arXiv:1601.01828v2 [hep-ph] 6 Jun 2016

Subdominant Left-Right Scalar Dark Matter as Origin of the 750 GeV Di-photon Excess at LHC

Debasish Borah,^{1, ∗} Sudhanwa Patra,^{2, †} and Shibananda Sahoo^{1, ‡} 1Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology Guwahati, Assam 781039, India 2Center of Excellence in Theoretical and Mathematical Sciences, Siksha ’O’ Anusandhan University, Bhubaneswar-751030, India

Abstract

We study the possibility of explaining the recently reported 750 GeV di-photon excess at LHC within the framework of a left-right symmetric model. The 750 GeV neutral scalar in the model is dominantly an admixture of neutral components of scalar bidoublets with a tiny fraction of neutral scalar triplet. Incorporating SU(2) septuplet scalar pairs into the model, we enhance the partial decay width of the 750 GeV neutral scalar into di-photons through charged septuplet components in loop while keeping the neutral septuplet components as subdominant dark matter candidates. The model also predicts the decay width of the 750 GeV scalar to be around 36 GeV to be either confirmed or ruled out by future LHC data. The requirement of producing the correct diphoton signal automatically keeps the septuplet dark matter abundance subdominant in agreement with bounds from direct and indirect detection experiments. We then briefly discuss different possibilities to account for the remaining dark matter component of the Universe in terms of other particle candidates whose stability arise either due to remnant discrete symmetry after spontaneous breaking of U(1)_{B−L} or due to high SU(2)-dimension forbidding their decay into lighter particles.

∗ dborah@iitg.ernet.in † sudha.astro@gmail.com ‡ shibananda@iitg.ernet.in

I. INTRODUCTION

After the discovery of the Standard Model (SM) Higgs boson in 2012, the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experiment has been searching for new physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM). In spite of many theoretical motivations for BSM physics around the TeV scale, the LHC experiment has not been able to discover anything new so far. However, very recently the ATLAS and CMS collaborations [1–3] of the LHC have reported a di-photon resonance pp → X → γγ with an invariant mass of 750 GeV at around 3σ level of confidence. The reported cross-sections for di-photon excess signal are given by

σ_{ATLAS} (pp → X) · Br (X → γγ) ≃ (10 ± 3)fb , σ_{CMS} (pp → X) · Br (X → γγ) ≃ (6 ± 3)fb .

ATLAS collaboration has also hinted towards a large decay width of this 750 GeV scalar, around 45 GeV, though the CMS collaboration still prefers a narrow width. Although it is equally probable that the statistical significance of the di-photon signal may go down with more LHC data, it is nevertheless tantalising to consider the possibility that the excess signal is an indication of some interesting BSM physics. The Landau-Yang theorem forbids the possibility of spin-1 resonance as an interpretation of the di-photon signal [4, 5]. Interestingly, this excess signal can be easily interpreted by postulating a new spin-0 scalar particle with mass around 750 GeV which can be produced at LHC and subsequently decay into two photons. Many attempts have already been made in this context in order to explain the diphoton excess events with the simple extension of SM singlet scalar along with new physics heavy scalars and vector-like fermions charged under SM gauge group and others including supersymmetric variants [6–170].

On the other hand, the left-right symmetric models (LRSM) [171, 172] originally motivated for natural explanation for maximal parity violation in weak interactions as well as to provide light neutrino masses via seesaw mechanisms have the potential to explain the di-photon signal when extended with additional vector like fermions [49, 68, 103, 125]. The added advantage of considering left-right symmetric models with vector like fermions is that it can be easily embedded in a grand unified theory unifying all three known fundamental interactions. One interesting possibility is to interpret the 750 GeV di-photon excess signal in the simple extensions of two Higgs doublet models where one of the lightest neutral Higgs scalars (apart from 125 GeV SM Higgs boson) is considered as the 750 GeV resonance produced sufficiently via gluon gluon fusion process and subsequently decaying to two photons via one-loop diagrams containing charged components of high SU(2)-dimension scalars in loop [145]. Thus, the di-photon signal cross-section σ(pp → H → γγ) can be increased so as to fit with the ATLAS and CMS data with the inclusion of additional scalar having high SU(2)−dimension.

With these motivations, in the present work, we consider the possibility of producing the desired di-photon signal in LRSM with additional scalar multiplets, the neutral component of which can give rise to some fraction of total dark matter abundance in our Universe. It should be noted that around 26% of present Universe’s energy density is in the form of dark matter and its relic abundance observed by the Planck experiment [173] can be quoted as

Ω_{DM}h^2 = 0.1187 ± 0.0017 (1)

The annihilation cross-section of thermal dark matter particles required to generate such relic abundance is of the order of weak interaction cross-sections leading to the so called WIMP Miracle. In the above equation (1), Ω is the density parameter and h = (Hubble Parameter)/100 is a parameter of order unity. In order to have a good production cross-section of the 750 GeV neutral scalar, we consider a specific version of LRSM [174] where one can have a 750 GeV neutral scalar with sizeable couplings to standard model quarks. We show that for the minimal particle content of this model, the reported di-photon signal can not be produced. We then incorporate septuplet pairs into the model whose neutral components can be a dark matter candidates. Due to the existence of triply, doubly and singly charged scalars, these septuplet pairs can significantly enhance the partial decay width of the 750 GeV scalar into di-photons. We show that for two pairs of such septuplets, the di-photon signal can be produced for maximal perturbative couplings and masses of charged septuplet components close to (but greater than) 375 GeV. For such large couplings, the relic abundance of septuplet dark matter remains subdominant requiring additional particle content which can give rise to dominant component of dark matter. Though subdominant, such dark matter candidates can however have promising signatures at dark matter indirect detection experiments. We also show that, for such choices of parameters and masses, the 750 GeV scalar has a total decay width of around 36 GeV, which will soon go through scrutiny at LHC experiment.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we briefly discuss the version of LRSM we adopt in this work and calculate the possibility of a 750 GeV neutral scalar in view of the LHC signal. In section III, we extend this LRSM with pairs of septuplets and discuss the implications for di-photon signal. In section IV, we demonstrate how the neutral component of scalar septuplet can be sub-dominant component of dark matter. In section V, we comment on the high scale validity of the model and then finally conclude our results in Sec VII.

II. LEFT-RIGHT SYMMETRIC MODEL

Left-Right Symmetric Model [171, 172] is one of the very well motivated BSM frameworks where the gauge symmetry of the electroweak theory is extended to SU(3)_c × SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R × U(1)_{B−L}. The model not only explains the origin of parity violation in low energy weak interactions naturally, but also gives rise to light neutrino masses naturally through seesaw mechanisms. Parity violation at low energy occurs due to spontaneous breaking of left-right symmetry at high scale and seesaw origin of light neutrino mass is guaranteed due to natural inclusion of heavy right handed neutrinos as parts of SU(2)_R fermion doublets. Here the difference between the baryon and lepton number is a local gauge symmetry and the electric charge formula relating baryons and leptons as follows

Q = T_{3L} + T_{3R} + B − L 2 (2)

The particle content and their transformation under the gauge symmetry of LRSM SU(3)_c × SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R × U(1)_{B−L} are shown in table I. In the symmetry breaking pattern, the neutral component of the Higgs triplet Δ_R acquires a vev to break the gauge symmetry of the LRSM into that of the SM and then to the U(1) of electromagnetism by the vev of the neutral component of Higgs bidoublet Φ:

SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R × U(1)_{B−L} ⟨Δ_R⟩ −−−→ SU(2)_L × U(1)_Y ⟨Φ⟩ −→ U(1)_{em} After the symmetry breaking, four neutral scalars emerge, two from the bidoublet (H^0_0 , H^0_1 ), one from right handed triplet (H^0_2 ) and another from left handed triplet (H^0_3 ). Similarly there are two neutral pseudoscalars, one from the bidoublet (A^0_1) and another from the left handed triplet (A^0_2). Among the charged scalars, there are two singly charged ones (H^±_1 , H^±_2 )

Particle SU(3) SU(2)_L SU(2)_R U(1)_{B−L}

q_L = u_L d_L 3 2 1^1_3

q_R = u_R d_R 3 1 2^1_3

ℓ_L = ν_L e_L 1 2 1 -1

ℓ_R = ν_R e_R 1 1 2 -1

Φ = ϕ^0_{11} ϕ^+_{11} ϕ^−_{12} ϕ^0_{12}

1 2 2 0

Δ_L = δ^+_L / √ 2 δ^{++}_L δ^0_L −δ^+_L / √ 2 1 3 1 2

Δ_R = δ^+_R / √ 2 δ^{++}_R δ^0_R −δ^+_R / √ 2 1 1 3 2

TABLE I. Particle content of the minimal LRSM.

and two doubly charged ones (H^{±±}_1 , H^{±±}_2 ). Here, H^0_0 can be identified as SM like Higgs of mass 125 GeV. In order to avoid the flavor changing neutral currents (FCNC) processes, the neutral scalars from bi-doublet H^0_1 , A^0_1 have to be heavier than 10 TeV [175]. This leaves only the neutral scalars from triplets (H^0_2 , H^0_3 ) to be a candidate for 750 GeV neutral resonance. As shown in [49], this neutral scalar originating from the triplets can not give rise to the desired signal.

The reduced di-photon cross-section through 750 GeV H^0_{2,3} in MLRSM is partly due to the small partial decay width Γ(H^0_{2,3} → γγ) as well as small production cross-section σ(pp → H^0_{2,3}) of H^0_{2,3} in proton proton collisions at LHC. Since H^0_{2,3} do not directly couple to quarks, it can be produced only through its mixing with the standard model Higgs, suppressing the cross-section by the mixing angle squared. If the extra neutral scalar of 750 GeV mass were from the bidoublet, the production cross-section can be enhanced due to its direct coupling with quarks. Fortunately, some interesting extension of MLRSM is possible which can allow a neutral scalar with 750 GeV mass originating from the bidoublet [174].

Some other alternatives to evade FCNC in these models have been proposed in [176]. The model proposed by [174] includes the new particles shown in table II.

Particle SU(3) SU(2)_L SU(2)_R U(1)_{B−L} ρ = ρ^+_1 ρ^{++} ρ^0 ρ^+_2

1 2 2 2

Q^′ = T t^′ 3 1 2^7_3

TABLE II. Additional particle content of the model [174] in addition to the particles in minimal LRSM.

Here ρ is an extra bidoublet scalar and Q^′ is a vector like SU(2)_R quark doublet with exotic U(1)_{B−L} charge 7/3. Since the model was assumed to break discrete left-right symmetry (or D parity) at very high scale by a parity odd singlet scalar, the vector like SU(2)_L quarks were considered to be very heavy and hence decoupled from the rest of the particles. Additional Z_4 symmetry was assumed in order to forbid simultaneous couplings of the standard model quarks to Φ and Φ̃ = σ_2Φ^∗σ_2.

The essential feature of the left-right symmetric theories is to naturally provide the light neutrino masses via type-I plus type-II seesaw mechanisms as follows

m_ν = M_L − m_DM^{−1}_R m^T_D = m^{II}_ν + m^I_ν , (3)

where m_D is the Dirac neutrino mass connecting light LH and heavy RH neutrinos, M_L (M_R) is the Majorana neutrino mass for LH (RH) neutrinos. When SU(2)_R gauge symmetry breaking and discrete left-right symmetry breaking occur at different scales (possible in a Dparity broken class of left-right models) the type II seesaw contribution is negligible leaving only dominant type-I seesaw contributions to light neutrino masses.

A. 750 GeV neutral scalar in LRSM

As discussed in [174], this extended LRSM has a richer Higgs sector compared to the MLRSM. The three neutral components of two bidoublets Φ, ρ acquire vev k_1, k_2, v_ρ which are responsible for electroweak symmetry breaking and hence related by

(k^2_1 + k^2 + v^2_ρ)^{1/2} = v^2 = 246 GeV

The neutral component of Δ_R also acquires a vev v_R. Due to mixing of scalars through quartic couplings, the neutral scalar mass matrix is in general non-diagonal. Using the expressions for mass matrix elements given in [174] we diagonalise the mass matrix in order to arrive at the desired mass spectra. The values of the vev are chosen as

k_1 = 183 GeV, k_2 = 36.6 GeV, v_ρ = 160 GeV, v_R = 3305 GeV

where the ratio k_1/k_2 = 5 is chosen in order to be in agreement with flavor data, shown in details by [174]. Choosing suitable values of scalar potential parameters, we can arrive at the mixing matrix

U = 0.7647 0.0801 0.6378 −0.0432 0.618 −0.356 −0.70 −0.007 0.170 0.930 −0.323 −0.010 0.039 0.011 0.019 0.998 in the basis (k_1, k_2, v_ρ, v_R). The same choices of parameters also give the lighter scalar masses as m_h = 125 GeV and m_H = 750 GeV respectively. Thus the physical neutral scalars will be Re(ϕ^0_1, ϕ^0_2, ρ^0, δ^0_R) upto a rotation by the mixing matrix U given above. There are two neutral pseudo scalars originating from two bidoublets in the model, one of which can be as light as 750 GeV as shown by [174]. If we consider the left handed triplet scalar Δ_L, then there is one more neutral scalar and one more neutral pseudo scalar in the spectrum. Apart from the neutral scalars and pseudo scalars, there are three singly charged scalars and two doubly charged scalars around TeV scale. Including Δ_L at low energy increases the number of singly and doubly charged scalars by one.

Due to its coupling with the standard model quarks, the 750 GeV neutral scalar H can be produced with a cross-section similar to to the standard model like Higgs h with 750 GeV mass. The dominant production channel is the gluon gluon fusion with top quarks in a loop. The production cross-section σ(pp → H) is same as σ(pp → h) upto a factor decided by the ratio of effective coupling of top quarks to h, H respectively. The 750 GeV scalar H after production, can decay at tree level into standard model fermions (dominantly to top quark pairs), electroweak vector bosons W, Z and standard model Higgs h. Due to many tree level decay channels, this Higgs H can possibly have a large decay width, as suggested by the di-photon resonance search at LHC.

FIG. 1. Partial decay width and branching ratio into di-photons in LRSM

FIG. 2. Production cross-section of di-photons in LRSM

The model briefly discussed above has the following charged particles which can go in a loop allowing the 750 GeV scalar H decaying into two photons:

• Standard model charged fermions: all the quarks and charged leptons.

• Electroweak charged bosons W^±

• Singly charged and doubly charged scalars originating from scalar bidoublets and triplets.

The corresponding partial decay width of H to di-photons can be calculated using the formula [177, 178] Γ(H → γγ) = G_F α^2m^3_H 128 √ 2π^3 | ∑ f N_cQ^2_f g_{Hff} g_{hff} A^H_{1/2}(τ_f ) + g_{HW W} g_{hW W} A^H_1 (τ_W ) + Q^2_sg_{Hss}A^H_0 (τ_s)|^2 (4)

where G_F is Fermi coupling constant, α is fine structure constant, N_c is the color factor of charged fermion in loop, Q_{f,s} are electromagnetic charges of fermions and scalars in loop and τ_i = m^2_H /4m^2_i with i running over all charged particles in loop. The form factors A^H_{1/2,1,0} for fermion, vector boson and scalar respectively are given by

A^H_{1/2}(τ) = 2[τ + (τ − 1)f(τ)]τ^{−2}

A^H_1 (τ) = −[2τ^2 + 3τ + 3(2τ − 1)f(τ)]τ^{−2} A^H_0 (τ) = −[τ − f(τ)]τ^{−2} with the function f(τ) is given by

f(τ) = arcsin^2 √ τ , τ ≤ 1 −^1_4 ( log^{1+√1−τ −1} 1− √ 1−τ^{−1} − iπ )_2 , τ > 1 Among the charged fermions, the top quark loop will dominate the partial decay width of H to γγ. The effective coupling of H to top quarks in the model is g_{Hff} = √ 2(V_LM^{′′}_u V^†)_{33}/v where V_{L,R} are left and right handed quark mixing matrices and M^{′′}_u is the effective up-type quark mass matrix originating from H contribution to the masses. For the above choice of values of vev, (V_LM^{′′}_u V^†)_{33} comes out to be approximately −159 GeV, which we use in our calculations. The coupling of H to W boson pairs is given by g_{HW W} = g^2 2 (U_{21}k_1 + U_{22}k_2 + U_{23}v_ρ)

where U_{24}, v_R are not appearing as Δ_R does not couple to SU(2)_L gauge bosons. The coupling of H to charged scalar is g_{Hss} = − m_W gm^2_s λ_{Hss}(U_{21}k_1 + U_{22}k_2 + U_{23}v_ρ + U_{24}v_R) assuming all the charged scalars to have a same effective dimensionless coupling λ_{Hss} to H. In the expression for decay width, g_{hff} , g_{hW W} are the corresponding light standard model Higgs h couplings to fermions and gauge bosons respectively.

It can be seen from figure 1, that for largest possible perturbative value of λ_{Hss} = 4π, one can achieve a partial decay width Γ(H → γγ) ≈ 0.0024 GeV and corresponding branching ratio BR(H → γγ) ≈ 8 × 10^{−5}. We also make an estimate of the production cross-section σ(pp → H → γγ) and show its variation with λ_{Hss}. We take the production cross-section of standard model like Higgs with mass 750 GeV to be 850 fb [179] and multiply it by the factor (V_LM^{′′}_u V^†)_{33}/m_t squared to take care of the difference in htt and Htt couplings. The resulting di-photon production cross-section is shown in figure 2. Thus, for largest possible values of λ_{Hss}, the maximum cross-section of the di-photon signal is approximately 0.045 fb, around two order of magnitudes below the reported signal of LHC.

For the same choices of couplings, we also check the contributions of these charged scalars to the standard model like Higgs h decaying into di-photons. We find that Γ^{new}(h → γγ) ≈ 4 × 10^{−6} for maximal dimensionless couplings. This value is already around 25% of standard model partial decay width Γ^{SM}(h → γγ) and hence will be ruled out by 8 TeV LHC data [180].

FIG. 3. Total decay width of H and di-photon production cross-section in LRSM with N septuplet pairs

FIG. 4. Production cross-section of di-photons in LRSM with N septuplet pairs

Particle SU(3) SU(2)_L SU(2)_R U(1)_{B−L} S_L 1 7 1 0 S_R 1 1 7 0

TABLE III. Real septuplets added to LRSM.

III. DI-PHOTON EXCESS IN LRSM WITH SEPTUPLETS

To enhance the partial decay width of 750 GeV scalar H into di-photons without conflicting with Γ^{SM}(h → γγ) we include a pair of septuplets into the above model. The transformation of these septuplets are shown in table III. The motivation for inclusion of septuplet scalars is two fold: 1) its charged components enhance the H → γγ branching fraction for di-photon excess signal, 2) its neutral component can be stable dark matter candidate. However, we shall restrict ourselves to those parameters space of the scalar septuplet which is helpful in explaining the di-photon signal even if it contributes marginally to the relic abundance of dark matter. The introduction of additional dark matter components can compensate so as to give the correct number needed for relic density of dark matter of the Universe. The usual structure of a scalar septuplet is given by S_{L,R} = (S^{+++}_{L,R} , S^{++}_{L,R}, S^+_{L,R}, S^0_{L,R}, −S^−_{L,R}, S^{−−}_{L,R}, −S^{−−−}_{L,R} )^T (5) Since the septuplet has only SU(2)_{L,R} dimensions, it can interact with the corresponding gauge bosons in following way L^{int}_{SL,SR} = ig_{L,R}W^3_{L,R,μ}(S^−_{L,R}^{←→}∂^μ S^+_{L,R} + 2 S^{−−}_{L,R}^{←→}∂^μ S^{++}_{L,R} + 3 S^{−−−}_{L,R}^{←→}∂^μ S^{+++}_{L,R} ) + [ ig_{L,R}W^−_{L,R,μ}( √ 6 S^0_{L,R}^{←→}∂^μ S^+_{L,R} + √ 5 S^−_{L,R}^{←→}∂^μ S^{++}_{L,R} + √ 3 ϕ^{−−}_{L,R}^{←→}∂^μ S^{+++}_{L,R} ) + h.c. ]

+ g^2_{L,R}W^3_{L,R,μ}W^{3,μ}_{L,R} ( |S^+_{L,R}|^2 + 4 |S^{++}_{L,R}|^2 + 9 |S^{+++}_{L,R} |^2 ) + g^2_{L,R}W^+_{L,R,μ}W^{−,μ}_{L,R} ( 6 (S^0_{L,R})^2 + 11 |S^+_{L,R}|^2 + 8 |S^{++}_{L,R}|^2 + 3 |S^{+++}_{L,R} |^2 ) + g^2_{L,R} [ W^−_{L,R,μ}W^{−,μ}_{L,R} (√ 30 S^0_{L,R}S^{++}_{L,R} + √ 15 S^−_{L,R}S^{+++}_{L,R} − 3 S^+_{L,R}S^+_{L,R} ) + h.c. ]

+ g^2_{L,R} [ W^3_{L,R,μ}W^{−,μ}_{L,R} (√ 6 S^0_{L,R}S^+_{L,R} + √ 45 S^−_{L,R}S^{++}_{L,R} + √ 75 S^{−−}_{L,R}S^{+++}_{L,R} ) + h.c. ] . (6) where we defined A^{←→}∂^μ B ≡ A∂^μB−B∂^μ A. Also the scalar sector extended with the following scalar interactions

L^{scalar}(S_L, S_R) = ∑ L,R [ 1 2 (D_μS_{L,R})^†D^μS_{L,R} − 1 2 M^2|S_{L,R}|^2 − ∑ k=1,2 λ_k[S_{L,R}]^4_k ] − λ_{LR}|S_L|^2|S_R|^2 − ∑ L,R [ λ_Φ|Φ|^2|S_{L,R}|^2 + λ_ρ|ρ|^2|S_{L,R}|^2 ]

− ∑ L,R [ λ_{Δ2} |Δ_{L,R}|^2|S_{L,R}|^2 + λ_{Δ3} (Δ^†_{L,R}Δ_{L,R})(S^†_{L,R}S_{L,R}) ] , (7)

The interesting point to note here is that the mass-splitting between charged and neutral components arise through electroweak radiative corrections and is found to be M^Q_{SL} −M^0_{SL} ≃ 170 MeVQ^2, for the left handed septuplet [181]. Thus, it is clear that the lightest component is a neutral one. For the right handed multiplet, the mass splitting can be written as [182]

M_Q − M_0 ≈ α_2M 4π Q^2[f(r_{WR} ) − c^2_M f(r_{Z2} ) − s^2_W s^2_M f(r_{Z1} ) − s^2_W f(r_γ )] (8)

where s_M = sin θ_M = tan θ_W [183], r_X = M_X /M and

f(r) = 2

∫_1 0 dx(1 + x) log [x^2 + (1 − x)r^2]

Thus, the splitting between charged and neutral components of right handed septuplets depend upon the right handed gauge boson masses. Larger splitting can be introduced by incorporating additional scalar fields. Such splitting has very important relevance in computation of dark matter relic abundance.

Due to the existence of triply, doubly and singly charges scalars in a septuplet multiplet, the decay of H into di-photons can be substantially enhanced. Assuming the septuplet pairs S_{L,R} to have no coupling with the bidoublet ρ, we can significantly keep the light Higgs h coupling to the septuplet scalars under control. The septuplet scalar couplings to the light Higgs h is given by g_{hss} = − m_W gm^2_s λ_{hss}(U_{11}k_1 + U_{12}k_2 + U_{14}v_R)

which is almost zero for the above choices of vev’s and mixing matrix. However, the coupling of 750 GeV scalar to the septuplet scalars can still be sizeable g_{Hss} = − m_W gm^2_s λ_{Hss}(U_{21}k_1 + U_{22}k_2 + U_{24}v_R)

which is approximately equal to −^{mW}_{gm2s} (77). Thus, choosing the mixing angles of the mixing matrix U appropriately, one can keep the new physics contributions to Γ(h → γγ) under control while enhancing the Γ(H → γγ) simultaneously. The effective dimensionless couplings λ_{hss}, λ_{Hss} are approximately same, as both h and H are from the same bidoublet and we are assuming identical septuplet couplings to bidoublet and triplet.

We now consider the new physics contribution to Γ(H → γγ) to be coming only from the charged components of the septuplets. The contributions from charged scalars in bidoublets and triplet are assumed to be negligible, as enhancing their contributions also increases the Γ(h → γγ) as seen above. Taking the septuplet and t, W contributions to the partial decay width of H to di-photons, we plot the total decay width of H and branching ratio BR(H → γγ) in figure 3. We also plot the production cross-section σ(pp → H → γγ) in figure 4. We have considered two different cases: one with a pair of septuplets and another with two pairs of septuplets. Although the total decay width remains more or less same in both cases, the di-photon production cross-section can be enhanced in the latter, to be in agreement with LHC data. Here we have considered the total decay width to be

Γ^{Total}_H = Γ^{tt̄}_H + Γ^{W W}_H + Γ^{ZZ}_H + Γ^{hh}_H + Γ^{γγ}_H + Γ^{gg}_H where Γ^{tt̄}_H = 3 16π |y_{Ht}¯_t|^2m_H ( 1 − 4m^2_t m^2_H )_{3/2} ≈ 25.87 GeV

Γ^{W W}_H = 1 8π g^2_{HW W} m_H [ 1 + 1 2 ( 1 − m^2_H 2m^2_W

)_2 ] ( 1 − 4m^2_W m^2_H )_{1/2} ≈ 0.29 GeV

Γ^{ZZ}_H = 1 16π g^2_{HZZ} m_H [ 1 + 1 2 ( 1 − m^2_H 2m^2_Z

)_2 ] ( 1 − 4m^2_Z m^2_H )_{1/2} ≈ 0.09 GeV

Γ^{gg}_H =

G_F α^2_sm^3_H 36 √ 2π^3 |y_{Ht}¯_t|^2| 3 4 A^H_{1/2}(τ_t)|^2 ≈ 0.053 GeV

The partial decay widths Γ^{hh}_H , Γ^{γγ}_H vary with hH and septuplet-H couplings. One interesting prediction of the model is the total decay width of around 36 GeV for maximal coupling λ_{Hss}, which the future LHC data should be able to confirm or rule out.

IV. DARK MATTER IN LRSM WITH SEPTUPLETS

The neutral component of the scalar septuplet required for enhancing Γ(H → γγ) to explain the di-photon excess can be a stable dark matter candidate. The neutral component of the scalar septuplet is found to be accidentally stable in the minimal dark matter spirit by not allowing any renormalizable couplings which leads to the decay because of high SU(2)- dimension [184–186]. It should however be noted that, such accidental stability may not be respected by unknown physics at a high energy scale, say the scale of quantum gravity. Such new physics can induce the decay of these dark matter candidates with a lifetime much less than the age of the Universe. It was shown in [187], by considering an effective field theory framework that higher dimensional operators can lead to fast decay of septuplet dark matter particle. One can guarantee the stability of septuplet dark matter only when some additional gauge symmetries are responsible for its exact stability. We do not pursue this topic further in this work and leave it for a future study.

Since the maximal di-photon excess can be achieved for charged septuplet masses close to 375 GeV, we consider low mass septuplet dark matter. For dark matter stability, the neutral components of septuplets should be lighter than the charged ones. Such a mass splitting can be achieved by considering either loop corrections or introducing some other multiplets whose non-zero vev can induce a large mass difference. Typically, the loop corrected splittings are small, which may allow co-annihilations between charged and neutral components of septuplets during the time of freeze-out. Here we consider large splitting so that the coannihilation effects can be neglected. We independently calculate the relic abundance of left and right handed septuplet dark matter. For left handed septuplet S^0_L, the dominant annihilation channel is S^0_LS^0_L → W^+W^− for M_{DM} ≥ M_W . The annihilation cross section is given by [184] ⟨σv⟩ ≈ 1 64πM^2_{DM}g_s

{g^2(3 − 4n^2 + n^4) + 16Y^4g^4_Y + 8g^2g^2_Y Y^2(n^2 − 1)} (9)

where n = 7 is the multiplet dimension, g_s = 2n(n) for complex (real) multiplet and Y is the hypercharge which is zero for a real septuplet. Apart from that there are also annihilation channels through the 750 GeV scalar H into the standard model particles. The annihilation cross sections we consider in this work are given by

σ(DM DM → ff̄) = N_c 16πs |y_{Hf}¯_f |^2f^2_{Hss} s − 4m^2_f (s − m^2_H )^2 + Γ^2_H m^2_H ( s − 4m^2_f s − 4M^2_{DM} )1/2 (10)

σ(DM DM → hh) = 1 32πs f^2_{Hss}f^2_{Hhh} (s − m^2_H )^2 + Γ^2_H m^2_H ( s − 4m^2_h s − 4M^2_{DM} )_{1/2} (11)

σ(DM DM → V V ) = 1 16πsg_V f^2_{Hss}f^2_{HV V} (s − m^2_H )^2 + Γ^2_H m^2_H [ 1 + 1 2 ( 1 − m^2_H 2m^2_V

)_2 ] ( s − 4m^2_V s − 4M^2_{DM} )_{1/2} (12) where f_{Hss} = λ_{DM}(U_{21}k_1 + U_{22}k_2 + U_{24}v_R) is the dark matter coupling to 750 GeV neutral scalar H, f_{Hhh} = λ_{Hhh}(U_{21}k_1 + U_{22}k_2 + U_{23}v_ρ + U_{24}v_R) is the hhH coupling, V denotes electroweak massive bosons W, Z with g_W = 1, g_Z = 2 and f_{HV V} is same as g_{HW W} defined earlier. These annihilation cross sections can be used to calculate the relic abundance of dark matter given by [188] Ω_χh^2 ≈

3 × 10^{−27}cm^3s^{−1} ⟨σv⟩ (13) Annihilations through light Higgs h are negligible due to tiny coupling of septuplets with h. It is observed that, for M_{DM} ≥ M_W , the relic abundance of S^0_L is suppressed whereas for M_{DM} < M_W , the relic density can be sufficient. The relevant parameter space for both the mass range is shown in figure 5. The low mass regime, although produces correct relic abundance, will be ruled out by the direct detection constraints as seen from figure 6. The dark matter nucleon scattering can be mediated by the same 750 GeV neutral scalar which appear in the self-annihilations. Therefore, the same DM-H coupling λ_{DM} that appears in annihilation cross sections also arise in spin-independent scattering cross section.

The most stringent constraints on dark matter nucleon spin independent scattering crosssection comes from the LUX experiment [189]. We consider the minimum upper limit on the dark matter-nucleon spin independent cross-section from LUX experiment [189] which is 7.6 × 10^{−46} cm^2 and show the allowed region of parameter space in figure 6 for both dominant and subdominant dark matter.

FIG. 5. Parameter space giving rise to subdominant relic abundance of left handed septuplet dark matter

Considering the right handed gauge bosons to be very heavy, the right handed septuplet dark matter relic abundance can be calculated by considering only the H mediated channels into standard model particles. The relevant parameter space is shown in figure 7. It can be seen that for dark matter masses below 375 GeV, the coupling λ_{DM} between H and S^0_R needs to be low λ_{DM} ≤ 2 in order to satisfy constraints from relic abundance and direct detection simultaneously. However, to get the required di-photon signal, the coupling of H with septuplets are required to be high as shown above. As seen from figure 6. such high values of coupling will give rise to subdominant dark matter in this model. For such subdominant dark matter, the direct detection constraints will also be relaxed by the ratio of its abundance to actual dark matter abundance in the Universe. As seen from figure 6, for a dark matter component which gives rise to 10% of total dark matter abundance, the constraints from direct detection becomes weaker, allowing more regions of parameter space. As discussed in [185], such septuplet dark matter in spite of being subdominant, can have

FIG. 6. Parameter space giving rise to maximum value of H mediated direct detection cross-section allowed by LUX experiment for dominant and subdominant septuplet dark matter

promising signatures at indirect detection experiments searching for gamma rays from dark matter annihilations. Present experimental bounds in fact rule out left handed septuplet masses upto 20 TeV if it gives rise to total dark matter abundance. For lower masses of left handed septuplet, the experimental bounds constrains its relic abundance to be less than 1 − 10% of total dark matter abundance.

Since the scalar septuplet contribution to the total dark matter of the Universe is subdom-

FIG. 7. Parameter space giving rise to relic abundance of right handed septuplet dark matter

inant, there should be alternative ways to explain the correct dark matter fraction consistent with the Planck data. We briefly discuss the possible new dark matter multiplets which can compensate for the remaining dominant dark matter fraction. We provide a few possibilities of dark matter candidates whose stability is either ensured automatically because of high SU(2) dimension which forbids the tree level decay or exactly stable because of a remnant Z_2 ≃ (−1)^{B−L} symmetry arising after the spontaneous symmetry breaking of LRSM down to SM gauge group i.e, SU(2)_R × U(1)_{B−L} → U(1)_Y . Under this remnant discrete symmetry Z_2 ≃ (−1)^{B−L}, the usual leptons are odd while all bosons including scalars and gauge bosons are even. For detailed discussion, one may refer to [182, 190].

More specifically, one can extend this discussion of remnant discrete symmetry Z_2 to quarks in the following manner. Defining X = 3(B − L)–in order to make integer B − L charges for quarks–usual quarks carry charge X(q_{L,R}) = 1, leptons with X(ℓ_{L,R}) = −3 while scalars have X − charge as X(Φ) = 0, X(ρ) = 6, X(Δ_R) = 6. Thus, the breaking of U(1)_X by scalar triplet Δ_R with 6-unit of charge leads to

Z_6 = Z_3 × Z_2 , whereZ_2 = (−1)^{3(B−L)} for leptons

While Z_3 is assigned as a remnant discrete symmetry for quarks transforming as q_{L,R} → e^{iπ/3}q_{L,R}. It is quite clear now that all the fermions are odd while scalar bosons Φ, ρ, Δ_R transforming are even under the remnant discrete symmetry. With this formulation, if we introduce a fermionic multiplet having B − L = 0, i.e, Z_2(DM) = (−1)^{3×0} = +1 which implies that it is even under discrete symmetry. Thus, the neutral component is exactly stable ensured by this discrete symmetry as other known fermions are odd under this discrete symmetry.

Using the formalism of dark matter stability, the neutral lightest components of each fermionic multiplets like (3, 1, 0, 1)_F + (1, 3, 0, 1)_F , (5, 1, 0, 1) + (1, 5, 0, 1), (2, 2, 0, 1)_F and (3, 3, 0, 1)_F and the lightest neutral component of scalar multiplet while H_L(2, 1, −1) + H_R(1, 2, −1, 1) can be a viable dark matter candidate. Here we have two component dark matter for fermionic triplets and quintuplets as the neutral component of each of left- and right-handed multiplet is a stable dark matter candidate and thus, the relic abundance is sum of two components i,e Ω_{DM}h^2 ≃ Ω^L_{DM}h^2 + Ω^R_{DM}h^2.

V. LANDAU POLE AND HIGH SCALE VALIDITY OF THE MODEL

Landau Pole is a point where either the value of gauge coupling constant g_i becomes infinite or the inverse fine structure constant α^{−1} = 4π/g^2_i for a quantum field theory is zero. The focus is to examine whether the addition of additional septuplet scalars to the left-right symmetric model under consideration leads to hitting the Landau Pole or not. Since the septuplet scalars transform non-trivially under SU(2)_{L,R} one needs to check the renormalization group (RG) running of gauge couplings for SU(2)_{L,R} only.

The renormalization group evolution (RGE) equations for gauge couplings at loop level is given by [191, 192] d α^{−1}_i d t = − b_ib_ib_i 2π (14)

where we denote t = ln(μ), α_i = g^2_i /(4π) as fine structure constants and b_ib_ib_i being the oneloop beta coefficients for a given i^{th} gauge group. The formula for one-loop beta coefficients is given by for b_ib_ib_i is

b_ib_ib_i = − 11 3 C_2(G) + 2 3 ∑ R_f T (R_f ) ∏ j≠i d_j(R_f ) + 1 3 ∑ R_s T (R_s) ∏ j≠i d_j (R_s). (15)

where C_2(G) is defined as the quadratic Casimir operator for gauge bosons in their adjoint representation. The other parameters T (R_f ) and T (R_s) are traces of the irreducible representation R_{f,s} for a given fermion and scalar representation. Similarly, d(R_{f,s}) is defined as the dimension of a given representation R_{f,s}.

More specifically, one can write down the RG evolution equations for SU(2)_L finestructure coupling α_2 ≡ g^2 /4π at one-loop level from a scale λ to Λ > λ: [191, 192] 1 α_2(Λ) = 1 α_2(λ) − b_2 2π log ( Λ λ ) . (16)

Thus, the Landau pole – α^{−1}_2 (Λ_{LP}) = 0 – is given by

Λ_{LP} ≃ λ exp [ 2π b_2 α^{−1}_2 (λ) ] , (17)

if b_2 > 0. Here λ is the left-right symmetry breaking scale around few TeV range, b_2 is the one-loop beta coefficient for SU(2)_{L,R} for the present model with septuplet scalars motivated to explain the recent diphoton excess around 750 GeV reported by ATLAS and CMS.

The fermions and scalar content of the present left-right symmetric model with gauge group SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R × U(1)_{B−L} × SU(3)_C is given by

Fermions: q_L(2, 1, 1/3, 3) , q_R(1, 2, 1/3, 3) , ℓ_L(2, 1, −1, 1) , ℓ_R(1, 2, −1, 1) , Scalars: Φ(2, 2, 0, 1) , ρ(2, 2, 2, 1) , Δ_L(3, 1, 2, 1) , Δ_R(1, 3, 2, 1) ,

plus additional vector-like fermion Q^′(1, 2, 7/3, 3) whose RG effects is neglected here. In order to know the value of SU(2)_{L,R} gauge couplings, one examine the RGEs from SM to LRSM and derived the couplings at left-right breaking scale (say at 5 TeV). The RG running results α^{−1}_{2L} ≃ 31.5 and α^{−1}_{2R} ≃ 48.5 at 5 TeV. With the inclusion of scalar septuplets (7, 1, 0, 1) + (1, 7, 0, 1) at left-right breaking scale and using the derived one-loop beta coefficients b_{2L} = 20/3(2), b_{2R} = 22/3(8/3) [193] where the numbers in the parentheses are for real scalar septuplets, the Landau poles are found to be

Λ_{LP} ≃ 5 × 10^{16} GeV for SU(2)_L Λ_{LP} ≃ 5 × 10^{22} GeV for SU(2)_R

For four multiplets, the Landau pole occurs at lower energy Λ_{LP} = 10^9 GeV(SU(2)_L), Λ_{LP} = 10^{14} GeV(SU(2)_R). Thus, the introduction of higher SU(2)_{L,R} multiplets like septuplet scalars in the present model can severely modifies the running of inverse of fine structure constants α^{−1}_{2L,2R} and even can results in a Landau Pole at a scale below the scale of gravity or Planck scale. However, the safe condition that Λ_{LP} > M_{Pl} ≃ 1.2 × 10^{19} GeV can be achieved by incorporating the presence of new dynamics at high energy scale which we do not pursue here. While studying the effects of septuplets on the RG running of gauge couplings, it is equally important to check the RG evolution of scalar potential couplings. Among them, the coupling between the septuplet and the 750 GeV scalar is very important, as one needs to choose a large initial value of it in order to satisfy the LHC data on di-photon cross section, as seen from figure 4. The RGE equations for the scalar potential couplings in an extension of SM with real septuplets are given in [193]. Assuming our low energy model below the scale of left-right symmetry as SM plus septuplets and the 750 GeV Higgs, we consider the evolution of scalar potential coupling between septuplet and the 750 GeV Higgs denoted by λ_{Hss} in the above discussions. As seen from figure 4, a very high value of coupling λ_{Hss} ≥ 10 needs to be chosen in a model with N = 2 pairs of septuplets in order to satisfy CMS data. This makes the theory non-perturbative at a scale around 1 TeV as seen from figure 8. If we have N = 3 pairs of septuplets, then the lower bound on scalar coupling is λ_{Hss} ≥ 6 for which the theory remains perturbative upto around 8 TeV. This limit can even be increased for N = 4 pairs of septuplets as evident from figure 8. Although, more pairs of septuplets contribute more severely to the running of SU(2) gauge coupling, we check that it remains perturbative well above the scale we find for perturbative nature of scalar potential couplings. In this simplified analysis, we however assume the initial values of other septuplet couplings to be zero. Above the scale of left-right symmetry, one needs

FIG. 8. RG evolution of septuplet-750 GeV Higgs coupling

to include the RGE equations for other gauge couplings as well include the contribution of them in the RGEs of scalar potential couplings. However, the order of estimate analysis made for SM with septuplets and 750 GeV Higgs will not change significantly by a more complete RGE analysis for LRSM which we have skipped here. Thus, with the inclusion of 3 pairs of septuplets, the theory can remain perturbative upto the scale of 8 TeV, inviting additional new dynamics beyond LRSM well within the reach of LHC center of mass energy 14 TeV. This is a generic feature of other LRSM explanation of 750 GeV di-photon excess with additional vector like quarks [103] where a cut-off scale of around 10 TeV was obtained.

VI. COMPATIBILITY WITH 8 TEV DATA

Considering the production cross section of SM like Higgs at 8 TeV LHC to be around 250 fb, we do the same analysis as before to get different final state production cross sections at 8 TeV. The results for diphoton final states at 8 TeV is shown in figure 9. It can be seen that for N = 3, 4 pairs of septuplets, the 8 TeV data can constrain the dimensionless couplings to some range of values. The same range of values can however, give rise to the desired diphoton cross section at 13 TeV, as can be seen by comparing figure 9 with 4. The 8 TeV CMS diphoton limit is taken from [194].

FIG. 9. Production cross-section of di-photons in LRSM with N septuplet pairs, compared with 8 TeV LHC limits.

We also check the other relevant final states on which 8 TeV LHC data put strict bounds. For example, the cross section to WW final state is coming out to be 1.70 fb for maximum decay width of the 750 GeV scalar, around 36 GeV in our model. This lies way below the present limit of 47 fb [195].

One needs to collect more data in future LHC run before confirming the diphoton signal excess. Since the scalar resonance has other decay channels it is important to note down the other experimental constraints including the most relevant constraints from monojet plus missing transverse energy (MET) at LHC [196, 197]. Many recent works explaining the 750 GeV diphoton excess have also addressed these bounds including [31]. In our model, the 750 GeV scalar can give rise to MET plus monojet through its couplings to septuplet dark matter.

If dark matter mass M_{DM} < 750/2 GeV, the LHC constraints will severely constrain the couplings of dark matter with the 750 GeV scalar. This will show more preference towards heavier dark matter masses in our model.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have considered a specific class of left-right symmetric models where the additional neutral components of the bidoublet (apart from the SM Higgs) can be as light as 750 GeV and hence can be a potential candidate for the recently reported di-photon signal at LHC. Although the production cross-section of such a scalar can be comparable to the production of a SM like Higgs with 750 GeV mass, its branching ratio into di-photons remains too low to explain the LHC signal. In order to enhance the di-photon signal, we incorporate additional septuplet scalars whose charged components play the role in enhancing di-photon signal whereas the neutral components can play the role of subdominant dark matter candidates. We showed that for two pairs of such septuplets, the desired di-photon signal can be produced if certain dimensionless couplings are kept at maximal perturbative limit. The model also predicts the total decay width of the 750 GeV scalar to be around 36 GeV for such large values of couplings. This will definitely go through further scrutiny at future LHC measurements and have the potential of being falsified.

Interestingly, the same couplings which decide the di-photon production cross-section also play a role in deciding the relic abundance of the neutral component of these septuplets. We find that large values of such couplings suppress the dark matter relic abundance. The subdominant nature of the dark matter candidates is not only a requirement from the demand of producing the correct di-photon signal, but also a necessity from severe constraints coming from dark matter direct and indirect detection experiments. Being part of a very large SU(2) multiplets, these dark matter candidates (in spite of being subdominant) can give rise to a significant indirect detection signals which can be probed by ongoing experiments. We have demonstrated that the inclusion of additional dark matter component can compensate this without affecting the di-photon phenomenology. We also check the high scale validity of the model by calculating the scale at which Landau pole occurs for the SU(2)_{L,R} gauge couplings. We found that for four septuplet multiplets, the SU(2)_L, SU(2)_R Landau pole occurs at 10^9, 10^{14} GeV respectively. This indicates the presence of additional new physics between the TeV scale LR symmetry and the scale of gravity or the Planck scale. Considering the RGEs of scalar potential couplings make even more strict constraint on the scale of validity of the theory demanding new dynamics beyond LRSM around 8-9 TeV. This leaves serious model building challenges for this type of scenarios, if the 750 GeV scalar hint survives further measurements and get established as the first beyond the SM discovery at LHC.

VIII. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

DB and SS would like to thank P. Poulose, IIT Guwahati for very useful discussions. The work of SP is partly supported by DST, India under the financial grant SB/S2/HEP- 011/2013.

[1] "ATLAS and CMS physics results from Run 2", talks by J. Olsen and M. Kado, CERN, December 15, 2015.

[2] The ATLAS collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2015-081.

[3] CMS Collaboration [CMS Collaboration], collisions at 13TeV,” CMS-PAS-EXO-15-004. [4] L.D. Landau, Dokl. Akad. Nauk Ser. Fiz. 60 (1948), no. 2 207-209. [5] Yang, Chen-Ning", Phys. Rev. D 77 242 (1950). [6] K. Harigaya and Y. Nomura, arXiv:1512.04850 [hep-ph]. [7] Y. Nakai, R. Sato and K. Tobioka, arXiv:1512.04924 [hep-ph]. [8] D. Buttazzo, A. Greljo and D. Marzocca, arXiv:1512.04929 [hep-ph]. [9] A. Angelescu, A. Djouadi and G. Moreau, arXiv:1512.04921 [hep-ph]. [10] A. Pilaftsis, arXiv:1512.04931 [hep-ph].

[11] B. Bellazzini, R. Franceschini, F. Sala and J. Serra, arXiv:1512.05330 [hep-ph]. [12] C. Petersson and R. Torre, arXiv:1512.05333 [hep-ph]. [13] M. Low, A. Tesi and L. T. Wang, arXiv:1512.05328 [hep-ph]. [14] S. D. McDermott, P. Meade and H. Ramani, arXiv:1512.05326 [hep-ph]. [15] T. Higaki, K. S. Jeong, N. Kitajima and F. Takahashi, arXiv:1512.05295 [hep-ph]. [16] E. Molinaro, F. Sannino and N. Vignaroli, arXiv:1512.05334 [hep-ph].

[17] R. S. Gupta, S. JÃďger, Y. Kats, G. Perez and E. Stamou, arXiv:1512.05332 [hep-ph]. [18] D. Curtin and C. B. Verhaaren, arXiv:1512.05753 [hep-ph]. [19] S. Fichet, G. von Gersdorff and C. Royon, arXiv:1512.05751 [hep-ph]. [20] W. Chao, R. Huo and J. H. Yu, arXiv:1512.05738 [hep-ph]. [21] S. V. Demidov and D. S. Gorbunov, arXiv:1512.05723 [hep-ph]. [22] R. Martinez, F. Ochoa and C. F. Sierra, arXiv:1512.05617 [hep-ph]. [23] P. Agrawal, J. Fan, B. Heidenreich, M. Reece and M. Strassler, arXiv:1512.05775 [hep-ph]. [24] P. Cox, A. D. Medina, T. S. Ray and A. Spray, arXiv:1512.05618 [hep-ph]. [25] A. Kobakhidze, F. Wang, L. Wu, J. M. Yang and M. Zhang, arXiv:1512.05585 [hep-ph]. [26] S. Matsuzaki and K. Yamawaki, arXiv:1512.05564 [hep-ph].

[27] Q. H. Cao, Y. Liu, K. P. Xie, B. Yan and D. M. Zhang, arXiv:1512.05542 [hep-ph]. [28] B. Dutta, Y. Gao, T. Ghosh, I. Gogoladze and T. Li, arXiv:1512.05439 [hep-ph]. [29] Y. Bai, J. Berger and R. Lu, arXiv:1512.05779 [hep-ph].

[30] D. Aloni, K. Blum, A. Dery, A. Efrati and Y. Nir, arXiv:1512.05778 [hep-ph]. [31] A. Falkowski, O. Slone and T. Volansky, arXiv:1512.05777 [hep-ph]. [32] C. Csaki, J. Hubisz and J. Terning, arXiv:1512.05776 [hep-ph]. [33] L. Bian, N. Chen, D. Liu and J. Shu, arXiv:1512.05759 [hep-ph]. [34] S. Knapen, T. Melia, M. Papucci and K. Zurek, arXiv:1512.04928 [hep-ph]. [35] R. Franceschini et al., arXiv:1512.04933 [hep-ph].

[36] Y. Mambrini, G. Arcadi and A. Djouadi, arXiv:1512.04913 [hep-ph]. [37] U. Ellwanger and M. Rodriguez-Vazquez, arXiv:1512.04281 [hep-ph]. [38] A. Karozas, S. F. King, G. K. Leontaris and A. K. Meadowcroft, arXiv:1601.00640 [hep-ph]. [39] C. Csaki, J. Hubisz, S. Lombardo and J. Terning, arXiv:1601.00638 [hep-ph]. [40] W. Chao, arXiv:1601.00633 [hep-ph].

[41] U. Danielsson, R. Enberg, G. Ingelman and T. Mandal, arXiv:1601.00624 [hep-ph]. [42] K. Ghorbani and H. Ghorbani, arXiv:1601.00602 [hep-ph]. [43] P. Ko, Y. Omura and C. Yu, arXiv:1601.00586 [hep-ph].

[44] X. F. Han, L. Wang, L. Wu, J. M. Yang and M. Zhang, arXiv:1601.00534 [hep-ph]. [45] T. Nomura and H. Okada, arXiv:1601.00386 [hep-ph]. [46] E. Palti, arXiv:1601.00285 [hep-ph]. [47] C. T. Potter, arXiv:1601.00240 [hep-ph].

[48] D. Palle, arXiv:1601.00618 [physics.gen-ph].

[49] A. Dasgupta, M. Mitra and D. Borah, arXiv:1512.09202 [hep-ph]. [50] N. Bizot, S. Davidson, M. Frigerio and J.-L. Kneur, arXiv:1512.08508 [hep-ph]. [51] F. Goertz, J. F. Kamenik, A. Katz and M. Nardecchia, arXiv:1512.08500 [hep-ph]. [52] J. E. Kim, arXiv:1512.08467 [hep-ph].

[53] N. Craig, P. Draper, C. Kilic and S. Thomas, arXiv:1512.07733 [hep-ph]. [54] K. Cheung, P. Ko, J. S. Lee, J. Park and P. Y. Tseng, arXiv:1512.07853 [hep-ph]. [55] B. C. Allanach, P. S. B. Dev, S. A. Renner and K. Sakurai, arXiv:1512.07645 [hep-ph]. [56] W. Altmannshofer, J. Galloway, S. Gori, A. L. Kagan, A. Martin and J. Zupan, arXiv:1512.07616 [hep-ph].

[57] W. C. Huang, Y. L. S. Tsai and T. C. Yuan, arXiv:1512.07268 [hep-ph]. [58] A. Belyaev, G. Cacciapaglia, H. Cai, T. Flacke, A. Parolini and H. SerÃťdio, arXiv:1512.07242 [hep-ph].

[59] W. Liao and H. q. Zheng, arXiv:1512.06741 [hep-ph]. [60] J. Chang, K. Cheung and C. T. Lu, arXiv:1512.06671 [hep-ph]. [61] M. x. Luo, K. Wang, T. Xu, L. Zhang and G. Zhu, arXiv:1512.06670 [hep-ph]. [62] J. Chakrabortty, A. Choudhury, P. Ghosh, S. Mondal and T. Srivastava, arXiv:1512.05767 [hep-ph].

[63] J. M. No, V. Sanz and J. Setford, arXiv:1512.05700 [hep-ph].

[64] D. Becirevic, E. Bertuzzo, O. Sumensari and R. Z. Funchal, arXiv:1512.05623 [hep-ph]. [65] A. Ahmed, B. M. Dillon, B. Grzadkowski, J. F. Gunion and Y. Jiang, arXiv:1512.05771 [hep-ph].

[66] J. Ellis, S. A. R. Ellis, J. Quevillon, V. Sanz and T. You, arXiv:1512.05327 [hep-ph]. [67] M. Backovic, A. Mariotti and D. Redigolo, arXiv:1512.04917 [hep-ph]. [68] F.F. Deppisch, C. Hati, S. Patra, P. Pritimita and U. Sarkar, arXiv:1601.00952[hep-ph]. [69] B. Dutta, Y. Gao, T. Ghosh, I. Gogoladze, T. Li, Q. Shafi and J.W. Walker, arXiv:1601.00866 [hep-ph].

[70] T. Modak, S. Sadhukhan, R. Srivastava, arXiv:1601.00836 [hep-ph]. [71] A.E.C.HernÃąndez, I. de M. Varzielas and E. Schumacher, arXiv:1601.00661 [hep-ph]. [72] A. Karozas, S.F. King, G.K. Leontaris, A.K. Meadowcroft, arXiv:1601.00640 [hep-ph]. [73] C. Csaki, J. Hubisz, S. Lombardo, J. Terning, arXiv:1601.00638 [hep-ph].

[74] Wei Chao, arXiv:1601.00633 [hep-ph].

[75] U. Danielsson, R. Enberg, G. Ingelman, T.Mandal, arXiv:1601.00624 [hep-ph]. [76] K. Ghorbani, H. Ghorbani, arXiv:1601.00602 [hep-ph].

[77] X. Han, L. Wang, L. Wu, J.M. Yang, M. Zhang, arXiv:1601.00534 [hep-ph]. [78] P. Ko, Y. Omura, C. Yu, arXiv:1601.00586 [hep-ph]. [79] T. Nomura, H. Okada, arXiv:1601.00386 [hep-ph]. [80] Ernest Ma, arXiv:1512.09159[hep-ph].

[81] S. Jung, J. Song, Y.W. Yoon, arXiv:1601.00006 [hep-ph]. [82] C.T. Potter, arXiv:1601.00240 [hep-ph]. [83] Eran Palti, arXiv:1601.00285 [hep-ph].

[84] S. Di Chiara, L. Marzola, M. Raidal, arXiv:1512.04939 [hep-ph].

[85] L. Marzola, A. Racioppi, M. Raidal, F. R. Urban and H. VeermÃďe, arXiv:1512.09136 [hepph].

[86] K. Kaneta, S. Kang and H. S. Lee, arXiv:1512.09129 [hep-ph]. [87] A. E. C. HernÃąndez, arXiv:1512.09092 [hep-ph]. [88] I. Low and J. Lykken, arXiv:1512.09089 [hep-ph]. [89] P. V. Dong and N. T. K. Ngan, arXiv:1512.09073 [hep-ph]. [90] S. Kanemura, N. Machida, S. Odori and T. Shindou, arXiv:1512.09053 [hep-ph]. [91] S. Kanemura, K. Nishiwaki, H. Okada, Y. Orikasa, S. C. Park and R. Watanabe, arXiv:1512.09048 [hep-ph].

[92] S. K. Kang and J. Song, arXiv:1512.08963 [hep-ph]. [93] C. W. Chiang, M. Ibe and T. T. Yanagida, arXiv:1512.08895 [hep-ph]. [94] L. E. Ibanez and V. Martin-Lozano, arXiv:1512.08777 [hep-ph]. [95] X. J. Huang, W. H. Zhang and Y. F. Zhou, arXiv:1512.08992 [hep-ph]. [96] Y. Hamada, T. Noumi, S. Sun and G. Shiu, arXiv:1512.08984 [hep-ph]. [97] L. A. Anchordoqui, I. Antoniadis, H. Goldberg, X. Huang, D. Lust and T. R. Taylor, arXiv:1512.08502 [hep-ph].

[98] X. J. Bi et al., arXiv:1512.08497 [hep-ph]. [99] W. Chao, arXiv:1512.08484 [hep-ph].

[100] C. Cai, Z. H. Yu and H. H. Zhang, arXiv:1512.08440 [hep-ph]. [101] J. Cao, F. Wang and Y. Zhang, arXiv:1512.08392 [hep-ph].

[102] Y. L. Tang and S. h. Zhu, arXiv:1512.08323 [hep-ph].

[103] P. S. B. Dev, R. N. Mohapatra and Y. Zhang, arXiv:1512.08507 [hep-ph]. [104] J. Gao, H. Zhang and H. X. Zhu, arXiv:1512.08478 [hep-ph].

[105] Q. H. Cao, Y. Liu, K. P. Xie, B. Yan and D. M. Zhang, arXiv:1512.08441 [hep-ph]. [106] F. Wang, W. Wang, L. Wu, J. M. Yang and M. Zhang, arXiv:1512.08434 [hep-ph]. [107] H. An, C. Cheung and Y. Zhang, arXiv:1512.08378 [hep-ph]. [108] M. Son and A. Urbano, arXiv:1512.08307 [hep-ph].

[109] G. Li, Y. n. Mao, Y. L. Tang, C. Zhang, Y. Zhou and S. h. Zhu, arXiv:1512.08255 [hep-ph]. [110] A. Salvio and A. Mazumdar, arXiv:1512.08184 [hep-ph]. [111] J. C. Park and S. C. Park, arXiv:1512.08117 [hep-ph]. [112] H. Han, S. Wang and S. Zheng, arXiv:1512.07992 [hep-ph]. [113] L. J. Hall, K. Harigaya and Y. Nomura, arXiv:1512.07904 [hep-ph]. [114] J. A. Casas, J. R. Espinosa and J. M. Moreno, arXiv:1512.07895 [hep-ph]. [115] J. Zhang and S. Zhou, arXiv:1512.07889 [hep-ph]. [116] J. Liu, X. P. Wang and W. Xue, arXiv:1512.07885 [hep-ph]. [117] K. Das and S. K. Rai, arXiv:1512.07789 [hep-ph]. [118] H. Davoudiasl and C. Zhang, arXiv:1512.07672 [hep-ph]. [119] M. CvetiÄŊ, J. Halverson and P. Langacker, arXiv:1512.07622 [hep-ph]. [120] S. Chakraborty, A. Chakraborty and S. Raychaudhuri, arXiv:1512.07527 [hep-ph]. [121] M. Badziak, arXiv:1512.07497 [hep-ph].

[122] K. M. Patel and P. Sharma, arXiv:1512.07468 [hep-ph]. [123] S. Moretti and K. Yagyu, arXiv:1512.07462 [hep-ph]. [124] J. Gu and Z. Liu, arXiv:1512.07624 [hep-ph].

[125] Q. H. Cao, S. L. Chen and P. H. Gu, arXiv:1512.07541 [hep-ph]. [126] G. M. Pelaggi, A. Strumia and E. Vigiani, arXiv:1512.07225 [hep-ph]. [127] U. K. Dey, S. Mohanty and G. Tomar, arXiv:1512.07212 [hep-ph]. [128] A. E. C. HernÃąndez and I. Nisandzic, arXiv:1512.07165 [hep-ph]. [129] C. W. Murphy, arXiv:1512.06976 [hep-ph].

[130] J. de Blas, J. Santiago and R. Vega-Morales, arXiv:1512.07229 [hep-ph]. [131] P. S. B. Dev and D. Teresi, arXiv:1512.07243 [hep-ph]. [132] S. M. Boucenna, S. Morisi and A. Vicente, arXiv:1512.06878 [hep-ph].

[133] K. Kulkarni, arXiv:1512.06836 [hep-ph].

[134] M. Chala, M. Duerr, F. Kahlhoefer and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, arXiv:1512.06833 [hep-ph]. [135] M. Bauer and M. Neubert, arXiv:1512.06828 [hep-ph]. [136] J. M. Cline and Z. Liu, arXiv:1512.06827 [hep-ph].

[137] L. Berthier, J. M. Cline, W. Shepherd and M. Trott, arXiv:1512.06799 [hep-ph]. [138] J. S. Kim, K. Rolbiecki and R. R. de Austri, arXiv:1512.06797 [hep-ph]. [139] X. J. Bi, Q. F. Xiang, P. F. Yin and Z. H. Yu, arXiv:1512.06787 [hep-ph]. [140] J. J. Heckman, arXiv:1512.06773 [hep-ph].

[141] F. P. Huang, C. S. Li, Z. L. Liu and Y. Wang, arXiv:1512.06732 [hep-ph]. [142] J. Cao, C. Han, L. Shang, W. Su, J. M. Yang and Y. Zhang, arXiv:1512.06728 [hep-ph]. [143] F. Wang, L. Wu, J. M. Yang and M. Zhang, arXiv:1512.06715 [hep-ph]. [144] O. Antipin, M. Mojaza and F. Sannino, arXiv:1512.06708 [hep-ph]. [145] X. F. Han and L. Wang, arXiv:1512.06587 [hep-ph]. [146] R. Ding, L. Huang, T. Li and B. Zhu, arXiv:1512.06560 [hep-ph]. [147] I. Chakraborty and A. Kundu, arXiv:1512.06508 [hep-ph].

[148] D. Barducci, A. Goudelis, S. Kulkarni and D. Sengupta, arXiv:1512.06842 [hep-ph]. [149] W. S. Cho, D. Kim, K. Kong, S. H. Lim, K. T. Matchev, J. C. Park and M. Park, arXiv:1512.06824 [hep-ph].

[150] T. F. Feng, X. Q. Li, H. B. Zhang and S. M. Zhao, arXiv:1512.06696 [hep-ph]. [151] D. Bardhan, D. Bhatia, A. Chakraborty, U. Maitra, S. Raychaudhuri and T. Samui, arXiv:1512.06674 [hep-ph].

[152] H. Han, S. Wang and S. Zheng, arXiv:1512.06562 [hep-ph]. [153] M. Dhuria and G. Goswami, arXiv:1512.06782 [hep-ph]. [154] S. Chang, arXiv:1512.06426 [hep-ph].

[155] C. Han, H. M. Lee, M. Park and V. Sanz, arXiv:1512.06376 [hep-ph]. [156] M. T. Arun and P. Saha, arXiv:1512.06335 [hep-ph]. [157] W. Chao, arXiv:1512.06297 [hep-ph].

[158] J. Bernon and C. Smith, arXiv:1512.06113 [hep-ph].

[159] L. M. Carpenter, R. Colburn and J. Goodman, arXiv:1512.06107 [hep-ph]. [160] E. Megias, O. Pujolas and M. Quiros, arXiv:1512.06106 [hep-ph]. [161] A. Alves, A. G. Dias and K. Sinha, arXiv:1512.06091 [hep-ph].

[162] E. Gabrielli, K. Kannike, B. Mele, M. Raidal, C. Spethmann and H. VeermÃďe, arXiv:1512.05961 [hep-ph].

[163] J. S. Kim, J. Reuter, K. Rolbiecki and R. R. de Austri, arXiv:1512.06083 [hep-ph]. [164] R. Benbrik, C. H. Chen and T. Nomura, arXiv:1512.06028 [hep-ph]. [165] S. Bhattacharya, S. Patra, N. Sahoo, N. Sahu, arXiv:1601.01569 [hep-ph]. [166] F. D’Eramo, J. de Vries, P. Panci, arXiv:1601.01571 [hep-ph]. [167] Ernest Ma, arXiv:1601.01400 [hep-ph]. [168] Asher Berlin, arXiv:1601.01381 [hep-ph]. [169] Hao Zhang, arXiv:1601.01355 [hep-ph].

[170] A. E. C. Hernandez, I. d. M. Varzielas and E. Schumacher, arXiv:1601.00661 [hep-ph]. [171] J. C. Pati and A. Salam, Phys. Rev. D10, 275 (1974); R. N. Mohapatra and J. C. Pati, Phys.

Rev. D11, 2558 (1975); G. Senjanovic and R. N. Mohapatra, Phys. Rev. D12, 1502 (1975); R. N. Mohapatra and R. E. Marshak, Phys. Rev. Lett. 44, 1316 (1980).

[172] N. G. Deshpande, J. F. Gunion, B. Kayser and F. I. Olness, Phys. Rev. D44, 837 (1991). [173] P. A. R. Ade et al. [Planck Collaboration], Astron. Astrophys. 571, A16 (2014). [174] R. Mohapatra and Y. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D89, 055001 (2014).

[175] G. Ecker, W. Grimus and H. Neufeld, Phys. Lett. B127, 365 (1983) [Erratum-ibid. B132, 467 (1983)]; R. N. Mohapatra, G. Senjanovic and M. D. Tran, Phys. Rev. D28, 546 (1983).

[176] Y. -L. Wu and Y. -F. Zhou, Sci. China G51, 1808 (2008); J. -Y. Liu, L. -M. Wang, Y. -L.

Wu and Y. -F. Zhou, Phys. Rev. D86, 015007 (2012). [177] A. Djouadi, Phys. Rept. 457, 1 (2008).

[178] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein, M. B. Voloshin and V. I. Zakharov, Sov. J. Nuc. Phys. 30, 711 (1979); J. F. Gunion, H. E. Haber, G. L. Kane and S. Dawson, Font. Phys. 80, 1 (2000); M. Spira, Fortsch. Phys. 46, 203 (1998).

[179] A. Djouadi et al., Eur. Phys. J. C73, 2650 (2013); A. Djouadi et al., JHEP 1506, 168 (2015). [180] G. Aad et al., [ATLAS Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D90, 112015 (2014). [181] J. L. Feng, T. Moroi, L. Randall, M. Strassler and S. -f. Su, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1731 (1999). [182] J. Heeck and S. Patra, Phys.Rev.Lett. 115 (2015) 12, 121804; arXiv:1507.01584 [hep-ph]. [183] P. Duka, J. Gluza and M. Zralek, Annals Phys. 280, 336 (2000). [184] M. Cirelli, N. Fornengo, A. Strumia, Nucl.Phys. B753 (2006) 178-194, hep-ph/0512090. [185] C. Garcia-Cely, A. Ibarra, A.S. Lamperstorfer and M.H.G. Tytgat, JCAP 1510 (2015) 10,

058; arXiv:1507.05536 [hep-ph].

[186] M. Cirelli, T. Hambye, P. Panci, F. Sala, M. Taoso, JCAP 1510 (2015) 10, 026;

arXiv:1507.05519 [hep-ph].

[187] L. Di Luzio, R. Grober, J. F. Kamenik and M. Nardecchia, JHEP 1507, 074 (2015). [188] G. Jungman, M. Kamionkowski and K. Griest, Phys. Rept. 267, 195 (1996). [189] D. S. Akerib et al. (LUX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 091303 (2014). [190] C. Garcia-Cely, J. Heeck, arXiv:1512.03332 [hep-ph]. [191] D. J. Gross and F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. D8, 3633 (1973). [192] D. R. T. Jones, Phys. Rev. D25, 581 (1982).

[193] Y. Hamada, K. Kawana and K. Tsumura, Phys. Lett. B747, 238 (2015). [194] V. Khachatryan et al., [CMS Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B750, 494 (2015). [195] V. Khachatryan et al., [CMS Collaboration], JHEP 10, 144 (2015).

[196] G. Aad et al., [ATLAS Collaboraton], Eur. Phys. J. C75 (2015) no. 7, 299, arXiv:1502.01518.

[Erratum: Eur. Phys. J.C75,no.9,408(2015)].

[197] V. Khachatryan et al., [CMS Collaboration], Eur. Phys. J. C75 (2015) no. 5, 235, arXiv:1408.3583.