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Particle dark matter scattering on electrons in the Sun may gravitationally capture and self-
annihilate inside it to neutrinos and anti-neutrinos, or other final states that in turn decay to them.
Using up-to-date measurements by Super-Kamiokande of the fluxes of atmospheric electron-type and
muon-type neutrinos, we set the most stringent limits on the electron scattering cross sections of
dark matter down to about 10−40 −10−39 cm2 over a mass range of 4−200GeV. These outdo direct
searches for dark matter-electron scattering and previously set limits at IceCube. We also derive
corresponding reaches at Hyper-K, and show that atmospheric neutrino observations restricted to
the direction of the Sun can improve sensitivities.

I. INTRODUCTION

While evidence for dark matter (DM) abounds in as-
trophysical and cosmological settings, detection of its
non-gravitational interactions would mark an epoch in
the hunt for its identity [1]. One strategy is to look for
the signals of particle DM scattering on Standard Model
(SM) particles in terrestrial detector targets [2–5]. In
particular, searches for DM scattering on electrons have
resulted in stringent null results [6–21].

Another attractive possibility for probing DM-SM
scattering interactions, garnering much attention in re-
cent literature, is the use of celestial objects as large-
volume detectors. This includes main-sequence stars
counting the Sun [22–35], planets [36–50], and Fermi-
degenerate compact stars [51–75]. One well-studied
means by which these bodies probe DM interactions is
through their gravitational capture of ambient DM fol-
lowing energy loss by scattering on their constituent par-
ticles. The captured DM can either heat the body, form
a destructive black hole, or self-annihilate to SM states
that escape the celestial object to be detected at terres-
trial experiments. In this work, we study the capture of
DM in the Sun via scattering on electrons, followed by
annihilations to final states that result in a neutrino flux
detectable at the Super-Kamiokande experiment as an
excess over atmospheric neutrino events. Using this we
set the most stringent limits to date on this scenario. Pre-
vious limits on DM-solar electron scattering using neutri-
nos at Super-K and IceCube may be found in Refs. [6, 28].

Our main result is summarized in Fig. 1, which we
will describe in detail in the rest of the work. The key
takeaway is that Super-K atmospheric ν datasets set the
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best bounds on the DM-electron scattering cross section
over a wide range of DM masses. In this way our study
makes significant headway in probing models of so-called
leptophilic DM [6, 36, 56, 57, 76–127]. In the following
sections we briefly review the mechanisms of DM solar
capture, annihilations to ν fluxes, and Super-K measure-
ments, before discussing our results and the scope of our
study. Technical details are collected in the Supplemen-
tal Material.

II. SET-UP

A. Dark matter capture and annihilation in the
Sun

For a DM particle of any spin, mass mχ, and cross
section for elastic scattering on electrons σχe, the rate of
capture in the Sun is given by [107]

C⊙ = 4π

∫ R⊙

0

dr r2
∫ ∞

0

duχ

(
ρχ
mχ

)
fv⊙ (uχ)

uχ
w(r)

×
∫ vesc(r)

0

dvR−
e (w → v) , (1)

where R⊙ is the radius of the Sun, ρχ = 0.3 GeV/cm3 is
the solar neighborhood DM density, and fv⊙(uχ) is the
DM speed distribution in the solar frame. We denote the
DM speed at infinity as uχ, so that at a distance r from

the Sun the speed w(r) =
√
u2
χ + v2esc(r) for solar es-

cape speed vesc. We take from Ref. [107] the differential
scattering rate R−

e that encodes the probability that a
DM particle with speed w scatters to reach a final speed
v < w, with the AGSS09 model [131] used for solar elec-
tron number density and temperature profiles. Note that
DM couplings to electrons would generically give rise to
DM-nucleon scattering at the loop level, which may be
a sub-dominant effect [6, 117]. We do not consider the
model-dependent effect of nucleon scattering in this work
and leave to future investigation the exploration of its
possible interplay with electron scattering.
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FIG. 1. Limits on DM-electron scattering cross section as a function of DM mass, assuming DM annihilations in the Sun to νν̄
on the left, and to τ+τ− (in turn decaying to νe,µ,τ ) on the right. Shown here are our bounds from Super-K observations of
atmospheric νe and νµ fluxes [128] and corresponding future sensitivities at Hyper-K. Also shown in the τ+τ− panel are our limits
obtained from upper limits on the total integrated flux of νµ from DM annihilations in the Sun in Ref. [129]. For comparison are
shown limits from DeepCore-2021, DeepCore-2016, and IceCube-2016 observations of neutrinos from the solar direction [28],
an older Super-K atmospheric neutrino dataset [6], and XENON1T direct searches for DM-electron scattering [9]. The region
below the dotted curve denotes the “neutrino mist” where solar atmospheric neutrinos become a major background [130]. Note
that the dynamical ranges of the y-axis are different across the panels. See Sec. III for more details.

If the captured DM self-annihilates, the DM popula-
tion in the solar interior may attain a steady state within
the age of the Sun due to equilibrium between capture
and annihilation rates. This is insensitive to the anni-
hilation cross sections above certain mχ-dependent val-
ues [28], and is easily achieved near thermal freeze-out
values as allowed by indirect searches. We therefore as-
sume this capture-annihilation equilibrium. Then ignor-
ing the effects of evaporation of the captured DM, as is
valid for mχ ≳ 4 GeV [132], the annihilation rate of DM
in the Sun is simply [6, 133]

Γann
⊙ =

C⊙

2
. (2)

In this work we consider the leptonic channels χχ̄ → νν̄,
where by νν̄ we denote the average over all 3 flavors, and
χχ̄ → τ+τ−, which would further decay to produce neu-
trino final states. The resultant energy flux of neutrinos
on the Earth’s surface is then

E2
ν

dϕν

dEν
=

Γann
⊙

4πD2
⊙

× E2
ν

dNν

dEν
, (3)

where D⊙ is the Earth-Sun distance and dNν/dEν is the
spectrum of the final state neutrinos. Here we assume
neutrinos of energies ≲ 500 GeV as otherwise their scat-
tering cross sections would be so high as to have them
significantly attenuated by the solar medium. As the neu-
trino energy is bounded from above by the DM mass, we
consider only the conservative range of mχ ≤ 200 GeV.

For χχ̄ → νν̄, the neutrino spectrum is a line feature at
mχ, which will be broadened at Super-K due to its finite
energy resolution. To account for this we Gaussian-smear
the neutrino flux with a 10% resolution as appropriate
for our energies of interest [134–136]. In the χχ̄ → τ+τ−

channel, the τ± decay daughters µ±, K+ and π+ may
come to rest before decaying, with the mesons giving
rise to monochromatic neutrino signals. We have used
the package χaroν [137] that takes into account these
interactions. We have checked that the τ+τ− chan-
nel produces neutrino spectra with both mono-energetic
“spikes” from stopped mesons (resulting in π decay-at-
rest and K decay-at-rest peaks, seen for only νµ spectra),
and broad “shoulders” from the prompt primary decay
of mesons (seen for all ν flavors). We compute the ef-
fects of neutrino propagation (including oscillations) in
the Sun and vacuum using nuSQuIDS [138], and in the
atmosphere and rock of the Earth using nuCraft [139],
with which we estimate the annual averaged neutrino os-
cillation probability.

B. Super-K signals

In Fig. 2 we show an illustration of the flux of νe and
νµ obtained from DM annihilations in the Sun that may
be detected by Super-K for {mχ, σχe} of {20 GeV, 2 ×
10−39 cm2} and {70 GeV, 8 × 10−40 cm2}. For compar-
ison are also shown Super-K data from Runs I−IV [128]
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FIG. 2. Atmospheric neutrino flux measured at Super-K, binned in energy and fit by the HKKM11 model, and the neutrino
fluxes from χχ̄ → τ+τ− in the Sun for the benchmark parameters indicated. The DM signal combined with the atmospheric
flux is seen to well exceed the measured flux near the energies where the signal peaks for νe data but only slightly for νµ data.
Thus these benchmarks are only ruled out by Super-K νe flux measurements as seen in Fig. 1. See text for more details.

on the atmospheric ν flux and the HKKM11 model that
fits it [140]; this flux constitutes our main background.
In obtaining this plot, we have imposed an angular cut
on the atmospheric ν flux, multiplying the per-steradian
flux in Ref.[128] by

2π

∫ δθtot(Eν)

0

dθ sinθ = 4π sin2
(
δθtot(Eν)

2

)
, (4)

where δθtot(Eν) is the total angular resolution as a func-
tion of incident neutrino energy; see the Supplemental
Material. This cut ensures that we only analyze the flux
originating from the solar direction and discard the rest
of the diffuse atmospheric ν background. For our bench-
mark parameters the combined fluxes of atmospheric and
DM-sourced neutrinos are visibly in excess of Super-K
νe measurements in Fig. 2, and may therefore be con-
strained. We note that these benchmarks are safe from
XENON1T constraints as seen in Fig. 1.

III. RESULTS

In Fig. 1, we show our Super-K limits on the DM-
electron scattering cross section vs DM mass. We also
show the future reach of Hyper-K [141] via appropriately
scaling the detector fiducial mass with respect to Super-
K, so that the σχe sensitivities are

√
187/22.5 ≃ 2.9 times

stronger. To set these limits we first compute

χ2 =

Nbin∑
i=1

(
ϕi
d − ϕi

atm − ϕi
χ

)2
σi
d
2 , (5)

where in the ith bin ϕi
d is the measured neutrino flux, σi

d
its corresponding uncertainty, and ϕi

atm & ϕi
χ are respec-

tively the HKKM11 model & DM signal average flux,
and then obtain the 95% C.L. upper limits on (σχe, mχ)
by setting χ2 − χ2

min = 2.71, where χ2
min is the mini-

mum value of χ2 obtained by varying the DM parame-
ters [142]. We use the same energy binning considered in
Ref. [128]. We consider energy bins up to ±20% of mχ

for the νν̄ channel accounting for the detector energy res-
olution, and up to 1.2 mχ for the τ+τ− channel; in prac-
tice the resolution has negligible impact on the broad Eν

spectrum. In any case, due to the O(100%) width of the
energy bins (see Fig. 2) the Super-K energy resolution
has a negligible effect on the limits we derive. For the
τ+τ− channel we also present in our parameter space
limits from a dedicated search at Super-K for a νµ flux
from DM annihilations in the Sun [129]. Finally, we also
show the “neutrino mist” region where our signal events
≤ events from an irreducible flux of solar atmospheric
neutrinos, degrading sensitivities. For this we have used
the flux of the “naive” model derived in Ref. [130]. The
region shown denotes the νµ mist, although we expect
the νe mist sensitivities to be comparable. Here we re-
mark that values of σχe at the edge of the neutrino mist
region do not satisfy the capture-equilibrium condition
that resulted in Eq. (2), so we used the full solution for
the annihilation rate as derived in, e.g., Ref. [107].

It may be seen that we constrain new ranges of pa-
rameters beyond previous limits. This is mainly because
the large density and size of the Sun generically help in
capturing DM with small scattering cross sections. For
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both νν̄ and τ+τ− channels the νe data is seen to pro-
vide stronger limits on σχe than the νµ data, which is
simply due to the smaller νe flux produced in the atmo-
sphere. Here we note that the net angular resolution in
detection, dominated by the scattering angle, does not
make a difference in the limits between νe and νµ as it
is comparable for both channels; see the Supplemental
Material.

Our limits in both panels of Fig. 1 exhibit wiggle-like
features due to the nature of the binning of Super-K data.
In particular, the signal neutrino flux peaks near the DM
mass (Fig. 2), and since only the flux up to the corre-
sponding Eν drives the limit in Eq. (5), increasing mχ

while the edge of the signal spectrum stays within a cor-
responding Eν bin weakens the constraints. However,
when mχ is further increased so that the signal spectrum
reaches the next energy bin, the limits strengthen.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work we have set stringent, world-leading lim-
its on DM-electron scattering using the most up-to-date
measurements of atmospheric neutrinos at Super-K, as-
suming that DM captured in the Sun annihilates to νν̄
or τ+τ−. Hyper-K will be able to extend these sensitiv-
ities by a factor of a few. Despite their smaller volume
than Hyper-K, other imminent neutrino telescopes such
as DUNE [143, 144] and JUNO [145, 146] would also be
interesting targets to study thanks to their complemen-
tary detection channels and technologies. Other DM an-
nihilation final states giving rise to neutrino fluxes may
also be studied in these contexts, and DM masses higher
than considered here may also be constrained by carefully
treating the effects of attenuation of neutrinos in the Sun
that become more important at high neutrino energies.
While we had applied a simple angular cut in Eq. (4)
to select neutrinos from the solar direction, more robust
limits may be obtained by using the angular dependence
of atmospheric neutrinos or, as done in Ref. [129], by ap-
plying the angular cut for all Super-K event categories.

Overall, we anticipate improved reaches with larger
datasets and better understanding of detector systemat-
ics.

Note added.

While this work was under progress, Ref. [147] ap-
peared on arXiv investigating a scenario similar to ours.
The limits obtained in that work on σχe using νµ detec-
tion at Super-K are seen to be stronger by up to an order
of magnitude than ours near mχ = 10 GeV, and are com-
parable near mχ = 100 GeV. We believe one source of

this discrepancy is the DM solar capture rate obtained
in Ref. [147]. While Ref. [147] uses expressions for the
capture rate derived in Ref. [107], the capture rates plot-
ted in Fig. S3 exceed those plotted in Fig. 1 of Ref. [107]
by a factor of about 7 for the relevant DM mass range.
Our capture rates match those in Ref. [107]. Further,
we also differ in our estimates of the angular cut used to
reduce the atmospheric neutrino background. Whereas
we use Eq. (4), Ref. [147] mentions following Ref. [44],
which has used the square of the net angular resolution
that underestimates the backgrounds by roughly a fac-
tor of 3. The cut in Ref. [147] is stronger than ours also
due to a difference in treatment of charged lepton scat-
tering angles at detector events. Reference [147] takes
the mean scattering angle as a function of neutrino en-
ergy from Refs. [148, 149], which only includes quasi-
elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering. We determine the
mean scattering angles by also including resonant and
deep inelastic scattering as relevant for high neutrino en-
ergies that are of interest here. Moreover, for setting
limits Ref. [147] integrates over the flux obtained from
the atmospheric model HKKM11 to estimate the total
number of background events, and uses Poisson statis-
tics to derive a constraint on the number of DM-induced
signal events. On the other hand, ours is a binned analy-
sis that includes the data points and uncertainties in the
Super-K measurements, which are dominated by system-
atics (see Fig. 6 of Ref. [128]). Finally, we note that we
set limits using both the νe and νµ fluxes measured at
Super-K, with νe giving better limits, whereas Ref. [147]
uses only the νµ flux.
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FIG. 3. Angular uncertainties from the mean scattering an-
gle of the outgoing charged lepton (obtained with NuWro) and
detector resolutions of various event types at Super-K as de-
scribed in Section B of Supplemental Material. The net angu-
lar resolution is seen to be dominated by the scattering angle
except at high νµ energies.

A. Charged current cross sections from NuWro

We use the Monte Carlo neutrino event generator
NuWro [150] to obtain neutrino-H2O charged current
scattering cross sections and the average scattering angle
of the final state e±/µ±. In the parameter initialization

file, we set SF method=1, and neutral current interac-
tions to zero, and generate 105 events for each neutrino
energy. We checked that the total cross sections thus
obtained match with the output of GENIE [151], and
note that the cross sections for ν̄ are generally smaller
than for ν.

B. Resolutions for the angular cut

To impose the angular cut in Eq. (4) for reducing the
atmospheric neutrino background, we must estimate the
energy-dependent total angular resolution for neutrino-
H2O scattering events in Super-K, given by

δθtot(Eν) =
√
θ̄2scat(Eν) + δθ2det(Eν) , (6)

where θ̄scat is the mean scattering angle of the outgoing
charged lepton and δθdet is the detector angular resolu-
tion. We obtain θ̄scat by generating 105 events as de-
scribed above. As the mean scattering angle for νµ (νe)
is larger than that of ν̄µ (ν̄e), we conservatively use the
former. We also find that the the mean scattering angle
dominates δθtot except at the highest νµ energies con-
sidered. Nonetheless, for the sake of completeness we
describe here the determination of δθdet.
The detector angular resolution depends on the type

of event in Super-K, broadly classified as:
(i) Fully contained (FC) events where the lepton

is produced and contained in the inner detector (ID).
FC events are further divided into 7 sub-GeV and 6
multi-GeV sub-types on the basis of the species of parti-
cle and number of Cherenkov rings produced. (ii) Par-
tially contained (PC) events in which the lepton is
produced in the ID but deposits energy in the outer de-
tector (OD). PC event particles can either pass through
the OD (“OD through-going”) or stop in the OD (“OD
stopping”). (iii) Upward-going-muons (Up-µ) are se-
lected to identify neutrinos that interact with the rock
surrounding the detector and produce muons. This is
to mitigate the background of atmospheric muons. Up-µ
can again either stop in the detector (“upward stopping”)
or pass through it (“upward-through going”). Further,
through-going Up-µ events can be either showering or
non-showering [152]. We take the detector angular reso-
lution for different event types from Refs. [153] and [154].
To obtain conservative estimates we choose the maxi-
mum δθdet possible at a given energy for any event type.
We depict the detector angular resolutions of these event
types in Fig. 3.


	 limits from Super-Kamiokande on dark matter-electron scattering in the Sun
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Set-up
	Dark matter capture and annihilation in the Sun
	Super-K signals

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Charged current cross sections from NuWro
	Resolutions for the angular cut



