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In case of a successful scattering event of a high-energy matter beam on a Dark Matter (DM) particle, the DM
mass can be directly measured without probing the New Physics (NP) interaction. The letter adopts a model-
independent kinematical analysis to formulate the DM mass as a function of experimentally readable quantities.

I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of DM has already been established
through various cosmological and astrophysical obser-
vations (for a recent review, see Ref. [1]). How-
ever, to reveal its fundamental characteristics (i.e.,
mass, spin, charge), it’s necessary to probe the non-
gravitational interaction(s) of the DM. In literature, there
exist several theoretical formulations predicting an ex-
perimentally viable particle DM, e.g., weakly interact-
ing massive particle (WIMP) [2], feebly interacting mas-
sive particle (FIMP) [3], weakly interacting slim par-
ticle (WISP) [4], strongly interacting massive parti-
cle (SIMP) [5], etc. However, till now, only null results
have been reported from the experiments.

The conventional direct detection (DD) experiments
rely upon the scattering of a DM particle on the regular
matter. The Standard Model (SM) states (nucleus or elec-
tron) act as the target, and the DM is expected to interact
non-gravitationally as the earth passes through the galac-
tic halo. For the WIMPs, nuclear recoil experiments set
the most stringent bounds [6–8], whereas in the sub-GeV
mass regime DM-electron scattering [9] may result in a
more promising signal [10–13]. The fundamental princi-
ple behind all the existing DD experiments is to search for
the deposited energy, which may potentially come from
the kinetic energy of the incoming DM. If that exceeds the
detector threshold, the event will be observed. However,
the energy deposition depends on two factors: (i) the ef-
fective interaction strength between the DM (χ) and the
SM (B) fields, and (ii) the kinematics of the DM-target
2-body system. Thus, for a fixed detector sensitivity, the
interaction cross section (σχB) can only be constrained
as a function of the DM mass mχ . Therefore, following
the philosophy of the present DD experiments, it is im-
possible to determine the exact mass of the DM particle
without prior information on the underlying NP that con-
nects the DM and the SM sectors. However, very recently,
Refs. [14, 15] have proposed a DD experiment from a
slightly different perspective where the DM particle acts
as the target and high-energy muons are used to probe
the NP interaction. For a µ-philic DM, a scattering event
might result in a non-zero scattering angle (θ ) between
the incoming and the outgoing muon beams. For the pro-
posed detector, the number of events has been simulated
as a function of cosθ for different DM masses. Thus,
the recoil energy can be formulated as a function of the
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scattering angle leading to a projected bound on σχµ for
mχ ≥ O(mµ).

The letter adopts the idea in a generic form and pro-
poses a simple model-independent method for the ex-
perimental determination of DM mass within the frame-
work of the DD searches. The current DD experiments
are mainly designed to measure the recoil energy of the
SM particle. For the nuclear targets, the entire energy
deposited by the DM appears as the recoil energy of the
nucleus, whereas for the atoms, a fraction of the net avail-
able energy is used to overcome the binding energy of the
electrons, and the rest triggers the recoil. Due to the direc-
tional uncertainty of the incoming DM particle, the angu-
lar distribution of the recoiled state becomes insignificant
in the DD experiments. However, following the proposal
of the PKU-muon experiment [15], with a quasi-static
DM target, it is possible to trace the angular position of
the scattered matter beam, resulting in a direct measure-
ment of cosθ with a high degree of precision. Through a
simple kinematical analysis, the present letter shows that
significant information on the DM mass can be extracted
if the proposed detector were improvised to record the en-
ergy of the outgoing beam as well. Further, the results can
used to explore the NP that governs the χ −B interaction.

The rest of the letter is organized as follows. Using the
basic kinematics of a 2-body scattering, Sec. II formulates
the DM mass as a function of cosθ and the final state
energy of the beam particle with Sec. III presenting a brief
summarization of the work.

II. SCATTERING ON A DARK TARGET

Fig. 1 shows the scattering of a SM particle on the DM
state χ . Note that B generically symbolizes any possible
SM field that may have a weak or feeble interaction with
χ . Note that, though the DM is not at rest with respect
to the earth, for the high-energy matter beams, χ can be
considered a quasi-static target. Thus, the relative veloc-
ity |⃗vB − v⃗χ | ≈ |⃗vB| and one can assume the rest frame of
χ being approximately coincident with the earth frame of
reference.

Therefore, the momentum conservation leads to

p⃗1 = p⃗2 + p⃗χ

⇒ |p⃗χ |2 = |p⃗1|2 + |p⃗2|2 −2|p⃗1||p⃗2|cosθ , (1)

where p⃗1 and p⃗2 denote the momentum of the incoming
and outgoing matter beams, respectively. p⃗χ is the mo-
mentum of the scattered DM state, with θ being the scat-
tering angle of the matter particle. For an elastic scatter-

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

00
30

8v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 3

1 
D

ec
 2

02
4

mailto:bibhabasude@gmail.com


θ
B

B

χ

χ

~p1

~pχ

~p2

FIG. 1. Scattering of the SM field B on the dark matter particle
χ .

ing between the matter particle and χ , energy conserva-
tion results in

E1 +mχ = E2 +
(

m2
χ + |p⃗χ |2

)1/2

⇒ |p⃗χ |2 = (E1 −E2)
[
E1 −E2 +2mχ

]
. (2)

Comparing Eqs. (1) and (2), one obtains,

mχ =

(
1

E1 −E2

)[
E1E2 −M2

B

−
{(

E2
1 −M2

B
)(

E2
2 −M2

B
)}1/2

cosθ

]
.

(3)

Here, mχ and MB are the rest masses of χ and the
beam particle, respectively. In the high-energy limit, i.e.,
E1, E2 ≫ MB, Eq. (3) reduces to,

mχ =

(
E1E2

E1 −E2

)
(1− cosθ)

=
E2 (1− cosθ)

1−E2/E1
. (4)

Note that, in principle, E2 and cosθ are correlated
through the NP interaction; cosθ → 1 physically implies
E2/E1 → 1, i.e., there is no scattering. This is the situa-
tion of either being in a DM-void region of the galaxy or
having a negligibly small (beyond the detector sensitivity)
effective interaction between χ and the considered SM
field. However, in case of a notable scattering event, if a
detector can record the angular distribution and the en-
ergy deposition of the scattered beam as two independent
parameters, Eq. (4) can be significant to determine the
exact mass of the scatterer (i.e., the DM particle) without
requiring explicit knowledge of the interaction cross
section. Further, it is worth mentioning that with precise
information of E2 (or equivalently E1 −E2) and mχ , one
can accurately determine the scattering cross section
and, hence, estimate the effective NP interaction strength.

III. CONCLUSION

The letter is inspired by a very recent proposal (PKU-
muon experiment) of using high-energy muon beams to
probe the DM-SM interaction. With respect to an ul-
trarelativistic matter beam, the DM can be considered a
quasi-static target, and one can use the fundamental kine-
matics of 2-body elastic scattering to formulate the DM
mass as a function of the energy and scattering angle of
the outgoing SM state. The proposed PKU setup is cur-
rently planning to measure only the angular distribution
of the scattered muon beam/cosmic muons leading to a
projected bound on the σχµ as a function of mχ . The
letter proposes a minimal improvisation of the detector
principle and shows that with a non-trivial energy value
and angular deflection of the scattered matter beam, mχ

can be exactly measured. The final energy and scattering
angle of the SM particle must be noted as two indepen-
dent parameters to eliminate the requirement of probing
NP interactions for direct determination of the DM mass.
However, the proposal can only succeed if χ is signifi-
cantly abundant within the detector and possesses a non-
negligible interaction with the beam particle.
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