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Lepton-flavor-violating (LFV) interactions involving dark matter (DM) particles remain a largely
unexplored area. In this study, we systematically investigate LFV DM interactions within the framework of
effective field theories by analyzing astrophysical photons and positrons produced from DM annihilation.
Employing the astrophysical photon and positron data collected by Fermi-LAT, INTEGRAL, XMM-
Newton, and AMS-02, we place meaningful constraints on all leading-order effective operators involving a
DM pair and a flavor-violating charged lepton pair. Our analysis covers the three well-known DM
candidates: a scalar, a fermion, and a vector particle. For the photon flux, we consider contributions from
final-state radiation, radiative decay, and inverse Compton scattering and examine their respective
sensitivity regions across different DM masses and photon energies. We find that, for DM masses below
O(20 GeV), INTEGRAL provides the most stringent constraints on annihilation cross sections and
effective operators in all three LFV channels, whereas AMS-02 offers the strongest constraints above

O(20 GeV).
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I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of dark matter (DM) is strongly supported
by astrophysical observations. However, despite decades of
theoretical and experimental studies, its microscopic nature
remains elusive. Among various DM scenarios, the Z,-
symmetry-protected DM candidate represents a compelling
possibility that naturally ensures its longevity on cosmo-
logical timescales. Over the years, this type of DM
candidate has been extensively studied experimentally
through direct and indirect detection methods as well as
via direct production at colliders. Although no positive
signals have been observed so far, stringent upper limits
have been established on the relevant observables and
couplings [1-8]. A key assumption underlying these
searches is that the DM pairs couple to pairs of standard
model (SM) particles in a flavor-conserving manner.
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Given the stringent limits on flavor-conserving DM
interactions and our limited understanding of its true nature,
extending the investigation of DM-SM interactions into the
flavor-violating sector may offer valuable new insights.
Flavor-changing neutral current DM-quark interactions
serve as an illuminating example, as they could potentially
connect DM to flavor anomalies such as the B — Kuvv
excess reported in Belle II measurements [9-15]. In
contrast, lepton-flavor-violating (LFV) DM interactions
remain largely unexplored. Such interactions are common
in various new physics (NP) models, including scotogenic
seesaw scenarios that simultaneously address neutrino
masses and DM candidates [16,17], lepton-flavored DM
models [18], the axion- or axionlike-particle-mediated
frameworks [19], and others. Given the variety of model
frameworks, it is worthwhile to systematically study such
interactions from the perspective of effective field theory
(EFT), making minimal assumptions about the underlying
dynamics.

EFT is a tailored tool for studying low-energy processes
with small momentum transfer, such as those relevant to
DM direct and indirect detections. In the low-energy EFT
extended with an additional DM particle, known as dark
sector EFT (DSEFT) [20,21], the LFV DM-charged lepton
interactions take a factorized form, DM?*£,I"Z ;;, where the
lepton flavor indices i, j = e, u, v. Recently, we initiated a
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study of these interactions by examining the LFV decays of
the y and 7 leptons involving a pair of light DM in the
final state [22], focusing on the DM mass range
mpy < |m; —m;|/2. Beyond this mass threshold, indirect
detection of DM becomes a valuable approach to probe the
relevant parameter space [23]. In the present work, we aim
to extend this investigation to probe the heavier DM mass
range by analyzing indirect detection signals of DM
annihilation, including photons and positrons, as observed
by Fermi-LAT [24], INTEGRAL [25], XMM-Newton [26],
and AMS-02 [27].

In this analysis, we consider three well-known DM
candidates with spin up to 1, including a spin-0 scalar
DM ¢ (either complex or real), a spin-1/2 fermion DM y
(either Dirac or Majorana), and a spin-1 vector DM X
(either complex or real). For each case, we identify the
leading-order effective operators and study constraints on
their Wilson coefficients (WCs) from indirect detection
signatures. We calculate the photon flux induced by various
mechanisms, including prompt photons from final-state
radiation (FSR) and radiative decays (Rad) of charged
leptons and nonprompt photons from inverse Compton
scattering of electrons or positrons off the background
photons. In particular, we will demonstrate that the nor-
malized FSR photon spectra from all s-wave operators in
each specific annihilation channel exhibit a nearly degen-
erate pattern.

For the two-to-two annihilation processes DM + DM —
¢F¢7, these operators exhibit rich partial-wave contribu-
tions, including s, p, and d waves. We find that 20 operators
induce DM annihilation via the s wave at leading order,
while 12 operators lead to the p-wave annihilation. In

addition, in the fermion DM case, two operators OZ;? )
involve both s- and p-wave contributions at leading order,

whereas in the vector DM case, two operators OZ)(([;)
involve both p- and d-wave contributions. Unlike the
common assumption of s-wave dominance, the p- and
d-wave contributions are highly sensitive to the DM
velocity distribution and generally lead to weaker con-
straints on the relevant annihilation cross sections and EFT
WCs. Our results indicate that the constraints on effective
scales associated with p-wave operators are weaker by 1-2
orders of magnitude compared to those on s-wave operators
of the same dimension. For the dimension-6 (dim-6)
operators in the fermion DM scenario, the effective scale
can be probed from a few tens of GeV to TeV range for the
s-wave operators, with the exact constraints varying
according to the DM masses. These results complement
existing constraints from charged LFV decays for DM
masses below the annihilation thresholds.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we present all leading-order operators involving a
DM pair and a LFV charged lepton current and derive DM
annihilation cross sections and their velocity expansions.

The calculation of photon and positron fluxes arising from
various mechanisms is detailed in Sec. III. The datasets
used in our analysis, along with our final constraints on
thermally averaged cross sections and EFT operators, are
presented in Sec. IV. Finally, our summary is offered in
Sec. V. The Appendix provides a concise derivation of the
thermally averaged cross section for a general velocity-
dependent annihilation scenario.

II. LFV DM ANNIHILATION IN DSEFT

A. Effective lepton-DM operators in DSEFT

We work in the DSEFT framework and focus on the
leading-order effective operators involving a pair of DM
particles and a pair of charged leptons with distinct flavors
[20,21]. The relevant operators respecting the unbroken SM
gauge symmetry SU(3), ® U(1),,, are summarized in
Table I, where the SM charged lepton fields are denoted
by Z; ; = e, u, 7. For the vector DM, we follow Ref. [20]
and consider two parametrizations depending on whether
the vector field is represented by a four-vector potential
X, (case A) or a field strength tensor X,, =9,X, —9,X,,
(case B). In vector DM case A, the covariant derivative

for the operator OYy, is defined as Zy(ﬂigy) 0=
i(¢iy,D,¢; —D,fy,t;) +p < v, and similarly for the
operator O?X, by replacing y, with y,ys. In vector DM
case B, the dual field strength tensor is given by
X = (1/2)e"#°X ,,. In the table, the “X” symbol indicates
that the relevant operator vanishes when the DM particle is
its own antiparticle.

When the full SM gauge symmetry SU(3), x SU(2), x
U(l)y is imposed, the DSEFT framework can be
naturally extended to a framework similar to the standard
model effective field theory, i.e., the extension of SMEFT.
In this case, the local effective operators are constructed
from the DM and SM fields that respect the full gauge
symmetry. Since the DM field may carry nontrivial SM
charges, these SMEFT-like operators must properly incor-
porate this possibility. As examples, the operator bases for
various charge assignments and DM scenarios may be
found in [28-30]. For instance, if the DM field is an
electroweak scalar singlet, the SM gauge-invariant counter-
parts of the four DSEFT operators in Table I take the form

(Lie;H)($'$), (H'EL;)($'h). (Lir"L;)(¢"i0,4), and
(eire;)(¢'i0,¢), where H, L, and e represent the SM
Higgs, left-handed lepton doublet, and right-handed lepton
singlet fields, respectively.

The ultraviolet-complete models that simultaneously
account for neutrino mass and provide a DM candidate,
such as the scotogenic seesaw mechanism and its exten-
sions [16,17], can yield the effective DM-Iepton inter-
actions considered here. Another example is provided in
[23], where a leptophilic Higgs doublet and a scalar DM
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TABLE L.
Here, the flavor indices ij = eu(ue), et(ze), uz(tu).

The leading-order effective operators containing a lepton bilinear and a pair of DM particles in the DSEFT framework [20].

Scalar DM case

O3 = (€t)) (9" )

OV = (Eape)(@'i9,) O

OV = (Ziiyst ;) (')

OMT = (Zipyst ;) (¢10,0) (X)

Fermion DM case

O = (@) ()
O34 = (Z:¢)) (xivsy)
Ol = (@it Grrx) X
Ond = (Cr'e;) (rursy)

Opl = (€i0"¢))(70,u2) X

OVl = (Ziiyst)) (ix)

O = (Zirst ) rsy)

O = (Cr'vst ) Tra) X)
O3 = (Cr'vst ) @rarsy)
Op) = (Gi0"¢)(Foursr) X)

Vector DM case A

O = (€:¢;)(X)x")
Ot =5 (Fi0m¢; )(Xlxb —XIX,) (%)

2
O = L (2o iDyy ¢ (XH XY + XVTX¥)
O;xlé = (%, ) (Xﬂ XY + Xvix#)
O5 = Cirut))( Xpa X, )etro
Ot = (@) (X1i9,x*) (X)
OVl = (Ziyat,)id, (X X — X¥XH) (X)
Ol = (Civt )id, (X)X ,)e™” (X)

P.ij
Oy =

T,ij
OfXZ -

_,-t ;) (X, X")
Wysf )(XZXV -X}X,) X)

A.ij
OfX4

AL
OfXS -

A.ij
OfXﬁ

Ciy st)(Xula X¥) (X)
Ciy,uyst;)io, (XFTXY — XVTXH) (X)
7}’;{75?’ﬂ )la (XPX )6/41410 (X)

Vector DM case B

O% = (@it )X X
Oy = (Giirst ;) Xin X"
Ofh = 5(€i0"€}) (X} X0 = X5, X0) (%)

Oy = (Cit ) Xju X1
Ol;)l(é = (f )X/wX
Opdh =3 a*‘”rsf V(X X0 — X5,X0) (X)

candidate ¢ are introduced that can generate the LFV dim-6
operator (L;e;H)(¢"¢) after integrating out the new heavy
Higgs doublet. In this work, we focus exclusively on the
indirect detection analysis within the EFT framework,
leaving a comprehensive investigation of ultraviolet scenar-
ios that generate these LFV DM interactions for future study.

According to the effective operators listed in Table I,
it is straightforward to calculate the DM annihilation
cross section in each case and its corresponding partial-
wave expansion in terms of the DM relative velocity v,
For our analysis, the relevant annihilation channels
are two-to-two processes DM 4 DM — fi‘fj*. Their
thermally averaged annihilation cross sections (6vr);;
directly determine the predicted photon and positron
fluxes, which will be detailed in the next section.
Consequently, to derive constraints on the WCs from
existing astrophysical observations, it is necessary to
calculate the annihilation cross sections, as we discuss in
the following subsection.

B. Calculation of annihilation cross sections

The total annihilation cross section of a specific process
DM(k) +DM(ky) = £; (p:)¢; (p;) is expressed as

1 g +) ———
- — / MPd, (1)
1

167{)“(‘5" mJZDM’ mZDM) 3t —12)

where |M|? denotes the spin-averaged and -summed
matrix element squared. s = (k; + k,)? is the invariant
mass squared of the DM pair, and ¢t = (k; — p;)? with

1
= \/A(s, Mg mby)A(s,m2,m?),  (2a)

1. =2mpy +mi +m3 —s. (2b)

Here, A(x,y,2) = x* + y* + 22 = 2(xy + yz + zx) denotes
the triangle function. Defining p. = s — (m; F m;)?, it

follows that A(s,mf,mj) =p.p_. The total cross
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section induced by each DSEFT operator can be calculated
directly from Eq. (1), and the final results are summarized in
the second column in Table II. In the table, x;=
1 —dmdy/s = A(s, mby;, miy,)/s*. Since DM particles
annihilate nonrelativistically, it is a good approximation
to expand the velocity-weighted cross section in terms of the

TABLE II.

The annihilation cross section for the process DM + DM — £7

DM relative velocity v, to simplify subsequent calcula-
tions. In the center-of-mass frame, s =4mpy[1+v2,/(4—

v3)] =4mdy[1+ 0%, /4 + 02, /16 + O(v8,)] in the nonre-
lativistic limit. Consequently, 0V can be Taylor—expanded

in powers of 12, as 6w, = a + bv’, + dvt, + O(15,),
where a, b, and d denote the s-, p-, and d-wave contributions,

f;;[ induced by each DSEFT operator with its WC C{ , for

the case of a complex scalar or vector and Dirac fermion DM field. For the ¢ in the second column, the expression for the operators in
round brackets is obtained by p_ <> p.. For o, we have neglected the lighter lepton’s mass and kept the leading-order results in the

expansion of v2,.

Note that 7;; = max[m;, m3]/(4mpy,). In the real scalar or vector and Majorana fermion DM cases, the above results

for ¢ and ov,,; from nonvanishing operators need to be multiplied by a factor of 4.

Operator Total cross section o[|CJ|?]

Leading-order 6, [|C}|?]

Scalar DM case

S.ij ( AP.ij N 1 2
Oy (Ory) T e (=)
V.ij 1 AALij EPp= 2
0f¢ (th ) 227“2 p+(3s —P_) %(1 - ’71]) (2 + ’71/) rel
Fermion DM case
S.ij / AP.i] Ny 2
O41(Op1) o P- g (1=mij) vy
S.ij ( AP.ij Vo 2
Of;(é(of)(é) 165:5— ﬂ(l _nij)z
V.ij AAij /pp- m2
Of)(lj(of)[lj) 48ﬂi21\)/,(—(3_l<f)p+(3s_p—) 11(1 '71])2(2+771])
V.ij AALij Vo
0,,3(03) Rnte 1351265 + (1= xp)p-] = B = Kp)pip-} (1= i)
mZ
545 (1 =n;;)(4 = 5n;; + 7’712j)yrzel
T.ij/ AT.ij - m?
Of;{(ofﬁ) 12,,/; . {35[(3 2kp)py +Kkpp-] =23 —ks)pip-} 27” (1- 77;'_;)2(1 + 2n;)

Vector DM case A

OX(ON)  isitiie (3= 2k, + 360 s (1= m)?

O (O%) l722;{[’:;_/1\/_{35[ (27 = kF)py + (3 = dip +k7)p_] =23 = k7)p.p_} 18z (1= mi)7 (1 + 2n;5)
et (158 (ky = k})p + K]

OVH(OK =55’ [3('<f —K7)p% + 3K5p% +drpp i p_] W1 =) (0 + i)
+10s[(3 = 2k7)p4 + (Kf + k7)p_lpep- = (15 = 10k, + 3x7)p% p2 }

ORAORD) i Bl =kp)py +xyp-] = (14 26 )p.p-} 3 (1= )2 + 1)02,

OO gty Bslrps + (1= kp)p-] = B = x)pap-} e (1 =m0l

+m (I =mi) (2 —ni; + 2’7,21‘)”?&

ORAO5) el (3= 26 4 363)p, (35 = ) S (1= )22 + )02y

Ora(O58)  Yemre (2=xp)pi(3s—p.) (=122 + )

ONG(OKY) = (3=kpp (35— p.) B (1 =)@ + )

Vector DM case B

P —
01 (Ogx)) zéén\l/a (3 + 2k + 3x7)p_

GO .

I -

Ot (Opxa) 172§”f\ﬁ {3s2(3ks = x5 )py + (3 +x7)p-]

4
3 (1= ny)?
2m?
X(l_”zj) rel
—2(3+6Kf—1<%)p+p_} ;ré’j,(l 711]) (1+2n;)
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Comparison of ov, as a function of mpy; between the full calculation (thick gray line) and the partial-wave components for

the operators (’)Z;? V7 In the plots, we use typical values of v, = 1073 and A = 100 GeV. Similar behavior applies to the vector DM

v
operators Oy

respectively. The leading-order expansion results of oo, are
tabulated in the third column in Table II.

We make a few comments on the results. First, the
calculation of the squared matrix elements for the process
DM + DM — #;¢;, induced by the DSEFT operators, is
performed using FeynCale package [31], followed by the
phase space integration. Second, in the Galactic DM halo,
the typical DM velocity is approximately 10~3¢, where ¢ is
the speed of light, implying that DM is highly nonrelativ-
istic. It is, therefore, reasonable to expand v, in terms of
v2, and keep the leading-order terms. From the last column
in the table, one observes that the scalar DM operators
Oifpp) [(’);/;)A)] lead to annihilation processes that are
dominated by the s (p) wave, due to the DM current
structure. In the case of fermion DM, every operator
contributes primarily through s-wave annihilation except
Oiﬁ), which instead produce a p-wave-dominated contri-
bution. For the vector DM case A (B), contributions to 6,
from operators (’)%f), O}x1,- and (’);/}((/g) [(7)%?1) and Oy ,]
are s-wave dominated, whereas the remaining operators
OX(/?_)Z’& 4 [@%2] contribute predominantly through p-wave

annihilation. Lastly, for the operators OZE ) [OZ)((/;)] in
the fermion (vector) case, it is necessary to include
both the leading- and next-to-leading-order expansion to
accurately capture the behavior of the full calculation. This
is because their leading-order term is proportional to the
lepton mass squared via n;; = max[my, m3]/(4mpy), and
the next-to-leading-order term becomes dominant when
mpy >> max[m;, m;]/ vy For illustration, Fig. 1 compares
the contributions to ov, from different partial waves with
the full calculation for the fermion DM operators (’);’;?) ata
fixed velocity v,y = 1073, The left, middle, and right
panels display the results for the three annihilation modes
corresponding to ey, er, and ur flavor combinations,
respectively. As shown in the left (middle or right) panel,
the s-wave contribution is valid only when the DM mass is

, where the labels “s-wave” and “p-wave” are replaced by “p-wave” and “d-wave,” respectively.

below 1) / vre1, Whereas the p-wave contribution becomes
significant when mpy 2 1,(2) / Vre-

C. Thermally averaged cross sections (6v,))

Since the DM phase space distribution in the galaxy is a
function of both position and velocity, and the observed
cosmic-ray signal represents a statistical average over all
velocity states, it is, therefore, convenient to define a
position-dependent thermally averaged annihilation cross
section (ov,)(r) as follows:

(ovm)(F) = / P f(r.vy) / P f(r. v)ovm. (3)

where r denotes the DM annihilation position in the
galactic frame. The DM velocity distribution f(r,v) at
position r is approximated by a normalized, isotropic
Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution with a velocity dispersion
vo(r) [32-34], which is r dependent and can be obtained
by solving the Jeans equation [35,36]. According to the
nonrelativistic expansion, 6v, = a + B?J?el + Zlvfel +o
the thermal average becomes

<0-Urel><r) :214-61;1)(2)(}’)4—60&1}3(}’)—1—-“, (4)

which is also isotropic and vy(r) dependent for p- and d-
wave contributions. More details for the derivation are
given in the Appendix.

III. CALCULATION OF THE PHOTON AND
POSITRON SPECTRA

In our analysis, the relevant observational signals include
diffuse photons and positrons. Below, we detail their
primary production mechanisms from DM origins and
the calculation of the spectra at Earth after accounting
for the astrophysical propagation effects.
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A. Photon flux

We begin with the calculation of the photon flux. The
diffuse x- and gamma-ray background from DM annihila-
tion in the Universe has two main contributions: the
localized galactic component and the extragalactic compo-
nent due to the smooth DM distribution throughout the
Universe. For telescopes relevant to our discussion, the
Milky Way’s DM halo provides the dominant contribution;
therefore, we neglect the subdominant extragalactic con-
tribution. For LFV DM-lepton operators in Table I, the
induced photon flux is mainly generated through three
mechanisms: FSR via the three-body annihilation
DM + DM — fiifjﬂ/, Rad of final-state leptons in the
two-body annihilation DM + DM — fliff, and inverse
Compton scattering (ICS) of background soft photons
upscattered by energetic e generated in the two-body
annihilation and subsequent decays of u and/or 7 leptons.
The first two correspond to the so-called prompt photons,
while the ICS photons are nonprompt. The total differential
photon flux is a sum of them:

PO, Pop®
dQdE,  dQdE,

2 ad
PR
dQdE,

2 plICS
D!
dQdE,’

(5)

For the prompt photons from FSR and Rad, the flux is
related to the thermally averaged cross section in Eq. (3) via
the following form:

dz(b; _ id_]\/{/ pZ(r) <6vrel>ij+ji(r) o (6)

deE}, - A dE;, LOS S (1 + 5,-j)m2DM
Here, S = 4 (2) for complex (real) scalar, vector, or Dirac
(Majorana) DM particles, reflecting the number of inde-
pendent combinations of DM annihilation. dN}/dE,
denotes the normalized photon spectrum in each annihila-
tion process relative to the corresponding two-to-two
annihilation, with / representing either FSR or Rad. The
calculation will be detailed below. The integration of s’ is
along the line of sight (LOS) that accounts for all contri-
butions along a specific direction. For the DM distribution
p(r), we adopt the standard Navarro-Frenk-White
(NFW) Pmﬁle pNFW(r) = ps(r/rs)_l(l + r/rs)_z [37738]’
where r denotes the distance from the Galactic Center and r
is the scale radius defined by (dInp/dlnr),_, =-2.
Numerically, r, = 24.42 kpc and p, = 0.184 GeV/cm?
[39], leading to a local DM density p ~ 0.3 GeV/cm?. In
the galactic coordinate, r is related to the LOS distance s’

via r(s') = \/r3 + s'* = 2rgs’ cosy. Here, y is the angle
between the LOS and the direction to the Galactic Center,
ro = 8.3 kpc is the distance of Earth to the Galactic Center,
and cosy =cosbcosl, where b and [ are the galactic
latitude and longitude, respectively. The integration range
for s is from O to a maximal value determined by the virial

radius r;; = 300 kpc of the DM halo [40]:

Shax = Fo COSY + \/ 1oy — rg sin® . (7)

1. Final-state radiation

We now proceed to the determination of the FSR photon
spectra from operators that yield an s-wave annihilation,
which can be readily identified from Table II as those
whose leading-order expansion for ov, exhibits no veloc-
ity suppression. In our calculation, the normalized FSR
spectra are obtained from a direct numerical approach. For
each s-wave operator, we input the corresponding matrix
element for the radiative process DM + DM — ¢ z,”;ry into

the FeynCalc package [31] and compute the squared ampli-
tude. This is followed by numerical integration over the
final-state lepton phase space for a given DM mass and
division by the flux factor to obtain the differential cross
section as a function of the photon’s energy in the center-of-
mass frame. Finally, the normalized photon spectrum is
obtained by dividing the differential cross section
do(DM + DM — ¢;¢y)/dE, by the total cross section
of the corresponding two-to-two annihilation process
DM + DM — fi‘ff mediated by the same operator. The

Mathematica notebook used to generate the spectra in
our analysis is available as auxiliary files from the arXiv
source file.

Our numerical results indicate that, when the DM mass
is significantly greater than the mass of the heavier
lepton, all s-wave EFT operators produce nearly identical
normalized FSR spectra for a given lepton flavor combi-
nation. The differences in their spectra mainly occur as
the photon energy approaches its maximum, where the
leptonic-current structures of the operators and the
masses of the final-state leptons play a significant role.
For illustration, Fig. 2 presents a comparison across
different operators for three benchmark DM masses in
each channel. As observed in the plots, for the typical
photon energy below half of its maximum value
EP™ = mpy — (m; + m;)?/(4mpy), the spectra from dif-
ferent operators become degenerate.

This degenerate behavior for the spectra can be under-
stood analytically as follows. Based on the lepton structure
function method [41], the normalized spectra can be
approximated by the following analytic expression [see
Eq. (14) in that reference]:

dN7;(x,,s)
dx,

A

=H, (x,.3), §=(1-x,)s. (8)
where s (§) denotes the invariant mass squared of the DM
pair (lepton pair) and x, = E,/mpy. H; ;(x,.8) is a final-
state radiator, which accounts for the radiative corrections
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FIG. 2. Comparison of normalized FSR spectra across various s-

wave operators and different benchmark DM masses for the three

LFV annihilation channels. The dashed curves represent the analytical calculation based on Eq. (10).

to the two-to-two scattering cross section caused by FSR.
By extending the lepton-flavor-conserving (LFC) result in
[41] to our LFV cases, we have

1
/1 —X,

Here, D;(x, §) denotes the structure function of the lepton i
at the scale § with a longitudinal momentum fraction of x.
Its exact expression up to O(a?) is given in Eq. (3) in
Ref. [41]. Expanding the D; ; function to the linear order in
the fine structure constant «, we obtain

dz .
7Di(sz)Dj

l—xy

Hi.j(xy’ 3') -

<

Hi’j(xy, 5) = d(xy, §,m;) + d(xy, S,mj), (10)
where
1+ (1—x)?
Ay 3,mp) = X (logls/m2] - 1)~ L= gy
T X
4

As shown by the black dashed curves in Fig. 2, the spectra
obtained from Eq. (10), which is essentially operator
independent, agree very well with our direct numerical
calculation when mpy > (m; +m;)/2 and E, < Epy/2.
Even in the high-energy tail where E, X Epy/2, the
differences remain below 20%.

Before closing this subsection, we make two additional
remarks. First, for operators that share the same Lorentz
structure but involve different flavor combinations, the
normalized FSR spectrum for each LFV annihilation mode
with afi‘ffy final states always lies between those of the
two LFC modes involving #; ¢}y and £7¢y (j # i),
where the mode containing the lighter lepton pair domi-
nates. The solid curves in Fig. 3 show the FSR spectra for
the six channels of lepton flavor, which are calculated based
on the operator Zyﬂys ¢ jy*ysy with three benchmark DM
masses: 3 (left panel), 30 (middle panel), and 300 GeV
(right panel). As clearly illustrated by the plots, both LFV
and LFC annihilation modes produce FSR spectra with
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FIG. 3. Comparison of photon spectra for different annihilation channels, including both LFV and LFC cases. The FSR spectra are

shown as solid curves, while the Rad spectra are represented by dashed curves. The left, middle, and right panels correspond to DM

masses of 3, 30, and 300 GeV, respectively.

similar shapes. Second, we do not show the corresponding
FSR spectra for the p- and d-wave operators in Fig. 3, as
their calculation depends nontrivially on the DM velocity
distribution. To assess this effect, we generate the spectra
using MadGraph and find that, after normalization, they
exhibit only weak dependence on the initial DM velocity.
In the photon energy region of interest, these spectra
closely resemble those of the s-wave operators and are
well described by the analytic formula when mpy > m,.
However, the MadGraph results suffer from large fluctuations
in the low-energy (keV) region. Therefore, in the following
calculations, we adopt the FSR spectra of the s-wave
operators as a proxy for those of the p- and d-wave
operators.

2. Radiative decays

The Rad photons arise from the radiative decays of the
primary charged leptons, u* and 7%, produced in DM
annihilation, and are independent of EFT operators. For the
muon, the dominant radiative decay process is
W~ — e Dy, whereas for the 7 lepton, both the leptonic
decay modes 7= — e‘(,u‘)i/e(ﬂ)v,y and hadronic decay
channels contribute significantly. For the four-body lep-
tonic decay process £~ — £~ Dpvpy (and its charge-con-
jugation counterpart), the Rad photon spectrum can be
calculated analytically and is given by [42]

dNR7 a(l—xyp)
dE; ~ 36rnE;

{xfu — xz)(46 — 55x,) — 102

l—xf}’ (12)

+ 12[3 - 2Xf(1 - Xf)z] In
Tee

where Ej is the photon energy in the lepton rest frame,
xp =2E;[/my,and rpp=(mg[/mg)* with £6' = (pe,ve, ty)
for the three LFV annihilation modes.

For the hadronic radiative decays of the 7 lepton,
no analytical formulas exist for the resulting photon
spectrum. Instead, we obtain it through a detailed Pythia

simulation [43]." We generate 10° 7~ leptons at rest using
Pythia, collect the final-state photons from their decay
products, and bin them according to the photon energy
to obtain the normalized spectrum. We find that the leptonic
radiative decay modes 7~ — e‘(,u‘)l'/ew)v,y are not
included in the Pythia simulation. Therefore, we combine
the simulated photon spectrum with the analytic expres-
sions in Eq. (12) for these leptonic modes to derive the total
radiative decay spectrum for 7 decay at rest, dN,lfad’T /dE;.

For the produced charged lepton # moving in motion, the
photon spectrum discussed above in its rest frame needs to
be boosted to the DM rest frame, which is given by

dNyRad.f B lda) dN)l}ad,f (13)
dy ), o do

where y = E,/(/EZ — m% and = E;/(2m;). In the DM
annihilation channel DM + DM — ¢ i‘f}“, £="¢7, f}L, and
the energies of the charged leptons are

m? — m?

E
4mDM

ij

The dashed lines in Fig. 3 show the Rad spectra for the
three benchmark DM masses used for the FSR calculation.
For a given LFV channel fi‘f;r, the normalized spectrum
from Rad also falls between those of the corresponding
LFC channels fl-‘fi* and f;fj*, with the Rad contribution

'Since the hadronic matrix elements in hadronic z decays
involve nonperturbative QCD effects, their calculations suffer
from uncertainties in the choice of hadronic current parametriza-
tion, resonance modeling, and form factors [44—46]. For the
dominant mode 7~ — vz~ 7", the uncertainty in the branching
ratio is about 4% [44], while for other modes such as
7= = v,7%%, the %7~ invariant mass distributions from Pythia
and Herwig++ can differ by up to 15% [47]. These effects
introduce uncertainties into the photon spectrum from 7 radiative
decays at most at a similar level.
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vanishing for the e e~ pair. Unlike in the case of FSR, the
dominant contribution now comes from the heavier lepton
pair. Since the FSR mainly originates from the collinear and
soft photon emission of energetic final-state lighter leptons,
its contribution is enhanced in the lower photon energy tail.
Consequently, increasing the DM mass, which makes the
final-state leptons more energetic, enhances collinear and
soft radiation, resulting in a more significant FSR con-
tribution. In contrast, photons from z leptons are predomi-
nantly produced through hadronic z decays and carry
substantial energies. As a result, for LFV channels involv-
ing 7 leptons (e7 and u7), the Rad contribution dominates in
the high-energy region. In the low-energy region, the FSR
contribution dominates for all three benchmark DM masses
in the et channel, while for the uz channel it dominates
only when mpy 2 300 GeV. Finally, it should be noted
that the FSR always dominates over the Rad in the photon
spectrum for the ey case.

3. The inverse Compton scattering

In addition to the FSR and Rad photons, the ICS photons
—rproduced primarily by the scattering of high-energy e*’s
from DM annihilation off the galactic background low-
energy photons—dominate the photon flux at lower photon
energies, as will be shown below. The background photons
mainly consist of the cosmic microwave background
(CMB), optical starlight emitted by stars in the galactic
disk, and infrared light resulting from the absorption and
reemission of starlight by galactic dust. The ICS flux can be
written as an integral of the photon emissivity j(E,,r) at
position r in the galactic coordinate, along the LOS
direction,

RO | i(E,,
—— ds/M. (15)
deEy vi¥is LOS E},

The emissivity characterizes the photon emission capability
of a cell at r and is obtained by convolving the e* spectral
number density (dn,-/dE,) with the corresponding differ-
ential radiation power into photons [Pics(E,, E,.r)]:

_ Ep dn,
HEr) = [ dEPes(Bp Eer) G (). (16)

where the maximum energy of the electron or positron is
determined by the kinematics of DM annihilation, with
EP™ = max[E;, E;], where E; ; are given in Eq. (14).
The e* spectral distribution dn,:/dE, includes contri-
butions from both electrons and positrons produced
through the annihilation channel DM + DM — f;f;f
and the subsequent decays of charged muons and taus.
It relates to the e® phase-space distribution function
fe(p,r) via the relation dn,:/dE, =4xE,pf.(p.r),
where p and E, denote the magnitude of the momentum

and the energy of e, respectively. The function f,(p,r) is
governed by a transport equation, whose main components
include a diffusion term, an energy loss term, and an e™*-
source term [48]. In addition, two other terms—advection
and convection—describe the flow of e®’s near the
Galactic Center; however, their effect can be safely
neglected in the region of interest for DM annihilation
and observation [49].

Furthermore, following Ref. [50], we adopt the “on the
spot” approximation in our analysis. This implies neglect-
ing the diffusion term and assuming that the scattering
occurs exactly at the location where these e®’s are
produced from DM annihilation. It is anticipated that
diffusion would partially redistribute the e population
from regions of high DM density to areas of lower density,
effectively shifting the photon flux generated by ICS
from the Galactic Center region toward larger radii.
References [49,51] demonstrate that the flux predicted
by fully numerical GALPROP calculations [52,53] agrees
with the on the spot approximation within a factor of 2,
making this approximation reasonably accurate. By
neglecting the diffusion term, the e* spectral distribution
can then be solved semianalytically:

dn - Y, :(E, <Gvre >i' 'i(r)
(E,.r) = YelEe) 00l ) )
btot(Ee’r) S(l + 5ij)mDM

where b (E,, r) represents the total energy loss function of
the e*’s [54], including contributions from synchrotron
radiation, bremsstrahlung, ionization, and ICS. We adopt
the numerical interpolation function provided by PPPC4
[39] in our calculation. Y- (E,) is defined by

E™ . dN, -
Y- (E,) = dE,—< (E,). 18
w(E)= [T B E) 09

Here, dN - /dE, is the energy spectrum of e*’s produced
per DM annihilation event in the DM rest frame, including
contributions from the primary e* (when #; =e~ or
f}” =e™") and the secondary ones due to decays of u
and 7. The spectrum of primary e* is simply represented by
a Dirac delta function. For muon decay at rest, the e*
spectrum is determined by the process u~ — e~v, 0, and its
conjugate. For 7 decay at rest, we obtain the e® spectra
using Pythia8 simulations. Similarly to the Rad component
of the photon flux, we need to boost the e* spectrum in the
lepton rest frame to the DM rest frame via

1 E:f“ﬂ)( E*
dN,: / dN,- dE: (19)

dE,  2ere Ei dE; p;’

where y, = E,/m, is the Lorentz boost factor of the parent
lepton ¢, B, = (1—1/y2)"2, and pi = \/(E)?—m2.
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FIG. 4. Photon fluxes from FSR (red curves), Rad (blue curves), and ICS (green curves) are shown for the three LFV DM annihilation
channels. The solid and dashed curves correspond to mpy = 3 and 300 GeV, respectively. The gray vertical dashed lines denote the
energy ranges covered by INTEGRAL and Fermi-LAT. We fix (6v,e1);; ;; t0 3 X 10726 and 3 x 1072* cm? /s for mpy = 3 and 300 GeV
cases, respectively, and adopt the sky region for the Fermi-LAT dataset (8° < |b| < 90° 0 </ < 360°).

The integration limits are given by E[*nax(min> =y, (E, +
ﬂfﬁe) with pe =V E% - m%
Next, we turn to the function Picg, which physically

represents the scattering rate of high-energy e interacting
with background photons. It can be expressed as

dn dUeff

Pics = [ de,(E, —€,)—"(e,.r)—=~(€,.E,. E,). (20)
de dE
Y Y

Here, €, denotes the energy of background photons with the
number density spectrum dn,/de, which comprises the
three components described above. The isotropic CMB
component follows a thermal Bose-Einstein distribution at
a temperature 7 = 2.73 K. For the infrared and starlight
components, we employ the data provided in GALPROP
[55]. dos/ dE, denotes an effective ICS cross section that
incorporates the effects of Lorentz boosts and frame
transformations. Its expression can be derived from
Eq. (2.48) in Ref. [54], with appropriate adjustments to
account for differences in notation:

dGeff 36T

[qunq—f—q—i— 1-24%

dE, 4y2€y
1 K'}%
= 1- , 21
1) 1)
where k, =E,/(ym,) and q=k,/[[(1-x,)] with

I'. =4e,y/m,. y = E,/m, is the Lorentz boost factor of
the electron or positron in the reference frame of the photon
gas. oy = 0.6652 b is the total Thomson cross section.
Trading the integral variable €, by the dimensionless g
variable, the final differential power Pjcg takes the follow-
ing form:

dny

!
Pics = GTEyLdq—(ey(Q)’r)fICS(Q)v

= (22)

where

3 1 1
=——|l-——5——| xX—
Jies= gz [ 4qr*(1 _Ky):| “q

1«2
X{qunq+q+1—2q2+— z (1—q)]. (23)

21—Ky

4. Comparison of photon flux

Having detailed the three main photon sources, it is
enlightening to compare their relative contributions to the
produced photon flux in various scenarios. In Fig. 4, we
show the predicted photon fluxes for the three LFV
channels from the three photon components: FSR (red
curves), Rad (blue curves), and ICS (green curves). The
fluxes are calculated based on a Dirac DM scenario for two
benchmark DM masses: mpy = 3 (solid curves) and
300 GeV (dashed curves). The values of (ovy) =
(o) ;i are fixed at 3x 10726 and 3 x 1072* cm?/s
for the two mass points, respectively. In the calculation, we
choose a sky region with 8° < |b| < 90°and 0 < [ < 360°,
which corresponds to the observation window of
Fermi-LAT.

As shown in the plots, the photon spectra exhibit distinct
behavior for the different radiation components, reflecting
their underlying production mechanisms. In the low-energy
range (keV-100 MeV), ICS dominates for all three LFV
channels. This is because electrons and positrons produced
in GeV-scale DM annihilation already carry sufficient
energy to upscatter low-energy background photons into
the x-ray range, resulting in the ICS flux that greatly
exceeds those from Rad and FSR. In the high-energy range
(100 MeV-10 GeV), the dominant contribution depends on
both annihilation channel and DM mass. For z-related
channels (ez and pz), Rad dominates in both the light and
heavy DM scenarios, as hadronic t decays produce
energetic photons. In the eu channel, the dominant com-
ponent varies with DM mass: FSR prevails in the light DM
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TABLE III. Summary of the datasets used in this work, including the energy range, sky coverage, and data sources for each
experiment.

Experiment Data energy range Sky coverage Data source
INTEGRAL 27-1800 keV |I] <23.1° (E, < 600 keV); |I| < 60° Ref. [25]

(600 keV < E, < 1800 keV)

XMM-Newton 2.5-8 keV All sky excluding |b| < 2° Refs. [26,56]
Fermi-LAT 200 MeV-10 GeV 0 <1<360°% 8 < |b| <90° Ref. [24]
AMS-02 20 GeV-1 TeV o Ref. [27]

region, while ICS becomes dominant in the heavy DM
region. These features highlight the complementary roles
played by the three photon components across different
energy ranges. More importantly, they will help us to
understand the final constraints presented in the next
section.

B. Positron flux

Taking into account both energy losses and spatial
diffusion, the solution of the transport equation leads to
the positron flux from DM annihilation given by [39]

+ Emx ~ 5
i (Ee’r):/,; g, QEeDIEEer)

‘ 4nb(E,.1) ’

where the positron source term Q, is related to the DM
annihilation cross section through the relation

7 d]\/eJr <UUrl>i' ‘i(r)
Q. (Eer) =—= SIS (). (25)
dE, S(1+6,)m3y,

Here, dN,:/dE, is half of the spectrum in Eq. (19),
since only positrons contribute to the signal from the ij
and ji modes with the assumption (6vy);; = (60r) ;-
I(E,.E,.r) in Eq. (24) is a generalized dimensionless halo
function that describes the probability of observing a
positron with energy E, at position r, after it has been
injected with energy E,. We evaluate the expression at
r = rg with rg being the location of the Sun and use the
corresponding interpolation halo function I(E,,E,,rg)
offered in [39].

IV. CONSTRAINTS

We employ four complementary datasets to derive our
constraints, including three x- or gamma-ray telescopes—
INTEGRAL, XMM-Newton, and Fermi-LAT, together
with a cosmic-ray positron dataset measured by AMS-
02. Their sensitive energy ranges and sky coverages are
summarized in Table III. INTEGRAL data are taken from
Ref. [25], covering photon energies from 27 to 1800 keV.
The fluxes are provided in latitude bins and integrated
over |l| <23.1° for energies below 600 keV and over
|/| < 60° for energies between 600 and 1800 keV. For

XMM-Newton, we use the publicly available all-sky data-
set from the MOS and PN cameras [26,56], excluding the
latitude region |b| < 2°. To suppress dominant instrumental
backgrounds, the energy range used in the analysis is
restricted to 2.5-8 keV for the MOS camera and 2.5-7 keV
for the PN camera [26]. We adopt the Fermi-LAT 2012
dataset [24] in the energy range 200 MeV-10 GeV, cover-
ing the sky region 0 </ <360° and 8° < |b| < 90°.
Finally, we use the AMS-02 positron spectrum measured
up to 1 TeV from [27], restricting the analysis to energies
above 20 GeV to suppress solar modulation effects. Further
details for these datasets can be found in [23]. Please note
that the XMM-Newton dataset is publicly accessible online
at [56], while the datasets we extracted from INTEGRAL,
Fermi-LAT, and AMS-02 are available in the ancillary files
of the arXiv version of our previous work [23].

In our analysis, we neglect astrophysical background
components due to their large uncertainties and assume that
all observed fluxes originate from DM annihilation in order
to derive a conservative limit. It is expected that a dedicated
analysis including background contributions will lead to
more stringent bounds. Following Refs. [50,57], we use a
conservative chi-square test to derive our constraints:

L= Z (max [Si(w, mpy) = O, O]>, (26)

O

i

where S; and O; are the DM-induced and observed photon
fluxes or event counts in the ith bin with uncertainty o;.
Here, w = a, 13, and d for deriving constraints on the
general thermally averaged cross section for s-, p-, and d-
wave cases, respectively, while w = Ay applies in the case
of EFT operators. For each DM mass point, we derive the
20 bound on the parameter w by requiring y> = 4.

A. General constraints on (6v,,;)

As discussed in the previous section and illustrated in
Fig. 4, the three components of the photon signal exhibit
varying relative magnitudes depending on the DM mass,
the annihilation channel, and the photon energy range. The
telescopes INTEGRAL and Fermi-LAT are sensitive to
low-energy and high-energy photons, respectively, making
them complementary to each other. Motivated by this
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(green curves). The constraints are derived from the INTEGRAL (solid lines) and Fermi-LAT (dashed lines) datasets.

complementarity, in Fig. 5, we present a comparison
of the constraints on the s wave (ov,) from the three
photon components—FSR (red curves), Rad (blue curves),
and ICS (green curves)—through the INTEGRAL (solid
curves) and Fermi-LAT (dashed curves) datasets.
The behavior of the constraints in Fig. 5 can be directly
understood in relation to the photon flux comparison
presented in Fig. 4. In particular, owing to the significant
x-ray flux induced by ICS, the INTEGRAL constraints
derived from the ICS component provide the strongest
limits for all three LFV channels in the mass range
mpym S50GeV. In the higher mass region mpy 2 50GeV,
the constraints are instead dominated by Fermi-LAT. In this
regime, ICS remains the most important component for the
photon flux in the ey channel, while the dominant con-
tribution shifts to the Rad component for the z-related
channels (ez and ur).

In Fig. 6, we present the final constraints on (Gv,)
related to the s-, p-, and d-wave contributions, indicated by
the solid, dashed, and dotted curves, respectively. The
constraints derived from INTEGRAL, XMM-Newton,
Fermi-LAT, and AMS-02 are represented by red, green,
blue, and magenta curves, respectively. For the photon
telescope experiments (INTEGRAL, XMM-Newton, and

Fermi-LAT), the constraints are derived by combining all
three photon components. The results for the three partial-
wave components are evaluated according to the non-
relativistic expansion ov, = & + bv, + dvk, +---. We
derive the 2¢ constraints on 4, l3, and 21, which are denoted
as do, 1326, and 2120 for the s-, p-, and d-wave contributions,
respectively. We find that the ratios d,,/b,, and a,,/d,
across the entire mass range can be largely accounted for by
two constant velocity-suppression factors: (v.)? and

ref

(vd;)*. This suggests, with good approximation, that

oy = B2G(Ulr)ef)2 = aZG(USef)4' (27)
For INTEGRAL and XMM-Newton, we find that v°,; =

1.4 x 1073 and v%, = 1.7 x 1073 for the p- and d-wave
cases, respectively. We present the p- and d-wave results in

Fig. 6 by rescaling b,, and dy, by (+F,;)* and (vl;)*,
respectively. From the plots, it can be observed that the
required reference velocities for AMS-02 and Fermi-LAT
will be slightly smaller. The constraints are enhanced by a
factor of 2 in the real scalar or vector and Majorana fermion

DM cases. Notice that the constraints on the s-wave
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FIG. 6. The 20 constraints on the annihilation cross sections associated with the s-wave (solid curves), p-wave (dashed curves), and d-
wave (dotted curves) contributions from Fermi-LAT (red curves), INTEGRAL (green curves), XMM-Newton (blue curves), and AMS-
02 (magenta curves). To facilitate comparison among different partial waves, a reference annihilation cross section is defined as

d

(OVrel) et = Qg bZU(UEef)Z’ and dza(Uref

)* for the s, p, and d waves, respectively, with PO — 1.4(1.7) x 1073,

ref
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FIG. 7. Constraints on the effective scales associated with dim-5 (left panel) and dim-6 LFV DM-lepton operators in the complex
scalar DM case. These constraints are derived from Fermi-LAT (red curves), INTEGRAL (green curves), XMM-Newton (blue curves),
and AMS-02 (magenta curves). The solid, dashed, and dotted curves correspond to the ey, ez, and uz flavor combinations, respectively.
The gray curves denote constraints from yx and 7 LFV decays into a pair of DM particles, reproduced from [22]. The orange dashed

straight line indicates the case where Ay = my.

annihilation cross section coincide with the results in our
previous work [23].

So far, the derived constraints do not yet account for
astrophysical uncertainties. All photon and positron fluxes
are affected by uncertainties in the DM density profile.
Moreover, the photon flux induced by ICS and the positron
flux are further influenced by uncertainties in the Galactic
gas density, the interstellar radiation field, and the Galactic
magnetic field [50,57]. Taken together, these effects would
broaden the constraints on (6v,) into a band centered
around the current values, with a varied width up to about
one order of magnitude [50,57].

B. Constraints on EFT operators

In this subsection, we derive the indirect detection
constraints on the LFV EFT operators listed in Table I.
We discuss the constraints on an effective scale Agg
associated with each dim-d operator Of’ , defined through
its corresponding WC C¢ via the relation A = |C;|'/ (@),
Using the leading-order expansions of 6v,, induced by the
EFT operators given in Table II, the constraints shown in
Fig. 6 can be directly translated into bounds on the effective
scales associated with the relevant EFT operators, with the

exception of OZ;? ) and (9;;(1;). For these two types of
operators, the annihilation cross sections receive compa-
rable contributions from two partial waves. Consequently,
the constraints on their associated effective scales cannot be
inferred from the results in Fig. 6 and must be reevaluated
separately using Eq. (26) with w = A.y. Our results are
presented for operators related to the complex scalar or
vector and Dirac fermion DM scenarios. In the cases of
real scalar or vector and Majorana fermion DM, all
operators marked with an X in Table I vanish, while for
the remaining operators their effective scales are increased

by a factor of (2\/5)1/ (@=4) compared to those of their

complex counterparts. Below, we discuss the final con-
straints for each DM case individually.

1. Scalar DM case

In Fig. 7, we show the lower bounds on the effective
scales for scalar DM operators that involve ey (solid
curves), et (dashed curves), and uz (dotted curves) flavor
combinations through the three LFV DM annihilation
modes. Each pair of operators that differ by a y5 in the
leptonic current is subject to nearly identical constraints,
because the mass of the lighter lepton is much smaller
than the masses of the DM and heavier lepton partner in
each flavor combination. Hence, they are grouped
together in the plots throughout the paper. The x- and
gamma-ray constraints obtained from Fermi-LAT,
INTEGRAL, and XMM-Newton are represented by
red, green, and blue curves, respectively, while the
positron constraints from AMS-02 are depicted in
magenta. In addition, we compile existing constraints
from charged lepton-flavor-violating decays ¢; — ¢; +
DM + DM [22] as gray curves for comparison.” Beyond
these, more precise LFV bounds will also depend on the

At the one-loop level, a double insertion of these operators
may induce the LFV muonium-antimuonium oscillation through
a DM loop. A consistent treatment of such a process requires
one to renormalize effective interactions that change the electron
and muon flavor by two units and in opposite directions and is
beyond the scope of this work. Nevertheless, to give an estimate,
we follow the standard practice by retaining only the logarithmic
term in the ultraviolet divergent loop amplitude. Parametrizing
the induced interaction by A2 (al'e)(il”e), we find that A7 ~
(47)2mE 2 A2 In(my,/A2;) with the double insertion of a
dim-(n 4+ 4) DSEFT operator. The current experimental bound
Aye 2 3 TeV [58] yields alimit on A 25 GeV (mpy/ 1 GeV)l/2
for n = 2, which is generally weaker than the INTEGRAL limit
shown in Fig. 8. We, therefore, omit these constraints from the
plots.
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FIG. 8. The same as Fig. 7 but for the Dirac fermion DM case.

underlying models, since any underlying mediator gen-
erating LFV DSEFT interactions would likely induce
other tree-level LFV processes as well.

As can be seen from the two panels, across all operator
types, the INTEGRAL telescope provides the most strin-
gent bound in the lower DM mass region (m, <25 GeV),
whereas the AMS-02 experiment dominates in the higher
mass region (my, 2 25 GeV), consistent with the character-
istics shown in Fig. 6. In the plots, we also display the
dominant partial-wave component in parentheses following
the operator label to help understand the constraining

features. In the left panel, the dim-5 operators Oi((pP) that
induce s-wave contributions receive more stringent con-
straints, with A reaching O(20 TeV) [O(6 TeV)] for the
eyt (et and y) flavor case(s), when my, = 0.2(3) GeV. The
constraints become weaker as the DM mass increases,
because their ov, is essentially independent of the DM
mass when mgy > m; ;. On the other hand, the dim-6

operators OZ(,(&A) induce p-wave contributions at leading
order, resulting in much weaker constraints on their
associated A’s, reaching only up to tens of GeV when
my 2 200 GeV. The relatively flat behavior observed in the
constraints from INTEGRAL and Newton is a joint result
of the DM mass enhancement in their ov,, expansion and
the steeply decreasing sensitivity of both telescopes to b, as
demonstrated in Fig. 6. Although the constraints from
charged LFV decays are stronger than the indirect detection
by several orders of magnitude, the constraints from DM
indirect detection experiments can probe the DM mass

range beyond the decay threshold, making those results
complementary to each other.

2. Fermion DM case

In Fig. 8, we present the lower bounds on the effective
scale of each dim-6 operator in the fermion DM case.
Similarly to the scalar DM case, the constraints from DM
indirect detection experiments are complementary to those
from charged LFV decays. From the third column in
Table I, it is clear that there are six operators that contribute
dominantly through the s-wave annihilation for the entire
kinematically allowed DM mass range: (’)Z((l;), O}fﬁ), and
O;;(l@)‘ For these operators, the constraints on their

effective scales are comparable and exhibit similar behavior
as the DM mass increases, owing to their analogous
quadratic dependence on m, when m, > m; ;. It should
be noted that the constraints can reach up to hundreds of

GeV when m, exceeds the GeV scale. In contrast, the

operators (’);ﬁ) contribute to the p-wave annihilation in the

velocity expansion, resulting in comparably weaker con-
straints similar to those of the dim-6 operators O\{{(}(&A) in the
scalar DM case, as shown in Fig. 7.

Finally, for the two operators O;{}E?), their contribution to
0V 1S dominated by the s-wave annihilation up to DM
masses around 90 GeV for the ey flavor combination and
1.5 TeV for the z-related flavor combinations; see Fig. 1.
Beyond these mass points, the p-wave contribution
becomes dominant. Because of these nontrivial features,
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FIG. 9. The same as Fig. 7 but for the complex vector DM case A.

the corresponding constraints on their associated A.’s
exhibit significantly different behaviors compared to oper-
ators dominated solely by s- or p-wave contributions. The
s-wave component of ov,, is proportional to the mass
squared of the heavier final-state lepton through the ratio
rij» as shown in the third column in Table II. Consequently,
the er and pr flavor combinations are subject to more
stringent bounds than the ey case in all experiments. We
find that the INTEGRAL telescope sets the strongest
bounds, with values for A.; of er flavor combination
reaching up to 70 GeV for DM masses around a few GeV.

3. Vector DM case

In the context of charged LFV decays involving light
vector DM particles, ¢; — ¢; + X + X, the total decay
widths diverge as the DM mass approaches zero, my — 0,
in the vector case A, where the operators are formulated in
terms of four-vector potentials. To circumvent this issue
and set meaningful constraints at smaller values of my,
Refs. [20,22] have assumed that each WC in case A is
proportional to a minimal power of my, which is deter-
mined by the number of independent four-vector potentials
that cannot be expressed as field strength tensors. We adopt
this convention and establish constraints from indirect
detection for comparison. Following Ref. [20], we define
the effective scale for each operator as follows:

2 2

CS(P) — mX ct — nx
‘X = ’ X12 — A3 ’

eff eff

2
V) My V(A) mx
Ct’Xl 245 = A ’ CfX3,6 = A3 (28)

eff eff

In Fig. 9, we present the constraints on Ag;’s for vector
DM case A based on the redefinitions in Eq. (28). Because
of the explicit mass factors in the parametrization, the

indirect detection constraints on A.gs increase as the DM
mass rises. Similarly to the scalar and fermion DM
scenarios, we incorporate constraints from both astro-
physical x- and gamma-ray and positron observations, as
well as charged LFV decays. From the third column in
Table II, it is evident that there are eight operators in case
A that contribute predominantly through the s-wave

annihilation: OfX , Oy, and (9;)((1??6. Consequently,
the constraints on their associated effective scales follow
patterns similar to those of the s-wave operators in
fermion DM case, with values ranging from a few GeV
to TeV, depending on the DM masses. On the other hand,

the six operators OZ)((/;)4,5 primarily contribute via p-wave

annihilation, resulting in constraints that are nearly one
order of magnitude weaker than those of s-wave operators

at the same DM mass point. For the operators OZ}%), the
contribution is dominated by p-wave annihilation up to
DM masses of approximately 90 GeV and 1.5 TeV for the
ey and rz-related flavor combinations, respectively.
Beyond these mass thresholds, the d-wave contribution

becomes dominant. Similarly to the operators OZ;S )in the
fermion DM case, the leading p-wave contribution is
proportional to the mass squared of the heavier lepton,
leading to more stringent bounds on operators involving
the er and pz flavor combinations.

Finally, Fig. 10 presents the results for the vector DM
case B, where the operators are parametnzed using field
strength tensors. The four operators (9%“) and Oy,
contribute through s-wave annihilation, while the two

operators (7)%?2) are dominated by p-wave annihilation.
Since these operators are of dimension 7, the constraints on

the effective scales of (7)%2) and Oy, , exhibit similar

magnitudes and behavior to those of m%@%f) in Fig. 9 for
the vector case A.
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FIG. 10. The same as Fig. 7 but for the complex vector DM case B.

The EFT description is valid when the scale of under-
lying new physics Ayp is much larger than the masses of
active degrees of freedom, i.e., Ayp > m, , ; pm, Which is
related to the effective scale A by Ayp = ¢A.5- Here, ¢ is
a product of the couplings of new heavy particles to both
DM and SM particles and may vary in a large range from
small to large values close to perturbative limits. When the
lower bound on Ay is low, it does not necessarily mean
that the effective field theory approach is not valid but
means that the relevant data are not strong enough to set a
useful bound. Our results indeed show that astrophysical
photon and positron data can be used to set much better
constraints on s-wave operators than p- or d-wave ones. On
the other hand, when the coupling ¢ is O(1), the parameter
regions below the orange dashed straight lines (where
A = mpyp) in Figs. 7-10 cannot be reliably described
within the EFT framework. In these regions where the
mediator mass approaches or even falls below mpy, a
consistent treatment requires working directly with the
underlying models. A more detailed discussion of this issue
in the context of collider studies can be found in [59].

V. SUMMARY

In this study, we systemically explored the constraints on
LFV effective interactions between a DM pair and a
charged-lepton pair, utilizing the astrophysical photons
and positrons observed by Fermi-LAT, INTEGRAL,
XMM-Newton, and AMS-02. The DM candidates exam-
ined include a scalar, a fermion, and a vector. We collected
the leading-order effective operators for each case and
derived analytical expressions for the thermally averaged
cross sections induced by these operators. For the photon
flux, we considered three main contributions: final-state
radiation, radiative decay, and inverse Compton scattering.
For FSR, we calculated the photon spectrum for each s-
wave operator and found that the normalized spectrum
exhibits a mild dependence on the operator structure. In
particular, in the observationally relevant energy range, the
spectra from all these s-wave operators tend to be degen-
erate, allowing the FSR spectrum to be approximately
described by lepton structure functions when DM mass is

much larger than the heavier lepton mass. The comparison
of photon flux contributions from these three mechanisms
demonstrates that they complement each other in probing
different DM mass regions.

For the three LFV annihilation channels, we established
meaningful constraints on DMe-lepton interactions for
different partial-wave cases (s, p, and d) and found that
the resulting limits across different partial waves are related
by almost constant velocity-suppression factors. For the
three partial-wave cases, our results indicate that
INTEGRAL provides the most stringent limits for DM
masses below 25 GeV or so, while AMS-02 yields the
strongest limits for masses above. When we translated these
general constraints into effective scales associated with the
effective operators, the probed effective scale varies accord-
ing to the DM candidates, their masses, and the operator
structures involved. For dim-5 (dim-6) s-wave operators in
the scalar DM scenario, the effective scale can be probed up
to 10 TeV (20 GeV). In contrast, for the operators related to
fermion and vector DM cases, the probed effective scales
can range from GeV to TeV, depending on the DM masses
and operator structures. Constraints on p-wave operators
are typically weaker by 1-2 orders of magnitude compared
to those on s-wave operators of the same dimension.
Interestingly, there are two types of operators, OZ;S ) and
(’)Z)(S), which receive significant contributions from two
partial waves rather than a single one, with the dominant
contribution changing between different DM mass regions.
These results complement existing low-energy charged
lepton decay constraints when DM mass is below the
decay threshold.

In addition to the indirect detection searches examined in
this study, these LFV DM scenarios can induce a variety of
intriguing signals in different environments. Here, we
discuss two possibilities. First, such DM scenarios can
inject energy into cosmic fluids during the epoch between
recombination and reionization in the early Universe,
potentially affecting the anisotropy of the cosmic micro-
wave background [60,61] and leading to stringent con-
straints. The second avenue involves collider searches. At
lepton colliders, such as Belle II, lepton-flavored DM
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interactions can be investigated through processes like
et + e — etuT /et /uFrT, along with the production
of DM particles. However, due to suppression by additional
SM couplings and phase space factors, the resulting
constraints are expected to be much weaker than those
obtained via indirect detection. On the other hand, for the
ue flavor case, future facilities such as the Muon collider
[62] and the uTRISTAN proposal [63] have the potential to
probe the relevant effective scale up to the TeV level for
dim-6 operators, covering a wide range of DM masses and
surpassing the indirect bounds established in this work. We
postpone these interesting topics in future research.
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APPENDIX: CALCULATION OF THE GENERAL
VELOCITY-DEPENDENT (6v,;)

For DM annihilation into SM particles beyond the s-
wave case, the velocity distribution of the initial-state DM
particles must be taken into account. The thermally
averaged annihilation cross section is then given by

<wmm5/fwmmqﬁﬁwmmww

= /d”relF(rv Urel)o-”rd' (Al)

Here, v; and v, are the lab-frame velocities of the two
initial DM particles, whose velocity distribution is
described by f(r,v) at position r. Since ov, depends
only on the relative velocity v, = |v; — v,| in the non-
relativistic limit, it is convenient to first integrate out all
other velocity degrees of freedom in the distribution
functions and then define a new distribution function
F(r,vy), as was done in the second step.

In this work, we follow Refs. [32-34] and assume
that DM particles obey a three-dimensional Maxwell-
Boltzmann velocity distribution with an r-dependent veloc-
ity dispersion vy (r):

1 2
f(r, v) = Wexp (— 2—1](2)> . (A2)

Based on the definition in Eq. (A1), it is straightforward to
see that

1 -2
F s = 4. 2 rel . A3
() WWW@W”@%Q =

This shows that the relative-velocity distribution retains the
standard Maxwell-Boltzmann form but with an effective

velocity dispersion v/2v,(r). As a result, the moments of
the relative velocity are calculated to take the form

<Ur2£>(r) = A Urzer{F(r’ Urel)dvrel

=2"(2n + 1)!103" (r). (A4)
Using the nonrelativistic expansion
OV = & + b2 +dvd, + -, (A5)

the thermally averaged annihilation cross section follows
directly as
(6vr) = & + 6bv3(r) + 60dvd(r) + - - (A06)
The velocity dispersion vy (r) can be obtained by solving
the Jeans equation [35,36]

Y e
) = [ aro) 5.

where p(r) is the mass density of DM and ¢(r) is the total
gravitational potential at radius r, including contributions
from both DM and ordinary matter. Following [34,64], we
model ¢(r) as a sum of three components: the DM halo
(¢nato)» the Milky Way (MW) bulge (¢pyiee), and the MW
disk (¢hgiex)- The DM halo potential with the NFW profile is
given by

(A7)

r

1
- 4fcp0GNr§’{— [ T log (r + rS)}
r+rg rg

+v+muﬁ4m}’ (A8)

where Gy is Newton’s gravitational constant. The bulge
and disk potentials are modeled as [64]

_ GyM,
¢(r>budge - r+c, ’ (A9)
GyM X
() gk = — N (1= emrlea), (A10)

where M), = 1.5 x 10'°M, and ¢;, = 0.6 kpc, while M, =
7x10°°Mg and ¢, =4 kpe, with Mg denoting the
solar mass.
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