
ar
X

iv
:2

20
9.

08
84

3v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

9 
Se

p 
20

22

Quasi-degenerate dark photon and dark matter
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We introduce an SU(2)X dark sector without any fermions and then realize a non-abelian kinetic
mixing between the dark SU(2)X gauge fields and the standard model SU(2)L×U(1)Y gauge fields.
While one of the dark gauge bosons becomes a dark photon, the others can keep stable to form a
dark matter particle. The nearly degenerate masses of dark photon and dark matter could be tested
if the dark photon and the dark matter are both observed in the future.

PACS numbers: 95.35.+d, 14.70.Pw, 12.60.Cn, 12.60.Fr

I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of dark photon [1–3] has been studied by
many theorists and experimentalists. Usually, the inter-
actions of the dark photon to the visible matter are as-
sumed from an abelian kinetic mixing between the stan-
dard model (SM) U(1)Y gauge group and a dark U(1)X
gauge group. This U(1) kinetic mixing can not be sizable
due to the constraints from different experiments includ-
ing low energy colliders [4–6], meson decays [7–9], beam
dump experiments [10–12] and high-energy colliders [13–
18]. However, it is not obvious to explain the smallness
of a renormalizable U(1) kinetic mixing.

In this paper we shall consider the non-abelian kinetic
mixing to realize another possibility that the dark photon
originates from a dark SU(2)X gauge group and hence its
couplings to the matter do not appear at renormalizable
level [19–21]. In the presence of the non-abelian kinetic
mixing between the dark SU(2)X gauge group and the
SM SU(2)L×U(1)Y gauge groups, one of the dark gauge
bosons becomes a dark photon, while the others keep sta-
ble to form a dark matter particle. This scenario predicts
a nearly degenerate mass spectrum of dark photon and
dark matter.

II. DARK SECTOR

Besides the dark gauge fields X1,2,3
µ , the SU(2)X dark

sector only contains a dark Higgs doublet χ = (χ1, χ2)
T .

The full Lagrangian of the dark sector is

LDark = −1

4
Xa

µνX
aµν +

(

Dµχ
)†

(Dµχ)− µ2
χχ

†χ

−λχ

(

χ†χ
)2

with

Xa
µν = ∂µX

a
ν − ∂νX

a
µ + igXεabcXb

µX
c
ν ,

Dµχ =
(

∂µ − igX
τa
2
Xa

µ

)

χ , (1)
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where gX is the SU(2)X gauge coupling. At the renor-
malizable level, the dark sector can interact with the SM
only through the Higgs portal as below,

Lint = −λφχφ
†φχ†χ . (2)

Here φ = (φ0, φ−)T is the SM Higgs doublet for the spon-
taneous electroweak symmetry breaking, i.e.

φ ⇒ φ =

[

1√
2

(

vφ + hφ

)

0

]

. (3)

When the dark Higgs doublet χ develops its vacuum
expectation value (VEV) for spontaneously breaking the
SU(2)X symmetry, i.e.

χ ⇒ χ =

[

1√
2

(

vχ + hχ

)

0

]

, (4)

the dark gauge fields X1,2,3
µ can obtain their masses,

LDark ⊃ 1

8
g2Xv2χ

∑

a=1,2,3

Xa
µX

aµ

= m2
XX+

µ X−µ +
1

2
m2

XX3
µX

3µ with

X±
µ =

1√
2

(

X1
µ ∓ iX2

µ

)

, m2
X =

g2Xv2χ
4

. (5)

In the following, we shall conveniently refer to X±
µ as the

charged dark gauge bosons and X3
µ as the neutral dark

gauge boson although these dark gauge bosons do not
carry the ordinary electric charge.

III. NON–ABELIAN KINETIC MIXING

So far the dark gauge bosons X±
µ and X3

µ are ex-
actly degenerate. This feature can be modified if the
dark SU(2)X gauge fields X1,2,3

µ have a non-abelian ki-
netic mixing with the SM SU(2)L × U(1)Y gauge fields
W 1,2,3

µ , Bµ, i.e.

L ⊃ − 1

Λ2
6

χ† τa
2
χXa

µνB
µν − 1

Λ4
8

χ† τa
2
χXa

µνφ
† τb
2
φW bµν

with Bµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ ,

W a
µν = ∂µW

a
ν − ∂νW

a
µ + igεabcW b

µW
c
ν . (6)
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Here g is the SU(2)L gauge coupling. As for the other
non-abelian kinetic mixing, they can be forbidden by an
additional U(1)D global symmetry under which the dark
Higgs doublet χ is non-trivial, i.e.

L /⊃ − 1

Λ̃2
6

χ† τa
2
χ̃Xa

µνB
µν − 1

Λ̃4
8

χ† τa
2
χ̃Xa

µνφ
† τb
2
φW bµν .(7)

The non-abelian kinetic mixing (6) can lead to the ki-
netic mixing between the dark X3

µ and the SM W 3
µ , Bµ,

i.e.

L ⊃ − ǫB
2
X̃3

µνB
µν − ǫW

2
X̃3

µνW̃
3µν with

ǫB ≡
v2χ
2Λ2

6

, X̃3
µν = ∂µX

3
ν − ∂νX

3
µ ,

ǫW ≡
v2χv

2
φ

8Λ4
8

, W̃ 3
µν = ∂µW

3
ν − ∂νW

3
µ , (8)

after the dark and electroweak symmetry breaking, i.e.

SU(2)X × U(1)D
〈χ〉−→ U(1)DE , (9)

SU(2)L × U(1)Y
〈φ〉−→ U(1)em . (10)

Here U(1)DE is an unbroken global symmetry to define
a dark electric charge. Therefore, the neutral dark gauge
bosonX3

µ indeed becomes a dark photon so that it can be

distinguished from the charged dark gauge bosons X±
µ .

More details will be given shortly.
The effective operators in Eq. (6) can be induced by in-

tegrating out certain scalar(s) crossing the dark and SM
sectors. For example, an [SU(2)X ]-doublet scalar with
U(1)Y charge can mediate the SU(2)X × U(1)Y mixing,
an [SU(2)X ]-doublet and [SU(2)L]-triplet scalar without
U(1)Y charge can mediate the SU(2)X×SU(2)L mixing,
while an [SU(2)X×SU(2)L]-bidoublet scalar with U(1)Y
charge or an [SU(2)X ]-doublet and [SU(2)L]-triplet with
U(1)Y charge can mediate both of the SU(2)X × U(1)Y
and SU(2)X × SU(2)L mixing. It should be noted these
crossing scalars are also non-trivial under the U(1)D
global symmetry to forbid some unexpected couplings.

A. The case only with SU(2)X × U(1)Y kinetic

mixing

In this case, the crossing scalar could be an [SU(2)X ]-
doublet scalar with a non-trivial U(1)Y hypercharge,

η =





η
Y
η

1

η
Y
η

2



 , (11)

with Yη being the U(1)Y hypercharge. The crossing
scalar η also carries a U(1)D charge as the same with
the dark Higgs doublet χ. The following χ−η couplings,

L ⊃ −λ1χ
†ηη†χ− λ2χ̃

†ηη†χ̃ , (12)

then can break the mass degeneracy between the η1,2
components, i.e.

L ⊃ −m2
η
1

η∗1η1 −m2
η
2

η∗2η2 with

m2
η
1

−m2
η
2

=
1

2
(λ1 − λ2) v

2
χ . (13)

We then can compute the X3−B kinetic mixing at one-
loop level [22],

ǫB =
gXg′Yη

96π2
ln

(

m2
η
1

m2
η
2

)

, (14)

with g′ being the U(1)Y gauge coupling.
We should keep in mind the crossing scalar η carries a

non-zero electric charge so that it should be heavy enough
and decay before the BBN. Otherwise, it should have
been ruled out experimentally. This means we need other
[SU(2)X ]-singlet mediator scalar(s) to make the crossing
scalar η unstable. For example, the mediator scalar can
be a singly charged dilepton scalar ξ with the following
couplings,

L ⊃ −fξξl̄
c
Liτ2lL − λξηχξ

2η†χ+H.c. . (15)

We can also consider a doubly charged dilepton scalar ζ
to be the mediator scalar. The related couplings include

L ⊃ −fζζē
c
ReR − µζηχζη

†χ+H.c. . (16)

In this case, the formula (14) should be modified because
of the η1,2 − ζ mixing. Alternatively, the crossing scalar
η could be colored when the mediator is composed of
certain diquark or leptoquark scalar(s). These media-
tor scalars may be useful in the generation of radiative
neutrino masses [23–25].
We would like to emphasise that the crossing scalars

do not have the following gauge-invariant terms because
of the U(1)D global symmetry,

L /⊃ −λ12χ
†ηη†χ̃− λ̃ξηχξ

2η†χ̃− λ̃ζηχζη
†χ̃+H.c. . (17)

In the absence of the above couplings, the η2 component
of the crossing scalar η can only decay into a charged dark
gauge boson X±

µ with a real or virtual η1 component.

Therefore, the charged dark gauge bosons X±
µ can keep

stable.

B. The case only with SU(2)X × SU(2)L kinetic

mixing

In this case, the crossing scalar could be an [SU(2)X ]-
doublet and [SU(2)L]-triplet scalar without U(1)Y
charge,

∆ =

[

δ1

δ2

]

with δi =

[

1√
2
δ0i δ+i2

δ−i1 − 1√
2
δ0i

]

. (18)
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For simplicity we do not explicitly calculate the X3 −
W 3 kinetic mixing, which should depend on the mass
difference among the components of the crossing scalar
∆, like the formula (14).
Note the crossing scalar ∆ can decay through the fol-

lowing quartic coupling,

L ⊃ −λχφ∆

[

φ̃T iτ2
(

χ†∆
)

φ+H.c.
]

, (19)

without resorting to additional mediator scalars. Clearly,
this crossing scalar can pick up a VEV 〈∆〉 after the dark
and electroweak symmetry breaking.

〈∆〉 =
[

〈δ1〉
0

]

with 〈δ1〉 =
[

1√
2
〈δ01〉 0

0 − 1√
2
〈δ01〉

]

.(20)

C. The case with both SU(2)X × SU(2)L and

SU(2)X × U(1)Y kinetic mixing

In this case, the crossing scalar could be an [SU(2)X ×
SU(2)L]-bidoublet scalar with U(1)Y charge,

Σ =

[

σ1

σ2

]

with σi =

[

σ0
i

σ−
i

]

. (21)

or an [SU(2)X ]-doublet and [SU(2)L]-triplet with U(1)Y
charge,

Ω =

[

ω1

ω2

]

with ωi =

[

1√
2
ω+
i ω++

i

ω0
i − 1√

2
ω+
i

]

. (22)

The formula on the X3−B and X3−W 3 kinetic mixing
should be similar to Eq. (14). For simplicity we do not
show the calculations.
The crossing scalars Σ and Ω have the following cou-

plings to the dark Higgs doublet χ and the SM Higgs
doublet φ, i.e.

L ⊃ −µχφΣ

(

χ†Σφ+H.c.
)

−λχφΣ

[

φT iτ2
(

χ†Ω
)

φ+H.c.
]

. (23)

Therefore, we need not introduce additional mediator
scalars in this case.

IV. DARK PHOTON

We can remove the loop-induced kinetic mixing be-
tween the neutral dark gauge field X3

µ and the SM gauge

fields Bµ,W
3
µ by a non-orthogonal rotation as below,

X3
µ =

1
√

1− ǫ2B − ǫ2W
X ′3

µ ,

Bµ = B′
µ − ǫB

√

1− ǫ2B − ǫ2W
X ′3

µ ,

W 3
µ = W ′3

µ − ǫW
√

1− ǫ2B − ǫ2W
X ′3

µ . (24)

In the basis of B′
µ,W

′3
µ , X ′3

µ , we can obtain the massless
photon and the Z boson by

Aµ = W ′3
µ sin θW +B′

µ cos θW ,

Zµ = W ′3
µ cos θW −B′

µ sin θW , (25)

where θW is the Weinberg angle as usual, i.e. tan θW =
g′/g. For the following demonstration, we would like to
conveniently denote the parameters,

ǫZ = ǫW cos θW − ǫB sin θW ,

ǫA = ǫW sin θW + ǫB cos θW ,

ǭZ =
ǫZ

√

1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A
, ǭA =

ǫA
√

1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A
. (26)

Now the Z boson has a mass mixing with the X ′3 bo-
son, i.e.

L ⊃
g2v2φ

8 cos2 θW

(

Zµ − ǭZA
′
µ

)

(Zµ − ǭZA
′µ)

+
g2Xv2χ

8(1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A)
A′

µA
′µ

=
1

2
m2

ZZµZ
µ +

1

2
m2

A′A′
µA

′µ +m2
ZA′ZµA

′µ with

m2
Z =

g2v2φ
4 cos2 θW

,

m2
A′ =

g2Xv2χ
4(1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A)

+
g2v2φǫ

2
Z

4 cos2 θW (1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A)
,

m2
ZA′ = −

g2v2φǫZ

4 cos2 θW
√

1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A
. (27)

Here we have identified the X ′3 boson as the A′ boson.
The mass eigenstates of the Z and A′ bosons should be

Ẑµ = Zµ cos ζ −A′
µ sin ζ with

m2

Ẑ
=

m2
Z +m2

A′ −
√

(m2
Z −m2

A′)2 + 4m4
ZA′

2
,

Â′
µ = Zµ sin ζ + A′

µ cos ζ with

m2

Â′
=

m2
Z +m2

A′ +
√

(m2
Z −m2

A′)2 + 4m4
ZA′

2
,

(28)

where the rotation angle is determined by

tan 2ζ =
2m2

ZA′

m2
A′ −m2

Z

. (29)

The Aµ, Ẑµ and Â′
µ bosons couple to the SM fermions,

L ⊃ g

cW
Jµ
NC

(

Zµ − ǭZA
′
µ

)

+ eJµ
em

(

Aµ − ǭAA
′
µ

)

=

[

g (sin ζ − ǭZ cos ζ)

cW
Jµ
NC − eǭA cos ζJµ

em

]

Â′
µ

+

[

g (cos ζ + ǭZ sin ζ)

cW
Jµ
NC + eǭA sin ζJµ

em

]

Ẑµ

+eJµ
emAµ , (30)
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with Jµ
em,NC being the SM electromagnetic and neutral

currents,

Jµ
em = −1

3
d̄γµd+

2

3
ūγµu− ēγµe ,

Jµ
NC =

1

4
d̄γµ

[(

−1 +
4

3
sin2 θW

)

+ γ5

]

d

+
1

4
ūγµ

[(

1− 8

3
sin2 θW

)

− γ5

]

u

+
1

4
ēγµ

[(

−1 + 4 sin2 θW
)

+ γ5
]

e

+
1

4
ν̄γµ [1− γ5] ν . (31)

For a small ǫZ , the mass eigenstates Ẑ, Â′ can well ap-
proximate to the Z,A′ bosons, and their mass eigenvalues
m2

Ẑ,Â′
can also be simplified, i.e.

Ẑµ ≃ Zµ with m2

Ẑ
≃

g2v2φ
4 cos θ2W

,

Â′
µ ≃ A′

µ with m2

Â′
≃

g2Xv2χ
4(1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A)

. (32)

In this limiting case, the Â′ boson only interacts with
the neutral currents Jµ

NC at the second order in ǫZ . The

fashion is similar to the interaction between the Ẑ boson
and the electromagnetic currents Jµ

em. We hence can
simply take

L ⊃ eJµ
emAµ +

g

cW
Jµ
NCẐµ − ǭAeJ

µ
emÂ′

µ +O(ǫ2Z) . (33)

In this sense, we can name the A′ boson as a dark pho-
ton. The experimental constraints and implications on
the dark photon A′ have been studied in a lot of litera-
tures. (For a recent review, see for example [26])
Actually, the present model could provide a purely

dark photon without any couplings to the neutral cur-
rents if the SU(2)X × U(1)Y mixing parameter ǫB and
the SU(2)X × SU(2)L mixing parameter ǫW are chosen
to be

ǫW
ǫB

= tan θW ⇒ ǫZ = 0 . (34)

Since the parameters ǫB,W are both induced at loop level,
they should be quite small. Therefore, the dark photon
A′ can be only slightly heavier than the charged dark
gauge bosons X±

µ , i.e.

m2
A′ −m2

X± ≃ m2
X

(

1

1− ǫ2Z − ǫ2A
− 1

)

≃ m2
X

(

ǫ2Z + ǫ2A
)

≪ m2
X . (35)

V. DARK MATTER

Although the neutral dark gauge boson X3
µ now has

become the dark photon coupling to the SM electromag-
netic and neutral currents, its charged partners X±

µ can

still keep stable because of the U(1)D global symmetry.
We expect the X±

µ bosons to account for the dark mat-

ter relic. For this purpose, the annihilations of the X±
µ

bosons into some light species should arrive at a desired
strength. This can be achieved, thanks to the dark Higgs
boson hχ, i.e.

LDark ⊃ m2
X

vχ
hχX

+
µ X−µ +

m2
X

v2χ
h2
χX

+
µ X−µ . (36)

For example, if the dark Higgs boson hχ is lighter than

the charged dark gauge bosons X±
µ , we can expect the

annihilations X+X− → hχhχ. Subsequently, the dark
Higgs boson can mostly decay into the mediator scalars
including dileptons, diquarks and/or leptoquarks. In the
case the dark Higgs boson is too heavy to appear in the
final states, it can mediate a s-channel annihilation of the
charged dark gauge bosons into the mediator scalars. In
any of these cases, the mediator scalars eventually can
decay into the SM fermion pairs. This means we even
can expect a leptophilic dark matter if the mediator is
dominated by certain dilepton scalar(s) [27, 28]. Alter-
natively, we can resort to the coupling between the dark
Higgs boson and the SM Higgs boson for the required
annihilations.
The dark SU(2)X gauge bosons as the dark matter

have been studied in other scenario. For example, all of
three dark SU(2)X gauge bosons can keep stable if we
do not consider the high dimensional operators (6). The
dark SU(2)X gauge bosons thus can provide three degen-
erate dark matter particles [29]. Alternatively, like the
’t Hooft-Polyakov monopole model [30, 31], the SU(2)X
gauge symmetry can be spontaneously broken down to a
dark U(1)X gauge symmetry by a real dark Higgs triplet.
In consequence, the charged dark gauge boson X±

µ can
be a stable dark matter particle while the neutral dark
gauge boson X3

µ does keep massless and does not couple
to the SM electromagnetic and neutral currents [32].

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have demonstrated an interesting sce-
nario where the dark photon and the dark matter particle
can have a nearly degenerate mass spectrum. Specifically
we consider the non-abelian kinetic mixing between the
dark SU(2)X gauge group and the SM SU(2)L × U(1)Y
gauge groups. Because of these non-abelian kinetic mix-
ing, one of the dark gauge bosons becomes the dark
photon, meanwhile, the others keep stable to serve as
the dark matter particle. The non-abelian kinetic mix-
ing also makes the dark photon slightly heavier than the
dark matter. The quasi-degenerate dark photon and dark
matter could be tested if the dark photon and the dark
matter are both observed in the future.
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