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ABSTRACT: We correct the mistakes in the original version of the paper and recalculate
the relevant bounds on the Z’-mediated DM. The mistakes of the published version have
to do with the calculation of the annihilation cross sections. In particular in this erratum

we properly take into account:

o the effects of the Z exchange due to the mixing that are parametrically not smaller

than the effects of the Z’ exchange;
e the complex mass scheme that changes the behavior on the resonances.
This changes the dominant annihilation channels, in particular suppressing the Zh channel.

The bounds that we derive change appropriately.

ARX1v EPRINT: 1605.06513

OPEN AccCESss, (© The Authors. ) .
Article funded by SCOAP?. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)127


mailto:thomas.jacques@sissa.it
mailto:andrey.katz@cern.ch
mailto:enrico.morgante@unige.ch
mailto:davide.racco@unige.ch
mailto:mohamed.rameez@unige.ch
mailto:antonio.riotto@unige.ch
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2016)071
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06513
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)127

Contents
1 Annihilation cross section and non-relativistic scattering 1

2 Results 2

1 Annihilation cross section and non-relativistic scattering

As we have emphasized in the original paper, if the DM interactions with the SM are
mediated by an anomaly free Z’, the Z’ necessarily mixes with the SM Z, inducing therefore
tree level annihilations of DM into EW gauge bosons (including the Higgs) as well as SM
fermions. There we calculated these interactions both at tree and one loop level, assuming
that the dominant effect was coming from the Z’ exchange. However, due to the above-
mentioned mixing between the Z and the Z’, one should also take into account both the
contributions of Z and Z’. Although the former has a suppressed coupling to the DM,
since it is much lighter than the Z’ and its coupling to the gauge bosons are unsuppressed,
it is expected to be of the same order of magnitude as the contributions of the Z’ [1].
Explicitly the relevant vertices that involve the neutral gauge bosons Z and Z’ are:

Z'xx = 2igz 'y’

Zxx — 2i(—sin) gz g7’
Z'ff — igZ/’y“(c‘Z/:f + citfyg’)
Zff = igzy* (s + 4 7°)
Z'Zh — iggz cos Omynt”
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ZZh — igzmgnt’ .

Hereafter we use the fact that mz < my and keep only the terms up to order O(mz/my)?.
2

In this approximation cosy &~ 1 and siny =~ — cos 9% ::2z , so that the mixing angle ¥ is
z!

proportional to the ratio of the neutral gauge bosons squared masses.

When we take into account all the diagrams of the same order in O(mz/mz)? we
find important cancellations between the SM Z and Z’ contributions. In particular, we
find that for a DM axially coupled to the Z’ there are no s-wave annihilation channels.!
The would-be s-wave contribution of the Z’ precisely cancels out against the analogous
contribution of the SM Z. More importantly, we need to sum the contribution of the Z
and the Z’ in order to see that the process yx — Zh vanishes at O(E?), such that
unitarity is not violated.

1 This statement is true at any order of mz/mz: for the fermion channels up to the helicity suppression,
and holds at least at one loop level and at first order in m%/m%, for the boson channels.



Due to these effects we find that, contrary to the claim that we make in the original pa-
per, tt and Zh are generically not the dominant annihilation channels both in the Galactic
Center and in the Sun. Instead the annihilation Branching Ratios are dominated by light
SM fermions, posing in this sense an additional challenge to the neutrino telescopes and
indirect detection experiments. Moreover, the total annihilation rate is suppressed. Among
the channels that contribute to the hard neutrino signal observable at IceCube, we find
that the bound is driven by comparable contributions of v;7;, 7777, u*u~, and a smaller
contribution of t¢. We show the relevant branching ratios in figure 5, which supersedes the
plots on figure 6 in the original text.

We also include the Z-exchange diagrams in our calculations of the NR scattering.
The effect on the DD is mild, but it is appreciable on the DM Solar Capture. In particular
we find that the NR scattering operator Oy vanishes at the leading order, and therefore the
DM scattering with nucleons is controlled by Og and Og, which are velocity and momentum
suppressed, respectively. This changes the prospects for neutrino telescopes. In particular,
we find that due to these suppressions the amount of the DM captured by the Sun is
not yet in equilibrium, except for the resonance DM masses. We plot the ratio between
the equilibrium time and the Sun lifetime on figure 6. Later, whenever the DM is out of
equilibrium we rescale the Ice Cube bound by the factor tanh?(te /Teq)-

Another important point that we properly take into account in our revised calculation
is the complex mass scheme, that removes unphysical effects near the resonances. The
correct application of the mass scheme requires the replacement of all the m? factors by
m? —imI, both in the propagator and the mixing angles [2]. In particular, near the Z and
the Z’ resonances the propagators and the mixing angle have the following structure:

—i v p%”) —i ( ,w p'p” )
77# —_ — - — - s 1.7
p? —my ( my, p? — (m%y —imzTz) (m% —imzlz) .7

—1 MV _ LoV
2_ 2 2 } 2 _ (m2 — imo Lo 2 —imgyTy))
P —ms, my, p? — (m3, —imyTy) (m7 —img Ly

(1.8)

2 2 _ .
7 m 7 my —imgly
swz—cosé’g— 2Z — Swz—coseg 22—
9z my, 9z mi, —imglz

(1.9)

Note that after applying this scheme the BRs near the my resonance are smooth (cf.
figure 5), in agreement with similar results obtained in [3].

We also notice, that we have found a bug in our calculation of the maximal allowed
couplings gz as a function of the angle #. We show the correct results on figure 1 that
supersedes the plot on figure 1 in the original text.

2 Results

After fixing these errors we have replotted all the figures, since all of them are affected by
the above mentioned changes in the calculations, albeit some of these corrections are truly
minor. Hereafter in figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 7 we bring all the redone plots and indicate
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Figure 1. (Replaces figure 1 of the original paper.) Contours on the maximal allowed gz as
functions of myz: and 6 for K-factors of 1 and 1.3 (to account for non-perturbative QCD effects).

which of the figures they supersede in the original paper. At the end we also provide a full
list of diagrams that we calculate, because it slightly differs from one that we present in the
appendix of the original paper. We also collect the formulz obtained for the annihilation
cross sections of DM at tree level (up to corrections O(m,/m%,)).

We collect here the results for the annihilation cross sections of two DM particles into
SM pairs of fermions or bosons, computed from the diagrams of figure 8.

The most important annihilation channels are fermions, for which

_ 2 4 f —4 2
_ 9x9z Ne s—amy
olxx = ff) = Srs ((s—m2, y2m2, 12, \| s—dm2 (2.1)
/ / 3sm2(s—2m%,)
X [((cg,f)Q(s—4mi)(s+2m?)+(ci,f)2 (s(s—4mx) 4mf < 7mi—W,+FZZ))>)
(2.2)
+oos? QM (2.3)
ZI (mZ/+FZ/) ’
3 2 ,
.((C‘Z,’f)2(3—4mi)(s+2m?p)+(c§,f)2 (s(s—4mi)—4m? (s—?mi ;:Xmsz,—&‘lz )))
(2.4)
1
+C080m§/(mQZ,+FQZ/) (G=mZ Erm3Ts) (cV chf(s 4m3)(s+2m3) € (2.5)
+ cf;,fcf;:f (s(s—4mi) ‘5—4m? (s %—7mi € —3s mi @)))} , (2.6)
where
€ = (s—m%—T%)(s—m%—T% ) )mEm%+s*mzmy Tzl 5 (2.7)
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Figure 2. (Replaces figure 2 of the original paper.) Lower limits on the couplings gz/,g, and
corresponding upper limits on the effective scale A = my// (gz/@) from the requirement of not
overclosing the universe. The gray shaded region in the upper panel correspond to a value of the
couplings such that I'z, > my, signaling the breakdown of the perturbative description.

P = mymz (m%+my4+T%+1%)+s°—s (((s—mQZ)2+m2ZF2Z)+((s—m2Z,)2+mQZ,F2 /)
(2.8)

+mzmzr(3msz/—FZFZ/)) . (2.9)

For a gauge group U(1)" = cosf U(1)y +sinf U(1)p_, the gauge boson Z’ has axial
couplings cii f related to the axial couplings of the Z boson ci f by cij § = —cos 0 ci 2 This
relation implies that the term proportional to the axial coupling in o(xx — ff) is velocity
suppressed for any value of my. This arises as a consequence of the sum of the Z and Z’
exchanges in the propagator (whereas the Z’' exchange would give just eq. (2.2), with an s-
wave contribution). Therefore the parametric behaviour in the limit mz, m, > mys, mz is

Ve im (2.10)

alxx = ff) ~ ————

The annihilation cross section into WW bosons reads

2¢%, cos? 0
o(xx—=WTW™)=ay cos? GWngZ72 (sf4m%,v)3/21 [s—4m2

9z
Z for Wt Dy — (D)
3s
(m%,—m%)2+(mz Tz —mzlz)? . Lo
F (L)
((s—m%,)24+m2%.T%,)((s—m%)2+m2%I'%) 7, for W %%
% for W+ L= (L)
EXy
(2.11)

and the asymptotic cross section for myz,m, > mw,mz reads

P e ™ for WD (D)
Sy/S —am
szl;( X mj" for W MW+ (L) (2.12)
X s /
? 1 for W Lw= (L),

o(xx — WW) ~ cos?
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Figure 3. (Replaces figure 3 of the original paper.) Bounds on A for each value of 8 from the

monojet search.
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Figure 4. (Replaces figure 5 of the original paper.) Top: bounds on {(ov) from Fermi-LAT obser-
vations of dSph, assuming 100% BR in the channels shown in the legend. Bottom: bounds on (ov)
from Fermi-LAT observations of dSph in our model, for the four values of # we have chosen, and

for mz = 2TeV (left) and 10 TeV (right).
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Figure 5. (Replaces figure 6 of the original paper.) Branching ratios for DM annihilations, for four
different values of #. Annihilation at different energies have the same behavior, given that all the
channels are in p-wave, and the branching ratios are independent of my:.
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Figure 6. Ratio of the age of the Sun over the timescale for the reach of equilibrium between
capture and annihilation of DM, for mz = 2TeV (left) and 10 TeV (right). The ratio te /Teq scales
as A4,
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Figure 7. (Replaces figure 7, 8 of the original paper.) Exclusion limits for the four values of 6 we
consider. The bound on spin dependent cross section for § = 0 (as on figure 7 of the original paper)
is not shown, since there is no such scattering. For the Fermi and IceCube bounds, we show two
lines corresponding to mz = 2 or 10 TeV.

Finally, the cross section for the tree level annihilation into Zh turns out to be

\/s—4m§<\/§ \/(s—(m%+m2z))2—4m%m2z \/m2Z (m%+T%)

o(xx = Zh) = gig%, cos? 0

671' mzz/
T
% (m2Z,—mZZ)2+(mZ/FZ/—mZFZ)2 % 1 for Z( )h
2 _.n2)\2
((s—=m%,)24+m% %) ((s—m%)2+m2 %) % for 7D
(2.13)

and its asymptotic behaviour in the limit mz, m, > mz, my, is

Vsy/s —4Amg mT2Z for Z(Dp,

— Zh) ~cos? ) —Y——— =
7l )~ o8 max(s?,mz) |1 for ZWh.

(2.14)

The asymptotic expansions (2.10), (2.12), (2.14) of the cross sections show that all these
annihilation channels are velocity suppressed, and explains why the branching ratios shown
in figure 5 are basically independent of m .
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