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Abstract. In some scenarios, the dark matter relic abundance is set by the semi-annihilation
of two dark matter particles into one dark matter particle and one Standard Model particle.
These semi-annihilations might still be occurring today in the Galactic Center at a significant
rate, generating a flux of boosted dark matter particles. We investigate the possible signals
of this flux component in direct detection and neutrino experiments for sub-GeV dark matter
masses. We show that for typical values of the semi-annihilation cross-section, the sensitivity
of current experiments to the spin-independent dark matter-proton scattering cross-section
can be several orders of magnitude larger than current constraints from cosmic-ray boosted
dark matter. We also argue that the upcoming DARWIN and DUNE experiments may probe
scattering cross-sections as low as 10737 cm? for masses between 30 MeV and 1 GeV.
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1 Introduction

The freeze-out mechanism stands out as one of the most plausible mechanisms to explain
the origin of a population of dark matter (DM) particles in our Universe. This framework
assumes that DM particles were in thermal equilibrium with the plasma of Standard Model
particles at very early times. The same interactions that ensure the thermalization of the
DM particles with the Standard Model particles would lead to an exponential depletion of
the yield of DM particles when the temperature drops below the DM mass, m,, which stops
when the expansion rate of the Universe becomes larger than the annihilation rate. After
this epoch, the yield of DM particles “freezes-out” and remains approximately constant until
today, constituting a source of space-time curvature in galaxies, clusters of galaxies, and the
Universe at large scale.

This appealing mechanism requires i) the thermalization of the DM particles with the
Standard Model particles at temperatures much larger than the DM mass, and ii) a depletion
of their yield from their initial thermal value to the observed value. It is important to notice
that the latter ingredient does not necessarily require the annihilation of two DM particles
into two Standard Model particles, but any process converting n DM particles into m DM
particles, n — m with n > m, possibly accompanied by other Standard Model particles.
While the simplest alternative is the 2 — 0 process, with no DM particles in the final state,
this possibility is not unique. Notable examples are the processes 3 — 2 or 4 — 2 [1, 2] (see
also [3-8]). Parametrizing the thermally averaged cross-sections by (cv" 1) = afig/m3" 4,
n = 3,4, it can be shown that the freeze-out of these processes can reproduce the observed
DM abundance if the DM field has strong self-interactions, aeg = 1, and the DM mass
is m, ~ 40 MeV or 100 keV respectively. A second example is the DM semi-annihilation
2 — 1 [9], which is necessarily accompanied by some Standard Model particles to ensure the
conservation of energy-momentum.

The processes n — m, n > m, convert part of the mass of the initial DM particles into
kinetic energy of the final DM particles, thereby constituting a source of “boosted” DM (other
mechanisms that generate a flux of DM particles with velocities larger than those expected
in the Standard Halo Model are the cosmic-ray boosted DM [10-12], annihilation/decay of
heavy DM particles [13, 14] blazar-boosted, DM [15], or solar reflection of DM [16]). In
this paper, we focus on the possible signatures of semi-annihilation boosted DM, assuming
that DM particles also interact with the proton. Signals of this process from capture in the
Sun, and the subsequent semi-annihilation yx — xv have been studied in [17, 18]. The



non-observation of the boosted DM from the Sun leads to upper limits on the DM-nucleon
cross-section for DM masses above 4 GeV. For smaller DM masses, the DM evaporation
due to thermal effects inside the Sun prevents the existence of a significant overdensity of
DM. Therefore, the semi-annihilation signals become very suppressed. For light DM, hence,
other targets must be considered. In this letter, we study the signals of semi-annihilation
boosted DM in the Galactic Center, either in direct detection experiments (e.g. XENONnT
[19], CRESST-II [20]) or in neutrino detectors (e.g. MiniBooNE [21]), and we discuss the
complementarity of the constraints and sensitivities to other search strategies.

This work is organized as follows: In Sec. 2 we review the formalism to calculate the
event rate at direct detection experiments, extending to the possibility when the scattering is
not purely coherent. In Sec. 3, we derive the constraints on this scenario from direct detection
experiments, as well as the prospects for future experiments. Finally, in Sec. 4 we present
our conclusions. We also include Appendix A, which provides details on the calculation of
the limits on the cross-section from the experimental data.

2 Differential scattering rate

We assume that the Milky Way is embedded in a halo of DM particles with density distri-
bution described by a Navarro-Frenk-White profile [22, 23]:

pNEw (1) = (rL) ('i:_ %)2, (2.1)

with ps = 0.184 GeV/cm? and ry = 24.42 kpc [24-27]. We consider for concreteness the
semi-annihilation of a spin 1/2 DM particle xxy — xv, which produces a flux of DM particles
at the location of the Solar System given by

dd

i Do (T, — ), (2.2)

with

Brypar = %i / d9 /1 s (W)Q (910}, (2.3)

where r(s,0) = \/r% + 52 — 2rgscosf and ro = 8.33 kpc is the distance of the Sun to the
galactic center. Since current direct search experiments have no directional information, we
will calculate the flux integrating the solid angle in Eq. (2.3) over the whole sky. Numerically,
we obtain:

_ 9 _ —2 (02510)
Py ~ 3.2 x 1073 cm—2 5~ < Mx ) . 2.4
BDM % an s\ 100 MeV 10-26 cmds—1 (2.4)

The semi-annihilation produces an identical flux of neutrinos, with energy 7, = 3m, /4,
which would be equivalent to the signal produced in the annihilation 11 — v with my, =
3my /4. The neutrino flux is undetectable with current instruments, which only exclude an
annihilation cross-section for annihilation into v larger than ~ 10724cm?®s™! [28]. On the
other hand, the flux of DM particles may induce a detectable number of nuclear recoil events



in a direct detection experiment. The differential rate per target mass of scattering of DM
with the nucleus 7T, producing a recoil of the latter with kinetic energy T, is given by:

iRr 1 T oy 4

—L = dl, —22 (T, Ty) —. 2.

dTr _ mr / X dTT( X T)dTX (2:5)
TmiE(Tr)

Here, m7 is the mass of the target nucleus, T, is the kinetic energy of the incoming DM
min

particle, and V7 is the minimal DM kinetic energy capable of producing in the final state
a nucleus 7 recoiling with kinetic energy T, which is given by:

oT 2
1+ 4/1+ T(mX+mT)2 : (2.6)
my (T — 2my)

. TT
wpcrn) = (5 - m)

with the + (—) for T > 2m, (Tr < 2my).

Additionally, doy7/dTr is the differential scattering cross-section for the scattering of
a DM particle with the nucleus 7. It is important to note that DM particles from semi-
annihilations have sizable speeds (see Eq. (2.2)). Therefore, for sufficiently large masses, the
inverse of the momentum transfer could be comparable to or smaller than the size of the
target nucleus, which translates into a loss of coherence of the scattering with the whole
nucleus. We model this loss of coherence following [29, 30] so that the total differential
cross-section is expressed as a sum of a coherent and an incoherent part:

d d d
OXT _ ( Ux7'> N ( UXT> 7 @7
dTT dTT coh dTT inc
which for spin-independent interaction reads explicitly:
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This formula provides a smooth transition between the coherent and incoherent regimes.

Here 9
T2+ 2m,T.
Tmax — X - , (2.10)
Ty + (my +m7)?/(2m7)

is the maximum kinetic energy of the target particle after scattering, and g = /2msI’7 is the
momentum transfer. Moreover, Fs17(q) is the form factor of the target nucleus, for which
we adopt the dipole nucleon approximation [31]

2\ —2
Rar@ = (1+45) (2.11)
T

with A+ ~ 0.843 GeV (%) and Ry the charge radius of the particular target nucleus
(see e.g. [32] for a comprehensive list of charge radii). Finally, ag‘ih and aisrfT are respectively
the coherent and incoherent spin-independent scattering cross sections with the target nucleus



T at zero momentum transfer, which are related to the DM-proton and DM-neutron cross-
section, o}, and o, through

2
pr
P
olir = Zrop + (A1 — Z71)on | (2.13)

where (1, = mgmy/(mg 4+ m,) is the reduced mass of the system of the DM particle and the
particle a, with a = p for the proton and a = 7T for the target nucleus with mass number Ay
and atomic number Z7. The terms fP™ are the contributions of protons and neutrons to the
total coupling strength. For an isoscalar interaction (f? = f =1, 0, = 0,,) one obtains

2
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For illustration, we show in Fig. 1 the recoil spectra of a 13! Xe nucleus after the scattering
off of a DM particle with mass m, = 10 MeV (violet), 100 MeV (red) and 1 GeV (green) as-
suming an annihilation cross-section for the semi-annihilation process (o2 ,1v) = 10726 cm?3 /s
and a DM-proton scattering cross-section o, = 1073! ¢cm?, which is allowed by current direct
detection experiments (including the cosmic-ray boosted component [11]). The recoil spectra
show a characteristic sharp cut-off at T given by Eq. (2.10) with T\, = m, /4, which is
qualitatively different to the expected recoil spectra from cosmic-ray boosted DM [10-12], or
blazar-boosted DM [15]. The existence of this cut-off in the recoil spectrum implies a mass
threshold for the DM particle, for which the nuclear recoil becomes undetectable. Concretely,
this minimum mass is

min __ (5/4)mT
X (9/8)mr
Tth

3 2ms
1+3 1+ Tth

, (2.16)

corresponding to a DM particle with kinetic energy T\ = m, /4 producing a nuclear recoil
with the minimum threshold energy of the experiment 7. For the case of the XENONnT
experiment, which has threshold Ty = 3.3 keV [19], this minimum mass is 19 MeV.
Furthermore, it is noteworthy that the differential rate can be as large as 1072 events/(keV
day kg) for m, = 100 MeV at Tx. 2 3.3 keV. This translates into tens of events in a ton-
scale xenon detector, showing the high sensitivity of current experiments to semi-annihilation
boosted DM from the Galactic Center, which allows to probe new regions of the parameter
space of this scenario.

Finally, the total event rate (in units of the number of events/(dayxkg)) is found by
integrating Eq. (2.5) over the energy window of a given experiment, and over all target nuclei:

dRt
R= Z/dTT. (2.17)
— dTr

The number of expected events, Neyp, follows from multiplying by the exposure of the ex-
periment.
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Figure 1. Recoil spectra for the elastic scattering of DM off 131 Xe nuclei from semi-annihilation in the
Galactic Center with cross-section (o9 _,1v) = 10726 cm®/s and a DM-proton scattering cross-section
o, =1073 cm?,

3 Signals at direct detection and neutrino experiments

We now derive limits on the DM-proton scattering cross section o, from the non-observation
of an excess of nuclear recoil events in the DM direct detection experiments XENONnT and
CRESST-II, as well as in the neutrino experiment MiniBooNE. The relevant details about
these experiments, as well as our approach to calculate the limits, can be found in Appendix
A. We will focus our analysis on DM masses above 1 MeV since these experiments have no
sensitivity to semi-annihilations of lighter DM particles (¢f. Eq.(2.16)). Further, we will focus
on DM masses below 10 GeV, since this is the region where experiments lose sensitivity to
DM particles in the Standard Halo Model; for larger masses, the flux of DM particles at Earth
assuming the Standard Halo Model is ®gpy ~ 107(m, /100 MeV) ™t em =2 s, which is many
orders of magnitude larger than the one originating from semi-annihilations in the Galactic
Center. Thus, above 10 GeV, the sensitivity of experiments does not change significantly by
the inclusion of the boosted DM component from semi-annihilations.

We show in Fig. 2 conservative upper limits on the DM-proton scattering cross-section
from requiring that the expected number of signal events from semi-annihilations in the
Galactic Center is in agreement with the data from CRESST, XENONnT and MiniBooNE,
assuming that the cross-section is (o2_,1v) = 10726 cm3s™! (the flux as a function of the mass
follows from Eq. (2.3)). We also show in the Figure the constraints from the two CRESST
phases [20, 33] and the XENONI1T experiment [34] resulting from assuming that the DM flux
at the detector is entirely described by the Standard Halo Model, from the flux component
generated by DM upscattering by cosmic-rays [11], as well as from the potential effect of
DM-proton interactions on the cosmic microwave background radiation [35], the Lyman-a
forest [36] and gas cloud cooling [37]. We also show our estimated reach in parameter space
of the DARWIN and DUNE experiments.

We find that the XENONNT experiment can probe scattering cross-sections as low as
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Figure 2. Excluded regions for the spin-independent DM-proton cross section from XENONnT
(red region), CRESST (green region), MiniBooNE (blue region) as well as the projected sensitivities
for DARWIN (dashed red line) and DUNE (dashed blue line). We assume a cross-section for the
semi-annihilation (oo_,1v) = 10726 cm3s~! and a NFW halo profile. For comparison, we also include
the constraints from XENONIT and CRESST assuming the Standard Halo Model, as well as the
constraints from cosmic ray boosted DM (CRDM) [11], CMB observations [35], Lyman-« [36] and
gas cloud cooling [37].

op ~ 10736 cm? for m, ~ 30 MeV, the CRESST experiment, o, ~ 10731 cm? for my ~ 3—30
MeV, and MiniBooNE, o, ~ 10728 ¢cm? for my ~ 300 MeV. The sensitivity of the CRESST
experiment is comparable to that of Cosmic Ray boosted DM. In contrast, the sensitivity
of the XENONnNT experiment is up to five orders of magnitude better. It is also apparent
from the Figure the existence for each experiment of a minimum detectable DM mass from
the semi-annihilation, given in Eq. (2.16), and which is m;‘in ~ 20 MeV for the XENONnT
experiment, m;nin ~ 2MeV for the CRESST experiment (corresponding to scattering with
oxygen), and my" =~ 200 MeV for MiniBooNE. The upcoming DARWIN experiment can
reach cross-sections as low as o, ~ 10738 cm? for my ~ 30 MeV and DUNE as low as
op ~ 10737 cm? for m,, ~ 300 MeV.

The plot also reflects the loss of sensitivity of these experiments for a very large cross-
section, due to the attenuation of the DM flux by interactions with the rock when DM
particles traverse the Earth’s crust. The rate of energy loss of a DM particle as it traverses



a distance z in a medium filled with targets 7 with constant number density ns reads:

Tmax

dTX T doyr
—X = _ dTr T+ —2X(T,,, T 1
T ;n”r/o TTT dTT( o 1), (3.1)

where T?* and do,7/dT7 are given in Eqs.(2.10) and (2.7) respectively. For m, < mr,
the rate of energy loss can be conservatively bounded by [11]
Ty o TP+ 2my T
dz ™ 2my 0

(3.2)

which corresponds to the approximation that all targets are point-like, and where ¢ is a
characteristic length given by

2 —4
o, Yoy (22 (14 20) (14 22) <o, 33
P ; Ty ", - p (3.3)
with V a calculable constant with units of volume. The solution to Eq. (3.2) reads:

B 2m, Ty (0)e*/*
© 2my + Ty, (0) — Ty, (0)e—=/¢
T

29;72?() <1 — ez/€>] ~ T, (0)e™>/", (3.4)

T (2)
> T, (0)e™>/* [1 —

where in the approximation in the last step we have used that 7)(0) = m,/4. The DM
particles will be unobservable at the detector if the kinetic energy of the recoiling nucleus T'r
produced by a DM particle after traversing a depth zex, (corresponding to the location of the
experiment) is smaller than the threshold of the experiment Ty, for all targets in the detector.
This translates into the condition for the DM kinetic energy T (Zexp) < ming{ ;}%B(Tth)} =
Ty where ;(n%l(T 7) is given in Eq. (2.6). In turn, this condition implies an upper limit on
the DM-proton cross-section

)% m
> 1 X i
Op < Zexp n <4T>€mn> ) (3 5)

above which DM particles become undetectable in the corresponding underground experi-
ment. One should note that the column density traversed by DM particles is time-dependent,
as the galactic center moves in the sky as viewed at the experimental location. For instance,
at the Gran Sasso National Laboratory, where the XENON and CRESST experiments are
located, the altitude of the Galactic Center varies between —76.5° and 18.5°, which amounts
to a path of 12400 km and 1.4 km through Earth. Since we are interested in deriving conser-
vative lower limits on the cross-section we will adopt the shortest distance, zexp, = 1.4 km, and
a constant density p = 2.71g/cm? of rock composed of 48% of oxygen, 30% of calcium, 12%
of carbon and 5.6% of magnesium (as well as traces of other elements) [38]; for MiniBooNE,
we adopt zexp = 6 m, and for DUNE, zeyp, = 1.5 km.

The lower limits on the cross-section from the XENONnT, CRESST and MiniBooNE
are shown in Fig. 2, and were obtained by solving numerically Eq. (3.1), without further
approximations, and imposing T} (zexp) < 7. ;Cnm. In our analysis, we have found that the
inclusion of the incoherent effects in the scattering modifies significantly the lower limits



on the cross-section for GeV mass DM. Our limits could be refined taking into account the
motion of the Galactic Center in the sky relative to the location of the experiment, as well as
the non-constant density of the Earth, which would translate into a larger excluded region.
These enlarged excluded regions are nevertheless excluded already by other experiments, and
therefore we will not pursue here this improved approach.

4 Conclusions

We have considered the scenario where DM particles semi-annihilate, producing one DM
particle and one Standard Model particle in the final state. In this scenario, the DM particle
produced in the semi-annihilation necessarily has a larger momentum than the incoming
particles. It could therefore produce a component in the DM flux at Earth with speeds larger
than the escape velocity of the Milky Way, opening the possibility of detecting in direct
detection experiments DM particles with mass in the sub-GeV range.

We have derived constraints on the DM-proton cross-section using data from the experi-
ments XENONn'T, CRESST-IT and MiniBooNE. For a typical semi-annihilation cross-section
of (o9,1v) = 10726 cm?3s~!, which leads via thermal freeze-out to a DM abundance in the
ballpark of the observed value, we find that the limits on the DM-proton cross-section from
the XENONNT experiment are about five orders of magnitude better than existing limits
in the mass range m, ~ 20 — 300 MeV, while the limits from the CRESST experiment
are slightly better in mass range 2 — 30 MeV. The limits from MiniBooNE do not rule out
uncharted parameter space, although are complementary to other existing limits. The up-
coming DARWIN and DUNE experiments will close in on the parameter space of DM models,
reaching respectively a cross-section o, ~ 10738 cm? for my ~ 30 MeV and o), ~ 10737 cm?
for m, ~ 300 MeV .
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A Derivation of limits

In this Appendix, we briefly describe our methodology to calculate conservative limits on the
cross-section for each experiment.

XENONNT

We impose that the event rate induced by semi-annihilations does not exceed the experi-
mental upper limit, R < Rexp, with R given in Eq. (2.17) with an energy window of interest
[3.3,60.5] keV [19]. We determined the experimental upper limit on the rate of nuclear recoils



following [11], translating the upper limit on the spin-independent cross-section reported by
an experimental collaboration into an upper limit on the event rate, utilizing the fact that the
experimental collaborations assume the Standard Halo Model in their analysis. One obtains

Ry = Ve Px g2 <m7>2 %" (A1)
exp — , .
p mr myp my My Smr

where k&~ 0.37 and o)™ /my ~ 6.1 x 107% cm?/GeV (¢f. Fig. 4 of [19]).

CRESST-11

We require that the number of expected events is smaller than the number of observed ones,
Nexp < Nobs, with Nexp, given under Eq. (2.17), over the energy range [0.307,40]keV [20].
The collaboration observed Nyps = 1949 events within the acceptance region for exposure of
52.15 kg days [39], from where we derive a conservative upper limit of the event rate from
DM scatterings, mirroring the procedure of the CRESST collaboration [40]. We assume
scattering of DM with CaWOy crystals.

MiniBooNE

We impose that the DM induced scattering rate per proton, calculated from Eq. (2.17) with
protons as the target, satisfies ', < 1.5x10732s7! [11] in the energy window [35 MeV, 1.4 GeV]
[41, 42].

DARWIN

The planned DARWIN experiment will also use xenon as the target and will have the same
location as the XENON experiment. To calculate the sensitivity in the cross-section we will
simply scale the current limits from the XENONnT experiment by a factor 270 [43].

DUNE

To estimate the DUNE sensitivity, we impose the number of annihilation-boosted signals to be
smaller than the number of signals Ny, at a significance of S = 2 with S = Ngig/1/Nsig + Noke
for a 40 kton detector and 10 years of exposure with an energy range of [50 MeV, 10 GeV]
[44]. We calculate the number of neutrino background events as [18]

2
Nokg = NNTZQ: / ‘ZAN CdeyadQ, (A.2)
where « runs over electron and muon neutrinos (and antineutrinos), Aa, = 39.9 is the argon
mass number, Ny = 2.41 x 103 is the number of nucleons in a 40 kton volume of liquid argon
and T = 10 years. The DUNE detector will be located at the Sanford Underground Research
Laboratory in Lead, South Dakota, therefore we use the differential atmospheric neutrino
fluxes d*®,,_ /dE, d at the Homestake experiment based on the HAKKM2014 model® [45]
and average the fluxes with the minimum and maximum solar modulation effect. We have
obtained the relevant neutral current neutrino-argon cross sections from the neutrino event
generator GENIE [46] and we use the solid angle AQ = 0.668 to get a conservative DUNE
sensitivity [18] to obtain Ny, = 1952 background events.

!Tables are found in http://www-rcen.icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp/mhonda/public/nflx2014/index.html.
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