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W e describe a sin ple m odel of D ark M atter, which explains the PAM ELA /AT IC excesses while
being consistent w ith all present constraints. The DAM A annualm odulation signal can also be
explained for som e values of the param eters. The m odel consists of a D ark Sector containing a
weakly coupled broken U (1) gauge symm etry, under which only the D ark M atter state and the

Jeptons are charged.

I. NTRODUCTION

By now the existence of a large, non-baryonic con—
trbbution to the energy density of the unjs7erse| D ark
M atter| iswellestablished. T he exact nature ofthisnew
type ofm atter is the sub ct of m uch speculation. It is
searched for, In m any experin ents, both directly through
its scatterings w ith standard m odel (SM ) particles and
Indirectly through is annihilations to SM states. W e
concentrate our attention in this letter on the resuls of
severalofthese experim ents, PAM ELA and AT IC ,which
search forDM indirectly through itsannihilationsto elec—
trons/postirons and protons/antiprotons, and to a lesser
extent DAMA and CDM S, which look for DM directly
through its scattering o atom s.

Recently PAM ELA, a satellite based experim ent, re—
ported results forthe ux ratio ofprotonsto antiprotons
and for the ux ratio of positrons to the sum of elec—
trons and positrons. In the proton/antiproton channel
they seeno signi cantdeviation|l] from the prediction of
antiproton production from the propagation of coan ic—
rays through the galaxy. In the electron/postiron chan—
nel there appears to be a signi cant excess|?] starting
around energies of 10G eV and continuing to the high—
est bins at 100G €V . Both results are com patble w ih
previous experin ents but w ith higher precision.

The AT IC balloon experin ent collaboration [3] m ea—
sured the total ux of electrons plus positrons out to
energies of order 1 TeV . There is an excess over what is
expected from cosm ic rays, peaked around 400-500G €V .
This is in agreem ent w ith the m easurem ent of another
balloon experinent PPB-BETS [], which also observes
apeak around 500Ge&V.

T hese excessesm ay be explained by astrophysicalpro—
cesses, for instance nearby pulsars m ay be a source for
high energy positrons and electrons [B], or they could
be due to annihilation ofDM in our galactic neighbour-
hood. A ssum ing the latter possibility, the above results
seem to Indicate that them ain annihilation isto electrons
and positrons and not to hadronic nalstates. O ne way
this can happen is ifthe DM does not annihilate directly
to the SM but instead st annihilates to a new state
which in tum decays to SM states. If this new state is

lighter than the proton, the nalstate willonly contain
J¥ptons [6,17]. Thus, the lack of hadronic nal states is
determm ined by the spectrum ofnew states [,19,110,111].

Here, we consider Instead the possibility that due to a
symm etry the new states only have tree-level couplings
to Jeptonsbut not to gauge bosons or quarks: leptophilic
dark m atter. A model sim ilar to this, gauging
num ber, and thus giving no possble DAM A signal, was
brie y considered in 112], and lpton—friendly m odels in
the context of supersym m etry, have been exam ined in
the past [L3,[14]; here, we build a sin ple m odel and ex—
am ine if it ispossible to explain these excessesw ithin the
Jeptophilic fram ew ork.

W e begin, in Section [0, by describing the symm etry
and the resulting m odel. In Section [II, we discuss the
existing constraints on the m odel to arrive at the viabl
region ofparam eter space. In Section[IV], we explain how
this region ofparam eter space isnot only consistent w ith
constraints, but m ay also explain the excesses discussed
above. Since the D ark Sector ofourm odelonly has cou—
plings to leptons, CDM S, which vetoes on electrom ag—
netic recoils, w illhave less sensitivity than DAM A, which
recordsboth nuclear and electrom agnetic recoils. In Sec—
tion[7], w e discuss w hether Jeptophilicm odels can explain
why DAM A observesam odulated signalbut CDM S does
not see any signaland the region ofparam etersw here this
is possible. In Section [V 1, we conclude by recalling the
m aln features ofthem odel in the two interesting regions
ofparam eter space. F inally, we note that the coupling of
the D ark Sector to neutrinos follow s from the sym m etries
ofourm odeland point out the possibility of detection of
neutrino ux from dark m atter annihilations.

II. THE MODEL

W enow describe them odel: we add to the SM a D ark
Sector O S) which contains a new Abelian gauge sym —
metry, U (1)p s . There is a D irac ferm ion charged under
this group that is also odd under a D S-parity (@Il SM

elds are even under D S-parity). This state w ill be the
Dark M atter OM ), In general there m ay be additional
ferm jons charged under the U (1)p s but we ignore them
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here. T he gauge group is broken by a scalar Higgs eld,
or perhaps by technicolor-like dynam ics we willbe ag-
nostic about the precise m echanian ) and the D S ferm ion
has a vectordike mass. The DS, for the case of scalar
breaking, has the Lagrangian:
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The coupling between the SM and the DS is through
the new gauge boson U, wih eld strength denoted by
F%in [), thus some elds in the SM must be charged
under U (1)p s . W e postulate that the U gauge boson
is leptophilic and for anom aly cancellation require that
it couples w ith equal and opposite charge to two gener—
ations of kptons. To allow SM Yukawa couplings, the
U -boson couplings to leptons are vectorlike; thus, the U -
boson couples to neutrinos.

A 1l that rem ains is to discuss the size of the couplings
and m asses In the problem . First, we have the m ass of
thedarkm atter,M and theU boson,M y . W ealso have
the gauge couplings ofthe leptophilicgaugeboson U w ith
theDM state ,g ,andwih theSM Iptons,g. W ewill
see that m any ofthese param eters are tightly constrained
by various experin ental observations, m aking thism odel
very predictive.

In order to explain the PAMELA and ATIC ex—
cesses, the dark m atter must have mass larger than

O (700G &V ). D gpending on the particle physicsm odel,
the param eters of the propagation m odel, the boost fac—
tor, and the dark m atter distrbution in the galaxy, the
dark m atter m ay be also signi cantly heavier, eg., In
the few TeV range [L3]. However, given the uncertain—
ties of these quantities, the m ass can be close to the low
value m entioned above| see the recent work [16,117,118]
for a detailed m odekindependent analysis of the con-
straints and uncertainties. O ur Interest here willbe In
the lower end ofthe allowed range, ie.dark m atterm ass
M 700 800GevV.

The anniilation cross section of DM into two U-—
bosons Wwe ignore the annihilation channel directly into
tw o leptons, as In the param eter regin e w e are Interested
In this is an all) is then:
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and the relic abundance can be explained wih g 04
and M 700-800G €V . However, an annihilation cross—
section of 1pb yilding the correct relic abundance is
too am allto explain the PAM ELA /AT IC excess; we w ill
discuss the resolution in Section [IV]. B efore doing so, we
w il discuss constraints on the coupling of the U boson
to the SM Jeptons.

ITII. CONSTRAINTS ON g

W e have already descrlbbed how the DM w ill freeze out
w ith the correct relic abundance. However, w ithout a

coupling to the SM i m ay never get Into equilbrium and
certainly w ill lead to no observable signals. T he coupling
of the U boson to leptons will allow both of these to
occur. A s already explained, the U boson has vectorlike
couplings to two of the three SM generations; if there
were a fourth generation [L9,/20] this coupling could, in
principle, be extended to Inclide all generations.

The size of the U -Jepton coupling is strongly con-—
strained by m easurem ents of lepton m agnetic-dipolem o—
m ents and various lptonic cross sections R1]. The con-
tribbution to a legpton anom alousm agnetic dipolem om ent
is given by:

[l S

m

9 2n — 3)

2

‘b‘,_‘-.q\,

[=ENY

For the electron, m uon, and tau, these are constrained to
be smallerthan 10 **, 10 °,and 10 ?, respec—
tively. T hus, the U -boson lepton couplings m ust obey:

My My
ig <0 .4G ev
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Furthem ore, since the U -boson has a vectorlike coupling,
it couples to neutrinos, allow ing us to constrain i from
-e scattering at low ¢ R2], yielding:
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Finally, there are also constraints from ee ! U. At

LEP, for couplings of order [@) these are not signi cant.
B “factories, on the other hand, have the potential to
place stronger bounds R3]. Using R4] we nd that for
My 7:8GeV the bound is g. < 10 3, for particular
valies ofM y thisbound in provesby a factorof 2.
From these constraints, we see that ifthe U ©boson does

not couple to the muon tence i must couple to the
electron and tau w ith opposite charge) we can avoid the
strongest constraints from g 2, but the coupling g; is
appreciably an allerthan g . O nem ight wonderhow this
can be explained? W e list severalpossibilities below :

Since the group isa U (1) there isno technical rea—
son why two di erent elds can not have wildly
di erent charge.

Perhaps the DM state is a bound state of m any
uni charged ob fcts R5].

Tt is possible that the lightness of the leptons is
due to a seesaw m echanian w ih som e very heavy
extra SM generations, that have unit charge un—
der the extra U (1). If the SM Ileptons did not
carry U (1) chargebut instead m ixed w ith the heavy
states through non-renom alisable operators then
the an allness ofthe electron coupling would be due
to the smallm ixing of the SM electron with the
heavy state.



If the extra U (1) is In a warped extra dim ension
setup, like that of H iggsless m odels R€], then the
Iowest KK m ode of the U -boson will have a wave-
function pro le in the extra din ension such that i
is suppressed at the IR brane. If the leptons are
con ned to the IR brane and theDM ison the UV
brane thism ay explain the large hierarchy in cou-
plings.

K inetic m ixing, with coe cient , ofthe U boson
w ith another heavy gauge boson ofm assM , which
couples to a kpton current J*¥PY w ith couplings of
orderunity, leadsto U -boson/epton interactions of
the om @ F O Jert j—fu JEPt vielding
su ciently sm all couplings.

W hatever the reason for the sm allness of g, if the D S
is this sin ple, is couplings are well constrained by the
observables described above.

F inally, whik at tree-develthe U gauge boson only cou—
plesto SM IJptons and the D S, further couplings w illbe
Induced at the loop level. Them ost relevant is the kinetic
m ixing E] betw een the photon and U through a loop of
SM Ieptons. Them ixing between the eld strength ofU,
F? , and the photon el strength, F , is proportional
to:
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where yy denotespossbleUV contrbutionstoU - m ix—
Ing and the log-enhanced contrbution is the calculable
IR contribution, w ritten under the assum ption that the
U -boson couplesto e and . W ithout assum ing any sig—
ni cant UV /IR cancellation, the U Joson coupling to a
chargeq particle due to [@) isthen g; 10 2g.q| two
orders ofm agnitude weaker than the coupling to Ieptons.
This sm all coupling to quarkswillnot a ect the branch—
Ing ratio ofU to Jeptons, and thus the explanation ofthe
PAM ELA /AT IC excess, but it has in plications for direct
detection ofDM , as we discuss below .

In the sin plest version ofthem odel, there are tw o new
states in addiion tothe DM : and U . In order that the
abundances of light elem ents not be altered, the lifetim e
of these new states must be less than 1s such that
they decay before BBN occurs. T he scalar is heavy and
w ill quickly decay to SM Ieptons, the U is light and has
an allcouplingsto SM Jeptons. H owever, it is still far too
short-lived to be a problem f©or BBN . T he U -lifetim e, of
order 2 10 s ¢=L)(EL—)?, is ako too short to
signi cantly a ect the energy loss of stars, even for My
as low as 10-100M &V .

IVv. INDIRECT DETECTION

Ream arkably, even w ith these tight constraints on the
U -boson couplings to the SM , it is still possble to ex—
plin the PAM ELA and AT IC excesses. T hese excesses
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FIG.1l: Contour plot of the cross section boost factor as a
finction oftheD ark M atterm ass,M , and theU boson m ass,
My . The contours from light to dark grey correspond to
enhancem ents of less than 10; 50; 100; 150; 200 while white

corresponds to m ore than 200, and we have taken v = 10 3
andg = 05.

are in electron and positron channels and not in hadronic
channels [1,[4]. This is explained by the DM annihilat—
Ing into U -bosons, which then decay into lepton pairs.
H ow ever, the annihilation cross section [2) that gives the
correct therm alabundance is not large enough to explain
the observed rate (see , @, @] for altematives), but
m ay be enhanced @] when the DM is slow m oving, if
there is a Iong-range attractive force between the anni-
hj:latjrlg States El l I @I El @l @I @I @l @]'
The DM in our model is m ade of equal numbers (as—
sum Ing no initial asymm etry) of positive and negative
charged , thus the exchange of U is attractive for -

€. For the attractive force to be su ciently long range
My <M =4 O (10GeV). Thus, in order Hr the
Som m erfeld enhancem ent to work whilst still getting the
correct them al abundance ofDM , there m ust be a hier-
archy in them assesofthe DM sector ofat least an order
ofm agniude.

In Figure[ll, we show the enhancem ent to the annii-
lation cross section due to the attractive force between
the DM from the exchange of U -bosons; we have taken
v= 10 3 and g = 05. Over most of the param eter
space the boost factor is lJarge (> 50) but there are also
regionsw here there are weakly bound resonances and the
boost factor is far larger (> 1000). In addition to the
boost factor due to the low <velocity enhancem ent there
may be a boost factor due to an increase In the local
abundance ofDM w hich typically are ordera few butm ay
be as large as 13 @]. Fora DM massof0O (800Ge&V),
that decays w ith a large branching fraction to e and ,



this gives su cient enhancem ent to the cross section for
reasonable choices of di usion param eters|40].

U nlike the case of interm ediate scalars [6,17], the inec—
tion spectrum ofelectrons in thiscaseisnot at. Instead,
because the interm ediate state is a vector, it ispeaked to
high and low valuesofenergy. W hen doing a fullanalysis
of the propagation of the mnitial Jeptons to us this m ay
slightly alter the best t value ofthe dark m atterm ass.

Finally, we have a com pletem odelofDM that can ex—
plain the electron-posiron signals due to the fact that it
only couples to electrons and taus, and their neutrinos.
TheDM hasm assaround 800 G €V, there is another light
state, U, ofmass 1-10 G &V . However, because the DM
m ainly couples to kptons it w illbe very hard to cbserve
In direct detection experim ents, which we discuss in the
next section. The nalstates of DM annihilation con—
sist only of leptons, not because of the spectrum of the
states involved [9,[10,128,129] but rather because there is
a symm etry rbidding anything else. This allow s for the
force carrier to be heavier, the only constraint on itsm ass
com ing from the requirem ent of su cient enhancem ent
of its annihilation cross section.

V. DIRECT DETECTION

If the DM ooupls only to leptons, alm ost all direct
detection experim entsw illnot be able to observe i, since
they veto on lptonic recoils A1]. T he one exception is
DAM A, which acceptsalltypes of recoilsand extractsthe
DM signalthrough its characteristic annualm odulation.
O ne isthen lead to wonderwhetherthe PAM ELA /AT IC
excess is related to the DAM A-CDM S discrepancy. Here
we discuss the region of param eter space of our m odel
that would lead to a DAM A signal.

The DAM A signalcan be explained if the DM —lepton
elastic scattering cross section is of order 1pb #2]. The
U -m ediated DM -electron cross section is:

0 :M_f _ngé mi
DM e 16 M2 M2
2 ? 10Mev
- 05pb = >
04 3 10 5 MU
where 0, _ is the total cross section for scattering

of non—relativistic dark m atter o a stationary electron.
Thus, HrMy = O 1I0M&V), g 05,9, 10 2, consis-
tent w ith the constraints of Section [II and the require-
m ent of them al abundance and positron signal, DAM A
would have an observable signal [42].

To avold a con ict wih the lack of direct detection
by CDM S, the U-photon m ixing param eter [€) must
be an all enough to suppress the U quark coupling and,
hence, the DM -nucleon cross section. The ratio of the
DM -nuclkon to the DM -electron cross section scales as:

0 2 2 2
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Now,CDM S [41] requires the DM -nuckon cross section
be lessthan 2 10 % an? for a 700-800Ge&V DM
m ass, while the DM -electron cross section which allow s
raDAMA signal, see eqn. [7) and [42], is 10 3¢ an?,
six orders of m agnitude larger. Thus, consistency w ith
both experin ents requies g; < 10 °qg., mplying a sig-
ni cant cancellation between an unspeci ed contrbution
from higher-scale physics, yv , and the nfrared contri-
bution to the U photon m ixing in [@) here, we willnot
address the question of how or whether this m ay natu-
rally occur).

T here are strong constraints com ing from galactic dy—
nam ics [4€] on the strength of ongrangeDM DM inter—
actions. Even for a light m ediator, M g 10M &V, the
force is still su ciently short range that there are not
enough hard scatters to alter the m om entum distridou—
tion ofthe DM halo.

On the other hand, if we are to only explain the
PAMELA /AT IC excesses, as discussed in Section [IV], a
much heavierU -boson ofm assM y 10G &V givessu —
cient enhancem ent of the annihilation cross section. T he
bound [J) from low-energy m easurem ents for this valie
ofM y isg. < 10 2. Takig treedevelcouplings ofthe U —
boson ofg 05,9. 10 *,while the onedoop coupling
toquarksisgy; 10 ©,asexpected from the IR contribu-—
tion in [@) alone, we nd from [@) and [8) a DM -electron
crosssection pm o 10 Y’an?,whik the DM -nuckon
crosssection is py y 10 *°am?, consistent w ith the
current CDM S boundsand w ithin reach ofplanned direct
detection experin ents.

T hus, In ourm odel, only theDM hasan order one cou—
pling to the U boson. Note that if, due to cancellation
w ith physicsin theUV ,thee ectiveU - m ixingweretiny
then the strong constraint from CDM S would go away
and the dom inant constraint on the size of g would be
dueto -escattering, ie.q < 10 2. In [L0], the U -boson
does not couple to neutrinos and this strong constraint is
m issing. But, unlke here, n [L0] the U “boson couplesdi-
rectly to quarksand then there isa strong constraint from
the Jack ofa signalat CDM S, requiring an equally am all
coupling ofU to quarks, 10 5. Thiscan be avoided in [10]
iftheDM only scatters inelastically; for us the scattering
iselasticbut mainly o electrons. Since we have a sym —
metry forbidding DM -annihilation into hadrons, rather
than kinem atics, we are abl to have a larger m ediator
m ass, allow ing us to avoid the potential constraints from
di use gam m a-ray backgroundsl|43]. A ssum ing that the
DM hal pro J anoothly extrapolates to the inner re—
gion of the galaxy, it is expected that the galactic center
and galactic ridge w illhave a signi cantly increased dark
m atter density and m ay be signi cant sources of pho—
tons [44,145]. H ow ever, there is considerable uncertainty
In this extrapolation of dark m atter density and velociy
pro les. In addiion a cascade decay of the DM softens
the spectrum ofproduced photons, relative to that ofdi-
rect decay. These e ects have the potential to evade the
constraintscom ing from the lack ofobservation ofgamm a
rays from the inner few 100 pc ofthe galaxy [17,!18].



VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have constructed a m odel to explain the results
reported by the PAMELA, ATIC, and PPBBETS ex—
perin ents, nam ely several leptonic excesses and at the
sam e tin e the seem Ing lack of antiproton excesses. W e
have taken an extrem e intepretation oftheir resuls, that
theDM can not annihilate, at tree-level, into hadronsbut
only Into leptons. R ather than enforce thisby a hierarchy
In theD S, wih the DM decaying to a very light m edia—
tor, we have Instead enforoed thisdi erence by m eans of
a symmetry. W e gauged a avor dependent lepton num —
ber symm etry under which the DM , a D irac ferm ion, is
also charged. This results in the DM annihilating into
electrons and either m uons or taus (here we considered
the case of decays into e and ).

New oouplings to electrons are tightly constrained by
various m easurem ents: anom alous m agnetic m om ents,
LEP and B-physics searches, and Iow energy -e scatter-
Ing. However, we showed that it is possble to satisfy all
these constraints whik explaining the leptonic excesses.
Unless there is cancellation with UV physics, loop-level
couplings of the DM to hadrons will be induced, lad-
ing to further constraints com ing from the lack of detec-
tion at CDM S.W e describbed a region ofparam eter space
w here these constraints are also satis ed and the expla-
nation ofthe leptonic excesses ism aintained. Finally, we
also pointed out that it is possible, if the hadronic cou—
pling istiny, that CDM S would veto the leptonic scatters
and only DAM A would have sensitivity to directly detect
the DM . W e described a particular comer of param eter

space where this ispossble.

In addition to annihilating to charged leptons, the lep—
tophilic DM also annihilates to neutrinos, a distinction
from m any other m odels w ith light m ediators. Should
the DM be captured In the sun, an open question given
i only has sizeable couplings to leptons, is w hether i is
possible for experim ents such asICECUBE [47] to search
forneutrinos from DM annihilations in the sun’s interior.
Since the leptonsnow carry a charge under thenew U (1)
i would be Interesting to see if this charge can explain
the pattem of neutrino m ixing angles. C ollider searches
for dark m atter in this m odel will be di cult, due to
the tiny coupling to leptons and quarks, unless there are
further m odi cations to this very m inin alm odel. For
Instance, a UV com pletion of the m odelm ay introduce
further couplingsbetween the D S and SM , suppressed by
a higher scale, as in the \hidden valley" fram ework [48];
if such couplings are present, lepton gts @] m ay be ob—
served In colliders.
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