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Abstract: For Majorana fermions the anapole moment is the only allowed electromagnetic
multipole moment. In this work we calculate the anapole moment induced at one-loop
by the Yukawa and gauge interactions of a Majorana fermion, using the pinch technique
to ensure the finiteness and gauge-invariance of the result. As archetypical example of
a Majorana fermion, we calculate the anapole moment for the lightest neutralino in the
Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model, and specifically in the bino, wino and higgsino
limits. Finally, we briefly discuss the implications of the anapole moment for the direct
detection of dark matter in the form of Majorana fermions.
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1 Introduction

There is mounting evidence for the existence of dark matter in galaxies, clusters of galaxies
and the Universe at large scale, possibly in the form of a population of new elementary
particles, not contained in the Standard Model of Particle Physics (for reviews, see e.g.
[1–4]). Astronomical and cosmological observations demonstrate that dark matter parti-
cles interact with the electromagnetic radiation much more weakly than the hadrons or
the charged leptons, however observations do not require the dark matter particle to be
completely decoupled from the photon.

As is well known, for an electrically neutral fermion, the Lorentz- and gauge symmetries
allow a magnetic- and electric dipole moment, and an anapole moment [5–11]. For an
electrically neutral complex vector, also electric and magnetic quadrupole moments exist
in general [12–14]. Therefore, even if the dark matter particle is electrically neutral, it
may couple to the photon via the different electromagnetic multipoles. In fact, if the dark
matter particle has interactions with the Standard Model particles, as many models suggest,
such electromagnetic multipoles will be generically generated at the quantum level. This
interaction could play an important role in the direct detection of dark matter particles
through the scattering with nuclei, as discussed in several works, e.g. [15–35].

In this paper we will concentrate on Majorana fermions as dark matter candidates.
In this case, the invariance of the Majorana field under the charge conjugation operation
only allows the anapole moment. Concretely, we will consider the lightest neutralino in
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the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) as an archetype of Majorana dark
matter. The gauge and Yukawa interactions of the lightest neutralino with the charged
particles of the Standard Model will generate an anapole moment at the one loop level. In
the pure bino limit, the dark matter particle is a singlet Majorana fermion that couples
to the Standard Model fermions via a t-channel mediator (the sfermions). The anapole
moment of the singlet Majorana fermion has been calculated in [23]. In the pure wino and
higgsino limits (as well as in the mixed cases), the dark matter particle has SU(2)L charge
and also interacts with the W -boson, and special care has to be taken in order to ensure
the gauge invariance of the result.

Similar challenges have been found in the past in the calculation of the neutrino charge
radius [36–40], or in the calculation of the off-shell magnetic form factors of quarks and
leptons in non-Abelian gauge theories [38, 41–43], which naively yield gauge-dependent
results. The gauge dependence, clearly unphysical, arises due to redundancies in the indi-
vidual Green functions which are introduced by the gauge-fixing procedure. This problem
was solved by introducing the so-called pinch technique [44–48], which consists in an algo-
rithmic diagrammatic construction of physical subamplitudes by resumming topologically
similar terms within an amplitude and ultimately defining a proper and physical vertex by
including only vertex-like contributions (see [49] for a review). Furthermore, the result-
ing effective Green functions coincides with the one calculated using the background field
method in the quantum Feynman gauge [50–52].

In this paper we will apply the background field method to calculate the anapole
moment of a spin 1/2 Majorana fermion that interacts both via Yukawa couplings and
via gauge couplings, showing explicitly that the result is finite and gauge invariant. The
general result is presented in section 2. In section 3 we particularize our results to the
lightest neutralino in the MSSM, and in section 4 we study some well motivated MSSM
scenarios. Then, in section 5 we briefly discuss the prospects of detection of a Majorana
dark matter candidate via its anapole moment in direct search experiments, and finally
in section 6 we present our conclusions. We also include Appendix A summarizing the
calculation of the particle mass eigenstates in terms of the interaction eigenstates in the
MSSM.

2 One-Loop Calculation of the Anapole Moment of a Majorana Fermion

We consider a Majorana fermion, that we denote by χ, with mass mχ. The interaction
vertex of a Majorana fermion with the photon is restricted by the Lorentz- and gauge
symmetries to be of the form [9–11]

Mµ(q) = fA(q2)(q2γµ − qµ/q)γ5, (2.1)

where qµ denotes the photon outgoing momentum and fA(q2) is the anapole form fac-
tor. This interaction vertex generates at low momentum the C- and P-violating effective
Lagrangian

Leff =
A
2
χ̄γµγ5χ∂νF

µν , (2.2)
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where A is the anapole moment, defined as the zero momentum limit of the anapole form
factor:

A = lim
q2→0

fA(q2). (2.3)

Being χ electrically neutral, the interaction with the photon can only arise at the
quantum level through a coupling with charged particles. In this work, we will consider the
cases where χ interacts with a charged gauge boson and/or with a charged scalar.

We first consider a scenario where χ couples to a charged Dirac fermion, χ∓ with mass
mχ− , and an electrically charged gauge boson, V ± with mass mV acquired through the
spontaneous breaking of a gauge symmetry. The interaction Lagrangian reads:

LFFV = χ̄γµ [vLPL + vRPR]χ−V +
µ + χ̄

[
cGLPL + cGRPR

]
χ−G+ + h.c., (2.4)

where G± are the Goldstone bosons arising from the spontaneous symmetry breaking.
To calculate the anapole moment we employ the background field method (BFM)

[50, 53]. Namely, we replace the photon with the background photon γ → γ̂ and the
γV V -vertex with its BFM version in the quantum Feynman gauge. Explicitly, the triple
gauge vertex reads [53]

iΓ̂µνργV V (k1, k2, k3) = −ie [gνρ(k3 − k2)µ + gµν(k2 − k1 + k3)ρ + gρµ(k1 − k3 − k2)ν ] , (2.5)

while the gauge-gauge-Goldstone vertex reads:

iΓ̂µνγV G(k1, k2, k3) = 0. (2.6)

The one-loop diagrams relevant for the calculation of the anapole moment in the BFM
are shown in fig. 1. We obtain1:

AV =
e

96π2m2
χ

{
2
[
|vL|2 − |vR|2

]
FV
(mχ−

mχ
,
mV

mχ

)
+
[∣∣cGL

∣∣2 −
∣∣cGR
∣∣2
]
FS
(mχ−

mχ
,
mV

mχ

)}
,

(2.7)

where

FX(µ, η) =
3

2
log

(
µ2

η2

)
+ (3η2 − 3µ2 + nX)f(µ, η), (2.8)

for X = V, S, with nV = −7, nS = 1, and

f(µ, η) =





1
2
√

∆
log µ2+η2−1+

√
∆

µ2+η2−1−
√

∆
∆ 6= 0

2
(µ2−η2)2−1

∆ = 0
, (2.9)

with ∆ ≡ ∆(µ, η) = (µ2 + η2 − 1)2 − 4µ2η2. Contour plots of FV (µ, η) and FS(µ, η) are
shown in fig. 2, and present a discontinuity at µ2 + η2 = 1. The anapole interaction, being
P-violating, must vanish if the underlying model preserves parity, namely when vL = vR
and cGL = cGR, as apparent from Eq. (2.7).

1We have used the Feynman rules for Majorana fermions derived in [54, 55]; the calculation was per-
formed with the help of FeynCalc [56–58], FeynHelpers [59] and Package-X [60].
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams generating an anapole moment for a Majorana fermion at
the one-loop level in the background field formulation, via the mediation of an electrically
charged vector boson (top) or the mediation of a charged scalar (bottom).
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Figure 2: Absolute values of the functions FV (µ, η) (left) and FS(µ, η) (right).

We also consider the scenario where χ couples to a charged Dirac fermion f and a
charged complex scalar S, with masses mf and mS , and with charges ±eQf respectively
(see also [23, 28, 31, 33]). The interaction Lagrangian in this case can be written as

LFFS = χ̄ [cLPL + cRPR]S∗f + h.c., (2.10)

allowing χ to interact with the (background) photon field via the diagrams shown in fig. 1.
The induced scalar contribution to the anapole moment reads

AS = − e

96π2m2
χ

Qf

[
|cL|2 − |cR|2

]
FS
(mf

mχ
,
mS

mχ

)
. (2.11)

The resulting vector- and scalar contributions to the anapole moment of χ are shown
in figs. 3 and 4 as a function of η = mS,V /mχ, for different values of the fermion mass
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mf,χ− . In both cases the anapole moment is enhanced for η ≈ 1 and mf,χ− � mχ. The
dependence of the anapole moment with µ = mf,χ−/mχ is similar, see also fig. 2. 2

The general formulas eq. (2.7) and eq. (2.11) simplify when the charged fermions
are much heavier than the vector/scalar and the Majorana fermion, i.e. when mf,χ− �
mS,V ,mχ. In this case, we find

AV '
e

96π2m2
χ−

{
2
[
|vL|2 − |vR|2

](
3 + 5 log

m2
V

m2
χ−

)
+
[∣∣cGL

∣∣2 −
∣∣cGR
∣∣2
](

3 + log
m2
V

m2
χ−

)}
,

AS ' −
e

96π2m2
f

Qf

[
|cL|2 − |cR|2

](
3 + log

m2
S

m2
f

)
, (2.12)

which are independent of mχ. Analogously, in the heavy scalar/vector limit, i.e when
mV,S � mχ,mf

AV '
e

96π2m2
V

{
2
[
|vL|2 − |vR|2

](
−3 + 2 log

m2
χ−

m2
V

)
−
[∣∣cGL

∣∣2 −
∣∣cGR
∣∣2
](

3 + 2 log
m2
χ−

m2
V

)}
,

AS '
e

96π2m2
S

Qf

[
|cL|2 − |cR|2

](
3 + 2 log

m2
f

m2
S

)
. (2.13)

This general formalism can be applied in particular to calculate the anapole moment of
the Standard Model neutrinos, through its interactions with the W boson and the charged
leptons. In this case, vL = g/

√
2, vR = cGL = cGR = 0, resulting in [46, 48]

A ' eGF

12
√

2π2
(−3 + 2 log

m2
`

m2
W

), (2.14)

where GF =
√

2g2/8m2
W is the Fermi constant, with mW the W-boson mass, and m` is the

charged lepton mass.
For Dirac fermions, the anapole moment is half as large as for Majorana fermions, due

to the halving of the number of diagrams.

3 Anapole Moment of the Lightest Neutralino in the MSSM

An archetype of Majorana fermion interacting with charged particles both via a charged
vector mediator and a charged scalar mediator is the lightest neutralino in the MSSM.
The MSSM Lagrangian contains an interaction term between the lightest neutralino, the
charginos χj , j = 1, 2, and the W-boson (and its Goldstone boson). This term has the form

L ⊃ χ̄γµ
[
vjLPL + vjRPR

]
χ−j W

+
µ + χ̄

[
cG,jL PL + cG,jR PR

]
χ−j G

+ + h.c., (3.1)

2The “compressed” spectrum requires a certain adjustment of the fundamental parameters of the model.
On the other hand, it is a viable possibility from the phenomenological point of view, and has attracted some
attention in the literature in the context of dark matter production via coannihilations [61, 62], indirect
detection [63, 64], or collider searches [65, 66]. For an extensive review, see [28].
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Figure 3: Anapole moment (normalized to the nuclear magneton µN ) induced at the one
loop level via the interaction of the Majorana fermion χ with a charged gauge boson V and
a charged fermion χ−, as a function of mV /mχ, for different values of the Majorana mass
and different values of the charged fermion mass. For the plot, we assumed for concreteness
vL = 1 and vR, cGL , c

G
R = 0.

with

vjL = −gN12U
∗
j1 − g

1√
2
N13U

∗
j2,

vjR = −gN∗12Vj1 + g
1√
2
N∗14Vj2,

cG,jL = g cosβ

[
N∗13U

∗
j1 −

1√
2
U∗j2(N∗12 + tan θWN

∗
11)

]
,

cG,jR = −g sinβ

[
N14Vj1 +

1√
2
Vj2(N12 + tan θWN11)

]
, (3.2)

where tanβ = 〈H0
2 〉/〈H0

1 〉 denotes the ratio between the expectation values of the neutral
components of the up-type Higgs and the down-type Higgs doublet, θW is the Weinberg’s
angle, Nij , i, j = 1, . . . , 4 are the elements of the neutralino mixing matrix, and Uij (Vij),
i, j = 1, 2 are the elements of the mixing matrix of the negatively (positively) charged
chargino (see appendix A for a brief summary of the construction of the mass eigenstates
in the MSSM from the interaction eigenstates).
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Figure 4: Same as Fig. 3 but for a Majorana fermion that interacts with a charged scalar
S and a charged fermion f . For the plot, we assumed for concreteness cL = 1, cR = 0 and
Qf = −1.

Further, the Lagrangian contains an interaction term with the chargino and the charged
Higgs, of the form

LFFS ⊃ χ̄
[
cH,jL PL + cH,jR PR

]
H+χ−j + h.c., (3.3)

with

cH,jL = −g sinβ

[
N∗13U

∗
j1 −

1√
2
U∗j2(N∗12 + tan θWN

∗
11)

]
,

cH,jR = −g cosβ

[
N14Vj1 +

1√
2
Vj2(N12 + tan θWN11)

]
, (3.4)

as well as an interaction term with the SM fermions and sfermions of the form

LFFS ⊃ χ̄
[
ci,aL PL + ci,aR PR

]
f̃afi + h.c., (3.5)

with

ci,1L = GfiL cos θ
f̃a

+HfiR sin θ
f̃a
,

ci,1R = GfiR sin θ
f̃a

+HfiL cos θ
f̃a
,

ci,2L = −GfiL sin θ
f̃a

+HfiR cos θ
f̃a
,

ci,2R = GfiR cos θ
f̃a
−HfiL sin θ

f̃a
, (3.6)
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and

GfiL = −
√

2g
[
T fi3LN

∗
12 + tan θW (Qfi − T fi3L)N∗11

]
,

GfiR =
√

2g tan θWQfiN11,

HfiL = − g√
2mW

mfi ×
{
N14/ sinβ, fi = u-type

N13/ cosβ, fi = d-type, `

HfiR = HfiL∗. (3.7)

These interactions induce at the one loop level an anapole moment for the lightest
neutralino χ:

A = AW +A
f̃

+AH . (3.8)

Using the general results of section 2 for the vector and scalar contributions to the anapole
moment of a Majorana fermion, one finds

AW =
e

96π2m2
χ

{
2
∑

j

[
|vjL|2 − |v

j
R|2
]
FW

(mχ−
j

mχ
,
mW+

mχ

)

+
∑

j

[
|cG,jL |2 − |c

G,j
R |2

]
FS
(mχ−

j

mχ
,
mW+

mχ

)}
,

A
f̃

= − e

96π2m2
χ

∑

i,a

N i
cQi

[
|ci,aL |2 − |c

i,a
R |2

]
FS
(mfi

mχ
,
m
f̃a

mχ

)
,

AH = − e

96π2m2
χ

∑

j

Qj

[
|cH,jL |2 − |c

H,j
R |2

]
FS
(mχ−

j

mχ
,
mH+

mχ

)
. (3.9)

In what follows, we will particularize these expressions to some well motivated MSSM
scenarios.

4 MSSM Scenarios

In order to gain insight into the rich physics of supersymmetric models, we will study first
in subsections 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 some simplified scenarios where some SUSY particles are
integrated out. Lastly, in subsection 4.4, we will consider a general MSSM scenario.

4.1 Pure lightest neutralino & heavy sfermions

Let us first consider a number of toy models where the lightest neutralino practically co-
incides with an interaction eigenstate, either the bino, the higgsino, or the wino. We also
consider first that all sfermions are decoupled, so that A

f̃
' 0.

Bino limit

In the limit M1 �M2, |µ|,mf̃
, the lightest neutralino is practically inert and in particular

does not couple to theW boson, so that AW ' 0, nor to the charged Higgs, so that AH ' 0.
The anapole moment in this toy model is therefore expected to be very suppressed.
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Higgsino limit

In the limit |µ| � M1,M2,mf̃
the two lightest neutralinos are nearly degenerate in mass

and form a pseudo-Dirac pair. Further, there is only one light chargino, which practically
coincides with the charged Higgsino. The effective couplings of the lightest neutralino to
the W -boson and the lightest chargino read:

v1
L ' −

g

2
, v1

R '
g

2
,

cG,1L ' 0, cG,1R ' 0. (4.1)

and are manifestly parity conserving. The vector contribution to the anapole moment
is therefore suppressed in this scenario, AW ' 0. The same result holds for a minimal
dark matter scenario where the dark matter particle is a Majorana fermion, doublet under
SU(2)L and with hypercharge 1/2.

In the MSSM, moreover, the lightest neutralino also couples to the chargino and to the
charged Higgs, which may be light. On the other hand, it follows from eq. (3.4) that in the
Higgsino limit the coupling strengths are cH,1R , cH,1L ' 0, and therefore AH ' 0 regardless
of the mass of the charged Higgs.

Wino limit

In the limit M2 � M1, |µ|,mf̃
, there is only one light neutralino and one light chargino,

which are composed mainly by a neutral wino and a charged wino respectively. In this limit,
the anapole moment only receives contributions from the chargino-W loop. The relevant
coupling constants read

v1
L = −g, v1

R = −g,
cG,1L = 0, cG,1R = 0. (4.2)

which are manifestly parity conserving and lead to a suppressed anapole moment.
It is apparent from these limiting cases that in order to enhance the anapole moment

it is necessary to couple the lightest neutralino to new light particles with parity breaking
interactions, and/or to introduce an admixture in the neutralino eigenstate of different
interaction eigenstates. We discuss these two possibilities below.

4.2 Light sfermion scenarios

In this subsection we revisit the scenarios considered above, but allowing for a contribution
to the anapole moment from fermion-sfermion loops.

Bino limit

As discussed in subsection 4.1, in the limit of heavy sfermions, the lightest neutralino does
not couple to the W boson nor to the charged Higgs, therefore AW ,AH ' 0. On the other
hand, the bino couples to the Standard Model fermions and sfermions, and the sfermions
in the loop could contribute sizably to the anapole moment if they are sufficiently light.
We consider here a simplified scenario where the bino couples to the left- and right-handed
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components of a Standard Model fermion f (with color charge Nc, electric charge Qf and
isospin T f3L), and the sfermions f̃L and f̃R. We denote the two scalar mass eigenstates as f̃1

and f̃2, which are obtained from the interaction eigenstates f̃L and f̃R by rotating by the
angle θf̃ (see Appendix A). The strength of the Yukawa coupling of the lightest neutralino
to the sfermion mass eigenstates f̃1 and f̃2 and the left- and right-handed components of
the Standard Model fermion f explicitly read:

c1
L = −

√
2g
[
tan θW (Qf − T f3L)

]
cos θ

f̃
, c1

R =
√

2g tan θWQf sin θ
f̃
,

c2
L =
√

2g
[
tan θW (Qf − T fi3L)

]
sin θ

f̃
, c2

R =
√

2g tan θWQf cos θ
f̃
, (4.3)

which are in general parity violating and therefore will generate a non-vanishing contribution
to the anapole moment.

We show in the top left panel of fig. 5 a scatter plot of the expected anapole moment
(normalized to the nuclear magneton) for the pure bino scenario for mχ ∈ [101, 104] GeV,
m
f̃1
∈ [mχ, 10mχ], m

f̃2
∈ [m

f̃1
, 10mχ], and θ

f̃
∈ [0, 2π]. In the plot we have taken for

concreteness mf = mτ = 1.7 GeV, and we have imposed the constraints on the stau mass
from ATLAS [67] and from the LEP experiments [68]. Generically, one finds |A|/µN ∼
10−8(mχ/100 GeV)−2 fm, although there are a few points with 10−6 fm . |A|/µN . 10−5

fm for mχ . 100GeV where the anapole moment is enhanced, corresponding to a com-
pressed spectrum scenario where the stau mass is close to the bino mass.

Higgsino limit

In order to generate an anapole moment in this simplified scenario it is also necessary to
introduce new light degrees of freedom with parity violating couplings. As for the bino
limit analyzed above, we consider the scenario where the Higgsino couples to the left- and
right-handed components of a Standard Model fermion f and the sfermions f̃L and f̃R,
with mass eigenstates f̃1 and f̃2. The coupling strengths to the mass eigenstates explicitly
read:

c1
L = HfL sin θ

f̃
, c1

R = HfL cos θ
f̃
,

c2
L = HfL cos θ

f̃
, c2

R = −HfL sin θ
f̃
, (4.4)

with

HfL = − g

2mW
mf ×

{
1/ sinβ, f = u-type

1/ cosβ, f = d-type, `
, (4.5)

which are as before parity violating.
We show in the top right panel of fig. 5 a scatter plot of the anapole moment for the

pure higgsino scenario, for the same range of parameters as for the pure bino scenario, and
taking tanβ = 5 (red points) or tanβ = 50 (blue points). Clearly the anapole moment
increases with tanβ, as the Higgsino coupling to the tau-stau grows with cos−2 β.
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Figure 5: Anapole moment (normalized to the nucleon magneton) for simplified MSSM
scenarios with pure bino (top left), pure higgsino (top right), and pure wino (bottom)
lightest neutralino, coupling only with the tau and staus. For details, see subsection 4.2.

Wino limit

Similarly to the previous two scenarios, in the wino limit the anapole moment can only
be generated by parity-violating interactions of the lightest neutralino with fermions and
sfermions. The coupling strengths to the sfermion mass eigenstates f̃1 and f̃2 read in this
limit:

ci,1L = −
√

2gT fi3L cos θ
f̃
, ci,1R = 0,

ci,2L =
√

2gT fi3L sin θ
f̃
, ci,2R = 0, (4.6)

which are clearly parity violating.
The expected anapole moment in this scenario is shown in the lower panel of fig. 5, for

the same ranges of parameters as for the Bino limit.

4.3 Mixed lightest neutralino & decoupled sfermions

Finally, we consider a simplified scenario where the sfermions are very heavy, so thatA
f̃
' 0,

but with an admixture of interaction eigenstates in the lightest neutralino mass eigenstates,
which may allow parity violating interactions.
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Mixed Bino-Higgsino

In the limit M1, µ � M2, there is only one light chargino, which is purely a charged
Higgsino. The couplings of the lightest neutralino to the charged Higgsino and the W are:

v1
L = −g 1√

2
N13, v1

R = +g
1√
2
N∗14,

cG,1L = − g√
2

cosβ tan θWN
∗
11, cG,1R = − g√

2
sinβ tan θWN11, (4.7)

which are in general parity violating, thus leading to a non-zero AW . The couplings to the
chargino and the charged Higgs read

cH,1L = g sinβ tan θWN
∗
11, cH,1R = −g cosβ tan θWN11, (4.8)

which are also in general parity violating and can further increase the anapole moment.
We show in the left panel in fig. 6 the expected anapole moments for this scenario,

taking for concreteness M1, µ ∈ [100, 105]GeV and tanβ = 5. We assume for simplicity
that the charged Higgs is very heavy and does not contribute to the anapole moment
(although clearly for a light charged Higgs the anapole moment could be enhanced). In the
plot we also indicate whether the lightest neutralino is bino like (|N11| > 0.95), higgsino
like (

√
N2

13 +N2
14 > 0.95) or a mixed state. As expected, the anapole moment is enhanced

when the lightest neutralino is not a pure state, but an admixture of bino and higgsino.

Mixed Bino-Wino

In the limit M1,M2 � µ, there is only one light chargino, which is purely a charged wino.
The couplings of the lightest neutralino to the charged Higgsino and the W are:

v1
L = −gN12, v1

R = −gN∗12,

cG,1L = 0, cG,1R = 0, (4.9)

which preserve parity and therefore give AW ' 0. Further, the couplings to the chargino
and the charged Higgs are:

cH,1L = 0, cH,1R = 0. (4.10)

Therefore, also in the scenario where the lightest neutralino is a mixed bino-wino state,
only the sfermion loops can generate a non-vanishing anapole moment.

Mixed Wino-Higgsino

In the limitM2, µ�M1 both charginos can be light and contribute to the anapole moment
via the interactions with the W and with the charged Higgs boson. The coupling strengths
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Figure 6: Anapole moment (normalized to the nucleon magneton) for simplified MSSM
scenarios with mixed bino-higgsino (left) and wino-higgsino (right) lightest neutralino For
details, see subsection 4.3.

of the lightest neutralino to the charginos χ±i , i = 1, 2 and the W boson read:

vjL = −gN12U
∗
j1 − g

1√
2
N13U

∗
j2,

vjR = −gN∗12Vj1 + g
1√
2
N∗14Vj2,

cG,jL = g cosβ

[
N∗13U

∗
j1 −

1√
2
U∗j2(N∗12)

]
,

cG,jR = −g sinβ

[
N14Vj1 +

1√
2
Vj2(N12)

]
, (4.11)

while for the charged Higgs boson,

cH,jL = −g sinβ

[
N∗13U

∗
j1 −

1√
2
U∗j2(N∗12)

]
,

cH,jR = −g cosβ

[
N14Vj1 +

1√
2
Vj2(N12)

]
. (4.12)

These interactions are in general parity violating and lead to a non-vanishing anapole
moment. A numerical scan of this scenario is shown in the right panel in fig. 6, for the same
set-up as in the bino-higgino mixed case; the conclusions in the wino-higgsino case are also
analogous to that case.

4.4 General MSSM scenarios

So far we have concentrated in some limiting scenarios where most SUSY particles are
assumed to be very heavy and integrated-out. On the other hand, in generic scenarios
several SUSY particles can be light and can contribute sizeable to the anapole moment. To
estimate the anapole moment expected in a generic SUSY scenario, we will consider in this
subsection MSSM scenarios defined by the ranges indicated in table 1 (at the scale Λ = 3

TeV).
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Parameter Range
M1 [100, 2000] GeV
M2 [100, 2000] GeV
M3 [2000, 5000] GeV
At,b,τ [−4000, 4000] GeV
mA [103, 105] GeV

tanβ [3, 50]

µ [100, 2000] GeV
m˜̀

L,R
[100, 2000] GeV

mq̃L1,2
[400, 2000] GeV

mũR1,2
, m

d̃R1,2
[400, 2000] GeV

mq̃L3
[300, 2000] GeV

mũR3
, m

d̃R3
[300, 2000] GeV

Table 1: Ranges of parameters, defined at the scale Λ = 3 TeV, for the MSSM scan
described in subsection 4.4.

From those boundary conditions, we generate the low energy spectrum using SOFTSUSY4.0
[69]. We then select the points satisfying the LEP constraints (using micrOMEGAs v3 [70]),
and ATLAS and CMS constraints (using SModelS v2 [71]), leading to a Higgs boson with
mass in the range 123-127 GeV (using HiggsBounds v4 [72] and HiggsSignals [73]), and
satisfying various flavor physics constraints (using SuperIso v3.0 [74] and GM2Calc [75]). 3.
These points do not necessarily reproduce the observed dark matter abundance in the
standard freeze-out mechanism, although they could become viable for other production
mechanisms. Since we are interested in the generic size of the neutralino anapole moment,
we will disregard in our analysis the constraints from Cosmology. The resulting values of
the anapole moment, calculated using the general expressions from section 3, are shown in
fig. 7.

We find points where the anapole moment can reach values up to |A|/µN ∼ 10−6 fm.
These correspond to scenarios where the anapole moment is dominated by the fermion-
sfermion contribution and where the LSP and a sfermion are almost mass-degenerate, in
accordance with the results for the simplified models of section 4.2 (with O(1) enhancements
when several sfermions circulate in the loop), and correspond to scenarios where the lightest
neutralino contains a significant bino and/or wino component. For scenarios where the
lightest neutralino is Higgsino like, the anapole moment is typically more suppressed.

3We used PySLHA [76] for linking the various codes via the SLHA [77] format.
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Figure 7: Anapole moment for MSSM scenarios with parameters in the ranges listed in
Table 1 and satisfying the experimental constraints discussed in subsection 4.4.

5 Direct Dark Matter Detection Through the Anapole Moment

The effective Lagrangian eq. (2.2) gives rise to a dark matter interaction with the nuclei,
that can induce an observable signal in direct detection experiments.4 The differential
scattering cross section induced by the interaction of the Majorana dark matter particle
with a target nucleus via the anapole moment reads [21, 27]:

dσ

dER
= αEMA2

[
Z2

(
2mT −

(
1 +

mT

mχ

)2ER
v2

)
F 2
Z(q2) +

1

3

mT

m2
χ

(
µ̄T
µN

)2 ER
v2
F 2
D(q2)

]
, (5.1)

where mT and Z are the nucleus mass and electric charge, ER is the recoil energy (related
to the momentum transfer through q2 = 2mTER) and v is the dark matter speed relative
to the nucleus. Further, FZ and FD are the charge and magnetic dipole moment form
factors [78, 79]:

F 2
Z(q2) =

(
3j1(qR)

qR

)2

e−q
2s2 , (5.2)

F 2
D(q2) =





[
sin(qRD)
qRD

]2
(qRD < 2.55, qRD > 4.5)

0.047 (2.55 ≤ qRD ≤ 4.5)
. (5.3)

where j1(x) is a spherical Bessel function of the first kind, R =
√
c2 + 7

3π
2a2 − 5s2 (with

c = (1.23A1/3− 0.60) fm, a = 0.52 fm and s = 0.9 fm) and RD ' 1.0A1/3 fm. A denotes the

4More strictly, the contact interaction approximation holds when the momentum transfer is smaller than
the masses in the loop, which we assume here. For coupling to electrons, a momentum-dependent form
factor should instead be considered [23].
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mass number of target nuclei. Further, µN = e/2mp denotes the nuclear magneton, and
µ̄T is the weighted dipole moment for the target nuclei, defined as:

µ̄T =

(∑

i

fiµ
2
i

Si + 1

Si

)1/2

, (5.4)

where fi, µi, and Si are the elemental abundance, nuclear magnetic moment, and spin,
respectively, of the isotope i [18].

The differential event rate at a direct detection experiment reads:

dR

dER
=

1

mT

ρloc

mχ

∫
d3v vfLab(~v)

dσ

dER
, (5.5)

where ρloc = 0.3GeVcm−3 and fLab(~v) denotes the dark matter velocity distribution in the
laboratory frame. For the latter, we will adopt a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution in the
galactic frame, truncated at the escape velocity from the Galaxy, vesc:

fLab(~v) = f(~v + ~vE) , (5.6)

with ~vE the velocity of the Earth in the galactic frame and

f(~v) =

{
1
N e
−v2/v20 (|~v| < vesc)

0 (|~v| > vesc)
, (5.7)

with

N = π3/2v3
0

[
erf
(
vesc
v0

)
− 2vesc√

πv0
e
− v2esc

v20

]
. (5.8)

Hereafter we take vesc = 544 km s−1, v0 = 220 km s−1 and vE = 232 km s−1. Finally, we
calculate the number of events at a given direct detection experiment integrating dR/dER
over the recoil energy, taking into account the corresponding detection efficiency.

We show in fig. 8 the 90% C.L. upper limits on the anapole momentA normalized by the
nuclear magneton µN from the non-observation of a dark matter signal at the XENON1T
[80], SuperCDMS [81], and CRESST-III [82] experiments, alongside with the expected
sensitivity of the XENONnT experiment [83]. 5 We find that the current sensitivity from
the XENON experiment reaches A/µN ∼ 10−5 fm at mDM ∼ 30 GeV, which is about one
order of magnitude larger than the maximum anapole moment we predict for generic MSSM
scenarios. For these scenarios, it would be necessary to improve in sensitivity by at least
one order of magnitude in order to probe the anapole moment of a spin 1/2 Majorana dark
matter candidate, unless the Earth is immersed in a region of the galaxy with an overdensity
of dark matter. Let us note that for special choices of parameters, namely when the dark
matter candidate is almost degenerate in mass with the scalar (or vector) in the loop and
when the fermion is very light, the anapole moment is enhanced (cf. Figs. 3 and 4, and
also [28]). In these very special cases, a signal might be expected.

5Details of the estimation of the detection efficiency are given in Appendix B of Ref. [26].
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Figure 8: Upper limit on the anapole moment of a Majorana spin 1/2 fermion as dark
matter candidate from the XENON1T, SuperCDMS and CRESST-III data, and projected
sensitivity for XENONnT.

In this section we have considered simplified scenarios where the dark matter only
interacts with the nucleon via the anapole moment. Clearly, there could be MSSM scenarios
where the scattering mediated by squarks or by Higgses dominate over the one mediated by
the anapole moment. For those scenarios, the discovery potential of dark matter accordingly
increases. However, establishing the existence of an electromagnetic multiple moment for
Majorana dark matter will become even more challenging.

6 Conclusions

In this work we have calculated the leading contribution to the anapole moment of a spin
1/2 Majorana fermion that interacts via a Yukawa or a gauge interaction with electroma-
gentically charged particles. To ensure the finiteness and the gauge independence of the
vector contribution, we employed the background field method.

We have applied our general results to calculate the anapole moment of the lightest
neutralino in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model. Since the anapole interaction
violates parity, only those MSSM scenarios violating parity will generate a non-vanishing
anapole moment. We have also studied various limits where many supersymmetric particles
are integrated out, and which can be identified with simplified dark matter models where
the dark matter candidate is a Majorana fermion, that transforms as a singlet, doublet or
triplet of SU(2)L, and which could interact with a fermion and a sfermion via a Yukawa
coupling.

Lastly, we have derived upper limits on the anapole moment of a Majorana fermion
as dark matter candidate, from the null search results of direct detection experiments. For
the parameters of the Standard Halo Model, we find that an improvement of sensitivity
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of current experiments by at least one order of magnitude would be necessary in order to
probe the anapole moment of generic dark matter scenarios.
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A Particle Spectrum of the MSSM

In this Appendix we summarize the calculation of the particle mass eigenstates in terms of
the interaction eigenstates in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (for reviews,
see e.g. [85, 86]).

The R-parity odd neutral fermions of the MSSM are the bino (B̃), the neutral wino
(W̃ 0) and the two neutral Higgsinos (H̃0

1 and H̃0
2 ), with mass terms that can be cast as:

−L =
1

2

(
B̃ W̃ 0 H̃0

1 H̃2
0

)
Mn




B̃

W̃ 0

H̃0
1

H̃0
2


+ h.c., (A.1)

whereMn is given by

Mn =




M1 0 −mZ sin θW cosβ mZ sin θW sinβ

0 M2 mZ cos θW cosβ −mZ cos θW sinβ

−mZ sin θW cosβ mZ cos θW cosβ 0 −µ
mZ sin θW sinβ −mZ cos θW sinβ −µ 0


 .

(A.2)

Here, M1 and M2 are respectively the bino and wino masses, µ is the Higgsino mass pa-
rameter, θW is the weak mixing angle, and tanβ ≡ 〈H0

2 〉/〈H0
1 〉 is the ratio of Higgs vacuum

expectation values. The neutralinos χi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are defined as the R-parity-odd neutral
fermion mass eigenstates, and are constructed by diagonaling the mass matrixMn. To this
end, one introduces the unitary matrix N , defined such that

N∗MnN † = diag (mχ1 ,mχ2 ,mχ3 ,mχ4) , (A.3)

with mχi the neutralino masses, defined as real and positive, and ordered so that mχ1 ≤
mχ2 ≤ mχ3 ≤ mχ4 . The neutralino states are related to the interaction eigenstates through:




χ1

χ2

χ3

χ4


 = N




B̃

W̃ 0

H̃0
1

H̃0
2


 . (A.4)
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Similarly, the R-parity odd charged fermions of the MSSM are the charged winos (W̃±)
and the two charged Higgsinos (H̃−1 and H̃+

2 ). Their mass terms have the form:

−L =
(
W̃+ H̃+

2

)
Mc

(
W̃−

H̃−1

)
+ h.c., (A.5)

where

Mc =

(
M2

√
2mW cosβ√

2mW sinβ µ

)
. (A.6)

with mW the W-boson mass. The charginos χ±i , i = 1, 2 are defined as the R-parity odd
charged fermion mass eigenstantes, and are constructed from diagonalizing the mass matrix
as

VMcUT = diag
(
mχ−

1
,mχ−

2

)
, (A.7)

with mχ−
1
≤ mχ−

2
and mχ−

i
being real and positive. The charginos are related to the

interaction eigenstates through:
(
χ−1
χ−2

)
= U

(
W̃−

H̃−1

)
,

(
χ+

1

χ+
2

)
= V

(
W̃+

H̃+
2

)
, (A.8)

where U and V can be parameterized as

U =

(
cosφL sinφL
− sinφL cosφL

)
, V =

(
cosφR sinφR
−εR sinφR εR cosφR

)
. (A.9)

with

tan 2φL =
2
√

2mW (µ sinβ +M2 cosβ)

M2
2 − µ2 − 2m2

W cos 2β
, (A.10)

tan 2φR =
2
√

2mW (µ cosβ +M2 sinβ)

M2
2 − µ2 + 2m2

W cos 2β
, (A.11)

εR = sgn
(
M2µ−m2

W sin 2β

)
. (A.12)

Finally, we focus on the sfermion mass term. The mass matrix for the superpartners
of the SM fermion f reads:

−L =
(
f̃∗L f̃

∗
R

)
M̃2

f

(
f̃L
f̃R

)
+ h.c., (A.13)

where

M̃2
f =

(
M2

fLL
M2

fLR

(M2
fLR

)∗ M2
fRR

)
, (A.14)
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with

M2
fLL

= m2
f̃L

+m2
f +m2

Z cos 2β(T3f −Qf sin2 θW ) , (A.15)

M2
fRR

= m2
f̃R

+m2
f +m2

Z cos 2βQf sin2 θW , (A.16)

M2
fLR

=

{
mu(Au − µ cotβ) for f = u (up-type quark)

mf (Af + µ tanβ) for f = d, l (down-type quark, lepton)
. (A.17)

Here T3f and Qf are respectively the third component of isospin and the electric charge of
the fermion f , m2

f̃L
and m2

f̃R
are soft SUSY breaking masses for the left- and right-handed

chiral superfields, and Af are soft SUSY breaking trilinear terms. The mass matrix can be
diagonalized as

OfM̃2
fO

T
f = diag

(
m2
f̃1
,m2

f̃2

)
, (A.18)

with m2
f̃1
≤ m2

f̃2
and m2

f̃1
being real and positive. The sfermion mass eigenstates are related

to the interaction eigenstates through:
(
f̃1

f̃2

)
=

(
cos θf sin θf
− sin θf cos θf

)(
f̃L
f̃R

)
. (A.19)
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