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Dark matter (DM) is a major constituent of the Universe. However, no definite evidence of
DM particles (denoted as “χ”) has been found in DM direct detection (DD) experiments to date.
There is a novel concept of detecting χ from evaporating primordial black holes (PBHs). We search
for χ emitted from PBHs by investigating their interaction with target electrons. The examined
PBH masses range from 1×1015 to 7×1016 g under the current limits of PBH abundance fPBH .
Using 205.4 kg·day data obtained from the CDEX-10 experiment conducted in the China Jinping
Underground Laboratory, we exclude the χ–electron (χ–e) elastic-scattering cross section σχe ∼
5 × 10−29 cm2 for χ with a mass mχ ≲ 0.1 keV from our results. With the higher radiation
background but lower energy threshold (160 eV), CDEX-10 fill a part of the gap in the previous
work. If (mχ, σχe) can be determined in the future, DD experiments are expected to impose strong
constraints on fPBH for large MPBHs.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is strong evidence indicating that dark mat-
ter (DM) is a major constituent of the Universe [1–4].
Direct detection (DD), indirect detection [5], and col-
lider [6–9] experiments have been conducted for decades
to search for DM particles (denoted as “χ”). In DD
experiments, the most popular search object is the χ
in the Standard Halo Model (SHM). The velocity of
χ in the SHM follows the Maxwell-Boltzmann distri-
bution with a most probable value of 238 km/s and a
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cutoff at 544 km/s [10, 11]. Time projection chambers
(XENON [12], LUX-ZEPLIN [13], PandaX [14], Dark-
Side [15]), cryogenic calorimeters (CRESST [16], Super-
CDMS [17], EDELWEISS [18]), charge-coupled devices
(SENSEI [19], DAMIC [20]), and high purity germanium
detectors (CoGeNT [21], CDEX [22–32]) have been oper-
ated in searching for χ by investigating their interaction
with target electrons or target nuclei.
In the paradigm of the χ–nucleus (χ–N) scattering,

the best detection sensitivity has been achieved for mχ ∼
O(10 GeV) [13], where mχ is the mass of χ. As mχ de-
creases, little energy transfers to the heavy nucleus in the
elastic scattering process, resulting in a rapid decrease in
the detection sensitivity. Considering the Migdal effect,
the sensitivity in the low mχ ∼ O(100 MeV) range can
be significantly improved [33–36]. Further, when χ are
scattered and accelerated to (semi)relativistic velocities
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by cosmic ray nuclei [37–43], blazar jet protons [44], and
supernova remnants [45], χ with mχ ≲ O(1 GeV) can be
searched.

In another paradigm parallel to χ–N scattering, the
χ–electron (χ–e) scattering, the best detection sensitivity
has been achieved for SHM χ with a mass of mχ ∼ O(10
MeV) [32] rather than mχ ∼ O(me) = O(0.5 MeV) be-
cause of the reduced χ kinetic energy. Similar to the
χ−N scenario, χ can be accelerated by cosmic ray elec-
trons [37, 40, 46], cosmic ray neutrinos [47], stellar neu-
trinos [48, 49], diffuse supernova neutrinos [50, 51], stellar
electrons [52–55], and blazar jet electrons [56, 57], a much
lower mχ can be searched.
In addition to χ and target elastic scattering, some

branching models, such as neutral current absorption [58,
59] and effective electromagnetic interaction [60, 61],
have increasingly gained attention in DD experiments.
Moreover, cosmic rays bombarding the atmosphere are
used for χ detection [62–66]. In this work, we investi-
gate a novel χ source in DD experiments: evaporating
primordial black holes (PBHs).

PBH is a possible candidate for DM [67–70]. Gravi-
tational collapses due to density fluctuations may have
resulted in the formation of PBHs soon after the infla-
tionary epoch of the early Universe [71–73]. According
to general relativity and quantum field theories, when a
PBH evaporates, it emits particles, which is well known
as Hawking radiation [74]. The χ can also be charac-
terized as Hawking radiation [75–84]. An evaporating
PBH is a novel source of χ [85–88] or other new parti-
cles [89–91] beyond the standard model (SM). For conve-
nience, the scenario of “a PBH evaporating χ” is abbre-
viated as “PBHeDM”. PBHeDM is model-independent
only when considering the gravitational interactions be-
tween the dark sector and SM [92]; model-dependence
comes in when numerical values are derived because of
the calculation models.

In this work, PBHeDM is investigated by consider-
ing the χ–e elastic scattering in the CDEX-10 experi-
ment [59, 93]. The 205.4 kg·day exposure data is ac-
quired by p-type point contact germanium detectors [94]
conducted in the China Jinping Underground Laboratory
(CJPL) [95].

II. THE χ EMITTED FROM EVAPORATING
PBHS

In 1974, Hawking proposed that evaporating black
holes emit matter in the form of thermal radiation [74].
The relation between the Hawking temperature (TPBH)
and mass (MPBH) of a Schwarzschild black hole is given
by the Zeroth law of thermodynamics for black holes
based on thermodynamics and the gravitational the-
ory [96–98], as described in Eq. 1. We investigate black
holes with a mass of MPBH ∼ O(1016 g). The mass
of these black holes is very small compared to the mass

of the Sun; consequently, they are considered primordial
rather than cosmological black holes. Thus, we directly
refer to these black holes as “PBHs”.

kBTPBH =
ℏc3

8πGMPBH
, (1)

where ℏ is the reduced Planck constant, c is the speed of
light in vacuum, G is the Newtonian constant of gravita-
tion, and kB is the Boltzmann constant.
A particle ξ emitted from an evaporating PBH can be

not only SM particles (such as a photon, a neutrino, or
an electron) but also dark radiation. Its emission rate
is described in Eq. 2 and can be computed using the
publicly available Blackhawk-v2.1 code [80, 99].

d2Nξ

dEξdt
=

gξ
2π

Γξ(Eξ,MPBH , x)

exp(Eξ/kBTPBH)− (−1)2sξ
, (2)

where Eξ is the evaporated ξ energy, x is a set of sec-
ondary parameters for the PBH metrics, and Γξ is the
graybody factor, which represents the probability that a
particle generated at the PBH event horizon will escape
to infinity in space.
In this work, ξ = χ. Here, we consider the simple

case of Dirac fermions (sχ = 1/2) with four degrees of
freedom (gχ = 4) for a chargeless and spinless PBH with
a monochromatic distribution MPBH as an example.

III. THE χ FLUX REACHING THE EARTH

The χ flux emitted from an evaporated PBH in the
Milky Way (MW) galaxy and reaches the Earth can be
described as follows:

d2ϕMW
χ

dTχdΩ
=

fPBH

4πMPBH

∫
dΩs

4π

∫
l.o.s.

ρNFW
MW [r(s, ϕ)]

d2Nχ

dTχdt
ds,

(3)
where the kinetic energy of χ is Tχ = Eχ −mχ, ρ

NFW
MW is

the DM density of the Milky Way halo in the Navarro-
Frenk-White (NFW) profile [100] with a local density ρ⊙
= 0.4 GeV/cm3, r(s, ϕ) is the galactocentric distance (the
solar distance from the galactic center), s is the line-of-
sight (l.o.s.) distance to the PBH, ϕ is the angle between
the two directions, and fPBH is defined as the fraction
of DM composed of PBHs (fPBH = ρPBH/ρDM ).

The constraint results in the scenario of galactic γ-ray
have a slight difference [101] between the Einasto [102]
and NFW [100] profiles. This difference is even smaller
after combining the Hawking radiation fluxes from the
extragalactic (EG) PBHs.

EDGES 21 cm [103, 104] and COMPTEL [101] have
imposed the most stringent constraints on fPBH for
PBHs with masses ranging from 1 × 1015 to 7 × 1016
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TABLE I. Selected fPBH values for different MPBHs, based
on the latest constraints obtained from Refs. [101, 103].

MPBH (g) fPBH MPBH (g) fPBH

1× 1015 1.6× 10−8 9× 1015 5.2× 10−5

2× 1015 1.8× 10−7 1× 1016 7.0× 10−5

3× 1015 9.8× 10−7 2× 1016 1.0× 10−3

4× 1015 3.5× 10−6 3× 1016 3.8× 10−3

5× 1015 8.6× 10−6 4× 1016 7.6× 10−3

6× 1015 1.4× 10−5 5× 1016 1.4× 10−2

7× 1015 2.0× 10−5 6× 1016 2.2× 10−2

8× 1015 3.5× 10−5 7× 1016 3.4× 10−2

g. The evaporation of PBH heats the original gas and
weakens the signal of the 21 cm absorption line. Clark
et al. [103] derive the limit on fPBH from EDGES data.
Coogan et al. [101]derive the limit on fPBH from COMP-
TEL data based on the γ evaporation from the galactic
PBHs. The fPBH values selected in this work are listed in
Table I. A cutoff was applied to MPBH = 1×1015 g since
PBHs with MPBH ≲ O(1014) g evaporate violently and
decay away; a cutoff was applied to MPBH = 7 × 1016

g since the existing experimental constraints on fPBH

for large MPBH are close to or larger than 0.1. In addi-
tion, there are no valid observational limits on fPBH for
MPBH ∼ O(1017–1023) g [68, 105].

The effect of the cosmological red-shift z(t) on the par-
ticle kinetic energy should also be taken into account for
the EG component:

d2ϕEG
χ

dTχdΩ
=

fPBHρDM

4πMPBH

∫ tU

t0

[1 + z(t)]
d2Nχ

dTχdt
dt, (4)

where ρDM = 2.35×10−30 g/cm3 is the average DM den-
sity of the Universe at the current epoch [106], t0 = 1011

s is the Universe time of the matter-radiation equality,
and tU = 1.38×1010 yr is the Universe age; the χ energy
at the source ES and the χ energy at the Earth’s frame
Eχ obey 1 + z(t) = [(E2

S −m2
χ)/(E

2
χ −m2

χ)]
1/2.

In Eq. 5, the χ flux from a PBH to the full sky reaching
the Earth has two components: the flux from MW PBHs
and the flux from EG PBHs.

d2ϕχ

dTχdΩ
=

d2ϕMW
χ

dTχdΩ
+

d2ϕEG
χ

dTχdΩ
, (5)

Figure 1 shows the flux of χ with a mass mχ = 0.1
keV reaching the Earth from galactic and extragalactic
PBHs with masses MPBH = 5× 1016 g. Considering the
EG component, the cosmological red-shift significantly
affects Tχ and makes a significant contribution to the
flux in the low Tχ.

FIG. 1. Fluxes of χ with a mass mχ = 0.1 keV reaching the
Earth from PBHs with masses MPBH = 5×1016 g. The com-
ponents from galactic (MW) and extragalactic (EG) PBHs are
shown by the blue dotted-dashed line and the red dashed line,
respectively. fPBHs (the fractions of DM composed of PBHs)
selected for our calculations are listed in Table I.

IV. EARTH SHIELDING

When χ arrive at the Earth, they must travel through
the Jinping Mountain before reaching the detector in
CJPL. Similar to the target electrons in a detector, the
electrons in the rocks may also scatter with χ. For a large
scattering cross section with a mean free path in the rocks
of less than a few km, χ will scatter with the electrons
in the rocks and lose kinetic energy before reaching the
detectors at underground locations. This phenomenon
is called “Earth attenuation” or “Earth shielding effect”.
We employ a ballistic-trajectory approximation based on
Refs. [39, 85, 87].
The kinetic energy of χ is reduced by dT per length

dl due to its isotropic elastic scattering caused by the
electrons in the medium. After traveling a distance d,
the kinetic energy of χ is reduced from T0 to Td, and the

flux of χ changes from
d2ϕχ

dT0dΩ
to

d2ϕd
χ

dTddΩ
, where

d2ϕd
χ

dTddΩ
≈

4m2
χe

τ

(2mχ + Td − Tdeτ )2

(
d2ϕχ

dT0dΩ

)
, (6)

with

Td(T0) =
2mχT0

2mχeτ − T0(1 + eτ )
, (7)

where τ = d/l, d = 2400 m is the rock overburden depth
of the CJPL [95], and l is the interaction length given as
follows:

l =

[
n̄eσχe

2memχ

(me +mχ)2

]−1

, (8)
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where me is the electron mass and σχe is the χ–electron
elastic-scattering cross section. The average number den-
sity of the electrons in the rocks (n̄e = 8.1× 1023 cm−3)
is computed from the density and the elemental compo-
sition of the rocks, as described in Ref. [36].

V. EXPECTED SPECTRA IN THE DETECTOR

When χ arrives at the detector, there is a probability of
elastic scattering and leaving some recoil energy of Er.
If Er is higher than the binding energy of a shell elec-
tron, the event may be recorded by the detector. For χ,

the number of target electrons is
(
NGeZ

Ge
effσχe

)
, where

NGe = 8.30×1021 g−1 is the number density of germa-
nium atoms and ZGe

eff is the effective electron number of

germanium listed in Table II [107, 108]. For instance,
when Er = 1 keV in a scattering, then 22 out of 32 shell
electrons of the target atom are considered target can-
didates by χ, and the effective electron number is 22.
Considering once again that the scattering is isotropic,
the differential event rate of the χ-electron scattering in
the detector is given in Eq. 9 [87, 109].

dRr

dEr
(Er) = NGeZ

Ge
effσχe

∫
d2ϕd

χ

dTddΩ

Θ(Emax
r − Er)

Emax
r

dTddΩ,

(9)
where Θ is the Heaviside function and Emax

r is the max-
imum value of the recoil energy Er limited by

Emax
r =

T 2
d + 2mχTd

Td + (mχ +me)2/(2me)
. (10)

When estimating the average scattering cross section
σ̄χe according to Ref. [86], calculation is difficult as ger-
manium crystal has a band structure and Ge atoms can-
not be considered isolated [32, 110]. Moreover, most χ
are relativistic particles. Therefore, a more elaborate ap-
proach should be considered in future calculations.

By convoluting the energy resolution obtained from the
calibration, the recoil event rate dRr

dEr
is converted into the

expected event rate dRe

dEe
recorded by the CDEX-10 detec-

tor. The energy resolution in the CDEX-10 experiment
is σRes(E) = 35.8 + 16.6 · E1/2 eV, where E is in keV
units [28, 32]. The spectra before (blue solid line) and
after (red dashed line) considering the energy resolution
are shown in Fig. 2. There are some step-like fine spec-
tral structures with the binding energy of Ge atom, which
are retained with the excellent energy resolution of the
CDEX-10 detector, although somewhat smoothed.

VI. RESULTS

In this work, the physical analysis is based on the
CDEX-10’s 205.4 kg·day exposure data in the 0.16–12.06

TABLE II. Effective electron number of germanium ZGe
eff [107,

108].

ZGe
eff Er (keV)

32 1.11e1 < Er

30 1.41e0 < Er ≤ 1.11e1
28 1.25e0 < Er ≤ 1.41e0
24 1.22e0 < Er ≤ 1.25e0
22 1.80e-1< Er ≤ 1.22e0
20 1.25e-1< Er ≤ 1.80e-1
16 1.21e-1< Er ≤ 1.25e-1
14 2.98e-2< Er ≤ 1.21e-1
10 2.92e-2< Er ≤ 2.98e-2
4 7.20e-3< Er ≤ 2.92e-2
0 Er ≤ 7.20e-3

FIG. 2. Recoil energy (blue solid line) and expected energy
(red dashed line) event rates forMPBH = 5×1016 g, mχ = 0.1
keV, and σχe = 1.3 × 10−29 cm2. The energy resolution in
the CDEX-10 experiment is σRes(E) = 35.8 + 16.6 ·E1/2 eV,
where E is in keV units [28, 32]. The fine black dashed line
indicates the 160-eV analysis threshold.

keV range. There are four steps in the preprocessing
procedures for the exposure data [27, 28]:
1) The zero peak (random trigger events), the 8.98

keV peak (65Zn), the 10.37 keV peak (68Ge) were used
to calibrate the energy in the low-energy region.
2) The events with anomalous electronic noise profiles

were rejected in the pedestal cut.
3) Based on the linear relationship between the inte-

gral value and the maximum value of the physical event
pulse, the physicals signal can be discriminated from the
electronic noises near the energy threshold.
4) Events depositing energy in the surface layer of the

detector generate a slow rising pulse and an incomplete
charge collection. The energy measured in these events
are low and should be removed.
The measured spectrum is shown by the black points

with error bars in Fig. 3. Then, a minimum-χ2 anal-
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FIG. 3. Measured spectrum using 205.4 kg·day exposure
data in the 0.16–12.06 keV range obtained from the CDEX-
10 experiment [59, 93] (black points with error bars). The red
solid line shows the best fit of the minimum-χ2 for MPBH =
5× 1016 g. The pink dashed-dotted line and the blue dotted
line show the “PBHeDM” and “BKG” components, respec-
tively.

TABLE III. Identified X-ray peaks in the CDEX-10 measured
spectrum.

E (keV) Nuclide Shell E (keV) Nuclide Shell
0.14 68Ga M 1.30 68Ge L
0.16 68Ge M 4.97 49V K
0.56 49V L 5.99 54Mn K
0.70 54Mn L 6.54 55Fe K
0.77 55Fe L 8.98 65Zn K
1.10 65Zn L 9.66 68Ga K
1.19 68Ga L 10.4 68Ge K

ysis, as described in Eq. 11, is performed. The ex-
pected event rate dRe

dEe
, denoted by S, is a function

of (MPBH , fPBH ,mχ, σχe). The background BKG de-
pends on (a, b, IK , σK , σL, σM ) following Eq. 12. The
best estimate of BKG can be evaluated by scanning this
parameter space in the minimum-χ2 analysis, from which
S can be derived. The components of the best fit result
are plotted in Fig. 3.

χ2 (MPBH , fPBH ,mχ, σχe) =∑
i

[ni −BKGi − Si (MPBH , fPBH ,mχ, σχe)]
2

∆2
i

,

(11)
where ni and ∆i are the measured data and the standard
deviation of the statistical and systematic components at
the i-th energy bin, respectively.

FIG. 4. Exclusion regions (mχ, σχe) in PBHeDM with a
90% CL for MPBH = (1, 10, 70)×1015 g, and fPBH = 1.6×
10−8, 7.0× 10−5, 3.4× 10−10 respectively as listed in Table I.
For comparison, the limit on the cold χ in the SHM [15, 18–
20, 112–114] is also shown in dashed gray shadow. The results
obtained from the phenomenological interpretations of Li et
al. [87] for the Super-Kamiokande and XENON-1T data for
MPBH = 1015 g and fPBH = 3.9× 10−7 are plot respectively
in red and blue. For visual clarity, the results from Calabrese
et al. [86] are omitted from the figure.

BKG = (a · E + b)+
∑
M

IM√
2πσM

exp

[
− (E − EM )2

2σ2
M

]
+

∑
L

IL√
2πσL

exp

[
− (E − EL)

2

2σ2
L

]
+

∑
K

IK√
2πσK

exp

[
− (E − EK)2

2σ2
K

]
,

(12)
where (a · E + b) is the linear platform; IM s, ILs, and
IKs are the intensities of the M , L, and K-shell X ray
peaks, respectively; σM s, σLs, and σKs are the energy
resolutions of the M , L, and K-shell X-ray peaks, respec-
tively. Referring to our previous studies [38, 59], fourteen
X-ray peaks were identified and listed in Table III. IKs
are used to constrain IM s and ILs with known K/L and
K/M ratios [27, 111].
There is no significant signal characteristic in the mea-

sured spectrum using CDEX-10’s 205.4 kg·day exposure
data in the 0.16–12.06 keV range. Thus, the 90% confi-
dence level (CL) exclusion regions (mχ, σχe) for MPBH

= (1 – 70)×1015 g can be derived using the Feldman–
Cousins unified approach with ∆χ2 = 1.64 [115]. The
constraints on PBHeDM for MPBH = (1, 10, 70)×1015

g are selected and plotted in Fig. 4. The limit on the
cold χ in the SHM [15, 18–20, 112–114] is also shown in
dashed gray shadow.

In the new concept of PBHeDM, the parameter space
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FIG. 5. Numerical exclusion regions (MPBH , σχe) with a
90% CL for mχ ≲ 0.1 keV. The lower and upper bounds on
σχe are shown by the blue and red solid lines, respectively.
The gray-shaded parameter space in between is probed and
excluded.

of (mχ, σχe) can be effectively searched in the low mχ.
The results obtained from the phenomenological inter-
pretations of Li et al. [87] for the Super-Kamiokande
and XENON-1T data for MPBH = 1015 g and fPBH =
3.9× 10−7 are plot respectively in red and blue. In Cal-
abrese et al.’s work [86], the atom ionization with an
outgoing nonrelativistic free electron caused by the χ – e
scattering is treated by the theory of nondenormalized ef-
fective fields, and then the lower limits on the mean cross
section σ̄χe are derived from the Super-Kamiokande and
XENON-1T data. For visual clarity, the results are omit-
ted from the figure. CDEX-10’s radiation background is
about three orders of magnitude higher than XENON-
1T’s. But CDEX-10’s energy threshold (0.16 keV) is
lower than XENON-1T’s (1 keV). Thus, CDEX-10 ex-
cludes the space above them.

As a supplement, the projection of (MPBH , fPBH , mχ

= 0.1 keV, σχe) on (MPBH , σχe) is drawn in Fig. 5 nu-
merically but not physically because both the upper- and
lower-bound lines of the exclusion regions (mχ, σχe) for
mχ ≲ 0.1 keV are flat.

VII. DISCUSSION

To calculate the physical (mχ, σχe) and numerical
(MPBH , σχe) results, the fPBH (MPBH) values listed in
Table I used as inputs in Eq. 3 and 4. The flux reach-

ing the Earth of
d2ϕχ

dTχdΩ
in Eq. 5 is proportional to the

fPBH . The red line in Fig. 5 has a step-wise structure at
MPBH ≃ 1.5× 1016 g because it is required the stronger
Earth attenuation to reduce the flux reaching the detec-
tor. However, the effect of Earth shielding on the lower

FIG. 6. Upper bounds with a 90% CL on fPBH (MPBH)
for different σχes (mχ ≲ 0.1 keV). The numbers 5 × 10−27,
1×10−27, and so on, shown in the legend are in cm2 and cor-
respond to σχes. Some strong existing bounds obtained from
the extragalactic γ-ray background (EGR) [116], EDGES 21
cm [103], Voyager-1 [117], and COMPTEL [101] observations
are shown; the strongest bounds marked with black circles
correspond to fPBH listed in Table I and were selected as
inputs in Eqs. 4 and 5. The results obtained from the phe-
nomenological interpretations of Calabrese et al. [86] and Li
et al. [87] for the Super-Kamiokande and XENON-1T data
are omitted from the figure for visual clarity.

limit is not significant and the
d2ϕd

χ

dTddΩ
in Eq. 6 is approx-

imately equal to the
d2ϕχ

dTχdΩ
in Eq. 5. The blue line does

not vary as rapidly as the red line because the expected
spectrum exhibits some fine shapes.

There remains a degenercy in σχe(mχ) and
fPBH(MPBH) from this work. If (mχ, σχe) can be
determined in the future in other scenarios, such as
SHM, we can search for evaporating PBHs through χ
as particles in the SM such as γ photons. Here, σχe

in turn becomes the input value and fPBH becomes
the experimental output limit in DD experiments.
For mχ ≲ 0.1 keV, upper bounds with a 90% CL on
fPBH (MPBH) for different σχes from CDEX-10 are
plotted in lines in Fig. 6.

All of the fPBHs (including those from COMPTEL
from other experiments) increase as MPBH increase be-
cause of the decreased Hawking temperature. For larger
MPBH , a lower energy threshold in the analysis is re-
quired. Due to the effect of Earth shielding, fPBH de-
creases with the decrease in σχe between O(5 × 10−27)
and O(1× 10−28) cm2 in Fig. 6. Therefore, an accurate
Earth shielding model rather than an approximation is
required. This remains an open research area that will
be the theme of our future efforts. Between O(1×10−28)
and O(1×10−29) cm2, fPBH increases with the decrease
in σχe.
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It is worth noting that in Fig. 6, the CDEX-10 curve
rises more slowly than the black dots (which is the cur-
rent best fPBH limit obtained from cosmological obser-
vations [101, 103, 116, 117]). The XENON-1T’s results
shown in Fig. 3 in Ref. [86] and in Fig. 4 in Ref. [89]
exhibit the same trend. For example, the curve of (mχ =
0.1 keV, σχe = 1× 10−29 cm2) is out of the shaded part
when MPBH ≳ 8×1016 g. This indicates that PBHeDM
could be used to search for evaporating PBHs with large
MPBHs and imposes constraints on fPBHs. DD exper-
iments with low radiation background and low energy
threshold, such as XENON and CDEX, are expected to
fill the gap in (MPBH , fPBH) for MPBH ∼ O(1018) g
in Ref. [68, 105] if the physical properties of χ can be
clarified in the future.

VIII. SUMMARY

PBHeDM is a novel non-thermal DM particle. In
the presence of (MPBH , fPBH) compatible with present
bounds, CDEX-10 experiment excludes σχe ∼ O(10−28)

cm2 for χ with a mass mχ ≲ 0.1 keV for MPBH ranging
from 1× 1015 g to 7× 1016 g. This is a parameter space
that previous works have not explored. In the future, if
σχe (mχ) is known, then DD experiments will have the
potential to give limits on fPBH (MPBH) for the larger
MPBH .
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