each coupling configuration
we show only one of our benchmark values for Mg, ,
namely, 1100 GeV, and three values of [I';|.

In each plot, the region compatible with the flavor
anomalies is the one enclosed within the two green
contours. As can be seen from the different filling styles,
the regions outside these bands should be interpreted
differently. Indeed, the regions on the left of the green
contours (filled in green) are ruled out, since they corre-
spond to the case in which 5Cz’10 exceed the experimental
limits. On the right of the contours, on the contrary, NP
contributions to Cz‘lo are increasingly suppressed so that
these observables do not deviate, to a statistically relevant
extent, with respect to the SM expectation. While current
flavor anomalies are not reproduced in the latter parameter
regions, we cannot strictly regard them as ruled out as the
anomalies are still awaiting full experimental confirmation.
These regions are denoted by a green horizontal hatching.

The orange region represents the exclusion from LHC
searches for the signatures with jets and/or muons and
missing energy described in Sec. III B. For this model, we
show our recasting of the bound from Ref. [72]
on pp = ®,®y = qq’' + ¥Ypy¥Ppu-

Moving to DM phenomenology, the constraints from
DM relic density are represented as red regions. As already
mentioned, throughout our study we will just require that
the value of Qpyh?, determined by applying the conven-
tional thermal freeze-out paradigm, does not exceed the
experimental determination, namely, Qpyh*> <0.12. In
each plot, the region of parameter space that does not
fulfill this constraint has been marked in red. Being the DM
a SM singlet, its relic density is determined, with the
exception of the coannihilation region, by annihilations into
SM fermion pairs. As the value of Fﬁ increases, the region
with overabundant DM progressively reduces and, for
I'; = 3, the DM is always underabundant within the whole
range of My and Mg, shown in the plot. The blue region

corresponds, instead, to the case in which the DM inter-
actions with nuclei, as given by Eq. (38), exceed the
constraints from XENONIT. Finally, with Dirac fermion
DM, constraints from indirect detection should be taken
also into account. The regions of parameter space at the left
side of the dashed yellow contour are excluded by the latter
types of searches.

As evident, in all the plots the region compatible with the
flavor anomalies falls at least into one of the experimental
exclusions. Among them, the strongest by far comes from
direct detection, which excludes the whole range of masses
considered in the different plots, besides the case Fﬁ =1:
with such an assignment, only a region with Mg, =

4-5 TeV survives in case (i), while a broader area is

allowed in case (ii). Nevertheless, in these the NP con-
tribution 8C;, = —6C}° is too small to account for the
observed anomalies. The direct detection bound extends
even beyond multi-TeV masses for the @, field because it
is actually saturated by the charge radius and magnetic
dipole operators in Eq. (38) which are dominated by the
contribution of the color singlet field M, , whose mass and
coupling Fﬁ were kept fixed in the analysis. The case
Mg, = 1.1 TeV is hence ruled out by DM DD regardless
of the assignment of the other parameters. For the same
reasons we have shown no plot for Mg, = 700 GeV since,
in such a case, the case I'; = 1 would also be completely
ruled out by direct detection.

B. F14;0, Majorana singlet DM

In this subsection we study the same model discussed in
the previous one, defined by the Lagrangian in Eq. (43).
The only difference is the nature of the DM field ¥, now
corresponding to a Majorana fermion. As pointed out
above, this kind of scenario is particularly interesting since
it features the highest degree of correlations between B
anomalies and the other phenomenological observables
considered in the present study. A model analogous to
Fia;o with Majorana DM has been already studied in
Ref. [34]. The analysis in the latter reference differs from
the present work in the fact that they strictly imposed the
requirement of the correct relic density and used it to fix
Mg, as afunction of the other parameters, in particular, the

coupling Fﬁ. Furthermore, the latter parameter has been

allowed to reach the perturbativity bound I'; = V. As
already mentioned, we adopt here a more conservative
approach for what concerns the DM relic density, keeping
Mg, and Fﬁ as free parameters in the fit of flavor
observables and considering Fﬁ <3 in our phenomeno-
logical study. Given these different assumptions, our
findings slightly differ from the ones reported in Ref. [34].

We repeat the analysis whose procedure has been
illustrated in detail in the previous section. The results
are shown in Figs. 6 and 7. As we can see, we find a very
different picture with respect to the results of the previous
case as shown in Fig. 5. This is a consequence of the
different nature of the fermionic DM candidate. One can
indeed find regions of the parameter space compatible with
the flavor anomalies and not in tension with other exper-
imental bounds, even for the lighter benchmark value
M[/,L =700 GeV. For Fﬁ 2 2 it is also possible to have,
albeit in a narrow window of the parameter space, a good fit
of the flavor anomalies and, simultaneously, saturate the
observed DM relic density (Qpyh? =~ 0.12) with a standard
thermal WIMP. This occurs for DM masses between
approximately 50 and 150 GeV.

This different outcome compared to the Dirac case is
mostly due to the fact that, for Majorana DM, the effective
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FIG. 6. Summary of the constraints for the model Fi4,o with Majorana dark matter, with |Fz?| =1, |FSQ| = 0.15, and the three

assignments |Fﬁ| = 1,2, 3. The upper (lower) row corresponds to
of Fig. 5.

operators accounting for DM interactions with nucleons
mediated by the Z boson and the photon identically vanish.
As a consequence, the strength of the interactions between
DM and nuclei is strongly reduced and, hence, DD bounds
are significantly weaker. Furthermore, the annihilation
cross section of Majorana DM is p-wave suppressed,
and thus ID constraints are not present. Although this is
a successful scenario according to our criteria, we remark
again that, in order to have compatibility between the fit of
the flavor anomaly and the other constraints, rather large
values of the coupling to muons |I'4| are required: || > 2

for Mg, 2 700 GeV and |F,I;| 2 3 for Mg, 2 1100 GeV.

C. FB;-1/3, real-scalar doublet DM

We now turn to consider an example with scalar DM. In
this case, DM is a (real) neutral state which is part of the
scalar SU(2) doublet @, (1,2,1/2). The other NP fields
®,; and ¥ transform under the SM gauge group, respec-
tively, as (3,2,—1/6) and (3,1,—1/3). The Lagrangian
resembles that of the previously considered model:

Mg, = 700 (1100) GeV. The color scheme is as defined in the caption

Lin =T20,PR¥®, + TELPRY®, +He. (44)

This is the simplest model, with our general classification,
featuring the DM belonging to a SU(2) doublet. As
discussed in Sec. II, our minimality criteria only allow
scalar DM to belong to an SU(2) multiplet. Notice also
that, as usual, the DM field @, and the other NP scalar @,
could couple with the Higgs field and among each other
through operators of the types [@y|*|®, %, |H|*|®|?, and
|H|?|®, |>. As already pointed out, we are assuming in this
work that these quartic couplings are so small that have a
negligible impact on phenomenology. The only exception
is given by the coupling providing a mass splitting between
real and imaginary parts of the neutral component of @, as
discussed below. In fact, since the DM belongs to an SU(2)
doublet with nonzero hypercharge, it would feature as well
tree-level interactions with the Z boson. In order to
circumvent this possibility (which is already experimen-
tally ruled out, see, e.g., Ref. [90]), we assume that,
similarly to the so-called inert doublet model [125-128],
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FIG. 7. Summary of the constraints for the model F 4., with a Majorana dark matter, with [¢| = [I?| = v/0.15, and the three
assignments [I';| = 1, 2, 3. The upper (lower) row corresponds to Mg, = 700 (1100) GeV. The color scheme is as defined in the caption

of Fig. 5.

the neutral component of @, can be separated into a CP-
even state, which we assume here to be the DM candidate,
and a CP-odd state with a sufficient mass splitting
[ZO(100) keV] to avoid DD constraints. This can be
achieved through a quartic operator involving the SM
Higgs of the form (|<I>TQH|2 + H.c.). Since a tiny coupling
O(1071) is enough to induce an O(100) keV mass
splitting, we can safely assume that no other phenomeno-
logically relevant effect follows from this (and other)
Higgs-portal interactions.

The combined constraints on this model are shown, with
the usual color coding, in Fig. 8 in the (My, Mg,) plane
(notice that what we label Mg, 0 is just the DM mass). In

contrast to the previous model, the strongest constraints
come from flavor and LHC.' First, notice that we set

""Here we have not considered bounds from disappearing
tracks that would arguably have little sensitivity to the small
production cross section and lifetime of the charged states of the
doublet.

Mg, = 1400 GeV in order to evade bounds on ®; pro-
duction and cascade decay (pp - @, ®; > u ™+ PP —
utp™ +qq + Er) from the LHC searches in Refs. [76,77].
The dominant collider bound shown in the plots follows
from the process pp = ¥Y¥ — qq’ + @, P, to which the
CMS search of Ref. [72] is sensitive. On the other hand, the
flavor anomalies are accounted for only for relatively light
values of My which fall in the region excluded by the CMS
search,'" with the exception of narrow tuned strips on the
(Mg, Mg Q) plane corresponding to a very compressed

spectrum, where jets would be too soft for a substantial
number of events to be selected by the experimental cuts.
We remark again that, even if it is not capable of accounting
for the B-anomalies compatibly with all experimental
constraints, the model Fig._;/3 is not strictly ruled out
since LHC and DM constraints are evaded in large regions

"This bound extends to substantially larger masses than in the
previous case F1,., as the produced particle here is a fermion;
hence, its production cross section is about 1 order of magnitude
larger than that of a scalar of the same mass.
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FIG. 8. Summary of the constraints for the model Fg._;,3 with |Fg| =1, |T'?| = 0.15, and the three assignments ITk| =1,2,3. The
upper (lower) row correspond to configurations i) and ii) for the couplings of the NP fields. In all cases we have set My, = 1400 GeV.

The color scheme is as defined in the caption of Fig. 5.

of the parameter space where the NP contributions to B
observables do not exceed, in a statistically relevant way,
the SM ones. Moving to DM phenomenology, we can see
from Fig. § that direct detection constrains the model under
consideration only poorly. This occurs because of the
nature of DM: besides excluding tree-level interactions
between DM pairs and the Z boson, the small mass splitting

we assumed also sets to zero the <I>TQi8ﬂCI>Q operator in the
DD effective Lagrangian in Eq. (23). Finally, concerning
DM relic density, we note that, similarly to what occurs in
the case of the inert doublet model [125-128], very
efficient annihilation processes into gauge bosons dominate
DM production, as long as they are kinematically acces-
sible. Thus, relatively large values of the DM mass
(~500-600 GeV) outside the region fitting the B anomaly
are required to have the correct relic density.

D. S;a, complex-scalar singlet DM

This model is the counterpart of F,.( with scalar and
fermion fields exchanging roles. It is then of primary
interest due to the high degree of correlation among our

observables. While a similar study of this scenario has been
presented already in Ref. [30], our results are notably
different, as discussed below.

The DM candidate belongs to the complex field @,
which is a complete singlet under the SM gauge group.
Since @ also plays the role of the flavor mediator in the
diagram of Fig. 1, it is not possible in this case to assume
that it is a real scalar field, otherwise an additional
“crossed” box diagram would exactly cancel the effect
on b — s£¢, as can be seen from Eq. (9). The quantum
numbers of the other two fields, ¥, and ¥, are, respec-
tively, (3,2,1/6), (1,2,—1/2), and the Lagrangian of the
model reads

Li =T20,Pg¥o® +TLL,PRY, @+ He. (45)

Given our results for the Fj,.o model discussed in

Sec. IVA, since the @i 8M<I> operator behaves, in the
nonrelativistic limit relevant for DM DD, in an analogous
way as the Dirac DM operator ¥y#W, we can expect this
model to be completely ruled out by DM direct detection as
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FIG.9. Summary of the constraints for the model Sj, with |F}?| =1,

F§2| = 0.15, and the three assignments |Flﬂ =1, 2, 3. The upper

(lower) row corresponds to Mg, = 700 (1100) GeV. The color scheme is as in Fig. 5. In particular, the regions strictly excluded by DD
are filled in blue, while the areas denoted by a vertical blue hatching are excluded only if the two components of the DM singlet are

degenerate; see the text for details.

well. Furthermore, as we mentioned above, we cannot
assume @ to be a real scalar if we want the model to address
the B-physics anomalies. To circumvent this problem, we
can, however, assume that the two components of @ (the
real part and the imaginary part) have a small mass splitting
>0(100) keV."? In this “nondegenerate” case the DM
candidate would be a real scalar, the lightest of the two
states. While this would ensure the needed suppression for
the scattering cross section with nuclei, a small mass
splitting would avoid the above-mentioned cancellation

of 5C?,"0 (the DM is the flavor mediator in this case) and
maintain efficient DM annihilations. In fact, the annihila-
tion cross section into SM fermions would be d-wave
suppressed for real DM; hence, the correct relic density
would follow from coannihilations of the two components
of ®.

2If DM is stabilized by a Z, symmetry, this can be achieved
for instance through an invariant term in the scalar potential of the
form p%(®? + ®*2) [35].

The scenario with two degenerate states has been studied
in Ref. [30]." Considering also the nondegenerate case will
allow us to open a large viable region of the parameter
space. Besides this important point, Ref. [30] differs from
our study also from the fact that LHC data available at the
time lead to less stringent bounds for couplings as in
scenario (ii) compared to the limits in scenario (i). This is,
however, not the case anymore, since the two scenarios are
now no longer significantly different once the recasting of
the CMS search of Ref. [72] is employed.

The combined constraints for this model are shown in
Figs. 9 and 10. In these plots, the DD constraint for the
degenerate case is shown as regions denoted by a vertical

A slightly more complicated variant of this model, featuring
an additional scalar field, has been studied in Ref. [33]. Fur-
thermore, adding to the model a scalar doublet mixing with the
singlet through a coupling with the Higgs introduces interactions
to right-handed fermions as well, allowing, in particular, a
chirally enhanced contribution to (g —2), and thus a natural
explanation of the observed anomaly [50].
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FIG. 10. Summary of the constraints for the model S;, with |[[¢| = |[¢| = v/0.15, and the three assignments [[;| = 1, 2, 3. The
upper (lower) row corresponds to Mg, = 700 (1100) GeV. The color scheme is as in Fig. 5. In particular, the regions strictly excluded by
DD are filled in blue, while the areas denoted by a vertical blue hatching are excluded only if the two components of the DM singlet are

degenerate; see the text for details.

blue hatching. As we can see, very efficient interactions
mediated by the photon and the Z-boson penguins make the
model subject to very strong constraints from XENONIT,
such that only narrow tuned regions are compatible with a
good fit of the flavor anomalies. On the other hand,
assuming nondegenerate singlet states drastically reduces
the exclusions from DD to the blue-filled areas, especially
in the My, ~ Mg regime, where QCD operators for DD are
relevant. In absence of strong bounds from direct detection,
we see that the S;, model can account for the B anomalies
in wide regions of the parameter space. In addition, the
correct DM relic density can be achieved for Fﬁ 2 2 and
My, =700 GeV while for My, = 1100 GeV the coupling
needs to be larger, Fﬁ ~ 3. Thermal DM and a good fit of
the flavor anomalies are thus simultaneously possible with
DM masses approximately in the 50-200 GeV range.

E. Sy, Dirac singlet DM

We now discuss another model with fermion singlet DM.
The gauge quantum numbers of the NP fields are (1,1, 0),

(3,1,-2/3), and (3,2,1/6) for ¥y, ¥;, and @, respec-
tively. The DM candidate is the Dirac field ¥y, and the
flavor mediator @ is a complex scalar:

Lin =T0,;PgP,® +TEL PP, @ +He.  (46)
This model is characterized by the fact that the DM field
only couples to quarks and not to muons. It then allows for
an interesting comparison with the 715, model. Similarly
to the latter scenario we will consider, respectively, here
and in the next subsection, both cases of Dirac and
Majorana DM.

The results of our analysis are shown in Fig. 11 and
confirm the tendency, already observed for Fp,.o, of
models with Dirac DM of being already experimentally
excluded. Compared to the F,.( scenario we notice some
differences though. First of all, the relic density constraint
is much stronger and, moreover, is not sensitive to the value
of the Fﬁ coupling. In fact, all DM phenomenology does
not depend on this latter parameter (neither on My, ), as it

115012-21



ARCADI, CALIBBI, FEDELE, and MESCIA

PHYS. REV. D 104, 115012 (2021)

1000

800F

My,lGeV]

400}

200}

1000

800F

My,lGeV]

400}

200

600

600

IFS1=1,Ir81=0.15,|Tf|=1,My, =1400 GeV

1000 2000 3000

Mo[GeV]

4000

IF1=Ir1=+/0.15 |5 |=1,My, =1400 GeV

5000

1500

1000
Mo[GeV]

2000

My, [GeV]

My,[GeV]

1000

800}

600

400F

200F

1000

800}

600F

400F

200F

IFS1=1,Ir81=0.15,|T}|=2,My, =1400 GeV

1000

2000 3000
Mo[GeV]

4000

IFg1=Ir2|=V0.15 75 |=2, My, =1400 GeV

5000

500 1000 1500

Mo[GeV]

2000

My, [GeV]

My,[GeV]

1000

800}

600

400F

200}

1000

800}

600

400F

200F

IF51=1,Ir81=0.15,|75|=3, My, =1400 GeV

1000

2000 3000
Mo[GeV]

4000 5000

IFg1=Ir2|=V/0.15 5 |=3,My, =1400 GeV

1500

500

1000
Mo[GeV]

2000

FIG. 11. Summary of the constraints for the model Syp with Dirac DM. The upper row refers to the assignments |F?| =1,
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2, 3. The color scheme is as defined in the caption of Fig. 5.

can be seen by comparing the three columns of plots of
Fig. 11. This is due to the fact that the DM field is now only
coupled with the field @ and left-handed quarks. DM
observables hence depend only on the ng couplings which
are fixed by the fit of flavor observables. Furthermore, as it
is the coupling with muons absent, the DM annihilation
cross section is more suppressed than in the Fy,.o model,
especially for configuration (i7) of the couplings. Looking
instead at direct detection, while being still the most
challenging constraint for assignment (i) of the couplings,
its impact is strongly reduced, relative to the requirement of
the viable relic density, for assignment (if). This is because
the most relevant contribution to the SI cross section here
comes from loop diagrams involving the Z bosons, whose
effect is enhanced by the mass of the top quark. Since the
coupling of the DM field with the top is reduced, once
moving from assignment (i) to (ii), the DM scattering rate
is consequently reduced. We have not observed such an
outcome in the model F,.( since a comparable or even
larger contribution to the DM scattering rate on nucleons

was coming from interactions with the photon, controlled
by the I'; coupling.

As mentioned above, in the Sy models, all the phe-
nomenological constraints are independent on the My, and
Fﬁ parameters [as long as W; is heavy enough to evade
searches for cascade decays as in Eq. (14)] with the
exception of the region favored by B physics. Moreover,
we have found that the latter changes only marginally for
different values of My, . Hence, we have set for all plots
My, = 1400 GeV, a value that allows us to evade the
constrainton pp—>¥, ¥, »u = +OO—->u " +qq +Fr
of the searches in Refs. [76,77]. Figure 11 shows that,
mainly due to the combined effect of relic density and DD
constraints, this model is ruled out way beyond the region
favored by the flavor anomalies. One could possibly
overcome this problem by assuming a nonstandard cos-
mological history of the early Universe; see, e.g.,
[112,113,129-131], such that the DM abundance is diluted
to the extent that the region compatible with the flavor
anomalies in the last plot of Fig. 11 becomes partly viable.
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FIG. 12. Same as Fig. 11 but for Syg with Majorana DM.

F. 811, Majorana singlet DM

Here, we consider a variant of the previous model
featuring Majorana rather than Dirac DM. As shown in
Fig. 12, this time moving from Dirac to Majorana, DM
does not open new viable regions of the parameter space.
The Majorana nature of the DM particle eliminates the
Z-penguin contribution to the scattering with nuclei dis-
cussed in the previous subsection. This noticeably relaxes
the DD constraints for the case of large couplings to the top
as in our scenario (i), shown in the first line of Fig. 12.
However, irreducible QCD contributions to DD still impact
the parameter space even for Majorana DM. Furthermore,
the region compatible with the flavor constraints typically
corresponds to an overabundance of DM. In the Majorana
case, the DM annihilation cross section is even more
suppressed, because of velocity dependence, with respect
to the case of Dirac DM. As a result, this model is still not
viable unless a nonstandard cosmology provides additional
DM dilution. As already pointed out, this outcome follows
from the fact that the DM is coupled only with one NP
state. This is the main difference with, e.g., model F4.
that, as we showed in Sec. IV B, easily fulfills all
constraints in the case of Majorana DM.

G. SIIIA;—I/Z’ Majorana triplet DM

To conclude our overview of scenarios with distinct
phenomenology, we illustrate two models with DM belong-
ing to a SU(2), triplet. In fact notice that, for all models
in Tables II and III featuring a complete singlet, gauge
invariance allows us to substitute to the singlet an SU(2),
triplet with zero hypercharge. As we will see below, the
consequent change in the phenomenology of our models is
dramatic.

We start with the model Syjja.— /2, whose DM candidate
is part of the fermion triplet ¥/, (1, 3, 0). The field ¥, also
transforms as an SU(2), triplet, as well as a color triplet:
(3,3,2/3). The mediator is a complex-scalar doublet
(1,2,-1/2). The Lagrangian reads

Lin=T20,Pg(t°P4)®+TLL,PR(t"¥)®+He., (47)

As mentioned above, the DM candidate is the neutral
component of the Majorana field ¥; .

The combined constraints on this model are shown in
Fig. 13. We consider again the single assignment
My 0 = 1400 GeV, as our usual benchmark values 700,

1100 GeV are mostly excluded by recasting the LHC
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they have not made the usual distinction between the configurations (i) and (ii). The color scheme is as defined in Fig. 5. In addition, the
yellow region is excluded by LHC searches of disappearing tracks; see the text for details.

searches in Refs. [76,77] in terms of the proc-
ess pp — ‘PQ‘I’Q - qq + PP - qq +utu + Er.

The Sya.—1/» model features the weakest correlation
among flavor/LHC and DM observables. As we can see
from the Lagrangian, the DM is coupled only with the color
singlet ®. Being, in addition, a Majorana fermion, the only
contribution to SI interactions comes from loop diagrams
involving the charged components of the DM multiplet
Y, as well as the W, Z bosons [60,122]. These kinds of
interactions lead to cross sections still below current
experimental sensitivity [132,133]. For this reason no
DD exclusion region appears in Fig. 13. For what concerns
the relic density, belonging the DM candidate to a triplet,
it features a very efficient and possibly Sommerfeld-
enhanced annihilation cross section into gauge boson pairs
(cf., e.g., the third diagram in Fig. 2) such that the CMB
bound Qpyh? ~0.12 is saturated only for DM masses of
the order of 3 TeV, far from the region compatible with the
fit of flavor observables. In the regime shown in the plots,
the DM is always underabundant (unless some nonthermal
production mechanism is assumed), irrespective of the
values of the masses and couplings of the NP fields and,
hence, no relic density exclusion appears. From Fig. 13, we
can also see that the region excluded by LHC searches for
events featuring missing energy (in this case pp — @O —
wtu~ + Fp [73]) is not very pronounced. However, com-
pared to the previous models, these plots feature a new type
of excluded region, filled in yellow. This bound corre-
sponds to the negative results from LHC searches [80,81]
for the disappearing charged tracks that, in the model under
consideration, would be associated to the pair production of
the electrically charged components of the electroweak
multiplet the DM belongs to; see the related discussion in
Sec. III B. In the minimal setup considered in this work,
the different states composing the DM multiplet have

loop-suppressed O(100) MeV mass splitting determined
by electroweak gauge interactions. As a consequence, the
charged DM partner is long lived and decays into final state
particles which are too soft to be detected or would be,
hence leading to disappearing-track events rather than
prompt jets or leptons and missing energy events. For
the Syjja,—1 /2 model we can directly apply the disappearing-
track bound obtained for the case of a supersymmetric
Wino [81] which translates into a limit of the triplet mass
My, > 490 GeV. As we can see, this latter bound com-
pletely covers the region fitting the flavor anomalies.

H. F114;-1/2, real-scalar triplet DM

The last model we consider is analogous to the previous
one with the role of fermion and scalar fields reversed. It is
described by the following Lagrangian:

Lin=T20,Pg(r°®E)¥+T,L,Pr(r®§)¥+Hec., (48)

and the SU(3), SU(2),, and U(1), quantum numbers of
the NP fields are (3,3,2/3), (1,3,0), and (1,2,—1/2) for
@y, @, and ¥, respectively. The DM candidate is the
neutral component of the scalar triplet ®; , and the mediator
is the fermion doublet V.

The effect of the combined constraints on the Fyya.—1 /2
model is shown in Fig. 14. For analogous reasons to those
illustrated in the previous subsection, also in the case of
scalar triplet DM, we notice the absence of bounds coming
from DM direct detection and relic density. Detailed studies
of the DM phenomenology of real scalar triplets have been
conducted, e.g., in Refs. [134,135]. A notable difference
with respect to the previous model Syyja.—;/, emerges, on
the contrary, for what concerns LHC bounds. Indeed,
the bounds from missing energy events (specifically on
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pp = PY¥ - utu~ + Ep [73]) impact a larger (orange)
region of the parameter space, compared to the analogous
model with fermionic DM. This is again due to the fact that
the Drell-Yan production cross section of the fermion pair
WV is substantially larger than the one of a scalar pair with
the same mass and the same quantum numbers under the
SM gauge group. On the contrary, the bound from
disappearing tracks (here we show the limit as recasted
for the case of a scalar triplet in Ref. [134]) is weaker for
scalar DM, again due to the different production cross
section. As a consequence, we notice the presence of
(narrow) regions of the parameter space compatible with
the flavor anomalies, provided that [T | % 3. We expect that
these unconstrained regions can be tested employing future
LHC data by a combination of searches for disappearing
tracks and searches for events with soft leptons and missing
energy like those in Refs. [74,75].

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have presented a systematic study of
minimal scenarios providing a viable fit of the observed
anomalies in semileptonic B-meson decays and simulta-
neously solving the DM puzzle thanks to a particle candidate
that can achieve, through the thermal freeze-out mechanism,
a relic density compatible with the experimental determi-
nation from CMB anisotropies. In this minimal setup, the
SM spectrum is extended by three new states, either two
scalars and a fermion, or two fermions and a scalar, coupled,
according to gauge invariance, with left-handed muons and
quarks of the second and third generation. All these new
fields, including the DM candidate, are present in the loop
diagrams associated to the NP contributions to the rates of
B-meson decays, as shown in Fig. 1. These kinds of models,
hence, feature an interesting connection between flavor and
DM physics. To our knowledge, the present work shows for

the first time a complete classification of the possible
models of this kind which can be elaborated, depending
on the quantum numbers of the new fields. The details of the
considered setup are given in Sec. Il and the outcome of such
a classification is summarized in Tables IT and III. In Sec. IV,
we have studied, in detail, a selection of these models
encompassing a large variety of scenarios. Among the
models we chose, four possible natures for the DM candi-
date (namely, real scalar DM, complex-scalar DM, and
Dirac and Majorana fermionic DM) are represented.
Furthermore, our selection includes examples with the
DM field being a singlet of SU(2),, as well as cases of
DM belonging toan SU(2), doublet or triplet. Following the
strategy described in Sec. III, for each model we have
performed a fit to the B-physics anomalies and used the
results to define benchmark assignments for the couplings
of the new particles with quarks as well as the mass of
one of the (non-DM) NP fields. We have then studied, in
terms of the remaining parameters, a broad range of
constraints: bounds from searches for the new states at
the LHC, DM relic density, DM direct detection and, when
appropriate, DM indirect detection.

The results of this analysis have been presented in detail
in Sec. IV, and the general lessons that we can extract from
it can be summarized as follows.

(1) A good fit to the flavor anomalies is possible if the
product of the couplings of the NP fields to bottom
and strange quarks is moderate I'? ~0.15 (larger
values would be in conflict with constraints from B
mixing) and consequently the coupling to muons
must be rather large Fﬁ > 2 (to fit the anomalies at
the 20 level, cf. Sec. Il A). This has important
consequences for DM phenomenology: if DM
belongs to one of the two fields coupled to muons,
annihilations into muons are very efficient in
depleting the DM abundance to (or below) the
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(i)

(iif)

(iv)

)

observed value. Moreover, electroweak penguin
diagrams like the one depicted in Fig. 4 can give
a large contribution to the DM-nucleon scattering
cross section relevant for DM direct detection.

As a consequence, in the cases with DM coupling to
muons, especially if it belongs to the field (® or ¥)
that acts as “flavor messengers” in Fig. 1, we
observe a high degree of correlation among our
observables, namely, the couplings of the NP fields
to SM fermions simultaneously control DM, flavor,
and collider observables (this is the case for instance
of models Fia.o and Sy, featuring singlet DM).
Furthermore, the relic density constraints can be
easily satisfied in the region of the parameter space
that fits the flavor anomalies.

However, strong constraints from DM direct detec-
tion would substantially rule out these scenarios,
unless DM is a Majorana fermion or a real scalar
(cases for which the most relevant DM-nucleon
operator vanishes) or it is a complex scalar with a
mass splitting > O(100) keV between its two com-
ponents (making the scattering inelastic). In fact,
model F14.( with Dirac DM is completely excluded
(cf. Fig. 5) while it is among the most favorable
scenarios from an experimental perspective if DM is
Majorana; see Figs. 6 and 7. Similarly, Sy is a
viable option and fits well both DM and the flavor
anomalies only if the above-mentioned mass split-
ting is assumed; cf. Figs. 9 and 10. Interestingly, the
viable regions of the parameter space of these
models are already partially constrained by LHC
searches for jets/muons and missing energy and by
direct detection; hence, they have good prospects of
being tested by next generation detectors like XEN-
ONnNT [136] and future runs of the LHC [137].
For models where DM is still a singlet but couples
only to quarks (such as in the example Syp), DM
annihilation is typically not efficient enough and the
fit of the flavor anomalies points toward regions of
the parameter space where DM is overproduced.
These cases are then typically excluded by the relic
density constraint independent of whether DM is a
Dirac or a Majorana field, cf. Figs. 11 and 12, but
they could be possibly viable within modified
cosmological histories of the early Universe provid-
ing additional DM dilution.

Our analysis also shows that a combined fit of DM
and flavor anomalies favors scenarios where DM is a
singlet of the SM gauge group. If DM is instead part
of an SU(2), multiplet the correlation between
relic density and flavor observables is lost, as DM
annihilation mainly proceeds through gauge inter-
actions, thus independently on the couplings with
quarks and leptons. Furthermore, one should rely on
a nonthermal DM production mechanism since, in

the regions of parameter space where a viable fit of
the B anomalies is achieved, the DM is always
underabundant in light of its very efficient annihi-
lations into gauge bosons; see models Fig._j/3,
Sina> and Fypa. The main challenge to these kinds
of models comes from LHC searches. In particular,
in case of DM belonging to an SU(2), triplet, the
interesting signature of disappearing charged tracks
excludes or drastically restricts the regions of the
parameter space compatible with the flavor physics
anomalies; see Figs. 13 and 14.

As mentioned in the Introduction, the present exercise
did not aim at proposing “realistic” BSM scenarios, but
rather at highlighting the minimal ingredients that a more
fundamental theory may need to include if the new physics
(possibly) behind the B-physics anomalies is indeed related
to the DM sector. The above analysis studied the role and
the phenomenological consequences of such minimal
building blocks. These scenarios could be easily extended
to include more particles and interactions. In particular,
additional vectorlike fermions or scalars, mixing through
a SM Higgs vacuum expectation value with the fields
considered here, would also induce operators involving
right currents that may provide an even better fit to the
b — s?¢ data. Similarly, this would introduce couplings to
right-handed muons that can realize chirally enhanced
contributions to the muon g —2 and thus a natural fit of
the observed anomaly; see, e.g., [29,70,71,138,139].
Moreover, a more realistic flavor structure of the couplings
(rather than our ad hoc assignment) could be considered,
possibly following from some flavor symmetry or other
models explaining the observed hierarchies of fermion
masses and mixing. Within frameworks of such kinds,
one could find correlations between our observables and
flavor processes in other sectors (e.g., s —d transitions),
and thus additional constraints and handles to test the
scenarios we considered.
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