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The Earth-stopping effect plays a crucial role in the direct detection of sub-GeV dark matter.
Besides the elastic scattering process, the quasi-elastic and deep inelastic scatterings between dark
matter and nucleus that are usually neglected can dominate the interaction, especially in the accel-
erated dark matter scenarios, which may affect the dark matter detection sensitivity significantly
for the underground experiments. We calculate such inelastic scattering contributions in the Earth-
stopping effect and illustrate the essence of our argument with the atmospheric dark matter. With
the available data, we find that the resulting upper limits on the atmospheric dark matter-nucleus
scattering cross-section can differ from those only considering the elastic scattering process by one
order of magnitude.

INTRODUCTION

There is overwhelming evidence for the existence of
dark matter (DM), but the fundamental nature of DM
remains a mystery. So far, many well-motivated DM can-
didates have been proposed, such as weakly interacting
massive particles (WIMPs) [1, 2], whose masses vary from
GeV/c2 to TeV/c2. Up to now, there has been no con-
clusive evidence for WIMPs yet from underground ex-
periments [3–5]. Beyond the WIMPs, sub-GeV DM with
mass below GeV/c2 is another popular thermal candidate
and is naturally predicted if the DM couples very weakly
to the visible sector [6–11]. On the other hand, a large
parameter space with the DM masses in the keV/c2 to
GeV/c2 range is still unexplored by conventional direct
detection experiments. It facilitates the development of
new detection mechanisms and target materials (see re-
cent review e.g. [12, 13] and references therein).

Among them, sub-GeV DM with significant Lorentz
boosting is of particular interest. Such DM particles
can be produced via decays of heavier particles or colli-
sions with energetic cosmic rays, including , for instance,
boosted DM (BDM) [14–16], solar reflection DM [17–
19], cosmic ray boosted DM (CRDM) [20–30], and atmo-
spheric DM (ADM) [31–35]. The kinetic energy of these
accelerated DM particles can reach up to 1 GeV or even
higher, which allows sub-GeV DM particles to induce de-
tectable recoil signals in direct detection experiments.

Note that, after being produced, the accelerated sub-
GeV DMs need to pass through the Earth medium to
reach underground detectors. Due to the inevitable
DM-Earth interaction, they will lose energy and thus
get attenuated, which is the so-called Earth-stopping ef-
fect [36–38]. In previous works, only elastic scattering
(ES) is considered in the DM-Earth interaction. This as-
sumption is reasonable for DMs with low kinetic energy.

However, for accelerated DMs, the inelastic interactions,
including quasi-elastic scattering (QES) and deep inelas-
tic scattering (DIS), can dominate the DM-Earth inter-
action, which breaks down the ES-only assumption. This
problem has been noticed [14, 20, 39–41] but is still open.

With the impulse approximation scheme and the par-
ton model, for the first time, we calculate the QES and
DIS contributions in the Earth stopping effect for accel-
erated sub-GeV DMs. The sub-GeV ADM model with a
scalar mediator is considered, where the collisions of cos-
mic rays with the atmosphere produce energetic mesons
and the mesons then decay into DMs. Such a DM particle
obtains a large Lorentz boost from the decay of mesons.
To model the DM propagation in the Earth, we take two
benchmark models, “single scattering” [37] and “straight
lines” [20, 38]. Including the contributions of the inelas-
tic scattering, we find the new upper bound of the ADM-
nucleus scattering cross section can be changed by about
one order of magnitude in comparison with that based
on the elastic scattering only. Although we focus on the
scalar mediator, our argument is general and can be ex-
tended to, for instance, vector mediator.

DM-NUCLEUS INELASTIC SCATTERING

We calculate the DM-nucleus elastic and inelastic scat-
tering in a simplified hadrophilic DM model with a scalar
mediator [42]. The relevant DM-quark interactions are
given by

LI = gχSχ̄LχR + guSūLuR (1)

where gχ and gu are the couplings of mediator S with
dark matter and up-quarks, respectively. The corre-
sponding effective Lagrangian of DM-nucleus interaction

ar
X

iv
:2

21
2.

02
28

6v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 5

 D
ec

 2
02

2



2

can be written as [42, 43]

LI = gχSχ̄LχR + gASĀLARF (Q2) (2)

where gA = ZgpS + (A−Z)gnS is the couplings of medi-
ator S with the nucleus A, where gpS = 0.014gump/mu

and gnS = 0.012gumn/mu are the couplings of mediator
S with proton and neutron, respectively. For simplic-
ity, we assume the isospin to be conservative, gnS = gpS .
The nuclear form factor, F (Q2), takes the Helm form fac-
tor [44] in this work. Then, the differential cross section
of DM-nucleus elastic scattering is given by

dσES

dER
=

σ̄nA
2m4

SF
2(ER)

32µ2
nmA(2mAER +m2

S)2(E2
χ −m2

χ)

× (4m2
χ + 2mAER)(4m2

A + 2mAER),

(3)

where Eχ is the incoming DM energy and µn is the re-
duced mass of DM and nucleon. To compare with the ex-
periment data, we define a momentum-independent DM-
nucleon scattering cross section σ̄n = g2

χg
2
pSµ

2
n/πm

4
S . The

recoil energy ER = Q2/2mA is the function of momen-
tum transfer Q and nucleus mass mA. Such an assump-
tion is reasonable as the inverse of momentum transfer |~q|
to the scatterer is larger than the radius of the scatterer.
However, for a sub-GeV DM with a large boost, the QES
and DIS processes must be considered in the high kinetic
energy region. In the former, one or more nucleons are
dislodged or excited inside atom A, but in the latter, the
nucleus will disintegrate into a large number of hadrons.

Deep Inelastic Scattering: Under the parton model,
the DM-nucleus DIS can be simplified to χ(k) + q(xp)→
χ(k′) + q′(p′), where x = Q2/(2mAν) is defined as the
Bjorken scaling variable. It is a function of transfer en-
ergy ν and the square of transfer momentum Q2 ≡ −q2 =
−(k−k′)2 = 2Eχ(Eχ−ν)−2|~k||~k|′ cos θ−2m2

χ, where θ is
the scattering angle between DM and quarks. In the rest
frame of the target particle, the differential cross section
of DIS is given by

dσDIS =
dνdQ2

64πm2
Aν(E2

χ −m2
χ)

∫ 1

0

f(ξ)

ξ
dξ|M(ξ)|2δ(ξ − x)

=
∑
q

g2
χg

2
q (4m2

χ +Q2)(4m2
q +Q2)dνdQ2

32πmAQ2(E2
χ −m2

χ)(Q2 +m2
S)2

fq/A(x,Q2),

(4)
where q = {u, ū} in our calculations. |M(ξ)|2 is the
square of spin-averaged amplitude of DM-quarks scat-
tering. The function fq/A(x,Q2) is the nuclear parton
distributions (nPDFs) [45, 46].

Quasi-elastic Scattering: at moderate incident energy,
the DM elastically scatters with the quasi-free nucleons
bounded in a nucleus,

χ(k) +A(pA)→ χ(k′) +X(→ N + Y ). (5)

Here N and Y = (A − 1) denote nucleon and residual
nucleus, respectively. In Born approximation, the double

differential cross section of DM-nucleus QES via a scalar
mediator can be given by

dσQE

dE′χdΩ
=
σ̄nm

4
S

16πµ2
n

∣∣∣~k′∣∣∣
|~k|

XSWS

(Q2 +m2
S)2

, (6)

where E′χ is the outgoing DM energy. The DM tensor

and nuclear tensor, XS and WS , are defined as

XS =
∑〈

χ
∣∣jSχ ∣∣χ′〉 〈χ′ ∣∣jSχ ∣∣χ〉 = 4m2

χ +Q2;

WS =
∑〈

A
∣∣JS(0)

∣∣X〉 〈X ∣∣JS(0)
∣∣A〉

× δ(4) (pX + k′ − pA − k) ,

(7)

where jSχ and JS are the DM and nuclear scalar cur-

rents operator, respectively. The nuclear tensor WS

includes all the information about the structure of
the target nucleus. In the low momentum transfers,
WS can be obtained by the nuclear many-body theory
(NMBT) [47] which regards the initial and final states as
non-relativistic wave functions, and the current operator
is expanded by the Taylor series of |~q|/mN . However, the
non-relativistic wave functions are improper for the final
state |X〉 with high momentum transfer, for instance,
the incident energy of DM is larger than several hundred
MeV.

The impulse approximation (IA) is an excellent scheme
to calculate the inclusive cross-section of QES for the
high momentum transfer [48–52]. It assumes that i) the
DM-nucleus scattering is reduced to the incoherent sum
of the scattering processes involving individual nucleons;
ii) the nucleon N and residual nucleus (A−1) after scat-
tering are independent. We neglect the dynamical final
state interactions (FSI), but consider the effect of Pauli
blocking in this work.

Figure 1. The diagrammatic sketch of DM-nucleus quasi-
elastic scattering under the IA scheme.

Under the IA scheme, the nuclear current operator
JS(0) can be calculated as the sum of individual nucleon
currents JS →

∑
N j

S
N , and the final state |X〉 can be
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separated to the knockout nucleon |x, ~p′〉 and the resid-
ual nucleus |Y, ~pY 〉, as shown in Figure 1,

|X〉 → |x, ~p′〉 ⊗ |Y, ~pY 〉 . (8)

The inclusive differential cross-section of the DM-
nucleus QES can be given by

dσQE

dE′χdΩ
= Z

dσp
dE′χdΩ

+ (A− Z)
dσn

dE′χdΩ
, (9)

with

dσN
dE′χdΩ

=
σ̄nm

4
S

16πµ2
n(Q2 +m2

S)2

∣∣∣~k′∣∣∣
|~k|

∫
d3~p dE

m2
N

E~pE~p′
P (~p,E)

×Θ(|~p′| − pF )δ (ω − E +mN − E′0)XSHS
N .

(10)
Here N = {p, n} and Θ(|~p′| − pF ) come from the nuclear
Pauli blocking, and pF is Fermi momentum. mN/E~p and
mN/E~p′ are the covariant normalization factors. The
hadronic tensor, HS , is defined by,

HS
N =

∑〈
N,−~p

∣∣jSN ∣∣x, ~p+ ~q
〉 〈
~p+ ~q, x

∣∣jSN ∣∣N, ~p〉
=

1

2
Tr

[
ΓS
6 p+mN

2mN
ΓS†
6 p′ +mN

2mN

] (11)

with

ΓS = FS(Q2) =
ξS

(1 +Q2/Λ2
S)2

, (12)

where FS(Q2) is the scalar nucleon form factor [53]. We
take ξS = 1.8 and ΛS = 1.0 GeV [54]. It should be
noted that the transfer momentumQ in Eq. 10 is not only
transferred to the interacting nucleon, but also the resid-
ual nucleus system. Thus, we have to handle the problem
with the off-shell kinematics [55], i.e., q ≡ (ω, ~q) → q̃ ≡
(ω̃, ~q), where ω̃ = E~p′ − E~p = ω − E + mN − E~p and ω
is the transfer energy. The spectral function of the tar-
get nucleus, P (~p,E) in Eq. 10, represents the probability
of removing a nucleon with momentum ~p and removal
energy E from the bound state of the nucleus [48, 56],

P (~p,E) =
∑
Y

|〈A | Y,−~p〉|N, ~p〉|2

× δ (E −mN + E0 − EY ) .

(13)

To compare the contributions of the elastic and inelas-
tic scattering processes, we define the ratio of scattering
cross sections, Rσi ,

Rσi =
σi
σtot

, (14)

where i = ES,QES,DIS. In Figure 2, we show the ratio
Rσi as the function of the DM kinetic energy Tχ for dif-
ferent mediator masses. We consider the oxygen (solid
lines) and iron (dotted lines) nuclei in the Earth. It

can be seen that the contribution of each process de-
pends on the scalar mediator mass. For instance, when
mS = 0.03 GeV, the cross section of the elastic scatter-
ing (blue lines) is always larger than the inelastic scat-
tering (red and green lines). However, for mS = 0.3
GeV/c2, the QES becomes the dominant contribution in
Tχ & 200 MeV range. If mS = 30 GeV/c2, the DIS is
non-negligible when Tχ & 1 GeV. These results can be
understood as follows: the elastic and inelastic scattering
processes occur in the low and high momentum transfer
Q regions, respectively. When the mediator mass mS is
much smaller than the typical value of QES, the elastic
scattering cross section can be enhanced by ∼ 1/Q4

ES as
compared with the inelastic scattering processes, due to
QES � QQES,DIS. On the other hand, if the mediator
mass mS is much larger than QES, this enhancement in
elastic scattering disappears. Such behaviors also appear
in the DM-nucleus scattering via exchanging a dark pho-
ton, where the QES and DIS are dominant when the dark
photon mass is greater than O(1) GeV.

EARTH STOPPING

As the DM particles travel through the Earth toward
to the detector, they can interact with the different nu-
clei species in the Earth, which makes them slow down,
or even stop. Such an effect is significant for fast-moving
light DM. In our study, we take the ADM as a bench-
mark model, in which the DM has a large Lorentz boost
and thus encounters sizable inelastic scattering with the
nucleus in the Earth.

The ADM is produced by the inelastic collision be-
tween the cosmic rays (CRs) and the atmosphere on
Earth, i.e.,

p+N →M → χχ̄+X. (15)

In our simulation, we only include the contribution of
the proton (p) in CRs colliding with the nitrogen (N)
in the atmosphere. The produced mesons, M , from this
collision will promptly decay to DM pair χχ̄ and other
SM particles X via an on-shell scalar mediator S. We
consider η meson decay process, η → π0S(→ χχ̄), which
requires the mediator mass mS to satisfy 2mχ < mS <
mη−mπ0 . Besides, given the constraints from the MINI-
BooNE experiment and the kaon meson decays [57, 58],
we adopt the appropriate parameters, mS = 300 MeV/c2

and Br[η → πS(→ χχ̄)] = 10−5. With this setup, we cal-
culate the differential flux of ADM on the surface of the
Earth as Ref. [31, 32].

Then, we take two benchmark Earth-stopping models
to show the effects of inelastic scattering on the flux of
the ADM reaching the detector. The conservative one as-
sumes that the ADM scatters with nuclei at most once,
i.e., the “single scatter” approximation [37]. The Earth’s
rotation effect can be neglected for the fast-moving DM.
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Figure 2. The ratio Rσi (c.f. Eq. 14) as the function of DM kinetic energy Tχ at the DM mass mχ = 10 MeV for different
mediator masses mS = 0.03 GeV (left panel), 0.3 GeV (middle panel) and 30 GeV (right panel). The solid and dotted lines
denote the DM-Oxygen and DM-Iron scattering, respectively.

Thus, the differential flux of the ADM around the detec-
tor is given by

dΦzχ
dT zχ

=

∫
Psurv(Tχ, cos θ)

dΦχ
dTχdΩ

dΩ

= 2π

∫ 1

−1

Psurv(Tχ, cos θ)
dΦχ

dTχdΩ
d cos θ,

(16)

where T zχ is the kinetic energy of the ADM at the detec-
tor. Psurv is the survival probability of the ADM as it
reaches the detector, which is defined as

Psurv(Tχ, cos θ) = exp

(
−
∑
i

deff,i(cos θ)

λ̄i(Tχ)

)
, (17)

where θ is the angle between DM incoming direction and
the Earth’s core/detector axis. λ̄i = [σtoti (Tχ)n̄i]

−1 is the
average mean free path, and ni(n̄i) is (average) number
density of Earth species i. The effective Earth-crossing
distance, deff,i(cos θ), is defined by

deff,i ≈



∫ RE

RE sin θ

2rni(r)dr

n̄i

√
r2 −R2

E sin2 θ
; θ ∈

[
0,
π

2

]
∫ RE

RE−zD

ni(r)

n̄i
dr, θ ∈

[π
2
, π
] (18)

where RE = 6378.14 km and zD = 1.4 km are the Earth’s
radius and the depth of Xenon1T experiment, respec-
tively.

The other model assumes that the DM particles travel
in straight lines and lose energy due to the DM-Earth
scattering, which we refer to as “straight lines” mode [38].
Compared with the “single scatter” model, this model
gives an optimistic prediction of the ADM differential
flux around the detector, which is given by

dΦzχ
dT zχ

=

∫
dTχ
dT zχ

dΦχ
dTχdΩ

dΩ. (19)

Here dTχ/dT
z
χ can be obtained by solving the energy loss

function [20, 40],

dT zχ
dz

= −
∑
i

ni(r)

∫ ωmax
χ

0

dωχ
dσχi
dωχ

ωχ, (20)

where the energy loss ωχ is equal to the nuclear recoil en-
ergy ER in the elastic scattering. The differential cross
section of the inelastic scattering can be calculated by

dσχi/dω =
∫
Q2

dσχi
dωdQ2

dQ2. Although there are some

more accurate Monte Carlo simulations of DM trajec-
tories [59–65], these two benchmark models are enough
to show the effects of inelastic scattering in the Earth-
stopping.

Figure 3 shows the expected differential flux of ADM
reaching the Xenon1T detector for the “single scatter”
and the “straight lines” models with and without the
contributions of inelastic scattering. As a comparison,
we also present the result under the assumption of trans-
parent Earth. We note that the number of DIS events
is negligible in the ADM, and thus focus on the QES. It
can be seen that the contribution of QES in both Earth-
stopping models becomes sizable in the DM kinetic en-
ergy region, Tχ & 200 MeV, which is consistent with the
results in Figure 2. Including the QES can enhance the
DM-Earth scattering cross section, and thus reduces the
ADM flux at the detector in the high Tχ region. On the
other hand, in the “straight lines” model, a fraction of
highly boosted ADM particles that involve in the QES
will lose energy and then make the flux of the ADM in
low energy region larger than that in the transparent
Earth case. Besides, the ADM flux is greatly reduced in
Tχ ∈ [0.01, 0.1] GeV because the DM-nucleus ES cross
section is enhanced by the momentum transfer effect of
the light DM [66]. While for the larger Tχ, the ES cross
section is highly suppressed by the nuclear form factor.
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Figure 3. The expected differential flux of ADM at the
Xenon1T experiment for “single scatter” (green lines) and
“straight lines” (red lines) Earth-stopping models without
(dotted lines) and with (solid lines) QES. Here we assume
mχ = 0.01 GeV/c2, mS = 300 MeV/c2, σ̄n = 5× 10−29 cm2,
and Br[η → πS(→ χχ̄)] = 10−5. The result in the transpar-
ent Earth case is also plotted (blue dotted line).

EXCLUSION LIMITS

With the above differential flux, we can evaluate the
nuclear recoil rate of the ADM in Xenon1T experiment,

R = NT

∫ Emax
R

Emin
R

dER

∫ T z,max
χ

T z,min
χ

ε(ER)
dΦzχ
dT zχ

dσ

dER
dT zχ (21)

where NT and ε are the number density of Xenon and
the detector efficiency with the nuclear recoil energy ER,
respectively. We use Xenon1T data in the energy range,
4.9 keV < ER < 40.9 keV [67], to derive the exclusion
limits. In Figure 4, we show the exclusion limits on the
momentum-independent ADM-nucleon scattering cross
section σ̄n in the cases of the transparent Earth, Earth-
stopping with the ES only and with ES plus QES. For
both models, we can see that there are upper bounds on
scattering cross section σ̄n because of the Earth-stopping
effect. Besides, comparing with the ES only, we find that
the upper bounds including the DM-Earth QES can be
changed by about one order of magnitude. On the other
hand, the lower bounds are almost the same even consid-
ering QES because the Earth-stopping effect is very weak
for the small scattering cross section. These observations
are also applicable to the vector mediator case, such as
dark photon. The full Monte Carlo simulation may im-
prove the Earth-stopping model but will not change our
conclusions.
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Figure 4. The exclusion limits on the momentum-independent
ADM-nucleon scattering cross section σ̄n versus the DM mass
mχ. The green, orange and red region denotes the results
for the transparent Earth, Earth-stopping with the elastic
scattering only and with elastic scattering plus quasi-elastic
scattering, respectively. We assume mS = 300 MeV and
Br[η → πS(→ χχ̄)] = 10−5. Two Earth-stopping models
“Single Scatter” (upper panel) and “Straight Lines” (lower
panel) are considered.

CONCLUSION

The inelastic DM-Earth scattering in the Earth stop-
ping effect is usually neglected, however, which can be the
dominant contribution for accelerated sub-GeV DM in
the high kinetic energy region. As a proof of concept, in
this work, we for the first time calculate the atmospheric
DM-nucleus quasi-elastic and deep inelastic scattering in
the Earth-stopping and derive new bounds on the DM
interactions. We find that the mediator mass will af-
fect the relative size of the elastic, quasi-elastic and deep
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inelastic scattering cross sections. Including the contri-
bution of the inelastic scattering in the Earth-stopping
effect will change the resulting upper bound on the DM-
nucleus scattering by about one order of magnitude in
the Xenon1T direct detection.
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[34] L. Darmé, Phys. Rev. D 106, 055015 (2022), 2205.09773.
[35] M. Du, R. Fang, and Z. Liu (2022), 2211.11469.
[36] C. Kouvaris and I. M. Shoemaker, Phys. Rev. D 90,

095011 (2014), 1405.1729.
[37] B. J. Kavanagh, R. Catena, and C. Kouvaris, JCAP 01,

012 (2017), 1611.05453.
[38] B. J. Kavanagh, Phys. Rev. D 97, 123013 (2018),

1712.04901.
[39] P. deNiverville, C.-Y. Chen, M. Pospelov, and A. Ritz,

Phys. Rev. D 95, 035006 (2017), 1609.01770.
[40] J. Alvey, T. Bringmann, and H. Kolesova (2022),

2209.03360.
[41] H. Kolesova, in 14th International Workshop on the Iden-

tification of Dark Matter 2022 (2022), 2209.14600.
[42] B. Batell, A. Freitas, A. Ismail, and D. Mckeen, Phys.

Rev. D 100, 095020 (2019), 1812.05103.
[43] D. Aristizabal Sierra, V. De Romeri, and N. Rojas, Phys.

Rev. D 98, 075018 (2018), 1806.07424.
[44] G. Duda, A. Kemper, and P. Gondolo, JCAP 04, 012

(2007), hep-ph/0608035.
[45] A. Buckley, J. Ferrando, S. Lloyd, K. Nordström,

B. Page, M. Rüfenacht, M. Schönherr, and G. Watt, Eur.
Phys. J. C 75, 132 (2015), 1412.7420.

[46] R. Abdul Khalek, R. Gauld, T. Giani, E. R. Nocera,
T. R. Rabemananjara, and J. Rojo, Eur. Phys. J. C 82,
507 (2022), 2201.12363.

[47] J. Carlson and R. Schiavilla, Rev. Mod. Phys. 70, 743
(1998).

[48] O. Benhar, N. Farina, H. Nakamura, M. Sakuda,
and R. Seki, Phys. Rev. D 72, 053005 (2005), hep-
ph/0506116.

[49] A. M. Ankowski and J. T. Sobczyk, Phys. Rev. C 74,
054316 (2006), nucl-th/0512004.

[50] A. M. Ankowski and J. T. Sobczyk, Phys. Rev. C 77,
044311 (2008), 0711.2031.

mailto:liangliangsu@njnu.edu.cn
mailto:leiwu@njnu.edu.cn
mailto:nzhou@sjtu.edu.cn
mailto:zhubin@mail.nankai.edu.cn


7

[51] A. M. Ankowski, O. Benhar, T. Mori, R. Yamaguchi,
and M. Sakuda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 052505 (2012),
1110.0679.

[52] A. M. Ankowski and O. Benhar, Phys. Rev. D 88, 093004
(2013), 1305.2068.

[53] G. Eichmann, Hadron matrix elements, http:

//cftp.ist.utl.pt/~gernot.eichmann/2020-QCDHP/

QCD-hadron-matrix-elements.pdf.
[54] K. S. Kuzmin, V. V. Lyubushkin, and V. A. Naumov,

Mod. Phys. Lett. A 19, 2919 (2004), hep-ph/0403110.
[55] T. De Forest, Nucl. Phys. A 392, 232 (1983).
[56] O. Benhar, A. Fabrocini, S. Fantoni, and I. Sick, Nucl.

Phys. A 579, 493 (1994).
[57] A. A. Aguilar-Arevalo et al. (MiniBooNE DM), Phys.

Rev. D 98, 112004 (2018), 1807.06137.
[58] A. V. Artamonov et al. (BNL-E949), Phys. Rev. D 79,

092004 (2009), 0903.0030.

[59] T. Emken and C. Kouvaris, JCAP 10, 031 (2017),
1706.02249.

[60] T. Emken and C. Kouvaris, Phys. Rev. D 97, 115047
(2018), 1802.04764.

[61] M. S. Mahdawi and G. R. Farrar, JCAP 10, 007 (2018),
1804.03073.

[62] T. Emken, Ph.D. thesis, Southern Denmark U., CP3-
Origins (2019), 1906.07541.

[63] Y. Chen, B. Fornal, P. Sandick, J. Shu, X. Xue, Y. Zhao,
and J. Zong (2021), 2110.09685.

[64] C. Xia, Y.-H. Xu, and Y.-F. Zhou, JCAP 02, 028 (2022),
2111.05559.

[65] Z. Z. Liu et al. (CDEX), Phys. Rev. D 105, 052005
(2022), 2111.11243.

[66] V. V. Flambaum, L. Su, L. Wu, and B. Zhu (2020),
2012.09751.

[67] E. Aprile et al. (XENON), Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 111302
(2018), 1805.12562.

http://cftp.ist.utl.pt/~gernot.eichmann/2020-QCDHP/QCD-hadron-matrix-elements.pdf
http://cftp.ist.utl.pt/~gernot.eichmann/2020-QCDHP/QCD-hadron-matrix-elements.pdf
http://cftp.ist.utl.pt/~gernot.eichmann/2020-QCDHP/QCD-hadron-matrix-elements.pdf

	Accelerated Light Dark Matter-Earth Inelastic Scattering in Direct Detection
	Abstract
	 Introduction
	 DM-nucleus Inelastic Scattering
	 Earth Stopping
	 Exclusion Limits
	 Conclusion
	 acknowledgments
	 References


