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1. Introduction

Theories with dark forces [1] are well-motivated extensions of the Standard Model (SM).
Such extensions might provide an explanation for dark matter (DM), if it is assumed that
new stable particles charged under the dark gauge group exist. Gauge kinetic mixing then
generates interactions between the dark sector particles and SM particles. To constrain
such very weakly-coupled models with light dark sector particles, it is convenient to study
the dark sector particle production mechanisms in astrophysical bodies such as white dwarfs
(WDs) and supernovae (SN). Recently, some of us studied these constraints in WDs and
determined that interesting parts of the parameter space which are or will be probed
by experiments are already mostly excluded when the dark sector particle masses are ~
O(few tens of keV) [2]. Note that such light particles might already be problematic for big
bang nucleosynthesis (BBN). However, BBN constraints suffer from several caveats that
do not apply to WD constraints [3]. More importantly though, dark sector particles with
masses in the MeV range, inaccessible to WDs, are more interesting because they could
provide a viable DM candidate [4] and explain the 511 keV line from the galactic center
observed by INTEGRAL [5]. Since temperatures reach ~ O(few tens of MeV) inside SN,
it is thus natural to investigate SN constraints on such theories.

The idea behind the astrophysical bounds on new particles is simple: if new particles are
light enough to be produced in astrophysical bodies, they can possibly escape and generate
excess cooling. This could contradict the agreement between theoretical cooling models and
observations. Since SN contain electron-positron pairs (e~ /et) as well as nucleons (N),

the possible dark sector particle (Dirac fermion v and/or complex scalar ¢) production
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Once produced, the dark sector particles escape the SN if their mean free path Ay 4 is large

mechanisms are
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enough, of the order of the SN core. The scattering processes of interest in SN are given
by

(V@) +e— (v,0) +e
(¥, ¢) + N = (¢, ¢) + N.

To undertake a full treatment of the relevant physics necessitates the implementation

of dark photons and dark sectors in SN simulation codes, an endeavor which is beyond the



scope of this work. In the following we instead follow [6] and rely on two analytic criteria.
The first demands that the integrated emitted energy by the SN through the dark sector
channel Fp is less than about a tenth of the emitted energy through neutrinos, i.e.
1
Ep < ER*™ = 10°? erg ~ b (1.1)
The second, the so-called Raffelt criterion, requires that the emissivity in dark sector par-

ticles & does not alter the neutrino signal observably, i.e.
&p < ER =10 erg-gt-s7h (1.2)

This comes from the following reasoning [7]: at about 1 s after the core bounce the neutrino
luminosity is L, ~ 3x10°% erg-s~!. The mass of the object is M ~ 3x103 g. Thus, in order
to affect the total cooling time scale, a novel cooling agent would have to compete with

1. For the case of an additional energy loss

the energy-loss rate L,/M ~ 10 erg-g=!-s~
via extra dimensions, the Raffelt criterion was demonstrated to be reliable by a comparison
with results from explicit SN simulations followed by a statistical analysis in Ref. [§].

The integrated emitted energy criterion is usually more reliable than the Raffelt
criterion . However the latter is easier to implement since it does not require as many
integrals to be performed. In the following we show that both criteria lead to approximately
the same constraints, thus increasing our confidence in the simpler Raffelt criterion.

This paper does not deal with the production of dark sector particles from nucleon—
nucleon collisions. The results of this more involved study that will be based on the
formalism of Refs. [6,9,/10] will be discussed elsewhere. For related work involving only a

dark photon, but no dark sector, see Refs. [11].

2. Dark Forces and Dark Sectors

In this section we briefly review the formalism for theories with dark forces and dark
sectors. The reader can find more details in Appendix [A] We consider models that include
a spontaneously broken U(1)p gauge group, with the corresponding massive dark photon
AL and a dark sector #p which communicates with the SM Zg\ only through kinetic
mixing Zsmep [1512], i.e.

€ 12
L = D%SM + D%D + gSM@D; where gSM®D = ?YBW,FS . (21)

Here FfY = 0"Ay — 0" Af and B, = 0,B, — 0,B

boson. The kinetic mixing can be thought of as generated by loops of very heavy particles,

., where B, is the hypercharge gauge



Fig. 1: Light dark sector particle production mechanism in SN. The Feynman diagram
represents the relevant production mechanism for electron-positron pair annihilation into
light dark sector particles through a dark photon exchange. The couplings g7 and g7,
whose definition is given in the Appendix, are proportional to the small mixing parameter
ey. Prr = %(1 F ;) are the left and right projectors. Note that contrary to WDs, the

dark photon cannot be integrated out.

charged both under the hypercharge and the dark gauge group, and is naturally small:
ey ~ 107*—1073. Below the electroweak scale one can define the mixing to be between the
SM photon and the dark photon, with the corresponding parameter £ = ey cos 6y,. Here 0y
is the weak mixing angle. In a basis where the gauge bosons have canonically-normalized
kinetic terms, the kinetic mixing disappears and is replaced by interactions between the

electromagnetically-charged SM fields and the dark photon

Lsmep = _AE(géL‘M,L‘JgM,L + géqM,RJgM,R% (2.2)

where the subscripts L and R indicate currents of left-handed and right-handed SM fields,
and the couplings are written explicitly in Appendix [A] In other words the SM fields
become millicharged under the dark gauge group [13]. If the dark sector contains particles
charged under U(1)p with masses less than about 100 MeV, they can be produced via the
process depicted in Fig. [1|in a SN and contribute to its cooling, provided they escape.
Eq. could be rewritten as —A}[(géy r + 98.L) Fénvee + (980,r — 980,L) Fénran)» Where
JE\ vee 18 @ vector current and J§y, . an axial current. One can check from the explicit

expressions in the appendix that the axial coupling (gg‘MR— gé4M,L> is suppressed by a factor

2
of n:;‘zD compared to the vector coupling. Thus, for a dark photon much lighter than the
A

Z boson, as is the case of interest in SN, one can safely neglect the axial coupling.

As already mentioned, in this paper we consider only dark sector particle production
mechanisms and scattering processes with the electrons and positrons which are present in

a SN. A follow-up work will discuss the inclusion of nucleons.



3. Electron-Positron Annihilation to Dark Sector Particles

In this section we closely follow the analysis of Ref. [6]. We concentrate on the process
with dark fermions in the final states, et (p;) +e™(p2) — ¥(ps) +1(ps). The one with dark
bosons, ¢, yields numerically similar results.

3.1. Emissivity

The energy emitted per unit time and unit volume is the emissivity

: d& dPpid3p
S(WAD:&T(:,U) = E = /W

where F; + FE5 is the energy of the electron positron pair. The Fermi-Dirac distributions

2By + Ey)|Avio(e™ +e7 = + 1), (3.1)

are
1

fi= e(Bitpni)/Te 4 17 (3.2)
where p; is the chemical potential and T, is the temperature in the supernova. We define
n = p/T. as the degeneracy parameter for the electrons. We have neglected the Pauli
blocking of the final state fermions. |Av| is the absolute value of the relative Mgller

velocity

v;—1

vl = V (V1 — V2)2 — (Vi X vo)?2 25 (1 — cos6), (3.3)

where v; are the velocities of the incoming electron and positron and 6 is the angle between
them in SN frame. The cross section is easily computed by applying the Feynman rules
shown in Fig. [T}

olem +e = +9) =

2 (3.4)

2 M2
9y s —4my,
67T$[(S . 7,’7/124 )2 + m?q F% t] s — 4m?2 (S + Qmi)[(gfl? + g?f%)(s - mg) + 69?L9£Rm3]7
D D~ 1o

where s = (p; + p2)? is the center of mass energy squared, gp is the U(1)p coupling
constant, such that ap = %, Qy is the charge of ¢ under U(1)p, which we take to be 1
in the following calculations, m,, is the dark photon mass, the couplings g2 and g4, are
defined in Eqs (A.38) and (A.39)), and T is the total decay width of the dark photon.
The main contribution to the integral occurs when the dark photon is on shell. It

is instructive to re-derive the cross section for the on-shell case, which leads to a simpler

result. The cross section factorizes
ole"+e = P+¢)=0c(e"+e — Ap) X Bry, us. (3.5)
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When the condition m4, > 2m, is satisfied, the dark photon decays into ¢ + ¢ with an

. . . . r =y
almost 100% branching ratio, in which case Br Ap—pp = —AFDt tW

remaining decay channels are into SM particles and are suppressed by the small mixing

~ 1. This is because the

parameter £2. Then we have to compute

2mmoay,

olet +e — Ap) = 6(s —mZ, ) | Mere—ap . (3.6)

4|pi s
We find

ole +e = +9) =

2
T (gl + g3, — m?) + Bl glmZIo(s — m)B(ma, — 2my). (37
Bm?AD 1 dme

Here 6(my, — 2m,) is the Heaviside step function, needed to enforce the kinematical
condition for the decay of the dark photon into v 4+ 1. In this form the cross section
does not depend on my as long as the condition my4, > 2m, is fulfilled, nor on ap as
expected from unitarity. This is the reason why we did not include any dependence on
and on ap in the emissivity € of Eq. . We use Eq. 1} in the calculations of the

next section.

3.2. Integrated Emitted Energy

The total energy emitted in the dark fermion channel is

Ep(mag,e) = /Oto dt/d?’r(i" (map, e, Te(r,t),n(r, 1)) . (3.8)

We use the temperature and electron degeneracy distributions from Ref. [14], which are
given as functions of the enclosed baryon mass. Assuming a constant density, which is
an excellent approximation for ¢ > 250 ms [14], we can convert the d°r integral to dM.
We adopt a core radius of R, = 13 km, a mass of Mgy = 1.4 M, and obtain a density
p=~3x10" g/cm?.

The distributions are given at various times |14] from ¢ = 0, corresponding to the time
when the incoming shock wave stops and bounces outwards again, up to t = 20 s. We use
to = 20 s as the upper limit of our integral, even if we find that most of the energy is
emitted during the first second, as was the case in Ref. [6].

Using the constraint of Eq. , Epn(magy,e) < ER™, we find the lower bound shown
in Fig. 2| as a blue line.
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Fig.2: The excluded region is above the blue line, from the cooling constraint of Eq. ,
and below the red line, from the trapping constraint of Eq. . The green lines are
obtained with the simpler Raffelt criterion of Eq. (L.2), using 7. = 30 MeV (plain) and
T. = 35 MeV (dashed) for the supernova temperature. Here ap = 1072 but note that the
cooling constraint is mostly unaffected by the value of the dark fine structure constant.

The dark sector particle mass has to satisfy m, < %m Ap as explained in the text.

3.3. Raffelt criterion

The cooling bound can also be obtained in a computationally simpler way using Eq. ,
with &p = &p /p. Here the free parameter is the temperature at which € is to be computed.
We use T = 30 MeV (plain green curve in Fig. [2), as suggested in previous work [8[10l[15],
and for comparison the higher value 7. = 35 MeV (dashed green curve in Fig. [2). Both
values result in good agreement with the integrated energy constraint we derived in the
previous section. Thus we are confident that the Raffelt criterion is quite accurate.

Note that the right hand side of Eq. could be multiplied by a factor of order 1,
which would result in slightly shifting up or down the blue curve in Fig. 2 Due to this
arbitrariness one should not take the fact that the dashed green curve (Raffelt criterion) is
in better agreement with the blue one as an indication that T, = 35 MeV is preferred over
T, = 30 MeV. The purpose of the plot is simply to show that the simpler Raffelt criterion
is a good approximation when compared to the more accurate and elaborate criterion of

integrated energy.



4. Trapping

4.1. Diffusive Trapping

The cooling constraint derived in the previous section applies only if the produced dark
particles free stream out of the supernova. To determine whether or not this is the case

we consider their mean free path

1

)
NeOyhe—sipe

Ay =

where n, = 8.7 x 10" m™2 [14] is the number density of target electrons in the supernova
and oye_ype is the cross section for the scattering of dark fermion on electron, which is

related via crossing symmetry to the one for the production process et +e~ — 1 + 1. We

Rc 9
/ ar 2 (4.1)
s 3

0

use the optical depth criterion [14]

to find if dark particles produced at rg free stream out of the supernova. Most of the ’s
are produced in the outermost 10% of the star [6], thus we set o = 0.9R.. The resulting
constraint is shown as a red line in Fig. [2| for ap = 1072. In the region above such a
line the dark particles are trapped and the simple cooling argument cannot be applied.
In determining the mean free path it is necessary in principle to include the effects of
scattering off of nucleons. In the case of protons, the cross section for ¢p — p is obtained
from ope_pe by replacing the electron mass with the proton mass. We have computed this
contribution and found that the effect on trapping is negligible compared to yYe — e.
Since the dark photon couples to neutrons even more weakly than to protons we can safely

neglect the process ¥n — ¥n.

4.2. Gravitational Trapping

Dark sector particles can also be gravitationally trapped in SN. Again we follow [6] who
showed that relativistic particles almost always escape SN while non-relativistic particles
are not gravitationally trapped if their mass is smaller than about 285 MeV. Since we are
interested in dark sector particles with masses between 0 and 100 MeV, the trapping due

to gravity is of no consequence.



5. Results and Conclusions

It is interesting to compare the SN constraints on the dark sector parameter space with
other constraints, as well as experiments designed to probe such models. Fig. |3 shows the
SN constraints which are valid for dark sector particles with masses less than 1/2m 4, thus
of the order of (1 —100MeV), as well as the WD constraints obtained in [2] which are
valid for masses of a few tens of keV. The SN constraints coming from models where light
dark sector particles do not exist [16] are also shown in green and labeled SN(w/o). Fig.
also shows different excluded regions (shaded) of the parameter space as well as regions
(curves) that will be explored by future experiments |17,|18]. The experiments include
beam dump experiments at SLAC: E137, E141 and E774 [19] as well as the beam dump
experiment U70 [20]. eTe™ colliding experiments like BaBar [17,21] and KLOE [22] are also
showr[l] Several fixed-target experiments including APEX [25], DarkLight [26], HPS [27],
MAMI [28] and VEPP-3 [29] are presented. Finally, Fig. |3| shows electron (a.) and muon

(a,) anomalous magnetic moment measurements which constraint the parameter space [30].

From Fig. [3| one can see that the SN constraints of |16] and the SN constraints with
dark sectors obtained here are in good agreement and complementary. It is interesting to
see that the constraints on dark forces with dark sectors coming from SN is not as strong
as could have been expected from the analogous constraint obtained with the help of WDs.
The main reason comes from trapping which is significant in SN. However one should keep
in mind that even in the trapping regime there might be constraints when considering the
full SN simulation.

Thus, although the constraints on dark forces with dark sectors obtained from WDs
are interesting, they suffer from the lightness of the dark sector particles. On the other
hand, the SN constraints allow to probe the dark sector parameter space with masses of
the order of a few hundreds of MeV but are rather weak due to trapping. It is natural to
determine the contribution of nucleons in the production of dark sector particles. Since the
nucleons do not affect the trapping considerably, including nucleons might allow to probe

smaller values of £2. This possibility will be discussed in a forthcoming publication.

Acknowledgments

We thank Adam Burrows and Giuliano Panico for useful discussions. HD and LU acknowl-

!The KLOE-2 collaboration presented updated results [23] that represent a slight improvement compared
to those in Ref. [22]. Comparable bounds are also found by the WASA-at-COSY Collaboration [24].



T ST IO (OO Ll L

10—21 IR IR L
1072 10~ 10°

Fig. 3: Parameter space exclusion of dark forces with dark sector particles of O (few tens of
MeV) from energy losses in SN. The red shaded regions are excluded by SN cooling for
ap = 1071 (loosely dotted lines), ap = 1072 (dotted lines) and ap = 107 (densely dotted
lines) respectively. SN trapping constraints forbid the exclusion of regions with larger
mixings. For experiments, which usually assume the dark photon decay is predominantly
into the SM, shaded regions correspond to completed direct searches while curves show
future reach. For the electron and muon anomalous magnetic moments, shaded regions are
excluded by measurements. The blue shaded regions are excluded by WD cooling arguments

in analogy to SN constraints. The reader is referred to the text for more details.



edge the DFG SFB TR 33 “The Dark Universe” for support throughout this work. JFF is
supported by the ERC grant BSMOXFORD No. 228169. LU would like to thank CETUP*
(Center for Theoretical Underground Physics and Related Areas), supported by the US
Department of Energy under Grant No. DE-SC0010137 and by the US National Science
Foundation under Grant No. PHY-1342611, for its hospitality and partial support during
the 2013 Summer Program.

Appendix A. Kinetic mixing

A.1. From gauge to mass eigenstates

We add to the Standard Model (SM) gauge group an extra U(1)p, which mixes with the
hyper charge U(1)y. The relevant terms in the Lagrangian are

1 1 1 sin ey .y
L o (B = {WP = (R = 2B R (A1)
1
(D, H)'(D"H) + 57~n§1,,4;§ (A.2)
+ z‘l_'/y“DuL +iegy"Dyer + iQ'y“DuQ + tupy" Dyugr + iJRv“DMdR (A.3)
where
wp, = 9.W;—-o,W; (A.5)
B, = 0,B,—-0,B, (A.6)
Fly = 0,A0 —0,A7, (A.7)

with B, the hypercharge gauge boson, Wi’ the third of the Wji’s SU (2); gauge bosons
(a =1,2,3), A;P the U(1)p gauge boson. The prime here denotes the gauge eigenstate.
Note that U(1)p is broken and A} is massive. H is the SM Higgs doublet,
o3 1

D,H > (9, + z’ggvvj7 — z‘angﬁ)H. (A.8)
In (A.8) and (A.5) we have dropped terms with W) and W7 that are irrelevant to the rest
of the discussion here. When the Higgs gets a VEV, v, the first term in Eq. gives
us mass terms for B, and Wj’ After rotating to mass eigenstates we will read out the

currents from the terms in (A.3]) and (A.4). In (A.4]) the dark current can include fermions

and/or bosons

Ji = [Quibna + Qui(¢'(0u0) — (8u0")9)]. (A.9)

10



In this sector, gp is the gauge coupling constant, with the corresponding ap = %, 1 and
¢ are particles with no SM quantum numbers, but charged under U(1)p with charges Q4.

We perform two field-rotations:

B, B, Ay
wp — I{[ﬁj — (%gc)# : (A.10)
AP AP (Zxnc)u

With the first one we go from the gauge eigenstates to the fields Bu and AB that diagonalize
the kinetic terms, with the second one we go to the mass eignestates: A, is the photon
(massless), (Zxc), is almost the SM Z boson, (ARy), is what we call the dark photon.
The subscript NC stands for Non Canonical, in the sense that these fields do not have
canonical kinetic terms, due to the non-unitarity of the first rotation, Eq. . We will
have to rescale these fields at the end in order to have them canonically normalized.

Let’s begin with the first rotation

B, 1 0 —taney B,
3 — 3

wil=101 0 W | (A.11)
D 1 1D

A/IJ 0 0 COS€y AH

siney
2

This gets rid of the kinetic mixing — B, F)", the kinetic terms are diagonal now.

Eq. (A7) in terms of B, and AD reads
~ 1

1
Z D _Z(B“”)z —

1 -
Z(W3”>2 — Z(ﬂ?y)?. (A.12)
Next we substitute B, = Bu — tan €yf~15 in Eq. (A.8). After the Higgs gets a VEV we
can read off the following mass matrix from (A.2):

2 19 —19192 — g1 taney B
(B, W} AE)E —10192 103 10192 tan ey 2 wi (A.13)
—igitaney Igigotaney fgitan’ey + - :;g‘;sy Af

The mass matrix has determinant zero, as expected due to the residual U(1)gy invariance,

so the photon is massless. The other two eignvalues have a complicated form. With the

definitions
o (A.14)
g2 Cw
1
my = V(91 + %), (A.15)

11



where sy and ¢y, are the sine and cosine of the weak mixing angle angle 6y, they read

1
2ZNC 1 sec” ey (2m%, + 2m, (s3, + ¢y cos® ey) (A.16)
+ V2 [2m%, 4+ m3, (257, cos(2ey) (mycqy — 2m%,) — 4mb .y cos” ey (AL17)
—  my(1 = 2s3y) + 2mycy cos’ ey ) + my] 1/2> (A.18)
migc = 3 sec” ey (2m%, + 2my, (s, + ¢y cos” ey) (A.19)

- V2 [2m + m% (25 cos(2ey) (mychy, — 2m%)) — 4m%icjy cos® ey (A.20)

—  m(1 —2s}y) 4 2m3cyy cos ey) +my] 1/2> (A.21)

Expanding the result for ey < 1 we find

m2s?
e my — My
2 .2 2
m=.C — My
min = my 1+ 54 ). (A.23)
NC mZ - mA/

From now on all the expressions will be given as expansions up to order 2. The rotation

matrix between mass and gauge eigenstates reads

B, A,
3 _ D
Wu =X (Axc)u | >
b -
A,u (ZNC>M
c c mzzs%,v m2 s mi, (E%,fl)fs%mi,mQZc‘%v+2mi,m2z+s§,m%s€vfm‘é
w sz_mi/ z°W (m%—mi/)?’
R — s ¢ mQZchW —mQC mj,(E%,fl)fsg,mi,mzzc%,erQmi,mZZJre%,m%s‘%v7m%
w Y mQZ—4m2 , 7zCW (m%_mil)d
ms mi sy
0 1-— 82 — € A
Y (mZ—m3,)? Y g —m,)?

(A.24)

The mass eigenstates, A, (ARq)u; (Zxc)yu, have diagonal kinetic terms, but they are not
canonically normalized, due to the non-unitarity of the first field transformation (A.11)).
Thus, we perform the following rescalings

—-1/2
(AD ) —(1= 6%/771% + g%m%(QCIQ/V - 1) / AP
e 2(m7 —m)?  2(my —mi)? g

my _epmy(dmly, — 2mhm7 +my) (A.25)

Zxeh =

e2m% (2¢2, — 1)(2m%, + mQZ))—W

2(m7 — m)*

my —miy)? 2(mz — m)*

+ Z,,

12



that to order 2. do not affect the mass eigenvalues. For the canonical fields, AE and Zu,
we thus have mz; =mj  and ma, = myp . Note that at lowest order the mass eigenvalues
C NC

correspond to the parameters m4 and my.

A.2. Couplings of the gauge fields to the currents

Now we are ready to look at the currents. The covariant derivatives in (A.3)) can be written

explicitly as

DL = (0,+igW zgléB ) L (A.26)
Dyer = (9, —ig1By ) (A.27)
D,Q = (@L +1igoW, + ZgléB > Q (A.28)
Dyup = (8 +z§gl ) UR (A.29)
D,dp = (a# - @%ngﬂ) dp. (A.30)

We have to express Wi’ and B, in terms of the mass eigenstates A, Z and AD using the

results derived above. After some algebra, using g = ﬁ and g, = LW, with e the electric

charge, we find the following couplings of the fields to the currents:

AB (g‘;‘z?Lv“l/L + g ery'er + gineryter (A.31)
+ g apy ur + giptury ug + g dpy"dr + gipdry"dr (A.32)
+gh ") (A.33)

Zu (gVZDLV"VL + geZLéLV“eL + geZRéRvueR (A.34)
+gl u ur + glptry ur + g2, din dn + glrdry dr (A.35)
+g5J""), (A.36)

13



with

geAL
g?R
urL
Jur
g;?L

A
Jur

m124/

ey 2cw (m?, —m%)

m%, — 2m%cy,

ec
Y 2(m?, —m%)

2 .2

oe 1 1_ My Sy
Y 2 _ 2
Cw mi — m?,

2 2 .2
m%, — 4mzcyy,

ey 6(m?%, —m?%)

2 1 m% s,
—geey— (1= —""
3 CW mZ - mA/
m?, + 2m%cy,
2 2
G(mA/ - mZ)

1 1 m%sy,
qeey — | 1= —""5
3 CW mZ - mA/

—€Ey

4 2 .2 4 2
moy — 2ms5,my + myciy
—V4map (1 + 8%/ 4 A2 Z )
2(m?, —m%)?

14

(A.37)
(A.38)
(A.39)
(A.40)
(A.41)
(A.42)
(A.43)

(A.44)



and

Z
erL

Z
9eR

Z
GuL

9ur

Z
gdr,

Z
9dr

95

€ 1
dmdy, — e3m3(m — 2m?,) cos(20
CwSw 8(m124, — m22)2 [ my 5sz(mz my ) COS( W)
—2m%my(4 +ey) + my(4 + )] (A.45)
—e 1 s o , 2
4 ’ 46 -3
cwsw 16(m2, — m%)? [e3 m7 (4m?, + m7, cos(40w ) — 3m3)
+2 cos(20w ) (4mYy, — 2mimE(4 4+ ) + my(4 +3))] (A.46)

esw (1 e2m%(3m% + m?% cos(20w ) — 4m?4,))

4(m?, — m%)? (A47)

Cw
S
e
12(m?, —m%)?

— tan Oy (2mYy, — 2m%,my (g5 + 2) + 2myey cos(20w) + my (33 + 2))](A.48)

6 cot Oy (Mm%, — m%)?

1 2mZ(3m? 2 20w ) — 4m?,
_66 tan 0W <4 + gYmZ( myz &?ij’ig )QW) my )) (A49)
a Z
1
_612(m2 EERD [6 cot Oy (m%, — m3)?
A 7z
— tan Oy (e m7 cos(20w) — 2(mYy, — mimy(ey +2) + my))] (A.50)
1 2mZ(3m? 2 20y) — 4m?,
¢ tan Oy (4 + Syl mZ(—i_ TZ Cosg ZW) A )) (A.51)
2
Ey vV 47TCKDM. A .52
2 2
mA/ - mZ

We have not written the couplings of the SM photon, since they are unchanged.
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