arXiv:1302.5298v2 [hep-ph] 22 Feb 2013

Scalar dark matter and fermion coannihilations in the radiative seesaw model

Michael Klasen^∗ and Carlos E. Yaguna^†

Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Münster, Wilhelm-Klemm-Straße 9, D-48149 Münster, Germany

José D. Ruiz-Álvarez^‡, Diego Restrepo^§ and Oscar Zapata^¶

Instituto de Física, Universidad de Antioquia, A.A. 1226, Medellín, Colombia

MS-TP-13-03

Abstract

By extending the Standard Model with three right-handed neutrinos (Ni) and a second Higgs doublet (H2), odd under a Z2 symmetry, it is possible to explain non-zero neutrino masses and to account for the dark matter. We consider the case where the dark matter is a scalar and study its coannihilations with the right-handed neutrinos. These coannihilations tend to increase, rather than reduce, the dark matter density and they modify in a significant way the viable parameter space of the model. In particular, they allow to satisfy the relic density constraint for dark matter masses well below 500 GeV. The dependence of the relic density on the relevant parameters of the model, such as the dark matter mass, the mass splitting, and the number of coannihilating fermions, is analyzed in detail. We also investigate, via a scan over the parameter space, the new viable regions that are obtained when coannihilations are taken into account. Notably, they feature large indirect detection rates, with ⟨σv⟩ reaching values of order 10^{−24}cm^3s^{−1}. Finally, we emphasize that coannihilation effects analogous to those discussed here can be used to reconcile a thermal freeze-out with a large ⟨σv⟩ also in other models of dark matter.

1 Motivation

Dark matter and neutrino masses provide the only two clear evidences we currently have of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM). Cosmological observations indicate that about 25% of the energy density of the Universe consists of a new form of matter usually called dark matter [1]. Since none of the known elementary particles satisfy the conditions required to explain the dark matter, new physics should be responsible for it. Even if we still have no clue of what

∗michael.klasen@uni-muenster.de †carlos.yaguna@uni-muenster.de ‡Now at IPNL, Lyon, France. jose@gfif.udea.edu.co §restrepo@udea.edu.co ¶ozapata@fisica.udea.edu.co

this new physics is, circumstantial evidence suggests that it lies at the TeV scale [2]. The observation of neutrino oscillations [3, 4, 5, 6] implies that neutrinos have non-zero masses –a fact that cannot be accounted for within the SM. In extensions of the SM, neutrino masses can be generated in several ways. Some of them require new physics at very large scales whereas others do not. Normally, dark matter and neutrino masses are treated as separate problems, without any relation to each other. It may be, though, that they are intimately linked and that both originate from physics at the electroweak scale.

A simple model that explicitly realizes this idea was proposed several years ago in [7]. In this model, known as the radiative seesaw model, the SM is extended with a second Higgs doublet and three right-handed neutrinos. A viable dark matter candidate is obtained by assuming that the new fields are odd under a Z_2 discrete symmetry, and neutrino masses are generated by oneloop processes mediated by the odd fields, in particular, by the dark matter candidate. The dark matter phenomenology of this model has been extensively studied in previous works, see e.g. [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16]. None of these, however, has considered the possible effect of coannihilations with the righthanded neutrinos for scalar dark matter. That is precisely what we do in this paper. We will see that these coannihilations tend to increase the relic density of dark matter and may modify in a significant way the viable parameter space of the model. Specifically, they allow to reduce the lower bound on the mass of the dark matter particle from 500 GeV down to about 100 GeV. We study in detail how these coannihilation processes affect the calculation of the relic density for different values of the parameters of the model, and we analyze the resulting viable parameter space. Remarkably, we find that, due to coannihilations, the indirect detection rate of dark matter is strongly enhanced within the new viable regions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The next section introduces the radiative seesaw model and fixes our notation. In section 3 we discuss the coannihilation formalism and how it can be applied to our model. Our first results are presented in section 4, where we analyze the dependence of the coannihilation effects on the dark matter density for different sets of parameters. In section 5 we investigate the new viable parameter space that is obtained when coannihilations are taken into account. In particular, we demonstrate that it features much larger values of ⟨σv⟩. Section 6 brings up some possible extensions of our work and section 7 presents our conclusions.

2 The radiative seesaw model

The radiative seesaw model [7] is a minimal extension of the Standard Model that simultaneously accounts for neutrino masses and for the dark matter. It includes three right-handed neutrinos N_i (i = 1, 2, 3) and one additional Higgs doublet H_2. These new fields are assumed to be odd under a new (and exact) Z_2 discrete symmetry under which all the SM fields are even. The new terms that appear in the Lagrangian of this model are

L_N = N̄_ii/∂P_RN_i + (D_μH_2)^† (D^μH_2) − M_i 2 N̄^c_i P_RN_i + h_{αi}ℓ̄_αH^†_2 P_RN_i + h.c., (1) and

−L_{H1 ,H2} = μ^2_1H^†_1 H_1 + μ^2H^†_2 H_2 + λ_1 2 ( H^†_1 H_1

)_2 + λ_2 2 ( H^†_2 H_2

)_2 (2) + λ_3 ( H^†_1 H_1 ) ( H^†_2 H_2 ) + λ_4 ( H^†_1 H_2 ) ( H^†_2 H_1 ) + λ_5 2 ( H^†_1 H_2

)_2 + h.c.,

where H_1 is the SM Higgs doublet. Had only H_2 (but not N_i) been added we would have obtained the so-called inert doublet model [17, 18], a minimal extension of the Standard Model that can explain the dark matter. Thus, in certain regions of the parameter space, the radiative seesaw can be seen as an extension of the inert doublet model that accounts also for neutrino masses. It is also important to notice that N_i, being odd under Z_2, are not the same right-handed neutrinos that appear in the usual seesaw mechanism. They do not give rise, for instance, to a Dirac mass term for the neutrinos.

The new scalar sector of this model contains four physical states: two charged states, H^±, and two neutral ones, H^0 and A^0. Their masses are given by

M^2_H± = μ^2 + λ_3v^2,

M^2_H0 = μ^2 + (λ_3 + λ_4 + λ_5)v^2, M^2_A0 = μ^2 + (λ_3 + λ_4 − λ_5)v^2 , (3)

where v is the vacuum expectation value of H_1. We take as the free parameters of the scalar sector the physical masses (M_H0 , M_A0 , M_H± ) and the coupling λ ≡ λ_3 + λ_4 + λ_5.

Majorana neutrino masses in this model are generated at one-loop by the exchange of H^0, A^0 and N_i [7]. The resulting mass matrix is given by

(m_ν )_{αβ} ≃ 3∑ i=1 2λ_5h_{αi}h_{βi}v^2 (4π)^2M_i I ( M^2_i M^2_0 ) , (4)

where M_i are the masses of the right-handed neutrinos, M^2_0 ≃ μ^2 + (λ_3 + λ_4)v^2, and the loop function is given by I(x) = x 1 − x ( 1 + x log x 1 − x ) . (5)

Compatibility with present neutrino data can be achieved if the matrix of Yukawa couplings h_{αi} has the following structure [11]

h_{αi} = 0 0 h^′_3 h_1 h_2 h_3 h_1 h_2 −h_3 . (6)

From it, it follows that θ_{23} = π/4, θ_{13} = 0 and tan θ_{12} =^{1√}_2 h^′_3/h_3. Current data, see e.g. [19], then implies h^′_3/h_3 ≈ 0.95. The relation between neutrino masses and the parameters h_i is as follows

(h^2_1 + h^2)Λ_1 ≃ √ Δm^2_{atm} 2 , h^2_3Λ_3 ≃ √ Δm^2_{sol} 3 (7) where Λ_i =

2λ_5v^2 (4π)^2M_i I ( M^2_i M^2_0 ) (8) and we have taken h_i to be real. Notice, therefore, that only one parameter, from those appearing in equation (6), remains undetermined by the experimental data. We take that free parameter to be h_2. h_1 and h_3 are then calculated, for given masses of the odd particles, from equations (7) and (8). In any case, as we will see later, our results do not depend on the specific choice made in equation (6).

In this model, one-loop diagrams mediated by the odd particles give rise to lepton flavor violating processes, such as μ → eγ and τ → μγ, which may impose important restrictions on the parameter space of the model. It turns out, though, that in the region of interest to us, the Yukawa couplings are small and the experimental bounds on lepton flavor violation are easily satisfied.

Regarding dark matter, in this model the lightest odd particle can either be a fermion (one of the three right-handed neutrinos) or a scalar (H^0 or A^0). The former case has been studied in [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14] and the latter in [15, 16]. In this paper, we focus on the case where the dark matter candidate is a scalar, H^0. Naively, one might expect the resulting dark matter phenomenology to be similar to that of the inert doublet model, but that is not necessarily true. As we will show, H^0-N_i coannihilations may play an important role in the determination of the relic density, modifying the viable regions and the prospects for the detection of dark matter.

3 Coannihilations and their effect on the relic density

The observed dark matter density is believed to be the result of a freeze-out in the early Universe. This freeze-out process can be modified by the presence of additional particles that are close in mass to the dark matter particle –what is usually known as coannihilations [20]. Coannihilations may lead both to an increase or a decrease of the final abundance of the lightest stable particle, the dark matter candidate. In the context of supersymmetry, for example, coannihilations usually cause a suppression of the relic abundance. Since the neutralino is bino-like in most of these models, it annihilates rather inefficiently in the early Universe and for that reason Ω_χ is typically too high. It turns out though that, in certain regions of the parameter space, the neutralino becomes almost degenerate with a stau so that stau-neutralino coannihilations become relevant. Because staus annihilate more efficiently than bino-like neutralinos, the effective coannihilation cross section is larger than the neutralino annihilation cross section and the final relic density is lower than without stau coannihilations, making it easier to satisfy the dark matter bound.

The opposite behavior is observed in scenarios with Universal Extra Dimensions (UED) [21]. In UED, the spectrum of Kaluza-Klein states is highly degenerate so coannihilations are expected to play an important role. It has been shown that, for realistic spectra, the ultimate effect of these coannihilations is to increase the relic abundance of the lightest Kaluza-Klein particle, reducing the dark matter mass required to satisfy the relic density constraint

[22, 23, 24]. Within supersymmetry, it is also possible to find examples where the effect of coannihilations is to enhance rather than reduce the relic density. In [25], it was shown that if bino-like neutralinos annihilate through the resonant exchange of a heavy Higgs, slepton coannihilations give rise to an increase in the relic density. In [26], models where the neutralino is higgsino-like or wino-like were considered and it was shown that slepton coannihilations not only lead to an increase in the relic density but also to an enhancement in the predicted indirect detection signals.

Let us now briefly review, following [20, 26], the coannihilation formalism and use it to obtain an estimate of the expected effect within the radiative seesaw model. The effective annihilation cross section for a system of n coannihilating particles is given by

σ_{eff} = n∑ i,j=1 σ_{ij} g_ig_j g^2_{eff}

(1 + Δ_i)^{3/2}(1 + Δ_j )^{3/2}e^{−x(Δi+Δj )}, (9)

where Δ_i = (m_i − m_χ)/m_χ is the relative mass splitting between the i-th coannihilating particle and the lightest stable particle χ, x = m_χ/T , σ_{ij} denotes the annihilation cross section of particles i and j into Standard Model particles, g_i stands for the number of internal degrees of freedom of particle i and

g_{eff} = n∑ i=1 g_i(1 + Δ_i)^{3/2}e^{−xΔi} . (10)

Here, we are interested in the case where the dark matter particle, H^0, has an effective pair annihilation cross section much larger than that of its coannihilating partners, the right-handed neutrinos N_i. This situation arises naturally within the radiative seesaw model. In fact, H^0 annihilates efficiently into W^+W^− and Z^0Z^0 via gauge interactions whereas the interactions of the right-handed neutrinos are determined by the Yukawa couplings and can easily be suppressed. It must be kept in mind, however, that the H^0 effective annihilation cross section without N_i coannihilations is actually the result of coannihilations within the scalar sector. As we will see, the mass splitting of A^0 and H^± with H^0 is always small within the viable regions, so those coannihilations are unavoidable. If we denote by σ_H0_H0 = σ^0_{eff} the effective H^0 annihilation cross section without right-handed neutrino coannihilations then we have that σ_H0_H0 ≫ σ_H0_{Ni} , σ_{NiNi} , where σ_H0_{Ni} , σ_{Ni Ni} respectively indicate the N_i coannihilation and selfannihilation effective cross sections. Denoting with g^0_{eff} the effective degrees of freedom when the N_i are much heavier than H^0, the new effective total annihilation cross section σ^{Ni}_{eff} can be written as a function of the effective number of degrees of freedom g^{Ni}_{ef f} including the N_i as

σ^{Ni}_{eff} ∼ σ_{eff} ( g^0_{eff}(x_{f.o.}) g^{Ni}_{eff} (x_{f.o.})

)_2

(11)

where x_{f.o.} corresponds to temperatures around the H^0 freeze-out. Since g^{Ni}_{ef f} (x_{f.o.}) is larger than g^0_{eff}(x_{f.o.}), the effective annihilation cross section decreases with the inclusion of N_i coannihilations –and the dark matter density increases accordingly. In the limit where M_H0 − M_{Ni} becomes negligible (Δ_i → 0) one can

Figure 1: The relic density as a function of M_H0 for different values of M_{Ni} − M_H0 . In this figure we have set λ = 0.01, h_2 = 0.01, M_A0 = M_H± = M_H0 + 5 GeV and we have assumed that the three fermions have the same mass: M_{N1} = M_{N2} = M_{N3} . Notice that Ωh^2 decreases with increasing M_{Ni} − M_H0 .

write Ω^{Ni} Ω^0 ≈ ( g_0 + g_{Ni} g_0

)_2 (12)

for the ratio between the relic density including N_i coannihilations (Ω^{Ni} ) and that without doing so (Ω^0). This approximate expression depends only on the internal degrees of freedom that take part in the coannihilation process. In our case, there are four scalar degrees of freedom (H^0, A^0, H^±) so g_0 = 4. Each right-handed neutrino has two degrees of freedom and we could have coannihilations with 1, 2 or 3 of them, so g_{Ni} can respectively take the values 2, 4 or 6. The ratio Ω^{Ni} /Ω^0 is then equal to 9/4 for 1 coannihilating neutrino, 4 for two coannihilating neutrinos, and 25/4 for 3 coannihilating neutrinos. These numbers, being obtained for a negligible mass splitting between N_i and H^0, actually represent an upper bound to this ratio, so we expect to find smaller effects in more realistic situations. From this simple discussion we can already conclude, in any case, that coannihilations with right-handed neutrinos can increase the H^0 relic density by up to a factor 6 or so.

In the next section we evaluate numerically the effect of coannihilations on the relic density. To that end, we have implemented the radiative seesaw model into micrOMEGAs [27], which automatically takes into account all possible coannihilation effects.

Figure 2: The relic density as a function of M_H0 for different values of M_{Ni} /M_H0 . In this figure we have set λ = 0.01, h_2 = 0.01, M_A0 = M_H± = M_H0 +5 GeV and we have assumed that the three fermions have the same mass: M_{N1} = M_{N2} = M_{N3} . Notice that Ωh^2 decreases with increasing M_{Ni} /M_H0 .

4 Results for the relic density

In this section, the effect of N_i coannihilations on the relic density of H^0 is numerically studied. Specifically, we analyze how Ωh^2 depends on the N_i-H^0 mass splitting, on the value of the neutrino Yukawa couplings (h_2), and on the number of coannihilating neutrinos. We also determine some viable regions and study their variation with the parameters of the model.

When coannihilations with N_i are negligible, the dark matter phenomenology of this model reduces to that of the well-known inert doublet model in the heavy mass regime [18, 28]. It is useful, therefore, to keep in mind the main two features of this latter model. First, the mass splitting between the scalars is necessarily very small along the viable regions. Second, the viable mass range starts at M_H0 ≳ 500 GeV. For smaller values of M_H0 , Ω_H0 is always below the observed range. We will demonstrate that these features are modified in the presence of coannihilations with the right-handed neutrinos.

Figure 1 shows the relic density as a function of M_H0 for several values of the mass difference: M_{Ni} − M_H0 = 1 GeV (dashed line), 3 GeV (solid line), 10 GeV (dash-dotted line). For comparison, the case where coannihilation effects are negligible, M_{Ni} ≫ M_H0 , is also shown (dotted line). The horizontal band shows the WMAP range for Ωh^2 [1]. We see that coannihilation effects increase the relic density and consequently reduce the value of M_H0 that is compatible with WMAP data. As the mass splitting is reduced, coannihilation effects become more relevant and the increase in the relic density is larger. The viable

Figure 3: The relic density as a function of M_H0 for different values of h_2. In this figure we have set λ = 0.01, M_A0 = M_H± = M_H0 + 5 GeV and we have assumed that the three fermions have the same mass: M_{N1} = M_{N2} = M_{N3} = M_H0 + 5 GeV.

value of M_H0 , for instance, goes from about 750 GeV for M_{Ni} ≫ M_H0 (no coannihilations) to about 250 GeV for M_{Ni} − M_H0 = 1 GeV.

To better understand the degree of degeneracy between N_i and M_H0 that is required to obtain a certain effect on the relic density, it is useful to look at the dependence of Ωh^2 with the relative mass difference, (M_{Ni} − M_H0 )/M_H0 –see figure 2. Notice that a 10% degeneracy (dash-dotted line) produces almost no visible effect, and that in that case M_H0 is compatible with the observations for M_H0 ∼ 750 GeV –the same value obtained without coannihilations (dotted line). A 1% degeneracy (solid line) reduces the viable value of M_H0 to about 400 GeV, and a 0.1% degeneracy lowers it further to about 150 GeV.

The neutrino Yukawa couplings also affect the relic density, as they determine the strength of the H^0-N_i cross section. We expect, in particular, that only for small yukawas the right-handed neutrinos will behave as additional degrees of freedom and increase the relic density. Figure 3 shows Ωh^2 as a function of M_H0 for different values of h_2. For h_2 = 0.1 (dotted line) we notice that the relic density is always below the WMAP bound. For h_2 = 0.05 (dash-dotted line) Ωh^2 is slightly larger and it becomes possible to satisfy the dark matter constraint in the range 500 < M_H0 /GeV < 600. For h_2 = 0.01 (solid line) the viable value of M_H0 is smaller, about 400 GeV. That same value is obtained for h_2 = 0.001 (dashed line). In fact, these last two lines only deviate from each other at large values of M_H0 , where Ωh^2 is well above the observed range. Considering even smaller values of h_2 would have no further effects on the relic density.

Figure 4: The relic density as a function of M_H0 for different numbers of coannihilating N. In this figure we have set λ = 0.01, h_2 = 0.01, M_A0 = M_H± = M_H0 + 5 GeV, and we have assumed that the coannihilating particles have a negligible mass splitting: M_{Ni} − M_H0 ≪ M_H0 .

In all the previous figures we have assumed that the three right-handed neutrinos have the same mass, M_{N1} = M_{N2} = M_{N3} , so they all coannihilate simultaneously with H^0. It may well be, though, that only 1 or 2 of them actually take part in the coannihilation process. In the next figures, we study how the predicted relic density depends on the number of coannihilating N. Figure 4 shows the relic density as a function of M_H0 for 0, 1, 2, and 3 coannihilating fermions. In this figure we have assumed that the mass splitting between the coannihilating neutrinos and H^0 is negligible, M_{Ni} − M_H0 ≪ M_H0 , whereas the mass of the non-coannihilating neutrino is much larger than that of H^0. First of all, notice that, as expected, the relic density increases with the number of coannihilating particles or rather with the number of coannihilating degrees of freedom. If there are 0 coannihilating neutrinos (dashed line) we reproduce the known result from the inert doublet model and we observe that M_H0 should be around 750 GeV to account for the dark matter. For 1 coannihilating neutrino, the viable mass moves down to M_H0 ∼ 300 GeV, a value that can never be reached within the inert doublet model. For 2 and 3 coannihilating neutrinos we obtain respectively M_H0 ∼ 200 GeV and M_H0 ∼ 150 GeV for the values that are compatible with WMAP. Thus, the number of coannihilating neutrinos plays a very important role in the determination of the H^0 relic density.

Figure 5 shows Ωh^2 as a function of the relative mass difference, (M_{Ni} − M_H0 )/M_H0 , for all the possible values of the coannihilating neutrinos and a fixed value of the dark matter mass, M_H0 = 350 GeV. First of all notice that the coannihilation effect completely disappears when (M_{Ni} −M_H0 )/M_H0 reaches

Figure 5: The relic density as a function of the ratio (M_{Ni} − M_H0 )/M_H0 for different numbers of coannihilating N. In this figure we have set λ = 0.01, h_2 = 0.01, M_A0 = M_H± = M_H0 + 1 GeV, and M_H0 = 350 GeV.

about 10%. For higher values, the relic density is not affected by coannihilations so it becomes independent of the number of coannihilating N. It is also clear from this figure that Ωh^2 cannot be made arbitrarily large by reducing the mass splitting. There is a limit to this trend, for Ωh^2 reaches an asymptotic value at very small (M_{Ni} −M_H0 )/M_H0 . In that limit, the numerical results coincide with the estimates obtained in section 3. For 0 coannihilating neutrinos (dashed line) we observe from figure 5 that the dark matter constraint cannot be satisfied –as expected, because that is the inert Higgs model limit and M_H0 = 350 GeV < 500 GeV. For 1 coannihilating neutrino, the right relic density is obtained for a mass degeneracy below the 0.1% level. The required mass degeneracy lies between 0.5% and 1% for 2 coannihilating neutrinos, and between 1% and 2% for 3 coannihilating neutrinos.

It is also important to look at how the viable regions, those that satisfy the dark matter constraint, depend on the mass splitting and on the number of coannihilating particles. Figure 6 shows such regions in the plane (M_H0 ,(M_{Ni} − M_H0 )/M_H0 ) for 1, 2 and 3 coannihilating neutrinos. Notice that these regions start respectively at about 150 GeV, 200 GeV, and 350 GeV, and that in all cases the initial degeneracy is below 0.1%. As M_H0 increases so does the required degree of degeneracy, reaching about 1% respectively for 350 GeV, 400 GeV, and 550 GeV. When (M_{Ni} − M_H0 )/M_H0 becomes of order 10% the coannihilation effect fades away and all three lines converge.

Figure 6: The regions in the plane (M_H0 ,(M_{Ni} −M_H0 )/M_H0 ) that are consistent with the relic density constraint for different numbers of coannihilating N. In this figure we have set λ = 0.01, h_2 = 0.01, M_A0 = M_H± = M_H0 + 5 GeV.

5 Implications

We have already observed that H^0-N_i coannihilations can modify the predicted relic density of H^0, giving rise to new viable regions which may differ considerably from those obtained without coannihilations. In this section we are going to study such viable regions in more detail. We will see that they indeed allow for significant differences in the spectrum and result in modified prospects for the detection of dark matter.

In this analysis, we will make use of a scan over the entire parameter space of this model. We have generated four large sample of models, each with a different number of coannihilating N. In each case, we have varied the parameters of the model within the following ranges:

100 GeV < M_H0 < 1 TeV (13) M_H0 < M_A0 < M_H0 + 40 GeV (14) M_H0 < M_H± < M_H0 + 40 GeV (15) M_H0 < M_{Ni} < M_H0 + 40 GeV (16) 10^{−5} < λ < 10^{−1} (17)

10^{−6} < h_2 < 10^{−1} . (18)

Here, M_{Ni} denotes the masses of the coannihilating N. The non-coannihilating neutrinos were given a mass much larger than M_H0 . From the randomly generated models, we have selected those that satisfy the dark matter constraint to obtain the sample of viable models that we are going to analyze next.

Figure 7: A scatter plot showing the mass difference between the scalar particles versus M_H0 for different numbers of coannihilating N: 3 (red), 1 (blue) and 0 (black).

Figure 8: Scatter plots showing the mass difference between the scalar particles versus M_{Ni} − M_H0 for two different numbers of coannihilating N: 3 (red), 1 (blue).

Figure 7 shows a scatter plot of the mass difference between the scalar particles versus M_H0 for different numbers of coannihilating N: 3 (red), 1 (blue) and 0 (black). The left panel displays M_A0 − M_H0 and the right panel M_H± − M_H0 . When there is no coannihilations (black points), we notice that there are no points below M_H0 ∼ 500 GeV and that the mass splitting is always very small, ≲ 10 GeV. These are the well-known results for the inert doublet model. If there is one coannihilating neutrino (blue circles), the viable mass range starts at about M_H0 ∼ 300 GeV and the mass splitting can be larger, reaching M_A0 − M_H0 ∼ 25 GeV and M_H± − M_H0 ∼ 20 GeV. In the case where the three neutrinos coannihilate (red squares), the whole range of M_H0 becomes viable and the mass splitting can reach the maximum values we examined, ∼ 40 GeV. It is clear, therefore, that the viable regions when H^0-N_i coannihilations are included may feature much smaller dark matter masses (down to M_H0 ∼ 100 GeV or so) and larger values for the mass splitting between the new scalar states.

What allows M_A0 −M_H0 and M_H± −M_H0 to be larger are the coannihilations with the right-handed neutrinos, as illustrated by figure 8. It displays the scalar mass differences versus M_{Ni} − M_H0 for 1 (blue circles) and 3 (red squares)

Figure 9: Scatter plot of the spin-independent direct detection cross section (σ_{SI}) versus M_H0 for 0 (blue circles) and 3 (red squares) coannihilating neutrinos. In this figure we show only those models featuring σ_{SI} > 10^{−11} pb at tree-level. The solid line corresponds to the present bound from XENON100, while the dashed line corresponds to the expected sensitivity of XENON1T.

coannihilating neutrinos. Notice, from both panels, that M_A0 −M_H0 and M_H± − M_H0 can become relatively large only when M_{Ni} − M_H0 becomes small. Thus, one way or another there must always be some particle highly degenerate with M_H0 .

Let us now look at how the prospects for the detection of dark matter are modified in the presence of coannihilations. The dark matter spin-independent direct detection cross section (σ_{SI}) in this model is determined at tree-level by a Higgs mediated diagram and is proportional to λ^2–just as for the inert doublet model. As pointed out recently in [29], however, the one-loop corrections to this cross section can be large and substantially modify the predicted value of σ_{SI}. In particular, they always bring its value within the reach of future direct detection experiments, ∼ 10^{−11} pb. These results are not affected by the presence of coannihilating right-handed neutrinos. Their main effect is simply to allow for viable models with smaller masses for the dark matter particle, a region where direct detection experiments have a larger sensitivity. This fact is illustrated in figure 9, which shows a scatter plot of σ_{SI} versus M_H0 for 0 (blue circles) and 3 (red squares) coannihilating neutrinos. The solid line shows the present bound from XENON100 [30] and the dashed line the expected sensitivity of XENON1T. Notice that whereas for 3 coannihilating neutrinos a handful of models with masses around 200 GeV is already ruled out by the experimental bound, not a single model is currently above the limit for 0 coannihilating neutrinos–they all lie at least one order of magnitude below it. In the future this difference

Figure 10: Scatter plots of M_{Ni} − M_H0 versus ⟨σv⟩ for different numbers of coannihilating N: 1 (orange diamonds), 2 (blue circles) and 3 (red squares).

will remain. The smallest σ_{SI} that could be excluded by XENON1T is about 10^{−10} pb for 0 coannihilating neutrinos but 3 × 10^{−11} pb for 3 coannihilating neutrinos. Coannihilations, therefore, may have an important impact in the direct detection prospects of dark matter within this model.

What about indirect detection? Well, it turns out that N_i coannihilations may have even more significant implications for the indirect detection of dark matter, as they allow to reconcile a thermal freeze-out with large values of ⟨σv⟩, and therefore with enhanced indirect detection signals. Figure 10 shows ⟨σv⟩ as a function of M_{Ni} − M_H0 for different number of coannihilating neutrinos. We see that the higher the number of coannihilating neutrinos the larger ⟨σv⟩ can be. In fact, ⟨σv⟩ goes from a maximum of 2 × 10^{−25}cm^3s^{−1} for 1 degenerate neutrino to a maximum of 10^{−24}cm^3s^{−1} for 3 degenerate neutrinos. It is also clear that ⟨σv⟩ decreases as the N_i-H^0 increases, so the largest ⟨σv⟩ correspond to the smallest M_{Ni} − M_H0 .

A comparison of the viable regions in the plane (M_H0 ,⟨σv⟩) is presented in figure 11. The yellow region (the most internal one) shows the viable region in the absence of coannihilations with the right-handed neutrinos. That is, it is the result for the inert doublet model. Notice that in that case the minimum viable mass is about M_H0 ∼ 500 GeV and that ⟨σv⟩ lies slightly above its thermal value, approximately between 4 × 10^{−26}cm^3s^{−1} and 8 × 10^{−26}cm^3s^{−1}. As we include coannihilating neutrinos, the minimum value of M_H0 decreases and the range of variation of ⟨σv⟩ increases. For 1 coannihilating neutrino, the viable region starts at M_H0 ∼ 300 GeV and the maximum value of ⟨σv⟩ reaches almost 3 × 10^{−25}cm^3s^{−1}. If all three neutrinos coannihilate with H^0, one can obtain viable models already at M_H0 ∼ 100 GeV and ⟨σv⟩ might be

Figure 11: Regions in the plance (M_H0 ,⟨σv⟩) that are consistent with the dark matter constraint for different numbers of coannihilating N.

above 10^{−24}cm^3s^{−1}. More generally, this figure demonstrates that there is no incompatibility between a large value of ⟨σv⟩ (say of order few × 10^{−25}cm^3s^{−1}) and the idea of a thermal freeze-out. Both can be reconciled via coannihilations in the early Universe.

Figure 11 also shows the current bound on ⟨σv⟩ from Fermi-LAT [31]. It excludes the low mass region, M_H0 ≲ 250 GeV, and also the models with the largest values of ⟨σv⟩ over the entire mass range we consider. There are still, however, sizable regions where the coannihilation effects are important that are not constrained by present data. Future indirect detection data will certainly probe this region further, either improving the constraints or finding evidence of its existence.

Summarizing, coannihilations with right-handed neutrinos may play a very important role in the dark matter phenomenology of the radiative seesaw model. They open up new viable regions, change the expected mass spectrum, and modify the prospects for the direct and the indirect detection of dark matter.

6 Discussion

We have throughout this paper assumed a specific structure for the matrix of neutrino Yukawa couplings, equation (6). One may wonder, therefore, how our results depend on that particular choice. From the discussion on coannihilations, section 3, we know that for N_i coannihilations to increase the relic density it must happen that σ_H0_H0 ≫ σ_H0_{Ni} , σ_{NiNi} . So, all we need to reproduce our results is to ensure that h_{αi} are such that the above conditions on the cross sections are satisfied, and it turns out that they usually are. In fact, we have repeated the scan over the parameter space of the model (see section 5) but allowing the 9 parameters h_{αi} to vary randomly without being subject to any constraint related to neutrino masses. The results so obtained are indistinguishable from those presented here. We can thus conclude that the effects discussed in this paper do not depend on the choice made in equation (6) and, more generally, that they are not that sensitive to the experimental data on neutrino masses.

The discovery potential of the inert doublet at the LHC have been explored in the dilepton [32, 33], trilepton [34], and multilepton [35] channels plus missing energy. All these studies have focused on the light mass regime M_H0 ≲ 80 GeV [36]. The high mass regime, M_H0 ≳ 500 GeV, features small mass splittings between the odd scalars[18, 28] and is out of the LHC reach because of the small cross sections and rather soft leptons and jets. From figures 7 and 8, we can see that now we can have substantially lower masses and much larger splittings. However, due to their large backgrounds, we still expect the signals for M_H0 ≳ 200 GeV to be difficult to detect. The main effect of the coannihilating neutrinos at colliders in this scenario with scalar dark matter could be the modification of the cascades leading to H^0. If some of the Yukawa couplings h_{αi} are competitive with the gauge couplings, and the spectrum is such that M_H± > M_{Ni} (M_A0 > M_{Ni} ), then the leptonic signals (missing energy) could be increased through processes like H^± → l^±νH^0 (A^0 → ννH^0) mediated by N_i. A more detailed study of these signals and of their possible relevance for LHC searches is left for future work.

As we have seen, in the radiative seesaw model, N_i coannihilations allow to boost ⟨σv⟩ well above the thermal value of 3 × 10^{−26}cm^3s^{−1}, enhancing in a significant way the indirect detection signals in this model. The idea of using coannihilations to increase the indirect detection rate is certainly not new; it was examined, for example, in [26]. But it seems to us that, in spite of its possible relevance to current indirect detection data, it has not received much attention lately. For that reason, we would like to emphasize that this setup is quite versatile and can be applied within different models of dark matter. The necessary ingredients are just two: a dark matter particle with a large self-annihilation cross section and a number of coannihilating partners with weaker interactions. The required number of coannihilating particles and their mass splitting is certainly model dependent but it can easily be calculated on a case by case basis. Notice that, among the different possibilities that have been considered to increase the dark matter indirect detection rate (gravitational clustering of dark matter, non-thermal production of dark matter, non-standard freeze-out, etc.), coannihilations seems to be the simplest one, allowing to preserve the idea of a thermal freeze-out and making definite predictions about the particle spectrum of physics beyond the Standard Model.

7 Conclusions

The radiative seesaw model is a simple extension of the SM that can account for neutrino masses and explain the dark matter. Within this model, we have considered the case in which the dark matter candidate is a scalar, H^0, and have studied the possible effect on the dark matter density of coannihilations with the right-handed neutrinos N_i. The dependence of these coannihilation effects with the relevant parameters of the model –the mass splitting, the neutrino Yukawa couplings, and the number of coannihilating neutrinos– was analyzed in detail. The net effect of the coannihilations with the right-handed neutrinos has been found to be an increase in the relic density, allowing to satisfy the dark matter constraint for smaller values of M_H0 . Its lower bound, in fact, moves from about 500 GeV (without N_i coannihilations) to about 100 GeV (with all three N_i coannihilating simultaneously). Consequently, the dark matter phenomenology of this model can be substantially modified and may differ in important ways from that of the inert doublet model. Making use of a random scan over the entire parameter space of this model, we have investigated the new viable regions that are obtained when coannihilations are taken into account. Such regions were shown to feature bigger values for the mass splitting between the scalar particles and improved prospects for the direct and the indirect detection of dark matter. Remarkably, one can obtain values of ⟨σv⟩ as large as 10^{−24}cm^3s^{−1} (well above that normally associated with a thermal relic), with important implications for the indirect detection of dark matter. Finally, we emphasized that one could use coannihilations to reconcile large values of ⟨σv⟩ with a thermal freeze-out also within other models of dark matter.

Acknowledgments

The work of M.K. and C.Y. is partially supported by the “Helmholtz Alliance for Astroparticle Phyics HAP” funded by the Initiative and Networking Fund of the Helmholtz Association. DR and OZ have been partially supported by Sostenibilidad-UdeA and COLCIENCIAS through the grant number 111-556- 934918.

References

[1] E. Komatsu et al. Seven-Year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) Observations: Cosmological Interpretation. Astrophys.J.Suppl., 192:18, 2011, 1001.4538.

[2] Gianfranco Bertone. The moment of truth for WIMP Dark Matter. Nature, 468:389–393, 2010, 1011.3532.

[3] Y. Fukuda et al. Evidence for oscillation of atmospheric neutrinos.

Phys.Rev.Lett., 81:1562–1567, 1998, hep-ex/9807003.

[4] Q.R. Ahmad et al. Direct evidence for neutrino flavor transformation from neutral current interactions in the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory. Phys.Rev.Lett., 89:011301, 2002, nucl-ex/0204008.

[5] T. Araki et al. Measurement of neutrino oscillation with KamLAND:

Evidence of spectral distortion. Phys.Rev.Lett., 94:081801, 2005, hepex/0406035.

[6] P. Adamson et al. Measurement of Neutrino Oscillations with the MINOS Detectors in the NuMI Beam. Phys.Rev.Lett., 101:131802, 2008, 0806.2237.

[7] Ernest Ma. Verifiable radiative seesaw mechanism of neutrino mass and dark matter. Phys.Rev., D73:077301, 2006, hep-ph/0601225.

[8] Jisuke Kubo, Ernest Ma, and Daijiro Suematsu. Cold Dark Matter, Radiative Neutrino Mass, mu to e gamma, and Neutrinoless Double Beta Decay. Phys.Lett., B642:18–23, 2006, hep-ph/0604114.

[9] D. Aristizabal Sierra, Jisuke Kubo, D. Restrepo, Daijiro Suematsu, and Oscar Zapata. Radiative seesaw: Warm dark matter, collider and lepton flavour violating signals. Phys.Rev., D79:013011, 2009, 0808.3340.

[10] Graciela B. Gelmini, Efunwande Osoba, and Sergio Palomares-Ruiz. Inert- Sterile Neutrino: Cold or Warm Dark Matter Candidate. Phys.Rev., D81:063529, 2010, 0912.2478.

[11] Daijiro Suematsu, Takashi Toma, and Tetsuro Yoshida. Reconciliation of CDM abundance and mu to e gamma in a radiative seesaw model. Phys.Rev., D79:093004, 2009, 0903.0287.

[12] Daijiro Suematsu. Thermal Leptogenesis in a TeV Scale Model for Neutrino Masses. Eur.Phys.J., C72:1951, 2012, 1103.0857.

[13] Daniel Schmidt, Thomas Schwetz, and Takashi Toma. Direct Detection of Leptophilic Dark Matter in a Model with Radiative Neutrino Masses. Phys.Rev., D85:073009, 2012, 1201.0906.

[14] Ping-Kai Hu. Radiative Seesaw Model with Non-zero θ_{13} and Warm Dark Matter Scenario. 2012, 1208.2613.

[15] Shoichi Kashiwase and Daijiro Suematsu. Leptogenesis in a TeV scale neutrino mass model with inverted mass hierarchy. 2013, 1301.2087.

[16] Shoichi Kashiwase and Daijiro Suematsu. Baryon number asymmetry and dark matter in the neutrino mass model with an inert doublet. Phys.Rev., D86:053001, 2012, 1207.2594.

[17] Riccardo Barbieri, Lawrence J. Hall, and Vyacheslav S. Rychkov. Improved naturalness with a heavy Higgs: An Alternative road to LHC physics. Phys.Rev., D74:015007, 2006, hep-ph/0603188.

[18] Laura Lopez Honorez, Emmanuel Nezri, Josep F. Oliver, and Michel H.G.

Tytgat. The Inert Doublet Model: An Archetype for Dark Matter. JCAP, 0702:028, 2007, hep-ph/0612275.

[19] D.V. Forero, M. Tortola, and J.W.F. Valle. Global status of neutrino oscillation parameters after Neutrino-2012. Phys.Rev., D86:073012, 2012, 1205.4018.

[20] Kim Griest and David Seckel. Three exceptions in the calculation of relic abundances. Phys.Rev., D43:3191–3203, 1991.

[21] Dan Hooper and Stefano Profumo. Dark matter and collider phenomenology of universal extra dimensions. Phys.Rept., 453:29–115, 2007, hepph/0701197.

[22] Geraldine Servant and Timothy M.P. Tait. Is the lightest Kaluza-Klein particle a viable dark matter candidate? Nucl.Phys., B650:391–419, 2003, hep-ph/0206071.

[23] Kyoungchul Kong and Konstantin T. Matchev. Precise calculation of the relic density of Kaluza-Klein dark matter in universal extra dimensions. JHEP, 0601:038, 2006, hep-ph/0509119.

[24] Fiona Burnell and Graham D. Kribs. The Abundance of Kaluza-Klein dark matter with coannihilation. Phys.Rev., D73:015001, 2006, hep-ph/0509118.

[25] Joakim Edsjo, Mia Schelke, Piero Ullio, and Paolo Gondolo. Accurate relic densities with neutralino, chargino and sfermion coannihilations in mSUGRA. JCAP, 0304:001, 2003, hep-ph/0301106.

[26] Stefano Profumo and Alessio Provenza. Increasing the neutralino relic abundance with slepton coannihilations: Consequences for indirect dark matter detection. JCAP, 0612:019, 2006, hep-ph/0609290.

[27] G. Belanger, F. Boudjema, P. Brun, A. Pukhov, S. Rosier-Lees, et al. Indirect search for dark matter with micrOMEGAs2.4. Comput.Phys.Commun., 182:842–856, 2011, 1004.1092.

[28] T. Hambye, F.-S. Ling, L. Lopez Honorez, and J. Rocher. Scalar Multiplet Dark Matter. JHEP, 0907:090, 2009, 0903.4010.

[29] Michael Klasen, Carlos E. Yaguna, and Jose D. Ruiz-Alvarez. Electroweak corrections to the direct detection cross section of inert higgs dark matter. 2013, 1302.1657.

[30] E. Aprile et al. Dark Matter Results from 225 Live Days of XENON100 Data. Phys.Rev.Lett., 109:181301, 2012, 1207.5988.

[31] The Fermi-: M. Ackermann et al. Constraints on the Galactic Halo Dark Matter from Fermi-LAT Diffuse Measurements. Astrophys.J., 761:91, 2012, 1205.6474.

[32] Qing-Hong Cao, Ernest Ma, and G. Rajasekaran. Observing the Dark Scalar Doublet and its Impact on the Standard-Model Higgs Boson at Colliders. Phys.Rev., D76:095011, 2007, 0708.2939.

[33] Ethan Dolle, Xinyu Miao, Shufang Su, and Brooks Thomas. Dilepton Signals in the Inert Doublet Model. Phys.Rev., D81:035003, 2010, 0909.3094.

[34] Xinyu Miao, Shufang Su, and Brooks Thomas. Trilepton Signals in the Inert Doublet Model. Phys.Rev., D82:035009, 2010, 1005.0090.

[35] Michael Gustafsson, Sara Rydbeck, Laura Lopez-Honorez, and Erik Lundstrom. Status of the Inert Doublet Model and the Role of multileptons at the LHC. Phys.Rev., D86:075019, 2012, 1206.6316.

[36] Ethan M. Dolle and Shufang Su. The Inert Dark Matter. Phys.Rev., D80:055012, 2009, 0906.1609.