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Current ton-scale dark matter direct detection experiments have reached an important milestone
with the detection of solar neutrinos. In this paper, we show that these data can be used to determine
a critical parameter of the Standard Model in particle physics, across an energy regime that has
never been probed before. In particular, we show that the value of the weak mixing angle (θW )
which relates the mass of the W and Z bosons can be derived from 1) the recent measurements of
coherent neutrino-nucleus scattering by PandaX-4T and XENONnT in the sub-GeV energy range –
a regime which is usually only probed by low energy neutrino experiments – and from 2) XENONnT
electron recoil data through neutrino-electron scattering at energy scale ≃ 0.1 MeV, corresponding
to a momentum transfer region over an order of magnitude smaller than that explored by atomic
parity violation experiments. Future observation of neutrinos in the next generation of dark matter
direct detection experiments have therefore the potential to provide accurate tests of the Standard
Model weak interactions in the keV-MeV regime.

INTRODUCTION

The proposal for the search of dark matter (DM) par-
ticles using direct detection (DD) experiments [1] was
initially inspired by the potential observation of MeV-
range neutrinos through coherent neutrino-nucleus scat-
tering (CEνNS) [2]. Ironically, after decades of unfruit-
ful searches for DM interactions with ordinary matter,
current ton-scale DD experiments have started observing
solar neutrinos through both CEνNS [3, 4] and neutrino-
electron scattering [5–7], as anticipated in [8–16]. The ob-
servation of 8B solar neutrinos using CEνNS has already
reached moderate statistical significance — 2.64σ and
2.73σ for PandaX-4T [3] and XENONnT [4], respectively
and is likely to lead to a discovery in the future. The de-
tection of neutrino-electron scattering has yet to achieve
a similar statistical significance, even though O(10) solar
neutrino events have been detected already [5–7]. How-
ever, the detection of these two types of scattering events
by DM direct detection experiments represents a signif-
icant step-change for this technology, positioning it as a
potential competitor to more conventional neutrino de-
tectors. This paper explores whether these data can pro-
vide new insights into the Standard Model (SM) of Par-
ticle Physics. Interestingly, the answer turns out to be
yes!

In the SM, neutrinos interact through weak forces [23].
CEνNS arises from the interactions of neutrinos with
quarks via neutral current Z-mediated processes [24].
The momentum transfer induced by neutrinos in CEνNS
interactions is small enough that the corresponding de
Broglie wavelength is larger than the typical nuclear ra-
dius. As a result, neutrinos perceive the nucleus as a
whole, leading to a coherently enhanced cross section.
The situation is different in the case of neutrino-electron
scattering. Firstly, in addition to the neutral current
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FIG. 1. Weak mixing angle as a function of the energy scaleQ.
Our 1σ measurements using the latest unpaired PandaX-4T
8B neutrino [3], XENONnT 8B neutrino [4], and XENONnT
electron recoil [5] data are shown in red, magenta, and blue,
respectively. The SM prediction is represented by the dashed
black line. Measurements from other considerations [17–22]
are also shown by thin lines.

(Z-mediated) interactions, there is an additional con-
tribution from the charged current (W -mediated) pro-
cess [25]. Secondly, since the electron is a point particle,
there is no coherence effect in neutrino-electron scatter-
ing. Both of these processes depend on the weak mix-
ing angle, θW , a parameter that describes the mixing
between the gauge boson of U(1)Y and the third com-
ponent of the SU(2)L gauge boson. The θW parameter
is related to the gauge couplings g for SU(2)L and g′
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for U(1)Y through sin2 θW = g′
2
/(g2 + g′

2
). The renor-

malization group equation [26] indicates that the value
of the gauge coupling depends on the energy scale, and
so does the weak mixing angle. Over the decades, θW
has been measured by many different experiments across
various energy scales using different physical processes,
such as atomic parity violation (APV) [17], electron-
deuteron deep inelastic scattering (eDIS) [17, 18], polar-
ized Møller scattering (by SLAC E158) [17, 19], elastic
electron-proton scattering (by Qweak) [17, 20], and neu-
trino scattering (by COHERENT [21], Dresden-II [22]).
The lowest energy probe among these measurements cor-
responds to the one obtained by the APV experiment,
around 3 MeV. Here, we show that the detection of so-
lar neutrinos by current DD experiments can be used to
measure sin2 θW in a momentum transfer regime which
is an order of magnitude smaller than APV, thus making
it the lowest energy probe achieved so far.

Current Xenon (Xe)-based DD experiments use a two-
phase time projection chamber, consisting of liquid and
gas phases, to detect potential DM events. An energy
deposition in liquid Xe results in atomic motion which
produces some unmeasurable heat, excitation, and ion-
ization. Excitation leads to the emission of scintillation
photons, observed as the S1 signal, while ionization leads
to the S2 signal. Electron recoils are expected to pro-
duce more ionization than nuclear recoils. Therefore, in
the ∼keV scale recoil energy regime, these experiments
can efficiently discriminate between nuclear and electron
recoil events by comparing the S2/S1 ratio [27]. This
unique feature enables these experiments to search for
new physics in both nuclear and electron recoil scenarios.
However, below the ∼keV scale recoil energy regime, the
smallness of the S1 signal leads to a focus on S2-only anal-
ysis [28–30]. An S2-only analysis loses the experimental
capability to differentiate between nuclear and electron
recoils due to the untraceable S2/S1 ratio [31–34].

The measurement of solar 8B neutrinos through
CEνNS by XENONnT was performed using a S1-S2 anal-
ysis (paired) [4], whereas PandaX-4T conducted the same
measurement using both S1-S2 and S2-only analyses (un-
paired) [3]. In the PandaX-4T unpaired analysis, the con-
tamination from neutrino-electron events is very small
owing to its small cross section. We utilized PandaX-
4T unpaired and XENONnT data to estimate sin2 θW
using CEνNS and the corresponding best fit values at
1σ are shown by the red and magenta data points in
Fig. 1. Clearly, current DD data not only provides com-
petitive results compared to neutrino experiments but
does so in a different momentum transfer regime. While
the energy threshold of 8B solar neutrino search is low,
the heavy Xe nuclear mass shifts the momentum transfer
to the ∼ 10MeV regime. This suggests that electrons
would be a better target to probe sin2 θW in the lowest
momentum transfer regime. This prompts us to use the
latest XENONnT electron recoil results [5] to find the

best fit value for sin2 θW . The corresponding result at
1σ is shown by the blue point in Fig. 1. Remarkably,
XENONnT is probing sin2 θW at the lowest energy scale,
an order of magnitude smaller than the APV measure-
ment. Any DD experiment observing neutrino-electron
scattering can achieve this, which implies that our work
broadens the horizon of all DD experiments, enabling
them to test the SM in an uncharted domain. With many
planned DD experiments [35], a precise measurement of
sin2 θW in these unexplored regimes may potentially in-
dicate the presence of new physics.

NEUTRINO EVENT RATE

In this section, we briefly discuss the neutrino-induced
event rate following [12]. In our analysis, the source of
the neutrinos is the Sun, as it produces neutrinos with
the desired flux and energy. The neutrino-induced event
rate is given by [12]

dR

dEi
= NT

∫
Emin

ν,i

dσ

dEi

dϕ

dEν
dEν , (1)

where i ∈ N, e for nuclear and electron recoil respec-
tively, NT is the number of target particles, Eν refers
to neutrino energy. The solar neutrino fluxes (dϕ/dEν)
and related uncertainties are adapted from [36]. The dif-
ferential CEνNS or ν-e cross section is represented by
dσ/dEi

1. The minimum required neutrino energies Emin
ν,i

for nuclear and electron recoil are different. For the case
of nuclear recoil the differential CEνNS cross section is

dσ

dEN
=

G2
F

4π
Q2

WmN

(
1− mNEN

2E2
ν

)
F 2(EN ) , (2)

with mN as the mass of the nucleus, the Fermi coupling
constant GF = 1.166 × 10−5 GeV−2, and F (EN ) is the
Helm form factor. For a nucleus having Z protons and
N neutrons, the weak nuclear hypercharge, QW , related
to weak mixing angle through

QW = N − Z(1− 4 sin2 θW ) (3)

Unlike the tree level CEνNS cross-section, the neutrino-
electron scattering cross section is flavour dependent, and
is given by

dσνl

dEe
=ZXe

eff (Ee)
G2

Fme

2π

[
(gνl

V + gνl

A )
2
+ (gνl

V − gνl

A )
2

(
1− Ee

Eν

)2

−
(
gνl

V
2 − gνl

A
2
) meEe

E2
ν

]
, (4)

1 We use tree level cross sections, see Refs. [37–40] for the effect of
radiative corrections.
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where ZXe
eff is the recoil energy dependent effective elec-

tron charge of Xe, adapted from [41, 42] and me is
the electron mass. The neutrino flavour specific vector
(which depends on the weak mixing angle) and axial cou-
plings to electrons are respectively

gνl

V = 2 sin2 θW − 1

2
+ δle , gνl

A = −1

2
+ δle , (5)

where the Kronecker delta function δle accounts for the
effect of charged current interaction in νe−e− scattering.
Finally, including the effect of neutrino oscillation, the
total neutrino-electron cross section is

dσ

dEe
= Pee

dσνe

dEe
+

∑
l=µ,τ

Pel
dσνl

dEe
. (6)

The survival probability of νe is Pee. The conversion
probabilities of νe to νµ and ντ are denoted by Peµ and
Peτ . These probabilities depend on neutrino mixing an-
gles [43], which are taken from Ref. [44], assuming normal
ordering. Here we have assumed that sin2 θW is indepen-
dent of the transfer momentum, which is consistent with
SM expectation [45, 46], for the range of interest.

ANALYSIS & RESULTS

Building on the theoretical event rates discussed in the
previous section, we now describe how we infer the value
of the weak mixing angle using current DD results. While
we primarily focus on Xe-based experiments, our analy-
sis is generally applicable to most DD experiments. The
analysis is divided into two parts: nuclear recoil and elec-
tron recoil.

Nuclear recoil: In this case, neutrinos coherently
scatter off the nucleus of the target material. As men-
tioned earlier, DD experiments have already started ob-
serving these events at more than 2.5σ. The CEνNS is
searched for in two ways: (i) using both S1 and S2 signals
(paired) and (ii) using S2-only analysis (unpaired). The
paired search is relatively clean but comes with a higher
energy threshold. While XENONnT [4] and PandaX-4T
[3] have observed 8B solar neutrinos using this method,
there is no energy spectrum information available yet for
PandaX-4T. In contrast, the unpaired search has only
been conducted by PandaX-4T. The unpaired signal is
generated by ionized electrons accelerated through the
electric field. Thus, even a small energy deposition can
be amplified by the electric field to produce an observable
signal. This results in a lower energy threshold compared
to the paired search but at the cost of a larger back-
ground. Due to the lower threshold, the number of ob-
served events is relatively high. For instance, in PandaX-
4T, the number of best-fit 8B signal events for paired
and unpaired data samples are 3.5 and 75 [3], respec-
tively. We thus utilized the paired XENONnT and the
unpaired PandaX-4T data sample to measure sin2 θW .

Given the CEνNS differential event rate in Eq. (1) as a
function of energy, we convert it into a differential event
rate as a function of the number of electrons (ne) for the
unpaired data sample of PandaX-4T using

dR

dne
= E × dR

dEN
× 1

Charge yield
× efficiency. (7)

The PandaX-4T exposure (E) is 1.04 ton-year. For
charge yield, we use the best-fit value of the same given
in Fig. 4 of Ref. [3]. We have also used the selection ef-
ficiency from Fig. 1 of Ref. [3], as the region of interest
efficiency is already included in the charge yield. This
approach reproduces the PandaX-4T 8B event rate ap-
preciably, with a maximum difference of 15%.
For the XENONnT 8B data, we utilized the top panel

of Fig. 2 in Ref. [4]. The event rate for each corrected S2
(cS2) bin is calculated using

R = E ′
∫

d(cS2)

∫
dEN

dR

dEN
ϵ(EN ) pdf(cS2|EN ), (8)

where the exposure, E ′, is 3.51 ton-years. The energy-
dependent acceptance, ϵ(EN ), is obtained from Fig. 1 of
[4]. Following [47], we translate recoil energy to cS2.
We have assumed a normalized Gaussian PDF to obtain
the probability using the charge yield from [48] with the
standard deviation derived from the error in electron gain
(g2), quoted in Ref. [4].
In our numerical analysis, we employ the profile likeli-

hood ratio test statistic [49, 50]

q0 = −2 ln

[
L(ˆ̂θ|Mν+b)

L(θ̂|Mb)

]
, (9)

where Mb represents the background-only model, and
Mν+b represents the model combining both the signal
(neutrinos, in our case) and the background. The nui-
sance parameter, θ, accounts for uncertainties in the rel-
evant backgrounds for the background-only likelihood,
L(θ|Mb), and both the uncertainties in the neutrino
fluxes (ϕj) and backgrounds for the combined one. The
background-only and combined likelihood maximised at

θ̂ and
ˆ̂
θ, respectively. Note that q0 follows a χ2 distribu-

tion. The combined likelihood is obtained using

L(θ|Mν+b) =

n∏
i=1

P(Di|
nν∑
j=1

N i
ν(ϕ

j)+N i
b)

nν+b∏
k=1

G(θk). (10)

Here P denotes the Poisson probability. The Gaussian
distributions, G, account for uncertainties in the neutrino
fluxes and backgrounds. The background rate and the
data in the ith bin are represented by N i

b and Di, respec-
tively. The quantity Nν

i (ϕ
j) represents events generated

by jth type solar neutrinos in the ith bin. The total
number of solar neutrinos and background contributions
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FIG. 2. The variation of ∆χ2 with sin2 θW . The red, ma-
genta and blue solid lines correspond to the latest unpaired
PandaX-4T 8B solar neutrino, XENONnT 8B solar neutrino
and XENONnT electron recoil data samples, respectively.
The SM prediction for very low momentum transfer is shown
by the dashed black line. Our 1σ limits on sin2 θW can be
followed from the dashed purple line.

is nν+b, while for neutrinos alone, it is nν . The maxi-
mum number of bins included in the analysis is n. The
background only likelihood can be obtained excluding the
contribution of neutrinos from Eq. (10).

For PandaX-4T, the 8B neutrino-induced rate N i
ν can

be evaluated from Eq. (7). The uncertainties in the back-
ground rates are obtained from Table III of [3]. Like
PandaX-4T [3], we have included only the first 8 bins
(i.e., ne = 4 to ne = 8) in our analysis. The corre-
sponding ∆χ2 against sin2 θW is displayed by the red
solid line in Fig. 2, labelled as PandaX-4T 8B. For the
XENONnT 8B data, neutrino generated events are cal-
culated using Eq. (8) and the background uncertainties
are adopted from Table I of Ref. [4]. The associated ∆χ2

is displayed by the magenta line in Fig. 2. Remarkably,
in both analyses, the best-fit value is close to the SM pre-
diction, indicated by the dashed black line in Fig. 2. The
best-fit values of sin2 θW at 1σ for PandaX-4T 8B un-
paired data and XENONnT 8B data are depicted by the
red and magenta points respectively in Fig. 1. The SM
prediction against Q is shown by the dashed black line
in Fig. 1. Further, we have displayed results from var-
ious other experiments including the results using ded-
icated neutrino experiments, such as COHERENT [21]
and DRESDEN-II [22], which lie in a similar momentum

transfer regime2. Our results probe sin2 θW in a different
momentum transfer regime.
We stress that while numerous studies explore the

prospect of probing beyond the SM physics using CEνNS
at future and current DD [66–90], to the best of our
knowledge, this is the first study to probe a SM param-
eter using current DD data. We provide the numerical
value of sin2 θW for PandaX-4T analysis below

sin2 θW = 0.2180−0.0868
+0.0687 (1σ)

−0.1652
+0.1078 (90%CL) . (11)

The quoted values are for the momentum transfer range
[0.012 − 0.016]GeV, which is determined by the recoil
energy regime of PandaX-4T’s unpaired 8B data sample.
For XENONnT 8B dataset, sin2 θW is

sin2 θW = 0.2741−0.0935
+0.0839 (1σ)

−0.1666
+0.1349 (90%CL) . (12)

The values mentioned above are for the momentum trans-
fer range [0.011− 0.026]GeV.
Although the thresholds of the aforesaid analysis are

low, the heavy Xe nucleus drives the momentum transfer
to the ∼ 10MeV range. This implies that an electron
recoil search would be an ideal setup to probe sin2 θW at
the lowest energy scale. We now turn to this discussion.
Electron recoil: As mentioned earlier, Xe-based ex-

periments can efficiently discriminate between nuclear
and electron recoil by comparing the ratio of S2/S1 in
the ≳ keV recoil energy range. Thus a search for ν-e
scattering using electron recoil data enables these ex-
periments to measure sin2 θW

3. We utilized the latest
XENONnT electron recoil data sample in our analysis 4.
The neutrino-induced electron recoil events are evaluated
using Eq. (1) with the cross section given in Eq. (6). The
differential event rate with respect to the reconstructed
energy (Eres

e ) is given by

dR

dEres
e

=

∫
dR

dEe
ϵ (Eres

e ) G(Eres
e , Ee, σ) dEe, (13)

where ϵ (Eres
e ) is the total efficiency given in Fig. 1 of

[5]. The event rate is smeared with a normalised Gaus-
sian function, G, having energy resolution σ, stated in
Ref. [93]. In our statistical analysis we have again used
Eq. (9) with N i

ν obtained from Eq. (13). The data Di is
extracted from Ref. [5]. The background rate provided
in Ref. [5] includes the SM ν-e rate. Since our analysis
focuses on searching for ν-e scattering in the same data,
our background model excludes this rate (and associated
uncertainty), assuming the experiment used the expected

2 Please see Refs. [51–65] for other similar searches.
3 This has also been realised in Refs. [67, 91, 92], however we used
current data.

4 We have not used the LZ [6] and PandX-4T [7] electron recoil
data due to their lower sensitivity.
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low energy SM value for sin2 θW = 0.2386 [46], to avoid
double counting. We have also excluded first bin from
data analysis as the efficiency falls below 10% at energies
≲ 1 keVee, hence n = 29 in Eq. (10).

The corresponding ∆χ2 is depicted by the solid blue
line in Fig. 2. The best fit value of sin2 θW at 1σ is shown
in Fig. 1 by the blue data point. Expectedly the error bar
is rather large as the experiment itself has not observed
ν-e scattering events with desirable significance. We note
that above ∼ 1.16σ, we could only get an upper limit in
the value of sin2 θW . We now present the numerical value
of sin2 θW from the electron recoil analysis.

sin2 θW = 0.2606−0.1830
+0.1094 (1σ)+0.1679 (90%CL) . (14)

The reported values correspond to a momentum trans-
fer range of [3.20 × 10−5 − 1.75 × 10−4] GeV. While the
recoil energy regime of this analysis is similar to the nu-
clear one, the significant mass ratio between the Xe nu-
cleus and the electron allows us to probe sin2 θW in a
momentum transfer region that has not been explored
by any other experiments before. The closest compar-
ison is with the APV result, which is in a momentum
transfer regime more than an order of magnitude higher.
Therefore, even obtaining an upper limits using current
data is a remarkable achievement for DD5. Furthermore,
these experiments are expected to improve their under-
standing of the electron recoil background in the near
future. Notably, within two years, the XENONnT data
sample [5] has reduced background events by almost a
factor of 5 compared to the XENON1T electron recoil
excess data sample [93]. A potential discovery of solar
neutrino-electron interactions would definitely reduce the
error bars on our results [91] and may indicate possible
presence of new physics. Thus, we encourage experimen-
tal collaborations to make a dedicated effort to study
the weak mixing angle, particularly in the electron recoil
channel.

CONCLUSIONS

In this letter, we demonstrate that current DD data
can be used to measure the weak mixing angle. We
show that the latest 8B solar neutrino measurements
from PandaX-4T and XENONnT can probe sin2 θW in a
region complementary to the dedicated neutrino exper-
iments. Furthermore, we emphasize that electron recoil
measurements can explore sin2 θW in a completely new
energy scale through neutrino electron scattering. The
current XENONnT electron recoil data already probe

5 We note that data of experiments like Borexino [94], SNO+ [95]
could fill the gap between our XENONnT and APV results in
Fig. 1.

sin2 θW in a momentum transfer region that is an or-
der of magnitude smaller than that of the APV result.
Our results agree with SM expectation; however, it is
too early to draw conclusions about the possible pres-
ence of new physics given our error bars. With improved
background understanding and increased exposure, we
anticipate significant improvements in these findings.

While we have focused specifically on Xe-based experi-
ments, our exploration is generically applicable to all DD
experiments. In the context of currently running experi-
ments, DarkSide [96] would be able to study sin2 θW in a
different region once it starts observing a significant num-
ber of neutrino events. The ability of such experiments
to discriminate between nuclear and electron recoil us-
ing pulse shape analysis would be particularly useful for
investigating sin2 θW in a previously unexplored region,
similar to our result using the XENONnT electron recoil
search. Proposed low-threshold DD experiments like Os-
cura [97] would also be valuable for this purpose. In the
future, if these low-threshold DD experiments can dif-
ferentiate between electron and nuclear recoil and begin
observing neutrino events then they may be able to probe
the weak mixing angle in the lowest possible momentum
transfer region due to their extremely low threshold. In
summary, our work opens pathway to probe a SM param-
eter in a previously unexplored domain using DD exper-
iments, thus offering a potential opportunity to discover
new physics.
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