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W e describe a sim ple m odelofD ark M atter,which explainsthe PAM ELA/ATIC excesses while

being consistent with allpresent constraints. The DAM A annualm odulation signalcan also be

explained for som e values ofthe param eters. The m odelconsists ofa D ark Sector containing a

weakly coupled broken U (1) gauge sym m etry,under which only the D ark M atter state and the

leptonsare charged.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

By now the existence of a large, non-baryonic con-
tribution to the energy density of the universe| Dark
M atter| iswellestablished.Theexactnatureofthisnew
type ofm atteris the subjectofm uch speculation. Itis
searched for,in m any experim ents,both directly through
its scatterings with standard m odel(SM ) particles and
indirectly through its annihilations to SM states. W e
concentrate ourattention in thisletteron the resultsof
severaloftheseexperim ents,PAM ELA and ATIC,which
searchforDM indirectlythrough itsannihilationstoelec-
trons/postironsand protons/anti-protons,and toalesser
extent DAM A and CDM S,which look for DM directly
through itsscattering o� atom s.
Recently PAM ELA,a satellite based experim ent,re-

ported resultsforthe ux ratioofprotonstoanti-protons
and for the  ux ratio ofpositrons to the sum ofelec-
trons and positrons. In the proton/anti-proton channel
they seenosigni� cantdeviation [1]from theprediction of
anti-proton production from the propagation ofcosm ic-
raysthrough the galaxy. In the electron/postiron chan-
nelthere appears to be a signi� cant excess [2]starting
around energies of10G eV and continuing to the high-
est bins at 100G eV. Both results are com patible with
previousexperim entsbutwith higherprecision.
The ATIC balloon experim ent collaboration [3]m ea-

sured the total ux of electrons plus positrons out to
energiesoforder1TeV. There isan excessoverwhatis
expected from cosm icrays,peaked around 400-500G eV.
This is in agreem ent with the m easurem ent ofanother
balloon experim entPPB-BETS [4],which also observes
a peak around � 500G eV.
Theseexcessesm ay beexplained by astrophysicalpro-

cesses,for instance nearby pulsars m ay be a source for
high energy positrons and electrons [5], or they could
be due to annihilation ofDM in ourgalactic neighbour-
hood. Assum ing the latterpossibility,the above results
seem toindicatethatthem ain annihilation istoelectrons
and positronsand notto hadronic� nalstates.O ne way
thiscan happen isiftheDM doesnotannihilatedirectly
to the SM but instead � rst annihilates to a new state
which in turn decays to SM states. Ifthis new state is

lighterthan the proton,the � nalstate willonly contain
leptons [6,7]. Thus,the lack ofhadronic � nalstatesis
determ ined by the spectrum ofnew states[8,9,10,11].
Here,weconsiderinstead thepossibility thatdueto a

sym m etry the new states only have tree-levelcouplings
to leptonsbutnotto gaugebosonsorquarks:leptophilic
dark m atter. A m odelsim ilar to this, gauging � � �

num ber,and thusgiving no possible DAM A signal,was
brie y considered in [12],and lepton-friendly m odels in
the context ofsupersym m etry,have been exam ined in
the past[13,14];here,we build a sim ple m odeland ex-
am ineifitispossibletoexplain theseexcesseswithin the
leptophilic fram ework.
W e begin,in Section II,by describing the sym m etry

and the resulting m odel. In Section III,we discuss the
existing constraintson the m odelto arriveatthe viable
region ofparam eterspace.In Section IV,weexplain how
thisregion ofparam eterspaceisnotonly consistentwith
constraints,butm ay also explain the excessesdiscussed
above.SincetheDark Sectorofourm odelonly hascou-
plings to leptons,CDM S,which vetoes on electrom ag-
neticrecoils,willhavelesssensitivity than DAM A,which
recordsboth nuclearand electrom agneticrecoils.In Sec-
tion V,wediscusswhetherleptophilicm odelscan explain
whyDAM A observesam odulated signalbutCDM S does
notseeanysignaland theregionofparam eterswherethis
is possible. In Section VI,we conclude by recalling the
m ain featuresofthem odelin thetwo interesting regions
ofparam eterspace.Finally,wenotethatthecoupling of
theDark Sectortoneutrinosfollowsfrom thesym m etries
ofourm odeland pointoutthepossibility ofdetection of
neutrino  ux from dark m atterannihilations.

II. T H E M O D EL

W enow describethem odel:weadd to theSM a Dark
Sector (DS) which contains a new Abelian gauge sym -
m etry,U (1)D S.There isa Dirac ferm ion charged under
this group that is also odd under a DS-parity (allSM
� eldsare even underDS-parity). Thisstate willbe the
Dark M atter (DM ),in generalthere m ay be additional
ferm ionscharged underthe U (1)D S butwe ignore them

http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.0399v2


2

here.The gaugegroup isbroken by a scalarHiggs� eld,
orperhaps by technicolor-like dynam ics (we willbe ag-
nosticabouttheprecisem echanism )and theDS ferm ion
has a vector-like m ass. The DS,for the case ofscalar
breaking,hasthe Lagrangian:

LD S = �
1

4
F
0
2

�� + �
�
D �� + jD ��j

2
� M ��� � VD S(�):

(1)
The coupling between the SM and the DS is through
the new gauge boson U ,with � eld strength denoted by
F 0 in (1),thus som e � elds in the SM m ust be charged
under U (1)D S. W e postulate that the U gauge boson
is leptophilic and for anom aly cancellation require that
itcoupleswith equaland opposite charge to two gener-
ations ofleptons. To allow SM Yukawa couplings,the
U -boson couplingsto leptonsarevectorlike;thus,theU -
boson couplesto neutrinos.
Allthatrem ainsisto discussthe sizeofthecouplings

and m asses in the problem . First,we have the m assof
thedarkm atter,M � and theU -boson,M U .W ealsohave
thegaugecouplingsoftheleptophilicgaugeboson U with
theDM state�,g�,and with theSM leptons,gl.W ewill
seethatm anyoftheseparam etersaretightly constrained
by variousexperim entalobservations,m aking thism odel
very predictive.
In order to explain the PAM ELA and ATIC ex-

cesses, the dark m atter m ust have m ass larger than
� O (700G eV).Dependingon theparticlephysicsm odel,
the param etersofthe propagation m odel,theboostfac-
tor,and the dark m atterdistribution in the galaxy,the
dark m atter m ay be also signi� cantly heavier, e.g., in
the few-TeV range [15]. However,given the uncertain-
tiesofthesequantities,the m asscan be closeto the low
value m entioned above| seethe recentwork [16,17,18]
for a detailed m odel-independent analysis of the con-
straints and uncertainties. O ur interest here willbe in
thelowerend oftheallowed range,i.e.dark m atterm ass
M � � 700� 800G eV.
The annihilation cross section of DM into two U -

bosons(we ignore the annihilation channeldirectly into
twoleptons,asin theparam eterregim eweareinterested
in thisissm all)isthen:

h�annvi= g
4

�

�
800G eV

M �

� 2

� 31pb; (2)

and the relic abundance can be explained with g� � 0:4
and M � � 700-800G eV.However,an annihilation cross-
section of� 1pb yielding the correctrelic abundance is
too sm allto explain thePAM ELA/ATIC excess;wewill
discusstheresolution in Section IV.Beforedoing so,we
willdiscuss constraints on the coupling ofthe U -boson
to the SM leptons.

III. C O N ST R A IN T S O N gl

W ehavealready described how theDM willfreezeout
with the correct relic abundance. However,without a

couplingtotheSM itm ay nevergetinto equilibrium and
certainly willlead to no observablesignals.Thecoupling
of the U -boson to leptons will allow both of these to
occur.Asalready explained,the U -boson hasvectorlike
couplings to two ofthe three SM generations;ifthere
were a fourth generation [19,20]thiscoupling could,in
principle,be extended to include allgenerations.
The size of the U -lepton coupling is strongly con-

strained by m easurem entsoflepton m agnetic-dipolem o-
m entsand variousleptonic crosssections[21].The con-
tribution toalepton anom alousm agneticdipolem om ent
isgiven by:

� (g� 2)l�
g2
l

4�2
m 2

l

M 2

U

(3)

Fortheelectron,m uon,and tau,theseareconstrained to
be sm aller than � 10� 11,� 10� 9,and � 10� 2,respec-
tively.Thus,the U -boson lepton couplingsm ustobey:

ge <� 4� 10� 2
M U

G eV
;g� <� 2� 10� 3

M U

G eV
;g� <� 0:4

M U

G eV
:

(4)
Furtherm ore,sincetheU-boson hasavectorlikecoupling,
itcouplesto neutrinos,allowing usto constrain itfrom
�-e scattering atlow q2 [22],yielding:

ge <� 3� 10� 3
M U

G eV
: (5)

Finally,there are also constraints from ee ! U . At
LEP,forcouplingsoforder(5)these are notsigni� cant.
B -factories, on the other hand, have the potential to
place stronger bounds [23]. Using [24]we � nd that for
M U � 7:8G eV the bound is ge <

� 10� 3,for particular
valuesofM U thisbound im provesby a factorof� 2.
From theseconstraints,weseethatiftheU -boson does

not couple to the m uon (hence it m ust couple to the
electron and tau with oppositecharge)wecan avoid the
strongestconstraints from g� 2,but the coupling gl is
appreciably sm allerthan g�.O nem ightwonderhow this
can be explained? W e listseveralpossibilitiesbelow:

� Sincethegroup isa U (1)thereisno technicalrea-
son why two di� erent � elds can not have wildly
di� erentcharge.

� Perhaps the DM state is a bound state ofm any
unitcharged objects[25].

� It is possible that the lightness ofthe leptons is
due to a seesaw m echanism with som e very heavy
extra SM generations,that have unit charge un-
der the extra U (1). If the SM leptons did not
carryU (1)chargebutinstead m ixed with theheavy
states through non-renorm alisable operators then
thesm allnessoftheelectron couplingwould bedue
to the sm allm ixing ofthe SM electron with the
heavy state.
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� Ifthe extra U (1) is in a warped extra dim ension
setup,like that ofHiggslessm odels [26],then the
lowestK K m ode ofthe U -boson willhave a wave-
function pro� lein theextra dim ension such thatit
is suppressed at the IR brane. Ifthe leptons are
con� ned to theIR braneand theDM ison theUV
brane thism ay explain the large hierarchy in cou-
plings.

� K inetic m ixing,with coe� cient�,ofthe U boson
with anotherheavy gaugeboson ofm assM ,which
couplesto a lepton currentJlept:� with couplingsof
orderunity,leadstoU -boson/lepton interactionsof

the form �

M 2 @�F
0

��J
lept:
� �

�M
2

U

M 2 U
�Jlept:� ,yielding

su� ciently sm allcouplings.

W hatever the reason for the sm allness ofgl,ifthe DS
is this sim ple,its couplings are wellconstrained by the
observablesdescribed above.
Finally,whileattree-leveltheU gaugeboson only cou-

plesto SM leptonsand theDS,furthercouplingswillbe
induced attheloop level.Them ostrelevantisthekinetic
m ixing [27]between thephoton and U through a loop of
SM leptons.Them ixing between the� eld strength ofU ,
F 0

��,and the photon � eld strength,F��,isproportional
to:

�

�U V +
ege

16�2
log

�
m �

m e

��

F
0

��F
��

; (6)

where�U V denotespossibleUV contributionstoU - m ix-
ing and the log-enhanced contribution is the calculable
IR contribution,written underthe assum ption thatthe
U -boson couplesto e and �.W ithoutassum ing any sig-
ni� cantUV/IR cancellation,the U -boson coupling to a
charge-q particle due to (6) is then gq � 10� 2geq| two
ordersofm agnitudeweakerthan thecouplingto leptons.
Thissm allcoupling to quarkswillnota� ectthebranch-
ing ratioofU to leptons,and thustheexplanation ofthe
PAM ELA/ATIC excess,butithasim plicationsfordirect
detection ofDM ,aswediscussbelow.
In thesim plestversion ofthem odel,therearetwonew

statesin addition to theDM :� and U .In orderthatthe
abundancesoflightelem entsnotbe altered,the lifetim e
ofthese new states m ust be less than � 1s such that
they decay before BBN occurs.The scalarisheavy and
willquickly decay to SM leptons,the U islightand has
sm allcouplingsto SM leptons.However,itisstillfartoo
short-lived to be a problem forBBN.The U -lifetim e,of
order 8�

M U g
2

e

� 10� 17s (G eV
M U

)(10
� 3

ge
)2,isalso too shortto

signi� cantly a� ectthe energy lossofstars,even forMU
aslow as10-100M eV.

IV . IN D IR EC T D ET EC T IO N

Rem arkably,even with these tight constraintson the
U -boson couplings to the SM ,it is stillpossible to ex-
plain the PAM ELA and ATIC excesses. These excesses

M
U
[G
e
V
]

M � [G eV ]

0:1

1

10

500 600 700 800 900 1000

FIG .1: Contour plot ofthe cross section boost factor as a

function oftheD arkM atterm ass,M �,and theU -boson m ass,

M U . The contours from light to dark grey correspond to

enhancem ents ofless than 10;50;100;150;200 while white

corresponds to m ore than 200,and we have taken v = 10
� 3

and g� = 0:5.

arein electron and positron channelsand notin hadronic
channels[1,2]. Thisis explained by the DM annihilat-
ing into U -bosons,which then decay into lepton pairs.
However,theannihilation crosssection (2)thatgivesthe
correcttherm alabundanceisnotlargeenough to explain
the observed rate (see [28,29,30]foralternatives),but
m ay be enhanced [31]when the DM is slow m oving,if
there is a long-range attractive force between the anni-
hilating states [10, 11,12, 32,33, 34,35, 36,37, 38].
The DM in our m odelis m ade of equalnum bers (as-
sum ing no initialasym m etry) ofpositive and negative
charged �,thus the exchange ofU is attractive for �-
�c.Forthe attractive force to be su� ciently long range
M U

<
� M �g

2

�=4� � O (10G eV). Thus,in order for the
Som m erfeld enhancem entto work whilststillgetting the
correcttherm alabundanceofDM ,therem ustbea hier-
archy in them assesoftheDM sectorofatleastan order
ofm agnitude.

In Figure 1,we show the enhancem entto the annihi-
lation cross section due to the attractive force between
the DM from the exchange ofU -bosons;we have taken
v = 10� 3 and g� = 0:5. O ver m ost ofthe param eter
spacetheboostfactorislarge(>� 50)buttherearealso
regionswherethereareweaklybound resonancesand the
boost factor is far larger ( >� 1000). In addition to the
boostfactor due to the low-velocity enhancem entthere
m ay be a boost factor due to an increase in the local
abundanceofDM whichtypicallyareorderafew butm ay
be as large as 13 [39]. For a DM m ass ofO (800G eV),
thatdecayswith a large branching fraction to e and �,
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thisgivessu� cientenhancem entto the crosssection for
reasonablechoicesofdi� usion param eters[40].
Unlikethecaseofinterm ediatescalars[6,7],theinjec-

tion spectrum ofelectronsin thiscaseisnot at.Instead,
becausetheinterm ediatestateisa vector,itispeaked to
high and low valuesofenergy.W hen doingafullanalysis
ofthe propagation ofthe initialleptons to us this m ay
slightly alterthe best� tvalue ofthe dark m atterm ass.
Finally,wehavea com pletem odelofDM thatcan ex-

plain theelectron-positron signalsdueto thefactthatit
only couplesto electronsand taus,and their neutrinos.
TheDM hasm assaround 800G eV,thereisanotherlight
state,U ,ofm ass 1-10 G eV.However,because the DM
m ainly couplesto leptonsitwillbevery hard to observe
in directdetection experim ents,which we discussin the
next section. The � nalstates ofDM annihilation con-
sistonly ofleptons,notbecause ofthe spectrum ofthe
statesinvolved [9,10,28,29]butratherbecausethereis
a sym m etry forbidding anything else.Thisallowsforthe
forcecarriertobeheavier,theonlyconstrainton itsm ass
com ing from the requirem ent ofsu� cient enhancem ent
ofitsannihilation crosssection.

V . D IR EC T D ET EC T IO N

Ifthe DM couples only to leptons,alm ost alldirect
detection experim entswillnotbeabletoobserveit,since
they veto on leptonic recoils[41]. The one exception is
DAM A,which acceptsalltypesofrecoilsand extractsthe
DM signalthrough itscharacteristicannualm odulation.
O neisthen lead to wonderwhetherthePAM ELA/ATIC
excessisrelated to theDAM A-CDM S discrepancy.Here
we discuss the region ofparam eter space ofour m odel
thatwould lead to a DAM A signal.
The DAM A signalcan be explained ifthe DM -lepton

elastic scattering crosssection isoforder1pb [42]. The
U -m ediated DM -electron crosssection is:

�
0

D M � e �
jM j2

16�M 2
�

=
g2�g

2

e

�

m 2

e

M 4

U

= 0:5pb
�
g�

0:4

�2
�

ge

3� 10� 5

� 2 � 10M eV

M U

� 4

(7)

where �0
D M � e

is the total cross section for scattering
ofnon-relativistic dark m attero� a stationary electron.
Thus,forM U = O (10M eV),g� � 0:5,ge � 10� 5,consis-
tentwith the constraintsofSection IIIand the require-
m entoftherm alabundance and positron signal,DAM A
would havean observablesignal[42].
To avoid a con ict with the lack ofdirect detection

by CDM S, the U -photon m ixing param eter (6) m ust
be sm allenough to suppressthe U -quark coupling and,
hence,the DM -nucleon cross section. The ratio ofthe
DM -nucleon to the DM -electron crosssection scalesas:

�0
D M � N

�0
D M � e

�

�
gq

ge

� 2 �
m N

m e

� 2

�

�
gq

ge

� 2

� 106 : (8)

Now,CDM S [41]requiresthe DM -nucleon crosssection
be less than � 2 � 10� 43 cm 2 for a 700-800G eV DM
m ass,while the DM -electron crosssection which allows
fora DAM A signal,see eqn.(7)and [42],is10� 36 cm 2,
six orders ofm agnitude larger. Thus,consistency with
both experim ents requies gq <

� 10� 6ge,im plying a sig-
ni� cantcancellation between an unspeci� ed contribution
from higher-scale physics,�U V ,and the infrared contri-
bution to the U -photon m ixing in (6)(here,we willnot
address the question ofhow or whether this m ay natu-
rally occur).

Therearestrong constraintscom ing from galacticdy-
nam ics[46]on thestrength oflong-rangeDM -DM inter-
actions. Even for a light m ediator,M U � 10M eV,the
force is stillsu� ciently short range that there are not
enough hard scatters to alter the m om entum distribu-
tion ofthe DM halo.

O n the other hand, if we are to only explain the
PAM ELA/ATIC excesses,as discussed in Section IV,a
m uch heavierU -boson ofm assM U � 10G eV givessu� -
cientenhancem entoftheannihilation crosssection.The
bound (5)from low-energy m easurem entsforthisvalue
ofM U isge <� 10� 2.Takingtree-levelcouplingsoftheU -
boson ofg� � 0:5,ge � 10� 4,whiletheone-loop coupling
toquarksisgq � 10� 6,asexpected from theIR contribu-
tion in (6)alone,we� nd from (7)and (8)a DM -electron
cross-section �D M � e � 10� 47cm 2,whiletheDM -nucleon
crosssection is�D M � N � 10� 45cm 2,consistentwith the
currentCDM S boundsand within reachofplanned direct
detection experim ents.

Thus,in ourm odel,only theDM hasan orderonecou-
pling to the U -boson. Note that if,due to cancellation
with physicsin theUV,thee� ectiveU - m ixingweretiny
then the strong constraint from CDM S would go away
and the dom inantconstrainton the size ofge would be
dueto�-escattering,i.e.ge <� 10� 2.In [10],theU -boson
doesnotcoupleto neutrinosand thisstrongconstraintis
m issing.But,unlikehere,in [10]theU -boson couplesdi-
rectlytoquarksandthen thereisastrongconstraintfrom
thelack ofa signalatCDM S,requiring an equally sm all
couplingofU toquarks,10� 5.Thiscanbeavoidedin [10]
iftheDM only scattersinelastically;forusthescattering
iselastic butm ainly o� electrons.Since we havea sym -
m etry forbidding DM -annihilation into hadrons,rather
than kinem atics,we are able to have a larger m ediator
m ass,allowing usto avoid thepotentialconstraintsfrom
di� use gam m a-ray backgrounds[43].Assum ing thatthe
DM halo pro� le sm oothly extrapolates to the inner re-
gion ofthegalaxy,itisexpected thatthegalacticcenter
and galacticridgewillhavea signi� cantly increased dark
m atter density and m ay be signi� cant sources ofpho-
tons[44,45].However,thereisconsiderableuncertainty
in thisextrapolation ofdark m atterdensity and velocity
pro� les. In addition a cascade decay ofthe DM softens
thespectrum ofproduced photons,relativeto thatofdi-
rectdecay.Thesee� ectshavethepotentialto evadethe
constraintscom ingfrom thelackofobservationofgam m a
raysfrom the innerfew 100 pc ofthe galaxy [17,18].
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V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have constructed a m odelto explain the results
reported by the PAM ELA,ATIC,and PPB-BETS ex-
perim ents,nam ely severalleptonic excesses and at the
sam e tim e the seem ing lack ofanti-proton excesses. W e
havetaken an extrem eintepretation oftheirresults,that
theDM can notannihilate,attree-level,intohadronsbut
onlyintoleptons.Ratherthan enforcethisbyahierarchy
in the DS,with the DM decaying to a very lightm edia-
tor,wehaveinstead enforced thisdi� erenceby m eansof
a sym m etry.W egauged a  avordependentlepton num -
bersym m etry underwhich the DM ,a Dirac ferm ion,is
also charged. This results in the DM annihilating into
electrons and either m uons or taus (here we considered
the caseofdecaysinto e and �).
New couplingsto electronsare tightly constrained by

various m easurem ents: anom alous m agnetic m om ents,
LEP and B-physicssearches,and low energy �-escatter-
ing.However,weshowed thatitispossibleto satisfy all
these constraintswhile explaining the leptonic excesses.
Unless there is cancellation with UV physics,loop-level
couplings ofthe DM to hadrons willbe induced,lead-
ing to furtherconstraintscom ing from thelack ofdetec-
tion atCDM S.W edescribed a region ofparam eterspace
where these constraintsare also satis� ed and the expla-
nation oftheleptonicexcessesism aintained.Finally,we
also pointed outthatitispossible,ifthe hadronic cou-
plingistiny,thatCDM S would vetotheleptonicscatters
and only DAM A would havesensitivity todirectly detect
the DM .W e described a particularcornerofparam eter

spacewherethisispossible.
In addition to annihilating to charged leptons,thelep-

tophilic DM also annihilates to neutrinos,a distinction
from m any other m odels with light m ediators. Should
the DM be captured in the sun,an open question given
itonly hassizeable couplingsto leptons,iswhetheritis
possibleforexperim entssuch asICECUBE [47]tosearch
forneutrinosfrom DM annihilationsin thesun’sinterior.
Sincetheleptonsnow carry achargeunderthenew U (1)
it would be interesting to see ifthis charge can explain
the pattern ofneutrino m ixing angles.Collidersearches
for dark m atter in this m odelwillbe di� cult, due to
thetiny coupling to leptonsand quarks,unlessthereare
further m odi� cations to this very m inim alm odel. For
instance,a UV com pletion ofthe m odelm ay introduce
furthercouplingsbetween theDS and SM ,suppressed by
a higherscale,asin the \hidden valley" fram ework [48];
ifsuch couplingsare present,lepton jets[9]m ay be ob-
served in colliders.
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