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Abstract

Ionization or excitation resulting from the delayed response of the electron cloud to nuclear recoil
is known as the Migdal effect. Dark matter searches utilizing this process set the most stringent
bounds on the spin-independent dark matter-nucleon scattering cross section over a large region of
the sub-GeV dark matter parameter space, underscoring its significance in dark matter detection.
In this paper, we quantify the regions of dark matter parameter space that are challenging to
probe via the Migdal effect due to the presence of dominant solar neutrino backgrounds for both
liquid noble and semiconductor targets. Our findings reveal that there is no hard floor in the dark
matter parameter space. Instead, we map the so called neutrino fog. In mapping the neutrino
fog, we identify the importance of incorporating the Migdal effect induced by neutrinos, as well
as neutrino-electron scattering and dominant coherent neutrino-nucleus scattering, particularly for
semiconductor targets. Furthermore, we demonstrate that a large portion of the relic density
allowed parameter space lies within the neutrino fog. Finally, we estimate the exposure required
to detect neutrino induced Migdal events in direct detection experiments.

∗tarak.maity.physics@gmail.com

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

17
64

9v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

3 
D

ec
 2

02
4

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1069-6358


Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 DM and neutrino event rates 3
2.1 DM event rates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
2.2 Neutrino event rates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

3 Neutrino fog for migdal search 8

4 Observing Migdal signal through neutrinos? 12

5 Conclusion 13

1 Introduction

A multitude of observations, spanning length scales from galactic and extragalactic to cosmological,
indicate that approximately 85% of the matter content of the universe is composed of dark matter
(DM) [1]. While all these observational evidences of DM are gravitational in nature, the true nature
of DM remains unknown. Among the various possibilities for uncovering the nature of DM, one
approach is to search for its possible interactions with the visible Standard Model (SM) sector. These
interactions between DM and SM particles can be investigated through a variety of methodologies,
such as direct detection (DD) [2,3], indirect detection [4], and collider searches [5]. In particular, DD
experiments measure the direct recoil of SM particles resulting from potential scattering between DM
and SM states in clean underground laboratories.

In the last decade, DD experiments have made extraordinary progress, especially in probing weak-
scale spin-independent (SI) DM-nucleon scattering [6–8]. Searching for sub-GeV DM in DD calls
for creative techniques, as energy deposition by such light DM often falls below the typical energy
thresholds. These approaches include boosting non-relativistic DM through its scattering with high
energetic particles [9–12], the Migdal effect [13–20], scattering with kinematically favorable targets
such as electrons instead of nuclei [21], the use of novel condensed matter targets [22], etc. Among
these, the Migdal effect appears to be the current best probe of SI DM-nucleon scattering in the DM
mass range of ∼ 0.01GeV to ∼ 1GeV [23–26]. In the rest of this paper, we will focus exclusively on
SI scattering and restrict our analysis to liquid noble targets, specifically liquid xenon (Xe) and liquid
argon (Ar), and semiconductor targets, namely silicon (Si) and germanium (Ge).

The production of ionized electrons due to the delayed response of the electron cloud to nuclear
recoil is known as the Migdal effect (see Refs. [27–44] for related phenomenology). While nuclear
recoil is small but ionization signatures from Migdal events can be measured for relevant cross sections
in DD experiments. Experiments using Xe and Ar targets, such as XENON1T [23] and DarkSide-
50 [24], have set the most stringent limits on the SI DM-nucleon scattering cross section via the
Migdal effect, employing ionization signal-only (S2-only) analyses for DM masses in the range of
∼ 0.03GeV to ∼ 1GeV. The SENSEI experiment, which uses Si target, has set the best limits in
the DM mass range of ∼ 0.01GeV to ∼ 0.03GeV by detecting electron/hole produced via the Migdal
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effect [26]. Throughout this paper, we broadly classify both types of searches—using liquid noble and
semiconductor targets—as ionization-only analyses. The Xe targets DD experiments have already
entered the solar neutrino background-dominated regime, [45, 46] notably the S2 only analysis [45].
Motivated by this, and given that the Migdal effect provides the strongest bounds for DM masses
in the range of ∼ 0.01GeV to ∼ 1GeV, this paper explores regions of the SI DM-nucleon scattering
parameter space where neutrinos, primarily solar neutrinos, would constitute significant backgrounds
for DM searches using the Migdal effect. Furthermore, we investigate the potential for observing the
Migdal effect from neutrino interactions in future DD experiments.

As mentioned, in observing Migdal events from DM, the aforementioned experiments primarily mea-
sure ionization signals. While there could be many other sources for these events [23,47–50], neutrinos
will always remain the ultimate irreducible background. Neutrinos can produce ionization through
coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS) [51] and neutrino-electron (ν−e) scattering [52].
Additionally, ionized electrons can also be generated from CEνNS via the Migdal effect [15]. At large
recoil energies, it is possible to distinguish between CEνNS and ν − e scattering based on electron
and nuclear recoils [53, 54]. However, the topology of the Migdal events is challenging to categorize
as either nuclear or electron recoil [16]. Moreover, since the current best limits are obtained using
ionization-only analyses, distinguishing between these three types of events—CEνNS, ν−e scattering,
and the Migdal effect—is difficult. Therefore, in our analysis, the total neutrino event rates are calcu-
lated by summing ionization contributions from CEνNS, ν − e scattering, and the Migdal effect from
neutrinos. Using profile likelihood ratio techniques, we then map out regions of the DM parameter
space that would be challenging to probe under this neutrino background. Following the formalism
of Ref. [55], we find that while neutrinos can slow down DM searches via the Migdal effect, they do
not impose a hard boundary on the parameter space. Consequently, we map the so-called neutrino
fog for the targets under consideration. We find that for semiconductors, DM and neutrino-induced
Migdal events share identical spectra within our DM mass range of interest, which would have led
to a hard floor due to pp solar neutrinos. However, the presence of indistinguishable ν − e events
modifies the spectra, transforming the floor into a fog. This highlights the importance of including
the sub-dominant ν − e background in mapping the neutrino fog. Additionally, we investigate the
prospects of detecting Migdal events induced by neutrinos in future DD experiments.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we calculate the DM and neutrino event
rates. In Sec. 3, we map the neutrino fog. Finally, in Sec. 4, we elucidate the exposure required to
discover neutrino-induced Migdal scattering in DD, before concluding in Sec. 5.

2 DM and neutrino event rates

In this section, we outline the relevant DM and neutrino event rates in DD experiments. In typical
nuclear recoil searches, it is usually assumed that the electron cloud of the target immediately follows
the recoiling nucleus. The recoiling nucleus then interacts with neighboring atoms, producing excita-
tion and ionization, leading to observable signatures. However, the electron cloud can take some time
to catch up with the recoiling nucleus. As the electron cloud catches up with the recoiling nucleus, the
energy is distributed between the Coulomb bound nucleus and electrons, leading to the production of
electron excitation or ionization. This process is known as the Migdal effect.
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For the liquid noble target, the event rates are calculated in the Migdal approximation. In this
approach, the state of the electron cloud before the recoil is Galilean boosted in the rest frame
of the recoiling atom. The boosted electron states are then combined with the ionized or excited
electron cloud to obtain the ionization or excitation probability. While this effect has been known for
decades [13], a consistent calculation of the ionization probability from the Migdal effect was recently
performed by Ref. [15]. For liquid noble targets, namely Xe and Ar, we utilize the electron ionization
probability for isolated atoms given in Ref. [15] in our numerical calculations1.

The calculation of the Migdal effect for semiconductor targets is more intricate [57–60] and cannot be
performed in the same manner as for isolated atoms. This is due to the periodic structure of semicon-
ductor crystals. The method of boosting in the nuclear rest frame creates a preferred rest frame, which
differs from the usual crystal lattice rest frame, where the periodicity and other electronic properties
are maintained. Furthermore, in a crystal, electrons experience the potential of neighbouring ions,
which makes them delocalized, unlike in the case of isolated atoms. To address this issue, we use the
results of Ref. [59], which employs Bloch wave functions to account for the delocalization of electrons.
Additionally, it treats the initial state of the nucleus as the ground state of the harmonic potential of
the crystal and the final state of the nucleus as a plane wave. The plane wave approximation for the
final state nucleus is valid only if the timescale of the DM-nuclear interaction (given by the inverse of
the nuclear recoil energy) is shorter than the typical duration of lattice oscillations (determined by the
phonon frequency, i.e., the inverse of the phonon energy). For DM masses roughly below 30MeV, the
recoil energy is small enough to violate this condition, restricting the applicability of this framework to
DM masses above ∼ 30MeV (but see Ref. [61]). In our numerical calculations, we utilize the GPAW
ionization probability from DarkELF [62] due to its reliability, even for single-electron thresholds.

Having outlined the generic formalism required to calculate the Migdal event rates, we now proceed
to compute the DM event rates arising from the Migdal effect, as well as all the relevant neutrino
event rates.

2.1 DM event rates

For DM mass mχ and SI DM-nucleon cross section σSI, the differential event rate from the Migdal
effect is given by

d2Rχ

dEN dEe
= Nρχ

CσSI
2mχµ2

χN

F 2(EN )
dP

dEe
gχ(vmin), (1)

where ρχ = 0.3GeV/cm3 is the local DM density, N is the exposure, and C represents the coherence
enhancement factor for SI scattering. The DM-nuclear reduced mass is µχN , and F (EN ) is the Helm
form factor. The differential Migdal ionization probability is dP/dEe, with Ee denoting the energy of
the ionized electron. For Xe and Ar targets, we use the ionization probabilities from Ref. [15], while
for semiconductor targets, we adopt the same from Ref. [62]. The mean inverse speed, gχ(vmin), is
given by

gχ(vmin) =

∫
vmin

fgal
χ (v + vE)

v
d3v, (2)

where the Earth’s velocity in the galactic rest frame is vE, which is taken as its average value, neglecting
any time dependency. The DM speed distribution in the galactic rest frame is fgal

χ (v), which we assume

1We note that Ref. [56] has recently performed the Migdal calculation beyond the dipole approximation.
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to be a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution truncated at the escape velocity vesc = 528 km/s, with the
velocity dispersion related to the local circular velocity v0 = 233 km/s [63, 64]. The minimum DM
velocity, vmin, required to produce nuclear recoil energy EN and electron ionization energy Ee, is given
by [16]

vmin =

√
mNEN

2µ2
χN

+
Ee +∆E√
2mNEN

, (3)

where mN is the nuclear mass. For liquid noble targets ∆E is the binding energies of the shell under
consideration whereas for semiconductor targets ∆E = 0. For the rest of the paper we will follow this
notation.

In our numerical analysis, we aim to adopt an ionization-only analysis methodology by calculating
the event rate against the number of electrons (a proxy for ionized energy) produced due to the Migdal
effect. This approach is motivated by the fact that the best limits in our region of DM parameter
space of interest come from ionization-only analyses. For example, the XENON1T S2-only analysis
sets the strongest constraint on the DM mass range ∼ 0.6GeV to ∼ 1GeV using the Migdal effect [23].
A similar ionization only analysis from DarkSide-50 sets the strongest bounds in the DM mass range
∼ 0.03GeV to ∼ 0.6GeV [24]. The current results from SENSEI set the strongest bound for the DM
mass range below ∼ 0.03GeV [26]. All of these analyses are blind in separating nuclear and electron
recoil events.

To obtain the event rates as a function of ne, we calculate the detected energy, Edet = Ee +∆E +
QfEN , where Qf is the quenching factor. We use the Lindhard quenching model [65] for Xe and Ar,
whereas for Si and Ge, we use the fiducial model from Ref. [66]. Any other choice of quenching model
would lead to some uncertainty in the DM rate; however, this is expected to be small, as the nuclear
recoil energy is considerably smaller than the electron recoil energy. We integrate Eq. (1) over EN in
the accessible phase space regions to obtain the differential rate as a function of Edet. For Xe, we use
the model from Ref. [67], and for Ar, we use ionization model of Ref. [68] with method from [69]
to convert Edet to ne. For semiconductor targets, we use the model where one extra ne is produced
for every additional mean energy deposition above the band gap energy. The corresponding event
rates are depicted in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 for liquid noble and semiconductor targets, respectively with
two representative choices of DM masses and cross sections.

2.2 Neutrino event rates

Next, we turn to the calculation of neutrino event rates. The relevant neutrino sources include the
Sun, the Earth, diffuse supernova neutrinos, and atmospheric neutrinos. In our numerical calculations,
we consider all these sources. However, solar neutrinos dominate due to their high flux compared to
other sources and their sufficient energy to produce relevant recoils. The neutrino fluxes and their
uncertainties are adopted from Ref. [70]. These neutrinos produce ionization through three processes:
CEνNS, neutrino-electron scattering, and Migdal effect. We consider all these events as in the low-
energy regime where most Migdal effect induced DM events occur, current experimental methodologies
cannot distinguish whether ionized electrons originate from nuclear recoil, electron recoil, or Migdal-
like events2. The mechanisms for ionization production differ between CEνNS and the Migdal effect.
In CEνNS, neutrino interactions induce nuclear recoil, which subsequently interacts with neighboring

2At higher recoil energies, it becomes possible to separate nuclear and electron recoils. However, the percentage
contribution of both the DM signal and the total neutrino background at such energies is very minimal.
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Figure 1: Event rate for DM and neutrinos as a function of the number of electrons for 1 kg-year
exposure. In both panels, the CEνNS, ν − e, and neutrino-induced Migdal events are represented
by the grey dashed, dot-dashed, and solid lines, respectively. For both panels, the SI DM-nucleon
cross section is assumed to be 10−39 cm2. (a) For the Xe target: The purple and light purple solid
lines correspond to DM masses of 0.5GeV and 0.01GeV, respectively. (b) For the Ar target: The
blue and light blue solid lines correspond to DM masses of 0.5GeV and 0.01GeV, respectively.

atoms via inelastic collisions or with electrons through Coulomb forces, leading to ionization. This
process is often described in the literature as ionization production from nuclear recoil via quenching.
In contrast, the Migdal effect produces most of the ionized electrons directly from the hard inelastic
scattering process itself.

The differential CEνNS or ν − e induced event rates can be expressed as

dRνj

dEj
= N

∫
Emin

ν,j

dσνj
dEj

dϕν

dEν
dEν . (4)

The index j corresponds to N or e for CEνNS and ν− e, respectively. The neutrino flux is dϕν/dEν ,
with Eν representing the neutrino energy. The minimum neutrino energy required to produce a recoil
of Ej is denoted by Emin

ν,j . The differential CEνNS cross section can be read as

dσνN
dEN

=
G2

F

4π
Q2

WmN

(
1− mNEN

2E2
ν

)
F 2(EN ), (5)

with the Fermi constant GF , the weak nuclear hypercharge for a target with N neutrons and Z protons
is given by QW = N − Z(1 − 4 sin2 θW ). The weak mixing angle θW is fixed to its low-energy value
as given in Ref. [71]. By substituting Eq. (5) into Eq. (4), along with the relevant neutrino flux, the
differential event rate as a function of EN can be obtained. This is subsequently converted into event
numbers as a function of electrons, following the prescription outlined in Ref. [66]. The corresponding
CEνNS induced ionization event rates for liquid noble and semiconductor targets are represented by
the grey dashed lines in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, respectively.
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Figure 2: Same as Fig. 1, but for Si and Ge targets in panels (a) and (b) respectively. The chosen
DM masses are 0.5GeV and 0.1GeV with SI DM-nucleon cross section of 10−42 cm2.

For neutrino-electron scattering event rates, we use the differential cross section mentioned below,
along with replacing Ej by Ee in Eq.,(4).

dσνe
dEe

= Pνeνe

dσνee
dEe

+
∑
l=µ,τ

Pνeνl

dσνle
dEe

. (6)

Here, the probability of electron neutrino flavor oscillation to itself and other flavors is denoted by
P ′s and adapted from [72] for normal ordering. The differential flavor-dependent neutrino-electron
scattering cross section is given by

dσνle
dEe

= Zeff(Ee)
G2

Fme

2π

[(
gνlA + gνlV

)2
+
(
gνlA − gνlV

)2 (
1− Ee

Eν

)2

+
(
gνlA

2 − gνlV
2
) meEe

E2
ν

]
, (7)

where Zeff(Ee) is the recoil energy-dependent effective charge, adapted from Ref. [56]. Following
Ref. [73], for semiconductors, we extend Zeff up to the band gap energies. The axial and vector
couplings are denoted by gνlA and gνlV , respectively, with formulas provided in Ref. [74]. After deriving
the differential recoil rate with respect to Ee, we convert it with respect to ne using the models
from Ref. [67] for Xe, Refs. [68, 69] for Ar, and Ref. [75] for semiconductors. The ν − e event rate
is represented by the grey dot-dashed lines in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 for liquid noble and semiconductor
targets, respectively.

Finally, we discuss the ionization events that arise due to the Migdal effect from CEνNS, which are
obtained using the following differential event rate

dRν

dEe
= N

∫ ∫
dσνN
dEN

dP

dEe

dϕν

dEν
dEν dEN , (8)
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where dσνN/dEN can be obtained from Eq. (5). The nuclear recoil energy, EN , and the neutrino
energy, Eν , are integrated over the kinematically allowed accessible region [17]

(Ee +∆E)2

2mN
≤ EN ≤ (2Eν − (Ee +∆E))2

2(mN + 2Eν)
, (9)

Eν ≥ 1

2

(
EN + Ee +∆E +

√
E2

N + 2ENMN + 2EN (Ee +∆E)

)
, (10)

where ∆E = Enl is the binding energy of each shell for Xe and Ar, and ∆E = 0 for Si and Ge. For
liquid noble targets, there is an implicit summation over atomic shells since the differential ionization
probabilities and ∆E depend on the atomic shells. Following Eq. (8), we obtain the differential rate
with respect to the detected energy Edet = Ee+∆E+QfEN , which is then converted into the number
of electrons using the procedure mentioned in the case of DM. The neutrino event rate from the Migdal
effect is shown by the solid grey lines in Fig. 1 for Xe and Ar, and in Fig. 2 for Si and Ge.

Interestingly, neutrino induced Migdal rates are larger for semiconductors compared to liquid noble
targets and for the first few electron bins, they are comparable to the CEνNS rate. The larger rate
for semiconductors is due to the higher ionization probabilities and O(eV) band gap energy. This can
also be understood from Fig. 2 of Ref. [62], where the authors compared the reach in DM parameter
space for a 100 kg-year Xe target (obtained from Ref. [18], whose ionization probabilities are roughly
comparable to those used in this work) with 1 kg-year of Si and Ge. For most of the DM mass
range, the reach for Xe targets, even with 100 times more exposure than for semiconductors, is nearly
10 times weaker. This implies that the total rate for semiconductors would be approximately 103

times higher than for Xe. Thus, the use of the ionization probability from Ref. [62] in the neutrino
Migdal rate calculation makes the neutrino-induced Migdal event rate orders of magnitude larger
than for liquid noble targets, pushing it to the level of quenched CEνNS for the first few bins. The
almost identical shapes of the event rate for displayed DM masses and neutrino Migdal rates for
semiconductors in Fig. 2 are an artifact of using the same ionization probability and O(eV) band gap
which could be accessible by non-relativistic DM and relativistic neutrinos. While we use the same
ionization probability for calculating DM and neutrino event rates for liquid noble targets, lighter DM
may not have enough energy to ionize an electron from inner shells, whereas the relevant neutrino
could. This leads to different in the event rate shape.

3 Neutrino fog for migdal search

With the DM and neutrino event rates given in the previous section, in this section we calculate
the region of the SI DM-nucleon parameter space that would be difficult to probe via Migdal effect
in DD experiments due to the presence of these neutrino backgrounds. For each ne bin, we add
up the contributions from the three types of neutrino events, i.e., CEνNS, ν − e scattering, and
Migdal-induced neutrino events, to obtain the total rate in each bin, given that it would be difficult to
differentiate between these categories with ionization-only analysis. Like in other neutrino background
analyses [70, 76–84] in DM searches, we do not consider other experimental backgrounds here. This
will lead to a conservative estimate, as the inclusion of other backgrounds would worsen the chances
of detecting smaller cross-sections.

In our statistical analysis we employ the profile likelihood ratio techniques and follow procedure of
Ref. [55] to obtain minimum SI DM-nucleon cross section that can be probed (called discovery limit)
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for a given exposure and DM mass. Numerically we exploit following binned likelihood for a generic
model Mν

σSI
.

L
(
mχ, σSI,Φ|Mν

σSI

)
=

Ne∏
i=1

P

Nobs
i |Nχ

i +

nν∑
j=1

3∑
k=1

Nν
ik(ϕj)

 nν∏
j=1

G(ϕj), (11)

where Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕnν} represents the flux normalization for all the considered nν types of neutrino
sources. The Poisson probability is denoted as P. In the ith electron number bin, the observed event
is Nobs

i , and the event from DM is Nχ
i . For each neutrino source, there are three categories of events

contributing to the total neutrino events in each bin; thus, we sum over those (with k running from
1 to 3) to get the total number of neutrino events in the ith bin. The total number of electron bins
included in our analysis are denoted by Ne. The Gaussian function G accounts for the uncertainty in
the neutrino flux and is given by:

G(ϕj) =
1√
2πσj

exp

{
−1

2

(
ϕ− ϕj

σj

)2
}
, (12)

where the neutrino flux normalization for the jth type is ϕj , and the uncertainty in the flux is σj . The
numerical values of the flux normalizations and uncertainties are adopted from [70].

With the likelihood function given in Eq. (11), our aim is to construct the test statistic that allows us
to statistically compare the background-only model (Mν

σSI=0) with the signal and background model
(Mν

σSI
). The background-only model consists only of neutrinos, in other words, by setting σSI = 0

(i.e., Nχ
i = 0) in Eq. (11). The signal and background model includes both the signal DM and the

background neutrino contributions. The corresponding likelihood ratio is then defined as

Λ =
L(σSI = 0,Φ′′|Mν

σSI=0)

L(σSI,Φ′|Mν
σSI

)
, (13)

where we omitted quoting mχ since the above likelihood ratio is calculated for a fixed mχ and then
iterated over the DM mass range of interest. In Eq. (13), we maximize the likelihood L over the
uncertainties in the neutrino flux to find Φ′′ and Φ′, where L is maximized for the Mν

σSI=0 and Mν
σSI

models, respectively. Finally, we construct the test statistic (TS) for positive values of σSI as follows:

q0 = −2 lnΛ (14)

Since our signal and background models differ only by one parameter, σSI, according to Wilk’s
theorem, the TS will asymptotically follow a χ2

1 distribution. The significance of testing our signal
model against the background is given by

√
q0. In our numerical evaluation, for a fixed DM mass and

exposure, we iterate over σSI to find the cross section where q0 becomes equal to 9, which corresponds
to a 3σ discovery limit. Note that in doing this, we utilize the Asimov dataset, which assumes the
observation exactly matches the expectation from a model, i.e., Nobs

i = N exp
i for all i in Eq. (11).

Instead of conducting a dedicated Monte Carlo simulation, this is a standard practice in the literature
to economize computational cost.

Using the statistical methodology discussed above, we calculate the evolution of the discovery limit
(DL) with exposure. This is shown in Fig. 3 for all the considered targets. In Fig. 3, the choices of
DM masses vary to maintain clarity in the plot. For small exposures, the discovery limit roughly
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Si, and Ge are 0.1GeV, 1GeV, 0.5GeV, and 1GeV, respectively. The indicative behavior of the
DL with exposure is also represented by the gray dashed lines.

scales with the inverse of the exposure, as neutrinos do not significantly contribute due to the limited
exposure. As the exposure increases, neutrinos begin to appear, and the discovery limit enters the
regime dominated by statistical uncertainties, where it scales as ∝ 1/

√
N , with N being the exposure.

Further increasing the exposure causes the discovery limit to enter the regime dominated by systematic
uncertainties. Here, the DM signal produces fewer events than the fluctuations in the background due
to uncertainties in the knowledge of the neutrino background. In this regime, the discovery limit scales
as ∝

√
(1 +N δΦ2)/N , δΦ is the uncertainties in the neutrino fluxes. This behavior is illustrated by

the flat region and the region adjacent to it in each curve of Fig. 3.

Beyond this regime, increasing exposure further enables experiments to measure their own back-
ground (neutrinos, in this case) and use energy spectral information to distinguish between DM and
neutrinos. This differentiation is only possible if the DM and neutrino spectra are not identical. If
the DM and neutrino spectra are identical, the systematic uncertainty dominated regime persists
indefinitely, resulting in a hard boundary on the DM cross section.

For semiconductor targets, DM-induced Migdal events and neutrino-induced Migdal events have
similar spectra. However, this information is lost in our analysis since we have summed these events
with CEνNS and ν−e events, as they are indistinguishable within the recoil energy regime of interest.
In our analysis pp solar neutrinos are inaccessible to CEνNS but can be accessed through ν − e
scattering and the Migdal effect induced by neutrinos. Moreover for semiconductor targets, given that
Migdal-induced DM and neutrino events have identical spectra within our considered ne bins, there
would theoretically be a hard floor. This is evident from the relatively flat behavior of the discovery
limit over a large exposure range (see the orange and green lines in Fig. 3). However, the inclusion
of ν − e scattering introduces differences between the DM and neutrino spectra near the tail of the
distribution, enabling separation of DM and neutrinos. This highlights the importance of including
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Figure 4: Neutrino fog map with n as the gradient of the discovery limit in SI DM-nucleon
and DM mass parameter space. The region between black dot-dashed lines corresponds to scalar
DM satisfying relic density. The grey-shaded regions are ruled out by current observations. The
transition boundary between neutrino statistical and systematic uncertainty-dominated regimes
is denoted by n = 2. The panel (a) is for the Xe target, whereas panel (b) is for the Ar target.
For the Ar target, the required exposure for the blank region below the color map exceeds 1015 kg-
years.

sub-dominant ν − e scattering in our analysis. As a result, theoretically, there would not be a hard
floor in the cross section. With sufficiently high exposure, it would, in principle, be possible to discover
small cross sections. Consequently, the term neutrino fog has been adopted to describe these neutrino
background-dominated regions, as opposed to a hard boundary, which is referred to as the neutrino
floor, following the formal proposal in [55].

Following Ref. [55] we quantify fogginess though the gradient of discovery limit (n) with exposure
using following equation

n = −d lnσSI
d lnN

(15)

Notably, for very small exposures, i.e., the background-free search regime n ≲ 1, in the statistical
uncertainty-dominated regime n = 2, and in the systematic uncertainty-dominated regime n ≥ 2. The
values of n are mapped in the DM mass and SI DM-nucleon cross-section parameter space in Figs. 4a,
4b, 5a and 5b for Xe, Ar, Si and Ge respectively. We also show the n = 2 boundary of the neutrino
fog, where the DM search transits from the statistical uncertainty dominated regime to the systematic
uncertainty dominated regime. Crossing this systematic uncertainty dominated regime would require
an impractical amount of exposure, making this n = 2 boundary serve as a visual guide to the neutrino
floor for Migdal searches. For semiconductors, we do not extend our analysis below DM masses of
∼ 30MeV due to limitations in the applicability of ionization probabilities at lower masses.

In Figs. 4 and 5, we show the current Migdal bounds on the DM parameter space from XENON1T
[23], DarkSide-50 [24], SENSEI [26], CDEX [85] and EDELWEISS [86] by the grey solid lines, along
with the sub-dominant CRESST-II [87] bound from elastic nuclear scattering by the grey dashed line.
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Figure 5: Same as Fig. 4 but for semiconductor targets.

Other sub-dominant bounds [88–99] are omitted for clarity. The regions between the black dot-dashed
lines represent the scalar DM parameter space that satisfies the relic density. The upper dot-dashed
line corresponds to typical annihilation setting the DM abundance, while the lower line corresponds
to resonance annihilation, which results in a smaller scattering cross section [100]. These are for
illustrative purposes; for other models, see Refs. [101–105]. We note that for probing certain parts of
the relic allowed parameter space, neutrinos would be an important background to tackle.

4 Observing Migdal signal through neutrinos?

In this section, we explore the feasibility of discovering neutrino induced Migdal events in future DD
experiments, neglecting DM. Our aim is to determine whether it is at all possible to observe Migdal
events from neutrinos, which may warrant a more detailed study. To this end, we performed a rather
aggressive analysis to estimate the exposure required to detect the neutrino generated Migdal event
rate in the presence of other neutrino-only backgrounds, assuming a one-electron threshold. Unlike
the previous case, we use the following test statistic for this analysis

q0 = −2 ln
Ls+b

Lb
, (16)

where Ls+b is the likelihood for signal and background, and Lb is the likelihood for the background-
only analysis. The signal consists of Migdal events produced by neutrinos, represented by the grey
solid lines in Figs. 1 and 2. The background is the combination of CEνNS and ν − e events from each
of the neutrino sources. These are then input into a version of Eq. (11) to obtain each likelihood. We
then numerically evaluate q0 values for each exposure. The discovery significance for a given exposure
is obtained by

√
q0.

The discovery significance as a function of exposure for liquid noble and semiconductor targets is
displayed in Figs. 6a and 6b, respectively. In both plots, solid lines represent the discovery significance
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Figure 6: Neutrino induced Migdal effect discovery significance as a function of exposure is
shown. For the dashed lines considered neutrino flux uncertainties are reduced by a factor of
10 compared to the solid lines. (a) The purple and blue lines correspond to Xe and Ar targets,
respectively, with exposure measured in ton-years. (b) The orange and blue lines correspond to
Si and Ge targets, respectively, with exposure measured in kg-years.

with neutrino flux uncertainties from [70], while the dashed lines show the significance with neutrino
flux uncertainties improved by a factor of 10. For similar significance, the required exposure for
semiconductor detectors is much smaller than for Xe and Ar due to their larger Migdal rates. Since the
neutrino Migdal rate in semiconductors is always greater than the background fluctuations, improving
neutrino flux uncertainties does not enhance the discovery significance. As a result, the solid and
dashed lines largely overlap in Fig. 6b. Unfortunately, for both cases, it will be difficult to achieve a
discovery with future DD experiments. Note that for future Xe-based detectors (such as XLZD [106]
or PandaX-xT [107]) and Si-based detectors (like Oscura [108]), the exposure for a 10-year running
period is expected to be around 500 ton-years for Xe detectors and 100 kg-years for Si detectors.

5 Conclusion

Typical nuclear recoil DD experiments measure the recoil of nucleus caused by the elastic scattering of
ambient non-relativistic DM under the assumption that the electron clouds in the material instantly
follow the nuclear recoil. In reality, this assumption is not entirely accurate; the electron cloud does
not immediately follow the nuclear recoil. Instead, the electron cloud gradually catches up with the
nucleus, and the nuclear recoil energy is redistributed through the Coulomb force. This process leads to
the production of observable ionization, even when the nuclear recoil remains below the experimental
threshold. This phenomenon is known as the Migdal effect is quite useful to search sub-GeV DM.
In fact, the Migdal effect currently sets the strongest bounds for the SI DM-nucleon scattering cross-
section in the DM mass range of approximately 0.01 GeV to 1 GeV, as established by various current
DM DD experiments.

13



In this paper, we quantify the SI DM-nucleon parameter space that would be challenging to probe
through the Migdal effect due to the presence of the neutrino background. Since the best bounds
on the DM parameters of interest are derived from ionization-only analyses, we performed a similar
analysis in our calculations. In such analyses, it is difficult to determine whether the ionization events
arise from the quenching of nuclear recoil, electron recoil, or the Migdal effect. Therefore, in our
neutrino background model, we included events from CEνNS, ν − e scattering, and Migdal-induced
neutrino events. We employed state-of-the-art profile likelihood techniques to map the neutrino fog for
the SI DM-nucleon scattering parameter space. Additionally, we provide a visual guide to the neutrino
floor—the SI DM-nucleon cross-section at which DD experiments moves through from the neutrino
statistical uncertainty dominated regime to the systematic uncertainty dominated regime. Our results
show that it is essential to include all the aforementioned neutrino backgrounds to accurately quantify
whether a hard floor exists or not. Furthermore, we find that neutrinos will be a significant background
for probing parts of the relic density allowed parameter space in DM searches leveraging the Migdal
effect.

Finally, we have estimated the exposure required to observe neutrino-induced Migdal events in
future DD experiments for all the considered targets. We quantify this in the presence of CEνNS
and ν − e scattering backgrounds. We find that it would be challenging to detect neutrino-induced
Migdal events in future experiments. This is primarily due to the overwhelming CEνNS backgrounds.
This suggests that, to feasibly discover the Migdal effect using neutrinos, additional strategies are
needed, including possibly distinguishing the Migdal event topology from other recoil mechanisms and
potentially utilizing timing information in the production of ionized electrons.
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