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Abstract

Dark matter (DM) direct detection experiments are entering the multiple-ton era and will

be sensitive to the coherent elastic neutrino nucleus scattering (CEνNS) of solar neutrinos,

enabling the possibility to explore contributions from new physics with light mediators at the

low energy range. In this paper we consider light mediator models (scalar, vector and axial

vector) and the corresponding contributions to the solar neutrino CEνNS process. Motivated

by the current status of new generation of DM direct detection experiments and the future

plan, we study the sensitivity of light mediators in DM direct detection experiments of

different nuclear targets and detector techniques. The constraints from the latest 8B solar

neutrino measurements of XENON-1T are also derived. Finally, We show that the solar

neutrino CEνNS process can provide stringent limitation on the Lµ − Lτ model with the

vector mediator mass below 100 MeV, covering the viable parameter space of the solution to

the (g − 2)µ anomaly.
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1 Introduction

The observation of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering [1,2] (CEνNS) at the COHERENT

experiment in the spallation neutron source at Oak Ridge National Laboratory [3–5] has opened

a new and powerful tool on a variety of topics in the fields of high-energy physics, nuclear physics,

astrophysics and cosmology. The CEνNS detection has not only provided a unique probe to the

nuclear neutron density distributions [6–11], but also offered a precision test of the physics beyond

the Standard Model (SM), including the weak mixing angle [12,13], the neutrino electromagnetic

properties [14–16], the nonstandard neutrino interactions [17–21] and the light mediators [22–

25]. On the other hand, the observation of the CEνNS process have important implications

on the neutrino floor [26–31] in the Dark Matter (DM) direct detection and the observation of

astrophysical neutrino fluxes from the supernovae [32–37], the collapsing supermassive stars [38]

and the primordial black holes [39]. In addition to the observation at spallation neutron sources [40,

41], there are also intensive interests in the CEνNS detection from man-made reactor neutrinos [42–

45]. Although no evidence of the reactor neutrino CEνNS process has been observed, there are

already interesting limits on a variety of new physics scenarios.

Electron neutrinos produced from the fusion process inside the Sun are one of the most intensive

natural neutrino sources at the Earth, which were first observed at Homestake [46]. After that, the

solar neutrino detection using the charged-current (CC) [47–52] and elastic scattering (ES) [53–

59] channels have been achieved in various solar neutrino experiments. Meanwhile, the SNO

experiment has made the first ever neutral current (NC) [60–62] detection of solar neutrinos

and provided the direct test of the standard solar model (SSM) [63–66]. Inspired by the latest

CEνNS observation, it would be encouraging and important to detect the CEνNS process with

solar neutrinos, which is a channel of pure NC detection, and important play ground for the new

physics beyond the SM [67–70]. Moreover, the promising prospect for the CEνNS detection with

solar neutrinos lies in the rapid developments [71–73] of the direct detection of weakly interacting

massive particles (WIMPs) as the DM candidate, since the nuclear recoil signals from direction

detection of WIMPs and the CEνNS detection of solar neutrinos are both located at the region

from keV to tens of keV, in which high detection efficiency and extremely low background levels

have been obtained in current and future DM direct detection programs.

Thus far, DM direct detection experiments are entering the phase of the multi-ton scale, such

as PandaX-4T [74], XENON-nT [75], and LZ [76] and DARWIN [77] for the Liquid Xenon (Xe) de-

tectors, and DarkSide-20k [78] and ARGO [71] for the Liquid Argon (Ar) detectors. Just recently,

the PandaX-4T Collaboration has released the first DM search using data of the commissioning

run [79], achieving the currently lowest limit at the DM mass of around 30 GeV. In addition, in

the low-mass region of WIMPs, the low-threshold detectors with relatively lighter target nuclei are

more advantageous, where experiments with cryogenic bolometers are rapidly growing in both the

detector size and performance, such as SuperCDMS [80] and EDELWEISS [81] using germanium

(Ge) or silicon (Si) as the target. Taking the light mediators of universal scalar, vector and axial

types as representatives of new-physics models, in this work, we are going to study the detection

potential of coherent elastic solar neutrino nucleus scattering at DM direct detection experiments.

Based on the aforementioned experimental plans, and assuming several simplified experimental
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benchmarks with the Xe, Ar, Ge and Si targets, we present the sensitivity of light mediators as

a function of the mediator mass and the coupling strength. Meanwhile we shall also derive the

exclusion limits from the recent results of XENON-1T [82].

The Muon (g − 2) Collaboration at Fermi National Laboratory [83] has just published a new

result on the anomalous muon magnetic moment, and when combined with the old result from

Brookhaven National Laboratory [84], induces 4.2σ inconsistency with the SM prediction [85].

Among the numerous and diverse solutions [86,87] to the muon (g − 2) anomaly, the light vector

mediator with the Lµ − Lτ gauge symmetry is regarded as a viable and simple model [88–91]. In

this regard, we are going to investigate the Lµ−Lτ model using the coherent elastic solar neutrino

nucleus scattering in current and future direct detection experiments in this work.

The plan of this work is as follows. In Section II, we present the general framework of the

analysis, including the theoretical calculation of the CEνNS cross section in the presence of light

mediators, setups of simplified experimental scenarios, and statistical analysis method. In Section

III, the numerical analysis results and discussions are illustrated. Finally we give the concluding

remarks in Section IV.

2 General Framework

In this part, we present the general framework of the analysis, including the theoretical calculation

of the CEνNS cross section in the presence of light mediators, setups of simplified experimental

scenarios, and the statistical analysis method.

2.1 CEνNS in the presence of light mediators

For the CEνNS between a neutrino with the energy Eν and a nucleus with Z protons and N

neutrons, the cross section in the SM can be written as [92–94]

dσSM
dT

(Eν , T ) =
G2
FM

π

[(
1− MT

2E2
ν

+
T

Eν

)
(QV

SM)2

+

(
1 +

MT

2E2
ν

+
T

Eν

)
(QA

SM)2 − 2

(
T

Eν

)
QV

SMQ
A
SM

]
+O

(
T 2

E2
ν

)
,

(2.1)

where T is the kinetic energy of nuclear recoil, M is the nucleus mass, GF is the Fermi constant,

and the vector and axial weak charge QV
SM and QA

SM are given as

QV
SM = [gpVZ + gnVN ]FV

(
|~q|2
)

and QA
SM = [gpA(Z+ − Z−) + gnA(N+ −N−)]FA

(
|~q|2
)
, (2.2)

where |~q|2 = 2MT , Z± and N± are the numbers of protons and neutrons with spin up (spin down)

respectively. FV (|~q|2) and FA (|~q|2) are the vector and axial form factors of nucleon distributions in

the nucleus respectively. In this work, we neglect the tiny difference between the proton and neu-

tron form factors and employ the proton radii from Ref. [95] with the Helm parameterization [96]

for all nuclei in the calculation of the next section. gpV and gnV are the vector neutrino-proton and

neutrino-neutron couplings in the SM respectively, which are given as

gpV = −2 sin2 θW +
1

2
' 0.0229, gnV = −1

2
, (2.3)
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where θW is the weak mixing angle at low momentum transfer and the radiative corrections have

been neglected [7]. Meanwhile, gpA and gnA are respectively the axial neutrino-proton and neutrino-

neutron couplings, which can be calculated as

gpA '
∑

q=u,d,s

gqA∆p
q =

1

2
(∆p

u −∆p
d −∆p

s), gnA '
∑

q=u,d,s

gqA∆n
q =

1

2
(∆n

u −∆n
d −∆n

s ) , (2.4)

Where ∆p
q and ∆n

q are the axial charges of quarks in the nucleons [97], and only the contributions

of three light-flavor quarks are considered. Note that the axial contribution in the SM can be

neglected for most of the nuclei since the ratio of the axial to vector contributions is evaluated to

be at the order of 1/(N + Z). Thus the SM axial contribution to the CEνNS process will not be

considered in following calculation. If there are several isotopes for the target nucleus, a weighted

average of the cross sections according to their natural abundance will be used.

In order to describe the new physics at a very low energy scale in CEνNS, we use the effective

field theory described in Ref. [97] and extend the SM with the flavor-universal scalar (S), vector

(V) and axial (A) light mediators, with the extended Lagrangian listed below:

LS = φ
(
gqSφ q̄q + gνSφ ν̄RνL + h.c.

)
, (2.5)

LV = Z ′µ

(
gqVZ′ q̄γ

µq + gνVZ′ ν̄Lγ
µνL

)
, (2.6)

LA = Z ′µ

(
gqAZ′ q̄γ

µγ5q + gνAZ′ ν̄Lγ
µγ5νL

)
, (2.7)

where gfSφ is the scalar coupling to the fermion f = (u, d, ν) of the scalar mediator φ with the mass

Mφ, while gfVZ′ (gfAZ′ ) is the (axial) vector coupling to the fermion of the vector mediator Z ′ with the

mass MZ′ . Note that flavor-universal couplings to the up and down quarks (i.e., guVZ′ = gdVZ′ = gqVZ′

and guAZ′ = gdAZ′ = gqAZ′ ) have been assumed in all the considered scenarios.

In the presence of new light mediators, the SM cross section will be modified. To begin with,

the scalar mediator contributes an incoherent cross-section term in addition to the SM cross section

as:
dσSM+S

dT
(Eν , T ) =

dσSM
dT

(Eν , T ) +
dσS
dT

(Eν , T ), (2.8)

where the scalar contribution is derived as

dσS
dT

(Eν , T ) =
M2

4π

T

E2
ν

(QS
φ)2(

|~q|2 +M2
φ

)2 , (2.9)

with the scalar charge given as [98]

QS
φ =

[
Z
∑

q=u,d,s

mp

mq

fpTq +N
∑

q=u,d,s

mn

mq

fnTq

]
gνSφ gqSφ , (2.10)

where fp,nTq are the hadronic form factors, and obtained from the chiral perturbation theory [99,100].

On the other hand, the light vector mediator will contribute to the CEνNS cross section in a

coherent way, with a direct modification to the vector weak charge as

dσSM+V

dT
(Eν , T ) =

G2
FM

π

[(
1− MT

2E2
ν

+
T

Eν

)
(QV

SM+V)2

+

(
1 +

MT

2E2
ν

+
T

Eν

)
(QA

SM)2 − 2

(
T

Eν

)
QV

SM+VQ
A
SM

]
+O

(
T 2

E2
ν

)
,

(2.11)
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with

QV
SM+V =

[
QV

SM −
3gνVZ′ g

qV
Z′ (Z +N)√

2GF (|~q|2 +M2
Z′)

]
. (2.12)

Furthermore, it is also the coherent contribution for the light axial mediator, but with the SM

axial vector part:

dσSM+A

dT
(Eν , T ) =

G2
FM

π

[(
1− MT

2E2
ν

+
T

Eν

)
(QV

SM)2

+

(
1 +

MT

2E2
ν

+
T

Eν

)
(QA

SM+A)2 − 2

(
T

Eν

)
QV

SMQ
A
SM+A

]
+O

(
T 2

E2
ν

)
,

(2.13)

with

QV
SM+A =

QA
SM +

gνAZ′ g
qA
Z′

[
(
∑

q ∆
(p)
q )(Z+ − Z−) + (

∑
q ∆

(n)
q )(N+ −N−)

]
√

2GF (|~q|2 +M2
Z′)

 . (2.14)

Note that
∑

q ∆
(p)
q =

∑
q ∆

(n)
q ' 0.3 [69], thus the additional axial charge will be directly related

to the nuclear spin.

Finally let us consider the flavor-dependent Lµ − Lτ model of light vector mediators. Since

Z ′ only interacts with the muonic or tauonic leptons, but not directly with quarks, there is no

tree-level contributions to the CEνNS cross section, but loop-level contributions exist with the

virtual µ and τ exchange through kinetic mixing involving photons, where the vector weak charge

in Eq. (2.11) is altered as

QV
µτ =

[
QV

SM −
α(gµτZ′ )2

3
√

2πGF

log
m2
τ

m2
µ

Z

|~q|2 +M2
Z′

]
, (2.15)

where α is the fine structure constant of electromagnetic interactions, mµ and mτ are masses of µ

and τ respectively. Note that only the proton part of the vector weak charge is modified because

of the presence of the photon in the loop, while the contributions of neutrons remain unchanged.

Before finishing this part, we want to illustrate properties of the CEνNS cross section in the

presence of light mediators, some of which are also discussed, for example, in Ref. [26, 101]. In

Fig. 1, the cross sections are shown as a function of the nuclear recoil energy for the targets

of silicon (Si), argon (Ar), germanium (Ge) and xenon (Xe) with different light mediators (top

left: scalar; top right: vector; bottom left: axial vector), in which the weighted average has been

performed according to the natural abundance of isotopes of the target. In the bottom right panel,

the cross sections as a function of the nuclear recoil energy for different isotopes of Ar and Ge are

illustrated. The neutrino energy is set to 10 MeV and the mediator mass is set to 1 MeV for all

the calculations. The values of the interaction couplings have been specified in each plot. From

the figure, we can observe that the scalar mediator always enhances the CEνNS cross section, but

there are strong cancellation regions for the vector mediator. The reason is that scalar mediator

contributes an incoherent component of the cross section, but vector mediator may significantly

decrease the vector weak charge because of the cancellation. From the bottom right panel, one

can note that the cancellation depends on the types of nuclear target, as well as the different
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Type Target Exposure Optimal/Nominal Threshold Background

[t×year] [keV] [t−1year−1keV−1]

Ge-Gen-II Ge 0.2 0.04/0.1 1

Ge-Future Ge 2 0.04/0.1 1

Si-Gen-II Si 0.2 0.04/0.1 1

Si-Future Si 2 0.04/0.1 1

Xe-Gen-II Xe 20 1/3.5 2

Xe-Future Xe 200 1/3.5 2

Ar-Gen-II Ar 200 1/3.5 2

Ar-Future Ar 3000 1/3.5 2

TABLE 1: Experimental scenarios and their typical parameters employed in this work.

isotopes. For the axial vector mediator, its contribution is also additive since the SM cross section

is vector dominant due to coherent enhancement of heavy nuclei. Note that the contribution for

Ar is vanishing because of the zero total spin.

2.2 Experimental Scenarios

Now we are going to introduce the setup of experimental scenarios considered in this work. After

investigating the current and future generations of DM direct detection experiments with various

target materials and detector technologies, we summarize the following observations:

• Firstly, Xe-based experiments have achieved compelling DM results for the WIMPs mass

above tens of GeV [102–104]. Currently, we have the new generation of Xe-based DM direct

detection experiments, including PandaX-4T [74], XENON-nT [75], and LZ [76], reaching

the multiple ton scale, and with promising prospect to first detect the CEνNS process with

solar neutrinos. In the future, the flagship experiment DARWIN [77] is planed to deploy 50

tons of xenon as an ultimate experiment for the WIMPs search.

• Secondly, Ar-based experiments have the advantage of high recoil energies because of lighter

nucleus mass, which have achieved considerable DM results [105, 106]. An excellent rep-

resentive of new generation Ar-based experiments is Darkside-20k [78], which is planed to

deploy 40 ton LAr for the DM and solar neutrino detection. In the far future, there is an

idea of ARGO [71], which will increase the mass of Ar to 400 tons.

• Thirdly, there are also plenty of low threshold DM detectors [107–112], which are designed

for the low mass region of WIMPs. Typical examples of the next generation experiments are

Super CDMS [80], EDELWEISS-III [81], SENSEI [113]. which have extremely low energy

threshold, providing excellent opportunity to constrain light new physics.

In this work, motivated by the above investigation, we shall consider the experimental scenarios

listed in Table 1 with four target materials and two levels of target masses, where Gen-II indicates

the experiments in the coming years and Future represents those in the far future with much higher
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Figure 1: The cross section as a function of the nuclear recoil energy for the targets of Si, Ar,

Ge and Xe with different light mediators (top left: scalar; top right: vector; bottom left: axial

vector), in which the weighted average has been performed according to the natural abundance

of target isotopes. In the bottom right panel, the cross sections as a function of the nuclear recoil

energy for different isotopes of Ar and Ge are illustrated. The neutrino energy is set to 10 MeV

and the mediator mass is set to 1 MeV for all the calculations. The values of interaction couplings

have been specified in each plot.
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target masses. For each scenario, we consider a nominal and an optimistic energy threshold in

terms of the nuclear recoils. All the experiments are expected to reach 100% efficiency above the

threshold. Since a detailed background budget is too complicated for the general analysis of new

physics, we also simplify as a flat background level based on the consideration in Refs. [80,105,114],

which are also listed in Table 1.

2.3 Statistical Method

In this work, we are interested the CEνNS interactions of solar neutrinos in the DM direct detection

experiments. In general, the event numbers of the solar neutrino CEνNS process in a certain range

of the nuclear recoil energy can be written as

Ni =
ε

M

∫ Ti,max

Ti,min

dT

∫ Emax

Emin

dEν · Φ(Eν)
dσ

dT
, (2.16)

where ε is the exposure of the considered experiment and M is the mass of target nucleus, de-

pending on the type of the experiment. Φ(Eν) is the solar neutrino fluxes from the standard solar

model (SSM) [66]. T is the recoil energy, Eν is the neutrino energy, with Emax being the maximal

neutrino energy and Emin the minimal neutrino energy for a certain recoil energy which can be

written as

Emin =
T

2

(
1 +

√
1 + 2

M

T

)
. (2.17)

To explore the constraints on light mediator models from the solar neutrino CEνNS process

with the considered experimental scenarios, we employ the standard least squares method with

the asimov data set for each experimental scenario listed in Table 1:

χ2 =
∑
i

[N exp
i −Npred

i (p)]2

Nbkg
i +N exp

i

, (2.18)

where N exp
i and Npred

i (p) are the experimental and predicted event numbers from the considered

experiment in the ith bin and Nbkg
i is the corresponding background. p is the vector of the physical

parameters considered in each model. Note that we have neglect possible systematic uncertainties,

which may worsen the results, but the orders of magnitude of the sensitivity should be viable and

meaningful.

In this work, we shall discuss the constraints from 8B solar neutrino results of XENON-1T [115],

which presented the 90% confidence level (C.L.) upper limit on the 8B solar neutrino flux as Φ90% =

1.4 × 107 cm−2s−1, Since the 8B solar neutrino flux from the SSM is ΦSSM = (5.25 ± 0.20) × 106

cm−2s−1, the constraints to any new-physics (NP) effects can be expressed as

〈NNP (p)〉
〈NSM〉

.
Φ90%

ΦSSM

, (2.19)

where the average sign denotes the isotopic average performed based on the natural abundance of

Xe, and NNP and NSM are the expected event rates from the NP model and the SM respectively

NNP, SM =
ε

M

∫ Tmax

Tmin

dT

∫ Emax

Emin

dEν · Φ(Eν)η (Eν)
dσNP,SM

dT
. (2.20)
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The differential cross section for NP models and the SM are already illustrated in section 2.1 and

the detector efficiency η (Eν) is taken from Ref. [115].

3 Numerical Results

In this section, we are going to present numerical analysis results. First we show the expected

event spectra for each experimental scenario as functions of the recoil energy and energy threshold

of the target nuclei. Then we illustrate the sensitivity of the solar neutrino CEνNS detection on

the flavor-universal scalar, vector and axial vector mediators, as well as the flavor-specified Lµ−Lτ
model towards the solution to the (g − 2)µ anomaly.

3.1 Expected Event Spectra

In Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, we illustrate the effects of scalar, vector and axial vector mediators on the

expected event energy spectra of the solar neutrino CEνNS process as functions of the nuclear recoil

energy and energy threshold, respectively. A weighted average have been performed according to

the natural abundance of isotopes in detector material. From top to bottom rows results are

shown for Xe, Ar, Ge and Si detectors respectively. From left to right results are shown for the

scalar, vector and axial vector mediators respectively. The masses and coupling strength of the

light mediators have been specified in each plot. The mediator effects would become significant

when the recoil energy decreases, which requires detectors with very low threshold for an effective

observation. Since the maximum nuclear recoil energy for a certain neutrino energy is given by

Tmax =
2E2

ν

2Eν +M
, (3.1)

therefore lighter nuclear target will result in a higher maximum recoil energy and a relative higher

threshold can be acceptable. By carefully looking into the properties of the figures, several com-

ments are provided as follows.

• For the scalar interaction, the NP effect becomes significant when the recoil energy reaches

0.1 keV and increases steadily as recoil energy decreases. This kind of interaction dramati-

cally enhances the event rate of the CEνNS process at a recoil energy of O(1− 10) eV while

shows almost no effect when recoil energy is higher than 1 keV because of a T−1 factor in

the cross section, which makes it an effective and universal way to improves measurements

of the low energy events.

• For the vector interaction, the NP and SM contributions may lead to cancellation at a

certain recoil energy and create a steep valley in the spectra. For detectors containing several

isotopes like those considered in this work, the location and bottom value of cancellation

should be averaged based on the weights and spectra of different isotopes as shown in Fig. 1.

Since the cancellation is sensitive to the coupling strength, it could be an effective approach

to constrain the coupling by using the cancellation location.
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Figure 2: Expected event energy spectra as a function of the nuclear recoil energy for different

detector materials and different light mediator models. A weighted average have been performed

according to the natural abundance of isotopes in detector material. From top to bottom rows

results are shown for Xe, Ar, Ge and Si detectors respectively. From left to right results are shown

for the scalar, vector and axial vector mediators respectively. The masses and coupling strength

of the light mediators have been specified in each plot.
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Figure 3: Expected event energy spectra as a function of the energy threshold for different

detector materials and different light mediator models. A weighted average have been performed

according to the natural abundance of isotopes in detector material. From top to bottom rows

results are shown for Xe, Ar, Ge and Si detectors respectively. From left to right results are shown

for the scalar, vector and axial vector mediators respectively. The masses and coupling strength

of the light mediators have been specified in each plot.
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• For the axial vector interaction, the NP contribution is related to the nuclear spin and for

some detector materials with no isotopes with nonzero nuclear spin, the NP effect will be

vanishing. For example, as shown in Fig. 1, the axial vector interaction cannot be observed

in Ar detectors since all the long-life isotopes of Ar are with zero spin. The axial vector

enhancement to CEνNS is generally suppressed by a T−1 factor in the cross section like the

scalar interaction while it is also related to the abundance and nuclear spin of isotopes.

• The event rate spectra as a function of the energy threshold with three interactions behave

generally similar and highlights the significance of low threshold detectors since all three NP

interactions are suppressed by the recoil energy and become observable only below 1 keV.

For the vector interaction, event rate is slightly lower at certain energy range at O(0.1− 1)

keV due to the cancellation. The enhancement of the event rates by scalar and axial vector

interactions is similar, while the effect of the axial vector interaction can be strengthened

(Ge), weakened (Xe and Si) or canceled (Ar) based on the abundance and nuclear spin of

isotopes.

3.2 Constraints on the Light Mediators

In Fig. 4 we have illustrated 90% C.L. upper limits on the parameter space of the light mediators

from the experimental scenarios listed in Table. 1. The upper, middle and lower panels are

illustrated for the scalar, vector and axial vector mediators, respectively. The left and right panels

are shown for the Gen-II and Future experimental scenarios, respectively. The black solid lines are

the limit from the 8B solar neutrino results of XENON-1T. Note that the corresponding natural

abundance of isotopes has been taken into consideration.

From Fig. 4, the constraints form solid detectors of Ge and Si are generally more stringent

than liquid noble gas detectors of Xe and Ar due to the larger NP enhancement gifted by the

threshold of O(10− 100) eV. It is also obvious that improving the detector exposure suffers from

severe marginal effects and increasing statistics shows very low efficiency after the constraints reach

some certain levels. Though also affected by the marginal effect, better threshold, however, can

generally improve the constraints with higher efficiency because all the light mediator interactions

discussed in this work are suppressed by the recoil energy. In the following some key remarks are

summarized for each model of the light mediators:

• For the scalar interaction, constraints by liquid noble gas detectors are limited beyond the

level of
√
gνSφ gqSφ > 10−6. Increasing the detector exposure can hardly help because the scalar

interaction contributes to little event rate beyond their thresholds. Solid detectors can give

better constraints but still cannot reach
√
gνSφ gqSφ < 10−7. On the other hand, the results

from XENON-1T provide a limit within the threshold band of next generation Xe detectors

but can only reach with the nominal threshold and 200 t×year, or with smaller exposure

but better threshold. Since the scalar interaction purely enhances the event rates at a factor

of T−1, lower threshold is fundamentally important to present effective constraints on the

parameter space. We also illustrate constraints on the scalar interaction from CONNIE [44],

CONUS [43] and COHERENT [116].
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Figure 4: 90% C.L. upper limits on the parameter space of the light mediators from the experi-

mental scenarios listed in Table. 1, where the solid lines are for the nominal energy threshold and

dashed lines for the optimal energy threshold. The upper, middle and lower panels are illustrated

for the scalar, vector and axial vector mediators, respectively. The left and right panels are shown

for the Gen-II and Future experimental scenarios, respectively. The black solid lines are the limit

from the 8B solar neutrino results of XENON-1T. We also show constraints from the reactor and

accelerator CEνNS detection, the collider searches and DM direct detection experiments.
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• For the vector interaction, improving the energy threshold make a difference for liquid noble

gas detectors especially for the Xe detector of Gen-II. since the vector coupling contributes

to a significant cancellation at O(0.1 − 1) keV as shown in Fig. 4, which makes the energy

threshold even more important compared to the scalar and axial vector coupling. Ar, Si

and Ge detectors can constrain the vector coupling to the level of O(10−7 − 10−6) but

improving the exposure shows little effect. While the constraints by Xe detectors are not

as stringent as others due to the energy threshold, increasing statistics are more effective.

Finally although the vector coupling mainly contributes to the event rates below 100 eV, the

cancellation at O(0.1− 1) keV is still significant to provide effective constraints with liquid

noble gas detectors for an energy threshold of O(1) keV and enough exposure. Constraints

from CONNIE [44], COHERENT [25], BaBar [117], and NA64 [118, 119] are also shown in

the figure for comparison.

• For the axial vector interaction, the enhancement of event rates is related to the abundance

and nuclear spin of isotopes. In this respect, Xe detectors give better constraints compared

to other nuclei since 131Xe and 129Xe, which are the isotopes of Xe with nonzero nuclear

spin, have the abundance of about 21% and 26% respectively. Among the isotopes of Ge,
73Ge is the only one with a nonzero nuclear spin and the abundance is 7.7%. For the similar

case, 29Si has a abundance of 4.6%. As a result, increasing the exposure and threshold

has little effect for improving constraints on the axial vector coupling of light mediators.

Ar has no stable isotope with nonzero nuclear spin and cannot give any constraint in this

case. To effectively observe the enhancement induced by the axial vector interaction, enough

abundance of isotopes with nonzero nuclear spin can significantly improve the effectiveness

and the enrichment of effective isotopes may compensate for the unsatisfied exposure and

threshold. Constraints from these experimental scenarios also show significant advantages

compared with existed constraints from CONNIE [44], CONUS [43], SENSEI@MINOS [120]

and Edelweiss [95].

3.3 Constraints on the Lµ − Lτ model

The discrepancy between experimental and theoretical values of the muon anomalous magnetic

dipole moment [83] can be explained by the the Lµ − Lτ vector mediator model [88–91], in which

the one loop contribution to aµ induced by virtual exchange of Z
′

can be written as [91,121]

∆aµ =
g2µτ
4π2

∫ 1

0

dz
m2
µz

2(1− z)

m2
Z′ (1− z) +m2

µz
2
, (3.2)

where the region for mZ′ lighter than ∼ 6 MeV is excluded by the big-bang nucleosynthesis (BBN)

and cosmic microwave background (CMB) [122, 123] and the region with mZ′ heavier than twice

the muon mass is excluded by BaBar [124]. Thus a mass window of 5 MeV . mZ′ . 200 MeV is

still viable and can be tested using the solar neutrino CEνNS process.

In Fig. 5 we have illustrated the 90% C.L. upper limits on the parameter space of the Lµ − Lτ
model from the experimental scenarios of Xe (green), Ar (blue), Si (purple) and Ge (cyan) detectors

listed in Table. 1, versus the red band for the allowed range as the solution to the (g−2)µ anomaly
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Figure 5: 90% C.L. upper limits on the parameter space of the Lµ − Lτ model from the experi-

mental scenarios of Xe (green), Ar (blue), Si (purple) and Ge (cyan) detectors listed in Table. 1,

versus the red band for the allowed range as the solution to the (g − 2)µ anomaly in the Lµ − Lτ
model. The solid lines are for the nominal energy threshold and dashed lines for the optimal

energy threshold. The upper and lower panels are shown for the Gen-II and Future experimental

scenarios, respectively. The black solid lines are the limit from the 8B solar neutrino results of

XENON-1T. Other bounds at 95% C.L. are from BaBar [124] (purple area), CCFR [125] (green

area), Borexino [126, 127] (brown area), LHC searches in ATLAS [128, 129] (dark yellow area),

and CMS [130] (yellow area).
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in the Lµ − Lτ model. The solid lines are for the nominal energy threshold and dashed lines for

the optimal energy threshold. The upper and lower panels are shown for the Gen-II and Future

experimental scenarios, respectively. The black solid lines are the limit from the 8B solar neutrino

results of XENON-1T. Other bounds at 95% C.L. are from BaBar [124] (purple area), CCFR [125]

(green area), Borexino [126, 127] (brown area), LHC searches in ATLAS [128, 129] (dark yellow

area), and CMS [130] (yellow area).

From the figure, we can observe that most of the experimental scenarios considered in Table. 1

provide excellent sensitivity on the Lµ − Lτ model and can cover the allowed region of the solution

to the (g − 2)µ anomaly with mass of Z
′

below 100 MeV. Therefore, the solar neutrino CEνNS

process is competitive for the (g−2)µ exploration, and can confirm or exclude the parameter space

with the mediator mass lighter than lighter than 100 MeV. Solid detectors with Ge and Si and the

Ar detectors can do even better for the mass above 100 MeV, covering almost the entire parameter

space of the (g − 2)µ solution. As shown in Eq. (2.15), the effect induced by the Lµ − Lτ vector

mediator is suppressed by the momentum transfer and will become significant at low recoil energy.

As a result, lower threshold detectors of Ge, Si and Ar can enhance the sensitivity to observe the

deviation from the SM prediction and make the constraints reach a better level. The Xe detectors

cannot give competitive constraints with the nominal threshold, but improving the threshold can

significantly reach the parameter space of the (g − 2)µ solution. In contrast, a improvement of

the detector exposure cannot largely increase the sensitivity. Finally we would like to remark that

although the current limit from the 8B solar neutrino results of XENON-1T cannot rule out the

Lµ − Lτ solution to the (g − 2)µ anomaly, it proved the feasibility of the same method in future

DM direct detection experiments.

4 Conclusion

Dark matter (DM) direct detection experiments are entering the multiple-ton era and will be

sensitive to the CEνNS process of solar neutrinos, enabling the possibility to explore contributions

from new physics with light mediators at the low energy range. In this work we have explored

three flavor-universal light mediator models (scalar, vector and axial vector) and the corresponding

contributions to the solar neutrino CEνNS process. Motivated by the current status and future

plan of the DM direct detection experiments, we have presented the sensitivity of light mediators

from different nuclear targets and detector techniques. We have shown that the detector energy

threshold and exposure are crucial parameters that significant affect the levels of the sensitivity.

The constraints from the 8B solar neutrino CEνNS measurements of XENON-1T are also derived,

which have proved the feasibility and power of the future measurement with the same method.

Finally, We have illustrated that the solar neutrino CEνNS process can provide stringent limitation

on the Lµ − Lτ model with the vector mediator mass below 100 MeV, which covers the viable

parameter space of the solution to the (g − 2)µ anomaly, but is completely not accessible by

other probes. We encourage the current and future DM direct detection experiments pursue this

important goal with dedicated efforts on the critical energy threshold and exposure.
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