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We propose the nucleon consumption induced by dark matter as a new scenario to overcome the
energy threshold of direct detection. It can be realized with proton (χ + p → χ + ℓ+) or neutron
(χ + n → χ + ν) target. Both effective operators and concrete models are provided to illustrate
the idea. Since the initial DM and nucleon velocity is only 10−3 and 1/4 of the speed of light,
respectively, the cross section and hence event rate are determined by the involved particle masses
and not affected by the nucleon Fermi motion. Of the two realizations, the proton consumption has
richer phenomena with both charged lepton and the daughter nuclei de-excitation to allow double
or even triple coincidence to significantly suppress the background. We also illustrate the projected
sensitivities at DM and neutrino experiments such as PandaX-4T, DUNE, JUNO, and Hyper-K.

Introduction – The nature of dark matter (DM) is
one of the biggest unknowns in our Universe [1–3]. The
particle DM is a well-established paradigm that can ex-
plain the observed astrophysical and cosmological phe-
nomena with minimal parameter set. Especially, the
weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP), whose sta-
bility is usually protected by discrete symmetry, is a the-
oretically well-motivated scenario that can meet the re-
quired properties to address the DM conundrum and at
the same time have a detectable possibility in terrestrial
experiments [4, 5]. However, the DM direct detection ex-
periments have not found signal but constrain the DM-
nucleus cross section to an unprecedented level for the
WIMP mass from GeV to hundreds of GeV [6, 7].

Since the DM-nucleus elastic scattering can only con-
vert the DM kinetic energy to the nucleus recoil energy,
it is difficult for a sub-GeV light DM to overcome the
energy threshold of a direct detection experiment. To
solve this issue, novel low-threshold experiments and the-
oretical ideas are proposed. On the experimental side
[8, 9], for instance, the DM-electron scattering [10, 11],
the Migdal effect [12], and the bremsstrahlung processes
[13] can enhance the signal strength. On the theoretical
side, various DM scenarios have appeared.

The recently proposed fermionic absorption DM is an-
other example of light DM particle that can inject enough
energy to the detector to produce a detectable signal with
either nuclei [14–19] or electron [16, 20–22] target. The
idea is that the DM (χ) is absorbed by nuclear or atomic
target (T ) while emitting an undetectable neutrino (ν),
χ + T → ν + T ′, while the target (T ′) recoils. Such sig-
nals have been searched at PandaX-4T [23, 24], Majorana
[25], EXO-200 [26], and CDEX [27, 28].

Using the fermion absorption and converting its mass

to recoil energy for detecting an unkown particle has
a long history back to the 1940s. Although Pauli also
pointed out the possibility of using its electromagnetic
dipole interactions to probe the neutrino he proposed in
the same letter [29], both its very existence and electro-
magnetic interactions are hypothetical. With only weak
interactions, neutrinos are extremely difficult to detect.
So Kan Chang Wang proposed in 1942 a very smart way
of using the K-shell electron capture and detecting the
mono-energetic daughter nuclei recoil to probe the ex-
istence of neutrino [30, 31]. This is essentially absorb-
ing/consuming the known electron and releasing its mass
as energy to probe the unknown neutrino.

In this paper, we propose a new absorption mechanism
by consuming nucleon rather than the DM particle, to
overcome the detection threshold. Unlike the fermionic
absorption DM, which is unstable and suffers from strin-
gent indirect detection constraints due to decaying into
SM light particles like neutrinos or photons (and possibly
electron-positron pair or light mesons were these chan-
nels kinematically available) [14, 15, 20–22], the nucleon
consuming DM is stable due to a Z2 symmetry protect-
ing it from decaying. Since one nucleon is consumed in
the process to release almost 1GeV energy, we anticipate
there will be enough energy deposit in the detector and
thus can be searched for at the DM direct detection and
neutrino experiments.

Nucleon Consumption Operators and Models –
For the nucleon consumption scenarios induced by DM, it
may happen at the nucleus level if the momentum trans-
fer is not large enough. Then the target nucleus (N)
reduces to a lighter one (N ′), χ + N → χ + N ′ + ℓ/ν
where the final-state charged lepton (ℓ) or neutrino (ν)
is necessary to balance the fermion flow and angular mo-
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mentum. However, it is not easy to make the momen-
tum transfer transparent with a three-body final state.
On the other hand, a large enough momentum transfer
would render the nucleon consumption process to hap-
pen at the nucleon level. Since the DM particle remains
intact, the consumed nucleon in the initial state will be-
come either a positively charged lepton (χ+ p → χ+ ℓ+)
or a neutrino (χ+ n → χ+ ν). For both cases, the mas-
sive nucleon (either proton p or neutron n) will release its
mass around 938MeV to a light charged lepton (positron
e+ or postively charged muon µ+) whose mass is much
smaller or even a massless neutrino. With a two-body
final state, the momentum transfer q2 ≡ (pN − pℓ)

2 =
−mχ(m

2
N − m2

ℓ)/(mN + mχ) is fixed by the DM (mχ),
nucleon (mN ), and lepton (mℓ for charged lepton or neu-
trino) masses. With both mχ and mN around the GeV
scale, the momentum transfer can probe a length scale
much smaller than the nuclei size. In other words, the
consumption scenario really happens at the nucleon level
rather than with the nucleus as a whole.

For the DM mass below half of the nucleon mass, the
same interaction that induces nucleon consumption can
also lead to the proton (p → 2χ + ℓ+) or neutron (n →
2χ+ν) decay. The subsequent dark decay of neutron can
address the longstanding discrepancy between the bottle-
and beam-type measurements of the neutron lifetime [32,
33]. However, the nucleon decay can be forbidden by
requiring a heavier DM mass to be on the safe side.

With a nonrelativistic incoming DM particle and the
initial proton at rest, the consumed proton mass is re-
leased into the final-state DM and charged lepton ener-
gies Eχ = (m2

p + 2mpmχ + 2m2
χ −m2

ℓ)/2(mp +mχ) and
Eℓ = (m2

p + 2mpmχ + m2
ℓ)/2(mp + mχ), respectively.

Both energies are fully determined by the proton (mp),
DM (mχ), and lepton (mℓ) masses. Although the muon
mass is not that small, its value is just around 106MeV
and can hence be safely ignored as a good enough approx-
imation. The proton realization can then be detected by
the charged lepton and de-exicitation of the daughter nu-
cleus.

While the charged lepton e+ or µ+ cannot be replaced
by another charged particle, the SM neutrino produced
by χ+n → χ+ ν will escape detection and can be faked
by any other neutral particles such as the sterile neutrino
whose mass is also small enough or a light dark particle.
Of the two realizations, the neutron consumption with
only the daughter nucleus de-excitation leaves less signal
in the detector. So we would focus on the proton con-
sumption scenario for illustration while most results also
apply for the neutron case.

The nucleon consumption can be described in terms
of four-fermion effective operators involving a pair of
fermion DM particles, proton, and charged lepton are,

OSS(P)
χℓp = χχ ℓc(iγ5)p, (1a)

S1 S2

S3

u

χ

d

χ

Q(u)[d] L(e)[νR]

FIG. 1: The Feynman diagram for generating the effective
operators responsible for the nucleon consumption induced
by DM.

OPS(P)
χℓp = χiγ5χ ℓc(iγ5)p, (1b)

OVV(A)
χℓp = χγµχ ℓcγµ(γ5)p, (1c)

OAV(A)
χℓp = χγµγ5χ ℓcγµ(γ5)p, (1d)

OTT(~T)
χℓp = χσµνχ ℓcσµν(iγ5)p, (1e)

where ℓc is the charge conjugation of the lepton field.
For the superscript, the first character stands for the
Lorentz type of the DM current while the second and
the one in parenthesis for the proton-lepton current. The
DM current can also take the fermion number violating
case, χcΓχ. Then only the scalar, pseudo-scalar, and
axial-vector operators OS,P,A

χℓp can survive. The strength
of each operator is parametrized by a Wilson coefficient
Ci

χℓp. For the DM-neutron consumption, one may just re-
place the charged lepton-proton current by the neutrino-
neutron current, (νΓn) or νcΓn.
The nucleon consumption operators in Eq. (1) can

be realized by extending the SM with a Dirac fermion
DM candidate χ(1, 1, 0) besides three leptoquarks
S1(3, 1, 2/3), S2(3, 1,−1/3), and S3(3, 1,−1/3). In addi-
tion, one needs to impose a discrete Z4 symmetry under
which the charge assignments are,

χ : i, S1,2 : −i, S3, L, e : −1, (2)

while the remaining SM particles are Z4 singlets. Here
L and e are the SM left- and right-handed leptons. The
relevant new physics Lagrangian is

LNP ∋ y1(uχL)S1 + y2(dχL)S2 + y3(QϵLc)S3

+ y4(ue
c)S3 − µSϵijkS

i
1S

j
2S

k
3 +H.c., (3)

where Q, u, d are the SM quarks while i, j, k are the color
indices in the fundamental representation of SU(3)c. For
the Yukawa couples y1,2,3,4, the flavor indices have been
omitted for simplicity. The dimensional µS is the triple
scalar coupling.
The Feynman diagram responsible for the nucleon

comsuming DM is shown in Fig. 1, which will generate
operators with (pseudo-)scalar DM currents in Eq. (1)
once quarks condensate into nucleons. While the cou-
plings with S1 and S2 already contribute one up and one
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down quarks, whether the model induces a proton or neu-
tron consumption is determined by the S3 Yukawa cou-
plings. A vanishing y3 prevents neutrino from participat-
ing the process and hence only leads to the proton con-
sumption scenario with nonzero y4. On the other hand, a
nonzero y3 can induce both proton and neutron consump-
tion. Cancellation between the y3 and y4 contributions
to the proton decay can also happen by tuning values.
However, it is more desirable to adjust the model with a
light sterile neutrino νR(1, 1, 0) that has a Z4 charge −1.
Furthermore, the SM leptons and quarks all are neutral
under the Z4 symmetry. In this case, the Yukawa terms
associated with y3,4 are replaced by y3(dν

c
R)S3.

Consumption at Rest and Fermi Motion – Since
the halo DM particles travel at only 10−3 of the speed of
light, it is a good approximation to treat them as at rest.
The proton consumption process then happens at rest
which leads to mono-energetic DM and charged lepton
in the final state. Reparametrizing the DM mass as x ≡
mχ/mp, the consumption cross section takes the form as,

σ
SS(P)
χℓp vχ ≈ m2

p

32πΛ4
eff

(1 + 2x)4

(1 + x)4
, (4a)

σ
PS(P)
χℓp vχ ≈ m2

p

32πΛ4
eff

(1 + 2x)2

(1 + x)4
, (4b)

σ
VV(A)
χℓp vχ ≈ m2

p

16πΛ4
eff

(1 + 2x)2(3 + 4x+ 2x2)

(1 + x)4
, (4c)

σ
AV(A)
χℓp vχ ≈ m2

p

16πΛ4
eff

(1 + 2x)2(3 + 8x+ 6x2)

(1 + x)4
, (4d)

σ
TT(~T)
χℓp vχ ≈ m2

p

4πΛ4
eff

(1 + 2x)2(5 + 10x+ 6x2)

(1 + x)4
, (4e)

where the Wilson coefficients Ci
χep ≡ Λ−2

eff can be ex-
pressed in terms of the effective scale Λeff. For con-
venience, one may factorize out the x-dependent part,
σi
χℓpvχ ≡ f i(x) × m2

p/16πΛ
4
eff. As shown in Fig. 2, the

x-dependent f(x)/x that finally appears in the event rate
is typically in the range of 10−3 ∼ 10. The size of f(x)/x
is sizable with the only exception of the pseudo-scalar
case. The typical size of the consumption cross section,
σ0 ≡ m2

p/16πΛ
4
eff, is mainly determined by the proton

mass mp and the effective scale Λeff.

Since the consumption process happens at the nucleon
level, the Fermi motion of the bound nucleon should be
taken into consideration. The nucleon momentum distri-
bution in nuclei can be described by the Fermi-gas model
together with a high-momentum tail accounting for the
nucleon-nucleon correlations [34],

ρ̂(|ppp|) = 1

C


1− 6

(
kF a
π

)2
, 0 ≤ |ppp| ≤ kF ,

2R
(
kF a
π

)2 (kF

|ppp |
)4
, kF < |ppp| ≤ 4GeV,

0, |ppp| > 4GeV,

(5)
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x = mχ/mp
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χ`p
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χ`p

FIG. 2: The dependence of f(x)/x as a function of x =
mχ/mp. Its value is sizable with the only exception of the
pseudo-scalar case.

where a ≡ 2GeV−1 is a characteristic size, C ≡ 4
3πk

3
F

the phase space volume, and R ≡ 1/(1− kF /4GeV), re-
spectively. The typical Fermi momentum for the Xenon
nuclei is kF ≈ 0.26GeV which corresponds to 1/4 of the
speed of light. Nevertheless, the correction induced by
the nucleon velocity vN to the cross section only appears
at the quadratic order O(v2N ). Being below 10%, it is
safe to omit this correction for an estimation of the pro-
jected sensitivity at DM and neutrino experiments. Since
the dimension-6 four-fermion operators in Eq. (1) scales
as 1/Λ2

eff , the cross section in Eq. (4) has 1/Λ4
eff scaling.

A 10% deviation in event rate can only lead to a negligi-
ble 2.5% uncertainty in the projected sensitivity reach of
Λeff . Being different from the fermionic absorption DM
case [18], the nucleon consumption cross section is not
affected by the nucleon Fermi motion or Pauli blocking
effect since there is no nucleon in the final state.

Search at DM and Neutrino Experiments –
As mentioned earlier, the proton consumption case will
leave two visible particles, a charged lepton and a daugh-
ter nucleus in the excited state. Since both proton and
the DM particles are heavy with O(GeV) masses, the re-
leased energy is mainly carried away by the light charged
lepton. This also applies for the neutron consumption
scenario. Then the charged leptons can directly deposit
energy as Cherenkov light in a water detector such as
Super-K or Hyper-K as well as scintillation light in oth-
ers. In addition, positron e+ can annihilate with a mate-
rial electron to create two 511 keV gamma photons. For
µ+, it may also decay inside the detector to produce a
Michel positron first. Finally, the daughter nucleus in
the excited state will emit a gamma photon. Altogether,
the proton consumption can leave rich signal phenomena
with double or even triple coincidence that can be used
to uniquely select out the signal and at the same time
significantly suppress backgrounds. It is then safe to as-
sume background-free search for a first try of sensitivity
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estimation.
Probing the proton consumption can be achieved

at DM direct detection experiments such as PandaX,
XENON, and LZ with low energy thresholds at keV scale.
On the other hand, the neutrino experiments like Super-
K, Hyper-K, and JUNO have much larger size to compen-
sate their higher thresholds. We take PandaX-4T (4 ton
of 131Xe) [35], DUNE (40 kton of 40Ar) [36, 37], JUNO
(20 kton of C18H30) [38], and Super-K (22 kton of H2O) or
Hyper-K (190 kton of H2O) [39] to demonstrate the pro-
jected sensitivities at Xenon, Argon, liquid scintillator,
and water based experiments, respectively. The event
rate is,

d2N

dMdt
=

NA ×NT/p

m̃T
ρχ

⟨σvχ⟩
mpx

, (6)

where the DM number density ρχ/mχ has been replaced
by ρχ/mpx which combines with the f(x) function of
σvχ to give f(x)/x as mentioned earlier. Besides the
Avogadro number NA = 6.022×1023, NT/p is the proton
number in the target T while m̃T is the target molar
mass,

N131Xe/p = 54, m̃131Xe = 131.292 g/mol, (7a)

N40Ar/p = 18, m̃40Ar = 39.948 g/mol, (7b)

NC18H30/p = 138, m̃C18H30
= 246.4308 g/mol, (7c)

NH2O/p = 10, m̃H2O = 18.02 g/mol, (7d)

for the four experiments, respectively. With the DM local
density ρχ = 0.4GeV/cm3, the event rates are roughly,

d2N

dMdt
= (9.2, 7.5, 9.3, 6.8)

105

ton · yr

∣∣∣∣1TeVΛeff

∣∣∣∣4 f i(x)

x
, (8)

for the different target materials. Considering the huge
volume of 2.25 kton and 4 ton for Super-K and PandaX-
4T, the total event number predicted with Λeff = 1TeV
can reach 1010 and 106 level within 1 year which is quite
significant. This indicates that the projected sensitivity
at DM and neutrino experiments can be much higher
than 1TeV.

Fig. 3 shows the projected sensitivity by requiring the
signal event number needs to reach at least 100 (solid) or
1 (dashed). For a light sub-GeV DM, the effective scale
can be probed up to ∼ 10TeV at the ton-scale PandaX-
4T and the impressive ≳ 500TeV at Hyper-K for 100
events. In the sub-GeV range, there is no big difference

between the scalar (OSS(P)
χℓp ) and pseudo-scalar (OPS(P)

χℓp )
DM currents since the x-dependent function f(x)/x does
not differ much as shown in Fig. 2. With increasing DM
mass, the probed scale of Λeff keeps decreasing since
the x-dependent f(x)/x and hence the event rate keeps
decreasing. Between the scalar and pseudo-scalar DM
current operators, the sensitivity deceases faster for the
pseudo-scalar one, being consistent with the faster de-
creases of f(x)/x shown in Fig. 2. The sensitivity for the

0.5 1 5 10 50 100
x = mχ/mp
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102
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Λ
m
a
x

e
f
f

[T
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]

OSS(P)
χ`p

1 year data with 100(1) events

Hyper-K
DUNE
JUNO
Super-K
PandaX-4T
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x = mχ/mp
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Λ
m
a
x

e
f
f

[T
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]
OPS(P)
χ`p

1 year data with 100(1) events Hyper-K
DUNE
JUNO
Super-K
PandaX-4T

FIG. 3: The solid (dashed) color curves show the experimen-
tal sensitivity on the effective scale Λeff from different exper-
iments by assuming 1 year exposure with 100 (1) events. The
upper (lower) plot is for the interactions with scalar (pseudo-
scalar) DM current.

vector, axial-vector, and tensor operators is similar as the
scalar case with an O(1) rescaling factor.

For the UV model provided earlier, the effective scale
Λ−2
eff ∼ y1y2y3,4µSΛ

3
QCD/(mS1mS2mS3)

2 is determined by
not just the new physics scale, such as the Si masses
mSi

, but also the QCD condensation scale ΛQCD. The
projected sensitivities then convert to a constraint on the

scalar masses, mSi
≲ y

1/2
Si

µ
1/6
S Λ

1/2
QCD (Λ

max
eff)

1/3. Although
the QCD scale is just around 200MeV, the sensivity on
mSi

needs not to be small since µS can be large.

Discussion and Conclusions – Not just the DM ki-
netic energy can induce nucleus recoil with elastic scatter-
ing, the particle mass can also be absorbed and then con-
verted to the recoil energy. The previous studies mainly
focus on the dark sector particles. Our study shows that
consuming the nucleons inside a detector target can pro-
vide even more efficient conversion from mass to the en-
ergy deposit. For comparison, the fermionic absorption
DM can only leave a recoil energy Tr = m2

χ/2(mT +mχ)
where mT is the target (electron, nucleon, or nucleus)
mass. Since mχ can not be too large (mχ ≪ mN ) such
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that the fermionic absorption DM can be stable enough
to survive until today, the recoil energy is actually much
smaller than the DM mass, Tr ≪ mχ. Since the nu-
cleon consumption DM mass receives a lower bound,
mχ ≳ mp/2, to guarantee the proton stability, our new
scenario of proton consumption can give the charged lep-
ton an energy of Eℓ = (m2

p +2mpmχ +m2
ℓ)/2(mp +mχ)

which needs not to be suppressed and the mass conver-
sion to deposit energy is very efficient.

Notes Added – During the finalization of this paper,
another paper [40] appeared on arXiv and briefly touched
the similar idea of nucleon consumption DM. Although
the title of their paper emphasized that baryon destruc-
tion is “catalyzed” by DM, the scenario of two-component
DM has a major difference from ours. Our scheme pro-
vides a more economical realization with just a single
DM component. The released mass purely comes from
the consumed nucleon without resorting to the DM par-
ticle.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Yong Du for useful dis-
cussions and clarifying the effect of Fermi motion. SFG
is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China (12375101, 12090060 and 12090064) and the
SJTU Double First Class start-up fund (WF220442604).
SFG is also an affiliate member of Kavli IPMU, Uni-
versity of Tokyo. XDM is supported by the Guang-
dong Major Project of Basic and Applied Basic Research
(Grant No.2020B0301030008) and by the NSFC (Grant
No. NSFC-12305110).

∗ Electronic address: gesf@sjtu.edu.cn
† Electronic address: maxid@scnu.edu.cn

[1] Bing-Lin Young, “A survey of dark matter and related
topics in cosmology,” Front. Phys. (Beijing) 12 no. 2,
(2017) 121201. [Erratum: Front.Phys.(Beijing) 12,
121202 (2017)].

[2] A. Arbey and F. Mahmoudi, “Dark matter and the
early Universe: a review,” Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 119
(2021) 103865, [arXiv:2104.11488 [hep-ph]].

[3] Malcolm Fairbairn, “Galactic Anomalies and Particle
Dark Matter,” Symmetry 14 no. 4, (2022) 812.

[4] Leszek Roszkowski, Enrico Maria Sessolo, and Sebastian
Trojanowski, “WIMP dark matter candidates and
searches—current status and future prospects,” Rept.
Prog. Phys. 81 no. 6, (2018) 066201,
[arXiv:1707.06277 [hep-ph]].

[5] Marc Schumann, “Direct Detection of WIMP Dark
Matter: Concepts and Status,” J. Phys. G 46 no. 10,
(2019) 103003, [arXiv:1903.03026 [astro-ph.CO]].

[6] Julien Billard et al., “Direct detection of dark
matter—APPEC committee report*,” Rept. Prog. Phys.

85 no. 5, (2022) 056201, [arXiv:2104.07634 [hep-ex]].
[7] Marcin Misiaszek and Nicola Rossi, “Direct Detection of

Dark Matter: A Critical Review,” Symmetry 16 no. 2,
(2024) 201, [arXiv:2310.20472 [hep-ph]].

[8] Rouven Essig et al., “Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier:
The landscape of low-threshold dark matter direct
detection in the next decade,” in Snowmass 2021. 3,
2022. [arXiv:2203.08297 [hep-ph]].

[9] Andrea Mitridate, Tanner Trickle, Zhengkang Zhang,
and Kathryn M. Zurek, “Snowmass white paper: Light
dark matter direct detection at the interface with
condensed matter physics,” Phys. Dark Univ. 40 (2023)
101221, [arXiv:2203.07492 [hep-ph]].

[10] Rouven Essig, Jeremy Mardon, and Tomer Volansky,
“Direct Detection of Sub-GeV Dark Matter,” Phys. Rev.
D 85 (2012) 076007, [arXiv:1108.5383 [hep-ph]].

[11] Rouven Essig, Aaron Manalaysay, Jeremy Mardon,
Peter Sorensen, and Tomer Volansky, “First Direct
Detection Limits on sub-GeV Dark Matter from
XENON10,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 021301,
[arXiv:1206.2644 [astro-ph.CO]].

[12] Masahiro Ibe, Wakutaka Nakano, Yutaro Shoji, and
Kazumine Suzuki, “Migdal Effect in Dark Matter Direct
Detection Experiments,” JHEP 03 (2018) 194,
[arXiv:1707.07258 [hep-ph]].

[13] Chris Kouvaris and Josef Pradler, “Probing sub-GeV
Dark Matter with conventional detectors,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 118 no. 3, (2017) 031803, [arXiv:1607.01789
[hep-ph]].

[14] Jeff A. Dror, Gilly Elor, and Robert Mcgehee, “Directly
Detecting Signals from Absorption of Fermionic Dark
Matter,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 no. 18, (2020) 18,
[arXiv:1905.12635 [hep-ph]].

[15] Jeff A. Dror, Gilly Elor, and Robert Mcgehee,
“Absorption of Fermionic Dark Matter by Nuclear
Targets,” JHEP 02 (2020) 134, [arXiv:1908.10861
[hep-ph]].

[16] Tong Li, Jiajun Liao, and Rui-Jia Zhang, “Dark
magnetic dipole property in fermionic absorption by
nucleus and electrons,” JHEP 05 (2022) 071,
[arXiv:2201.11905 [hep-ph]].

[17] Kai Ma, “Exploring Four Fermion Contact Couplings of
a Dark Fermion and an Electron at Hadron Colliders
and Direct Detection Experiments,” [arXiv:2404.06419
[hep-ph]].

[18] Shao-Feng Ge and Oleg Titov, “Incoherent Fermionic
Dark Matter Absorption with Nucleon Fermi Motion,”
[arXiv:2405.05728 [hep-ph]].

[19] Kai Ma, Shao-Feng Ge, Lin-Yun He, and Ning Zhou,
“Complementary Search of Fermionic Absorption
Operators at Hadron Collider and Direct Detection
Experiments,” 5, 2024. [arXiv:2405.16878 [hep-ph]].

[20] Jeff A. Dror, Gilly Elor, Robert McGehee, and
Tien-Tien Yu, “Absorption of sub-MeV fermionic dark
matter by electron targets,” Phys. Rev. D 103 no. 3,
(2021) 035001, [arXiv:2011.01940 [hep-ph]]. [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 105, 119903 (2022)].

[21] Shao-Feng Ge, Xiao-Gang He, Xiao-Dong Ma, and Jie
Sheng, “Revisiting the fermionic dark matter absorption
on electron target,” JHEP 05 (2022) 191,
[arXiv:2201.11497 [hep-ph]].

[22] Shao-Feng Ge, Kai Ma, Xiao-Dong Ma, and Jie Sheng,
“Associated production of neutrino and dark fermion at
future lepton colliders,” JHEP 11 (2023) 190,

mailto:gesf@sjtu.edu.cn
mailto:maxid@scnu.edu.cn
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11467-016-0583-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11467-016-0583-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2021.103865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2021.103865
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.11488
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym14040812
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aab913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aab913
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ab2ea5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ab2ea5
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.03026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac5754
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac5754
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.07634
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym16020201
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym16020201
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.20472
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.08297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2023.101221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2023.101221
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.07492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.076007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.076007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.5383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.021301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.2644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2018)194
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.07258
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.031803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.031803
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.181301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.12635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)134
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.10861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.11905
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.06419
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.05728
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.16878
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.035001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.035001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.01940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)191
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.11497
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2023)190


6

[arXiv:2306.00657 [hep-ph]].
[23] PandaX Collaboration, Linhui Gu et al., “First Search

for the Absorption of Fermionic Dark Matter with the
PandaX-4T Experiment,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 no. 16,
(2022) 161803, [arXiv:2205.15771 [hep-ex]].

[24] PandaX Collaboration, Dan Zhang et al., “Search for
Light Fermionic Dark Matter Absorption on Electrons
in PandaX-4T,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 no. 16, (2022)
161804, [arXiv:2206.02339 [hep-ex]].

[25] Majorana Collaboration, I. J. Arnquist et al., “Exotic
Dark Matter Search with the Majorana Demonstrator,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 132 no. 4, (2024) 041001,
[arXiv:2206.10638 [hep-ex]].

[26] EXO-200 Collaboration, S. Al Kharusi et al., “Search
for MeV electron recoils from dark matter in EXO-200,”
Phys. Rev. D 107 no. 1, (2023) 012007,
[arXiv:2207.00897 [hep-ex]].

[27] CDEX Collaboration, W. H. Dai et al., “Exotic Dark
Matter Search with the CDEX-10 Experiment at China’s
Jinping Underground Laboratory,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 129
no. 22, (2022) 221802, [arXiv:2209.00861 [hep-ex]].

[28] CDEX Collaboration, J. X. Liu et al., “First Search for
Light Fermionic Dark Matter Absorption on Electrons
Using Germanium Detector in CDEX-10 Experiment,”
[arXiv:2404.09793 [hep-ex]].

[29] W. Pauli, “On the Earlier and more recent history of
the neutrino,” Camb. Monogr. Part. Phys. Nucl. Phys.
Cosmol. 1 (1991) 1–25.

[30] Kan Chang Wang, “A Suggestion on the Detection of
the Neutrino,” Phys. Rev. 61 no. 1-2, (1942) 97–97.

[31] Kan Chang Wang, “Proposed Methods of Detecting the
Neutrino,” Phys. Rev. 71 no. 9, (1947) 645–646.

[32] Particle Data Group Collaboration, R. L. Workman
et al., “Review of Particle Physics,” PTEP 2022 (2022)
083C01.

[33] A. T. Yue, M. S. Dewey, D. M. Gilliam, G. L. Greene,
A. B. Laptev, J. S. Nico, W. M. Snow, and F. E.
Wietfeldt, “Improved Determination of the Neutron
Lifetime,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 no. 22, (2013) 222501,
[arXiv:1309.2623 [nucl-ex]].

[34] A. Bodek and J. L. Ritchie, “Fermi Motion Effects in
Deep Inelastic Lepton Scattering from Nuclear Targets,”
Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 1070.

[35] PandaX Collaboration, Hongguang Zhang et al.,
“Dark matter direct search sensitivity of the PandaX-4T
experiment,” Sci. China Phys. Mech. Astron. 62 no. 3,
(2019) 31011, [arXiv:1806.02229 [physics.ins-det]].

[36] DUNE Collaboration, Babak Abi et al., “Deep
Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE), Far
Detector Technical Design Report, Volume I
Introduction to DUNE,” JINST 15 no. 08, (2020)
T08008, [arXiv:2002.02967 [physics.ins-det]].

[37] DUNE Collaboration, Babak Abi et al., “Deep
Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE), Far
Detector Technical Design Report, Volume II: DUNE
Physics,” [arXiv:2002.03005 [hep-ex]].

[38] JUNO Collaboration, Fengpeng An et al., “Neutrino
Physics with JUNO,” J. Phys. G 43 no. 3, (2016)
030401, [arXiv:1507.05613 [physics.ins-det]].

[39] Hyper-Kamiokande Collaboration, K. Abe et al.,
“Hyper-Kamiokande Design Report,”
[arXiv:1805.04163 [physics.ins-det]].

[40] Yohei Ema, Robert McGehee, Maxim Pospelov, and
Anupam Ray, “Dark Matter Catalyzed Baryon

Destruction,” [arXiv:2405.18472 [hep-ph]].

http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.00657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.161803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.161803
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.15771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.161804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.161804
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.02339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.041001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.10638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.012007
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.00897
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.221802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.221802
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.00861
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.09793
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrev.61.97
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.71.645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.222501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.2623
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.1070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-018-9259-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-018-9259-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.02229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/08/T08008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/08/T08008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.02967
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.03005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/43/3/030401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/43/3/030401
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.05613
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04163
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.18472

	 Acknowledgements
	 References

