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We present a novel constraint on light dark matter utilizing 1.54 tonne·year of data acquired
from the PandaX-4T dual-phase xenon time projection chamber. This constraint is derived through
detecting electronic recoil signals resulting from the interaction with solar-enhanced dark matter flux.
Low-mass dark matter particles, lighter than a few MeV/c2, can scatter with the thermal electrons
in the Sun. Consequently, with higher kinetic energy, the boosted dark matter component becomes
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detectable via contact scattering with xenon electrons, resulting in a few keV energy deposition
that exceeds the threshold of PandaX-4T. We calculate the expected recoil energy in PandaX-
4T considering the Sun’s acceleration and the detection capabilities of the xenon detector. The
first experimental search results using the xenon detector yield the most stringent cross-section
of 3.51 × 10−39 cm2 at 0.08 MeV/c2 for a solar boosted dark matter mass ranging from 0.02 to
10 MeV/c2, achieving a 23 fold improvement compared with earlier experimental studies.

Although astrophysics and cosmology studies have ac-
cumulated ample evidence that much of the universe’s
mass is dark matter (DM), its nature remains largely
obscure [1–3]. The freeze-out mechanism proposes that
dark matter was formed when particles frequently col-
lided within a dense, high-temperature ”soup” in the
early universe. In this model, most particles initially ex-
ist as dark matter but later are destroyed. The remaining
DM particles are usually classified as weakly interact-
ing massive particles (WIMPs) [4]. In contrast, freeze-in
represents a complementary process in which dark mat-
ter arises by gradually replacing ordinary matter [5]. In
recent decades, WIMPs have emerged as the predomi-
nant candidates for elucidating the phenomenon of miss-
ing mass, notwithstanding the lack of compelling evi-
dence from direct detection experiments utilizing xenon
or other materials [6–9]. In recent years, xenon-based
detectors such as PandaX-4T, LZ, and XENONnT have
provided the most stringent limits on WIMPs–nucleon
spin-independent interactions, pushing the cross-section
down to 1.6 × 10−47 cm2 for a DM mass of 40 GeV/c2,
2.1×10−48 cm2 for 36 GeV/c2, and 2.58×10−47 cm2 for
28 GeV/c2, respectively [10–12]. These results present
significant challenges to the mainstream supersymmetry
framework [13] in the WIMP sector. However, there re-
mains considerable potential for further exploration in
lower-mass regions.

The traditional method for directly detecting DM is
to measure the elastic scattering between target nuclei
and DM particles. Since cold DM in the halo is non-
relativistic, the direct detection strategy is only sensitive
to DM with masses above sub-GeV due to the detector
thresholds. In recent years, pushing the search to lower
mass scales of sub-GeV or even sub-MeV DM, which are
still untapped for promising thermal relic DM possibili-
ties, has spurred many studies. Various approaches have
been proposed, such as accessing the electron recoil (ER)
channel [14–22], lowering the nuclear recoil (NR) detec-
tion threshold [23–27], and utilizing the so-called Migdal
effect [28–34]. Currently, considerable attention has been
paid to specific processes that would boost the kinetic en-
ergy of DM particles [35–45]. For example, the search for
DM boosted by cosmic rays presents constraints on DM-
electron cross-sections (σe) for the unexplored DM mass
from 10 eV/c2 to 3 keV/c2 in PandaX-4T [46].

Another novel process called solar boosted dark mat-
ter (SBDM) scenario has been proposed [47–49] to open
the window for sub-MeV DM detection. The Sun can act
as an accelerator of DM particles via evaporation or scat-

terings with the thermal plasma in the core of the Sun
where the temperature could reach keV [47–50]. We fo-
cus exclusively on the generation and detection of SBDM
through electron scattering [47, 49], as the contribution
of ions to MeV scale SBDM is negligible [51].
The ambient DM with a typical velocity between

1 × 10−3 and 2 × 10−3 c would be attracted by the
Sun via gravity when they pass nearby. The tremendous
amount of energetic electrons in the Sun with a density
ne at the level of 10 25 electrons/cm−3 could effectively
heat the DM particles and boost their kinetic energy to
keV levels [49]. The SBDM could then escape the Sun
and reach terrestrial detectors like PandaX-4T [52] leav-
ing detectable signals that exceed the threshold with the
same σe amplitude on the bounded electron of the xenon.
Calculating the flux of SBDM emanating from the surface
of the Sun is imperative. Subsequently, we will assess the
event rate in the xenon detector based on the flux and
σe for different DM masses. The SBDM flux arriving at
the earth can be estimated as [47]

ΦB ∼ Φhalo

4π
×
{
Sg

4π
3

(
Rcore

1 A.U.

)2
σen

core
e Rcore , σe ≪ 1pb

Sgπ
(
Rscatt

1 A.U.

)2
, σe ≫ 1pb

(1)

where Φhalo is the DM flux in the local Milky Way halo,
and Rscatt is the scattering radius determined through
the radius-temperature relation [53]. Sg indicates the
gravitational focusing effect, which enhances the solar
scatterings and has a value of ∼ O(10) when Rscatt ∼
R2

⊙ [47]. A.U. is the Sun-Earth distance. The ncore
e

is the electron number density within the radius of the
Sun’s core (Rcore ). The mean free path for a DM particle
inside the core of the Sun is (σen

core
e )−1 which would

dramatically affect the calculations of the flux when σe ≪
1 pb.
The possibility of multiple scattering should be con-

sidered in Eq. 1 but is difficult to treat analytically. So,
a Monte Carlo simulation program [49] is built to mimic
the propagation of DM particles inside the Sun with an
elaborate solar model taken from[54]. The impact param-
eter ρ is randomly chosen from 0 to 4R⊙ to incorporate
gravitational focusing. Beyond this range, only a small
proportion of the slowest DM could be trapped by the
gravity field, minimally contributing to the boosted flux.
FAρ

(E) is the simulated kinetic energy distribution of an
SBDM particle, where

∫
FAρ

(E)dE = 1, the DM mass,
and σe are two key input parameters for the simulation.
The boosted flux observed at the detector’s location is
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illustrated as

dΦboost

dE
= Φhalo × Aρ

4π(1 A.U.)2
× FAρ

(E) (2)

where Aρ = πρ2max is the area where the DM particles
could be boosted in the simulation.

Taking into account mDM = 0.025, 0.25, 0.5, and
1.0 MeV, the SBDM spectra, with σe = 10−39 and
10−37 cm2, are shown in Fig. 1. The kinetic energy trans-
fer efficiency reaches a maximum when the masses of the
elastically scattering particles are equal. The spectra for
mDM = 0.5 MeV are harder than those for the other three
DM masses.
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FIG. 1: SBDM kinetic energy spectrum. The first value
in parentheses in the legend above represents the dark

matter mass mDM in units of MeV, and the value
adjacent is σe in units of cm2.

According to the DM-electron scattering analysis [16],
the velocity-averaged electron recoil differential cross-
section for ionization from an initial atomic state with
principal and angular quantum numbers n and l can be
expressed as

d ⟨σnl⟩
dER

=
1

ER

σe

8µ2
DM,e

∫
dqq |fnl (q, p′e)|

2 |FDM(q)|2 η (vmin)

(3)

where µDM,e is the DM-electron reduced mass, and ER

is the recoil energy. The DM form factor FDM(q) can
take different values depending on the momentum trans-
fer q. The atomic form factor, |fnl(q, p′e)|2, describes the
strength of the ionization process from the atomic state
(n, l). In this work, we consider FDM(q) = 1 [49], which
means that the interaction between SBDM particles and
electrons is contact. η(vmin) is the flux-average of squared
inverse speed for the SBDM with a velocity larger than
vmin that could generate a minimum recoil.

The entire calculation is based on the framework [55]
with the following modifications. First, we use xenon as
the target; second, we sum the electron recoiling and de-
excitation photon energy from different electron shells in
xenon; last, the atomic form factor is taken from Ref. [56],
also used in cosmic-ray boosted DM research in Pan-
daX [46].
Next, we calculate the differential recoil rate R per unit

detector

dR

dER
= nt ×

∑
nl

∫
dE

dΦboost

dE

d ⟨σnl⟩
dER

(4)

where nt is the electron number density in the xenon
target. d⟨σnl⟩/dER is the differential scattering cross-
section, and the dΦboost/dE is the SBDM flux at the
detector’s location [47].
Fig. 2 illustrates the expected event rate for different

DMmasses with representative cross- sections and the to-
tal efficiencies that combine reconstruction, quality cuts,
and region-of-interest (ROI) efficiencies. The total ef-
ficiencies are estimated using both the data-driven and
waveform-simulation method [57, 58]. Furthermore, the
energy resolution curves of Run0 and Run1 are given
in Fig. 2. The structure of the energy spectrum is at-
tributed to interactions between the SBDM and different
shell electrons of the xenon. The recoil energy could reach
four keV, beyond the PandaX-4T experiment thresh-
old [10, 52].
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FIG. 2: The expected event rate of SBDM in the xenon
detector with mDM = 0.25 MeV, 0.5 MeV, and 1.0 MeV
for σe = 6.31× 10−39 cm2. For mDM = 0.5 MeV, the

event rate with σe from 6.31× 10−39 cm2 to
6.31× 10−37 cm2 cross-sections is also shown. The

dashed green and mint orange lines represent the total
efficiencies of Run0 and Run1, and the shield bands
illustrate the efficiency uncertainties. The dotted and
dashed magenta curves are the energy resolution of

Run0 and Run1, respectively.

PandaX-4T [52] is located in the China Jinping Un-
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derground Laboratory (CJPL) [59, 60]. The central de-
tector is a dual-phase time projection chamber (TPC)
with 3.7 tonnes of liquid xenon in the sensitive region.
The detector is defined by 24 reflective polytetrafluo-
roethylene (PTFE) panels, separating 1185 mm between
opposing panels. The internal electric fields are estab-
lished by a cathode grid at the bottom, along with a gate
and anode mesh positioned just below and above the liq-
uid level, maintaining vertical spacings of 1185 and 10
mm, respectively. In addition, two arrays of 169 and 199
three-inch Hamamatsu R11410-23 photomultiplier tubes
(PMT) 169 and 199 are installed on the top and bottom
of the TPC.

Electron recoil energy is converted into prompt scin-
tillation (S1) in liquid xenon and delayed proportional
electroluminescence photons (S2) in gaseous xenon. The
signals S1 and S2 are collected by the PMT arrays and
used to reconstruct the energy and three-dimensional po-
sition. To enhance our understanding of the detector
response, we utilize two primary calibration methods:
the calibration of electronic and nuclear recoil events.
The ER response is calibrated by the 220Rn [61] and
83mKr [62] and other radioactive sources such as 60Co and
137Cs. The Am-Be neutron source and the Deuterium-
Deuterium neutron generator are used for NR calibra-
tion. More details are given in [10].

The electron equivalent energy Ere of each event in the
detector is reconstructed as

Ere = W ×
(

S1

PDE
+

S2b
EEE× SEGb

)
(5)

where W is the average work function of liquid xenon,
with a value of 13.7 eV from [63]. The S2b is the
bottom-only S2. The use of S2b is to avoid the effects
of saturation and dead channels of the top PMTs. PDE,
EEE, and SEGb represent the photon detection efficiency,
electron extraction efficiency, and single electron gain,
respectively. The SEGb value is obtained by measur-
ing the smallest S2b signals [52]. The values of PDE
and EEE are predetermined by calibrating the monoen-
ergetic electronic recoil peaks: 41.5 keV (83m Kru), 164
keV (131mXe), 236 keV (129mXe), and 408 keV (127Xe).
his analysis uses the same data set fsrom Run0 and Run1
as Ref. [10], including 11 subsets segmented according to
slightly different electric field configurations and back-
ground levels. The fiducial masses are 2.38± 0.01 tonne
for Run0 and 2.47± 0.02 tonne for Run1. The total ex-
posure is 1.54 tonne·year.

In the search for SBDM, the signals are expected to
manifest themselves as electronic recoil events, in con-
trast to conventional WIMP signals. Consequently, an
accurate estimation and characterization of all ER back-
grounds is essential for the statistical analysis and inter-
pretation of SBDM signals. The energy of SBDM signals
ranges from 0 to 4 keV. To enhance the measurement of
the ER background from 222Rn, we extended the fitting

range from 4 to 30 keV as a sideband. Furthermore, a
threshold of 99.5% ER acceptance cut was implemented
to exclude most NR events arising from solar 8B neutri-
nos and neutron interactions with the xenon nucleus as
well as radon plateout on the surface of the PTFE re-
flector of the PandaX-4T TPC. This cut is derived from
the simulated data of the PandaX-4T signal model [58].
Finally, we consider the primary ER backgrounds, in-
cluding tritium, 85Kr, 214Pb, 212Pb, 127Xe, 136Xe, 124Xe,
neutrino, material, and accidental events. The detailed
details on each component are discussed in [64].

FDataifrom andaX-4T,1197( (Run0) and 431)
(Run1)ER events are selected TAprofile likelihood
ratio( PLR) approach [65] is used in this analysis with
a one-dimensional signal energy spectrum based on
HistFitter [66]. In this analysis, both background-only
and background-plus-signal hypotheses are tested.
Background contributions are well aligned with the
expected values, and all nuisance parameters remain
within ±1σ of the input values. The best fit of the
SBDM result is illustrated in Fig. 3 and the expected
events from each component are summarized in Table I.
Ultimately, no significant SBDM signal is detected above
the background.

The 90% confidence level (C.L.) two-side upper limit
exclusion (solid red line) of the SBDM parameter space,
along with the ±1σ sensitivity (green band), is presented
in Fig. 4. For comparison, recent results from the phe-
nomenological study [47], the SBDM analysis utilizing
the HPGe detector from CDEX [? ], and the constraints
derived from cosmological and astrophysical observables
related to freeze-out DM [67], and other analyses of sub-
GeV DM [16, 68? , 69] are overlaid. Our results cover
a large region from 20 keV/c2 to 10 MeV/c2, with cross-
sections ranging between 10−39 cm2 and 10−38 cm2. The
lowest 90% confidence level on the SBDM cross-section is
3.51×10−39 cm2 for an SBDMmass of 0.08 MeV/c2. Our
results provide the most stringent constraints, achieving
a 23-fold improvement compared to recent experimental
studies conducted by CDEX [? ].

In summary, we have performed the direct detection
of DM-electron scattering by searching for an energetic
SBDM flux produced through rescattering in the Sun
with the 1.54 tonne·year data of Run0 and Run1 from
PandaX-4T. This leads to a new sensitivity at the sub-
pb level for light DM in the sub-MeV mass range. No
significant dark matter signals are identified above the
expected background. A new upper limit exclusion is
established for the SBDM-electron interactions, robustly
excluding sub-MeV DM with a scattering cross-section
with electrons within 10−39 cm2 to 10−38 cm2. The well-
known freeze-out mechanism below the 10 MeV/c2 region
could be excluded. Combined with analyses such as ion-
ization signals [? ], future upgraded detectors will test
the small open window between 10− 30 MeV/c2.

We thank Josef Pradler and Shao-Feng Ge for their
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Run Run0 Run1

Expected Fitted Expected Fitted

Tritium — 575.1 ± 32.8 — 115.2± 32.0
214Pb 327.2 ± 18.8 328.1 ± 17.1 724.2± 61.5 702.6± 28.4
212Pb 57.8 ± 14.7 57.3± 14.1 103.3± 26.9 96.6± 23.8
85Kr 94.2 ± 47.3 87.5± 31.2 308.1± 95.2 272.7± 59.0
Material 49.4 ± 3.3 49.5± 3.1 111.7± 9.9 106.0± 7.8
136Xe 36.9 ± 2.5 36.9± 2.4 66.2± 5.9 62.4± 4.6
127Xe 6.1 ± 0.3 7.6± 0.4 0.0± 0.0 0.0± 0.0
124Xe 2.3 ± 0.6 2.3± 0.4 4.0± 1.1 3.9± 1.1
Solar ν 43.0 ± 4.6 42.9± 4.5 76.8± 9.4 72.7± 8.1
Accidental 7.6 ± 2.4 7.7± 2.2 7.1± 2.3 6.8± 2.0
Signal — 1.7+3.1

−1.7 — 2.5+4.6
−2.5

Total fitted 1196.5± 32.7 1439.4 ±36.2

Observed 1197 1431

TABLE I: Summary of the expected background and signal, and the best fit of the background plus signal
hypothesis for each component in Run0 and Run1. Systematic uncertainties associated with the signal model and

detection efficiencies are incorporated into the reported uncertainties.
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FIG. 3: Best fit results of Run0 and Run1 data with
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statistical uncertainties.
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the dashed yellow line indicates the SBDM limits from

Ref. [47]. Additionally, the orange line is from the
CDEX experimental result [? ], and the direct

constraints based on S2 analysis from Ref. [16, 68? , 69]
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