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We investigate the inelastic signatures of dark matter-nucleus interactions, explicitly focusing on the ramifi-
cations of polarization, dark matter splitting, and the Migdal effect. Direct detection experiments, crucial for
testing the existence of dark matter, encounter formidable obstacles such as indomitable neutrino backgrounds
and the elusive determination of dark matter spin. To overcome these challenges, we explore the potential of
polarized-target dark matter scattering, examining the impact of nonvanishing mass splitting and the role of
the Migdal effect in detecting light dark matter. Our analysis demonstrates the valuable utility of the polarized
triple-differential event rate as an effective tool for studying inelastic dark matter. It enables us to investigate
both angular and energy dependencies, providing valuable insights into the scattering process.

I. INTRODUCTION

For several decades, the enigmatic nature of dark matter
(DM), despite its dominance in the mass budget of galaxies,
has puzzled the scientific community. One compelling ex-
planation is the hypothesis that DM is composed of weakly
interacting massive particles (WIMPs) (See Ref.[1, 2] for de-
tail). This hypothesis arises from the intriguing coincidence
between the interaction strength required for early-universe
relics to possess the correct cosmological density and the
electroweak interaction strength. WIMPs encompass a di-
verse class of DM candidates, ranging from scalar particles to
fermions, with significant variations in the couplings between
dark matter and ordinary matter across different models. Over
the past few decades, various strategies have been proposed to
detect WIMPs through space-based observations [3], and par-
ticle accelerators [4], with the aim of complementing direct
detection techniques [5–7].

Direct detection experiments, primarily focused on search-
ing for non-relativistic DM-nucleus scattering events [8, 9],
play a crucial role in testing the WIMP hypothesis. These ex-
periments are conducted in low-background environments lo-
cated deep underground, aiming to measure the energy spec-
trum and direction of nuclear recoils resulting from interac-
tions between dark matter and ordinary matter. However,
challenges arise from irreducible neutrino backgrounds [10–
14] that can mimic the dark matter signal, necessitating effec-
tive background removal techniques. Furthermore, direct de-
tection experiments face the challenge of insensitivity to the
spin of DM.

Recent advancements in direct detection research have pro-
posed a variation known as polarized-target dark matter scat-
tering to address these challenges [15–19]. This innovative
approach offers a promising solution by simultaneously ad-
dressing the background mimicry issue and providing insights
into the particle nature of WIMPs, including their spin. By
measuring the polarization dependence of scattering angle
distributions, it becomes possible to distinguish backgrounds
and shed light on crucial aspects of WIMPs upon detection.
Notably, recent studies have explored the potential of direct
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detection experiments to discern the spin of dark matter, dif-
ferentiating between fermionic and bosonic spins and higher
spin states [18].

However, existing literature has largely overlooked the po-
tential impact of nonvanishing mass splitting in dark mat-
ter [20–33] on the energy deposition spectrum within the de-
tector, particularly in relation to polarized targets. This omis-
sion is particularly pertinent in light of the constraints imposed
by the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) [34–37]. Mea-
surements of the CMB contradict the presence of light Dirac
fermion dark matter, especially if it is capable of undergoing
annihilation during the recombination era. However, the intro-
duction of a pseudo-Dirac fermion [38] allows for the circum-
vention of these CMB constraints, as long as only the ground
state exhibits a significant abundance. Consequently, viable
models involving light dark matter necessitate the presence of
both a ground state and an excited state, along with a mediator
in the form of a light dark photon that connects to the Standard
Model.

The investigation of inelastic dark matter continues to be a
dynamic and thriving research field [39–42]. In this study, we
direct our attention towards the exploration of inelastic signa-
tures with polarized target, an area that has not yet received
thorough investigation. The primary objective of our research
is to establish a connection between these two distinct aspects
and elucidate the emergence of distinctive observables result-
ing from their synergistic combination.

Furthermore, an additional aspect of inelasticity in the inter-
action between dark matter and nuclei arises from the Migdal
effect. Although the understanding of electron emission from
an atom following the sudden perturbation of its nucleus has
been documented since the early 1940s [43], the dark mat-
ter community has recently recognized its broader implica-
tions in direct detection searches [44–64]. Despite the usual
suppression of electromagnetic signal production compared
to conventional elastic nuclear scattering rates, the domain of
sub-GeV dark matter presents a unique opportunity. In this
regime, the nuclear recoil energy falls below the threshold,
rendering it unobservable, while the electromagnetic signal
remains detectable. By capitalizing on this characteristic, nu-
merous experiments have successfully constrained the param-
eter space associated with sub-GeV dark matter [65–69].

In our study, we conduct a thorough investigation of the
inelastic behavior observed in dark matter-nucleus scattering.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
9.

01
20

3v
2 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

8 
M

ar
 2

02
4

mailto:zhubin@mail.nankai.edu.cn
mailto:xuewenliu@ytu.edu.cn


2

Elastic scattering prevails in the case of heavy dark matter,
rendering the exclusion of the Migdal effect necessary. How-
ever, light-dark matter scenarios encounter challenges related
to the threshold that impedes the detection of nucleus recoil.
Therefore, incorporating the Migdal effect is crucial to aug-
ment sensitivity in these situations. Although the Migdal ef-
fect has been studied in the direct detection literature, its ex-
ploration in the context of inelastic dark matter detection with
polarized detectors is still in its infancy. We provide a com-
prehensive analysis of the Migdal effect in this novel frame-
work, which allows for a more detailed understanding of the
experimental implications and potential observables. We aim
to identify notable shifts in the distribution of scattering an-
gles and recoil energy as mass splitting varies, which can be
readily observed in forthcoming direct detection experiments.

This paper is organized as follows: Section II intro-
duces our general dark photon model featuring pseudo-Dirac
fermion dark matter. We explicitly demonstrate the match-
ing procedure from quarks to nucleons/nuclei. By employ-
ing pseudo-Dirac fermions, we naturally attain inelastic dark
matter with a tiny mass splitting. In section III, we present
the computational framework for both the inelastic scattering
and Migdal effect. We establish that the square of the ma-
trix element remains invariant, as its variation is proportional
to δDM/mχ and decouples in the limit of small mass split-
ting. Section IV showcases the results involving the inelastic
scattering and Migdal effect, employing various benchmark
values. The distinctive angular and recoil energy distribution
provides insights into determining the mass splitting.

II. DARK PHOTON: BRIDGING QUARKS TO NUCLEONS
AND UNVEILING INELASTIC DARK MATTER

We propose a generic model that establishes a connection
between a dark photon, denoted as A′, and standard model
quarks f , as well as DM, represented by χ. In this model, the
Lagrangian is given by

L = gA′

∑
f

f̄
(
xV
f γ

µ + xA
f γ

µγ5
)
fA′

µ + Lχ, (1)

which denotes the interaction between dark photon and stan-
dard model quarks and dark matter. The product gA′ × xV (A)

denotes the strength of the vector (axial) interaction. To ac-
count for the polarized target, we extend beyond the minimal
dark photon model [70–72] by including the axial interaction
xA [73]. For simplicity, we focus on the isovector form of
both the vector and axial vector interactions, described by the
Lagrangian:

−Lf = gA′xV (ūγ
µu−d̄γµd)A′

µ+gA′xA(ūγ
µγ5u−d̄γµγ5d)A

′
µ.

(2)
In our analysis of DM-nucleus scattering, it is crucial to

derive the DM-nucleon interaction from the DM-quark level
interaction. The matching between quarks and nucleons is
straightforward, and the nucleon coupling for the vector inter-
action, denoted as LA′n = cVnA

′
µn̄γ

µn, can be easily iden-
tified. Here, n represents both protons and neutrons, and

cVp = gA′xV and cVn = −gA′xV . Thus, we can readily match
the proton to the nucleus (N ) in the case of a vector interac-
tion:

⟨N (p′) |n̄γµn|N(p)⟩ = N

(
γµF

(
q2
)
+

σµνqν
2mN

F1

(
q2
))

N.

(3)
In the above equation, the transfer four-momentum q =

p′−p is defined by the four-momenta of the incoming and out-
going nucleus, denoted as p and p′, respectively. We assume
equality between the form factors for the proton and neutron,
denoted as Fn(q

2) = F (q2), and adopt the Helm form fac-
tor. Additionally, we consider the form factor F1(q

2), which
accounts for the electric and magnetic form factors governing
the magnetic moment interaction. However, in this specific
process, the contribution of F1(q

2) can be neglected due to
its suppression by O(q/mN ), where mN is the mass of the
nucleus.

Matching for the axial vector is a similar process. At the
hadron level, the nucleon matrix element of the axial-vector
current of the isovector can be decomposed into two Lorentz
invariant isovector form factors: the axial form factor GA(Q

2)
and the induced pseudoscalar form factor GP (Q

2),〈
N(p′)|(ūγµγ5u− d̄γµγ5d)|N(p)

〉
= N̄(p′)

[
γµGA(Q

2)− Qµ

2mn
GP (Q

2)

]
γ5N(p).

(4)

Here, Q2 = −q2, and the pseudoscalar form factor is com-
monly neglected, similar to the vector case. It is widely ac-
cepted in the literature that the effective Lagrangian, specifi-
cally formulated as Eq. (5), adequately captures the rate cal-
culation [17]:

−Lint = h3N̄γµNA′
µ + h4N̄γµγ5NA′

µ. (5)

Deriving the values of h3 and h4 from the microscopic La-
grangian after matching is straightforward:

h3 = ZgA′xV F (q2),

h4 = gA′xAGA(Q
2).

(6)

In the literature, it is customary to set h3 = −h4 = 1/2 to
achieve maximal parity violation. The interactions between
the dark sector are described by the Lagrangian,

Lχ = χ̄ (iγµDµ −mχ)χ− δDM

4
(χ̄cχ+ h.c. ) . (7)

The interaction between dark matter and dark photon is
minimally realized by the covariant derivative, Dµ ≡ ∂µ +
igDA′

µ. To capture the polarization effect, we also extend the
minimal coupling gD as in

−Lχ = λ3ūχγ
µuχA

′
µ + λ4ūχγ

µγ5uχA
′
µ. (8)

The mass splitting originates primarily from the Majorana
mass term, generated through the χ and χc Yukawa couplings
within the framework of the Higgs mechanism. As a result,
these dark sector interactions facilitate the decomposition of
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the Dirac fermion into two closely degenerate Majorana mass
eigenstates,

χ1 =
1√
2
(χ− χc) ,mχ1 = mχ − δDM

2
,

χ2 =
1√
2
(χ+ χc) ,mχ2

= mχ +
δDM

2
,

(9)

where χ1 and χ2 denote dark matter particles with masses
mχ1

and mχ2
, respectively, δDM = mχ2

−mχ1
stands for the

actual mass splitting.
We thus investigate the inelastic aspects of the interaction

between dark matter and atomic nuclei in two distinct sce-
narios. Firstly, we explore the impact of mass splitting (δDM)
on the scattering of polarized nucleus and DM when the DM
has a heavy mass (100 GeV), disregarding electron ioniza-
tion energy δEM (). In the second scenario, which pertains to
dark matter with a smaller mass (sub-GeV), we delve into the
Migdal effect. This effect emerges when the low mass of dark
matter interacts with nucleons, resulting in an experimental
signal that is highly insensitive and challenging to observe.
However, we can detect dark matter by analyzing the elec-
tromagnetic signal emitted by the electrons surrounding the
nucleons. Consequently, our primary focus in this scenario
centers on the impact of mass splitting (δDM) of dark matter
on the scattering of DM-polarized nucleus.

III. COMPUTATIONAL FRAMEWORK

To emphasize the impact of polarization-dependent effects
on physical observable and facilitate a comparison between
different DM mass splitting, we introduce a fundamental
quantity that solely relies on the target polarization,

d∆R

dERdΩ
=

1

2

(
d3R(s⃗)

dERdΩ
− d3R(−s⃗)

dERdΩ

)
. (10)

Here, s⃗ represents the polarization vector of the target nuclei,
as defined by s⃗ = 2S⃗N , where S⃗N is the nuclear spin operator,
and d3R/dERdΩ is the triple differential rate of DM-nucleus
scattering events per unit detector mass,

d3R

dERdΩ
=

ρχ
mχmN

∫
d3vvf(v⃗)

dσ

dERdΩ
. (11)

At low dark matter mass, the recoil of the nucleus falls
below the detector threshold, rendering it invisible to the ex-
periment, despite a significant cross-section between the dark
matter and nucleus. The Migdal effect enables the efficient
capture of ionized electrons, thereby preserving our ability to
probe light-dark matter. In the case of contact interaction, the
Migdal differentiation can be factorized into elastic scattering
between the nucleus and dark matter, as well as the probability
of ionization of electrons,

d4R

dEEMdERdΩ
=

d3R

dERdΩ
× 1

2π

∑
n,ℓ

d

dEEM
pcqe (n, ℓ → Ee) .

(12)

This study presents the ionization probability pcqe for xenon,
with specific values available in [44]. The deposited en-
ergy spectrum is determined by summing the contributions
from nuclear recoil (ER) and electromagnetic energy (EEM =
δEM). EEM includes the energy of the ejected electron (Ee)
and the atomic de-excitation energy (Enl). Since the nuclear
recoil falls below the observable threshold, it must be inte-
grated out by considering dΩ and dER to generate the physi-
cal differential event rate,

dR

dEdet
=

∫
dΩ

∫ Emax
R

Emin
R

dER
d3R

dERdΩ
× 1

2π∑
n,ℓ

d

dEEM
pcqe (n, ℓ → Ee)× δ (Edet − LER − EEM) ,

(13)
where Emin

R and Emax
R are determined in kinematics, and Edet

stands for the detected electron energy,

Edet = LER + EEM, (14)

with L stands for the quenching factor.

A. Kinematics

Consider the inelastic collision between DM and a nucleus
in the detector. The scattering process can be represented as
χ1N −→ χ2N and N represents the Xenon nucleus with a
mass of mN = 122 GeV.

Figure 1. A three-dimensional coordinate system with the earth ve-
locity direction in the Z-axis direction is constructed to calculate the
triple differential rate of dark matter scattering and nucleon scatter-
ing. Among them, the direction of the orange arrow is the direction
of the incident velocity of the dark matter, the direction of the indigo
blue arrow is the direction of the polarization of the nucleon, and the
red is the direction of the recoil of the nucleon.

In a three-dimensional coordinate system, let v⃗ repre-
sents the incoming velocity of the DM particle at the de-
tector, and v⃗′ represents the outgoing velocity of the DM.
This vector v⃗ makes an angle ϕ with the x-axis and an an-
gle θ with the z-axis, aligning with the unit vector v̂ =
(sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ). As for the direction of the nu-
clear recoil, q⃗ makes an angle β with the x-axis and an angle
α with the z-axis in the same three-dimensional coordinate
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system. The unit vector of transferred momentum is denoted
as q̂ = (sinα cosβ, sinα sinβ, cosα). To facilitate the dis-
cussion and explicitly showcase the angle dependence, let us
begin by considering a specific scenario where α = θ = π/2
and ϕ = 0. This simplification enables us to treat the inelas-
tic collision between dark matter and nucleons as occurring
on a two-dimensional plane. However, it is crucial to note
that the entire scattering process can still be reconstructed in
a three-dimensional plane. The conservation of energy and
momentum leads to the following relationships:

mχ1
+

1

2
mχ1

v2 = mχ2
+

1

2
mχ2

v′2 +
q2

2mN
,

mχ1v = mχ2v
′ cosϕ1 + q cosβ,

0 = q sinβ −m2v
′ sinϕ1,

(15)

where ϕ1 stands for the out-going dark matter direction. By
applying energy and momentum conservation, we determine

q = 2µv cosβ − ∆

cosβv
. (16)

In this equation, ∆ = δDM + δEM, in the inelastic collision
between dark matter and the nucleus. The DM-target reduced
mass µ =

mNmχ

mN+mχ
. The triple differential scattering cross-

section dσ/dERdΩ for the scattering of dark matter on a po-
larized target can be expressed within the energy-momentum
conservation,

dσ

dERdΩ
=

dσ

2πdER
δ

(
cosβ − q

2µv
− ∆

qv

)
. (17)

Recall that equation (17) simplify δ function, we have

dσ

2πdER
δ

(
cosβ − q

2µv
− ∆

qv

)
=

dσv

2πdER
δ

(
v⃗ · q̂ − q

2µ
− ∆

q

)
=

dσv

2πdER

δ(v − v̄)

|v̂ · q̂|
,

(18)
where v̄ = q/(2µ(v̂ · q̂)) + ∆/q(v̂ · q̂) and v̂ is a unit vector
in the direction of the incoming DM velocity, v⃗ = vv̂. The
velocity distribution of DM can significantly affect the rates
of direct detection. The Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution is
commonly used as a simple analytic approximation for the
velocity distribution of DM. Within the frame of the Galaxy,
this velocity distribution is

f(v⃗) =
1

N
e−(v⃗+v⃗e)

2/v0
2

Θ(vesc − |v⃗ + v⃗e|), (19)

with a galactic escape velocity of vesc = 544km/s, the distri-
bution is cut off at the local escape speed, and a most probable
speed given by the circular speed of the local standard of rest
of v0 = 220, km/s. The Earth’s velocity in the galactic rest
frame, v⃗e, is 232, km/s. Θ is the Heaviside step function, and
N is a normalization constant,

N = πv0
2

(√
πv0Erf

(
vesc
v0

)
− 2vesce

−vesc
2/v0

2

)
. (20)

The velocity range considered is v ∈ [vmin, vmax], where
vmin =

√
mNER/2µ2 and vmax = vesc, with mN denot-

ing the mass of the target nucleus, ER the recoil energy,
and µ the reduced mass of the dark matter-nucleus system.
The problem requires vesc − |v⃗ + v⃗e| > 0, which implies
cos θ < (v2esc − v2 − v2e)/2vve. The range of cos θ is there-
fore [−1, (v2esc − v2 − v2e)/2vve]. However, this range over-
counts the available parameter space since |v⃗ + v⃗e| is smaller
than vesc by definition. Consequently, cos θ can cover the en-
tire parameter space cos θ ∈ [−1, 1]. The maximum value
of |v⃗ + v⃗e| occurs when v⃗ is parallel to v⃗e. Thus, the corre-
sponding ranges of v and cos θ are v ∈ [vmin, vesc − ve] and
cos θ ∈ [−1, 1]. Another phase space exists where cos θ ∈
[−1, (v2esc − v2 − v2e)/2vve] and v ∈ [vesc − ve, vesc + ve].
Thus the velocity integral becomes,

∫
d3v =

∫ vesc−ve

vmin

dvv2
∫ +1

−1

d cos θ

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

+

∫ vesc+ve

vesc−ve

dvv2
∫ vesc

2−v2−ve
2

2vve

−1

d cos θ

∫ 2π

0

dϕ.

(21)
Performing the velocity integral defined in equation (21)

while respecting energy-momentum conservation as de-
scribed in equation (18) determines the triple differential event
rate, which is the cornerstone of the calculation:

d3R

dERdΩ
=

ρχ
64π2m3

χm
2
NN

2∑
l=1

∫ +1

−1

d cos θ

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

v̄2

|v̂ · q̂|
e−(v̄2+v2

e+2v̄′ve cos θ)/v2
0 |M |2Θl.

(22)

In Migdal scattering, the incoming and outgoing states ex-
hibit slight deviations from the elastic scattering process in-
volving a DM particle, an ionized atom, and an unbound elec-
tron. The incoming DM is treated as a plane wave, represent-
ing an energy eigenstate and a momentum eigenstate. Simi-
larly, the incoming atom, initially at rest in the lab frame, is
considered both an energy eigenstate and a momentum eigen-
state with respect to the total momentum of the atom. Conse-
quently, the entire atom experiences recoil with a velocity vA
and possesses momentum pA = mAvA, where mA = mN

given the negligible electron mass. In the case where the atom
is regarded as a composite system comprising electrons and
a nucleus with multiple internal energy levels, conservation
laws dictate the energy and momentum in DM-atom interac-
tions. For DM with mass mχ, an incoming velocity v, and
an outgoing momentum p′χ, the conservation of energy and
momentum results in the following relationship

ER =
µ2

mA
v2

[
1− ∆

µv2
−

√
1− 2∆

µv2
cos θcm

]
, (23)

with Emin
R and Emax

R corresponding to cos θcm = ±1.
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B. Dynamics

The square of the matrix element, |M |2, encapsulates the
underlying physics of the scattering process and is contingent
on the particular DM model being investigated. In this study,
we only consider fermionic dark matter as the object of study.
To describe the scattering amplitude, particularly in situations
that involve heavy mediators with a significantly larger mass
(mA′ ) compared to the momentum transfer (q), we can uti-
lize the Lagrangian presented in Equation (5) along with its
corresponding Feynman rule,

iM =
−i

mA′2
ūχ2

(p′, s′)γµ(λ3 + λ4γ5)uχ1
(p, s)

ūN (k′, r′)γµ(h3 + h4γ5)uN (k, r).

(24)

In this context, the symbols ūχ2
, uχ1

, ūN , and uN represent
the solutions derived from the Dirac equation. The variables
s and s′ (r and r′) correspond to the initial and final spins of
the DM particle and the target nucleus, respectively. When
considering the non-relativistic limit, the spinor bilinears can
be expressed as follows [74],

ūχ2(p
′, s′)γµuχ1(p, s) =

(
(2mχ +∆)δs

′s

P⃗ δs
′s − 2iq⃗ × S⃗s′s

χ

)
.

(25)

ūχ2(p
′, s′)γµγ5uχ1(p, s) =

(
2P⃗ · S⃗s′s

χ

(4mχ + 2∆)S⃗s′s
χ

)
.

(26)

ūN (k′, r′)γµuN (k, r) =

(
2mNδr

′r

−K⃗δr
′r − 2iq⃗ × S⃗r′r

N

)
.

(27)

ūN (k′, r′)γµγ5uN (k, r) =

(
2K⃗ · S⃗r′r

N

−4mN S⃗r′r
N

)
. (28)

It should be noted that for the process χ1N −→ χ2N , since
we only consider that the mass of the dark matter changes in
the initial state and the final state, while the mass of the nu-
cleon remains unchanged in the initial state and the final state,
the bilinear spinor of the dark matter above has mass split-
ting, while the bilinear spinor of the nucleon does not have
mass splitting. Here we define P⃗ = p⃗ + p⃗′, K⃗ = k⃗ + k⃗′,
S⃗r′r
N = ξr

′†(σ⃗N/2)ξr, S⃗s′s
χ = ξs

′†(σ⃗χ/2)ξ
s, ξs

′†ξs = δs
′s,

ξr
′†ξr = δr

′r, and the two component spinor ξ be normalized

as usual. We thus obtain the amplitude from equation (24)

iM =
−i

mA′2
{λ3h3[4mNmχδ

s′sδr
′r + 2mN∆δs

′sδr
′r]

+ λ3h4[−8mNmχδ
s′sv⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N

+ 8imN S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗) + 2∆δs
′sK⃗ · S⃗r′r

N ]

+ λ4h3[8mNmχδ
r′rv⃗⊥ · S⃗s′s

χ

+ 4i(2mχ +∆)S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)− 2∆δr
′rK⃗ · S⃗s′s

χ ]

+ λ4h4[−16mNmχS⃗
s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N − 8mN∆S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N ]},
(29)

where the transverse relative velocity vector

2v⃗⊥ = v⃗ + v⃗′ +
mχ

mN
(v⃗′ − v⃗) . (30)

We proceed to calculate |M |2, which represents the squared
amplitude for DM-nucleus scattering. This calculation in-
volves summing over the final spin states of both the DM and
the nucleus, and averaging over the initial spin configurations
of the DM. Finally, we apply the following spin summation
rules.

|M |2 =
1

2

∑
ss′

∑
r′

|M |2,

∑
r′

S⃗r′r
N × S⃗rr′

N =
i

2
s⃗,

∑
r′

S⃗r′r
N · S⃗rr′

N =
3

4
,

∑
ss′

(⃗a · S⃗ss′

χ )(⃗b · S⃗s′s
χ ) =

1

2
a⃗ · b⃗.

(31)

In this analysis, we only consider terms that are linear or lower
order in q⃗ and v⃗⊥. Consequently, we can neglect terms such
as q⃗v⃗⊥, v⃗2⊥, and q⃗2. It is found that |M |2 can be simplified to
yield (see Appendix A for details),

|M |2 =
16m2

Nm2
χ

mA′4
{A−Bv⃗ · s⃗− Cv⃗′ · s⃗}, (32)
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with

A = λ2
3h

2
3(1 +

∆

mχ
) + 3λ2

4h
2
4(1 +

∆

mχ
),

B = λ2
3h3h4(1−

mχ

mN
+

∆

4mχ
(1− mχ

mN
)− ∆

4mN
)

+ λ2
4h3h4(2− 3(1− mχ

mN
)− ∆

2mχ
(1− mχ

mN
) +

∆

2mN
)

+ 2λ3λ4h
2
4(1 +

∆

2mχ
),

C = λ2
3h3h4(1 +

mχ

mN
+

∆

4mχ
(1 +

mχ

mN
) +

∆

4mN
)

+ λ2
4h3h4(2− 3(1 +

mχ

mN
)− ∆

2mχ
(1 +

mχ

mN
)− ∆

2mN
)

− 2λ3λ4h
2
4(1 +

∆

2mχ
).

(33)
It is evident that the squared matrix element remains in-

variant under the limit of small mass splitting ∆/mχ → 0.
Therefore, the deviation from elastic scattering is based on
the kinematics, which will be explicitly presented in the next
section.

IV. RESULTS

In the context of scattering between heavy dark matter and
polarized nuclei, with a benchmark value of mχ = 100 GeV,
the squared matrix element is expressed as a function of
δDM/mχ. This implies that a small mass splitting during the
scattering of dark matter with nucleons does not affect the
calculation of the scattering amplitude. Therefore, the pres-
ence of mass splitting in dark matter only affects the kine-
matics, specifically the phase space integral, while leaving the
elastic scattering amplitude unaffected. We analyze the mag-
nitude of the scattering rate for heavy dark matter in three
different directions defined by the angles α, β, and the nu-
cleon polarization angle ν (the unit of all angles is radian).
By considering the conservation of energy equation (15) in
the center-of-mass frame and the recoil energy of the nu-
cleus, we find that the mass splitting falls within the range
of δDM ≤ µv2/2 for heavy dark matter-polarized nucleus
scattering. Taking mχ = 100 GeV, mN = 122GeV, and
v ∼ 10−3 as benchmark values, the resulting mass splitting is
δDM ≤ 50 keV. For negative mass splitting, where dark mat-
ter scatters from heavier to lighter dark matter, the constraint
on δDM arises from the condition that the minimum velocity
vmin must not exceed the escape velocity. Therefore, we fo-
cus on mass splittings within the range of δDM ∈ [−40, 40]
for the figures presented. Similarly, based on the relationship
Emax

R = 1
2mNv2max, we set Emax

R to be 100 keV. Thus, our
primary focus is on the recoil energy of the nucleus, which
ranges from ER = 0 to 100 keV in the depicted figures.

Figure 2 depicts the increasing trend of the maximum scat-
tering rate’s position along the direction angle α with an in-
crease in mass splitting. This trend occurs due to the correla-
tion between an increase in δDM and a corresponding increase

in v̄. As a result, the integral value increases across the entire
phase space. The azimuth angle α is determined by v̂ · q̂, and
in order to maintain the same scattering rate, v̂ · q̂ must in-
crease as the phase space integral increases. Consequently, as
δDM increases, the region of the α angle with the local max-
imum scattering rate shifts towards larger values. However,
as δDM increases, the phase space integral expands, while the
minimum value of vmin also increases, resulting in a contrac-
tion of the integral range. Consequently, after reaching the lo-
cal maximum, the scattering rate decreases as δDM increases.
Conversely, when δDM<0, the local maximum transitions to
a negative value, indicating the predominance of the spin-flip
component. Therefore, we can utilize the trend in α to differ-
entiate between the mass splitting case and elastic scattering.

Figure 2. The differential rate of scattering events, specifically the
purely polarization-dependent component, is plotted against the po-
lar recoil angle α for various mass splittings. The recoil energy ER

is fixed at 5 keV, and the polarization angle is set to ν = π/2 with
β = 0.

Regarding the distribution on the δDM − β plane shown in
Figure 3, our focus is on the phase space integral, which incor-
porates β through v̂ · q̂, enabling us to observe periodic vari-
ations in the angular distribution. Notable instances of dark
matter and nucleon scattering take place at β = 0, π/2, π, re-
gardless of the positive or negative value of the mass splitting.
However, the positions of the maxima interchange for positive
and negative δDM values.

The distribution on the δDM − ν plane depicted in Figure 4
reveals a substantial number of events when the mass split-
ting δDM is positive, while the number of cases is negligible
for negative mass splitting. As we have selected the z-axis
direction of our coordinate system to align with the velocity
v⃗e of the Earth in the galactic rest frame, it results in the in-
cident velocity v⃗ of the dark matter being initially opposite to
the polarization direction s⃗. Consequently, we observe a lo-
cal maximum value of ν in the opposite direction within the
range of ν ∈ [0, π/2]. Furthermore, as the angle ν increases,
the scattering rate decreases and reaches 0 at ν = π/2. When
ν lies within the range of ν ∈ [0, π/2], s⃗ aligns with the dark
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Figure 3. The polarization-dependent component of the differential
scattering event rate is plotted against the polar recoil angle β for
various mass splittings. The recoil energy ER is fixed at 5 keV, and
the polarization angle is set to ν = π/2, while the polar angle is
fixed at α = 3π/4.

matter incident velocity v⃗, resulting in a local maximum in
the correct direction. Equation (22) reveals the presence of
v̄, v⃗ · s⃗, which encompass the variables in Figure δDM − ν,
namely the mass splitting δDM and the polarization angle ν.
As for the remaining values in the equation, we assign spe-
cific parameters to simplify equation (22) for calculating the
scattering rate, resulting in a simplified function of the form
(0.00035 + x/35000)3 exp[−(0.00035 + x/35000)2]. Here,
the variable x corresponds to the variable δDM in the equation.
Since our mass splitting value, δDM, falls within the range of
[−40, 40] keV, our figure of δDM−ν only represents the num-
ber of cases where δDM is positive.

Figure 4. The polarization-dependent component of the differential
scattering event rate is plotted against the polar recoil angle ν for
various mass splittings. The recoil energy ER is fixed at 5 keV, and
the polarization angle is fixed at β = 0, while the polar angle is fixed
at α = 3π/4.

To further investigate the effect of the mass splitting, we
generate a figure of α− β in Figure 5 while holding ER con-
stant at 5 keV and ν at π/2. Furthermore, notable occurrences
can be observed at β = 0, π/2, π, and when δDM is positive
or negative, the positions of the positive maximum and nega-
tive maximum values are reversed, aligning precisely with the
β−δDM diagram. Similarly, we note that for α > π/2, a local
maximum value is observed when δDM is negative, while for
α = π/2, a local maximum value is observed when δDM is
zero, and for α > π/2, a local maximum value is observed
when δDM is positive. Therefore, in the presence of a mass
splitting, the local maximum value is accompanied by an in-
crease in the angle α, which is reflected in the α− δDM plot.

We then generated a plot illustrating the correlation be-
tween the recoil energy of the nucleus and the scattering rate,
considering the presence of mass splitting. Clearly, an in-
crease in the mass splitting leads to higher values for both the
position of the local maximum and the recoil energy. Figure 6
displays the distribution on the ER − δDM plane. Across the
entire plane distribution, an increase in δDM leads to a higher
value of v̄. As a result, the phase space integral approaches its
maximum value, allowing an earlier observation of the max-
imum local scattering rate at a low-energy position. When
δDM is negative, v̄ decreases accordingly, indicating that a
higher energy is required to reach the maximum local scatter-
ing rate. However, simultaneously, vmin decreases, leading to
an increased phase space integral. Consequently, we observe
a higher abundance of dark matter at low-energy positions in
the opposite direction of polarization. Remarkably, in contrast
to elastic scattering, the event rate does not decrease as the re-
coil energy increases. This phenomenon can be attributed to
the enhanced δDM.

For light dark matter with mχ = 1 GeV, information about
recoiling electrons is obtained through the Migdal effect since
the recoil of the nucleon cannot be observed. By integrating
all recoil directions of the nucleon, our focus lies solely on the
impact of the polarization direction angle ν and the electron
recoil energy on the scattering rate for various dark matter
mass splitting.

Similarly to heavy dark matter, the same distribution of
dark matter can be observed in the polarization direction an-
gle ν, as depicted in Figure 7. Analyzing Figure 7, we ob-
serve that the number of events is noticeable only when the
mass splittings are negative. This is because ∆ = δDM + δEM,
and δEM is non-zero under the Migdal effect due to Edet. Con-
sequently, v̄ ∼ ∆/q becomes significantly larger than vesc
in most parameter space. Therefore, the contribution of δEM
must be counterbalanced by the negative δDM to achieve a
smaller v̄. Consequently, we only observe a number of cases
when δDM is negative. In conclusion, the Migdal effect for po-
larized scattering is only available for negative mass splitting.

V. CONCLUSION

This study presents the novel application of spin-polarized
direct detection to explore the inelastic signatures of dark mat-
ter, with a specific emphasis on the mass splitting and Migdal
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Figure 5. Purely polarisation dependent part of the differential rate of scattering events plotted against the polar recoil angle α with the
azimuthal angle β. The recoil energy ER is set to 5 KeV and the polarisation angle is fixed to ν = π/2, the left image shows the mass split as
δ = −20keV, the middle image shows the mass split as δ = 0keV, and the right image shows the mass split as δ = 20keV .

Figure 6. Pure polarization dependent part of the differential rate of
scattering events corresponding to energy and mass splitting. The
polarization Angle is set to α = 3π/4, β = 0, ν = π/2.

effect for heavy and light dark matter, respectively. Our com-
prehensive analyses unequivocally demonstrate the invaluable
utility of the polarized triple-differential event rate as a pow-
erful investigative tool for studying inelastic dark matter, ow-
ing to its ability to capture both angular and energy depen-
dencies. Notably, in the case of pseudo-Dirac fermion dark
matter, the angular dependence allows for the discrimination
between positive and negative mass splitting, thereby offer-
ing a distinguishing characteristic. Moreover, an intriguing
observation emerges, whereby the maxima of the event rate
manifests at higher recoil energies ER as the mass splitting
increases. These salient features strongly indicate that the an-
gular and energy dependencies of the recoil rate provide com-
plementary information for accurately determining mass split-
ting. Conversely, in the context of Migdal scattering, the event
rate does not show a pronounced dependence on δDM. Only
when δDM is negative at specific ν values, a non-vanishing

Figure 7. Impact of mass splitting δDM and polarization angle ν on
scattering probability in Migdal effect images, with electron recoil
energy set at Edet = 2 keV.

differential rate can be generated due to kinematic reasons.
As a result, distinguishing between different mass splittings
becomes feasible through a meticulous analysis of the event
rate’s shape.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Equation (32)

For the dark matter scattering process of χ1N −→ χ2N , the squared amplitude |M |2 has 9 terms. The first term is

1

mA′4
(256h2

4λ
2
4m

2
Nm2S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N + 256h2
4λ

2
4m

2
Nm∆S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N

+ 64h2
4λ

2
4m

2
N∆2S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N )

=
16m2

Nm2

mA′4
(16h2

4λ
2
4S⃗

ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N + 16h2
4λ

2
4

∆

m
S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N )

=
16m2

Nm2

mA′4
(3h2

4λ
2
4 + 3

∆

m
h2
4λ

2
4),

(A1)

where ∆2 ≃ 0. The second term is

1

mA′4
4h2

4λ
2
3[∆K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N δss
′
+ 4imN S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗) + 4mNmδss
′
v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N ][∆K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′s

+ 4imN S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)− 4mNmδs
′sv⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N ]

=
h2
4λ

2
3

mA′4
[64im2

N S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗) + 64im2
Nmδss

′
v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)

− 64im2
NmS⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)δs
′sv⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N − 64m2
Nm2δss

′
v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N δs
′sv⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N − 4∆2K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′sδss
′

+ 16imN∆K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)δs
′s − 16imN∆K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)δss
′

− 16mNm∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r
N K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N δs
′sδss

′
+ 16mNm∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′sδss
′
]

=0.

(A2)

The third item is

1

mA′4
16λ3λ4h

2
4mN [−4imN∆S⃗s′s

χ · (S⃗r′r
N × q⃗)S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N + 4imN S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)(2mS⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N +∆S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N )

+ 8m2mN v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N δss
′
+ 4mmN∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N δss
′

+ 4mmN∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r
N S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N δs
′s − 2m∆K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N δss
′
−∆2K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N δss
′

−∆2K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N δs
′s − 2mS⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N (4imN S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)− 4mmN v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′s +∆K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′s))]

=
1

mA′4
λ3λ4h

2
4[S⃗

s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N (i128m2
Nm)S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗) + S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N (−i128m2
Nm)S⃗s′s

χ · (S⃗r′r
N × q⃗)

+ S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N (i64m2
N∆)S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗) + S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N (−i64m2
N∆)S⃗s′s

χ · (S⃗r′r
N × q⃗)]

=
1

mA′4
16m2

Nm2[−2λ3λ4h
2
4v⃗ · s⃗+ 2λ3λ4h

2
4v⃗

′ · s⃗− ∆

m
λ3λ4h

2
4v⃗ · s⃗+

∆

m
λ3λ4h

2
4v⃗

′ · s⃗],

(A3)

where K⃗ = −q⃗ = −m(v⃗′ − v⃗). The fourth item is

1

mA′4
4λ2

4h
2
3(2(2m+∆)S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗) + i(4mmN v⃗⊥ · S⃗ss′

χ δrr
′
−∆K⃗ · S⃗ss′

χ δrr
′
))

× (2(2m+∆)S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)− i4mmN v⃗⊥ · S⃗s′s
χ δr

′r + i∆K⃗ · S⃗s′s
χ δr

′r) = 0.

(A4)
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The fifth item is

1

mA′4
λ2
4h3h4[−128im2mN S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗) + 128im2mN S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)

+ 128m2
Nm2v⃗⊥ · S⃗ss′

χ S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗r′r
N δrr

′
+ 128m2

Nm2v⃗⊥ · S⃗s′s
χ S⃗s′s

χ · S⃗rr′

N δr
′r

− 32mmN∆K⃗ · S⃗s′s
χ S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N δr′r + 32mmN∆K⃗.S⃗ss′

χ S⃗s′s
χ .S⃗r′r

N δrr′

− 16mN∆2K⃗ · S⃗s′s
χ S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N δr′r + 16mN∆2K⃗ · S⃗ss′

χ S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N δrr′

+ 32imN∆2S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N − 32imN∆2S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N

+ 64m2
Nm∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗ss′

χ S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N δrr
′
+ 64m2

Nm∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗s′s
χ S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N δr
′r

+ 128immN∆S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N − 128immN∆S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N ]

=
16λ2

4h3h4m
2
Nm2

mA′4
[(2− 3(1− m

mN
)− ∆

2m
(1− m

mN
) +

∆

2mN
)v⃗ · s⃗

+ (2− 3(1 +
m

mN
)− ∆

2m
(1 +

m

mN
)− ∆

2mN
)v⃗′ · s⃗].

(A5)

The sixth item is

1

mA′4
16λ2

3h
2
3(m

2
Nm2δr

′rδrr
′
δss

′
δs

′s + 16m2
Nm∆δr

′rδrr
′
δss

′
δs

′s + 4m2
N∆2δr

′rδrr
′
δss

′
δs

′s)

=
16m2

Nm2λ2
3h

2
3

mA′4
(1 +

∆

m
).

(A6)

The seventh item is

1

mA′4
λ2
3h3h4[−32imm2

N S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)δrr
′
δss

′
+ 32imm2

N S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)δr
′rδs

′s

+ 32m2
Nm2v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N δrr
′
δss

′
δs

′s + 32m2
Nm2v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N δr
′rδs

′sδss
′

− 8mNm∆K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δrr

′
δss

′
δs

′s − 8mNm∆K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N δr
′rδs

′sδss
′

− 4mN∆2K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δrr

′
δss

′
− 4mN∆2K⃗ · S⃗rr′

N δr
′rδs

′s

− 16im2
N∆S⃗s′s

χ · (S⃗r′r
N × q⃗)δrr

′
δss

′
+ 16im2

N∆S⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)δr
′rδs

′s

+ 16mm2
N∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N δrr
′
δss

′
δs

′s + 16mm2
N∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N δr
′rδs

′sδss
′
]

=
16λ2

3h3h4m
2
Nm2

mA′4
[(1− m

mN
+

∆

4m
(1− m

mN
)− ∆

4mN
)v⃗ · s⃗

+ (1 +
m

mN
+

∆

4m
(1 +

m

mN
) +

∆

4mN
)v⃗′ · s⃗].

(A7)

The eighth item is

1

mA′4
4λ3λ4h

2
3mN (2i(2m+∆)S⃗s′s

χ · (S⃗r′r
N × q⃗)δrr

′
(2mδss
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+∆δss

′
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+ 4mmN v⃗⊥ · S⃗s′s
χ δrr

′
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′r(2mδss
′
+∆δss

′
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′r(−2i(2m+∆)S⃗ss′
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′s +∆δs
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+ 4mmN v⃗⊥ · S⃗ss′
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′
(2mδs

′s +∆δs
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(∆K⃗ · S⃗s′s
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′
+∆δss

′
) + ∆K⃗ · S⃗ss′

χ (2mδs
′s +∆δs
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The ninth item is

1

mA′4
4λ3λ4h3h4[16im

2mN v⃗⊥ · S⃗rr′

N S⃗s′s
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χ · S⃗rr′

N δr
′rδs

′s + 8mm2
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N K⃗ · S⃗s′s
χ δss

′
δr

′r

+∆2K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N K⃗ · S⃗ss′

χ δs
′sδrr

′
+ 4mmN v⃗⊥ · S⃗ss′

χ δrr
′
(−4imN S⃗s′s

χ · (S⃗r′r
N × q⃗)

+ 4mmN v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′s −∆K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′s)− 2iS⃗ss′

χ · (S⃗rr′

N × q⃗)(−8(2m+∆)imN S⃗s′s
χ · (S⃗r′r

N × q⃗)

− 8mm2
N v⃗⊥ · S⃗s′s

χ δr
′r + 8m2mN v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N δs
′s + 4mmN∆v⃗⊥ · S⃗r′r

N δs
′s + 2mN∆K⃗ · S⃗s′s

χ δr
′r

− 2m∆K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′s −∆2K⃗ · S⃗r′r
N δs

′s) + 8mm2
N∆S⃗s′s

χ · S⃗r′r
N δss

′
δrr

′
+ 4m2

N∆2S⃗s′s
χ · S⃗r′r

N δss
′
δrr

′

+ 8mm2
N∆S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N δs
′sδr

′r + 4m2
N∆2S⃗ss′

χ · S⃗rr′

N δs
′sδr

′r] = 0.
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