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We study dark matter, assumed to be composed of weak interacting massive particles (WIMPs),
scattering off 2H and *He nuclei. In order to parameterize the WIMP-nucleon interaction, the chiral
effective field theory approach is used. Considering only interactions invariant under parity, charge
conjugation and time reversal, we examine five interaction types: scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, axial
and tensor. Scattering amplitudes between two nucleons and a WIMP are determined up to second
order of chiral perturbation theory. We apply this program to calculate the interaction rate as a
function of the WIMP mass and of the magnitude of the WIMP-quark coupling constants. From our
study, we conclude that the scalar nuclear response functions result much greater than the others due
to their large combination of low energy constants. We verify that the leading order contributions
are dominant in these low energy processes. We also provide an estimate for the background due to

atmospheric neutrinos.

I. INTRODUCTION

A great number of gravitational anomalies have been
detected since the 1930s at galactic scales and beyond [1].
These anomalies, which cannot be described by the stan-
dard cosmological model, suggest the existence of a new
type of particles whose properties are still unknown,
forming the so-called dark matter (DM). Nowadays, one
of the most important challenges of physics is to un-
derstand the nature of DM in the Universe. The long-
held hypothesis is that most DM is cold and made up
of some massive particles. The leading candidates of
such particles are the weakly interacting massive particles
(WIMPs), still a viable and highly motivated possibility
nowadays [2, 3]. Another class of candidates with the
requisite thermal relic density are the so-called feebly in-
teracting light particles [4]. While not WIMPs, feebly
interacting particles with couplings of ¢ < 1, and masses
of m < 1 GeV might be thought of as variations of the
WIMP paradigm.

Our purpose is to study the nuclear response to WIMP
scattering, assumed to be Dirac particles. This response
is needed to analyze the results of various direct detection
experiments, which are currently attempting to detect
DM in experimental laboratories all over the world [5, 8.
Clearly, WIMPS are also searched for in many experi-
ments performed in high-energy colliders, such as Teva-
tron and LHC, see, for example, Refs. [6, 7] for the
constraints imposed on the various models of DM. The
WIMPs can be assumed to be non-relativistic, since, in
order to be gravitationally bound in the galaxy halos,
their velocity needs to be below about 600 km/s. The
typical WIMP velocity in the halo is thus || ~ 1072
The maximal recoil momentum transfer depends on the
reduced mass of the WIMP-nucleus system and on the
range of recoil energies, Er, that the experiments are
measuring. This recoil energy is usually in the range of a
few keV to few tens of keV [9], while the heaviest nuclei
have masses of ma ~ 200 GeV. This gives a maximal
momentum transfer of ¢mq, < 200MeV. This is also a

typical size of the momenta exchanged between the nu-
cleons bound inside the nucleus. Therefore, the nucleons
remain non-relativistic also after scattering and the nu-
cleus does not break apart.

In order to describe this type of scattering, the chi-
ral effective field theory (YEFT) approach to nuclear dy-
namics can be used [10-14]. The Lagrangian interaction
terms are obtained by placing the WIMP as an external
source in the QCD Lagrangian [15-21]. In this way, we
can define the external currents in the SU(2) flavor space
and, to take into account some particular quark coupling
of isoscalar-axial nature, we extend the discussion in the
flavor SU(3) space [12]. Considering only interactions
invariant under parity, charge conjugation and time re-
versal, we examine all possible WIMP and quarks in-
teraction types: scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, axial and
tensorial. Then, within the framework of YEFT, for
each interaction type, the interaction vertices between
nucleons, pions, and WIMP can be obtained [16]. From
the vertices, we derive the amplitudes for nucleus-WIMP
scattering by taking contributions up to next-to-next-to-
leading order (N2LO) in the chiral perturbation theory
(xPT). We applied this program to study the 2H and *He
responses to the external sources and finally to calculate
the interaction rate as function of the WIMP mass and of
the WIMP-quark coupling constants (quantities clearly
unknown). Theoretically, light nuclei are great testing
laboratories as they can be described from first principles
to high accuracy, moreover helium isotopes are potential
experimental targets as they are sensitive to relatively
light dark matter particles (mass < 10 GeV) [22].

Alternative approaches also used in the literature are
Pionless effective field theory [23] and Galilean effective
field theory (GEFT) [24, 25] frameworks, where all pos-
sible contact WIMP-nucleon interactions allowed by the
non-relativistic symmetries are taken into account. Sev-
eral calculations within GEFT approach have been al-
ready reported, setting constraints on WIMP-nuclei cou-
pling and cross-sections [26-29]. Here, as stated above,
we derive the interaction using xEFT. In this way, a more


http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.06599v2

direct connection to WIMP-quark couplings is achieved,
and in addition, thanks to chiral power counting, a direct
hierarchy between the various operators contributing to
the current can be established. Moreover, as shown in
Ref. [30], the relations between yEFT and GEFT opera-
tors show that the latter are not independent due to QCD
effects. With respect to other calculations of DM scat-
tering off light-nuclei using yEFT [18, 20, 21], we have
treated systematically the contributions of one body and
two body currents for five different interactions, provid-
ing a quantitative estimate of the rate of the process in
each case. In this framework, there are already calcula-
tions for Argon and Xenon, see, for example, Ref. [31].
Using xEFT we also provide an estimate for the rate of
nuclear recoils induced by atmospheric neutrinos, which
represents a background process.

This paper will be organized as follows. In Section II
we will introduce the yEFT framework and define the
quark-WIMP currents. In Section III we will use the
YEFT to parametrize the WIMP-nucleon interaction and
compute the transition amplitudes using the yPT. In Sec-
tion IV the interaction rate between nucleus and WIMP
will be calculated using the multipolar expansion of the
currents. In Section V we will present the results, in par-
ticular the nuclear responses to WIMP scattering and the
interaction rate for each interaction type. Finally, in Sec-
tion VI we will discuss the conclusions and perspectives
of the present work.

II. CHIRAL EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY
FRAMEWORK AND DEFINITION OF
EXTERNAL CURRENTS

The YEFT treatment of a general WIMP interaction
has been developed and employed in calculations in sev-
eral works [15-21], usually in the heavy-barion approach.
Here we will start from the relativistic chiral Lagrangian
and then make a non-relativistic expansion of the final
amplitudes [32].

We start from the following general Lagrangian at ~ 1
GeV energy scale,

_ pM=0
LaCD = Lgcp

(@) (1@) + 3o @)+ (o) a(e)
—q(z)(s(x) — iv°p(x)) q(x)
+q(x)o" t (2)q(x), (1)

where

i@ =(4). ©)

u(z) and d(z) being the fields of the u and d quarks.
Above ﬁg’lC%O is the QCD Lagrangian for massless quarks,

while s(x), p(x), v(@), , v (2), au(x), and t,,(x) are

external currents, to be specified below. As it is well

known, Eé/‘C:DO is invariant under the chiral group under
independent unitary transformation of the right and left
components of the quark field g(x).

The Lagrangian given in Eq. (1) is written in such
a way to be invariant under [local chiral transforma-
tions [11]. In general, external source fields are Hermitian
matrices in the isospin space; the scalar (S) and pseu-
doscalar (P) charge densities are written explicitly as

3 3
s(x) =) 7as’(2), p(@) = rap®(@),  (3)
a=0 a=0

where 79 = 1 and 7, ¢ = 1, 3, are the Pauli matrices. The
vector (V), axial (A), and tensor (T) current densities are
defined as

3
b (@) = 3 S5, (@), (6)

An eventual isoscalar external axial current aff) () would
couple to the isoscalar axial quark current,

q(x) 17 a(x) (7)

however the latter quantity is not conserved due to the
anomaly of the U(1) o group [33]. Therefore, it is not pos-

sible to construct an invariant Lagrangian with aff) (x).
This case will be treated explicitly by considering the
XEFT in the SU(3) flavor space [12], see below.

These external sources can be used to parametrize
the coupling of quarks to electroweak field, and also to
WIMPs. Moreover, they can be used to insert explicit
violations of the chiral symmetry in the Lagrangian. For
example, the explicit violation induced by the non-zero
values of the quark masses can be incorporated by as-
suming s(x) = M + - -, where

()

Omd

m,, and mg being the u and d-quark mass, respectively.

At hadronic level, it is then possible to write an effec-
tive Lagrangian involving nucleonic and pionic degrees
of freedom and the various external currents and charge
densities [10, 12, 13]. The symmetries used to build this
Lagrangian are i) the chiral symmetry, ) the Lorentz
invariance and (eventually) i) the discrete symmetries
of charge conjugation C' and parity P. With these La-
grangians it is possible to treat processes of momenta
Q < Ay, with A =~ 4rf, ~ 1 GeV [34], where fr ~92.4
MeV is identified as the charged pion decay constant [35].
If the chiral symmetry was an exact symmetry of the



theory, the momentum ¢ would be the only expansion
parameter. As we have seen before, this is not true; the
chiral symmetry is explicitly broken by the mass term
of the quarks that generates the mass of the pion m..
This quantity reappears in the YEFT as a new expan-
sion parameter. However also m, is a small parame-
ter compared to A,, so we have two expansion scales:
Q/A, and m,/A,. From now, we will indicate with @
both the typical momentum and the mass of the pion.
If we limit the range of Q) between zero and the mass
difference between the baryon A(1232) and the nucleon,
we can take as effective degrees of freedom only the pi-
ons and the nucleons, without including heavier mesons
or barions. In constructing this effective Lagrangian, a
number of coupling constants appear, the so-called low-
energy constants (LECs). These coupling constants can
be fixed from experimental data, or from Lattice calcu-
lations. The LECs entering this study will be discussed
in Subsect. A 6.

Let us now consider a general Lagrangian describing
the interaction of quarks and the WIMP, the latter as-
sumed to be a Dirac fermion [15],

1 — r — . .
Ly = 13 > [CFxxmsff + CF xivsxmy fivs f]
7
1 o i i
+ 53 2 [CF v xfwf + Cf xv vsxFrunss]
-
1 o
+ 5z 2 [CFxo" xfou f], ()
-

where A is a high energy scale, y is the WIMP field, f the
field of quark of flavor f = u,d, ... and the Wilson coeffi-
cients C; are unknown parameters. They should in prin-
ciple be fixed by choosing a particular high energy WIMP
model, thus they parameterize the effect of new physics
associated with the energy scale A. This scale is assumed
to be very large (> 1 TeV) but clearly it is also unknown.
To render the scalar and pseudoscalar matrix elements
renormalization-scale invariant, the quark masses my in
the definition of the respective operators has been explic-
itly included [15]. Note that we have limited ourselves to
consider interactions even under parity and charge con-
jugation. The theory can be readily generalized to treat
other cases, as the inclusion of parity and/or charge con-
jugation violating terms, or the cases of either the WIMP
being a scalar or a Majorana fermion [7, 16]. These cases
will be considered in a forthcoming paper.

Since we are interested to interaction of the WIMP
with nuclei, so usually we can limit ourselves to include
in the sum in Eq. (9) only the quarks w and d, but in
case of the axial term we will include also the quark s
(see below).

For the sake of simplicity, in the following we will de-
fine:

c¥ 1 (Cj{mu:tc(fmd

and

cY¥ 1 [cX+of
AZ A2\ 2

= 5 ) , X=V,AT (11)
where the new parameter Ag is inserted only for dimen-
sional reasons. Hereafter, we have taken Ag = 1 GeV.
Adding the Lagrangian £, to the QCD Lagrangian, the
resultant Lagrangian can be cast in the form given in
Eq. (1), where,

1
s() = M- (CF+C2n)xx,  (12)
s
1 .
p(x) = e (Cf + Csz) XiV5X (13)
s
1 s 1 V o1
gvu(x) = A—%CJFXW X, (14)
1
v(z) = 5 CYmxx, (15)
Ay
1
v (z) = A—Q(CIJFOTTZ) X" x (16)
s

where in the scalar current s(x) we have included also
the quark mass term. Note that above we have not con-
sidered the axial coupling. This case will be treated in
the next subsection.

A. Axial current

Taking into account also the quark s, the field ¢(z)
becomes

q(x) = | d(z) | (17)

Using the chiral limit (the masses of the quarks u, d and
s zero), we can find a relation between one of the currents
conserved in SU(3) and the isoscalar axial term. One has
(N|ay,y*u + dy,y°dIN) — (NJAP|N), (18)
where the current A,(f) is [12]
A =y, utdyy d—285,7"s = V337  Asq, (19)

and Ag is the Gell-Mann matrix

10 0
N=—1[01 0. (20)
V3100 -2

The Equation (18) is valid in the hypothesis that the
content of the strange quark in the nucleon vanishes,

(N[57,775|N) = 0. (21)



With these premises, we can rewrite the axial current
part of the Lagrangian (9) in the SU(3) space as,

Loriel — Za Y Mg X (22)

where the constants o' are zero except

1 [CcA—Ca cA
o = (M) =% (23)
1 [cA+c4 ce
aff = \/5F <T> \/§A2 (24)

and the Gell-Mann matrix A3 is the SU(3) extension of
Tz

100
As=10 -10 (25)
000

In the following we define the SU(3) external axial cur-
rent to be

Ay = Z aff)/\i = Z i X XA (26)

(3)

where only a;, ®

and ay’ are non-vanishing.

IIT. WIMP-NUCLEON INTERACTIONS

We use the EFT framework to write the WIMP-
nucleon interaction and compute the transition ampli-
tudes using the xPT. The nucleon-WIMP interaction
terms will be obtained from the WIMP-quark Lagrangian
given in Eq. (9) using the standard procedure [36].

We have examined all possible WIMP-quark vertex
types: scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, axial and tensor.
Now, within the framework of YEFT, for each case, the
interaction vertices between nucleon and WIMP are de-
rived. Among them, we will take into account only the
dominant ones and they will be used to get the effec-
tive Hamiltonian. A fairly self-contained summary of this
derivation is provided in Appendix A for completeness.
Here we report a summary of the Lagrangian terms taken

into account:

s cy cs
L, = —8B.ci— A2 Y NNy — 4Bocs— A2 N7.Nxx
s
+ BcA_;rSCXﬂj ’ (27)
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- 2B “AZ 1+ (dis + 2d10) Nv*9° N 0,,(xir°X)
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A2 dis Ny 1. N 0,(Xiv°x) » (28)
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((9 U (iUv, —iv,U)), (29)
- B a'®
L) = (D+ F)Nv"7°m.Na{¥) + (3F — D)Ny*y°* N~
1 _
— 2f7,8“ﬂ'zal(f’) + f—N”y“(F X ﬁ)zNafbg) , (30)
Lﬁlt NUWAQ (4010 + 2¢,C~ Tz) Nxo"x, (31)

where N(z) is the iso-doublet of nucleon fields, 7(x) the
triplet of pion fields, x the WIMP field, I';, = %[u’@ﬂkﬁ-
udyu’ —iufv,u— iuv#uw, F,S,Sj) = 8#1),(,5) - &,vff), F,, =
Ouvy — Oyv,, M the nucleon mass, fr the pion decay
constant and B., ¢, ¢5, cg, ¢7, dig, dig, F, D, ¢1, Co are
LECs.

Then, the amplitude for the elastic scattering of a
WIMP by a two nucleon system is obtained using the
time-ordered perturbation theory (TOPT) method [32].
It is given as a sum of TOPT diagrams. Finally, we
will make a non-relativistic expansion of the amplitude
in power of Q/M ~ Q/A,. Using the naive counting rule,
each term will be characterized by a chiral ”order” QV,
where v is an integer number. The terms with the lowest
value of v = vy, are denoted as the leading order (LO)
terms, those with v = vp,;, + 1 as the next-to-leading
order (NLO) terms, etc. In this study, we will consider
contributions up to N2LO.

The amplitude for the scatter of a WIMP by a two-
nucleon system has the following general form,

1 1
Ty = {§<inl),a

1)
+ J(EQ a 5p2+k:’ p2+k5a1 al)

1 5?'1 +k',p1 +k50/2 N

1
+ @Jﬁ),aa,ama;‘skwkz,k—k'}'Lk'r',kr (32)

where €2 is the normalization volume, for the sake of
simplicity, in the following we will take 2 = 1, and



a; = {pi,si,t;} indicate the state of nucleon i (s; and
t; are the z-projection of the spin and isospin, respec-
tively). Here the initial (final) state of the WIMP is
specified by a momentum k (k') and spin projection r
(r"). The initial (final) state of the nucleon i is identified
by the quantum numbers a; (o). The mass of the pion,
the nucleon, and the WIMP will be denoted as m,, M,
and M, respectively. Moreover, we define k; = p; — p;,
K, = (pi+p})/2,q=k—FK, 6 and Q = (k+k’)/2. Clearly
q is the momentum transferred by the WIMP to the two
nucleon systems. In the following J™1) (J(2)) is the so-
called one-body (two-body) current, while L is the so-
called WIMP current. To determine eventual three-body
transition currents, one should consider the interaction of
the WIMP with a three-nucleon system. However, we will
neglect this latter contribution. Note that for the vector
and axial interaction J12) and L are four vectors, so in
Eq. (32) J&2 . L= 7P Li while in the tensor case all
quantities are four tensors, so J2) . L = J,S},’,Q)L“'f”, ete.
Both nuclear currents J(?) and L will be constructed
at N2LO, independently of each other (except for some
cases). We refer to the Appendix A for all details of the
calculation on the five examined interaction cases and for
the values of the LECs used in this work.

IV. THE INTERACTION RATE

Let us now calculate the cross-section for the elastic
scattering between a nucleus and the WIMP. The initial
state 7 is the state with an incoming WIMP of momentum
k and nucleus at rest in the laboratory. The energy of
this initial state is

k2
Ei_MA+MX+M, (33)
where M4 is the nucleus mass, M, the WIMP mass and
k = |k| is the absolute value of the initial WIMP mo-
mentum.
The final state f has energy,

/2 2

+ M, +

E;=M -
! A+2M 2M,,’

(34)
where we have indicated with k" = |k’| the absolute value
of the final WIMP momentum and with P} = |P}| that
of the nucleus. The non-polarized cross-section for this
process is calculated from Fermi golden rule, by mediat-
ing over the initial polarizations and summing over the
final ones,

o = 2JA+1 ZZZZ Ok, Py k!

r'r s)ysa k' Pl

k2 P/2 k/2
Ty; 25( -4 > , 35
1Tl oM, 2M, 2M, (35)

where J4 is the spin of the target nuclei and the Kro-
necker delta in Eq. (35) fixes the final momentum of the

WIMP to be k' = k — P/, thus eliminating the sum over
k'. Moreover, v = k/M, is the velocity of the incoming
WIMP.

We are going to compute the matrix elements T'; using
the nucleus wave function \IJ]A 4 calculated in r-space
(sa is the z-component of the nuclear spin, which can
assume the values —J4,...,+J4). For that reason, we
need to express the currents in configuration space. In

general, we can write

Ty =

X=S,P,V,A,T a= :t

<[ eiqwi‘*%|J§<a<w>|wif*=“><LXa>de, (36)

where we have put in evidence the WIMP coupling con-
stants. Above c¢is an index which runs over the (eventual)
Lorentz indices of the currents for the case X, namely it
takes into account if the currents are scalar, four-vectors,
or four-tensor quantities. The r-space currents J:X«(x)
can be expressed as,

PO AEIGREE

i=1,A
+> XD (i g)d(x — Ry),  (37)

1<j

where here the indexes ¢ and j runs over the nucleons
and R;; = (7; +7,)/2. Note that in the previous expres-
sion 7; = r; — Rcoy, where Royy is the position of the
nucleus center-of-mass (CM). The quantities J2* =M and

JCX a:(2) are written in terms of operators which act on the
nucleonic degrees of freedom (as 7, ;, V;, etc). The de-
pendence on Ro s has been already integrated out to ob-
tain the momentum conservation delta in Eq. (35). The

quantities JX‘“(l) and JX‘“(2) are related to the Fourier
transforms of the one- and two-body currents described
in Appendix A. These Fourier transforms are obtained
without applying any cutoff in the momentum integrals.
Note that the WIMP currents (LX«)¢ are exactly those
reported in Appendix A. It is convenient now to perform
a multipolar expansion of the matrix elements. For sim-
plicity, hereafter we will concentrate in the case where
only a single coupling constant C-X is different from zero.
For the vector and axial cases, the multipolar expression



is given by

<\Ifi‘A’SlA]/eiq'mea(m)(LXa)”dw]\Ifif’sA>

]A 5A<Z Z ZDl (p,@, )\/E

>0 m=-1
(JAS’AJA —sallm){LoX{ — L. X[}

—ZZ Zz’D (0,0, —p)V2r

=1 m=—1lA=%1

X (JASAJA—SAUT)’L)L,)\ {)\XIM-FXZE}) , (38)

where ch , XlL, XlE , and XlM are the charge, longi-
tudinal, electric and magnetic reduced matrix elements
(RMEs), respectively. Above L., L1 are defined with re-
spect to a reference system with Z = q. The correspond-
ing expressions for the scalar and pseudoscalar cases are
obtained by retaining the charge RMEs only, while for
the tensor case the longitudinal, electric and magnetic
RMEs only. Above 6 and ¢ are the spherical angles of
g with respect to the laboratory system (to be specified
later).

Now, using the following properties

Z (JAS%JA — SA|lm)(JA8:4JA — SA|l/m/) = 5l’l5m’m 5

EVEN

(39)
Zpﬁn_ﬂ)l;w =0\ s (40)
we obtain
w k-P, P,2\1
doy; = 5 4 A )
of T 20a+1 A4 ;; < 2u)v
X {(4@ > [LOLO*|XF|2 + L.L.*| X}|?
>0
_ 2L0Lz*Re(XlCXlL*)}
(4m) > L L (IXM) + |XZE|2)}, (41)

>1

where we used the fact that LoL} = LjL, and L_1L* | =
L 1L% . Above p is the reduced mass of WIMP-nucleus
system.

The RMEs are calculated evaluating the matrix ele-
ments in a coordinate system where g is along z (so that
0 = ¢ = 0), and then reversing Eq. (38). Once the var-
ious RMEs have been determined, they can be used in
Eq. (38) to obtain the matrix elements for a generic di-
rection of the momentum transfer ¢. From Eq. (41), in
the continuous limit Q — oo the sum on P/ transforms

in an integral, then

d*c T (CX

_ PA
dEdP,  (2Ja+1)(2m)3 A

2p

ZMA6<’U P, -

r'r

1
{am S [rata xR + Lo xE2
1>0

_ 2L0L2*Re(XlCXlL*)]

T (4m) S L Ly (XM + IXFF)} ,

1>1

(42)

where E/y = P2/2M, is the recoiling nucleus kinetic
energy.
The double-differential rate of interactions per second

induced by the WIMP will be given by [53],

o

=N NA/dg’U’Uf'U - =
* ()dE/AdP;1

where N4 is the number of nuclei in the target, N, the
numerical density of WIMPs, and f(v) the velocity distri-
bution for the incoming WIMP. We assume the Standard
Halo Model (SHM)[8, 53], i.e. a Maxwell-Boltzmann
WIMP velocity distribution of width o,

d*R

dE,dP),

f(0) = e R

(44)
(2mo2)3

where V is the earth velocity relative to Galactic center.
It is now necessary to compute the factors > . L;L;

with 4,5 = 0,2, in Eq. (42). To do this we will need to

consider explicitly the form of the currents obtained for

each type of interaction, however we will give here the

most general result:

1 *
§ZL1-LJ»:a+b-u+cu2+(d~u)2+0(u3), (45)

r'r

where a, b, ¢ and d are parameters depending only on
q, V and M,, and u = v+ V. In the expression above
we have used the fact that v ~ k/M, < 1. Therefore,
substituting the expression given in Eq. (45) in Eqgs. (42)
and (43), we find that we have to evaluate the following
integrals (the so-called Radon transform)

I(a,b,c,d) =

2

e 202
By C <
NEZEE

+b-utcu’+(d- u)2) d(u-qg—A)

2.2
= <a+b-QA+2cag+cA2+d2 2 (d- 4)2(03—,42))

\/2mo?

(46)

where we used the condition P = ¢ and called A =
V-q+ 45,

)



Finally, the general expression of the interaction rate
when only one coupling constant C:X is different from
Z€ro is,

d*R NyNaMy ( X
— = F? 47
dE,dPy  (2Ja+1)m A4 ;4 0
where
F¥q) = Y IXFP, (48)
l

@) = - Y 2Re (XEXF) . (49)

() = Y_IX/P, (50)
1

Z(|X1M|2+

l

Fi*(q) | X[7) (51)

are the nuclear structure functions and I, the quantities
calculated in Eq. (46) for each case. For the scalar and
pseudoscalar cases, we can assume F5 34 = 0, while for
the tensor case, F1 = F> = 0. Actually, for the ten-
sor case, we have the contributions of currents J4 and
Jp, the first given by J¥ = ¢;;J} and the second given
by J% = J4, see Egs. (A87) and (A88). Correspond-
ingly, two set of RMEs are calculated, XZL’M’E(A) and
XIL’M’E(B). The expression of the rate in this case reads:

@R NNaM4 (CT)?
dEdP,  (2Ja+1)m A
x Y A[FDMQIDA + FDP (1P
a=3,4
+2FDAB () IDAB], (52)
where
FPAg) = DT IXEA)P, (53)
!
FP(q) = > IXFB)P, (54)
!
Ff 4P (q) = 0, (55)

FPg) = D (XM +IXEA)?) . (56)

l

FiP(a) = Y (1XMB)P+IXF(B)P), (57)
l

FPAP(g) = Y S[XEA)XM(B)
l

+XM(A)XF(B)]. (58)

Note the extra factor 4 in Eq. (52), coming from the
evaluation of J*”L,, and the presence of interference
terms. The expressions of all quantities IX are reported
in Appendix B.

V. RESULTS

In this Section, we report the results of the calculation
of the various quantities for the deuteron-DM and *He-
DM scattering.

A. Deuteron-DM scattering

Since the deuteron has spin 1, then in the matrix el-
ements J4 = 1. Consequently, we can have RMEs of
multipoles | = 0,1,2. However, due to the well-defined
parity of the nuclear ground state and of the multipolar
transition operators, some of the multipoles vanish. In
Table I we report the non-vanishing RMEs for the various
cases and the various chiral orders. The deuteron ground
state wave functions have been calculated using the Ar-
gonne V18 (AV18) potential [54] and a chiral potential
developed at next-to-next-to-next-to-next-to-leading or-
der (N4LO) in Ref. [55]. There are three versions of such
a potential, depending on the cutoff used to regularize it
for large momenta. In Table I, we have used the potential
regularized with cutoff of 500 MeV, hereafter denoted as
the N4LO500 potential.

As it can be seen by inspecting the Table, the LO tran-
sition operators give the largest RMEs. The dependence
of these RMEs from the nuclear interaction is rather
weak. The RMEs coming from NLO and N2LO operators
are noticeably suppressed, although their dependence on
the nuclear interaction is more sizable. In any case, in
the S, V, A, and T cases, the cumulative RMEs are dom-
inated by the LO contributions, and therefore, almost no
dependence on the interaction is observed. In the P case,
the only contribution comes from a N2LO operator, but
the dependence on the NN interaction is still weak. For
the scalar case, we have also calculated the RME com-
ing from the operator given in Eq. (A17), which, for the
AV18 interaction, turns out to be 1.922 x 10~2, much
smaller than the LO, NLO, and N2LO values reported
in Table I. Therefore, also numerically, we have the con-
firmation that the contribution of this operator can be
safely neglected.

In Fig. 1, the various deuteron form factors calculated
with the AV18 potential and the transition currents at
LO, NLO, and N2LO are shown. The form factors are
calculated for ¢ values up to ¢ = 0.2 fm~! (corresponding
to deuterons recoiling with an energy of ¢*/2Ms ~ 390
keV). As it can be seen from this figure, the effect of the
NLO and N2LO components in the transition operators
are rather tiny, confirming what was shown in Table I for
the RMEs at ¢ = 0.05 fm~'. In the V case, the dominant
form factor is F}, while in the A case, the dominant ones
are F3 and Fy. For the T case, the dominant form factors
are F{* and Fj.

In Fig. 2 we report the same form factors calculated
with the N4LO450, N4LO500, and N4LO550 NN inter-
actions [55]. The N4LO450 and N4LO550 are NN poten-
tials derived at N4LO in the framework of YEFT, but reg-



TABLE I. The RMEs X°, X*, XF and XM

contributing to DM scattering off deuterons calculated for two widely used NN

interactions, the AV18 [54] and N4LO500 [55] potentials. Here ¢ = 0.05 fm™'. In the fourth column, we report the order of
the transition operator. Since the deuteron has zero isospin, only the RMEs of the isoscalar operators are reported. For the S

and V (P, A and T) cases, X, X* and X are purely real (imaginary), while X™

are purely imaginary (real). The notation

X +Y is a shortcut for X 10T . The equation numbers reported in the third column specify the operators from which these

RMEs are calculated, as reported in detail in Appendix A.

Int. RME  Operator order AV18 N4LO500
S =0 =1 =2 =0 =1 I=2
X7 Eq. (A14) LO  |—0.144 + 02 —0.229 — 02| —0.144 + 02 —0.231 — 02
Eq. (A19) NLO |—0.218 + 00 +0.328 — 03| —0.806 — 01 +0.336 — 03
Eq. (A16) N2LO|+0.153 + 00 —0.467 — 05| +0.103 + 00 —0.829 — 05
P =0 =1 =2 =0 I=1 =2
XF Eq. (A28) N2LO —0.367 — 01 —0.377 — 01
v =0 =1 =2 =0 I=1 =2
XF Eq. (A49) L —0.293 + 01 —0.465 — 03| —0.293 + 01 —0.470 — 03
Eq. (A50) N2LO +0.289 — 04 +0.320 — 05|40.294 — 04 +0.320 — 05
XF Eq. (A51) NLO |—0.769 — 02 —0.120 — 05| —0.769 — 02 —0.120 — 05
XM Eq. (A51) NLO —0.150 — 01 —0.152 — 01
A =0 =1 =2 =0 I=1 =2
X Eq. (A69) NLO +0.593 — 03 +0.609 — 03
xF Eq. (A70) L +0.226 + 00 +0.232 + 00
Xt Eq. (AT1) N2LO —0.469 — 03 —0.781 — 03
XF Eq. (A70) L —0.319 4 00 —0.328 4 00
XF Eq. (AT1) N2LO +0.660 — 03 +0.110 — 02
T =0 =1 =2 =0 I=1 =2
XE(A) Eq. (A90) L —0.422 + 00 —0.433 + 00
XE(B) Eq. (A93) NLO —0.280 — 02 —0.290 — 03| —0.285 — 02 —0.314 — 03
XE(A) Eq. (A91) N2LO +0.875 — 03 +0.687 — 03
XF(A) Eq. (A90) L +0.597 + 00 +0.613 + 00
XM(B) Eq. (A93) NLO +0.157 — 02 +0.161 — 02
XF(A) Eq. (A91) N2LO —0.124 — 03 —0.978 — 03

ularized at large momenta with cutoff 450 and 550 MeV,
respectively. In all cases, we have used the full transi-
tion currents up to N2LO operators. All the results are
shown as band (some of them very narrow), their width
reflecting the spread of theoretical results using the three
different cutoff values. Therefore, the band width reflects
our incomplete knowledge of the nuclear dynamics and
gives a first estimate of the associated theoretical uncer-
tainty. Strictly speaking, such procedure yields only a
lower bound on the theoretical uncertainty [56]. In fu-
ture, we plan to perform a better estimate of such a the-
oretical uncertainty, in particular, using the calculations
performed with the interactions and transition currents
at various chiral orders and using the Bayesian proce-
dure of Refs. [57-59]. At present we limit ourselves to
note that the band widths are rather narrow, so this the-
oretical uncertainty seems to be well under control in this
kinematic regime of low ¢ values.

In Fig. 3 we report the numbers of scattered deuterons
per day as function of the angle between V' and P} by a
100 ton of deuterium, per unit of energy (keV) and solid
angle (sr). This quantity is calculated from Eq. (47)
multiplying by the number of second in a day. For all
cases we have taken M, = 10 GeV and C{ = 10*

for the sake of comparison. Moreover, we have assumed
N4 ~3x103! and N, = 6 x 1072 em ™2 (calculated from
the estimate local energy density of DM p, = 0.3 GeV
cm~3[8]). Several observations are in order: 1) there is a
large dependence on the angle 6 = cos™(V - 13;), com-
ing from the quantity A in the exponential in Eq. (46).
The rates are peaked at § = 180 deg since a terrestrial
target moves with average velocity V' in the (supposed)
WIMP cloud: in the laboratory most of the scattered
deuterons would be observed to recoil in the direction
—V. 2) The number of events also depends critically
on the kinetic energy of the detected recoiling deuteron,
the smaller is the better. 3) It also depends on the
DM-quark interaction type, assuming the same coupling
constant C’f, X = S5,P,V, A T; the largest number of
events would correspond to a scalar coupling between
WIMP and quarks; such a type of interactions are al-
ready severely constrained by the existing limits provided
by the experiments. 4) The results shown in the figure
are actually bands; the bands gather the rates calculated
with the N4LO450, N4LO500, and N4LO550 NN interac-
tions and, for each interaction, those obtained with tran-
sition currents from LO to N2LO; therefore each band
includes the results of nine different calculations (for the
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FIG. 1. (color online) The cumulative deuteron form factors
for the various cases calculated with the AV18 potential [54].
Black dashed, solid red, and solid green denotes the form
factors calculated at LO, NLO, and N2LO, respectively.

P case, three calculations); due to the figure scale, the
width of the bands cannot be well appreciated and this
is a confirmation that the results weakly depend on the
NN interaction and that the LO transition operators give
the dominant contribution. 5) We note that the number
of events for the P case increases relatively to the other
cases at B/, = 50 keV. This is due to the fact that the
RME for the P case increases as g2, while for the other
cases the dominant RMEs are only weakly dependent on
q.
Finally, in Fig. 4 we report the number of events for
the S-type interaction for three different values of the
WIMP mass M,,. Clearly, for lighter WIMPs, the recoil
deuterons at a given energy decreases noticeably. This
dependence on the WIMP mass is particularly critical for
light WIMP, with mass around 1 to 10 GeV. For mass
greater than 10 GeV the dependence is less relevant.

B. “He-DM scattering

In the case of the scattering off the “He nucleus, which
has spin 0, only the multipoles with [ = 0 contribute.
Disregarding the very tiny components with negative par-
ity of its wave function, we are left with X§ and X
RMEs for the S, V, and T cases. Furthermore, we dis-
regard the RMEs of the isovector operators, since the
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FIG. 2. (color online) The deuteron form factors for the var-
ious cases calculated with the N4LO chiral potentials [55].
The results are presented as bands, all the calculations are
performed including the transition operators up to N2LO.
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FIG. 3. (color online) The number of scattered deuterons per
day as function of the angle between V' and P, by a 100 ton
of deuterium, per unit of energy (keV) and solid angle (sr).
For all cases we have taken M, = 10 GeV and C¥ = 1074
for the sake of comparison. The left (right) panel reports the
number of events for scattered deuterons of recoil energy 30
(50) keV. All the results are presented as (very narrow) bands
(see the main text for more detail).

4He wave function is with a very good approximation
of an almost pure state of total isospin 7" = 0. In Ta-
ble II we report the calculated RMEs at ¢ = 0.05 fm™!.
The *He wave functions have been obtained using two
interactions: the first is given by the AV18 NN potential
augmented by the Urbana IX (UIX) three-nucleon (3N)
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FIG. 4. (color online) The number of scattered deuterons per
day as function of the angle between V' and P, by a 100 ton of
deuterium, per unit of energy (keV) and solid angle (sr), for
three different values of the WIMP mass M,. Here we have
considered the S interaction with C¥ = 107%. The left (right)
panel reports the number of events for scattered deuterons
of recoil energy 30 (50) keV. All the results are presented as
(very narrow) bands (see the main text for more detail).

interaction [60]; the second is given by the N4LO500 NN
potential augmented by a N2LO 3N interaction, derived
in the framework of YEFT [61]. The two free parame-
ters in this N2LO 3N potential, usually denoted as cp
and cg, have been fixed in order to reproduce the ex-
perimental values of the A = 3 binding energies and the
Gamow-Teller matrix element (GTME) of the tritium
decay [62, 63]. These parameters have been determined
in Ref. [64]. The cutoff in this 3N interaction has been
chosen to be consistent with the corresponding value of
the NN interaction, therefore the full NN interaction will
be denoted as N4LO/N2LO500. With both interactions,
AV18/UIX and N4LO/N2LO500, the experimental “He
binding energy is well reproduced.

In Fig. 5, the various *He form factors calculated for
g values up to ¢ = 0.2 fm~! with the AV18 poten-
tial and the transition currents at LO, NLO, and N2LO
are shown. For ¢ = 0.2 fm™!, the *He recoil energies
q?/2My ~ 195 keV. As it can be seen from this figure,
for the S case, the effect of the NLO and N2LO compo-
nents in the transition operators are more sizeable, while
in the V case rather tiny. The only contribution for the T
case now comes from a NLO transition current, therefore
the only non-vanishing form factor, F'*5(q), is very small
and varying as ¢°>. We expect therefore that the rate for
the T case to depend noticeably on the *He recoil energy.

In Fig. 6 we report the same form factors calcu-
lated with the N4LO/N2L0O450, N4LO/N2LO500, and
N4LO/N2LO550 NN interactions (as specified, for each
N4LO NN interaction we have added the N2LO 3N in-
teraction regularized with the same cutoff). As for the
deuteron case, we have used the transition currents up
to N2LO and the results are shown as band (some of
them very narrow), their width reflecting the spread of
theoretical results using A = 450, 500, or 550 MeV cutoff
values. The width for the S case is sizeable, while for all
other cases they are practically negligible.
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TABLE II. The RMEs X§ and X{ contributing to DM scat-
tering off *He calculated for AV18/UTX and N4LO/N2LO500
interactions (see the main text for details). Here ¢ = 0.05
fm~!. In the fourth column, we report the order of the tran-
sition operator. Since the *He has predominantly zero isospin,
only the RMEs of the isoscalar operators are reported. For
the S and V (T) cases, X and X are predominantly real
(imaginary), and therefore we have reported only those parts.
As in Table I, the equation numbers reported in the third
column specify the operators from which these RMEs are cal-
culated, as reported in detail in Appendix A.

Int. RME Operator order | AV18/UIX [N4LO/N2LO500
S =0 I=0
XF  Eq. (A14) LO |—0.169 +02| —0.168 + 02
Eq. (A19) NLO |-0.273 +00| +0.144 + 00
Eq. (A16) N2LO|+0.521 + 00| +0.313 + 00
Y =0 =0
XF  Eq. (A49) LO |—0.3434+01| —0.341 +01
Eq. (A50) N2LO|+0.325 — 04| +0.336 — 04
Xt Eq. (A51) NLO |—0.444 — 02| —0.438 — 02
T =0 =0
XF(B) Eq. (A93) NLO |—0.315—02| —0.325 —02

In Fig. 7 we report the numbers of scattered *He per
day as function of the angle between V' and P} by a 100
ton of “He, per unit of energy (keV) and solid angle (sr).
For all cases we have taken M, = 10 GeV and C’f =10~
for the sake of comparison. Now, N4 ~ 3 x 103!, while
we have kept N, = 6 x 1072 cm™3. A similar behavior is
observed as in Fig. 3, with the only difference that now
the rate for the T case is suppressed, due to the previously
discussed very small size of the (only contributing) form
factor F*B(q). In this figure, we have also reported the
number of scattered “He per day due to the background
neutrino flux of atmospheric origin, see Subsect. V C for
more details. Furthermore, a comparison between the
rates for deuteron and *He is shown in Fig 8.

C. Rate for v — *He scattering

An important background for DM experiments is that
given by the nuclear recoils due to the flux of neutrinos.
These neutrinos may have different origins. For nuclear
recoils in the range 30-50 keV the most important flux is
due to atmospheric neutrinos [65]. The differential cross-
section for v — *He can be calculated starting from the
following effective Lagrangians

=9 gl s

\/_
where Gy is the Fermi constant, jﬁ = v, (1 — %),
the leptonic neutrino current, and J4; the neutral nuclear

current. The latter quantity can be obtained using the
YEFT approach, following the same lines detailed in this

(59)
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FIC. 5. (color online) The same as Fig. 1 but for *He.

paper. In the present paper, we consider the neutral
weak current derived at N4LO in Refs [32, 66, 67]. The
differential v — *He cross-section is given by
Ao G%/ PO
o = ZLPIM[(1+ - )|Col?
+(1 =k -k + 2k Gk" - §)|Lo|?
(k- g+ k- §)2Re(CoLyy)
x6(k—FEy —K), (60)

where k (k') is the incoming (outgoing) neutrino momen-
tum, while £} and P, = k — k' = q the kinetic energy
and momentum of the recoiling *He nucleus. Moreover,
Cy and Lo are the RMEs calculated from the matrix el-
ements (¥4|J5|¥ys). The factors multiplying the com-
binations of RMEs comes from the traces of the lepton
currents over the neutrino spins. The energy conserva-
tion imposes that k- P, = T(k + My), where hereafter
T = Ej. Typically the neutrino energies are in the range
of MeV, while T' &~ keV. So disregarding all terms pro-
portional to T'/k and integrating over €} one obtains the
typical cross-section for neutrino-nucleus scattering [65]
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where Fy(q) = 4n|Col?/(Q%,/4) and Qw = 2(1 —
4sin® Oy) — 2, being the *He "weak charge” (in this
way Fw(0) = 1). Above Oy is the Weinberg angle,
sin? Oy ~ 0.223.

The flux of atmospheric neutrinos is nearly isotropic,
peaks at k = ky ~ 30 MeV, and at k£ = 10 MeV is
reduced by a factor 100 [65, 68]. Then, the rate of *He
recoils due to the flux of atmospheric neutrinos is given
by

2R dic  dp(k) d%c
S Ny [ a2 2
ardy, ~ ) 4z Tdk dTd<) (62)

where Ny is the number of “He nuclei in the target (we
assume as before to have a 100 ton target). Moreover,
we approximate d¢(k)/dk ~ ¢o exp[—(k — ko)?/(20.,)?],
where ¢p ~ 1072 cm™2 MeV ™! sec™! [65], and o, = 226
MeV, so that d¢(10° MeV)/dk = 10~2¢,. Note that the
uncertainty on this atmospheric neutrino flux is approx-
imately 20% [65], therefore the rates calculated in the
following have to be considered as order-of-magnitude
estimates.

The expected number of events due to the atmospheric
neutrinos in a day calculated for T' = 30 keV and 50 keV
have been reported in Fig. 7. This number is clearly
isotropic with respect to the direction of V' and it is of
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order of 10~ events per keV and per steradiant. From
this number, we can estimate the minimal values for the
Wilson coefficients C’f which can be measured in an ex-
periment, asking that d?Rpys at § = 180 deg be greater
than d2R,. The obtained results are reported in Ta-
ble III.

TABLE III. Minimal values of the Wilson coefficients O
so that the rate of recoiling *He nuclei with kinetic energy
T due to DM be greater than that due to the neutrino
scattering. The calculations have been performed using the
N4LO/N2LO500 potential. Here we have considered M, = 10
GeV.

T (keV) c3 cy ct
30 45%x10 3 21x1072 7.0x 10"
50 1.6x1077 7.7%x1077 1.7 x 1071

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the scattering of WIMP
off some light nuclei. The aim is twofold. First of all,
we have explicitly written down most of the transition
currents for various types of DM-quark interactions, as-
suming DM is composed of heavy Dirac particles. The
transition currents, developed up to N2LO in the frame-
work of YEFT, have been coded in a way to be used for
a general nuclear system, as, for example, using the shell
model approach. Second, we have set up the calcula-
tion directly for the rate of nuclear recoils, in order to be
ready for a direct comparison with (eventual) experimen-
tal yields. We have also set up the calculation of the rate
induced by the flux of terrestrial or cosmological neutri-
nos (in particular, atmospheric), calculating the matrix
elements of the nuclear neutral current.

We have performed calculations for two targets com-



posed either of deuterons or *He nuclei, the latter nucleus
being actually considered for an experiment [22]. The
deuteron has total isospin 7" = 0, and also the ground
state of “He can be well approximated to have total
isospin T' = 0. Therefore, only the isoscalar transition
currents play a role in these cases. We have found that
the scalar and vector interactions give large values for the
form factor Fi, deriving from the matrix elements of the
operator Z?:l €'?"i (multiplied by some combinations
of LECs). These matrix elements for small values of ¢
are therefore proportional to the number of nucleons A;
they are not difficult to be calculated also for large nuclei.
Clearly, in these cases, the rates would be rather large
unless the corresponding Wilson coefficients C'JSF, C}r/ be
extremely small. For other interactions, the rate is found
to be suppressed (in particular, for a purely pseudoscalar
quark-DM interaction). In those cases, the form factors
derive from the matrix elements of more complicated op-
erators and therefore sophisticated nuclear structure cal-
culations would be necessary.

Regarding the construction of the nuclear wave func-
tions, we have limited ourselves to employ the AV18 po-
tential and some chiral interactions differing for their cut-
off value. In this way we have explored the dependence of
the results on the nuclear interaction, giving a first idea
of the theoretical uncertainty related to our not complete
knowledge of this quantity. In future, we plan to perform
more detailed study using the Bayesian formalism [59].
Regarding the convergence of the chiral expansion of the
transition current, this appears to be well under control,
due to the low ¢ values involved in the processes.

For the scalar case, for both the deuteron and “He tar-
gets, we find that the NLO two-body currents modify the
LO results by a few percent only, as found in Ref. [21]
and that their contribution is rather dependent on the nu-
clear interaction used to calculate the ground-state wave
functions. A similar result is again observed in Ref. [21],
where the effect was traced back to the dependence on
the D-wave percentage of the wave functions.

In perspective, we plan to apply this formalism to
study the rate of DM scattering off heavier nuclei like
Argon and Xenon, currently widely used in DM detec-
tors. We plan also to study other possible types of DM
interactions, as direct couplings to photons (as, for ex-
ample, £ = Xo,, xF", F* being the electromagnetic
field) [69]. The extension of the present formalism to
treat either scalar or Majorana WIMPs is also possi-
ble [7, 16].

Finally, in the last years, the idea of light DM has
gained more credit (see, for example, Ref. [4]). The only
change in our formalism is the calculation of the spin
sums given in Eq. (45), which for light DM can be per-
formed directly using the trace formalism, as for the neu-
trino case. Therefore, the present study could be easily
extended to treat such a case.
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Appendix A: WIMP-Nucleon Interactions

1. Scalar interaction

The scalar interaction is characterized by an external
current s(z). The terms of the chiral Lagrangian con-
taining this quantity are [36]

L5, = aN(EIN+ NN

+ E (U@ + U@ @)+ (A1)
where ¢; and ¢5 are LECs and
& = uigu +uglu, (A2)
(@) = 2B.5(x). (A3)
Uz) = et @7 (A4)
u(z) = VJU(2). (A5)

Above B, is another LEC related to the pion mass value.
In Eq. (A1) (...) indicates the trace of the matrices,
A= A- 1(A) and the dots represent higher order
terms which are negligible for our purposes. Explicitly,
the WIMP contribution to the density s(z) is given by
Eq (12). Expanding the Lagrangian (A1) in power of the
pion field and keeping the terms up to the order O(7?),
as it will result clear later, we need only to consider the
following Lagrangian terms
oy cs

Lint = —8Bcc1 A—QNNXX — 4BCC5A_2N7'zNXX
s s

s,
s
The interaction Hamiltonian can be obtained from the
chiral Lagrangian density using the procedure described
in detail in Ref. [32]. In most of the cases, the Hamilto-
nian terms are simply given by,

Hint (JJ) = _Eint (‘T)u

but in special cases there are correction terms to be taken
into account.
The WIMP current in this case is given by

(A7)

(A8)

M — X X
Lk’r’,kr = Uy Uy

where uy, are Dirac four-spinors. Expanding these latter
quantities in powers of the momenta, we have

(k + k:’)2> 5 i(k' X k) - o,
8 M2 nr AM?2 '
(A9)

Lk’r/,kr - (1 -



where o,/,. denotes the matrix element of the Pauli ma-
trices between the WIMP spin states.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 9. Diagrams contributing to the one- and two-body
transition operators for the scalar case. Solid, dashed, and
wiggly lines represents nucleons, pions, and WIMPs, respec-
tively. Only one time-ordering of each diagram has been re-
ported.

In Fig. 9, the diagrams contributing to the one- and
two-body transition operators for the scalar case have
been reported. The diagram depicted in panel (a) gives
a LO contribution of order Q2 plus an additional N2LO
contribution of order Q' coming from the expansion
of the Dirac four-spinors entering the NNWW vertex.
The other two diagrams contribute to NLO. Corrections
to these two diagrams due to the expansion of the Dirac
four-spinors and the energy denominators are at least of
order Q° and therefore we will neglect them. Considering
all contributions up to N2LO, the one- and two-body and
the WIMP currents are given by

8B.c;C% 4B.csC?
thzl()x’ - ( +5t’t (Tz)t’t
> A2 A%
(o etp)?\ s i xp) oy
SM?2 s 4M?
CS 3g% Bomx q
- A2 3A27T 7 F (7 —)810us (A10)
cy g4 L ik -o1iky - O
thi)ozg,a’l,o/z: B > (271 R 2),
( fTr) Wiy Wiy
(A11)

where o4 (T4¢) is the matrix element of the Pauli matrix
i = x,y, 2 between nucleon spin (isospin) states. More-
over, hereafter we also use the notation o1 = (051,51)7

wp = /mZ + k2, ete. Above F(z) = @eitbarctan(e)+2s

derives from the dimensional regularization of the pion
loop in panel (c¢) of Fig. 9, see Ref. [18] and references
therein.

For deuteron and *He scattering, only the isoscalar
part of the transition current will play a role, so let us
write explicitly its chiral components, order by order. Let
us define

(1) _ Cf J(1)7V A12
a,alis T A_2 Z a,alis | ( )
S v=0,2

where the subscript ”is” specifies that we are considering
the isoscalar part, only. It is also convenient to introduce
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the so-called “o” term [18], defined as o.n = (N|Gq|N).
In YXEFT, o,n is given by [18]

OxN 97Tg Am
=4eimy + —2—-TFA + -, Al13
mﬂ’ (4 fﬂ') ( 71— ) ( )
where the “ -7 denote high order terms in yPT and

A(z) = $F(z) — 1. The LO, NLO, and N2LO one-body
isoscalar components can be re-cast in the form [18]

20N B,
thzl()x s T 0—7]265,5’6215’7 (A14)
JE =0, (A15)
g2 20anBer  (pHP)?
a,a’is T m727 |:_ M2 s,8’
7 / X cOglg
_%}& t (A16)

The NLO term coming from the last term of Eq. (A10)
has been absorbed in the definition of 0,5, while the
rest, proportional to A(x), gives a term which reads

( q
647 f2 2

J(l),3 o 99,24-ch7r

a,alis T )65,5’6t,t’ . (Al?)

However, this term is of third order, as A(x) ~ 22, and
therefore it will be neglected in this work (see also later).
The isoscalar two-body current can be decomposed in the
same way

(2) _ + J@w
Jalag,ai,ag,is - Z ajag,al,al,is? (A]‘S)
v=0,2
ik ik
Jf)oll I 2 %Q(Alg
. 2f klwk2

and clearly J(2)-0 = J(2).2 — .

2. Pseudoscalar Interaction

The pseudoscalar external current p(x), given in

Eq. (13), enters the effective nucleonic Lagrangian
through the following operators [36]
¢ = 2iB.p(x) (A20)
& = ultu +utlu (A21)
The interaction Lagrangian is given explicitly as [36]:
5, = @U@ + v
1
+ d18N§7“75[5m §-IN
— 1
PN o0 (€N (A22)



Expanding the above Lagrangian in powers of the pion
field, we obtain

P cr 5
Lt = 2fchA—2xw X7
S

cr _ .
= 2Be oy (dis + 2d19) N9 N 9,(Xi7°x)
s
ct
~2BegrdisN PPN u(Xin®x),  (A23)
where dyg,d19 are LECs.
The WIMP current in this case is given by
Lk’r/,kr - ﬂ%/wiﬁ)ﬁuzr s (A24)

and expanding the Dirac four-spinors in powers of the
momenta,

I3 Z.o'r/r - q
k/ /.k =
R 2M,,

T (A25)

We note that Ly, g, is at least of order Q.

A
7 744 1
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 10. The same as in Fig. 9 but for the pseudoscalar
interaction.

The relevant diagrams are reported in Fig. 10. The LO
contribution is given by the diagram depicted in panel (a)
where the WIMP is scattered after absorbing a pion-in-
flight. It brings a contribution of order Q2 (hereafter we
include in the counting one () coming from Ly, k), plus
corrections at order Q! coming from the expansion of
the vertex functions and energy denominators. However,
these latter terms are neglected here since they corre-
spond to isovector transition operators, which contribu-
tion vanishes in the deuteron (for *He the pseudoscalar
coupling does not give any contribution). Here, we keep
pseudoscalar isosvector operators at LO only. The di-
agram of panel (b) gives again an isovector transition
operator of order !, therefore, in this work we neglect
it, as well.

The diagram of panel (c) derives from the vertex with
the dig and dyg LECs. It is of order @', but it has
an isoscalar term, so we take it into account. Other di-
agrams contribute at order O(Q) or higher. The final
expression of the transition density we will consider is
therefore
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o ct
J - 2BCA_2d18(Tz)t/t

a,af
S

cr _
+2B.(dis + 2d19) 5 0pt | i0ss - q

A%
CP (7)) .
+gABCA_%( Z);t’LO'S/S.q7
q

(A26)

while, as explained above, we neglect the pseudoscalar
two-body current in this study.
The isoscalar part, relevant in this study, is rewritten

as
O S aly (A27)
a,alis T A2 a,af is )
S v=0,2
J(il.,g:’z,is = 2B.(dis + 2d19)iogs - q oy, (A28)

while J1:0 = (.1 = 0,

3. Vector Interaction

In the case of vector interaction, the WIMP field con-
tributes to the quantities v’

lowing Lagrangian terms [36]

and v, entering the fol-

rv

wnt

= iNy*(T, — ivff))N

C6 v+ 7T 5 v S
+ gy N ELN + 5 No F9N

2
%T<8#UT(Z'U’U# —iv,U)) + -+ (A29)

with

1
r, = 3 [uT(?Hu +udyu’ — iulv,u — iuvuuT] (A30)

Fis) = 9,00 — o,
FE,, = 0.,

(A31)
— 0y, . (A32)
Above we have neglected all terms quadratic in v, be-
cause we suppose that the coupling constants Cy . are
very small. The LECs ¢g and c; are related to the anoma-
lous magnetic moment of the nucleons. In the present
case JW, J@ and L are four vectors, the chiral order of
their “time” and “space” parts being different. Explic-
itly, the WIMP current in this case is given by,

Lllé’r’,kr = ﬂ’;c(’r’/y#u;ccr ’ (A33)

which can be expanded up to order Q2 as follows

2 (L
- q i(k' x k) -0
(Lk/r/,kr)'u 0 - [1 — :|57«/r + (4’&34)
8M§ 4M§
i (K +k) (ig x oprr),
L 'r! kr == r'r . ) A
(Lier er) 20, O + 20, (A35)
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FIG. 11. The same as in Fig. 9 but for the vector interaction.

for i = z,y,2. As it can be seen (L kr)*=° = O(QV),
while (Lk/rl_’kr)'u:i ~ O(Q)

The relevant diagrams for the vector interaction are re-
ported in Fig. 11. The WIMP-nucleon vertex appearing
in the diagram of panel (a) derives from the interaction
terms reported in the first two lines of Eq. (29). The min-
imal order of the “time” component of J(!) associated to
this diagram is ~ Q 3, while the space part is ~ Q2.

The diagrams (b) and (c) give the contribution of the
one-pion exchanges. The time part of these diagrams is
always of order Q°. The spatial parts of the correspond-
ing J and J@ are of order Q@~!, so we take into ac-
count them. The spatial parts of the diagrams in panels
(d) and (e) are of order Q~!, as well. Since they give the
first contribution to the form factors of the nucleon, we
include them by inserting the “phenomenological” elec-
tric and magnetic form factors Gg(q) and Gps(q) in our
transition currents. In this way, we take into account also
of high order contributions. The final expression of the
transition densities we will consider is

TP = —hy(q)50s — (20 (q) = B (9))

2 (o]
q i(p' X p) oys
g ( STERAN )A%)

IRYE
U= = () P
by (q) 1920 )
and
(T2 )" =0, (A38)
(J‘(fl)’“’uazxaéw:i - 29—;;?;—;(71 X T2):
) ky-o

2.
12

2 io1 + (1 < 2)

ki -o1ks -

%i(k& — k) ((A39)

wWiws

where as usual i = z,y,z and w; = /m2 +k?Z, etc.
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Above we have introduced

3CY G5 (q)0r: + CYGy(q)(72) e

(o) = = - (a0)
S

= 3CY G5, (q)0y +CYGY 2 )

(g = SO L EECL @ gy
S

where G%(q), G%(q), G5;(q), and G}, (¢) are the isoscalar
and isovector electric and magnetic form factors of the
nucleons. They are normalized so that

Gp0) = Gp(0) =1,
Gy (0) = 1+ Ky + kn, Gy(0) =1+ Ky — kn(A42)

where k, and &, are the anomalous magnetic moment of
the nucleons. In fact, as explained in Subsect. A 6 we can
identify c¢7 = kp + Ky, and cg = Kp — K. Some comments
are in order. 1) The correction given by the form factors
is applied only to the one-body current, the two-body
current being already at N2LO. 2) For simplicity we have
used the well-know dipole parametrization of the form
factors, namely we have taken

G.SX(Q) = G?{(Q) + G& (Q)v X=EM, (A43)

GUX(Q) = GZ))((Q) - G?((Q)v X=EM, (A44)
e

Ghla) = Gola), Gh@) = —rnis %(é_zmm

Ghy(q) = (14 kp)Gp(q), Gh(q) = knGp(qfA46)

1

G = — A47

o0 = (A47)

v

where Ay = 0.84 GeV has been extracted from fits
of elastic electron scattering data off the proton and
deuteron [37, 38]. 3) Usually the form factors are ex-
pressed in terms of the quantity Q% = ¢*> — w?, where
w is the energy transfer. However, in the present case,
w = (k" — k?)/2M, < g, so we have assumed Q =~ q. 4)
As discussed before, we need the form factors at values
of ¢ rather small, where the dipole parametrization is a
sufficiently good approximation.

As usual, we report below the decomposition for the
isoscalar operators

cv )
(Jézl.;’,is)u = A_;» Z (Ja(i());’;is)uv (A48)
S v=0,2
P10 = —3GH(a)5e,s 60 (A49)
P2 = —3(2G3(0) - G(a))dne
2 . /
q i(p) xp)-o
X [ 8M2+ e S,(SASO)
+ /
Jé%t)xy’l,is = _3G%(Q)%6s,s’6tﬂ
Z' X Ogrg
13030 575, a1y
(15 =0, (A52)

o0z, is



(1)71 — J(1)70 — J(1)72

while pa,o/,is - Ya,alis a,al is

adopted the notation J* = (p, J).

= 0. Here, we have

4. Axial Interaction

In order to describe the axial interaction we consider
the chiral Lagrangian in SU(3) space, which reads [39],

_ F_
Lins = Tr [B (tyuD,, — My) B — 537“75 [w,, Bl

D _ 2
+ 5 Bv"y° {u, BY ] + S (V,UVHUT)

4
(A53)
where D, F', and fj; are LECs and the dots stands for
other contributions not relevant for this study. The quan-

tities B, U, and u,, are now 3 x 3 matrices of the various
baryon and meson fields

= A n+

vz N Ve =0 A !
C =0 —24
V6
and U = e'®// where
=0 o0t + +
itw © K
_ — _ T n_ 0
b = ™ NG —10— K E (A55)
- K ) B/
K K 2\/6
Moreover, u = VU as usual, and
Uy, = i[uTBMu —ud,u’ —iula,u — iuauuw ,  (Ab0)

ad a,, is the SU(3) axial current given in Eq. (26).
We can again expand the Lagrangian in the mesons
field ®. Since we expect that the coupling constants C4+
to be small, we will neglect the terms of the expansion
that are quadratic in a,. Developing the traces (and
retaining only the terms involving nucleons and pions)
we get,
B B a®
(D + F)N’y“'y57'zNal(f’) + (3F — D)N~#*~y°N-£-

V3

1 =
— 2fx0"m.ald) + f—Nw(f x #).NaP) + - (A57)

A —

int

In these terms we have identified fj; = fr. The Hamil-
tonian density can be obtained using the Legendre trans-
formation, but a particular attention has to be paid to
the last term. The interaction term appearing finally in
the Hamiltonian after the transformation reads

A
Hint_”

i

(A58)

2fr

1 1
-——NWO(FXﬁ’)zNaég)—f—sz(Fxﬁ)zNa(g)—i—- .

17

Now J1) | J®2) and L are again four vectors, the chiral
order of their “time” and “space” parts being different.
Explicitly, the WIMP current in this case is given by

Lﬁ’r/,kr = ﬂé/r”yuﬁyf)uir ’ (A59)
which expanded up to order Q? is given by
_ K+k) o
Ligrvr er)*=0 = (7 A60
(L™ = (B522) L am)
_ (k/ + k)20i
L 'r! ker = = [
e (Ki(o k) + k(o - k)
—i(k x k:))] (A61)
ki . G
o e o
N
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I, - :\T\‘ \A/{}V\\;\
VZS'{ = 7 i

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. 12. The same as in Fig. 9 but for the axial interaction.

The relevant diagrams for the axial interaction are re-
ported in Fig. 12. The WIMP-nucleon vertex appearing
in the diagram of panel (a) derives from the interaction
terms reported in the first line of Eq. (30). The mini-
mal order of the space component of J(!) associated to
this diagram is ~ Q 3, while the time part is ~ Q2.
Therefore, we include the corrections coming from the
expansion of the four-spinors entering the vertex only in
the space component. The contributions of the diagram
in panel (b) (the “pion-pole” diagram) behaves analo-
gously. In this case, only isovector transition operators
are obtained.

The diagrams (c) and (d) give the contribution of the
one-pion exchanges. The time part of these diagrams is of
order @', so we will take into account it. The WW NN~
vertex derives from the interaction Hamiltonian given in
Eq. (A58). On the other hand the spatial parts of the
corresponding J?) are of order Q°, so they will be ne-
glected here. Finally, the diagrams in panels (e) and (f)
(and many others) contribute to the axial form factor
of the nucleon. These two gives a pure isovector con-
tribution, so we will take into account them (and many
others) by including in the isovector part of the current
the phenomenological axial form factor. The correspond-
ing isoscalar part is not well know, so we will not include
it (in any case it appears at least at the O(Q" order).



The final expression of the transition densities we will
consider is therefore

Ko, 1 (vi(o - p)
p— . o'-
on? apz\Pi\9 P

+pi(o-p') —i(p' x P)i)}

(D= = ha(g) [ai

s's

Cf (Tz)t’t i
+Ga(q) 5 q {(q 0)ss
A2 w2
1
+m(2K-qK-a—2K2q~U
1
—50'a 0)} : (A63)
2 A= =
2 = g3 CZ (7’1 ><7'2)z.
(J(gt2)7a/2a17a/l)# 0 = TféA_%len 09, (A64)
(T2 o) = 0. (A65)
where above K = (p + p’)/2 and
3F — DYC46,: + G CA(1)e
hA(q) _ ( ) + ttA—z A(q) 7(7- )tt (A66)
S
Galg) = —2 (A67)

N2
i+ )

Note that D + F = ga. Here we assume Ay = 1 GeV,
as determined from an analysis of pion electroproduc-
tion and neutrino scattering data [40, 41] (again, we
can safely assume that @@ = ¢). Uncertainties in the
value of A 4 does not significantly impact predictions for
the WIMP cross-section as ¢ < A4. In the pion-pole
contribution, usually it should appear the pseudoscalar
form factor Gps(q). From our chiral analysis, we obtain
Gps(q) = Ga(q)/(m2 + ¢?) (the pole contribution), well
verified by the experimental data [42].

As usual, we report below the decomposition of the
isoscalar operators

OA
1 1),v
(o) = 53 2 G0 (A68)
S v=0,2
K. o
p((ll)o/lzs = —-(3F-D) <—M )s/sét’m
S,L)/O,is = _(3F_D)Us’s5t/t7
Ko 1
1),2
U = ~6F-D)| - G+ (P D)
+p(o-p') —i(p' x p))]

() » =0,

’ VA
01,00 ,002,005,18
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(1,0 _ (1)2
a,alis T pa,o/,is

— J(1)71

while p maris = 0. Again JI =

(p, J).

5. Tensor interaction

In the case of tensor interaction it is necessary to
start from the construction of the nucleon Lagrangian
where the current t*¥ appears (to be noticed that such
terms are thought to be rather suppressed [16]). The
hadronic Lagrangian for a tensor current has been con-
structed in Refs. [43-45], however, here we will briefly
recall the steps. We have previously seen that the quark
Lagrangian with external tensor current reads

Eff"s = qo.t"q . (AT3)
Since t*¥ = t*¥ T, this term can be rewritten as
LI = qrout* qr + qLouwt" qr. (A74)

Assuming that t*” transforms under chiral transforma-
tions as

t" — Rt LT,
vty vt Rt ,

(A75)
(AT6)

where L (R) represents a local rotation in the isospin
space of the left (right) components, and remembering
that under these transformations the nucleon field N (a
doublet in isospin space) and the pionic unitary matrix
U = €7@ 7/fx transform as

N — hN, (AT7)
U — RulL', (A78)
u — Ruh' = huL', (A79)

where u = VU and h is a SU(2) matrix depending in a
complicate way on L, R, and 7(x), it can be seen that
Lagrangian terms invariant under chiral transformations
to the lowest order are No,, T/ N, where

T = uth Ty + ulthul . (A80)
In fact, it is easy to prove that,
T — hTEVhT. (A81)

Considering that among the two operators (A81) only

(A69) T{" is invariant under parity, charge and hermitian con-

jugation, we obtain that the lowest order Lagrangian of

(A70) the nucleons will be

Ez;zt = ElNUuu (TE)N + 52NUWT—¢UN7 (A82)

where ¢; and ¢ are new LECs. Higher order terms can

St , (AT1) be constructed combining T4 with wu,, ect. Here for

simplicity we consider only the lowest order term given

(A72) above.



Expanding T" in power of the pion fields and con-
sidering only the lowest order terms, the nucleon-WIMP
interaction Lagrangian becomes

T
‘Cznt

(4010 + 26,C2 TZ) Nxotx + ..

° (A83)
We remember that in this case the nucleonic and WIMP
currents are four-tensors, and clearly only the off-
diagonal elements are different from zero. The WIMP
tensor in this case is given by

NUWA

Llléilr’,kr = ﬁﬁ’r/awjuir ’ (A84)
which expanded up to order Q? reads
; iq; (Q xo);
(Lk"r’,k'r)m = ( - ) 5
oM, 2M, ).
2
ij q ( o)
(Ligryr ker)” = €ije (w 8M2 +4q 8M§
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FIG. 13. The same as in Fig. 9 but for the tensor interaction.

The only diagram we consider here for the tensor in-
teraction is that reported in Fig. 13. The WIMP-nucleon
vertex appearing in the diagram of panel (a) derives from
the interaction terms reported in Eq. (31). The minimal
order of the time-space component of J() associated to
this diagram is ~ @Q~2, while the space-space part is
~ Q3. Since L is of order @, the product Jél)Lo is
nominally of order Q~!. Therefore, we include the cor-
rections coming from the expansion of the four-spinors
entering the vertex only in the space-space component.

The final expressions for the antisymmetric single nu-

cleon operator (J S_)a)’“’ can be written in terms of two

current vectors as

1 Qi A 1 i B) \i
() = eSO, (00 = (1P,

a7
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where

A

a,a’

cT ct
<401 Ope + 22— AZ (T )t/t>

2

q (0-q)
X(O’ U8M2 +q e
(0-K) ilgxK)
2M? 402

C cT
Jéi), = (401 A2 Opry + 26— Az (Tz)t’t>
" iq K xo)
oM M),

As usual, we report below the decomposition of the
isoscalar operators

-K

(A88)

J(Efoz’,is = ( ) Z a,af zs’ (A89)
v=0,2
Ja(foz;ols = 461(0)5’5515’157 (AQO)
2
(A2 - q (0-q)
1.70(70/71-S - 4Cl<—U8M2 +q 8M2
(0-K) i(gxK)
BRIYE AM?2 5/55” ,(A91)
Ja(c,Boz’,is = < > Z JocBoz; is (A92)
v=0,2
. i K xo
ol 5)
while JU;E = g0 = g2~

O(OL lS O(OL lS

6. Values of the LECs

We report the values of the LECs entering our calcu-
lation in Table IV. The value of B, is related to the
quark condensate in vacuum. We have already discussed
that this parameter is also related to the pion mass. In
fact, expanding the chiral Lagrangian in terms of the
pion field, and looking to the terms proportional to the
pion field square, we can identify m2 = 2m,B., where
mg is the average between the mass of v and d quarks.
Adopting the value my = 3.45 MeV [47], we can estimate
B. ~ 2.78 GeV. Note that the relation between m?2 and

B, will have higher order corrections coming from L,(:l),
etc. Other estimates of B. come from the Gell-Mann-
Oakes-Rennes relation between the mass of pseudoscalar
mesons [48], or directly from Lattice calculations. The
more precise estimate obtained for B, using the latter
method is B. = 2.40 + 0.03 GeV [49] (see also Ref. [50]
for a more recent estimate). In our work we have adopted
the value of Ref. [49], representing an average of the re-
sults of different lattice calculations.

The scalar current has been written in terms of o,y
constant. Here we will assume o, = —59.1 + 3.5 MeV,



as extracted from a Roy-Steiner analysis of pion-nucleon
scattering [46] (in the following, we do not take into ac-
count of the small associated error).

The LECs dyg and dy9 entering the pseudoscalar La-
grangian are not well known. Since the pseudoscalar in-
teraction will produce a very small reaction rate, we will
take dig + 2d19 = 1 GeV~2, namely a sort “natural”
value.

For the vector current, the LECs ¢4 and ¢7 are simply
related to the anomalous magnetic moment of the nucle-
ons. In fact, assuming that the vector external current
is given by the electromagnetic field, then the one-body
nuclear current would be given by

(T i P+p)i(1+7) (g9x0)
e’ /EM 2M 2 2M

.<1—;TZ+C7+2CGTz> 7 (A94)

from which we can identify [37]
C6 = Kp — Kn , c7 = Kp+ Kn , (A95)
where k, = 1.793 (k, = —1.913) are the anomalous mag-

netic moments of the proton (neutron) in unit of the nu-
clear magneton. The values reported in Table IV are
obtained from these relations.

The values for the LECs D and F', which enter the axial
current in the SU(3) formalism, are taken from Ref. [51].
Note that FF+ D ~ 1.26 = g4 [51].

Finally, the values of the LECs ¢; and ¢ entering the
tensor case can be obtained from the results of a recent
lattice calculation on the tensor charges of the nucle-
ons [52]. We have found

4¢1 = gl}+d = 0.582+0.016, 2¢; = gaﬂ_d = 1.004+0.021
(A96)
where the quantities g%=¢ were calculated in Ref. [52].
As already stated, the values of the LECs used in this
work are summarized in table IV. Note that here we have
not tried to quantify the propagation of the error with
which these LECs are known to the DM rates. This task
will be demanded to a successive work.

LEC Value

ga 1.27

fr 92.4 MeV
B, 2.40 GeV
Ce 3.71

cr —0.12

dis + 2d19| 1.00 GeV ™2
D 0.86

F 0.39

4¢ 0.58

TABLE IV. LECs values used in this work.
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Appendix B: The quantities I(a,b,c,d)

In this Appendix we list the quantities I(a, b, ¢, d) en-
tering the expression of the rate (47) for the various cases.

e Scalar interaction

V. 2
1_ 1 oy 2L _10). (B1)

I=n(1-v?- - ,
! ( M,  4M?2 M,

e Pseudoscalar interaction

q2

X

0,0,0). (B2)



e Vector interaction

1%
I} 1(1—4—]\4%,0,0,0),
Vo _ .
‘[2 - I( \4 q 2MX7Q7070)7 (B3)
2, Vg ¢ . q
IV = I1((V-§)? —24(V - ¢+ ——),0
3 (( Q) =+ MX +4M§, Q( q+ 2MX)5 )
2
IV — J(= 2 ~\ 2 q ~ ~
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e Axial interaction
Vg ¢ q
= 1(v? — V-
H (V+MX+4M§’ \%4 YA 0,
I =1(-V-g-—L 4 B4
2 ( V q 2anq7050)5 ( )
2
R q R R R
4M3
1 1 R V.-q q>
I = I(1- V2= (V-4 - -
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M, 2 \/Q)
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e Tensor interaction

2 Vg &
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3 ( (V q) MX 4M>%7
R R q R
2 : B
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1 1 q°
IFY = 11=-2V24 (V92— —
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