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Abstract. We revisit the Standard Model fit to electroweak precision observables
using the latest data and the Particle Data Group value of the mass of the W
boson. This analysis is repeated for the value reported by CDF. The constraints
on the parameter space for dark photons arising from these electroweak precision
observables are then evaluated for both values of the W boson mass. We also extend
previous work by placing the first electroweak precision observable constraints on
the coupling of dark photons to the fermionic dark matter sector.

1. Introduction

When developing extensions of the Standard Model (SM) to include potential particle
candidates for dark matter (DM), the possibility that a portal exists that bridges
the DM sector with SM particles is an enticing one. One interesting example of
such a portal is the so-called dark photon. This couples to weak hypercharge before
electroweak symmetry breaking and so mixes with both the photon and the Z boson
and hence couples to other SM particles. The dark photon may also couple to some
or all potential dark matter particles in the dark sector. Here we consider the case
of dark Dirac fermions. The model is described in the following section. A number
of recent reviews have explored the theoretical implications of the presence of a dark
photon along with the existing and anticipated experimental constraints on its allowed
parameter space [1, 2, 3].

Numerous experimental searches for the dark photon have been undertaken [4, 5,
6, 7, 8]. While there is no direct evidence so far, a recent study of world data on deep
inelastic scattering (DIS) did report indirect evidence for its existence in the few GeV
range [9]. The NA64 [6] and BaBar [7] experiments have placed strong constraints on
the kinetic mixing parameter, e < 1072, for a dark photon mass up to 8 GeV, albeit
with small gaps around the J/¥ and its excitations. The CMS Collaboration [8] has
derived similarly competitive limits in the heavy mass region. The sensitivity of these
limits has recently been re-examined in light of the potential coupling of the dark
photon to dark matter [10]. There are also several planned experiments [11, 12, 13]
aiming to explore parts of the remaining allowed parameter space.
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Theoretical investigations have also placed decay-agnostic constraints on the dark
photon parameters by exploring the consequences for many physical processes and then
using relevant experiments to constrain parameters. The physics processes considered
include measurements of the g—2 of the muon [14, 15], electroweak precision observables
(EWPO) [16, 17], e"p DIS [18, 19, 20], parity violating electron scattering [21, 22],
partial wave unitarity [23], rare kaon and B-meson decays [24, 25], and high-luminosity
LHC projections [26].

The dark photon framework has also been applied to ascertain whether it could
explain the W boson mass anomaly reported by the CDF Collaboration [27]. The
favoured regions of dark photon parameter space were derived by fitting the CDF
my [22, 28, 29, 30]. In this work, we will investigate how the CDF myy, affects the
previous EWPO exclusion limits of dark photon parameters [17], by a global fit to
my and the other 16 electroweak precision observables. The impact of the CDF myy
measurement on the fit of electroweak data in the Standard Model and beyond has
been investigated recently in Refs. [31, 32], including studies of new physics models
with oblique corrections, the two-Higgs doublet model and dimension six Standard
Model effective field theory (SMEFT).

In addition to the correction a dark photon may generate for EWPO, it is also
possible that it could serve as a portal to a new DM sector that would otherwise
not interact with SM particles [33, 34]. There are many well-motivated dark matter
candidates for this sector, with masses ranging from ultra-light [35, 36] to super-
heavy [37, 38]. For a DM sector consisting of dark photons coupling to light DM
particles, sub-GeV Dirac fermions have been ruled out by the Planck data [39], while
cosmological constraints have been placed on the variable y = eQaD(mX/mA/)4 for
scalar, pseudo-Dirac, and asymmetric DM scenarios [40], where my and m, are the
masses of dark photon and dark matter particles, respectively, and ap = g)z(/éln and
gy is the coupling strength of the dark photon to the dark sector particles. In typical
analyses, ap is flexible and can vary up to the perturbativity bound. However, it is
also important to attempt to place constraints on g, directly, as we do here.

In this work, we revisit the electroweak constraints on the dark photon parameters.
We first examine the implication of the CDF my, measurement on the EWPO constraints
on the dark photon kinetic mixing parameter €. Then we set exclusion limits on the
dark photon couplings to dark matter particles in the case of Dirac fermions with m,
up to myz/2.

In Sec. 2, we begin by briefly reviewing the dark photon formalism, including the
coupling to dark fermions. In Sec. 3 we consider the global fit to electroweak precision
observables within the SM. In Sec. 4 we present the exclusion limits on dark photons
and dark fermions, and finally we summarise our conclusions in Sec. 5.

2. Dark photon formalism

The dark photon is usually introduced as an extra U(1) gauge boson [41, 42, 43],
interacting with SM particles through kinetic mixing with hypercharge [44]

1, 1 €
_ = Y T2 Al AT / UV ) ’

L> 4F‘WF + 2mA,AﬂA My HWF”VB + 9, XY XA, (1)

where Oy is the weak mixing angle, F;w is the dark photon strength tensor and € is the

mixing parameter. We use A’ and Z to denote the unmixed versions of the dark photon
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and the SM neutral weak boson, respectively. Note here that we also introduced the
minimal coupling of the A” to dark fermions y.
After diagonalising the mixing term through the following field redefinitions,
€
B, > B,+ ——A,
K B cos By #

7’ 1 7
Ay —————— A, (2)

V1 —€2/cos? Oy .
the dark photon and Z mass-squared matrix becomes,

1 —€
2_ 2 W
M =m7 —ew €2 +p? | (3)

where
€ tan Oy
ey = ——
V1 —€2/cos? Oy
ma [mz
p = Z (4)

V1 —€2/cos? Oy '
By diagonalising the mass-squared matrix, one can define the physical Z and Ap,
Z, = cosaZy,+sin aA;J ,
Apy = —sinaZ, +cosaA,, (5)

where « is the Z — A’ mixing angle,

1
tana = T 1-¢€2, — p? —sign(l - pz)\/llea, +(1-€, - p2)?|. (6)

The masses of these physical states are [18]
2

m<
mé,AD = 72[1 + 6‘24, +p2 +sign(1 — pz)\/(1 + 612/1/ +p2)2 —4p?]. (7)

Due to kinetic mixing, the SM weak couplings of the Z boson to both leptons and
quarks will be modified, and the dark photon will also couple to SM particles. In our
framework, both Z and Ap will couple to dark fermions. The interacting Lagrangian
becomes

e

Lv = - eQrfy'fA, - — 29Wf " (Cy = Coys)fZy

e _
~ sz TV (Ca, — Caprs)fAny

+ g—X(fYﬂ){)(Zp sina + Ap, cos ),

V1 —€2/cos? Oy

(8)
where Qy is the electric charge of the SM fermion f.
There are three independent parameters, mz, my and €. Alternatively, we can
choose the physical mass my,, as a parameter instead of myu/. From Eq. (7), we rewrite
p? in terms of mz, ma,, and € as

2 4 2
m>= m m
VA A A
p* = 2 _ 2 4D_ 2D (1+6‘241)]~ 9)
My, —mztm, mz

All the physical couplings in Eq. (8) depend on three parameters: mz, mga,,, and €.
In other analyses [19, 22, 9, 21, 25] where the physical my is fixed at its experimental
value, only two parameters are independent, with my4, and € as the usual choice.
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2.1. Couplings to SM fermions

The lowest order SM couplings of the Z boson to leptons and quarks, C% =
{9595 9% 9%} and C2 = {g};, g% g4, 94}, will be shifted to [18, 21, 25] %

C% = (cosa — e sin a)C% + 2 sin a cos? Oy CZ,

C% = (cosa — ew sina)CZ, (10)
where C? = {C/,C¢,C¥, C?} = {0,-1,2/3,-1/3}.

Likewise, the couplings of the physical dark photon Ap to SM fermions are given
by

0
Cap
a
Cap

— (sina + ew cos @)CZ + 2ew cos cos? Oy C2,

— (sina + ey cos )5 . (11)

2.2. Couplings to dark fermions

Both the dark photon Ap and the physical Z boson will couple to dark matter particles.
From Eq. (8), we can define the effective couplings
0 gy cosa

=X
ApXX V1 —€2/cos? Oy
gysina
[ T | S (12)
Zxx V1 —€2/cos? By

Note that in the minimal U(1)x model, where the dark photon A’ only kinetically
mixes with the physical photon, the Z boson will not couple to dark matter particles.

3. Electroweak observables

3.1. Effective couplings

The Z-pole observables can be expressed in terms of the effective couplings [45, 46],
which were derived in the MS renormalization scheme. The effective vector- and axial-
vector couplings, v and ay, of the Z boson to leptons at the Z-pole if_y”(vf —arys)f Zy,
can be parameterised by [46, 47],

vy = gy + (0.00199 + 0.45250Ag% + 0.00469A5?) ,

a, = gA (0.00199 + 0. 45250AgZ +0.00469A57)
9 = g5 + (0.00033 — 0.03426Ag% + 2.01197A5?)
= gA +(~0.00127 - 0. 45250A ~0.00371A5%)
+(0.00041 +0.17367A7% — 1.33977A5%)
a, = gA (0.00145 +0. 45251AgZ +0.00391A5%)
04 = gV + (~0.00118 — 0.31308Ag% + 0.66756A5?) ,
ag = g% + (~0.00168 — 0.45250A7% — 0.00424A5%) , (13)

where
A% = 0.00360ASz — 0.00241AT; + 0.00011x,,
gZ = 0.00412AT,, (14)

# In our notation, the couplings C5, Cz and Ca,, are different from those in Ref. [18] by a factor of
sin 26y .
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with
ASz =0.2217x, — 0.1188x; +0.0320x; — 0.0014x; + 0.0005x; ,
ATz = —0.0995x, — 0.2858x; + 0.1175x; + 0.0367x; + 0.00026x;
— 0.0017xpx; — 0.0033x; — 0.0001x;x; , (15)
where
Xy = In(my /100 GeV) Cx = m; — 172 ’
In10 3
ag(mz) —0.118 Ael®) - 0.0277
S =, Xg = (16)
0.003 0.0003

For the b quark, the Zbb couplings have non-trivial m, and mj dependence due to
large vertex corrections [47],

vy = gy + (0.00208 — 0.31308Ag7% + 0.66756A5°) + Agy
ap = g4 + (0.00142 — 0.45250Ag% — 0.00424A5%) + Agh,, (17)

where

Agh
Agh

—0.0001x + 0.000128x; — 0.000025xﬁ,
—0.000016xp + 0.000128x, + 0.000025x;41 .

(18)

In Egs. (13) and (17), we have separated out the lowest order couplings g{, 4» Which
are universal for all three respective fermion generations,

1 1
e _ _ 2-20 i e:__’
9y 2+ sin® Ow, g5 5
. 1
g@zi—gsmzew, gff\zi,
. 1
= = 5o =5,
1 1
=594 5 - (19)

Note that by introducing the dark photon, the couplings in Eq. (19) will be modified
due to kinetic mixing (see Sec. 2.1).

In principle, the weak mixing angle sin? @y, should also depend on my, map,
and e [48]. In this paper, we will take the SM value of sin? y in the MS scheme,
sin? Oy = 0.23122 [49], and check the effect of floating sin 6y when the dark photon is
included.

3.2. Z boson observables

The partial widths of the Z into fermions can be expressed as [47]

f
+AEW/QCD, (20)

FZ—»ff = EFTZE [(UJ% + 5{mK)CfV + aj%CfA] (1 + ZQJ%OC(:Z))

where Qr is the electric charge of fermion f. Cry and Cra denote corrections to the

color factor in the vector and axial-vector currents, respectively. Aéw Jocp Are the

mixed QED and QCD corrections, and S{mk is the correction from the imaginary
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part of the loop-induced mixing of the photon and the Z boson. The values of these
parameters are taken from Ref. [47].

The remaining electroweak observables can be expressed in terms of these partial
widths,

o _ 127 Telhaa RO = Dhad RO = Iy
Ohad = 2 2 > T T > g T T >
M, T7 1 had
where | = e,p or 7, and q = ¢,b. Thaq = Iy + Iy + I, + I + I}, and the total width
Iz = Thaa +Te + T, + I + 31,
The left-right asymmetry parameters A;, A., and A, can be written at the tree
level as

(21)

tree _ QUf/af

f 1+ (vf/af)2 '
Here we do not relate Ar to the effective weak mixing angle sin? O.g, because the dark
photon corrections to the couplings in Eq. (19) cannot be simply represented by a
change in the Weinberg angle [21].

Finally, the forward-backward asymmetries, A;B, A;’g

(22)

and A;’,’g are given by

fo_3
Alp = A (23)

3.3. W boson observables
For the W boson mass, we use the approximate parameterised form given in Ref. [50],
my = mgv — c1dH — codH? + c3dH* + c4(dh — 1)
— cxda + cgdt — c7dt? — csdHdt

+ cgdhdt — c1odas + c11dZ (24)
where
m m 2
dH = ln(100 éeV)Q’ dh = (100 (%v) :
m [04
dt = (174.3 tGeV) -1 da= o0 b
da = aS.(f{? -1, dz= 91.18’:52Ge\/ -1 (25)

Here, Aat = Adiep + Aa”), where Aaiepy = 0.031497 [51]. The coefficients in Eq. (24)
are given (in GeV) by:

my, = 80.380, c1 =0.05253 ¢y = 0.010345,

c3 =0.001021, ¢4 =-0.00007 c5=1.077,

c¢ =0.5270, c¢7 =0.0698, cg=0.004055,

cg =0.000110, c¢10=0.0716, ¢33 =115.0. (26)
The total decay width of the W-boson can be parameterised by [47]

Ty = 0.339m3,Gr [1 +8.478 x 1073(2.1940 + ARy) + 0.00065xs] , (27)
where

23 23
ARy = — 0.16{ In[1+ (W)Q] ~In[1+ (m)ﬂ} . (28)
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3.4. Standard Model fit

We follow the procedure performed in Ref. [17] and choose the free parameters

mp, Mz, Mg, Qs, AO(}(lsaz1 . (29)

For the Standard Model fit, mz is taken to be the physical mass of the Z boson, my.

These parameters are varied around their measured values to minimize the X§M7 defined
by

)(gM = Vspr - coo™ b - Vgpr, cov = Sexp * COF * Bexp - (30)

Here, Vo = theorygy (mp, mz, my, as, Aa}(li)d) — exp is the difference vector between the
SM predictions and the experimental values. We use the latest experimental data [49]
as summarised in Tab. 1, while the Z pole observables are taken from Ref. [52] with
improved Bhabha cross section. ma,DG refers to the world averaged value of the
W boson mass from measurements at LEP, SLC, Tevatron and LHC §. S, is the
diagonal matrix containing the experimental errors of the corresponding observables.
The matrices cor characterise the correlations among these electroweak observables,
which are given by Tab. 2 and Tab. 3 for the Z pole [52] and quark observables [54],
respectively. There is also a correlation coefficient of —0.174 between the mass and
width of the W boson.

The Standard Model best fit results are given in Tab. 1, with the minimized
x? being )(gM =12.9. If we replace the world averaged my value by the latest CDF
result [27], the minimum y? soars to 68.2. Note that the experimental value of as(mi)
is not included in the fits.

4. Constraints on the dark parameters

4.1. Constraints on the dark photon

We start by neglecting the couplings to dark fermions by setting g, = 0. For each value
of ma,, we adjust the mixing parameter and repeat fitting to the electroweak data by
allowing the parameters in Eq. (29) to vary. The minimum y? one can reach depends
on €, and the 95% CL excluded region is defined such that

Xa,(€) = x5 = 338. (31)

The resulting upper limits on € are shown in Fig. 1. In the case of the PDG value
of my (without the CDF measurement), our result (blue solid curve) is qualitatively
consistent with the previous determination [17]. We extend this work by performing
the fit with my set to the new CDF measurement. We notice that the constraints on
€ will be tightened when my,, < mz, and relaxed for ma, > mz, as shown by the red
solid curve in Fig. 1. We note that the calculation of 95% exclusion limits relies on the
assumption that Wilk’s theorem continues to hold even in the case of the relatively
poor y? obtained using the CDF my, value. Our results should therefore be interpreted
as indicative - a more detailed MC simulation is considered beyond the scope of this

§ We note that the ATLAS collaboration recently released an updated measurement of the W boson
mass, which is more precise than their previous measurement whilst remaining compatible with it [53].
Updating the average of this and other my measurements is considered beyond the scope of this
work, and we do not expect it to have a large effect on our conclusions.
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Observable Measurement Fit result (mfP%)  Fit result (m{°F)
mz (GeV) 91.1875+0.0021  91.1880 + 0.0020  91.1910 + 0.0020
my, (GeV) 125.25 £ 0.17 125.25 £ 0.17 125.24 £ 0.17
m; (GeV) 172.69 + 0.30 172.75 £ 0.30 173.09 + 0.29
as(m%) 0.1179 + 0.0009 0.1203 + 0.0026 0.1176 + 0.0026
Aa}(lz)d 0.02757 £ 0.00010  0.02755 + 0.00010 0.02745 + 0.00010
Iz (GeV) 2.4955 + 0.0023 2.4963 2.4953
o  (ub)  41.4802 % 0.0325 41.4704 41.4814
Ay 0.1499 + 0.0018 0.1471 0.1476
Ap 0.923 + 0.020 0.935 0.935
A 0.670 = 0.027 0.668 0.668
R? 20.7666 + 0.0247 20.7529 20.7358
R(b] 0.21629 + 0.00066 0.21581 0.21581
RY 0.1721 £ 0.0030 0.1723 0.1722
AL 0.0171 £ 0.0010 0.0162 0.0164
Af;g 0.0992 + 0.0016 0.1031 0.1034
A;’g 0.0707 + 0.0035 0.0737 0.0739
mbPC (GeV)  80.377 + 0.012 80.359
myP¥ (GeV)  80.4335 + 0.0094 80.3686
T (GeV) 2.085 + 0.042 2.091 2.091
X s 12.92/(17 - 5) 68.23/(17 - 5)

Table 1. SM fit results. The experimental value of zxs(mé) is not included
in the fit. mE/DG is the world averaged W boson mass from measurements at
LEP, SLC, Tevatron and LHC [49], while m%DF is the recent result from CDF
Collaboration [27].

mz Iz Ohad R} AOF{%
my 1.000
Iy —0.0228 1.000
o0 00521 -0.3248 1.000
R? 0.0332 0.0037  0.1960  1.000
ASL . 0.0549  0.0033  0.0069 —0.056 1.000

Table 2. Correlations for the Z observables [52].
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Rg R? A%II; FB
RO 1.00
R?  -0.18 1.00
AP -0.10  0.04 1.00
AYS 007  -0.06 0.15 1.00
Ay, =008 0.04 006 =002 1.00
Ac 004 -0.06 001 004 011 1.00

Ay A

Table 3. Correlations for the quark observables [54].

paper. We would expect that a new world average value of my including the CDF
result should result in an exclusion curve in between.

We also search for the region in the € — my4, plane in which the y? can be
potentially improved. We found that, in the region of m4, < mz, the inclusion of the
dark photon will always worsen the y? in respect to the SM fit. In Fig. 1, the blue
dashed and red dashed lines represent the dark photon parameters corresponding to
the maximum reduction in y? when fitting the PDG value and the CDF value of myy,
respectively. In the former case, the y? is slightly improved above the Z-pole, being
XfxD =11.38 for (ma,,€) = (200 GeV,0.0489). In the case with the CDF value of myy,
the inclusion of a heavy dark photon significantly reduces the y?, with Xi[) = 33.7 for
(map,, €) = (200 GeV,0.1001). The fit results are given in Tab. 4. The predicted value
of my is 80.4060 GeV, reducing the discrepancy to 2.9 o.

This result is consistent with Refs. [22, 28, 29, 30], in which the dark photon was
explored as a possible explanation of the anomaly in the W boson mass. Of course,
while this fit represents a significant improvement over that within the SM, the y? is
still unacceptably large.

For each point of the solid lines in Fig. 1, we can also obtain the fitted my and
my from Eq. (31). We have also checked that, by iteratively varying sin? 6y according
to [49]

- - miy
sin® Ow |55 = 1.0351 sin” O [on—shen = 1.0351 (1 - —- |, (32)
m<
Z
and repeating the fit in Eq. (31), sin? 6y will converge to sin? Ow s = 0.23117, and
the changes in the resulting exclusion limits on € are very small.

4.2. Constraints on dark fermions

We then switch on the dark photon’s coupling to dark fermions, g,, which enters only
into the total Z boson decay width I’z. It will receive extra contributions from y y final
states if m, < mz/2. The Z boson decay width is given by:

Iz =Thaa + e+, + T, + 30, + T, (33)
where I, is the Z — yjy partial width, which depends on the dark photon mixing
parameter € and the coupling to dark fermions g,,

2 2 2
mZCZ’X)? (1 . 2"’){) 1 dmy

T, = —e 34
X 127 2 ’ (34)

mz
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— my PDG
== my PDG - best fit
—— my CDF

10714 == mwy CDF - best fit
----- EWPO limit

o [
1072 A
103 T
2 x10?! 3x101 4x10?! 6 x 101! 102 2 x 107

mp, (GeV)

Figure 1. The 95% CL exclusion constraints on €, excluded above. The solid
blue (red) curves represent the condition )(f‘D (€) — x3\1 = 3.8, for the case in which

My, is taken to be the PDG (CDF) result. The blue (red) dashed curves represents
the parameter space that provides the best fit, i.e the minimum )(%D value that can

be obtained by floating €, for which M, is taken to be the PDG (CDF) result.
The region in grey is not accessible due to the “eigenmass repulsion” associated
with the Z mass. The EWPO limit (black dotted) is taken from Ref. [17]. The
best fit curve (red dashed) is consistent with the result in Ref. [22].

with C% 7 defined in Eq. (12). This feature makes it possible to determine € and g,
separately from electroweak observables. For a given dark photon mass, we can define
the 95% CL exclusion zone on these two parameters using [49]

Xap (69x) = Xan = 5.99. (35)

Here, we only consider the case of mll,)VDG. We first show results for heavy dark

fermions with m, = 10 GeV in Fig. 2 for several typical values of my,,. For the region
in which ma, < mz, the constraints on g, become stronger as the dark photon mass
increases. Conversely, for the region in which m,4, > mz, the upper bound on g,
becomes relaxed.

For heavier dark fermions, the invisible partial width Iz, 5 will be suppressed
due to the kinematic factor in Eq. (34),

m?( 4m3
K(mX): 1+—2 -5 - (36)
mz mz

Thus the resulting upper limits on g, shown in Fig. 2 will be relaxed by the
re-scaling factors, R = y/K(10 GeV)/K(m,), as summarised in Tab. 5.

It is not straightforward to make comparison between the existing constraints
and our results in Fig. 2. The relic density, cosmic micro-wave background (CMB),
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Observable Measurement (map, €) = (200 GeV, 0.1001)
mz (GeV)  91.1875 +0.0021 mz = 91.1894
my, (GeV) 125.25 + 0.17 125.25 + 0.17
m; (GeV) 172.69 + 0.30 172.81 + 0.30
as(m2) 0.1179 + 0.0009 0.1205 + 0.0026
Aal>) 0.02757 £ 0.00010 0.02759 = 0.00010
I7 (GeV)  2.4955 + 0.0023 2.4936
o0, (nb)  41.4802 = 0.0325 41.4660
A 0.1499 + 0.0018 0.1518
Ay 0.923 + 0.020 0.935
A 0.670 £ 0.027 0.670
R 20.7666 + 0.0247 20.7640
R 0.21629 = 0.00066 0.21579
R 0.1721 + 0.0030 0.1723
A%y 0.0171 £ 0.0010 0.0173
A% 0.0992 + 0.0016 0.1064
A 0.0707 = 0.0035 0.0763
mGPT (GeV)  80.4335 = 0.0094 80.4060
Ty (GeV) 2.085 + 0.042 2.095
X 33.69

Table 4. Fit results including the dark photon. The W-boson mass is taken from
the latest CDF measurement. Again, the experimental value of (xs(mQZ) is not
included in the fit.

and direct detection have placed constraints on the variable y = e2aD(mX /mar)? for
light dark matter scenarios, which are insensitive to separate factors e and ap [40].
For comparison, the EWPO [17] and the LHC limits [8] on e are usually multiplied
by a constant ap typically ranging from the QED « up to the perturbativity bound.
Our results in Fig. 2 set direct upper limits on g,, which are dramatically suppressed
as € approaches its exclusion bound. It would be interesting to revisit the previous
constraints on y by taking into account these e-dependent limits on g, .
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. my = 10 GeV m, =10 GeV
N — my,=20Gev || ©
=== Mg, =40 GeV
—-= My, =60 GeV
...... mgu, =80 GeV
ma, =90 GeV
10!
‘\‘ \\\ .
\ v \'\ \‘\
I P
I || i
i !
100 il |
il May =93 GeV Iy
it ] Ma, =100 GeV I
! : —= Mma, =120 GeV I :
il —== ma, =140 GeV b
il —— ma, =160 GeV b
107t i : -
103 102 101 1073 1072 10

&

Figure 2. The 95% CL exclusion constraints on dark parameters in the g, — €

plane, excluded above (using M‘I/DVDG). Each curve corresponds to ){iD (e:9x) —XEM =
5.99 for each respective ma,.

m, (GeV) 10 20 30 40
R 1.000 1.007 1.044 1.226

Table 5. Re-scaling factor to g, for heavy dark fermions.

5. Conclusions

In this work, we revisited the constraints on the dark photon from electroweak precision
observables, by investigating the impact of the latest CDF my, measurement on the
exclusion limits of the mixing parameter e. The upper bounds of € become tightened
in the region mu, < mz, and weakened for my,, > mz. We also searched for regions
in the dark photon parameter space in which the inclusion of the dark photon could
potentially improve the agreement between theory and experiment.

We also introduced dark photon couplings to fermionic dark matter particles
x- Due to kinetic mixing, the Z boson also decays invisibly to yjy in addition to
the neutrino final states. Fitting to the electroweak precision observables then sets
exclusion limits on g, for massive dark fermions, which are rather strigent when the
dark photon mass gets close to the Z boson mass. These upper bounds on g, become
weaker as m, increases.

In the future, the proposed CEPC [55], FCC-ee [56], ILC [57] and CLIC [58] are
expected to measure some of the electroweak observables with significantly increased
precision, which could improve the current constraints on the dark sector. Moreover,

the analysis presented in this work can also be extended to pseudo-Dirac, scalar, and
asymmetric dark matter scenarios.
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