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Abstract
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I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of dark matter (DM) is by now well establishedf astrophysical observations

]. Together with the recent WMAP results, the cosmolobatzservations have shown that the
present Universe consists of about 73% dark energy, 23%ndatter, and 4% baryonic mattQ [2].
In the standard model (SM) of particle physics, there is id Bd/ candidate. Therefore, one has
to extend the SM to account for the existence of DM. The DM @iaté is often accompanied
by some discrete symmetries to keep it stable, such as theifg pasupersymmetric (SUSY)
models and KK parity in universal extra dimension modelghadigh the discrete symmetries are
necessary for the DM stability, they may be introduced froffedent motivations [1].

In the left-right (LR) symmetric gauge modg B—S] with spameous” P violation (SCPV), the
P andCP symmetries are exact before the spontaneous symmetryihge®@SB). In this case, it
is possible that the discrete symmetrieandCP strongly constrain the scalar sector of the model
and naturally give stable DM candidates. This possibildg hot been emphasized in the literature,
due to the fact that most of the popular models such as SM arglvSliblate P maximally. In
Ref. B], we have shown that the and CP symmetries can give a stable DM candidate in an
extension of a left-right symmetric gauge model with a sthgtalar fields = (S, +iSp)/ V2. In
this model, theCP odd particleS , is stable even after the SSB, provided that it does not dpvelo
vacuum expectation value (VEV).

Without large fine-tuning, it is diiicult to have a successful SCPV in the minimal left-right
symmetric gauge model with only one Higgs bidoublet (1HBEIB[)B]. This is because in the
decoupling limit the predictedP violating quantity sin 2 ~ 0.1 with 8 being aCP phase angle in
the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix is far below #xperimentally measured value
of sin28 = 0.671+ 0.024 from the two B-factoriesﬂ[S]. In addition, the 1HBDM issalsubject
to strong phenomenological constraints from low energyfl@hanging neutral current (FCNC)
processes, especially the neutral kaon mixing which pussteesasses of the right-handed gauge
bosons and some neutral Higgs bosons much above the Te\/[B}:aMotivated by the require-
ment of both spontaneousandCP violations, we have considered the left-right symmetricggs
model with two Higgs bidoublets (ZHBDMmlO]. In the 2HBDMe additional Higgs bidoublet
modifies the Higgs potential so that the fine-tuning problerthe SCPV can be avoided, and the
bounds from the FCNC processes can be relaxed. The extra Higgublet may also change the

interferences among fiierent contributions in the neutral meson mixings, and laterbounds



for the right-handed gauge boson masses not to be much hitgnrethe TeV scaIeL_L{O]. Such a
right-handed gauge boson can be searched at the LHC usiagghéar distributions of top quarks
and the leptons from top quark deca@ [11].

In Ref. [6], we have shown that the discrete symmetiemnd CP can be used to stabilize
the DM candidate , in the 1ITHBDM and 2HBDM with the SCPV. Using the observed DM @bu
dance, we can constrain the parameter space and predigiithindependent (SI) DM-nucleon
elastic scattering cross section. For simplicity, we havg considered the case with no mixing
among light neutral Higgs bosons in the 2HBDM and the darkena heavy. In this paper, we
shall demonstrate in detail the mixingect on the DM direct detection. Notice that several new
DM annihilation channels can be derived, namely two DM e may annihilate into a gauge
boson and a Higgs boson. On the other hand, we are going tocettie DM mass range from
200 GeV< mp <500 GeV to 10 Ge\k mp < 500 GeV. As a consequence, one will meet several
resonances in the 2HBDM. Therefore we shall consider th&-Brgner resonancefkect for the
determination of the DM relic densitlZ[IlZ]. In addition, wellvalso consider the DM indirect
search in the 1HBDM and 2HBDM. The paper is organized asvaidn Section[dl, we outline
the main features of the 1HBDM and 2HBDM with a singlet scalarSec.[1l] and Sed_1V, we
discuss the parameter space, the DM direct search and the@iM ¢t search in the 1HBDM and

2HBDM, respectively. Some conclusions are given in §éc. V.

II. THE LEFT-RIGHT SYMMETRIC GAUGE MODEL WITH A SINGLET SCALAR

We begin with a brief review of the 2HBDM described in R][.lCIhe model is a simple
extension to the 1HBDM, which is based on the gauge gup2), ® SU(2)zs ® U(1)_.. The
left- and right-handed fermions belong§d@/(2); andS U(2)z doublets, respectively. The Higgs
sector contains two Higgs bidoubletq2,2,0), v (2,2°,0) and a left(right)-handed Higgs triplet
Ay (3(1),1(3),2) with the following flavor contents

0 + 0 + 5+ \/é 6++
¢:[ ¢2],X:[Xl Xz], AL,R:( Lr! LR ] (1)
¢1 ¢c2) X1 Xg 52,13 _5Z,R/ V2

The introduction of Higgs bidoubletsandy can account for the electroweak symmetry breaking

=

and overcome the fine-tuning problem in generating the S@RKe 1HBDM. Meanwhile it also
relaxes the severe low energy phenomenological constr%}. Motivated by the spontaneofs

andCP violations, we requir® andCP invariance of the Lagrangian, which strongly restricts the
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structure of the Higgs potential. The most general poteatiataining only thep andA,  fields

is given by

Vor = ~5Tr(¢¢) — 15[Tr($7¢) + Tr(gp )] — p3[Tr(ALA]) + Tr(ARAL)]
+[Tr(@"9)]1* + A[Tr(879)]? + [Tr(dp )%} + A3[Tr($'9) Tr(dg")]
+A(Tr(¢' @)[Tr('9) + Tr(ge")])
+ou{[Tr(ALAD? + [Tr(ARALI?) + o2 TH(ALAL)TI(A A)) + Tr(ARAR) TH(ALAL)]
+3[Tr(ALA)TI(ARAL] + pa[ TH(ALA)TH(ALAL) + Tr(A] A Tr(ARAR)]
+a1 TH(@ P)Tr(ALA]) + Tr(ARAR)] + a2 Tr{($7¢) + (B¢ ITH(ALA]) + (ARAR)]
+as[Tr(pg ALA]) + Tr(¢" pARAL)]
HBiTr(pArD"Al) + Tr( ALPAD] + Bl TH(PARS'A) + Tr($' ALAL)]
+B3[Tr(¢Ard Al) + Tr(¢ ALGAL)], (2)

where the coicientsy;, 4;, p;, @; andg; in the potential are all real as all the terms are self-
Hermitian. The Higgs potential/,, involving y field can be obtained by the replacement ¢
in Eq. (2). The mixing tern, 4, can be obtained by replacing onegby y in all the possible
ways in Eqg. [[R). In order to simplify the discussion, we shiadit consider the 1HBDM which
already contains the main features of the complete modedn T¥e postpone the discussions on
the y contributions into Section IV.

After the SSB, the Higgs multiplets obtain nonzero VEVs

2 and (89 ) = =& 3)

V2 V2
wherex, ko, v, andvg are in general complex, and= +/|x1|? + |k2|2 ~ 246 GeV represents the

($9,) =

electroweak symmetry breaking scale. Due to the freedomaogg symmetry transformation,
one can take; andvy to be real. To avoid the fine-tuning problem of fermion massesrequire
v, = 0andk, < k;. The value o sets the scale of left-right symmetry breaking which isctise
linked to the right-handed gauge boson massgs$s subjected to strong constraints from tkie
B meson mixingﬂﬂéﬂ 9] as well as low energy electroweakauttons @4]. The kaon mass
difference and the indire¢tP violation quantityex set a bound foryz around 10 Te 5].

In our model, theP andCP symmetries have been required to be exactly conservedefer
SSB, thus the discrete symmetrie2sand CP can be used to stabilize the DM candidate. In the

framework of 2HBDM with a complex singlet scalér = (S, + iSp)/ V2, we have considered
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P | CP P |CP P |CP
¢ | o7 | ¢ S+S8* + |+ S-S + | -
x x| x Ss* + | + Tr(¢'¢) + |+

A | Arwy | Dy || Tr@™6+870) | + | + || TreTé-oT¢) | - | -
S| S | S*|TrAjAL+ALAR) | + | + || Tr(AJAL - ALAR)| - | +

TABLE I: The P andCP transformation properties of the Higgs particles and tgairge-invariant combi-

nations. The 4” and “-” denote even and odd, respectively.

this possibility in Ref. EL;]. TheP and CP transformation properties of the Higgs particles and
their gauge-invariant combinations have been shown inefhht is clear that the odd powers of
(S — §) are forbidden by thé andCP symmetries. Therefor§, is a stable particle and can
be the DM candidate when the VEN./ V2 of § is real. AlthoughP andCP are both broken
after the SSB, there is @P type Z, discrete symmetry off , remaining in the singlet sector.
This discrete symmetry is induced from the origitd symmetry. We have checked that the
P andCP transformation rules fof defined in Tabléll is actually the only possible way for the
implementation of the DM candidate.

For the annihilation cross section of approximately weadrgjth, we expect that the DM mass
is in the range of a few GeV and a few hundred GeV. However, thesmy, of S, is related to the
LR symmetry breaking scalg; ~ 10 TeV. To have a possible light DM mass, we may consider
an approximate global/(1) symmetry ons, i.e. S — ¢“S. Then theP andCP invariant Higgs
potential involving the singles is given by

3 2
Vs = 4385+ (S + Y 4SS 0; - %(s _SM2, (4)
i=1
whereO; = Tr(¢’¢), 02 = Tr(¢'d + ¢'¢) andOz = Tr(A] A, + Al Ag). Only the last term explicitly
violatesU(1) symmetry. After the SSBS obtains a real VEW,/ V2. Then one can straightly

derive

3 2
A A
Vs = U2+ 2008, + 537 =il + Y Z2(S2 + 20,8, +12 + S3)0: - (00) + =283, (B)
i=1

where we have used the minimization condit}.@ = /le?T + Y.: 4ip{0;) from the singletS . to
eliminate the parameter,. The terms proportional to odd powers $f are absent in Eq.[{5)

which impliesS, can only be produced by pairs. Notice that the mass terioéhould be
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absent with an exact glob&l(1) symmetry. As discussed in RJEI [6], the explicit bregkai this
U(1) symmetry can explain the naturalness of a light DM magsbut it does not destroy the

stability of the DM candidaté p.

Particles |Masg Particles |Masg
0_ 40 |, 2 _ 2 + _ 2 _ 1. .2
h” =g |\mj, = 211k H; = ¢5 Mys = 3Q3Vy
0 _ 40r 2 _1 2 ++ _ ot | 2 _ 2
Hi = ¢; Mo = 2¥3Vk Hp™ =6k Mgz = 2p2vy
0_ _40i|,2 _ 1. 2 + _ o 2 _1(.. 2
Al = ¢ Mo = 293VR Hp =67 Mye = 3(03 = 201)vg
0 _ <Or 2 _ 2 ++ _ e+ 2  _ 1 _ 2
H2 = 6R mHg = 2prR HL = 6L mei = 2(p3 2pl)VR

1 i 1
Hy = 6] |7 = 3003 = 200V | AL = 6 |m3 = 5(03 = 201)vi

2 _ 2 + _ + 2 _ 2,2
Z m5 = mG, seCoy |Wi =Wy |m§, = g%P/4
2.2
2 _ §*vgcos by + _ oy |2 _ 22
Z> My, = “oszm W2 = Wi my, =g vR/2

TABLE II: The mass spectrum for the Higgs and gauge bosorsaiteft-right symmetric gauge model with
one Higgs bidoublet in the limit; ~ 0 andxy < «1. ¢?’ and¢?" stand for real and imaginary components

of ¢7 = (¢ + i¢")/ V2, respectively. The gauge bosB(W:) corresponds to th&(W) boson in the SM.

The terms 2,5 ,0; in Eq. (8) indicate tha$ . will mix with the Higgs bosong?", ¢J, 57 and

6. The relevant mass matrix elements are given by

2 _ 2 a2 _ 2 _ 2 _ 2 _
Mg =24pvy , M2 o = Apkve s M7 o = 2A2pkVe s M2 o, = A3 pVeVr, M 0 = A3pVove - (6)
L R

9 o¢d
For simplicity here we require, > vz ~ 10 TeV > « which means the mixing angles betwegn

and the above four neutral Higgs bosons are small. The tefmsin Eq. (8) do not change the
minimization condition forms fop andA ). This is because these terms only change the overall
codficientsu;, u, andus in Eq. (2). Hence the mass matrixes of the Higgs multipea®id A, &
remain the same as that in the 1HBDM in ReQ.E, 16], whiclb @islicates that the additional
potential ternTVs in Eq. (8) does not help in resolving the fine-tuning probledue tov, ~ 0
andx, < k1, the mass eigenstates for the Higgs bidoublet and trippgisoaximately coincide with

the corresponding flavor eigenstates. The mass spectrutimefdfiggs and gauge bosons is listed
in TablelIl. There is only one light SM-like Higgs’ from the real part of?. The masses of all
the other scalars are set bywhich can be very heavy. From the Lagrangian in Ed. (5) one can
easily obtain the interaction terms among the scalars. Sdthe relevant cubic and quartic scalar

interaction vertexes are listed in Tablg IlI.



Interaction| Vertex || Interaction Vertex ||Interaction Vertex ||Interaction Vertex

SDSDS U-SU- —i2/1D SDS Dho —l'/lj_,DK SDSDSO- —i2/1DV0- SDSDHg —i/lg,DVR
SpSpHH* | =idyp || SeSoh® | —idipk | HH'S» | —=idipve || SoeSHS |—idzpve

SpSphPHY | =245 || SpSpHY |—i2A2pk|| W°HIS » |=i202pVe || SeSaSe |—i6Apve

SpSpAAN* | =idzp || SeSeHY |—i2A2pk| AA*S, | —idapve || HOHOHY | —iaqvg

TABLE lll: The cubic and quartic scalar vertexes among Higgiaglets and multiplets, where
HH* stands for any states o(hOhO,HEHS,A‘l)A‘l),H;Hg) and AA* stands for any states of

0770 4040 - -— 00 -
(HOHD, AYAQ, Hy Hy, H* Hy~, HOHD, Hy* Hy~).

III. DARK MATTER SIGNAL IN THE 1HBDM

- - « -

0 0 ¢
/ no / 1o - N 7 h' H3, S, \\
/ / P N / \ - -~

/ f Sp / Wi, Z, Sp” S Sp ! N po Sp~ T

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for the DM annihilation in the 1THBDM

As discussed in Sed.]ll, an approximate globgl) symmetry onS can naturally lead to a
light DM massmp. Here we focus on 10 Ge¥ mp < 500 GeV. Considering the casg > vy ~
10 TeV> «, one may find that most of scalar bosons in Table Il are veryyhezgcept the SM-like
onek’. In this case, the possible annihilation products/dté, W, W /Z:Z;, and fermion pairs f
as shown in FiglJ1. Far-channel annihilation processes, the intermediate fiestinay be:’, H?,
HJ andHj. Because of, ~ 0, one may neglect thE3 case. In addition, th&l? contribution is
also negligible asnp > myo. For theff_annihilation process, the main contribution comes from
the h° exchange diagram. This is becausdominantly couples to the very heavy right-handed
Majorana neutrinos (the corresponding annihilation pseds kinematically forbidden). For the
W1W,/Z,Z, processes, the diagram invoIviﬁQ is suppressed byHg > myo. Notice thatS, may
be the intermediate particle for ti#&1° case. It is clear that the dominant annihilation processes
in Fig.[d are the same as that in the minimal extension of SM witeal gauge singlet scalar when
mp < myo [17]. In the 1HBDM, the DM annihilation cross sectioms="4E,E,ov (E; andE, are

the energies of two incoming DM particles) foffidirent annihilation channels have the following
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forms:

s /liDmf, 1 (s — 4m§)1'5 -
2 A (s - mio)2 + miorio Vs ’
o = /IED SZ 1- 4m§1 1- 4m§1 + 12m;1 (8)
A% T 16r (s - me,)? + m2 I, s s s2 )
o = AED SZ - 4m%V1 1- 4m%V1 + 12’%3‘/1 (9)
Wi 8r (s —m?)2 + mi, I, s s s2 )
/li D 4mio 811 pk? 8/1% DK4 1
Grop = —— 11— G2 — ——=——G1F(&p) + : +F , (10

where s is the squared center-of-mass ener@ [18]. The quattityg defined asF(&) =
arctanhg,o) /&, with &o = \/s — 4m?, \/s — 4m?, /(s — 2m?%,). The Higgs decay widtli, and

G, are given by

20,2 _ f,,,2\L5 3 2 2 4
- xmy; (ms, 4mf) me ~ Ay, (1 ~ Amy, lZle)
- 2 2 2 2 2 4
8nk ms; 167k me, ms; n,
3 2 2 4 2 2 [m? — 4m?
s my ~ 4le (1 ~ 4le s 1217121) AL pK 10 D
2 2 2 4 2 ’
32nk i, i, i, 32 mi,
3m%,  adgp? 1 2
113D m
Gy = 1+ —5 A . (11)

— 2
s—my,  s—mo, dip s —mg

Hy
From Egs. [(-11) seven unknown parameters enter the eigmesfdotal annihilation cross sec-

tion, namely,myo, mp, A1p, a1dsp, m?

o

mzo andvg. For the mass of SM-like Higgs, we take
2
mu = 120 GeV in the following parts. In fact, one may neglect theasgd center-of-mass en-
ergy s in the termss — mf{o ands — m2 since the masses of andHJ are aroundr. In a good
2

approximation, we find that only three independent pararsete

mp, A1.p andAg = a1d3 p/(2p1) (12)

are relevant to our numerical analysis. Here we have uggd= 2p1v; as it is shown in Tablelll.
2

A. Constraints from the DM relic density

In order to obtain the correct DM abundance, one should vesthle following Boltzmann
equation]:

dy  xs(x) 2 o2
ix H (ov)(Y* - YEQ) ) (13)
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whereY = n/s(x) denotes the DM number density. The entropy dengity and the Hubble

parameteH evaluated at = 1 are given by

2rg.my o |4ndg. mj
45 )C3 ’ B 45 Mp|_ ’

whereMp, ~ 1.22x 10" GeV is the Planck energy.. is the total number offéectively relativistic

s(x) = (14)

degrees of freedom. The numerical resultg.diave been presented in ReLﬂ[ZO]. Here we take the
QCD phase transition temperature to be 150 MeV. The therasabge of the annihilation cross
section times the relative velocityv) is a key quantity in the determination of the DM cosmic

relic abundance. We adopt the usual single-integral foarfar(ov) ]:

1 m < x/s
= ea [ 509 NTaeanys (15)
20 64rx J 42 mp
D
with
3 2
g m ~ ~ 4m
Ngg = ﬁTDKz(X) , 0(s) =6 g° - TD ; (16)

whereK;(x) and K,(x) are the modified Bessel functions.= mp/T andg; = 1 is the internal
degrees of freedom for the scalar dark mastgr In terms of the annihilation cross sectionn
Eqgs. [JEID), one can numerically calculate the thermaléraged annihilation cross sectiGnv).
Finally, we may obtain the DM relic densify,h? = 2.74x 10° Yy m;/GeV by use of the result
Y, of the integration of Eq[(13).

When the DM mass:, is larger than the mass of top quark, one will not meet thenasce

] and thresholJBZ]f@ects in our model. Thus we use the approximate formulas twilzdé the
DM relic density for 200 Ge\k mp < 500 GeV. In this cas€pv) can be expanded in powers of
relative velocity andc~! for nonrelativistic gases. To the first ordetv) ~ oox™", wheren = 0(1)
for s(p)-wave annihilation procesgm]. The approximate fornfalaov) is given by ]

3
(oW =0px "= = |w-=Qw-w)xt+...
m? 2

D

: (17)

s/4m2 =1

wherew = (G 7+ 02,2, + Tw,w, + 0 400)/4 and the prime denotes derivative with respecst/tbnf).
w and its derivative are all to be evaluatedgtm? = 1. ThenQph? is given by ]

(n+ 1)x;frl

172
g/*Mp oo

Qph? = 1.07x 10° Gev! (18)
with
x; = In[0.038( + 1)(g;/g+/*) MpLmporo] — (n + 1/2) In{In[0.038( + 1)(g;/g+*) MpLmporo]}. (19)

9



1.0

S/ 2
o (cm’)

10'4 P USRI ISR S U U SIS U NS SN RSN Rt PRI BFRTEE BTSN B S B RS A
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 100 120 140 160 180 200
m, (GeV) m, (GeV)
s r—r7———7 10 — T T T3
F 0417 3
04 | 1HBDM 1HBDM . ....... @\ E
0.3 | u
02 -
0.1 u
0.0 | 1 %€
= O ] &
0.1 | EES
-0.2 - -
-0.3 E
-0.4 | g
-0.5 L " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 "
-0.25 -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Zip m, (GeV)

FIG. 2: Left panels: the predicted couplingp as a function ofly and the DM mass:, from the observed
DM abundance in the IHBDM. Right panels: the predicted DMkeon scattering cross sectiot)’ in the

1HBDM with current and future experimental upper bounds.

Notice that we takg. = 345/4 for 200 GeV< mp < 500 GeV.

In terms of the observed DM abundanc&@B8< Q,h? < 0.1158 B], we numerically solve the
Boltzmann equation and derive the couplihg, with differenti; for 10 GeV< mp < 200 GeV.
The numerical results are shown in Fig. 2 (upper-left pari2l)e to the resonance contribution,
a very small value of the coupling; , can be derived from the observed DM abundance for
the resonance region.@m, < 2mp < mye). Except for the resonance region, one may find
A1p ~ O(1072 - 1071). The parameteny plays an important role to determine the DM relic
density ifmp > my. For illustration, we also plot th@z = +0.1 cases which can significantly
change the predicteth , as shown in Fig[]2. In fact}; , may be very small (even to be zero)

for the largenAg|. In this case, thélg-exchange annihilation process is dominant. Here we have
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assumed, p is positive. If we simultaneously change the signg.gh and Az, the negativel, p
case may be approximately induced from the positive cases féature can be well understood
from Eqgs. [TU-1I1). It should be mentioned that the thermaligraged annihilation cross section
(ov) will significantly change as the evolution of the Universeantthe DM patrticle is nearly one-
g@ 12]. This is the Breit-Wignssmance #ect which has been used to
A@M ATICJHS] and Fermi [26] anaiies. Notice that the decaying
@s [2

Here we have considered the Breit-Wigner resonafeetfor the determination of the coupling

half the mass of a resonan
explain the recent PAMEL

S p with a lifetime around)(10?%s) can also account for the electron and positron anom

Aip.
For 200 GeV< mp < 500 GeV, we use the approximate formulas to scan the whoéerpter
spacel; , andAz. The allowed parameter space is shown in Eig. 2 (lower-kfigh), which gives
an allowed range-0.17 < A;p < 0.17 and-0.32 < Az < 0.32 The central region of this figure
is excluded since these points can not provide large enougihitation cross section to give the
desired DM abundance. Notice that the approximate glolahsstryU(1) requiresn? /va < A1 p

which means the region nedy, = 0 is disfavored.

B. Dark matter direct search

For the scalar dark matter, the DM elastic scattering cressi® on a nucleon is spin-

independent, which is given by [1]

o 4( mp m, )2 (Zf, + (A= 2)f,)?

~ 20
In ¥ mp + m, A2 (20)
wherem, is the nucleon masg. andA — Z are the numbers of protons and neutrons in the nucleus.
fpn is the coupling between DM and protons or neutrons, given by
(p), Mon 2 (o) Mpn
fon= D I 0+ " ) a (21)

q=u,d,s g=c,bt q

wheref” = 0.020+ 0.004, £ = 0.026+ 0.005, f” = 0.118+ 0.062, f* = 0.014+ 0.003,
) = 0.036+ 0.008 andf"” = 0.118+ 0.062 BS] The coupling’?” between DM and gluons

from heavy quark loops is obtained frofﬁ; =1-3 cuds f(” ") which leads tq(”) 0.84 and
) ~ 0.83. In our model, the DM-quark coupling in Eq. (Z1) is given by

/ll,D mq

(22)

a, =
T 2myp mio
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Because off, ~ f,, we can derive

S 4( mp m, )2

g, < —
mp +m,

fZ. (23)

"o
It is worthwhile to stress that3’ is independent ofy.

Using the predicted, , from the observed DM abundance, we straightly calculatesfie-
independent DM-nucleon elastic scattering cross seetjdnThe numerical results are shown in
Fig. 2 (right panels). For 10 Ge¥ m; < 200 GeV, we find that two DM mass ranges can be
excluded by the current DM direct detection experiments (EDM@] and XENON10([30]. Due
to the existence ofg, we can obtain dierent values of5! for a given DM massn, when the
annihilation channes$ ,S , — h°A° is open. In this case, one can obtaiff < 7 x 10-*°cn? for
200 GeV < mp < 500GeV as shown in Fid.] 2 (lower-right panel), which is belbw current
experimental upper bounds. Nevertheless the future erpets XENONlOOEl], CDMS 100
kg [32] and XENONlTEE] can cover most parts of the allowethpaeter space. For the region
near the resonance point, the prediatéd s far below the current and future experimental upper

bounds.

C. Dark matter indirect search

As shown in Sec[[IlTAov) is a key quantity in the determination of the DM cosmic relic
abundance. On the other hand;v) also determines the DM annihilation rate in the galactic
halo. It should be mentioned that the DM annihilation in tledagtic halo occurs at ~ 1073
(x = 3/v?> = 3x 10°). Thus we calculate the thermally averaged annihilatimsrsection at
x ~ 3 x 1, namely(ov)y. The numerical results have been shown in Fi§. 3 for 10 GeV
mp < 200GeV. Notice that we can derive the similar results fdfedent values oflz. One
may find 1x 10726 cm® sec! < (ov)g < 3 x 102 cm?® sec? for most parts of the parameter
space. The enhanced and suppressed, on the two sides of the resonance point originate
from the Breit-Wigner resonancefect ]. Whenm,, is slightly less than th&/; boson mass,
the channel ,S, — W} W/ is open at high temperature, which dominates the total tadym
averaged annihilation cross section and determines the @i density. However this channel
is forbidden in the galactic halo. Thus the threshdi@e leads to a dip around@; threshold

]. When 200 GeV< m;, < 500 GeV, one can obtai@rv)y ~ 2.3 x 1026 cm?® sec! which

is consistent with the usuatwave annihilation cross sectigov) ~ 3 x 10726 cn?® sec? at the
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freeze-out temperature ~ 20.
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FIG. 3: The predicted thermally averaged DM annihilationssrsectioqov)g in the THBDM.

In our model, the DM annihilation can generate primary aotigns which can be detected
by the DM indirect search experiments. Recently, the PAMEKloNaboration reports that the
observed antiproton data is consistent with the usual estimvalue of the secondary antiproton

]. Therefore one can use the PAMELA antiproton measungsn® constraiov)y. In Fig.

3, we have also shown the maximum allowerl), for the MIN, MED and MAX antiproton
propagation models givenin Reﬂ34]. Then we can find tharg marrow region can be excluded
by the PAMELA antiproton data in our model. In fact, the widththis excluded region is about
0.4 GeV for the MED and MAX cases. When double DM massg,2s slightly less than the Higgs
massmn;o, the predictedr’’ and({ov), are very small which means that it is veryitiult to detect
the DM signals.

IV. DARK MATTER SIGNAL IN THE 2HBDM

We have discussed the Higgs sindigt as the cold DM candidate in the IHBDM. In this sec-
tion, we generalize the previous discussions to the 2HBDMihith the other bidoublgt mixes
significantly with¢ andA, . In this case the SCPV can be easily reali [10]. Compavitty
the previous case, the mainfiédrences are that there could be more scalar particles regtibwe
DM annihilation and scattering processes. Furthermosenéw contributions from these particles

may modify the correlation between the DM annihilation arM-DBucleon elastic scattering cross
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sections, which leads to significantlyfi@rent predictions from the other singlet scalar DM models
and the previous discussions.

As shown in Eq. [{l1), the second Higgs bidoubletontains two neutral Higgs conten@%z.
After the SSB,)(‘l’,2 may obtain the VEVsv;,/ V2. The squared sum of all the VEVs including

k12 should still lead tovgy = \/|/<1|2 + k1|2 + [wq|? + |wo]2 ~ 246 GeV. In general, the 2HBDM
includes three light neutral Higgs bosons and a pair of aahlight Higgs particles, whose masses
are order of the electroweak energy scale. For simplicigycansidek, ~ w, ~ 0. In this case, it

is convenient for us to rotate Higgs bidoublgtandy into
h1+vEw 7+
, 92|
¢ - [ v 0|’ X =
0 ¢

whereH* are a pair of light charged Higgs bosons. Then one can didigeriae mass matrix of

ho+ih3 ’r+
H- X'g

three light neutral Higg#, » 3 and derive three light neutral Higgs mass eigenstates. dlagan

betweemn, ;3 and three mass eigenstates can be written as

hq CC, s.C. s. || h
ha| = | =¢85, = 8,¢, =888, + ¢ sc | [H > (25)
h3 —C,C,S, + 8,8, —85,08, — €8, ¢ ) |A

wheres, = sing,, ¢, = cosd, and so on. Due to many unknown parameters in the Higgs patenti
of 2HBDM, we can not explicitly calculate three mixing angg, 6, and6.. For illustration, we
consider three representative casesd (B 60°, 6, = 60° andé, = 150’; (Il) 6, = 30°, 6, = 0° and

6, =0 () 6, =06, =90 andg, = 75°. The Case | means that there is the significant mixing
among three light neutral Higgs. If alP violation phases are absent, we can obtir 0° and

6, = 0°. In the Case Il, the light Higgd is CP odd which does not mix witth andH. For the
Case lll, we only consider the scalar and pseudoscalar gir@amelyd, = 0°.

In the 2HBDM, the possible DM annihilation products ﬁrﬁ WiW1/Z,Zy, Wy H¥ [Z1(h, H, A),
H*H~ and any two of the three neutral statésH, A) as shown in Fig[14. For a concrete nu-
merical illustration, we choose all the massesg, my4, my- = 180 GeV andn;, = 120 GeV. For
cubic and quartic scalar vertexes, we assume they are the aauthat in the 1THBDM. Namely,
the vertexes of S p(h, H,A) andS pS p(h, H,A/H*)(h, H,A/H") are set equal teid; pvew and
—ildy p, respectively. Similarly, the cubic scalar vertexes amthgglight Higgs particles, H, A
andH* are set equal tei3m?2/vew, and the cubic scalar vertexes betwdgrand two light Higgs

particles are assumed to bél, pv,,. It is worthwhile to stress that the heavy Higgs particlesrfr
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FIG. 4: Feynman diagrams for the DM annihilation in the 2HBDM

x’ may be as the intermediate particles when two DM candidatefhiate into two light Higgs
bosons. Nevertheless we still can use a couplipigp describe the contributions of all possible
heavy Higgs bosons. All annihilation cross sectionisave been presented in Appendix A.

In the basis of EqL(24), the Yukawa interactions for quarksgiven by

— Ly =0, (Y9 + V¢ + Y + V) O + hoc., (26)
whereQ; » = (ur . dr )" When bothP andCP are required to be broken down spontaneously,
the Yukawa coupling matricéé’, Y¢, Y¥ and¥* are complex symmetric. Then one may rotate the

quark fields and derive the following Yukawa interactiorigvant to light neutral Higgs particles:

— R——— hy + ihg—_ hy — ihz
— Ly =——— (WY u,+d Y d},) + u, Y up +
(e dF )+ =+ =

whereY? andY? are diagonal matrixes. According to the up and down quarksessve can
obtainY? = V2m,/vew and¥?, = V2m,/vew, respectively. In order to avoid the FCNC pro-

&YX dy+he., (27)

cesses, we assunir® andY*’ are approximate diagonal matrixes due to approxirbétd family
symmetriesS] and require

Yr =R,Y. andYy =R, Y . (28)
SinceY*¥ andY*" don’t contribute the quark masses, the paramgjenay be very large except
the top quark case.

In the 2HBDM, the parametet, in Eq. (Z8) controls the Yukawa couplingﬁ; and ?qu Fur-
thermore, the paramet®&y, will affect the total annihilation cross section and change theqiest!

couplingAy p. For illustration, we choose the following two scenarios
R,=R=1andR, =R =5 (¢ # t andR, = 1 for the top quark) (29)
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FIG. 5: The predicted coupling; , and DM-nucleon scattering cross sectiofy for three mixing cases

in the 2HBDM withR = 1 andR = 5.

to calculate the allowed coupling , from the observed DM abundance. Considering three kinds
of mixing cases and tw& scenarios, we plot the allowed coupling, for 10GeV < mp <
200 GeV in Fig[5 (left panels). Itis clear that,, is dependent on the light Higgs mixing and the
parameter if mp < 120 GeV. When DM candidate can annihilate into two light Hidigpsons
(mp = 120 GeV), one can derive the almost samg for three kinds of mixing cases and two
R scenarios, which means that the light Higgs mixing and thrarpaterR do not significantly
affect the total annihilation cross section. This conclusemalso be applied to 200 Ge¥m <
500 GeV as shown in FigE] 7 ahd 8 (left panels).

For the DM indirect search, the 2HBDM has two enhanced regiorov)o as shown in Fig.
6. Therefore the PAMELA antiproton measurements can egctu very narrow regions. The

predicted{ov), is the same as that in the 1THBDM for most parts of parameteresp&Vhen
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200GeV< mp < 500 GeV, one can still obtaitrv)y ~ 2.3 x 10726 cn?® sec?®. Itis clear that

different mixing cases arRiscenarios lead to the sariev), except the resonance regions.

10 10?

y 2HBDM — Casel y 2HBDM — Casel
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5 5
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FIG. 6: The predicted thermally averaged DM annihilatioossrsectiofov)g in the 2HBDM.

In the 2HBDM, the DM-quark coupling, in Eq. (21) is given by

/lleQ(fl f3 f5)

a, = 2 (30)

m? o ml
wheref; have been presented in Appendix Hg.(A3). Notice that we hagéected the parameters
f2, f4 and f since their contributions to3! are velocity-dependent. Using the predictig in
Fig.[3 (left panels), we calculate the spin-independent BMleon elastic scattering cross section
31 for three mixing cases and twbscenarios. Oferent from{ov)o, the predicted3’ obviously
depends on the mixing amlas shown in FigL]5 (right panels). Although three kinds of ingx
cases have the almost same coupling for mp > 120 GeV in theR = 1 scenario, the predicted
o>1in the Case Il is far less than that in the Case | and Case Ik iBhbecause that there is
cancellation betweey /m? and fs/m3 in Eq. (30) for the Case Ill. When the DM candidate can
annihilate into two light Higgs bosons, a larBaloes not obviouslyféect the predicted coupling
A1p. However, the parameteys, fz and fs in Eq. (30) will be significantly enlarged. Therefore
3! usually increases aincreases. The Case | clearly demonstrates this feature eftlarged
o>lintheR = 5 scenario may approach the CDMS Il upper bound, which carsee to explain
the two possible events observed by the CDM@ [29]. It isttwahile to stress that the Case Il
in the R = 5 scenario give a smallerS’ than that in theR = 1 scenario due to the cancellation

from the diferent Higgs boson contributions. We conclude that the ptedi-3/ is significantly
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dependent on the light Higgs mixing and the paramgteFor 200 GeV< mp < 500 GeV, the
same conclusion can also be derived as shown in Eigs. [7]amgh8ganels).

As shown in Figs 14,17 arid 8 (right panels), the CDM@ [29] XENON10 Q}] experiments
can exclude the regiom, < 50 GeV. For 200 Ge\k mp < 500 GeV, our results show an upper
bound fora3’ which is still below the current experiment upper boundse Ttiture experiments
XENON100 E], CDMS 100 kgEZ] and XENONlEES] can cover rparts of the allowed
parameter space except the extreme cancellation casesrtigess, it is still diicult to detect
the DM direct or indirect signals for the resonance regidh&8V < m, < 60 GeV and 80 Gek
mp < 90 GeV.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have investigated a scalar baSgras the DM candidate in the left-right
symmetric gauge model with two Higgs bidoublets, in which 8CPV can be easily realized. The
stability of DM candidateS ,, is ensured by the fundamental symmetiendC P of quantum field
theory. In order to well understand the DM properties in tRBPM, we have firstly analyzed the
1HBDM and shown that the predicted DM direct and indirecedgbn cross sectionsf’ and
(ov)o) are the same as that in the minimal extension of SM with agieglet scalar ifnp < myo.
When the annihilation channél,S, — h°A° is open f1p > myo), the HY exchange diagram
relevant talx leads to a continuous DM-nucleon elastic scattering cressmiso>’. Comparing
with the 1HBDM, there are more scalar particles entering@hé annihilation and scattering
processes in the 2HBDM. In the explicit calculations, weehawnsidered three typical mixing
cases and two Yukawa coupling scenariis{ 1 andR = 5) to analyze the 2HBDM. It has
been shown thatrv)g is not sensitive to the light Higgs mixing and Yukawa coug$irexcept the
resonance regions. Howewet' is significantly dependent on the above two factors. In ganer
o> can be enhanced by large Yukawa couplings and approach tMSQDupper bound, which
can be used to explain the two possible events observed bySIDM should be mentioned that a
large Yukawa coupling may lead to a very smajf in the extreme mixing case. Our results show
that the future DM direct search experiments can cover narss pf the allowed parameter space.
The PAMELA antiproton data can exclude two very narrow ragim the 2HBDM. In addition,
we have shown that it is veryfdlicult to detect the DM direct or indirect signals for the remoce

regions since the Breit-Wigner resonanéieet simultaneously suppresses and(ov)o.
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R=1.
Acknowledgments
This work is supported in part by the National Basic ReseBrdgram of China (973 Program)

under Grants No. 2010CB833000; the National Nature Sci€ioeamdation of China (NSFC)

19



020 —7—"—TF—"——"T"+—T"—T T T T T 10

I 2HBDM |
015 | 2 mD(GeV) |
R=5Case | 500
I I 450 | 10*
0.10 | w00 |
B 350
0.05 | [ | R
300 1044
. 250 .
« 000 00 | g
~ L o
-0.05 | 4 Pes 107
-0.10 | g
L 10
0.15 | i
_020 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1047
-0.25 -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
o m, (GeV)
00— T T T T T 10 E T T T T T
2HBDM 1
0.15 |- - m,(GeV) |
R=5Case Il 500
010 I 450
T 400 |
i 350
0.05 |- [ 300
3 . 250 .
&
o 000 - 200 c
~ L )
0.05 | 4 %"
-0.10 | R
-0.15 | R
-0.20 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 "
-0.25 -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
. m, (GeV)
00— T T T T T 10 E T T T T T
2HBDM 1 F  2HBDM __......... B -
0.15 | m,(GeV) |
R=5 Case lll 500 F
L I45° ] T ..
0.10 | 400 7 E~"CDMs Il
i 350
0.05 |- [ | g
300 10
. 250 o FE e
&
o 0:00 - 200 4 ¢
~ L )
0.05 | 4 P 10%
-0.10 | R
L 107
-0.15 | R
-0.20 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 10-47
-0.25 -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Ao m, (GeV)

FIG. 8: The allowed parameter space and the predietgdfor three mixing cases in the 2HBDM with
R =5.

under Grants No. 10975170, No. 10821504 and No. 109050&HthenProject of Knowledge

Innovation Program (PKIP) of the Chinese Academy of Science

20



Appendix A: Annihilation cross section

For the annihilation processs§s S p — ff_, the annihilation cross sectieryis given by

Am 2
&= Zm§ i;) \/1— —L[(s = 4m2)Py + 5P|, (A1)

where
f £ f ’
12 3.4 5,6
Piy = a + S + I , (A2)

s—myp +imp 'y s —my +imgly s —mj +imal'y
with

fi=cxc, — Reysy — Reysys, , fo = Rsysy — Reyeys,

fa=Rc.cy +c.5¢ — Rs.sys;, fa=—Rs.s.c,—Rc,s,,

fs =Rsyc. + s, fo = Reye; . (A3)

The parameteR has been defined in EJ._(29). The decay widths of three lightrakeHiggs are
given by

2 2
> m? A pVeEw \Mhra — 4mj,
f 2 2 Z W EW s
Unia = o=——Mnua(fias + foae) + Uy a¥nma + Uy 5 Ynma + ,(A4)
82 o s 32 m2
EW hH,A
wherey, = c2c?, yy = s2c? andy, = s2. I, andI','}, , have the following forms:
3 2 2 4
7 my, 4 4mz, Amz  12m7
rh,H,A = 32712 \ 1- 2 1- 2 4 ’ (A5)
VEw My 1 Myua  Mypa
3 2 2 4
W, my, o 4my, 4my,  12my,
FhHA: 16712 \1_ 2 1- 2 4
VEw My, 14 Myua  Mypa

For the annihilation process§s S p — Z1Z; andS S, —» Wi W4, we have

2 2 2 4
N ~ Ap 4my, 1 4my, . 12my | 52
27 = T - - —
. 167 s s s2 )4
2
2c,.c AN 2s
X — + — + — , (AB)
s—my +imly s —my +imgly s —mg + imul'y
~ /liD 1 4m‘24,1 1 4mﬁ, 12m4 52
Owiwy = 5 - - -
i 8r s s s2 )4
2
2c.c 2s.C 2s
X —— + — + — (A7)
s—my +imply, s —my +imply s —mj +imul'y
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If the annihilation productions are a Higgs and a gauge bosertan derive

15
2 2 2N2 _ p2 2 2
) [(s my — my,) 4mAmzl]

R 2c,s, 2c,c,
Oza = - ,
247 30n s s—m2  s—m?
15
PO ) [(S - mj; — mgl)z - 4’”?1’”%1] 2c,c. 25, 2
Al = 3on s s—mi  s—mZ|
2 2_ 232 2 2 |*°
5 3 /ll,D [(S —m, = mzl) - 4mhmzl] 2s, 3 2c,s,
“an = 3on s s—m2 s—ma ’
2 2 22 _ a2 2 |2 2
- Ap [(S = My —my, )" = mH:mwl] ai a as
Owtgs = 2 2 + 2 + 2|’ (A8)
8 s s—my  S—miy  Ss—m
where
ay = ¢,c; —Ic.sy,
az = —ciicy + sy) — cySy8; +i8,5yS; ,
az = icySy + SySy — Cx(Cys, — isyS;) . (A9)
When two DM candidates annihilate into two Higgs particies,can obtain
2, 4m? 811 12 847 v 1
S T AT YLV P T R |
W= e . e 2m? 2F (é1) -2 \1-2 (é)
Ap 8A1pVE 813 pVew 1
Gii= —B:: 1G5 - ——EV_G,F(&) + - + FED
J 8ﬂ_ﬁj[ 2 S—ml.z—mf 2 (é:]) (s—ml.z—mf)z 1_§lzj (fj)
A2 4m?,,
Grene = 2 \|1- — =G5, (A10)
with
3m? 3m? 3?2 adzpd 1 m?
Gy = 14— 1 ho oy DR . (AL1)
s—my  s—my s—my s—mHO/ll,D s —ms

2

The subscripts andij run over @, H, A) and (:H, hA, HA), respectively. The quantity is defined
asF(¢) = arctanhg)/& with &; = /1 4m? /s \/(s —m2 — m?)?2 — &2/ (s — m? — m?). The

parametep;; is given byg;; = \/(s —m? —m3)? — AmZm’/s.
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