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Abstract

We explore a model of dark matter (DM) that can explain the reported discrep-

ancy in the muon anomalous magnetic moment and predict a large electric dipole

moment (EDM) of the muon. The model contains a DM fermion and new scalars

whose exclusive interactions with the muon radiatively generate the observed muon

mass. Constraints from DM direct and indirect detection experiments as well as

collider searches are safely evaded. The model parameter space that gives the

observed DM abundance and explains the muon g− 2 anomaly leads to the muon

EDM of dµ ' (4-5)×10−22 e cm that can be probed by the projected PSI muEDM

experiment. Another viable parameter space even achieves dµ = O(10−21) e cm

reachable by the ongoing Fermilab Muon g−2 experiment and the future J-PARC

Muon g − 2/EDM experiment.
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1 Introduction

The near-future discovery of the muon electric dipole moment (EDM) is highly expected

by the reported discrepancy in the muon anomalous magnetic moment (g − 2)µ, which

may indicate the existence of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) at or below the

TeV scale [1–4] (for a review, see ref. [5]), because the same new physics contribution

naturally has the imaginary part which is relevant to the EDM. The current upper limit

on the muon EDM is |dµ| < 1.8 × 10−19 e cm (95% C.L.) [6]. There is also a study on

indirect bounds on the muon EDM by measuring EDMs of heavy atoms and molecules,

which indicates |dµ| < 2×10−20 e cm [7]. Moreover, the sensitivity to the muon EDM will

be improved in the near future: the ongoing Fermilab Muon g − 2 experiments [8] and

projected J-PARC Muon g− 2/EDM experiment [9] will explore the muon EDM at the

level of 10−21 e cm, while the Paul Scherrer Institute (PSI) muEDM experiment [10–12]

will reach the sensitivity of 6× 10−23 e cm.

A fermion EDM df is described by a dimension-five operator L ⊃ − i
2
df f̄σµνγ

5fF µν

where f is a Dirac fermion, σµν ≡ i
2
[γµ, γν ] and F µν is the photon field strength. Since

this operator requires a chirality flip and left- and right-handed fermions carry different

charges in the SM, we actually need a Higgs field insertion which makes the EDM

operator effectively dimension-six. Therefore, a new physics contribution to a fermion

EDM scales as vH/M
2 where vH and M denote the Higgs vacuum expectation value

(VEV) and a new physics mass scale, respectively.

To estimate the expected size of the muon EDM, we can consider four classes of new

physics that generate the muon EDM as well as the anomalous magnetic moment 1:

• Spurion approach. The chirality flip required to generate the EDM operator is

provided by the muon Yukawa coupling yµ or some coupling proportional to yµ.

When the muon EDM dµ is generated at the k-loop level, we expect

dµ ∼ δCPV

(
λ2

16π2

)k
mµ

M2
. (1.1)

Here, δCPV and λ represent the size of CP-violating phases and couplings involved

in the loop, and mµ is the muon mass. Models in this class have been discussed

in refs. [15–21].

• Flavor changing approach. If the muon is converted to the tau lepton by a

lepton flavor violating (LFV) interaction, the chirality flip can be provided by the

1The similar classification has been presented for the case of the electron EDM in ref. [13] (see also

ref. [14]).
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tau Yukawa coupling yτ . In this case, we find

dµ ∼ δCPV

y2
µτ

λ2

(
λ2

16π2

)k
mτ

M2
, (1.2)

with a LFV coupling yµτ and the tau lepton mass mτ . Refs. [22–25] have explored

models in this class. Note that if the model has a scalar leptoquark with appro-

priate charge assignment, the chirality flip can be picked up from a quark Yukawa

coupling, e.g., the top Yukawa coupling. Moreover, there is an enhancement due

to the color factor NC = 3. Refs. [26–32] have explored such a possibility in the

context of the electron EDM and ref. [33] presented a general discussion for the

case of the muon g − 2 and EDM. In addition, a model with extra vector-like

leptons also has a possibility to predict a large muon EDM [34, 35] due to the

chirality flip on a heavy lepton line.

• Radiative stability approach. New physics that produces the muon EDM also

generates the muon mass by removing the attached photon. When we just assume

that such a contribution to the muon mass does not exceed the correct value, the

size of the muon EDM is expected to be

dµ ∼ δCPV
mµ

M2
, (1.3)

because the same loop factor and coupling λ are shared by the generated muon

mass and EDM.

• Tuning approach. If the muon mass generated by new physics that produces the

muon EDM exceeds the correct value, a fine-tuning is required. This (unlikely but

logical) possibility allows us to obtain a very large muon EDM which is bounded

by

dµ ∼ δCPVλ

(
λ2

16π2

)k
vH
M2

. δCPV
4πvH
M2

, (1.4)

for λ . 4π.

Table 1 shows mass scales of new physics that produce the muon EDM at the one/two-

loop level probed by the projected PSI muEDM experiment [10–12] (the ongoing Fermi-

lab Muon g−2 experiment [8] and the future J-PARC Muon g−2/EDM experiment [9]).

Aside from the tuning approach, the table indicates that the radiative stability approach

generates the largest muon EDM and its near-future measurements can probe mass scales

larger than the TeV scale. The present paper explores this fascinating possibility for
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1-loop 2-loop

Spurion 300 GeV (75 GeV) 16 GeV (4 GeV)

Flavor changing 580 GeV (140 GeV) 30 GeV (7 GeV)

Radiative stability 5900 GeV (1400 GeV)

Tuning 1.0× 106 GeV (2.5× 105 GeV)

Table 1: Mass scales of new physics that produce the muon EDM at the one/two-loop level probed by

the projected PSI muEDM experiment [10–12] (the Fermilab Muon g−2 and J-PARC Muon g−2/EDM

experiments [8, 9]) for each approach presented in the main text. Here, we assume λ ≈ 0.65 of around the

weak coupling constant and yµτ ≈ 0.3 which is roughly the maximum value allowed by the measurement

of the branching ratio of h → µτ (see, e.g., ref. [23]). For the leptoquark model, the mass scale is

enhanced by (yµt/yµτ )
√
NCmt/mτ ≈ 57yµt where yµt is the leptoquark coupling to the muon and the

top quark.

the first time through the study of a concrete model to realize the radiative stability

approach 2.

We consider a model of dark matter (DM) that can address the muon g−2 anomaly.

A DM fermion and new scalars exclusively couple to the muon, which leads to the

radiative generation of the muon mass. The model contains a new CP-violating phase

and produces the muon EDM. We will find that the model parameter space to give the

observed DM abundance and explain the muon g − 2 anomaly leads to the muon EDM

of dµ ' (4-5) × 10−22 e cm probed by the PSI muEDM experiment. Furthermore, it

will be shown that another viable parameter space even achieves dµ = O(10−21) e cm

reached by the Fermilab Muon g−2 and J-PARC Muon g−2/EDM experiments, which

is consistent with the estimate of Table 1.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 starts with the description

of our DM model and explores the mass spectrum. We then calculate the radiatively

generated muon mass and coupling to the Higgs boson and the muon EDM as well as

the anomalous magnetic moment. They are all induced at the one-loop level. We also

discuss deviations of the muon couplings to the Higgs and Z bosons from those of the

SM. In section 3, phenomenology of DM in our model is explored. Section 4 summarizes

the independent parameters of the model, and then presents our results to identify the

parameter space that gives the observed DM abundance and explains the muon g − 2

2In ref. [36], the author commented on the possibility of a large muon EDM in the context of the

radiative stability approach.
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LµL µR H ψL ψR φ η

SU(2)L 2 1 2 1 1 2 1

Y −1
2
−1 1

2
Yψ Yψ Yψ + 1

2
Yψ + 1

Lµ − − + + + − −

X + + + − − − −

Sa + − + + + + −

Table 2: Charge assignments for the relevant particles. LµL and µR represent the second generation of

the left- and right-handed leptons and H is the SM Higgs field. The hypercharge of ψL,R is taken as

Yψ = 0 in the present paper. Lµ and X are Z2 symmetries associated with the muon number and the

exotic particle number, while Sa is a softly broken Z2 symmetry to forbid the tree-level muon Yukawa

coupling.

anomaly and indicate the size of the muon EDM. In section 5, we give conclusions and

discussions. Loop integrals and full one-loop expressions are summarized in appendices.

2 Model description

Our DM model is based on models proposed in ref. [37], which radiatively generate

the muon mass and explain the muon g − 2 anomaly. The model contains a single

Dirac fermion ψ and two scalar fields φ, η. Charge assignments for the relevant particles

are shown in Table 2. The present paper focuses on the case with Yψ = 0 3. We

introduce two Z2 symmetries Lµ, X associated with the muon number and the exotic

particle number, respectively. The former symmetry 4 makes it possible to avoid severe

constraints from lepton flavor violating processes, while the latter one stabilizes the

lightest exotic particle which is identified as DM. In addition, we assume a softly broken

Z2 symmetry Sa to forbid the tree-level muon Yukawa coupling. The charge assignments

3The model with Yψ = −1 has a singlet real scalar η, and a CP phase appears in the scalar sector.

In this case, however, CP violating effects necessarily involve the SM Higgs VEV, and therefore, the

muon EDM is suppressed when the exotic particle masses are set to be around TeV.
4The Lµ symmetry can be enhanced to a global U(1)Lµ symmetry when λ′′Hφ in Eq. (2.2) is set

to be zero. This value is irrelevant to our current analysis. Note that even if we do not have U(1)Lµ

symmetry, B − 3Le number and B − 3Lτ number are conserved (for a review, see, e.g., Ref. [38]) and

there is no washout of baryon asymmetry in the early universe.
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lead to the following terms in the Lagrangian:

L ⊃
(
−yφLµLφ

†ψR − yηψLηµR −mDψLψR −
mLL

2
ψLψ

c
L −

mRR

2
ψcRψR + h.c.

)
− Vscl ,

(2.1)

Vscl =
∑

s=H,φ,η

[
m2
ss
†s+

λs
2

(s†s)2

]
+ λHφ(H†H)(φ†φ) + λHη(H

†H)(η†η) + λφη(φ
†φ)(η†η)

+ λ′Hφ(H†φ)(φ†H) +

(
aHη†φ+

λ′′Hφ
2

(H†φ)2 + h.c.

)
. (2.2)

Note that all couplings in Vscl and yφ,η can be real and positive by field redefinitions,

while one phase of mD, mLL, and mRR cannot be removed. In fact, a combination

mLLmRR/m
2
D is independent of phase rotations, and we define a physical phase in the

model as

θphys ≡
1

2
arg

(
mLLmRR

m2
D

)
=

1

2

(
θL + θR − 2θD

)
, (2.3)

where θD,L,R denote phases of mD, mLL, and mRR, respectively. Since ψ is singlet under

the SM gauge symmetry, we can define the left- and right-handed Majorana fermions

as ψML,R ≡ ψL,R + (ψL,R)c with ψL,R = PL,Rψ and (ψL,R)c ≡ iγ2(ψL,R)∗. We assume that

the exotic scalars φ, η do not acquire nonzero VEVs. As a result, no mixing between H

and φ/η is induced, and hence we can parameterize the SM Higgs field H as

H =

 G+

1√
2

(vH + h0 + iG0)

 , (2.4)

where vH = 246.22 GeV is the SM Higgs VEV, G+ and G0 are Nambu-Goldstone modes,

and h0 is the SM Higgs boson. Note that a minimization condition leads to

m2
H = −1

2
λHv

2
H . (2.5)

Below, we will present the mass spectrum of exotic particles and calculate the radiatively

generated muon mass and coupling to the Higgs boson and the muon EDM as well as

the anomalous magnetic moment. Deviations of the muon couplings to the Higgs and

Z bosons from those of the SM will be also discussed. Note that for the neutrino sector,

we need a further extension to reproduce the correct neutrino mixing angles, due to the

muon number symmetry. We discuss some possibilities of the extension in appendix A.

We emphasize that such an extension does not affect our numerical results.
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2.1 Mass spectrum of exotic particles

From the Lagrangian (2.1), the mass matrix for ψL and ψR is

−1

2

(
ψL ψcR

)mLL mD

mD mRR

ψcL
ψR

+ h.c. = −1

2

(
ψL ψcR

)
Mψ

ψcL
ψR

+ h.c. , (2.6)

where Mψ is a complex symmetric matrix and diagonalized by a unitary matrix Uψ:

Mψ,diag = U †ψMψU
∗
ψ , Uψ =

 cα sαe
−iτ

−sαeiτ cα

 . (2.7)

Here, cα ≡ cosα with mixing angle α and τ is real. In our analysis, we take mLL and

mRR to be real and positive, while mD has a physical phase as mD = |mD|e−iθphys . We

then obtain mass-squared eigenvalues of M†
ψMψ as

m2
ψ1

=
1

2

(
m2
LL +m2

RR + 2 |mD|2 −∆m2
ψ

)
, (2.8)

m2
ψ2

=
1

2

(
m2
LL +m2

RR + 2 |mD|2 + ∆m2
ψ

)
, (2.9)

where ∆m2
ψ ≡ m2

ψ2
−m2

ψ1
is given by

∆m2
ψ =

√
(m2

LL −m2
RR)

2
+ 4 |mD|2

∣∣∣mLLe−iθphys +mRReiθphys
∣∣∣2 , (2.10)

with θphys defined in Eq. (2.3). The mixing angle α and phase τ in Uψ are obtained as

sin 2α =
2|mD|
∆m2

ψ

∣∣∣mLLe
−iθphys +mRRe

iθphys

∣∣∣ , (2.11)

tan τ = −mLL −mRR

mLL +mRR

tan θphys . (2.12)

Due to the mass hierarchy, m2
ψ2

> m2
ψ1

, we can focus on 0 ≤ α ≤ π/2. Note that

physical predictions are unchanged for θphys → θphys + π, and we focus on the range of

−π/2 < θphys ≤ π/2 in our analysis. ψL,R can be described in terms of mass eigenstates

ψ1,2 as

ψL = ψc1cα + ψc2sαe
−iτ , ψR = −ψ1sαe

−iτ + ψ2cα , (2.13)

and the mass terms in Eq. (2.6) become

−1

2

[
mψ1ψ

M
1 ψ

M
1 +mψ2ψ

M
2 ψ

M
2

]
, (2.14)
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where ψM1,2 ≡ ψ1,2 + ψc1,2 are Majorana fermions.

In order to analyze the mass spectrum for exotic scalar fields, we parameterize them

as

φ =

 φ+

1√
2

(σφ + iaφ)

 , η = η+ . (2.15)

From Eq. (2.2), the mass-squared matrices for charged and neutral scalars (in the basis

of (φ+, η+) and (σφ, aφ), respectively) are given by

M2
± =


M2

φ

avH√
2

avH√
2

M2
η

 , (2.16)

M2
0 =


M2

φ +
λ+
Hφ

2
v2
H 0

0 M2
φ +

λ−Hφ
2
v2
H

 ≡
m2

σφ
0

0 m2
aφ

 , (2.17)

where M2
φ,η ≡ m2

φ,η +
λHφ,Hη

2
v2
H and λ±Hφ ≡ λ′Hφ ± λ′′Hφ. Note that since all quartic

couplings are positive, m2
aφ

is always smaller than m2
σφ

. Diagonalzation of M2
± can be

done by an orthogonal matrix as

M2
±,diag = UT

sM2
±Us, Us ≡

 cθ sθ

−sθ cθ

 . (2.18)

The mass-squared eigenvalues and the mixing angle θ are

m2
ϕ+
1

=
1

2

[
M2

φ +M2
η −

√
(M2

φ −M2
η )2 + 2a2v2

H

]
, (2.19)

m2
ϕ+
2

=
1

2

[
M2

φ +M2
η +

√
(M2

φ −M2
η )2 + 2a2v2

H

]
, (2.20)

sin 2θ =

√
2avH

m2
ϕ+
2

−m2
ϕ+
1

. (2.21)

Then, φ± and η± can be described in terms of mass eigenstates ϕ±1,2 as

φ± = ϕ±1 cθ + ϕ±2 sθ , η± = −ϕ±1 sθ + ϕ±2 cθ . (2.22)

Since the mass parameter a can be set to be real and positive and m2
ϕ+
2

−m2
ϕ+
1

> 0, we

can focus on 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2.

7



2.2 Radiative mass and coupling of the muon

The mass and Yukawa coupling of the muon are induced by one-loop corrections. When

we move to the mass basis for exotic particles according to Eqs. (2.13) and (2.22), the

relevant terms are written as

L ⊃
(
−yiaL µ̄Lϕ−i ψa − yiaRψcaϕ+

i µR + h.c.
)
− Aij√

2
h0ϕ−i ϕ

+
j , (2.23)

where the explicit forms of yiaL,R and Aij are summarized in Table 3. These couplings

(i, a) yiaL yiaR (i, j) Aij

(1, 1) −yφcθsαe−iτ −yηsθcα (1, 1) −as2θ +
√

2vH (λHφc
2
θ + λHηs

2
θ)

(1, 2) yφcθcα −yηsθsαeiτ (1, 2) ac2θ +
√

2vH (λHφ − λHη) sθcθ

(2, 1) −yφsθsαe−iτ yηcθcα (2, 1) ac2θ +
√

2vH (λHφ − λHη) sθcθ

(2, 2) yφsθcα yηcθsαe
iτ (2, 2) as2θ +

√
2vH (λHφs

2
θ + λHηc

2
θ)

Table 3: Yukawa couplings for the muon and exotic particles and scalar trilinear couplings in Eq. (2.23).

lead to the radiative mass and effective Yukawa coupling of the muon at the one-loop

level, through diagrams in Fig. 1:

Leff ⊃ −mrad
µ µ̄LµR −

yeff
µ√
2
µ̄LµRh

0 + h.c. , (2.24)

mrad
µ =

∑
i,a

yiaL y
ia
R

16π2
mψa

(
m2
ψa
B0(0,m2

ψa
,m2

ψa
)−m2

ϕ+
i

B0(0,m2
ϕ+
i

,m2
ϕ+
i

)

m2
ϕ+
i

−m2
ψa

− 1

)

=
yφyη
16π2

s2θs2α

4
F(x1,1, x1,2, x2,1, x2,2) , (2.25)

yeff
µ (p2

h0) = −
∑
i,j,a

yiaL y
ja
R Aij

16π2
mψaC0(m2

µ,m
2
µ, p

2
h0 ,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
j

) , (2.26)

where ph0 is the four-momentum of the SM Higgs boson, mψa ≡
√
m2
ψa

, andB0(0,m2,m2)

and C0(m2
µ,m

2
µ, p

2
h0 ,m

2
ϕ+
i

,m2
ψa
,m2

ϕ+
j

) denote loop integrals for the self-energy and trian-

gle type diagrams, respectively, whose explicit forms are summarized in Appendix B,

and F(x1,1, x1,2, x2,1, x2,2) is defined as

F(x1,1, x1,2, x2,1, x2,2) ≡ −mψ1e
−iτ
(

x1,1

1− x1,1

lnx1,1 −
x2,1

1− x2,1

lnx2,1

)
8



µR µL

h0

(a)

ψa

ϕ+
j ϕ−i

µR µL

γ

(b)

ψa

ϕ+
i ϕ−i

Figure 1: Feynman diagrams for (a) the effective Yukawa coupling of the muon and (b) dipole oper-

ators. The diagram for the radiative mass of the muon is obtained by eliminating the external photon

line from the diagram (b).

+mψ2e
iτ

(
x1,2

1− x1,2

lnx1,2 −
x2,2

1− x2,2

lnx2,2

)
, (2.27)

with xi,a ≡ m2
ϕ+
i

/m2
ψa

. Eq. (2.26) neglects sub-dominant contributions with a chirality

flip on the muon line. We show the full form for yeff
µ at the one-loop order in Appendix C.

To numerically evaluate the loop functions with a non-zero p2
h0 , we use LoopTools [39].

Note that due to the radiatively generated muon mass, there is no standard relation

between mrad
µ and yeff

µ , namely, mrad
µ 6= yeff

µ vH/
√

2. Hence, we need to check if the model

satisfies a constraint from the measurement of h→ µ+µ−. We discuss this constraint in

Sec. 2.3.

Since mrad
µ in Eq. (2.25) generally has a phase due to complex couplings yiaL,R, we

need to remove it by a chiral rotation of the muon field as

µ→ e−iθµγ5/2µ , (2.28)

where θµ is defined as mrad
µ = mµe

iθµ . Here, mµ is understood as the observed muon

mass and a real value, and θµ can be obtained as θµ = arg
[
F(x1,1, x1,2, x2,1, x2,2))

]
. This

rotation affects dipole operators,

Ldipole = −e
2
CT (q2)

(
µ̄σαβµ

)
Fαβ −

e

2
CT ′(q

2)
(
µ̄iσαβγ5µ

)
Fαβ , (2.29)

where q is the four-momentum for the photon. If there was no chiral rotation, CT (0)

and CT ′(0) would be the muon g − 2 aµ and the muon EDM dµ, respectively. After

performing the chiral rotation of Eq. (2.28), we can obtain the correct forms of aµ and

dµ in our model as

Ldipole = − e

4mµ

aµ
(
µ̄σαβµ

)
Fαβ −

i

2
dµ
(
µ̄σαβγ5µ

)
Fαβ , (2.30)

9



aµ = 2mµ (CT (0) cos θµ + CT ′(0) sin θµ) , (2.31)

dµ = e (CT ′(0) cos θµ − CT (0) sin θµ) . (2.32)

The leading contributions to CT (0) and CT ′(0) can be estimated from the diagram (b)

in Fig. 1 as

CT (0) =
∑
i,a

Re[yiaL y
ia
R ]

16π2
mψa

[
C0(m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) + 2C1(m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i

)
]
, (2.33)

CT ′(0) =
∑
i,a

Im[yiaL y
ia
R ]

16π2
mψa

[
C0(m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) + 2C1(m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i

)
]
, (2.34)

where

C0(m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i

) ≡ C0(m2
µ,m

2
µ, 0,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) ≈ C0(0, 0, 0,m2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) , (2.35)

C1(m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i

) ≡ C1(m2
µ, 0,m

2
µ,m

2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ϕ+
i

) ≈ C1(0, 0, 0,m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ϕ+
i

) , (2.36)

are loop integrals for the triangle type diagram, and approximations in the right hand

sides are valid when m2
µ � m2

ϕ+
i

, m2
ψa

. In this case, we can obtain the following analytical

forms of C0 and C1:

C0(0, 0, 0,m2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) =
1

m2
ψa

[
1

1− xi,a
+

1

(1− xi,a)2
lnxi,a

]
, (2.37)

C1(0, 0, 0,m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ϕ+
i

) = − 1

m2
ψa

[
3− xi,a

4(1− xi,a)2
+

1

2(1− xi,a)3
lnxi,a

]
. (2.38)

Here, xi,a is defined below Eq. (2.27). Since the leading contributions to CT (0) and CT ′(0)

are the same except for the overall couplings, Re[yiaL y
ia
R ] and Im[yiaL y

ia
R ], we can expect

a sufficiently large dµ to be probed in near-future experiments when the muon g − 2 is

predicted to be O(10−9). That is, when CT (0) cos θµ + CT ′(0) sin θµ ∼ CT ′(0) cos θµ −
CT (0) sin θµ is satisfied, we find

dµ ∼
e

2mµ

× aµ ' 2.34× 10−22 e cm , (2.39)

with aµ ' 2.51×10−9. By using couplings in Table. 3 and Eqs. (2.25), (2.37) and (2.38),

CT (0) and CT ′(0) can be rewritten as

CT (0) =
mµcos τ∣∣F(x1,1, x1,2, x2,1, x2,2)

∣∣ 2∑
i,a=1

(−1)i+a

mψa

x2
i,a − 1− 2xi,a lnxi,a

2(1− xi,a)3
, (2.40)

CT ′(0) =
mµsin τ∣∣F(x1,1, x1,2, x2,1, x2,2)

∣∣ 2∑
i,a=1

(−1)i

mψa

x2
i,a − 1− 2xi,a lnxi,a

2(1− xi,a)3
. (2.41)
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As
∣∣F∣∣ is proportional to mψ1,2 , their scalings are consistent with the rough estimation

given in Eq. (1.3). It is notable that when we change θphys → −θphys, signs of sin τ and

sin θµ are flipped, the former of which leads to CT ′(0) → −CT ′(0) through Eq. (2.41),

and hence, this change results in dµ → −dµ with aµ unchanged. This fact tells us that

it is enough to focus on the range 0 < θphys < π/2, because we are only interested

in the prediction of |dµ| here. Furthermore, θphys = 0 corresponds to a CP conserving

limit which gives |dµ| = 0, while θphys = π/2 leads to τ ≈ π/2 unless mLL = mRR (see

Eq. (2.12)), predicting cos θµ ≈ 0, and hence, |dµ| ∝ CT ′(0) cos θµ − CT (0) sin θµ ≈ 0.

Hereafter, we denote dµ as its absolute value |dµ| in our analysis.

2.3 Muon coupling constraints

In our model, the muon Yukawa coupling to the Higgs boson is generated at the one-loop

level and does not follow the standard relation, mrad
µ 6= yeff

µ vH/
√

2. The ATLAS [40] and

CMS [41] experiments have searched for the Higgs boson decay h → µ+µ−, which lead

to constraints on the h-µ-µ coupling as

|κµ| < 1.47 (ATLAS) , (2.42)

0.61 < |κµ| < 1.44 (CMS) , (2.43)

where we use BR(h → µ+µ−)SM ' 2.16 × 10−4 for mh = 125.25 GeV [42], and κµ is

defined by comparing the decay width of h→ µ+µ− to that of the SM,

ΓSM
h→µ+µ− =

mh

8π

(
mµ

vH

)2(
1−

4m2
µ

m2
h

)3/2

. (2.44)

In our model, the width of h→ µ+µ− is estimated as

Γh→µ+µ− =
mh

16π

√
1−

4m2
µ

m2
h

[(
1−

4m2
µ

m2
h

)(
Re yeff

µ

)2
+
(
Im yeff

µ

)2
]
. (2.45)

Then, we find

|κµ| =
1√
2

vH
mµ

√(
Re yeff

µ

)2
+

(
1−

4m2
µ

m2
h

)−1 (
Im yeff

µ

)2 ≈ 1√
2

vH
mµ

∣∣yeff
µ

∣∣ . (2.46)

Here, we have used 4m2
µ � m2

h.

Since exotic particles exclusively couple to the muon, the ratio between the Z →
e+e− and Z → µ+µ− decay widths may constrain our parameter space. The current
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experimental status for this ratio is [43]

Γ(Z → µ+µ−)

Γ(Z → e+e−)
= 1.0009± 0.0028 . (2.47)

The muon couplings to the Z boson can be parameterized as

LZ ⊃
g

cos θW
µ̄γα

[
(gµL + δgµL)PL + (gµR + δgµR)PR

]
µZα , (2.48)

where g denotes the SU(2)L gauge coupling, θW is the weak mixing angle, and gµL =

−1
2

+ sin2 θW , and gµR = sin2 θW are the muon couplings to the Z boson in the SM. In

our model, new physics contributions δgL,R are induced by the diagram (b) in Fig. 1

with replacing the photon to the Z boson, and their expressions are found in ref. [44].

The ratio in Eq. (2.47) is then estimated as

Γ(Z → µ+µ−)

Γ(Z → e+e−)
' 1 +

2geLRe (δgµL) + 2geRRe (δgµR)

(geL)2 + (geR)2
≡ 1 + δµµ , (2.49)

where geL,R = gµL,R are the electron couplings to the Z boson in the SM, and we assume

that new physics contributions are smaller than those of the SM, δgµL,R � gµL,R. Then,

Eq. (2.47) indicates that |δµµ| must be less than O(10−3).

3 Dark matter

The candidate of DM in our model is the lightest Majorana fermion ψM1 or the lightest

neutral scalar aφ, depending on their masses. In the present paper, we focus on the case

that ψM1 is the lightest exotic particle, and hence, gives the DM candidate. Hereafter,

we denote ψM1 as ψ1 for simplicity. For the case that aφ is the DM candidate, there is

no direct correlation with the muon EDM, because the mass maφ does not contribute to

the muon EDM at the one-loop level.

The main annihilation mode of the DM fermion is ψ1ψ1 → µµ̄ through the t-channel

exchange of ϕ±i , as shown in the left of Fig. 2. In the expansion of the thermally averaged

cross section by the DM velocity v, 〈σv〉µµ̄ = aµµ̄ + bµµ̄v
2 + O(v4), s-wave and p-wave

contributions are given by

aµµ̄ =
1

16πm2
ψ1

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i=1,2

yi1L y
i1
R

1 + xi,1

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+O

(
m2
µ

m2
ψ1

) , (3.1)

bµµ̄ =
1

48πm2
ψ1

(∑
i=1,2

|yi1L |2

(1 + xi,1)2

√
1 + x2

i,1

)2

+ (L→ R) , (3.2)
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ψ1 µ

ψ1 µ̄

ϕ±i

ψ1 µ

ϕ+
1 V

ϕ−i

ϕ−1 µ

ϕ+
1

µ̄

ψa

Figure 2: Feynman diagrams for DM self-annihilation (left), DM-charged scalar coannihilation (center)

and charged scalar self-annihilation (right). V denotes the γ/Z boson. Other diagrams can be obtained

by changing final states with an appropriate mediator.

where the second term in Eq. (3.1) is suppressed by mµ/mψ1 . Thus, the s-wave con-

tribution dominates the total DM annihilation cross section in our focused parameter

space. Note that for the annihilation mode ψ1ψ1 → νµν̄µ, the s-wave contribution is

suppressed by a tiny neutrino mass, because there is no right-handed coupling yi1R for the

neutrino. The other annihilation cross sections, such as ψ1ψ1 → γγ and ψ1ψ1 → µµ̄γ,

are several orders of magnitude smaller than that of ψ1ψ1 → µµ̄.

In the thermal freeze-out scenario, the number density of DM is calculated by the

Boltzmann equation,

dnψ1(t)

dt
+ 3H(t)nψ1(t) = −〈σv〉eff

[
nψ1(t)

2 − neq
ψ1

(t)2
]
. (3.3)

Here, H(t) denotes the Hubble rate, and nψ1 is the number density of ψ1, while neq
ψ1

is that

in equilibrium. The effective annihilation cross section 〈σv〉eff is estimated by summing

all possible annihilation modes, i.e., ψ1ψ1 → `¯̀, V V ′, `¯̀V (` = µ, ν;V, V ′ = γ, Z,W ).

However, when the DM and charged scalar masses are almost degenerate, coannihilation

processes should be taken into account for solving the Boltzmann equation. In this case,

we have [45]

(σv)eff =
1

(gψ1 + ḡϕ+
1

)2

[
g2
ψ1

(σv)ψ1ψ1 + gψ1 ḡϕ+
1

(σv)ψ1ϕ
+
1

+ ḡ2
ϕ+
1

(σv)ϕ+
1 ϕ
−
1

]
, (3.4)

with ḡϕ+
1

= gϕ+
1

(
mϕ+

1

mψ1

)3/2

e
−(m

ϕ+1
−mψ1 )/T

, (3.5)

where gψ1 = 2 and gϕ+
1

= 2 are internal degrees of freedom for ψ1 and ϕ+
1 , respectively, T

is the temperature, and (σv)XY denotes the (co)annihilation cross section whose initial

state is XY . The corresponding diagrams are shown in Fig. 2. The second term in

Eq. (3.4) is suppressed by the exponential factor in Eq. (3.5) and the third term is more

suppressed due to the squared exponential factor when mϕ+
1
� mψ1 . As mϕ+

1
decreases

and is close to mψ1 , the second term gives a non-negligible contribution to (σv)eff [46, 47].
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The resultant DM relic density is given by

Ωh2 =
mψ1nψ1(t0)

ρc
h2 , (3.6)

where ρc is the critical density of the Universe and nψ1(t0) is the today’s number density

of ψ1 obtained by solving the Boltzmann equation (3.3). To calculate the DM relic den-

sity Ωh2 including appropriate coannihilation processes, we use micrOMEGAs 5.2.13 [48,

49].

Although our DM particle ψ1 does not couple to the SM quarks and gluons, the

DM-nucleon scattering is induced by contact and non-contact type interactions. In our

model, relevant interactions for the scattering are

Leff ⊃ aψ1ψ1γ
µγ5ψ1∂

νFµν + CS,pψ1ψ1p̄p+ CS,nψ1ψ1n̄n . (3.7)

Here, p and n represent the proton and the neutron, and the effective coefficients are

estimated as

aψ1 = − e

16π2m2
ψ1

∑
i=1,2

(
|yi1L |2 + |yi1R |2

)
âψ1(xi,1, εµ) , (3.8)

CS,N = −mN

∑
q

CS,q
f

(N)
Tq

mq

= −
yeff
ψ1
mN√

2m2
hvH

∑
q

f
(N)
Tq (N = p, n) , (3.9)

where xi,1 is defined below Eq. (2.27), εµ ≡ m2
µ/m

2
ψ1

, âψ1(x, y) is the loop function for

the anapole operator, which is given by

âψ1(x, y) =
1

12

[
3

2
ln
(y
x

)
+

3x− 3y + 1

∆(x, y)1/2
tanh−1

(
∆(x, y)1/2

x+ y − 1

)]
, (3.10)

with ∆(x, y) = x2 +(y−1)2−2x(y+1), CS,q denotes the effective coupling of an operator

ψ1ψ1q̄q with the SM quark q, and f
(N)
Tq is related to the quark mass contribution to the

nucleon mass, whose value can be found in refs. [50–59]. yeff
ψ1

is the effective Yukawa

coupling of ψ1, and it can be obtained by the replacement of mψ1 ↔ mµ and yL ↔ yR

in the expression of yeff
µ given in Eq. (C.1). This effective Yukawa coupling increases

when mψ1 becomes large, because it is proportional to mψ1 like yeff
µ (see Eq. (2.26)).

The function âψ1(x, y) is enhanced when x → 1 with y 6= 0. Therefore, the limit of

mψ1 ' mϕ+
1

leads to a large contribution to the cross section from aψ1 . Note that for the

Majorana DM model, there are other contributions through the Z-penguin which lead to

effective interactions such as (ψ1γ
µγ5ψ1)(q̄γµq) and (ψ1γ

µγ5ψ1)(q̄γµγ
5q). However, these

contributions are suppressed by the lepton mass (and the DM velocity for the former
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interaction), and we neglect their effects in our analysis. Using the effective couplings in

Eq. (3.7), the differential cross section with respect to the recoil energy ER is estimated

as

dσ

dER
=

{
2mNf

2
A

πv2
+

4αZ2

v2
a2
ψ1

[
2mNv

2 − (mN +mψ1)
2

m2
ψ1

ER

]}
|FHelm(ER)|2

+
8m2

Nµ
2
A

πv2
ERa

2
ψ1

JA + 1

3JA
|Fspin(ER)|2 , (3.11)

where v is the DM velocity, α is the fine structure constant, fA = ZCS,p+(A−Z)CS,n with

an atomic number Z and a mass number A, and mN , µA and JA are the mass, magnetic

moment and spin of the nucleus, respectively. FHelm(ER) and Fspin(ER) denote form

factors found in refs. [60, 61]. It can be seen from Eq. (3.11) that the anapole contribution

is suppressed by the DM velocity v or the recoil energy ER. On the other hand, there is

no suppression for contributions from the contact-type interactions. It is notable that

in our model, CS,N in fA is enhanced by yeff
ψ1

due to the absence of the tree-level muon

Yukawa coupling. Recently, the LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) experiment has reported their first

results for spin-independent (SI) and spin-dependent (SD) DM-nucleon scattering cross

sections [62]. The upper limit on the SI cross section has been improved, compared with

previous results from the XENON1T [63, 64] and PandaX-4T [65, 66] experiments. The

corresponding cross sections in our model are given by [50, 67, 68]

σscalar
SI =

4µ2
N

π

|yeff
ψ1
|2

2m4
h

m2
N

v2
H

(∑
q

f
(N)
Tq

)2

, (3.12)

σanapole
SI = 8α|aψ1|2µ2

Nv
2 . (3.13)

Here, µN is the reduced mass for mψ1 and the nucleon mass ' 0.939 GeV.

4 Numerical analysis

In this section, we first summarize the independent parameters in our model. Then, the

parameter space that gives the correct DM relic density and explains the muon g − 2

anomaly is identified and the size of the muon EDM is indicated in that region as well

as more general parameter regions. We take account of muon coupling constraints pre-

sented in section 2.3 and also discuss constraints from DM direct and indirect detection

experiments as well as collider searches.
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4.1 Independent parameters

The Lagrangian of our model contains 18 parameters,

yφ, yη, |mD|, |mLL|, |mRR|, θphys,

m2
H ,m

2
φ,m

2
η, a, λH , λφ, λη, λHφ, λHη, λφη, λ

′
Hφ, λ

′′
Hφ .

(4.1)

Note that some of them are irrelevant to our analysis on the calculation of the muon

g − 2, the muon EDM, the radiative mass, and the effective Yukawa coupling of the

muon. The Higgs mass-squared parameter m2
H is fixed by the minimization condition

in Eq. (2.5), and λH should be determined so that the SM Higgs mass, mh = 125.25

GeV, is correctly reproduced. The quartic couplings λφ, λη and λφη are irrelevant to

the mass spectrum of exotic particles, although these values should be consistent with

perturbative unitarity bounds (commented below) and also chosen to avoid an unstable

minimum of the scalar potential. Moreover, yφyη can be fixed by using Eq. (2.25), but

we need to check that values of the couplings do not exceed
√

4π. As a result, the

relevant (and independent) input parameters for the analysis can be read as

yφ, |mD|, |mLL|, |mRR|, θphys,m
2
φ,m

2
η, a, λHφ, λ

′
Hφ, λ

′′
Hφ, λHη . (4.2)

Note that λ′Hφ and λ′′Hφ are relevant only to the masses of heavy neutral scalars, m2
σφ

and m2
aφ

(see Eq. (2.17)), and irrelevant to our following analysis as long as the DM

candidate of the model is ψ1. Furthermore, we discuss our results by using M2
φ and M2

η

instead of m2
φ,m

2
η, λHφ and λHη (see below Eq. (2.17)).

We here comment on perturbative unitarity bounds [69, 70], which are related to

2 → 2 scattering processes of scalar particles. At the tree level, it is clear that quartic

couplings are related to their amplitudes. In addition, trilinear couplings also contribute

to them through s-, t- and u-channel processes if scalar particles are not so heavy.

There are studies on the bounds, e.g., for models extended by singlet scalars [71–73]

and doublet scalars [74–80]. Since our model is a hybrid extension with one singlet and

one doublet scalars, there are lots of scattering processes like hh→ σφσφ, hσφ → ϕ+
i ϕ
−
j

and ϕ+
i ϕ
−
j → aφaφ. To obtain perturbative unitarity bounds in our model, we use

the SARAH/SPheno framework [81–87]. The details of the calculation for general scalar

couplings can be found in ref. [88].
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Figure 3: The predictions of (g−2)µ and the muon EDM dµ in terms ofmψ1 andmϕ+
1

. We fix the model

parameters as follows: yφ = 1.2, mD = 700 GeV, mRR = 1000 GeV, θphys = 1.0, M2
φ = (1000 GeV)2,

a = 900 GeV. mLL and M2
η are changed as 320 GeV ≤ mLL ≤ 1200 GeV and (540 GeV)2 ≤ M2

η ≤
(1000 GeV)2, respectively. Green and yellow shaded regions denote 1σ and 2σ bands for (g − 2)µ, and

black lines correspond to contours for dµ in 10−23 e cm unit. The future prospects of the Fermilab Muon

g − 2 [8] and J-PARC Muon g − 2/EDM [9] experiments are shown as the orange shaded region. The

red band is the correct DM relic density, Ωh2 = 0.120± 0.001, and contours for Ωh2 = 0.5 and 1.0 are

shown in blue and turquoise lines, respectively. The dot-dashed magenta lines correspond to κµ = 0.996

and 1.004. The dashed gray line gives mψ1
= mϕ+

1
.

4.2 Results

Fig. 3 shows the predictions of (g − 2)µ and the muon EDM dµ in our model. Here, we

fix the relevant parameters as 5

yφ = 1.2, M2
φ = (1000 GeV)2, a = 900 GeV,

mD = 700 GeV, mRR = 1000 GeV, θphys = 1.0,
(4.3)

5If we change mRR instead of mLL and set mLL = 1000 GeV, the prediction for dµ is totally the

same as that of Fig. 3, because the mass eigenvalues of ψ1,2 and the mixing angle α are symmetric

under mLL ↔ mRR. Although tan τ changes its sign, it is irrelevant to the absolute value of dµ.
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and change mLL and M2
η as 320 GeV ≤ mLL ≤ 1200 GeV and (540 GeV)2 ≤ M2

η ≤
(1000 GeV)2, respectively. For this parameter choice, the lightest particle among X-odd

particles is either ψ1 or ϕ+
1 . The other parameters which are not shown in Eq. (4.2),

i.e. scalar quartic couplings, does not affect the analysis here and are taken to be

moderate values to satisfy perturbative unitarity bounds. Note that when the scalar

trilinear coupling a becomes large, some of the quartic couplings should be O(1) to

avoid the instability of the vacuum to give the correct electroweak symmetry breaking.

We numerically check that the SM vacuum is stable when all of quartic couplings are

within the range of 0.2-0.5 with the parameter choice shown above. These values of

quartic couplings also satisfy perturbative unitarity bounds, which is checked by the

SARAH/SPheno framework. In addition, since we have an additional SU(2)L doublet

scalar, there is a new contribution to the T -parameter [89, 90]. We have calculated the

contribution by following refs. [91, 92] and found that our parameter choice leads to

∆T ∼ 0.002, which satisfies the current constraint [93].

The current discrepancy of (g − 2)µ is [1–4]

∆aµ = (2.51± 0.59)× 10−9 , (4.4)

whose 1σ and 2σ bands are shown as green and yellow shaded regions in Fig. 3. Note

that a lighter mψ1 predicts a larger ∆aµ due to its dependence, ∆aµ ∼ 1/m2
ψ1

. In

the figure, black lines correspond to contours for dµ in 10−23 e cm unit. The future

prospect of the muon EDM, which is reported as O(10−21) e cm at the Fermilab Muon

g− 2 experiment [8] and the J-PARC Muon g− 2/EDM experiment [9], is shown as the

orange shaded region. The red band shows the parameter space where the correct DM

relic density, Ωh2 = 0.120±0.001 [94], is obtained. Outside of this band, the relic density

changes rapidly, as one can see from the blue and turquoise contours which correspond

to Ωh2 = 0.5 and 1.0, respectively. Note that in the whole parameter space of Fig. 3,

a new physics contribution to the ratio between the decay widths of Z → e+e− and

Z → µ+µ− in Eq. (2.49) is sufficiently small, and we obtain |δµµ| . 4 × 10−4 which is

consistent with the current data (2.47).

For the case of mψ1 > mϕ+
1

(the region below the dashed gray line), the ψ1 → ϕ±1 +µ∓

decay occurs at the tree level, and therefore, ψ1 cannot be a DM candidate 6. Without

any interaction to break the exotic number symmetry X, ϕ+
1 is a stable exotic particle,

which may be cosmologically dangerous. However, we can consider, for example, an

interaction with the right-handed electron, LµLφ
†eR, to make ϕ+

1 decay into νµ + e+ 7.

6Since mψ1
< mσφ,aφ in the current input parameters (see Eqs. (2.17) and (4.3)), the DM cannot

decay into νµ + σφ, νµ + aφ in the plotted region of Fig. 3.
7This lepton flavor violating (LFV) interaction does not induce LFV processes such as µ → eγ
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Interestingly, the parameter region predicts a large dµ due to a small value of mϕ+
1

and

may be also explored by Higgs coupling measurements at future collider experiments.

Ref. [100] summarizes future sensitivities for the measurements of the SM Higgs cou-

plings. In particular, the Future Circular Collider (FCC) may be able to measure κµ

with relative precision of ∼ 0.4% whose contours are shown as dot-dashed magenta lines

in Fig. 3 8.

In the whole parameter region shown in the figure, the muon EDM is predicted to

be larger than the future sensitivity of the PSI muEDM experiment, 6× 10−23 e cm [10–

12]. The 2σ discrepancy of (g − 2)µ can be explained for 560 GeV < mψ1 < 780 GeV,

while only the region of mψ1 ' mϕ+
1

is favored for the correct DM relic density. With the

current parameter choice, the coannihilation process plays an important role in obtaining

the correct relic density.

For mψ1 ' 850-860 GeV, the DM sector contribution to the muon EDM accidentally

disappears. This behavior can be understood as follows. In this region, mLL ' 1000

GeV which means mLL ' mRR for our current setup. Eq. (2.12) tells us that θphys = 0

or |mLL| = |mRR| can lead to tan τ = 0, which makes yiaL and yiaR real. Therefore, there

is no contribution to the muon EDM for |mLL| = |mRR|, even when the physical phase

has a non-zero value, θphys 6= 0.

We now comment on constraints from DM searches at colliders and DM direct and

indirect detection experiments.

1. Collider searches

At the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), we expect a pair production of exotic charged

scalars ϕ1 decaying into muons and DM fermions:

pp→ ϕ1ϕ1 → µµ+ ψ1ψ1 , (4.5)

whose signal is two muons plus a large missing energy. The signal is similar to that

of a pair production of sleptons decaying into leptons and a missing energy. Then,

the ATLAS [101, 102] and CMS [103] experiments put a lower bound on the DM

mass. However, it is less than 500 GeV [101], which is outside the plot range of

Fig. 3. Ref. [104] has performed the numerical analysis to obtain a bound on the

DM mass for the similar model, and it was found to be 200-300 GeV, depending

on the size of the mixing angle sθ in Eq. (2.18) and the mass of ϕ+
1 . Ref. [102] has

because of the muon number symmetry Lµ. However, the interaction with a sizable coupling may be

constrained by the muonium-antimuonium oscillation [95–99] although we do not need a large coupling

for our purpose.
8Here, we just assume that the central value of κµ is 1 at future collider experiments.

19



investigated the case with mψ1 ∼ mϕ+
1

and put a lower bound on mϕ+
1

less than

250 GeV for mϕ+
1
−mψ1 = O(10) GeV.

2. Indirect detection

As mentioned in Sec. 3, the annihilation cross section of our DM ψ1 is domi-

nated by ψ1ψ1 → µµ̄. For the parameter region in Fig. 3, we obtain the predic-

tion of 〈σv〉µµ̄ ' O(10−27)-O(10−28) cm3/s. Ref. [105] has studied a constraint

on the annihilation cross section of a Majorana DM, whose annihilation modes

are ψ1ψ1 → `¯̀γ and ψ1ψ1 → γγ. The combination of the thermally averaged

cross sections, 〈σv〉µµ̄γ + 2〈σv〉γγ, is constrained to be less than 10−26-10−27 cm3/s,

depending on the DM mass. The cross sections of these annihilation processes,

however, are several orders of magnitude smaller than that of 〈σv〉µµ̄ in our model,

and therefore, ref. [105] does not put a constraint on the parameter region shown

in Fig. 3. It is notable that due to the gauge invariance, we should consider the

ψ1ψ1 → `¯̀γ process together with the ψ1ψ1 → `¯̀Z process. Such processes may be

able to be explored by the PAMELA anti-proton search [106], and there are studies

for Majorana DM models [107, 108], although they indicate that it is difficult to

observe a Majorana DM at current and future telescopes.

3. Direct detection

Our Majorana DM scattering with the nucleon is induced by interactions presented

in Eq. (3.7). For the current parameter set, we obtain the SI DM-nucleon scattering

cross section of O(10−47-10−50) cm2. This is smaller than the current limit from

the LZ experiment [62], which is (1.5-2.4) × 10−46 cm2 for the DM mass range in

Fig. 3. The LZ experiment [62] also put constraints on the SD DM-proton and

DM-neutron scattering cross sections, but both are weaker than that of the SI

cross section, and therefore, no region of the parameter space is excluded by direct

detection experiments. With the future sensitivity of the LZ experiment, the upper

limit on the SI cross section will be improved by one order of magnitude [109, 110],

which is still not sufficient to explore our parameter space. By the future sensitivity

of PandaX-4T with 5.6 tonne·year exposure [111], we may be able to explore the

parameter space in Fig. 3. Their current limit on the SI DM-nucleon scattering

cross section [65] can be read as (2.6-4.2) × 10−46 cm2 for the DM mass range of

550 GeV ≤ mψ1 ≤ 860 GeV, and hence, if the future limit is improved by a few

orders of magnitude, a heavy DM mass region with mψ1 ' mϕ+
1

will be explored

at the PandaX-4T experiment.

Finally, let us discuss how our new physics contributions to ∆aµ and dµ depend
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on input parameter choices. First of all, a different choice of θphys can change our

predictions for ∆aµ and dµ shown in Fig. 3. It is expected that dµ is maximized by

choosing θphys ∼ π/4, because θphys → 0 or θphys → π/2 leads to dµ ≈ 0. On the other

hand, the contribution to ∆aµ does not have such a clear dependence on θphys. Actually,

both observables strongly depend on the input parameter set of (mD,mLL,mRR, θphys).

For example, if (mD,mLL,mRR) = (700 GeV, 200 GeV, 1000 GeV) are chosen, ∆aµ < 0

for 0 < θphys . 0.42 and the 2σ deviation can be explained for π/6 < θphys < π/4,

and dµ is maximized around θphys ' π/6. Instead, if we choose (mD,mLL,mRR) =

(500 GeV, 990 GeV, 1000 GeV), ∆aµ < 0 is predicted in almost all range of θphys and the

2σ deviation can be explained only around θphys ' 1.45, and the peak of dµ appears

at θphys ' 1.35. In any case, our prediction of the muon EDM is dµ > O(10−22) e cm.

These observables also depend on the values of M2
φ,M

2
η . As one can see in Fig. 3, the

predictions of ∆aµ and dµ become small as mϕ+
1

increases. In contrast, a large a enhances

the contributions by a few %. This is because a is related to the difference between m2
ϕ+
1

and m2
ϕ+
2

(see Eqs. (2.19) and (2.20)), and hence, a larger a leads to a slightly smaller

m2
ϕ+
1

.

5 Conclusion

In the present paper, we have investigated a prediction for the muon EDM obtained

in a model of DM. As shown in Table 1, the radiative stability approach has a clear

advantage to enhance the muon EDM, and we focused on a model in which the muon

mass is generated radiatively. With appropriate discrete symmetries, exotic particles, ψ,

φ and η, have couplings to the muon (and also to the SM Higgs doublet). In this model,

one of the complex phases in the couplings cannot be removed by any field redefinition

and provides a physical CP phase, which leads to a new contribution to the muon EDM.

ψL,R are singlet under the SM gauge groups and the lightest mode gives a candidate of

the Majorana fermion DM.

We found that even when the DM mass is heavier than the current collider bound,

mψ1 > 500 GeV, the model predicts a muon EDM larger than 10−22 e cm which can be

tested at the PSI muEDM experiment. In the parameter space where the discrepancy

of the muon g− 2 and the correct DM relic density are explained at the same time, the

model predicts dµ ' (4-5) × 10−22 e cm. For the case of mψ1 > mϕ+
1

, the muon EDM

can be even larger, dµ ' (7-8) × 10−22 e cm, due to a small value of mϕ+
1

, although ψ1

does not give a DM candidate. Furthermore, once we forget a new physics explanation

for the muon g − 2 discrepancy as well as the DM relic density, the muon EDM can be
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larger than the future sensitivities of the ongoing Fermilab Muon g − 2 and projected

J-PARC Muon g − 2/EDM experiments.

One of the most promising approaches to probe our DM model is a future muon

collider (see e.g. ref. [112] and references therein) because a muon collider is expected to

have a new particle mass reach higher than that of the LHC and also our DM fermion

directly couples to the muon. It would be interesting to explore the phenomenology of

our DM model to generate the radiative muon mass, the muon g−2 and the muon EDM

at a muon collider, which is left for future study.
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A Neutrino sector

A.1 A scalar triplet extension

In our model, due to the muon number symmetry, we need a further extension for

obtaining the correct neutrino mixing angles. One of the simplest way to reproduce

them is to introduce a scalar triplet, as discussed in appendix A of ref. [113]. At first,

we can write down dimension-five operators which are related to lepton doublets as

− cabHH
MHH

(
LaLH̃

)(
H̃T (LcL)b

)
+ h.c. , (A.1)

where H̃ = iσ2H
∗, and a, b = e, µ, τ are indices for lepton species. Note that the exotic

number symmetry forbids terms of
(
LaLH̃

)(
φ̃T (LcL)b

)
and

(
LaLφ̃

)(
H̃T (LcL)b

)
, and the

term of
(
LaLφ̃

)(
φ̃T (LcL)b

)
is irrelevant to the discussion on the neutrino mixing angles,

because φ does not acquire a nonzero VEV. The coefficient cHH is a 3 × 3 matrix, but

symmetries of the model makes it have the form,

cHH =


ceeHH 0 ceτHH

0 cµµHH 0

cτeHH 0 cττHH

 . (A.2)

Therefore, the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix obtained from our

model cannot be consistent with the experimental result at this stage. However, once
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we introduce a SU(2)L triplet scalar ∆ to the model, which has the U(1)Y charge of −1

and odd muon number, we can write additional terms of

−cab∆L
a
L∆(LcL)b , c∆ =


0 ceµ∆ 0

cµe∆ 0 cµτ∆

0 cτµ∆ 0

 . (A.3)

When ∆ acquires a nonzero VEV, v∆ 6= 0, we can reproduce all elements for the neutrino

mass matrix as

mν =


(mν)

ee (mν)
eµ (mν)

eτ

(mν)
µe (mν)

µµ (mν)
µτ

(mν)
τe (mν)

τµ (mν)
ττ

 . (A.4)

Here, each (mν)
ab is estimated by

(mν)
ab =


cabHH

2

v2
H

MHH

for (a, b) = (e, e), (e, τ), (µ, µ), (τ, e), (τ, τ)

cab∆v∆ for (a, b) = (e, µ), (µ, e), (µ, τ), (τ, µ)

. (A.5)

Then, if v∆ is O(v2
H/MHH) with cabHH ∼ cab∆ , all elements of Eq. (A.4) have the similar

order, and hence, the large mixing angles for the PMNS matrix can be obtained. For the

neutrino masses of O(eV), the mass scale for MHH is required to be O(1013−14) GeV.

A.2 Right-handed neutrinos

Another possibility to reproduce the correct PMNS matrix is to introduce three gener-

ations of the right-handed neutrinos (RHNs), denoted as N e,µ,τ
R . Similar to the charged

lepton sector, only Nµ
R is odd under the muon number Lµ, and we have additional Dirac

Yukawa couplings and Majorana mass terms for neutrinos as (`(′) = e, τ)

LN = −y``′ν L`LH̃N
`′

R − yµµν LµLH̃N
µ
R −m

``′

N N
` c
R N

`′

R −m
µµ
N N

µ c
R Nµ

R −m
`µ
NN

` c
R N

µ
R + h.c. ,

(A.6)

where the last term breaks the Lµ symmetry softly, which is required for the correct

neutrino mixing angles. This can be understood diagrammatically, as shown in Fig. 4.

In addition to this diagram, the mixing between νeL and ντL is also induced by the same

23



νµL νe,τL

〈H〉 〈H〉

×
Nµ
R N e,τ

R

Figure 4: A Feynman diagram for the neutrino mixing between νµL and νe,τL where “×” indicates the

soft breaking mixing between Nµ
R and Ne,τ

R .

eR LµL

H

H

LeL ναR

Figure 5: One-loop contributions to off-diagonal elements of Yukawa couplings of charged leptons.

Here, ναR is the mass eigenstate of RHNs.

diagram with changing µ→ e or τ . The mass matrix of νe,µ,τL can be obtained as

mνL = −v
2
H

2


yeeν 0 yeτν

0 yµµν 0

yτeν 0 yττν



mee
N meµ

N meτ
N

mµe
N mµµ

N mµτ
N

mτe
N mτµ

N mττ
N


−1

yeeν 0 yτeν

0 yµµν 0

yeτν 0 yττν

 . (A.7)

Therefore, if the mass scales of m``′
N are similar with each other, we can obtain a full

3× 3 matrix for light neutrino states, which can be consistent with experimental results

on the PMNS matrix. Similar to the previous method, the mass scale of m``′
N is required

to be O(1013−14) GeV for the neutrino masses of O(eV) if y``
′

ν ∼ O(1).

A.3 Comment on LFV

For the second example, however, we have LFV processes due to the soft Lµ breaking

terms. To see this, we focus on the first two generations of leptons, namely, the electron-

muon system. From Eq. (A.6) and the SM Yukawa interactions for the electron, we have

one-loop contributions to off-diagonal elements of Yukawa couplings of charged leptons,

as shown in Fig. 5. Due to the soft Lµ breaking, the mass eigenstate ναR can be written
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by one mixing angle θN asν1
R

ν2
R

 =

 cos θN sin θN

− sin θN cos θN

N e
R

Nµ
R

 . (A.8)

After integrating out the RHNs, we obtain the off-diagonal element,

Leff ⊃ −δyµeLµLHeR + h.c. , (A.9)

where δyµe is obtained by Fig. 5 and roughly estimated as

δyµe '
ye

16π2
yeeν y

µµ
ν sin θN cos θN ln

M2
ν1R

M2
ν2R

, (A.10)

with ye being the SM Yukawa coupling of the term LeLHeR. This off-diagonal element

can be removed by field redefinition of left-handed lepton doublets,

`eL = LeL cos θeµ + LµL sin θeµ , `
µ
L = −LeL sin θeµ + LµL cos θeµ , (A.11)

which lead to an electron coupling with exotic particles,

yφL
µ
Lφ
†ψR → yeφ`

e
Lφ
†ψR + yµφ`

µ
Lφ
†ψR , (A.12)

where we define yeφ ≡ yφ sin θeµ and yµφ ≡ yφ cos θeµ. Then, we have a one-loop contribu-

tion to µ → eγ by replacing µL → eL in the diagram (b) of Fig. 1. Its branching ratio

can be calculated as [114]

BR(µ→ eγ) =
3(4π)3α

2G2
Fm

2
µ

(
|Ceµ

T |
2 + |Ceµ

T ′ |
2
)

BR(µ→ eνµν̄e) , (A.13)

where GF is the Fermi constant, BR(µ → eνµν̄e) ≈ 1, and Ceµ
T and Ceµ

T ′ are coefficients

of dipole operators, whose definitions are

LLFV ⊃ −
e

2
Ceµ
T

(
ēσαβµ

)
Fαβ −

e

2
Ceµ
T ′

(
ēiσαβγ5µ

)
Fαβ . (A.14)

From Eqs. (2.28), (2.33) and (2.34), leading contributions to Ceµ
T and Ceµ

T ′ can be easily

estimated by replacing yiaL → yiaL sin θeµ. Similar to this replacement, our predictions of

aµ and dµ in Eqs. (2.31) and (2.32) are changed as

aµ = 2mµ (CT (0) cos θµ + CT ′(0) sin θµ) cos θeµ , (A.15)

dµ = e (CT ′(0) cos θµ − CT (0) sin θµ) cos θeµ . (A.16)
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From these facts, we have the following relation between Ceµ
T , Ceµ

T ′ and aµ, dµ as

|Ceµ
T |

2 + |Ceµ
T ′ |

2 =
(∣∣CT (0)cθµ/2 + CT ′(0)sθµ/2

∣∣2 +
∣∣CT ′(0)cθµ/2 − CT (0)sθµ/2

∣∣2) sin2 θeµ

=
(
|CT (0)|2 + |CT ′(0)|2

)
sin2 θeµ

=

(∣∣∣∣ aµ2mµ

∣∣∣∣2 +

∣∣∣∣dµe
∣∣∣∣2
)

tan2 θeµ , (A.17)

and hence, the branching ratio in Eq. (A.13) can be expressed by aµ and dµ as

BR(µ→ eγ) =
3(4π)3α

2G2
Fm

2
µ

(∣∣∣∣ aµ2mµ

∣∣∣∣2 +

∣∣∣∣dµe
∣∣∣∣2
)

tan2 θeµ . (A.18)

By assuming aµ = 2.51× 10−9 and dµ = 4.5× 10−22 e cm as we found in our model, the

upper limit on tan θeµ can be obtained as

tan θeµ . 6.7× 10−6 , (A.19)

where we have used the current upper bound on the branching ratio, BR(µ → eγ) <

4.2 × 10−13 [115]. Then, the mixing angle in Eq. (A.11) should be tiny, which means

a small off-diagonal element compared to ye, δyµe � ye. To realize the constraint in

Eq. (A.19), we roughly need δyµe/ye ∼ 6 × 10−6. Assuming ln(M2
ν1R
/M2

ν2R
) ∼ O(1) and

sin θN ∼ cos θN ∼ 1/
√

2 due to the similar order for all m``′
N to obtain large mixing

angles for neutrinos, we obtain yeeν y
µµ
ν ∼ 2×10−3, and the scale of RHNs will be O(1010)

GeV for the light neutrino masses of O(eV).

B Loop integrals

In the appendix, we summarize loop integrals relevant to our analysis. Note that we use

dimensional regularization, and ∆ε ≡ 2
ε
− γE + ln 4π with the Euler constant γE and

ε = 4−D diverges when D → 4.

– Self-energy integral –

B0(p2,m2
0,m

2
1) = ∆ε −

∫ 1

0

dx ln

[
−x(1− x)p2 + xm2

1 + (1− x)m2
0

µ2

]
. (B.1)

When p2 = 0 and m2
0 = m2

1 ≡ m2, we can obtain the following simple form:

B0(0,m2,m2) = ∆ε − ln
m2

µ2
. (B.2)

Note that B0 has a divergent part which should be cancelled for physical predic-

tions.
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– Triangle integrals –

C0(p2
1, p

2
12, p

2
2,m

2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) = −

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ 1−x1

0

dx2
1

C3

, (B.3)

C1(p2
1, p

2
12, p

2
2,m

2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) =

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ 1−x1

0

dx2
x1

C3

, (B.4)

Cij(p
2
1, p

2
12, p

2
2,m

2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) = −

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ 1−x1

0

dx2
xixj
C3

, (B.5)

where C3 = x1(x1− 1)p2
1 +x2(x2− 1)p2

2 +x1x2(p2
1 + p2

2− p2
12) +x1m

2
1 +x2m

2
2 + (1−

x1 − x2)m2
0 with p2

12 = (p1 − p2)2. When all of p2
1, p2

2 and p2
12 are 0, these integrals

are simplified as follows. First, the C0 function is (here we use ri ≡ m2
i /m

2
0):

C0(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) =

1

m2
0

r1 ln r1 − r1r2 ln r1 − r2 ln r2 + r1r2 ln r2

(1− r1)(1− r2)(r1 − r2)
, (B.6)

C0(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
1) =

1

m2
0

1− r1 + ln r1

(1− r1)2
, (B.7)

C0(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
0,m

2
0) = − 1

2m2
0

. (B.8)

Note that C0(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) is symmetric under exchanging two of m2

i , e.g.,

C0(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) = C0(0, 0, 0,m2

1,m
2
0,m

2
2) = C0(0, 0, 0,m2

0,m
2
2,m

2
1).

Second, the C1 function is simplified as

C1(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) = − 1

2m2
0

[
r1

(1− r1)(r1 − r2)
+
r1(r1 − 2r2 + r1r2)

(1− r1)2(r1 − r2)2
ln r1

+
r2

2

(1− r2)(r1 − r2)2
ln r2

]
, (B.9)

C1(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
1) = − 1

4m2
0

r2
1 − 4r1 + 3 + 2 ln r1

(1− r1)3
, (B.10)

C1(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
0,m

2
0) =

1

6m2
0

. (B.11)

Note that there is a symmetric property only form2
0 ↔ m2

2, C1(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) =

C1(0, 0, 0,m2
2,m

2
1,m

2
0).

Third, the C11 function is

C11(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) = − 1

3m2
0

[
r1(r2

1 − 3r1 + 5r2 − 3r1r2)

2(1− r1)2(r1 − r2)2

− r1(r2
1r

2
2 + r2

1r2 + r2
1 − 3r1r

2
2 − 3r1r2 + 3r2

2)

(1− r1)3(r1 − r2)3
ln r1
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+
r3

2

(1− r2)(r1 − r2)3
ln r2

]
, (B.12)

C11(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
1) = − 1

18m2
0

2r3
1 − 9r2

1 + 18r1 − 11− 6 ln r1

(1− r1)4
, (B.13)

C11(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
0,m

2
0) = − 1

12m2
0

. (B.14)

Finally, the C12 function is

C12(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
2) = − 1

6m2
0

[
r2

1r2 − r2
1 + r1r

2
2 − r2

2

(1− r1)(1− r2)(r1 − r2)2

− r2
1(2r1r2 + r1 − 3r2)

(1− r1)2(r1 − r2)3
ln r1

+
r2

2(2r1r2 − 3r1 + r2)

(1− r2)2(r1 − r2)3
ln r2

]
, (B.15)

C12(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
1,m

2
1) = − 1

36m2
0

2r3
1 − 9r2

1 + 18r1 − 11− 6 ln r1

(1− r1)4
, (B.16)

C12(0, 0, 0,m2
0,m

2
0,m

2
0) = − 1

24m2
0

. (B.17)

C Full forms for yeff
µ , CT and CT ′

We here present full expressions for yeff
µ , CT and CT ′ at the one-loop order. In their cal-

culations, FeynCalc [116–118] is used, and to deal with γ5 in dimensional regularization,

we adopt the ’t Hooft-Veltman-Breitenlohner-Maison (BMHV) prescription [119, 120].

The results are

yeff
µ (p2

h0) =
∑
i,j,a

{
−y

ia
L y

ja
R Aij

16π2
mψaC0(m2

µ,m
2
µ, p

2
h0 ,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
j

)

+
Aij

16π2
mrad
µ

[
yia ∗R yjaR C1(m2

µ, p
2
h0 ,m

2
µ,m

2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ϕ+
j

)

+yiaL y
ja ∗
L C2(m2

µ, p
2
h0 ,m

2
µ,m

2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ϕ+
j

)
]}

, (C.1)

CT (q2) =
∑
i,a

{
Re[yiaL y

ia
R ]

16π2
mψa

[
QS

(
C0(q2,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) + 2C1(q2,m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i

)
)

− 2YψC1(q2,m2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa)
]

− |y
ia
L |

2
+ |yiaR |

2

16π2
Re[mrad

µ ]
[
QSCsub(q2,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

)
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+ YψCsub(q2,m2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa)
]}

, (C.2)

CT ′(q
2) =

∑
i,a

{
Im[yiaL y

ia
R ]

16π2
mψa

[
QS

(
C0(q2,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) + 2C1(q2,m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i

)
)

− 2YψC1(q2,m2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa)
]

− |y
ia
L |

2
+ |yiaR |

2

16π2
Im[mrad

µ ]
[
QSCsub(q2,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

)

+ YψCsub(q2,m2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa)
]}

, (C.3)

where QS = 1 + Yψ, and we have defined

C0(q2,m2
ψa ,m

2
ϕ+
i

) ≡ C0(m2
µ,m

2
µ, q

2,m2
ϕ+
i
,m2

ψa ,m
2
ϕ+
i

) , (C.4)

CN(q2,m2
A,m

2
B) ≡ CN(m2

µ, q
2,m2

µ,m
2
A,m

2
B,m

2
B) (N = 1, 11, 12) , (C.5)

and for sub-leading contributions, we have also defined

Csub(q2,m2
A,m

2
B) ≡ C1(q2,m2

A,m
2
B) + C11(q2,m2

A,m
2
B) + C12(q2,m2

A,m
2
B) . (C.6)
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[28] I. Doršner, S. Fajfer, A. Greljo, J. F. Kamenik, and N. Košnik, “Physics of
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