
Did IceCube discover Dark Matter around Blazars?

Andrea Giovanni De Marchi,∗ Alessandro Granelli,† Jacopo Nava,‡ and Filippo Sala§
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Models of blazar jets, that explain observations of their photon spectra, typically predict too few
neutrinos to be possibly seen by existing telescopes. In particular, they fall short in reproducing the
first neutrino ever detected from a blazar, TXS 0506+056, by IceCube in 2017. We predict larger
neutrino fluxes by using the same jet models, extended to include deep inelastic scatterings between
protons within the jets and sub-GeV dark matter (DM) around the central black holes of blazars.
In this way we succeed in explaining neutrino observations of TXS 0506+056, for DM parameters
allowed by all laboratory, direct and indirect searches. Our proposal will be tested by DM searches,
as well as by the observation of more neutrinos from blazars. Our findings motivate to implement
DM-nuclei interactions in jet models and to improve our knowledge of DM spikes around active
galactic nuclei.

Introduction— The existence of dark matter (DM)
in our Universe is well established, on sub-galactic to
cosmological scales. Its constituents, origin and non-
gravitational interactions remain today an outstanding
mystery and are the object of intense investigation [1].
Active galactic nuclei (AGN) are the most powerful
steady luminous sources in the Universe, fueled by su-
permassive black holes (BHs) in their center [2]. If they
feature visible jets of relativistic particles and one of them
is in close alignment with our line-of-sight (LOS) then
AGN are called blazars [2, 3]. Their properties are still
not well understood and the subject of active scrutiny,
propelled by many observations of blazar photons and
by the tentative detection of correlated photon and neu-
trino emission from the blazar TXS 0506+056 [4]. Given
that extremely high densities of DM are expected to ac-
cumulate into “spikes” around black holes [5], and that
the nature of both DM and AGN jets is still elusive, it
appears natural to inquire what such observations can
teach us about DM via AGN and viceversa.

This direction has been pioneered in [6], which studied
the DM effects on photons from AGN. It has recently
been revived in [7, 8], which proved that the DM fluxes
upscattered by blazars’ jets could induce recoils on Earth,
that lead to promising sensitivities on Standard Model
(SM) interactions of sub-GeV DM. The energy of DM
constituents within the Milky Way halo is too low to in-
duce nuclear recoils detectable with the leading “direct
detection” experiments, if their mass mDM ≲ few GeV.
The best sensitivities in that mass range then come
either from new detection techniques of halo DM [9],
or from searches with DM [10, 11] or neutrino experi-
ments [12, 13] for the subpopulation of energetic DM that
necessarily exist, e.g. DM upscattered by galactic cosmic
rays (CRs) [10, 14] or from atmospheric production [15].
While blazar upscattering admittedly suffers from larger
astrophysical uncertainties than the latter two mecha-
nisms, it is well worth exploring because it could be the
first one leading to DM detection, and because it offers
unique experimental opportunities thanks to its distinct

temporal, spatial and energetic properties.

In this letter we explore, for the first time, the
impact on blazar neutrinos of DM-SM interactions in
blazar jets. This direction is additionally encouraged by
existing and planned observations of high-energy blazar
neutrinos and by their current understanding. Indeed,
while existing models of blazar jets allow to explain
their photon emission across a vast range of energies,
they typically predict too few neutrinos to be possibly
seen by existing telescopes, see e.g. [16]. In particular,
different models of TXS 0506+056 jets all predict [17–20]
a neutrino flux roughly two orders of magnitude lower
than IceCube’s observations, strongly motivating our
investigation of its possible DM origin.

Blazar jet physics and source selection— Blazars
exhibit a distinctive double-peaked spectral energy distri-
bution (SED) of photons [21] that can be attributed to
the non-thermal radiative emission from charged parti-
cles in the jets as they propagate through magnetic fields
and ambient radiation. Typically, the emitting regions,
in which the particles in the jets are confined, are con-
sidered as spherical blobs [22] that move with Lorentz
factor ΓB along the jet axis, the latter being inclined
by an angle θLOS with respect to the LOS. For the par-
ticles in the blob, it is customary to consider homoge-
neous and isotropic power-law energy spectra. Here we
shall concentrate on protons p and express their spectrum
as dΓ′

p/(dγ′
pdΩ′) = (κp/4π)γ′

p
−αp , where dΓ′

p is the in-
finitesimal rate of protons ejected in the blob in the direc-
tion dΩ′ with Lorentz factor γ′

p in the range [γ′
p, γ

′
p+dγ′

p],
αp is the power-law slope, and κp is a normalisation con-
stant. Hereafter, primed (unprimed) quantities refer to
the blob’s (observer’s) rest frame.

A compelling class of models for the jet emission is
that of lepto-hadronic ones, where both electrons and
protons are accelerated to extreme velocities and the
highest-energy blazar photons are generated via a com-
bination of leptonic and hadronic processes (see, e.g.,
[23] for a review). By allowing for ultra-relativistic pro-
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tons, these models have the intrinsic property to predict
high-energy secondary neutrinos from photo-meson and
proton-proton interactions. Lepto-hadronic models at-
tracted increasing attention after IceCube reported the
first spatial association between neutrino events and a
blazar, TXS 0506+056, with a significance larger than 3σ
[4, 24, 25]. Specifically, there have been two such associ-
ations: one related to the single neutrino event in 2017
(IC-170922A) in coincidence with a six-month multi-
band flare of TXS 0506+056 [4], and ∼ 13 events prior to
IC-170922A in 2014/2015 [24], which, however, were not
accompanied by an enahnced electromagnetic activity of
the aforementioned blazar [26]. Following these events,
various hybrid lepto-hadronic models for TXS 0506+056
have been tested against the observed SED and neutrino
flux [17–20, 27–36]. While they manage to explain the
photon’s SED, they typically predict a too small neutrino
flux to explain the observed events, motivating the pos-
sibility that they have a different origin (see e.g. [37]).
Other blazars have been correlated with astrophysical
neutrinos, although with smaller significance compared
to TXS 0506+056 (see e.g. [26, 38–46], also [47, 48] for
reviews). This motivates lepto-hadronic models as frame-
works to describe the whole population of blazars.

In this work we use lepto-hadronic models of blazar
jets as an input. For TXS 0506+056 we use first the
model of [20] that yields the largest neutrino flux, and
then the one of [18, 19]. To investigate whether our find-
ings are peculiar to TXS 0506+056 or more general, we
also consider the subset of all the blazars modeled in [49],
whose neutrino flux at Earth is constrained by the Ice-
Cube stacking analysis in [50]. The study in [50] searched
for astrophysical neutrinos from 137 blazars in the first
Fermi -LAT low-energy catalog (1FLE), using ten years
of IceCube muon-neutrino data. After identifying the
sources included in both analyses [49, 50], we select AP
Librae as a representative one.

The jet parameters that are relevant to our analy-
sis are: the minimal and the maximal boost factors
of the protons in the blob frame γ′

min,p, γ′
max,p;

the spectral index αp; the Lorentz bulk factor ΓB ;
the LOS angle θLOS; and the proton luminosity

Lp = κpmpΓ2
B

∫ γ′
max,p

γ′
min,p

x1−αpdx [8], mp ≃ 0.938 GeV

being the proton mass. The parameters for both TXS
0506+056 and AP Librae are summarised in Table I,
together with their values for the redshift z [51–53],
the luminosity distance dL (computed assuming stan-
dard cosmology [54]), the BH mass [55, 56] and the
corresponding Schwarzschild radius RS . We impose
an exponential suppression of the proton spectrum at
energies larger than their maximal ones.

Dark matter around blazars— In the proximity of
supermassive BHs, like those fueling blazars, DM accu-
mulates into spikes. In [5], Gondolo & Silk (GS) demon-

Parameter TXS 0506+056 AP Librae

z 0.337 0.05
dL (Mpc) 1774.92 223.7
MBH (M⊙) 3× 108 3× 108

RS (pc) 3× 10−5 3× 10−5

ΓB 24.2 4
θLOS (

◦) 2.37 14.3
αp 2 1

γ′
min,p 1 100

γ′
max,p 1.6× 107 1.3× 107

Lp (erg/s) 1.85× 1050 3.18× 1047

κp (s
−1sr−1) 1.27× 1049 1.01× 1042

TABLE I. The relevant parameters from lepto-hadronic fits
for the blazars TXS 0506+056 [20] and AP Librae [49] used
in our calculations. Also listed are the redshift z [51, 57], the
luminosity distance dL [54] and the BH mass [55, 56] in solar
mass units (M⊙), and the Schwarzschild radius RS .

strated that, if the BH evolves adiabatically in the center
of a spherical DM halo with density ρhaloDM (r) = N r−γ , the

halo grows in its center a spike with density ρspikeDM (r) =
NR−γ

sp (Rsp/r)αGS , with αGS = (9 − 2γ)/(4 − γ), N a
normalisation constant, r the radial distance from the
central BH, Rsp ≃ ϵ(γ)(MBH/N )1/(3−γ) the extension
of the spike and ϵ(γ) ≈ 0.1 for 0.5 ≤ γ ≤ 1.5 [62].
For the blazars under consideration, we model the to-
tal DM profile ρDM(r) as ρDM(r ≥ Rsp) = ρhaloDM (r) with
γ = 1, as for a Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) distribution

[63, 64], whereas ρDM(2RS ≤ r < Rsp) = g(r)ρspikeDM (r)
with αGS = 7/3, and g(r) = (1 − 2RS/r)3/2 accounting
for the inevitable capture of DM onto the BH [5], rela-
tivistic effects included [65].

The scarcity of information on the DM distribution
around blazars renders the normalisation of the DM pro-
file somewhat arbitrary. In our analysis, we fix Rsp = R⋆,
where R⋆ ≈ 106RS is the typical radius of influence
of a BH on stars [66]. This normalisation results in
N ≃ 3 × 10−6M⊙/R

2
S for the blazars under consid-

eration. It ensures that within R⋆ the DM amounts
to O(10%)MBH, without interfering with BH mass es-
timates [67, 68]. Note that our normalisation results in
less DM around the BH than in other DM-AGN stud-
ies [6–8, 69–73] and is thus more conservative.

Many effects can influence the formation and evolution
of a DM spike, like galaxy mergers [74, 75], the gravita-
tional interaction of stars close to the BH [76, 77], and
DM annihilations over the BH lifetime tBH [5]. The lat-
ter implies that the DM density softens its slope to ≤ 0.5
for r < rann [78], where rann is defined by ρDM(rann) =
mDM/(⟨σannvrel⟩tBH), and ⟨σannvrel⟩ is the DM averaged
annihilation cross section times relative velocity.

For our calculations, all the information on the DM
distribution ultimately condenses into the following LOS
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FIG. 1. Our calculations of the differential neutrino flux, from DIS between protons in a blazar jet and DM around the BH
fueling it, are displayed as black (black dashed) lines for mDM = 30 (1) MeV, for the blazars TXS 0506+056 (left) and
AP Librae (right). The neutrinos predicted by jet models [20] (TXS 0506+056) and [49] (AP Librae) are displayed as red
lines. IceCube detections of neutrinos from TXS 0506+056 are displayed as a blue segment (2017 event [4], 90% C.L. in
energy, best-fit marked by a star) and blue band (95% C.L. νµ + νµ during the 110 days flare 2014/15 [24], which we rescale
to 6 months). In both plots we report as yellow bands, for comparison, the diffuse νµ + ν̄µ detected by IceCube [58] at 95%
C.L. The grey lines with downward arrows represent the 90% C.L. upper limits from Super-K towards TXS 0506+056 [59]
(left), IceCube 1FLE blazar searches Fig. 2 of [50] (right), see also [60], and IceCube using nine-years null-observations of
extremely-high-energy (EHE) neutrinos [61] (on the left rescaled to 6 months).

integral [7, 8] (see also [79]):

Σspike
DM ≡

∫ Rsp

rmin

ρDM(r′)dr′, (1)

with rmin being the minimal radial extension of the
blazar jet. Admittedly, large uncertainties reside in rmin,
with this having a substantial impact on Σspike

DM . We find
it then useful to use the GS spike and consider different
benchmark cases (BMCs) for rmin, as a way to effectively
account also for astrophysical or DM softenings of the
spike. In particular, we choose rmin = 102RS (BMCI)
and rmin = 104RS (BMCII), corresponding to distances
at which blazar studies expect their jets to be already
well-accelerated [49]. Within the adopted normalisation,

we find Σspike
DM ≃ 6.9 × 1028 (1.5 × 1026) GeV cm−2 for

BMC I (BMC II). We check that rann < rmin allows for
⟨σannvrel⟩ ≲ 1.4×10−25 (3.1×10−30) cm3 s−1(mDM/GeV),

for tBH = 109 yr. We provide more details on Σspike
DM in

section I of the Supplemental Material.

Neutrino flux from DM-proton scatterings— If
DM interacts with hadrons, protons in the relativistic
jets of a blazar can collide with the DM particles along
their way. These collisions have a centre-of-mass energy√
s ∼

√
2mDMmpγp, which can be much larger than a

GeV, depending on mDM. At these energies, the DM-
proton scattering is dominated by the inelastic contribu-
tion. When protons scatter inelastically with DM, they
disintegrate and generate hadronic showers, with sub-
sequent production of several final-state neutrinos from
meson and secondary lepton decays.

We estimate the resulting neutrino flux (per-flavour)
at Earth as

dΦν

dEν
≃ 1

3

Σspike
DM

mDMd2L

∫ γmax
p

γmin
p (Eν)

dΓp

dγpdΩ

∣∣∣∣
θLOS

〈
dNν

dEν

〉
σDIS

DM−pdγp,

(2)
where γmin

p (Eν) is the minimum proton boost factor nec-
essary to produce a neutrino of energy Eν , dependent
also on mDM; dΓp/(dγpdΩ) is the differential proton flux
in the observer’s frame (see, e.g., [7, 8]); σDIS

DM−p is the in-
tegrated DM-proton deep inelastic scattering (DIS) cross
section; the 1/3 factor accounts for neutrino oscillations
over extragalactic distances, which homogenise the neu-
trino flux among the three flavors; ⟨dNν/dEν⟩ is the num-
ber of neutrinos produced per Eν at a given s, averaged
over all the possible scatterings with the quarks, each
weighted by its respective differential cross section. To
compute ⟨dNν/dEν⟩, we have implemented the consid-
ered model of the DM-proton interaction (see further)
in FeynRules [80], imported it in Madgraph5 [81]
and simulated the collisions. We then generated the
showering, hadronization and neutrino emission using
Pythia8 [82]. Due to the extreme energies involved, the
outgoing neutrinos in the observer’s frame are predom-
inantly collinear with the incoming protons. Hence, we
consider only a small cone around the LOS within which
dΓp/(dγpdΩ) ≃ [dΓp/(dγpdΩ)]θLOS

.

Our predicted neutrino fluxes are shown in Fig. 1 for
TXS 0506+056 and AP Librae. They have both a larger
amplitude and a different shape than the neutrino fluxes
predicted, independently of DM, by the jet models of
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FIG. 2. DM parameter space of Eqs (3), (4), for mV = 5 GeV.
The 2017 neutrino detected from TXS 0506+056 [4] is ex-
plained along the blue lines (Eν best-fit) and shaded regions
(90% C.L. in Eν), and the upper limits from blazars [50] (in-
cluding AP Librae) are respected below the red lines. Contin-
uous (dashed) lines correspond to BMCI (BMCII) for the DM
spike. The grey shaded areas are excluded by direct detection
of halo DM at SuperCDMS [83], SENSEI [84], CRESST-III
[85], DarkSide-50 [86], XENONnT [87], and by LEP searches
for Z → γ invisible [88, 89] in the UV completion of [90].
On the left-hand side of the vertical grey line, BBN ex-
cludes the model unless either a DM coupling to neutrinos
is added [91, 92] or DM is frozen-in below the QCD scale [93].

the same blazars, also shown in Fig. 1. We display in
the same figure various neutrino observations and limits.
Our proposal of DM-proton scatterings can explain the
neutrinos observed by IceCube from TXS 0506+056. At
a given value of mDM, the choice of a specific DM model
and interaction strength just changes the overall flux nor-
malisation, not its shape. The shape of the flux depends
on mDM only at small Eν , where protons are not ener-
getic enough to break on DM. More details and checks
about our computation of the neutrino fluxes are given
in section II of the Supplemental Material.

We prove next that the DM parameters corresponding
to the normalisations displayed in Fig. 1 are allowed by
all existing DM searches. For TXS 0506+056, only the
results for the fit of [20] are presented in Fig. 1, while
those for the fit of [18, 19] are described in section III of
the Supplemental Material.

DM-proton interaction— We consider DM as a SM
singlet Dirac fermion χ, coupled to the first-generation
quarks q = u, d via a vector mediator V with mass mV .
The low-energy Lagrangian reads

LV = gχV χ̄γ
µχVµ + gqV q̄γ

µqVµ , (3)

where gχV and gqV are dimensionless couplings. In pre-
senting our results, we trade them for the non-relativistic

spin-independent DM-proton cross section

σNR =
g2χV g

2
pV

π

µ2
χp

m4
V

, gpV = 2guV + gdV , (4)

where µχp = mDMmp/(mDM +mp) and we assume guV =
gdV = gV and mV = 5 GeV for definiteness. Larger
values of mV exceed the typical transferred momentum,
suppressing our signal; mV < 5 GeV would enlarge the
parameter space where our proposal works, because of
the additional contribution of QCD resonances, which
we leave however to future work.

In Fig. 2, lines indicate the values of DM parameters
that give rise to the neutrino fluxes of Fig. 1 from
DM-proton scatterings within the blazar jets of TXS
0506+056 and AP Librae. We also display the strongest
existing limits that, to our knowledge, come from Big
Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) [91, 92], direct detection
(DD) [83–87], and LEP searches for Z → γV with
V decaying invisibly [88, 89]. While BBN and DD
limits are model-independent, laboratory ones depend
on the UV completion. For concreteness we show the
laboratory limits associated to a UV completion with
gauged baryon number, following [90]. Different choices
of mV do not affect BBN nor DD, while LEP limits get
more stringent as mV decreases. We checked that we
are able to explain the neutrino from TXS 0506+056,
for BMCI and compatibly with laboratory limits, for
mV down to 400 MeV, where kaon decays open up.
We discuss how our findings differ for a DM model
with scalar mediator in section IV of the Supplemental
Material.

Summary and discussion— TXS 0506+056 is the
first blazar from which a PeV neutrino has been tenta-
tively detected, by IceCube in 2017 [24]. Models of TXS
0506+056 jets, that explain the photons also observed
from it over a large energy range, fall short in repro-
ducing IceCube’s observation by roughly two orders of
magnitude. In this letter, by using the same jet mod-
els, we proved that the high-energy neutrinos detected
from TXS 0506+056 could originate from deep inelastic
scatterings between protons within its jet and sub-GeV
dark matter around its central black hole, see Fig. 1.
We checked that our finding is robust, in the sense that
it holds for different jet models that fit TXS 0506+056
photon emission. We further proved that TXS 0506+056
is not a peculiar blazar in this sense, but that also for
other blazars dark matter-proton scatterings can induce
neutrino fluxes larger than those coming from their jets.

Importantly, we checked that the sub-GeV dark matter
parameters leading to the above conclusions are allowed
by all existing laboratory, direct and indirect searches,
and that they could soon be discovered there, see Fig. 2.
Still on the dark matter side, our work proves that dark
matter interactions with protons in the jets of blazars
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could be first observed via the deviations they induce in
the neutrino events from blazars, rather than by looking
for the dark matter that is itself upscattered by the blazar
as proposed in [7]. In a forthcoming publication we prove
that this conclusion still holds when one improves over
studies like [7] by considering the same blazars and dark
matter models considered here, and larger detectors than
XENONnT for the detection of blazar-upscattered dark
matter.

Our findings motivate several avenues of investigation.
First, blazar neutrinos from dark matter-proton scatter-
ings have not only a potentially substantial amplitude,
but also a distinct energy shape. The association of more
neutrinos to blazars will then offer an immediate observa-
tional ground to test our proposal versus other explana-
tions of those neutrinos. In this sense, it will be intriguing
to study the hints of other neutrinos from blazars [26, 38–
46], as well as the Eν ≳ O(10) PeV neutrino detected by
KM3NeT [94]. On the model-building side, more accu-
rate predictions need the implementation of deep inelas-
tic scatterings at momentum transfer ∼ GeV, like the
effect of resonances, and the inclusion of dark matter-
proton scatterings in the fits of blazar jets, which would
also allow to check that the good astrophysical under-
standing of blazar photons is preserved. Finally, our
conclusions call out loud for a better understanding of
dark matter clustering around active galactic nuclei.

Our results suggest the intriguing possibility that
the first neutrino detected from a blazar could be the
first sign of a non-gravitational dark matter interaction.
Progress on the observational and phenomenological
sides will tell.
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I. MORE DETAILS ON THE DM COLUMN
DENSITY

The column density Σspike
DM for a GS spike in the ab-

sence of DM annihilations can be computed analytically
as

Σspike
DM ≃ ϵ(γ)3−γ

αGS − 1

MBH

r2min

(
rmin

Rsp

)3−αGS

(5)

where we have used the relation N = MBH[ϵ(γ)/Rsp]3−γ

[5].

In the presence of DM annihilations, the DM spike
gets flattened to a central core. The radius at which the
flattening takes place, rann, can be obtained from the
relation ρDM(rann) = ρcore = mDM/(⟨σannvrel⟩ tBH), which
gives

rann = Rsp


[
MBHϵ(γ)3−γ

R3
spρcore

]1/αGS

if rann ≤ Rsp,[
MBHϵ(γ)3−γ

R3
spρcore

]1/γ
if rann > Rsp,

(6)

The contribution to the column density from the core due
to annihilations reads Σcore

DM ≃ ρcorerann.

Requiring that rann = rmin < Rsp results in the fol-
lowing condition on the annihilation cross section:

⟨σannvrel⟩ =
R3

sp

tBH

mDM

MBH

1

ϵ(γ)3−γ

(
rmin

Rsp

)αGS

(7)

Fixing tBH = 109 yr, Rsp = 106RS , ϵ = 0.1,
MBH = 3 × 108M⊙, we get ⟨σannvrel⟩ ≃ 1.4 ×
10−25cm3 s−1(mDM/GeV) for rmin = 104RS . Any
⟨σannvrel⟩ below this threshold would lead to a DM col-
umn density between the values adopted for BMC I
and II. For rmin and the other values as above we get
⟨σannvrel⟩ ≃ 3.1 × 10−30cm3 s−1(mDM/GeV).

II. COMPUTATION OF THE NEUTRINO FLUX

We consider a proton p with mass mp scattering in-
elastically off a Dirac fermion χ, constituting DM, with
mass mDM. If the momentum transfer Q2 is large enough,

the DM particles interacts directly with the quarks that
constitute the proton via DIS. We find the following ex-
pression for the vector-mediated DM-p DIS cross section
(see Eq. (3) for the Lagrangian of the considered inter-
action):

dσDIS
DM−p

dxdy
=

1

4π

(gχV )2(Q2)3

[(Q2)2 − 4m2
pm

2
DMx

2y2](Q2 + m2
V )2

×[
yF1(x,Q2) +

1

xy

(
1 − y −

m2
px

2y2

Q2

)
F2(x,Q2)

]
(8)

where we have defined the Lorentz invariant quantities
relevant to the DIS as y ≡ pp · q/(pp · pDM) and x ≡
Q2/(2pp · q) = Q2/[(s − m2

p − m2
DM) y], with pDM (kDM)

and pq the momenta of the initial (final) DM and initial
quark, respectively, pp that of the incoming proton, s =
(pp+pDM)2 the squared centre-of-mass energy, q = pDM−
kDM the 4-momentum transfer and Q2 = −q2. The F -
functions are given by

F1(x,Q2) =
1

2

∑
a=q,q̄

(gaV )2 fa(x,Q2), (9)

F2(x,Q2) = 2xF1(x,Q2). (10)

with fN
q(q̄) being the parton distribution functions (PDFs)

for the (anti)quarks q (q̄). According to the DM-p in-
teraction model discussed in the main text, we consider
the contribution only of the up and down quarks. Note
that the example of UV completion that we discussed,
where baryon number is gauged and extra fermions are
introduced to cancel anomalies [90], predicts a coupling
to heavier quarks of the same size of the one to up and
down quarks. Including it would lead to a signal larger
by a few tens of percent, strengthening our conclusions.

We have implemented our model of Eq. (3) in Feyn-
Rules and imported it into Madgraph5 to simulate the
parton level scattering, using the PDF set “CT10” [95].
We generate events for the process χp → χ + jet, in the
χp centre-of-mass frame. Because of the very large pp
and Q2 ∼ few GeV2, and since x can reach values of
the order of Q2/(mDMpp), it has been important to select
PDFs extending to x as small as 10−8 for TXS 0506+056
(10−7 for AP Librae). We have set all of Madgraph5’s
kinematic cuts to zero, as we are interested in all events
that result in neutrinos, regardless of their pseudorapid-
ity or transverse momentum. To avoid any divergent be-
haviour, Madgraph5 imposes a minimum momentum
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FIG. 3. Comparison between our analytical computation of
the cross section and the numerical evaluation performed by
Madgraph5. Both are evaluated setting the couplings gχ =
gq = 1 and for mV = 5 GeV.

transfer Q2
min ≈ 4 GeV2 below which the cross section is

set to zero. As a check of our results, we show in Fig. 3 a
comparison between our analytical cross section Eq. (8),
using the same PDF set “CT10”, with the one computed
by Madgraph5 at the relevant s ≳ O(102) GeV2. The
agreement is at the level of roughly 20%, which is more
than satisfactory for our purposes. We believe the dis-
crepancy between the two estimates can be attributed
to cuts that Madgraph5 implements internally and are
not captured by the naive integration performed on the
analytic cross section. We anyway make use of Mad-
graph5’s estimate of the cross section, as it leads to a
negligible underestimation of the flux. Our calculation
of the signal is additionally conservative because we gen-
erate events at leading order, and thus neglect all con-
tributions from a gluon initial state, which we expect
to be non-negligible given the large gluon PDF at small
x. We remind, from the main text, that we have not
included the contribution to the scatterings from reso-
nances, which would be relevant at Q2 ∼ GeV2 and fur-
ther increase our signal.

We then pass the parton level scattering events gen-
erated by Madgraph5 to Pythia8, to simulate the
hadronization and subsequent decay process. We select
the final-state neutrinos and boost them from the χp
centre-of-mass frame to the observer’s frame, along the
direction of motion of the proton, which we denote as ẑ.
The two are related via a Lorentz transformation with
boost parameter γCOM = (mχ + Ep)/

√
s. The energy in

the observer’s frame, the ẑ component of the neutrino’s
momentum and its angle with respect to the ẑ axis trans-
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FIG. 4. Neutrino flux in the case of a monochromatic jet, for
two different values of the proton energy. The details of the
normalisation are discussed in the text.

.

form respectively as

Eν = γCOM(E′
ν + βp′ν,z),

pν,z = γCOM(p′ν,z + βE′
ν),

cos θ =
pν,z√

p′⊥
2 + p2ν,z

,
(11)

where the (un)primed quantities refer to the centre-of-
mass (observer’s) frame, p′⊥ is the component of the
neutrino’s 3-momentum in the plane perpendicular to ẑ,
and β =

√
1 − 1/γ2

COM. We note that, for the purposes
of our computation, there is no need to extract the Q2

and x dependence of the final-state neutrino distribution
dNν/dEν , as we only care about the final result of the
convolution with the differential cross section, integrated
over Q2 and x, which is the final output from Pythia8.
That is, we are only interested in〈

dNν

dEν

〉
=

∫ 1

xmin

dx

∫ xs

Q2
min

dQ2 1

σDIS
DM−p

d2σDIS
DM−p

dQ2dx

dNν

dEν
,

(12)
where xmin = Q2

min/s is the minimum fraction of proton
momentum that the initial quark should carry to transfer
a squared momentum Q2

min.

We also expand here on our handling of the angu-
lar dependence of the outgoing neutrinos. As mentioned
in the main text, after boosting from the centre-of-mass
frame to the observer’s frame, the angular distribution
is extremely peaked in the direction collinear with the
initial proton’s momentum. This is due to the very high
boost factor involved and means that the only neutrinos
that will reach the Earth come from protons that are al-
ready closely aligned with our LOS. For this reason, we
restrict our count of emitted neutrinos to a narrow cone
around the LOS, defined by an opening angle θ such that
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FIG. 5. The upper (lower) panel is the same as in Fig. 1
left panel (Fig. 2), but for the lepto-hadronic model of TXS
0506+056 presented in [18, 19] for the 2017 flare.

1 − 10−5 ≤ cos θ ≤ 1, or equivalently θ < 0.0045 rad.
Within this small cone, the proton spectrum is practi-
cally constant and it is safe to evaluate it in the direction
of the LOS.

Finally, to allow for better reproducibility, we show in
Fig. 4 the neutrino flux in the case of a monochromatic
blazar jet. The proton fluxes in the figure are computed
as dΓp/(dγpdΩ) = δ(Ep −E∗

p)mpLp/E
∗
p , with proton lu-

minosity Lp = 1.85× 1050 ergs−1 and E∗
p = 10, 100 PeV.

We also fix gχgq = 10−3 and ΣDM = 6.9×1028 GeVcm−2.

III. NEUTRINO FLUX FROM TXS 0506+056 IN
ALTERNATIVE LEPTO-HADRONIC MODEL

We show in Fig. 5 the neutrino flux resulting from
DM-proton DIS within the lepto-hadronic model pre-
sented in [18, 19]. The best-fit parameters relevant to
determine the TXS 0506+056 proton jet spectrum are

[18, 19]: ΓB = 20, θLOS = 0, αp = 2, γ′
min,p = 1, γ′

max,p =

5.5⋆ × 107, Lp = 2.55⋆ × 1048 erg s−1, κp = 2.39 × 1047.
Starred quantities are computed as mean values of the
ranges reported in [19]. The results are analogous to
the ones discussed in the main text in the context of
the lepto-hadronic model of [20]. This proves that the
conclusions of our work are robust with respect to the
specific lepto-hadronic jet model considered.

IV. DM-NUCLEON INTERACTION WITH A
SCALAR

We now add to the the SM a new scalar mediator ϕ
with mass mϕ, instead of a vector mediator. The interac-
tion Lagrangian coupling ϕ to the first-generation quarks
q = u, d and the DM candidate χ is given by

Lϕ = gχϕχ̄χϕ + gqϕq̄qϕ , (13)

We focus on mϕ ≃ O(1 GeV), as lighter mediators
can be produced by meson decays and are strongly con-
strained [97]. In our analysis we consider the isoscalar
coupling guϕ = gdϕ = gϕ. This model, in addition to
BBN and direct detection bounds, which are common to
the vector case, is also severely constrained by rare kaon
decays [96]. In Fig. 6 we translate our bounds on the
couplings for the scalar mediator case into the more fa-
miliar bounds on the non-relativistic cross section, which
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FIG. 6. DM parameter space of Eqs (13), (14) for mϕ =
5 GeV. BBN and DD bounds as in Fig. 2, the grey
shaded area on the left is excluded by rare kaon decays con-
straints [96]. For the latter, limits further depend on the
coupling of ϕ to the top quark gtϕ. We report as grey (grey
dashed) lines the bounds for gtϕ = 0 (gtϕ ̸= 0) corresponding
to the gluon-coupled (quark-coupled) cases shown in Fig. 2
of [96].
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is given by

σNR =

(
mp

mu
fp
u +

mp

md
fp
d

)2 g2χϕg
2
uϕ

π

µ2
χp

m4
ϕ

, (14)

where mu,d are the up and down quark masses,
and [(mp/mu)fp

u + (mp/md)fp
d ]2 ≃ 300, with fp

q ≡
mq ⟨p| q̄q |p⟩ /(2m2

p) computed at zero momentum trans-
fer. The latter can be extracted from data and lattice

computations: fp
u ≃ 1.97 × 10−2, fp

d ≃ 3.83 × 10−2 [98].
We find that the scalar mediator scenario cannot account
for the measured neutrino flux by TXS 0506+056 due
to the severe constraints set by rare kaon decays, unless
mDM ≲ 1 MeV for BMCI and the scalar mediator does
not couple to the top quark. We leave the study of the
available parameter space of other DM models for future
investigations.
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