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Direct detection for sub-GeV dark matter is developing rapidly, with many novel experimental
ideas and theoretical methods emerging. In this work, we extend the dielectric formalism for dark
matter scattering to incorporate anisotropic material responses, enabling directionally-sensitive ex-
periments with a broad class of target materials. Using a simple model of an anisotropic electron
gas, we demonstrate the importance of many-body effects such as the plasmon, and show that even
when the dark matter kinetic energies are much smaller than the plasmon energy, the tail of an
anisotropic plasmon can still produce a sizeable daily modulation. We highlight the relevant exper-
imental techniques required to establish the target response, as well as the challenges in extracting
a response function which is truly free of modeling uncertainties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past several decades, laboratory searches have
played a crucial role in constraining dark matter (DM)
models at the GeV scale and above. These experiments
are based on the detection of very rare interactions be-
tween DM and Standard Model (SM) particles [1, 2],
meaning that background reduction is crucial [3, 4]. De-
spite considerable efforts by experimental collaborations,
it is generally difficult to ensure that all backgrounds have
been eliminated, and as detection thresholds are lowered,
unexpected backgrounds are inevitably uncovered.

Nonetheless, it is possible to preserve sensitivity to a
DM signal by leveraging the properties of the DM dis-
tribution in the laboratory. Since the velocity distribu-
tion of DM particles is isotropic in the galactic frame,
Earth’s motion induces a DM “wind” with a direction
that changes over the course of a sidereal day. Detec-
tors with sensitivity to the direction of the incoming DM
particles can thus identify a rare DM signal even in the
presence of a background. For GeV-scale and heavier
DM, experiments typically achieve this directional sensi-
tivity by observing the direction of a recoiling final-state
nucleus. Several proposed experiments would be capable
of detecting such a modulation [5–10].

However, at lower masses, DM detection with or with-
out directional sensitivity remains a significant challenge.
Below the GeV scale, the minuscule kinetic energy and
momentum deposited by a DM particle are no longer
large compared to those of single excitations in the de-
tector system, so the separation of scales assumed in tra-
ditional experiments no longer applies. In this regime,
the condensed matter physics of the detector system be-
comes significant to the DM scattering rate [11–13]. In
particular, a new generation of experiments is making

fast progress in probing DM–electron interactions down
to the MeV scale and below [14–20], where the response
of the electron system has enormous implications for the
DM scattering rate. On the other hand, directional sen-
sitivity becomes somewhat easier at low masses because
anisotropic targets can have excitation rates which de-
pend on the incoming DM direction, such that observa-
tion of the direction of a final-state recoil is not necessary.
There are a number of proposals which could achieve di-
rectional sensitivity for sub-GeV DM [21–34].

For spin-independent interactions, the relationship be-
tween the DM scattering rate and the electronic den-
sity response in dielectric targets was recently established
by Ref. [35] (see also Ref. [36]), providing a new set of
heuristics for the connection between material proper-
ties and the sensitivity of DM searches. Here we extend
the formalism of Ref. [35] to anisotropic systems, laying
the groundwork for the development of anisotropic low-
threshold detectors from arbitrary target materials.

In this work, we directly relate the event rate of DM–
electron interactions and associated daily modulation to
causal many-body response functions of condensed mat-
ter systems. We demonstrate this with a toy model of
electronic anisotropy, the anisotropic electron gas, for
which we directly compute the response function and ex-
tract the modulation amplitude. Beyond simple models,
the utility of our framework is that the material prop-
erties governing DM–electron scattering rates, including
anisotropic response, can be measured through electron
energy loss spectroscopy (hereafter EELS). Our formal-
ism thus provides a pathway to determining daily modu-
lation rates in arbitrary condensed matter systems, par-
ticularly those for which simple models or computational
techniques such as density functional theory (DFT) are
unreliable or infeasible, so long as EELS data can be ob-
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tained in the momentum and energy regime of interest.

We focus throughout on the dynamic structure factor
S(q, ω), where q and ω denote the deposited momentum
and energy, respectively, and we work in the scattering
regime where |q| � ω. The dynamic structure factor di-
rectly determines the DM–electron scattering rate [37].
Ref. [35] writes the dynamic structure factor in terms of
the dielectric function ε(q, ω), which is the longitudinal

component of the dielectric tensor
↔
ε (q, ω). This allowed

for a rapid transfer of heuristics from the theory of dielec-
tric screening to the computation of the DM scattering
rate. Here, in order to clarify the origin of anisotropic
response, we frame the discussion in terms of the causal
electronic density response, a scalar function defined by

χ(r, r′; t) ≡ −iΘ(t)〈0| [n̂(r, t), n̂(r′, t)] |0〉, (1)

where Θ(t) is the Heaviside function, n̂(r) is the elec-
tron density operator, and |0〉 is the many-body ground
state of the target. Generically, S(q, ω) is related to the
imaginary part of the density response function by the
fluctuation–dissipation theorem, which we will consider
explicitly in the zero temperature limit, as appropriate
for cryogenic low-threshold detectors.

The density response approach is just as compatible
with experimental calibration as the formulation based
on the dielectric tensor. Indeed, the dielectric tensor is
defined in terms of the in-medium electric field, which
is not directly measurable at the momenta and energies
relevant for DM scattering, and requires further manip-
ulation in order to yield the scattering rate. We stress
that within the approximations of this work, the formu-
lations in terms of S(q, ω) and ε(q, ω) are equivalent.
The relationships between the various quantities used to
describe the material response are illustrated in Fig. 1.
We additionally emphasize that when EELS data is not
yet accessible, it is sufficient for DFT practitioners to
compute the scalar dynamic structure factor rather than
the dielectric tensor, even for the purposes of assessing
anisotropic response.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we re-
view the basic scattering formalism and establish the con-
nection between DM–electron scattering and electron–
electron scattering through the density response function.
In Section III, we compute the response function for a toy
model, an electron gas with an anisotropic effective elec-
tron mass. In Section IV, we compute the associated
daily modulation for the anisotropic electron gas for var-
ious DM masses and mediator masses, illustrating the in-
terplay between the DM energy scales and the condensed
matter energy scales, characterized by the plasmon en-
ergy and the Fermi velocity. In Section V, we discuss the
feasibility of directly measuring the anisotropic response
function with EELS, and the limitations one can expect
to encounter in practice. We conclude in Section VI.

II. DARK MATTER SCATTERING AND THE
DENSITY RESPONSE FUNCTION

We begin by reviewing the basic framework for scatter-
ing in solid-state targets, the connection between DM–
electron and electron–electron scattering, and the prop-
erties of the local DM distribution. Our emphasis here
is to phrase these well-known aspects in terms of the key
theoretical quantity, the density response function, the
imaginary part of which yields the dynamic structure fac-
tor S(q, ω). (For earlier methods, see Refs. [37, 38] and
references therein.) We use natural units throughout,
with ~ = ε0 = c = 1.

We focus exclusively on a spin-independent density–
density interactions between DM and electrons, with
momentum-space potential of the form

V (q) =
gegχ

m2
φ + q2

, (2)

depending only on the magnitude of the momentum
transfer q = |q|, where φ denotes a scalar (vector) me-
diator with Yukawa (gauge) coupling ge to electrons and
gχ to DM. Since galactic DM is non-relativistic, the scat-
tering rate for a stream of DM incident on a solid state
target can be computed using the non-relativistic Hamil-
tonian coupling DM to the target electron density,

Hint =

ˆ
d3r n̂(r) Φ(r), (3)

where Φ(r) is the potential sourced by the incident DM
position-space configuration, and n̂(r) is the electron den-
sity operator. The condensed matter physics of the tar-
get enters the DM–electron scattering rate as computed
by Fermi’s Golden Rule through the electron dynamic
structure factor,

S(q, ω) ≡ 2π

Ω

∑
f

∣∣〈f | n̂(−q) |0〉
∣∣2δ(ω − [EF − E0]

)
. (4)

Here Ω is the material volume, the sum runs over all ex-
cited states |f〉, Ef −E0 is the energy difference between
|f〉 and |0〉, q is the momentum transfer to the target,
and ω is the energy loss of the scattered DM. For ad-
ditional details, see Appendix B or e.g. Ref. [39]1. In
writing Eq. (4), we are explicitly taking the solid-state
target to be in its ground state |0〉 at zero temperature.
In this case, the DM particle can only lose energy to the
target, so that ω > 0.

The structure factor depends only on the properties of
the target, regardless of the nature of the incoming SM

1 We match the conventions of Ref. [38], including a factor of 2π
in S(q, ω) associated with Fermi’s Golden rule. This is differ-
ent from the conventional usage of the fluctuation–dissipation
theorem in solid-state physics (e.g. as in Ref. [39]).
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S(q, ω)

χ(q, ω)

ε−1L (q, ω)

WEELS(q, ω)WDM(q, ω)

Fermi’s Golden Rule
VC(q)

fluctuation–dissipation
theorem

Charge screening
(Gauss’ law)

Classical loss
for moving charge

Fermi’s Golden Rule
V (q)

DM rate

Calibration

FIG. 1. Schematic depiction of the relationships between the various quantities governing the target response and the DM
scattering rate. Fermi’s Golden Rule provides a momentum- and energy-resolved scattering rate in terms of the target dynamic
structure factor S(q, ω). The density response function χ(q, ω) of a target is related to S(q, ω) by the fluctuation–dissipation
theorem, Eq. (5). The inverse longitudinal dielectric function ε−1

L (q, ω) is determined through Gauss’s law by the charge
density response function, which is proportional to χ(q, ω) for an electronic system. As ε−1

L (q, ω) and χ(q, ω) are causal
response functions, they are entirely determined by their (dissipative) imaginary parts through Kramers–Kronig relations.
Importantly, these quantities can be measured with calibration experiments, and then related directly to the DM scattering
rate in the material.

or DM particle. The fluctuation–dissipation theorem im-
poses a relationship between S(q, ω) and the electronic
density response function χ(q, ω), which takes the follow-
ing form at zero temperature:

S(q, ω) = −2 Imχ(q, ω). (5)

We emphasize that S(q, ω) and χ(q, ω) are scalar func-
tions, since they encode the effects of spin-independent
scattering mediated via a density-density interaction.
Anisotropy in the response arises only from the depen-
dence of these scalars on the direction of q, contrary to
what one might expect when formulating the calculation
in terms of the tensorial dielectric function.2

Notably, the coupling in Eq. (3) is not unique to DM–
electron scattering. Electron scattering from a solid-state
target takes place via precisely the same coupling [40].
As a result, electron–electron scattering also probes the
structure factor of Eq. (4) encountered in DM–electron
scattering. In electron–electron scattering, however, the
perturbing potential is due to the long-ranged Coulomb
interaction,

VC(q) =
e2

q2
, (6)

2 Note that S and χ are mathematically equivalent: the analyticity
properties of S and χ imply that the imaginary part of χ is
sufficient to reconstruct the entire function through the Kramers–
Kronig relations.

between the probe and material electrons. This corre-
spondence between DM–electron and electron–electron
scattering, as first detailed in Refs. [35, 36], allows us
to make contact with the vast condensed matter litera-
ture on the scattering of electrons with solid-state targets
when modeling the DM interaction.

In EELS experiments, fast electrons are shot through
thin material foils and analyzed according to their angu-
lar deflection and energy loss. As a result, EELS is an
energy- and momentum-resolved probe of charge density
excitations in solids [41, 42], analogous to deep inelastic
scattering in nuclear physics for probing the structure of
nucleons.3 The energy loss spectrum in EELS is deter-
mined by the electron energy loss function [41–43] which,
through the relations in Fig. 1, can be written as

WEELS(q, ω) = −VC(q) Imχ(q, ω) = −Im ε−1
L (q, ω) ,

(7)

where εL ≡ q̂ · ↔ε · q̂ is the longitudinal dielectric func-
tion of the solid state target. In what follows, we will
assume that the target possesses translation invariance,
as is the case for our anisotropic electron gas model in

3 In this work we neglect both phonon excitation and the DM–ion
coupling; if the latter coupling exists, phonons are expected to
contribute at the 10–100 meV scale in the total charge density
response probed by EELS, and in gapped materials would dom-
inate below the gap if the gap is well above the typical phonon
energy.
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Section III, so that χ(r, r′; t) = χ(r− r′, t). However, the
wavevector-dependent quantities within the EELS loss
function of Eq. (7) and Fig. 1 generalize to macroscopic
crystalline solids, as these relations do not rely on transla-
tion symmetry; see e.g. the construction in Appendix B 2
for S(q, ω) and χ(q, ω).

While the connection between density response and
dielectric screening is a foundational accomplishment of
many-body theory, the relation between the electron en-
ergy loss function and the longitudinal inverse dielectric
function in Eq. (7) will play an auxiliary, rather than
essential, role in our analysis. In Fig. 1, we outline the
physical relationships between the various quantities in
our discussion of electron scattering which carry the same
information: the longitudinal inverse dielectric function
ε−1
L (q, ω), the density response function χ(q, ω), the dy-

namic structure factor S(q, ω), and the EELS loss func-
tion WEELS(q, ω). As any one of these quantities unam-
biguously determines the others, our modeling efforts will
focus on the object which is readily calculated by stan-
dard methods: the density response function χ(q, ω), as
presented in Section III. The string of equalities in Fig. 1
extends just as well to DM-electron scattering, which we
illustrate by introducing the DM energy loss function,

WDM(q, ω) = −V (q)Imχ(q, ω), (8)

constructed by analogy to the EELS loss function
in Eq. (7) through the DM-electron interaction of
Eq. (2). The choice of DM model dictates the interac-
tion V (q), at which point the target response—including
all anisotropic and many-body effects—is determined en-
tirely by the scalar function χ(q, ω) through the relations
in Fig. 1. Of crucial practical importance is that the tar-
get contribution to DM-electron scattering is identical
to the response one can extract from calibration experi-
ments using EELS.

Given S(q, ω), the DM–electron scattering rate can be
readily computed. For a DM particle moving with veloc-
ity vχ through a solid state target, the scattering rate per
unit target mass is given by Fermi’s Golden Rule as [37]

Γ(vχ) =
πσ̄e
µ2
eχ

ˆ
d3q dω

(2π)3
F(q)2S(q, ω) δ

(
ω − ωq(vχ)

)
,

(9)
where µeχ is the reduced mass of the electron–DM sys-
tem; σ̄e ≡ 1

πµ
2
eχg

2
eg

2
χ/(m

2
φ + q2

0)2 is a reference cross sec-
tion, with q0 = αme a benchmark momentum transfer;
F(q) ≡ V (q)/V (q0) = (m2

φ + q2
0)/(m2

φ + q2) parameter-
izes the momentum dependence of the DM–electron po-
tential; and ωq is the deposited energy at fixed q, given
explicitly by

ωq(vχ) = q · vχ − q2/2mχ. (10)

Further details can be found e.g. in the review of Ref. [38]
and in Appendix A. As previously emphasized, we will
focus on the zero-temperature limit in which S(q, ω) only

has support for ω > 0.
Naturally, the DM velocity is not a constant in the

lab frame, but takes the form of a velocity distribution
flab(vχ, t) that changes with time as the Earth rotates
relative to our galactic DM halo. Integrating Eq. (9)
over this distribution gives the total rate as a function of
time:

R(t) =
1

ρT

ρχ
mχ

πσ̄e
µ2
eχ

ˆ
d3q dω

(2π)3
g0(q, ω, t)F(q)2S(q, ω).

(11)
where, following Ref. [37], we parameterize the DM halo
integral with

g0(q, ω, t) =

ˆ
d3vχ flab(vχ, t) δ (ω − ωq(vχ)) . (12)

Use of Eq. (11) allows one to directly extract the
daily modulation of the rate in any target material—
including the full many-body response of the system—
given S(q, ω) obtained by either experimental or compu-
tational means.

III. RESPONSE OF AN ANISOTROPIC
ELECTRON GAS

As a concrete model of an electronic system with
anisotropic density response, we consider an electron gas
with the anisotropic dispersion

Eq =
q2
x

2mx
+

q2
y

2my
+

q2
z

2mz
, (13)

where q corresponds to the 3D wavevector of an electron
quasiparticle and the unequal mx,y,z are effective masses
describing band anisotropy along three orthogonal spa-
tial directions. As noted in Refs. [44–46], the anisotropic
dispersion in Eq. (13) can be related to an isotropic sys-
tem by use of a scale transformation,

qi → Qi(q) = qi

√
M

mi
(14)

applied along each of the primary axes of the material,
i.e., i ∈ {x, y, z}. Here M is a density-of-states (DOS)
mass,

M = (mxmymz)
1/3

. (15)

In what follows, we will denote rescaled wavevectors with
capital letters. For example, given a wavevector p, the
version rescaled according to Eq. (14) is denoted by P.
Using the definitions in Eqs. (14) and (15), we can write
the anisotropic dispersion of Eq. (13) as

Eq =
q2
x

2mx
+

q2
y

2my
+

q2
z

2mz
=

Q2

2M
, (16)
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which can in turn be written as the dispersion of a related
isotropic system as

Eiso
Q =

Q2

2M
. (17)

Notably, Eq. (14) and Eq. (16) are consistent indepen-
dent of the definition of M . The DOS mass in Eq. (15),
as used by Ref. [46], is chosen such that the transforma-
tion of Eq. (14) has unit determinant, i.e., such that

d3q = d3Q. (18)

As established in Section II, the solid state target de-
termines the DM–electron scattering through the dy-
namic electronic structure factor, S(q, ω), which is re-
lated to the density response function, χ(q, ω), via
Eq. (5). The density response function of our non-
interacting, single-band electron gas model is given by

χ0(q, ω) = 2

ˆ
d3p

(2π)3

nF(Ep+q)− nF(Ep)

Ep+q − Ep − ω − iΓp
, (19)

where the factor of 2 accounts for the electron spin de-
generacy within the dispersion of Eq. (13), and Γp > 0
phenomenologically sets the linewidth of resonant exci-
tations. In keeping with the conventions of Section II,
we restrict our analysis to the zero-temperature limit in
which the Fermi distribution function, nF in Eq. (19),
behaves as a step function,

nF(E) =

{
1 E < EF

0 E > EF,
(20)

in terms of the Fermi energy of our system, EF. We now
utilize the unimodular scale transformation in Eq. (14)
to rewrite Eq. (19) as

χ0(q, ω) = χiso
0

(
Q(q), ω

)
, (21)

where

χiso
0 (Q, ω) = 2

ˆ
d3P

(2π)3

nF(Eiso
P+Q)− nF(Eiso

P )

Eiso
P+Q − Eiso

P − ω − iΓp
(22)

is the non-interacting density response function of an
isotropic electron gas with band mass given by Eq. (15).
The relation in Eq. (21) provides a great simplification,
as the density response function of a free electron gas is
a textbook result [47, 48].4

Though χ0(q, ω) in Eq. (19) is the response function
that corresponds to our anisotropic electron gas model
of Eq. (13), real materials feature many-electron screen-
ing due to the long-ranged Coulomb interaction. Since
our electron gas model is, at best, an effective model of

4 A similar scaling trick was used to compute the response of
anisotropic Dirac materials in Ref. [23].

the valence electrons in an anisotropic target, we model
screening by the core electrons5 through an effective
Coulomb interaction with background dielectric constant
ε∞,

V eff
C (q) =

VC(q)

ε∞
=

e2

ε∞q2
. (23)

The inclusion of ε∞ will also provide us more control
over the relevant energy scales in the problem. The
many-electron screening within our electron gas model
is most simply treated self-consistently through the Ran-
dom Phase Approximation (RPA) (see e.g. Refs. [39, 47,
48, 50]). Within RPA, the density response function can
be written as

χRPA(q, ω) =
χ0(q, ω)

1− V eff
C (q)χ0(q, ω)

. (24)

Using RPA is equivalent to summing the bubble diagrams
that result from a perturbative expansion for χ(q, ω) in
the presence of the effective Coulomb interaction, V eff

C of
Eq. (23). If we combine the isotropic relation in Eq. (21)
with the RPA expression of Eq. (24), the RPA density
response function of our anisotropic electron gas can be
written in terms of the isotropic response function of
Eq. (22) as

χRPA(q, ω) =
χiso

0 (Q(q), ω)

1− V eff
C (q)χiso

0 (Q(q), ω)
. (25)

As Eq. (5) allows us to determine the dynamic struc-
ture factor S(q, ω) through ImχRPA(q, ω), we are in a
position to discern the kinds of excitations that would be
visible in a scattering experiment. Particle–hole excita-
tions can be seen directly in −Imχiso

0 (q, ω), while many-
electron excitations (i.e. plasmons) appear whenever the
resonance condition,

1− V eff
C (q)Reχiso

0 (Q(q), ω) = 0, (26)

is met. In writing Eq. (26) as the implicit dispersion re-
lation for plasmon excitation, we are assuming a small
width, or Γp/ω � 1 at the frequency satisfying the
pole condition. Notably, there is a peak contribution
to ImχRPA(q, ω) at the plasmon resonance condition of
Eq. (26) even as Γp → 0+ through the Dirac identity
(c.f. Eq. (B29)). Accounting for the plasmon becomes
essential at small q, or small Q in χiso

0 (Q(q), ω), where
the phase space for particle-hole excitation is restricted
to a thin shell about the Fermi surface and the plasmon
contribution dominates.

In the regime of plasmon propagation, we can find
the long-wavelength plasmon dispersion relation directly

5 See, e.g., the use of εcore in the free carrier models of Ref. [49].
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FIG. 2. Density plot (shaded blue) of the DM loss function for a light mediator, WDM(q, ω) of Eq. (8), determined by the RPA
density response function (Eq. (25)) of an anisotropic electron gas with ε∞ set to ensure ωp,iso = EF, measured for momentum
transfers perpendicular (left) and parallel (right) to ẑ. The anisotropy parameters were chosen to be mx = my = 0.37M and

mz = 7.37M , such that mz/mxy = 20 and (mxmymz)
1/3 = M . The dark blue band illustrates the plasmon dispersion Ω(q),

which is at higher frequencies along the light mass directions and lower frequencies along the heavy mass direction, approaching
Ωxy = 1.6ωp,iso and Ωz = 0.37ωp,iso as q → 0. To make contact with the physical scale set by the DM dispersion v0, we show
the kinematically-allowed region for DM scattering with mχ = me/2 and vχ = 800 km/s in shaded orange. With respect to
these scales, the electron gas parameters should be taken as M = me, EF = ωp,iso = 1 eV, and ε∞ = 6.26, which we choose as
our fiducial values for the remainder of this paper unless otherwise specified. With these parameters, only the lower plasmon
branch (right) is energetically accessible.

from the asymptotic form of Reχiso
0 ,

Reχiso
0 (Q, ω)

Qi→0−→ neQ
2

Mω2
. (27)

Inserting this into Eq. (26) yields the long-wavelength
plasmon dispersion as

ω2
p(q) =

nee
2

Mε∞

Q2(q)

q2
. (28)

In Eqs. (27) and (28), ne = K3
F/3π

2 is the electron den-
sity, where KF is the isotropic Fermi wavevector defined
through Eq. (17) by Eiso

KF
= EF, namely

KF =
√

2MEF. (29)

Conveniently, the unimodular transformation of Eq. (18)
between the anisotropic and isotropic systems allows us
to calculate ne in terms of isotropic parameters. The
scale of ωp in Eq. (28) is provided by the plasma fre-
quency of the isotropic system,

ω2
p,iso =

nee
2

Mε∞
=

K3
Fe

2

3π2Mε∞
, (30)

which reduces to the well-known plasma frequency6 in
the isotropic limit of equal mass parameters mx,y,z in
Eq. (13) [43, 51]. In the anisotropic system, the scale
transformation of Eq. (14) applied to Eq. (28) provides
the plasmon dispersion as

ω2
p(q) =

Q2(q)

q2
ω2

p,iso =
q2
xΩ2

x + q2
yΩ2

y + q2
zΩ2

z

q2
, (31)

where the frequency scale along each axis, Ωx,y,z, is de-
fined in terms of the mass parameters by

Ω2
i =

nee
2

miε∞
=

(
M

mi

)
ω2

p,iso. (32)

As an example of an appreciable but realistic mass
anisotropy, we consider a uniaxial system with mx =
my ≡ mxy = 0.37M and mz = 7.37M , such that

mz/mxy = 20 and (mxmymz)
1/3

= M . To simplify cal-
culations, we set a single energy scale in the electronic
system by using ε∞ to fix ωp,iso = EF. Figure 2 shows

6 The frequency ωp,iso in Eq. (30) is occasionally termed the
screened plasma frequency since it includes the background di-
electric constant. As Eq. (30) corresponds to the physical fre-
quency of the plasmon excitation in our model, we suppress the
“screened” moniker.
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Right: daily modulation in the event rate R(t) of Eq. (36) with a DM stream, for the same anisotropy parameters considered
in Fig. 2 including the 10 meV cutoff mimicking experimental resolution. The y-axis has been normalized to the time-averaged
event rate 〈R〉.

the DM loss function, WDM(q, ω) of Eq. (8), for this sys-
tem calculated using the RPA density response function
of Eq. (25). Notably, WEELS(q, ω) of Eq. (7) is pro-
portional to WDM(q, ω) for a massless mediator. The
energy and momentum scales are normalized to ωp,iso

of Eq. (30) and the isotropic Fermi wavevector KF of
Eq. (29), respectively. According to our long wavelength
plasmon dispersion in Eq. (28), these mass parameters
give plasma frequencies Ωx = Ωy ≡ Ωxy = 1.6ωp,iso

and Ωz = 0.37ωp,iso. The plasmon peak appears as a
dense ridge at finite energies in both panels of Fig. 2 as
q → 0. As q increases, the plasmon eventually inter-
sects the particle-hole continuum, which provides a de-
cay channel through Landau-damping until the plasmon
eventually ceases to propagate. As noted in Ref. [46],
the regime of plasmon propagation is dependent upon
the propagation direction, as opposed to the textbook
case of an isotropic electron gas [43, 47, 48].

To make contact with the relevant DM kinematics, we
can fix the physical scales of the system to some repre-
sentative values: we take EF = 1 eV and M = me =
511 keV, which fixes ε∞ = 6.26. This yields an isotropic
Fermi velocity VF ≡

√
2EF/M = KF/M which is nu-

merically equal to 590 km/s, a factor of a few larger
than v0 = 220 km/s which is the physical scale of the
galactic DM velocity. The |q| → 0 plasma frequency in
the xy-plane is Ωxy = 1.6 eV compared to Ωz = 0.37 eV
along the ẑ-axis. For reference, the maximum DM ki-
netic energy for mχ = me/2 is 1

2mχv
2
max ' 0.9 eV, where

vmax ' 800 km/s is the maximum DM speed in the lab
frame. For DM of this mass, the lower branch of the plas-
mon is energetically accessible at nonzero q, while the
upper branch is inaccessible for all q. We illustrate this
feature in Fig. 2 by drawing the DM energy-loss curve
ωq from Eq. (10) for mχ = me/2 and vχ = 800 km/s in
orange. To represent the effects of finite detector resolu-

tion, we will also implement when necessary a low-energy
cutoff ωmin = 10 meV, which is safely below any of the
interesting scales in the problem (and indeed lies below
the bottom of the plot in Fig. 2).

We close this section by noting that, while the plasmon
spectrum in Eq. (31) follows from a concrete calculation
within RPA, it is also quite generic to anisotropic systems
of sufficient symmetry. As detailed in [46], the long wave-
length plasma frequency of an anisotropic electron gas re-
duces to the isotropic result of Eq. (30) along each axis.
This reduction can be further generalized to orthorhom-
bic Fermi surfaces [52] and the more extreme anisotropy
of layered materials [53]. Recently, Ref. [54] consid-
ered extrinsically-tuned anisotropy in the form of metal-
insulator heterostructures. The resulting plasmon spec-
trum in these systems [55–58] is similar to our anisotropic
plasmon dispersion in Eq. (31) if we take the uniaxial
limit mx = my ≡ mxy and consider strong anisotropy
(mxy/mz � 1) in Eq. (13). While the quantitative de-
tails of any particular anisotropic material will necessar-
ily go beyond our electron gas model in Eq. (13), the
anisotropic plasmon dispersion in Eq. (31) provides be-
havior that may be qualitatively sufficient at long wave-
lengths. For example, a scenario in which one branch of
the plasmon is kinematically accessible to light DM, as
illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 2, may be realized
for heavy-fermion materials [35].

IV. DAILY MODULATION

Material anisotropy can lead to a significant modula-
tion in the measured event rate depending on the direc-
tion of the incident DM. In Eq. (11), we connected the
time-dependent event rate R(t) of DM-electron scatter-
ing directly to the material response. As an illustrative
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FIG. 4. Daily modulation curves for the anisotropic electron gas target with DM following the SHM velocity distribution,
for various values of the DM mass and a light mediator (left) and heavy mediator (right). We take the target to have the
same fiducial parameters as Fig. 2, and we include a low-energy cutoff of 10 meV as a stand-in for a finite detector threshold.
Both the overall modulation amplitude and the dependence on the DM mass should only be taken for illustration and not as
representative values, since they depend strongly on the anisotropy parameters; see Figs. 7 and 8 below.

example, we now consider the daily modulation of the
event rate for the anisotropic electron gas presented in
Section III. In the following sections, we perform all inte-
grals numerically using the VegasFlow package [59, 60].

We adopt the conventions of Ref. [28] to describe the
laboratory frame on the Earth. The velocity of the labo-
ratory frame relative to the isotropic halo frame is given
as a function of time by

vlab(t) = vE

 sin θe sinψ(t)
sin θe cos θe(cosψ(t)− 1)
cos2 θe + sin2 θe cosψ(t)

 , (33)

where vE ' 234 km/s characterizes the motion of the
Earth with respect to the DM halo; θe ≈ 42◦ is mea-
sured relative to the Milky Way frame; and ψ(t) =
2π× (t/24 h). The convention employed here orients vlab

entirely along the ẑ direction at t = 0, changing to an
orientation mostly along the ŷ direction at the 12 hour
mark. For clarity, the direction of the velocity in Eq. (33)
is plotted over a 24 hour period in the left and center
panels of Fig. 3.

A. DM stream modulation

As a check of our intuition, we first consider a DM
distribution corresponding to a stream with fixed velocity
vs in the Milky Way frame,

fhalo(vχ) = δ3(vχ − vs) . (34)

In the laboratory frame, we obtain the DM velocity dis-
tribution as

flab(vχ, t) = fhalo(vχ + vlab(t)) , (35)

where the velocity of the lab frame vlab(t) is as in
Eq. (33). The integral over the DM velocity for g0 in
Eq. (12) is trivial for the distribution in Eq. (35), which
directly provides the time-dependent event rate through
Eq. (11) as

R(t) =
1

ρT

ρχ
mχ

πσ̄

µ2
eχ

ˆ
d3q

(2π)3
F(q)2S (q, ωq(vs + vlab(t)) .

(36)
The right panel of Fig. 3 shows the time-dependent

event rate of Eq. (36) calculated with the electronic
anisotropy and DM kinematics featured in Fig. 2. The
DM stream velocity was chosen to be vs = v0 ẑ, such that
vs ‖ vlab(t) at t = 0 and v0 = 220 km/s is the DM veloc-
ity dispersion. We considered both the case of a massless
mediator (F(q) ∝ 1/q2) and the limit of a heavy media-
tor (F(q) = 1) for the DM-electron interaction in Eq. (2).
In both cases, the scattering rate exhibits the expected
daily modulation due to the changing orientation of the
Earth-based laboratory frame relative to the DM halo.

B. Modulation in the Standard Halo Model

A more realistic model of the DM velocity distribution
is provided by the Standard Halo Model. To integrate
over the distribution, we follow Ref. [37] to write the



9

time-dependent event rate as in Eq. (11), with explicit
expressions for fhalo(vχ) and g0 given in Appendix A.

In Fig. 4, we show the daily modulation in our
anisotropic electron gas target for the same material pa-
rameters as Fig. 2, but for several values of the DM
mass in units of the electronic DOS mass M through
the ratio mχ/M . We retain the same low-energy cutoff
ωmin = 10 meV in performing the integration of Eq. (11)
to simulate a finite detector threshold. For both the
light and heavy mediator, the daily modulation follows
the same trend as the DM stream example in Fig. 3:
the event rate is maximal at t = 0 when the incident
DM is mostly oriented along the ẑ-axis and minimal at
the 12 hour mark when DM is biased toward the ŷ-
axis. However, the peak-to-trough modulation ampli-
tudes vary considerably. Though our fiducial anisotropy
parameter of mz/mxy = 20 does not correspond to a
particular physical system, and thus our modulation am-
plitudes should be taken for illustrative purposes only,
they are typical of values for electronic excitations in
anisotropic targets [32, 38].7

To better understand the modulation curves shown in
Fig. 4, we show in Fig. 5 the kinematically-allowed DM
parabola with the plasmon dispersion shown for refer-
ence. For a massless mediator, the rate is peaked at
small q, where the plasmons are the dominant excitation
in the RPA response function. When the DM kinetic en-
ergy is small or comparable to the electronic scales (i.e.,
EF and the isotropic plasma frequency ωp,iso), the daily
modulation in Fig. 4 is largely a probe of the anisotropic
low-energy tail of the plasmon. When the lower branch of
the plasmon is kinematically accessible (mχ/M = 1), the
plasmon width is large enough that essentially any direc-
tion of q probes the plasmon part of the DM loss function,
and the modulation amplitude decreases considerably.
Note that independent of the value of mχ, our choice
of parameters results in the upper branch of the plasmon
along the x̂-axis always being kinematically inaccessible;
for larger DM masses, the apex of the DM energy-loss
parabola shifts to the right, but the left boundary of the
curve never crosses the plasmon before it damps out at
large q. This is essentially because the effective Fermi
velocity in the xy-plane is larger than vmax, while the
Fermi velocity in the z-direction is smaller than vmax. For
heavy mediators, the DM loss function is dominated by
particle-hole excitations, which inherit their anisotropy
directly from the dispersion relation of Eq. (13) and are
thus present even for large DM masses, leading to a large
modulation amplitude for the same DM mass compared
to a light mediator.

The effect of particle-hole excitations on the daily mod-
ulation can be isolated from the plasmon contribution by

7 One conspicuous exception is a Dirac material, where the linear
dispersion makes scattering kinematically forbidden for vχ < vF
rather than simply suppressed [23], leading to a much larger mod-
ulation [28], though it is important to note that these analyses
ignored any plasmon contributions.
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FIG. 5. Kinematically-allowed regions for DM scattering,
bounded by ωq(vχ) of Eq. (10), for various DM masses com-
pared to the DOS mass. The dark shaded regions take the
DM velocity to be the maximum velocity in the lab frame,
vχ = vEarth + vesc, while the light shaded regions show a typ-
ical DM velocity from the bulk of the distribution, vχ = v0.
The black solid lines illustrate the plasmon dispersions from
Fig. 2, taking the same material and anisotropy parameters.
Note that even though the higher-energy plasmon branch is
energetically accessible (Ωxy <

1
2
mχv

2
χ) for the heaviest DM

masses, it is kinematically inaccessible because it disperses
before crossing into the DM parabola.

considering losses associated with the bare density re-
sponse function, χ0(q, ω) of Eq. (19). In Fig. 6, we show
daily modulation curves computed from Eq. (11) for both
light and heavy mediators, for two different values of VF,
comparing the rate computed using a dynamic structure
factor S(q, ω) determined through Eq. (5) by χ0(q, ω) to
the full RPA density response function χRPA(q, ω). For
light mediators, when the lower branch of the plasmon is
kinematically accessible (v0/VF = 0.7), the rate is dom-
inated by the plasmon and including only χ0 results in
effectively zero modulation. For heavy mediators, the ef-
fect is much smaller, at the percent level for DM kinetic
energies well above the Fermi energy (v0/VF = 7.0). In
fact, in this regime the particle-hole excitations dominate
even the light-mediator loss function, though curiously
the modulation changes phase, with a maximum at 12
hr.

C. Relation between modulation amplitude and
material parameters

In order to clarify the parametric dependence of the
daily modulation illustrated in Fig. 4, we consider the
effect of varying the material and anisotropy parameters
on the daily modulation curves through a simple measure
of variation in the time-dependent event rate: the peak-
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FIG. 6. Daily modulation curves for mz/mxy = 20 but two different values of the isotropic Fermi velocity, for both a light
mediator (left) and heavy mediator (right). Solid lines use χRPA(q, ω) as in Fig. 7, while dashed lines correspond to a
dynamic structure factor S(q, ω) determined solely by the bare response χ0(q, ω) in Eq. (21). The use of χ0(q, ω), rather than
χRPA(q, ω), restricts losses to particle-hole excitations and neglects the plasmon. The effect is largest for a light mediator with
v0 < VF, when scattering is dominated by the low-energy tail of the lower plasmon branch.

to-trough modulation

∆R =
R(t = 0)−R(t = 12 hours)

〈R〉 , (37)

where 〈R〉 is the time-averaged event rate over a 24 hour
period.

In Fig. 7, we plot the modulation amplitude at a fixed
DM mass, mχ = M = me, varying the isotropic Fermi
velocity VF from 0.1v0 to 10v0 and anisotropy parameter
mz/mxy from 1 to 100 while preserving the relationship
ωp,iso = EF by changing ε∞ to compensate. In particular,
the range of Fermi velocities corresponds to target Fermi
energies EF = 1

2MV 2
F spanning 1.4 meV to 14 eV, which

sets the typical scale of both plasmons and particle-hole
excitations. In the regime where the typical scale of plas-
mon excitation is kinematically inaccessible, v0/VF . 1,
the peak-to-trough ratio can be understood in the same
way as the modulation of Fig. 4: momentum transfer
along the ẑ direction corresponds to smaller, more favor-
able energy scales for particle-hole or plasmon excitation,
which results in modulation amplitudes which grow with
the anisotropy parameter mz/mx. For a massless medi-
ator (left panel), there is a rather sharp dividing line at
v0/VF = 1; for smaller Fermi velocities compared to the
DM velocity, the plasmon peaks become kinematically
accessible as illustrated in Fig. 5 which increases the to-
tal rate but decreases the modulation amplitude. This
results in a separatrix where for sufficiently small VF the
modulation ∆R goes through a sign change. These ef-
fects are less pronounced for a massive mediator (right
panel), where the preference for large momentum trans-

fers and the dominance of particle-hole excitations re-
sults in a balancing act wherein the daily modulation
increases with increasing v0/VF . 1, achieving a maxi-
mum at v0/VF ' 1. The range of typical behavior for
mz/mxy = 20 is illustrated in Fig. 6 with the parameter
points marked with stars.

In Fig. 8, we now fix the anisotropy parameter to the
same fiducial value used previously, mz/mx = 20 and
vary the DM mass (normalized to the DOS mass, mχ/M)
as well as VF. For a DOS mass M on the order of the
electron mass, M ∼ me ∼ O(MeV), our choice of scales
corresponds to light DM masses from 10 keV to 100 MeV.
We see that the modulation is appreciably smaller for
heavy DM where there are fewer kinematic thresholds in
either the particle-hole or plasmon spectra, but for the
same DM mass, heavy-mediator models result in larger
modulation amplitudes for the same DM mass and Fermi
velocity due to the dominance of particle-hole excitations.
The largest modulation occurs when mχ is small and
v0/VF is large, corresponding to particle-hole excitations
with a very small Fermi energy and a kinematic threshold
for excitations along the heavy effective mass directions.
Because this is a threshold effect, the total rate is small.
On the other hand, when the DM mass mχ and veloc-
ity v0 are well-matched to the analogous target scales
M and VF, order-1 modulation with large total rates are
achievable, which highlights the importance of identify-
ing suitable target materials which realize these scales.
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FIG. 7. Density plots of the peak-to-trough modulation ∆R of Eq. (37) as a function of the uniaxial electronic mass
anisotropy mz/mxy (mxy = mx = my) and the velocity ratio v0/VF, where the DM mass is set equal to the target DOS mass
mχ = M = me. The SHM event rate R(t) was calculated using χRPA(q, ω) of Eq. (25), the values of mz/mxy and v0/VF

shown, and the plasmon width according to Γp = 0.1EF. Stars denote special points at mz/mxy = 20 examined in Fig. 6.
When using a light mediator (left), the small q regime is enhanced, which coincides with the regime of plasmon propagation in
Fig. 2. When using a heavy mediator (right), the plasmon contribution is suppressed at small q and particle-hole excitation
is enhanced at large q. The stars mark the parameter values chosen to generate the daily modulation curves in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 8. Same as Fig. 7 but fixing the electronic mass anisotropy to mz/mxy = 20 and varying the DM mass ratio mχ/M along
the vertical axis. With the exception of an “island” at mχ ' M and v0 ' VF, the modulation amplitude typically decreases
as the DM mass increases due to the absence of kinematic thresholds. The large modulation amplitude at large v0/VF and
small mχ/M is a threshold effect when DM does not have enough kinetic energy to create particle-hole excitations in the light
effective mass directions, however this parameter space corresponds to atypically small Fermi energies.

V. EXTRACTING THE DENSITY RESPONSE
FROM EXPERIMENTS

Our prediction for an observable daily modulation in
the DM scattering rate relies on detailed knowledge of the
target density response at kinematically-allowed values of

q and ω. We emphasize that the desired response of a
solid state target is, in principle, an experimental observ-
able; our analysis of the anisotropic electron gas calcula-
tion considered in Section III merely provided a conve-
nient toy model. As discussed in Section II, DM-electron
and electron-electron scattering are both governed by the
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same density response function of the target material,
which renders EELS experiments a direct means of de-
termining the DM scattering rate for a given choice of
the DM-electron interaction, V (q) of Eq. (2). Despite
this overlap, extracting the momentum-resolved density
response of potential targets likely requires a great deal
of laboratory ingenuity. In this section, we will briefly
discuss the feasibility of using experimental data within
the daily modulation formalism of Section IV.

The ability to use EELS data in the calculation of
the DM-electron scattering rate depends largely on the
energy scales of interest. At energies of O(10 eV), an
orientation-resolved scan of the plasmon anisotropy at
fixed momentum transfer has been performed with EELS
in graphite [61], a layered compound consisting of weakly-
bound carbon planes. Further in Ref. [61], good agree-
ment was obtained between computational models and
the measured spectra. If several values of the magni-
tude q were additionally scanned, then one could entirely
map out the EELS loss function of Eq. (7) and, through
Eq. (5), the dynamic structure factor, S(q, ω). For light
DM carrying kinetic energy on the meV scale, however,
the finite energy resolution of EELS—typically described
by the width of the zero-loss peak or quasi-elastic line—
of O(10–100 meV) [41, 42, 61] becomes non-negligible. In
practice, the zero-loss peak may remain the dominant fea-
ture in measured spectra significantly beyond the stated
width. This effect can be seen in the uncorrected spectra
of Ref. [42] and provides the motivation for computa-
tional means of removing zero loss peaks out to ∼1 eV
in Refs. [62, 63] despite the width of some spectrometers
set as narrow as 20–50 meV.

Nevertheless, a measurement-driven approach could be
maintained for the low-energy tail of an anisotropic plas-
mon. Since the plasmon energy is typically on the order
of a few to tens of eV in normal metals, one could evade
the resolution issue in this low-energy regime by utiliz-
ing EELS at higher energies to accurately extract the
anisotropy in the (electronic) dynamic structure factor
S(q, ω) of Eq. (11) due to plasma losses. If, as in Ref. [35],
we can model the plasmon peaks as Lorentzian, then we
might obtain reliable results from a linear extrapolation
of the measured spectra down to zero energy loss.8 In
Fig. 9, we show that 50 keV DM with kinetic energies
on the order of O

(
1
2mχv

2
0

)
≈ 14 meV still scatters with

appreciable daily modulation. This is despite the small
anisotropy chosen to match the q → 0 loss function in
URu2Si2 [64], as first considered in Ref. [35], and when
the bulk plasmon energy scale (set to ωp,iso ≈ 13.7 eV)
is kinematically inaccessible. Of course, the total event
rate of DM-electron scattering will be suppressed when
the scattering kinematics are mismatched, which serves
to reinforce the point that daily modulation and total

8 This is typically done in practice when using the Kramers–Kronig
relation to extract the dielectric function from an EELS measure-
ment.

rate are typically in tension.

As suggested in Ref. [35], the total DM scattering rate
in a laboratory experiment could be increased through
use of novel solid-state targets with energy scales (e.g.,
the plasma frequency and/or Fermi velocity in metals)
more tuned to the DM kinematics. For instance, heavy-
fermion materials may feature plasmons at the meV
scale, albeit with a lower spectral weight than expected
of the higher-energy plasmons in normal metals. At the
meV scale, however, the aforementioned energy resolu-
tion in EELS will likely prevent direct extraction of the
loss function. Additionally, the ionic contributions that
have thus far been ignored in our analysis typically con-
tribute to the charge density response (e.g., as measured
in EELS) across the 1–100 meV range.

One may then be tempted to look toward High-
Resolution EELS—i.e., HREELS [65, 66], or its
momentum-resolved (MEELS) [67] implementation.
While HREELS boasts an impressive energy resolution
at the meV scale [68], the scattering process in HREELS
involves electron reflection off the material surface. This
is in contrast to bulk scattering deep within a sample,
which is the mechanism considered within our analysis
of the DM-electron scattering rate in Eq. (9). Instead,
the reflection process in HREELS is modeled by vacuum
scattering off the long-ranged dipole field of the material
[67, 69, 70] and the inclusion of the surface plane restricts
translation symmetry to only the planar directions. Nat-
urally, both EELS and HREELS probe the density re-
sponse function of a necessarily-finite sample with bound-
aries; HREELS, however, is dominated by processes in
which the surface plane’s reflective contribution is fun-
damental. Nevertheless, the HREELS cross section is
a probe of bulk physics: the strongly anisotropic bulk
plasmon of layered materials is predicted to be the main
contribution to the long wavelength HREELS spectrum
[71]. While not model-independent (since bulk scatter-
ing requires extrapolation) and reliant on cleavable sur-
face planes along the momentum directions of interest,
HREELS can, in principle, provide data-driven predic-
tions of DM scattering rates.

As long as one is willing to sacrifice momentum-
dependent information for energy resolution, optical
probes provide another avenue of investigation. Op-
tical methods—in particular, reflectance or ellipsome-
try [72, 73]—provide the dielectric function, ε(ω), either
via Kramers–Kronig relations (reflectance) or by model
substitution of the measured quantities (ellipsometry),
which permits calculation of the EELS loss function in
Eq. (7) in the q → 0 limit. Though typically limited
to energies ω & 10–20 meV and/or requiring Kramers–
Kronig extrapolations, optical methods can provide meV-
scale resolution. Optical probes do not offer the ability to
predict losses at finite momentum transfer; however, the
anisotropy of long-wavelength losses can still be deter-
mined through the reflectance of polarized light at nor-
mal incidence, as done in Ref. [64] for the novel heavy-
fermion compound URu2Si2(in addition to more involved
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FIG. 9. Daily modulation curves for DM scattering in an anisotropic electron gas, with anisotropy parameter mz/mxy chosen
to model the anisotropic q → 0 loss function in the material URu2Si2 [64]. In Ref. [35], the low-energy part of the loss function
was modeled as a plasmon with fixed frequency ωp but anisotropic width; here, for illustration, we fix the width and imagine the
anisotropic plasmon frequencies are inherited from an anisotropic effective mass. We take EF = ωp,iso = 13.7 eV and M = me,
treating the plasmon as sourced by the full valence electron density rather than the heavy-fermion portion. Since v0 < VF and
the anisotropy parameter is rather small, the modulation amplitude is only at the 20% level even for small DM masses.

ellipsometric analyses). As a result, optical experiments
provide a high-resolution, long wavelength check on more
involved experiments or modeling efforts of both the scale
of losses and the material anisotropy.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have laid out a formalism which per-
mits the derivation of the time-dependent scattering rate
for spin-independent DM-electron interactions in an ar-
bitrary target material based only on in-principle mea-
surable quantities. By focusing exclusively on response
functions—in particular the anisotropic density response
function—we have established an important connection
between quantities which can be measured in a labo-
ratory setting via calibration experiments and the pre-
dicted daily modulation of the DM rate, thus removing a
large source of systematic uncertainty from current and
planned experiments. As an example, we have used the
toy model of an anisotropic electron gas, where a semi-
analytic treatment of the density response is tractable;
this model captures important collective effects (in par-
ticular, the anisotropic plasmon) which should reflect the
behavior of real materials in an appropriate energy and
momentum regime.

Extracting the density response function from mea-
surements may be a highly non-trivial task due to the
energy scales of interest and the need for excellent mo-
mentum resolution, and may not be entirely free of mod-
eling uncertainties due to the need to account for sur-

face effects in scattering experiments. Nonetheless, there
are realistic experimental probes such as MEELS and
HREELS that can be applied to materials of interest.
We emphasize that even in the case of well-studied ma-
terials such as silicon, the density response has not been
probed at the required accuracy in the kinematic regime
relevant for DM scattering, and we encourage the appli-
cation of such probes to the materials currently being
used as light DM detectors to complement existing theo-
retical treatments of the DM rate. While our work here
has focused on spin-independent scattering, a similar ap-
proach can be applied to other forms of DM-SM interac-
tions (such as those categorized in Ref. [74]), which we
leave for future work. We hope that our work continues
to facilitate a rapid exchange of ideas and data between
the high-energy and condensed matter communities in
the development of new DM detectors.
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Appendix A: The SHM time-dependent velocity
distribution in the lab frame

Given a DM velocity distribution in the Galactic frame
fhalo(vχ), the time-dependent lab distribution of DM ve-
locities is

flab(vχ, t) = fhalo(vχ + vlab(t)) , (A1)

where vlab(t) is the velocity of the lab frame as given in
Eq. (33). Integrating the velocity-resolved scattering rate
Γ of Eq. (9) over the lab-frame DM velocity distribution
yields the time-dependent event rate per unit detector
mass,

R(t) =
1

ρT

ρχ
mχ

ˆ
d3vχ flab(vχ, t)Γ(vχ) , (A2)

where ρT is the scattering target density. Following
Ref. [37], the energy-conserving delta function in the
scattering rate of Eq. (9) can be used to re-write Eq. (A2)
as

R(t) =
1

ρT

ρχ
mχ

πσ̄

µ2
eχ

ˆ
d3q dω

(2π)3
g0(q, ω, t)F(q)2S(q, ω) ,

(A3)
where we have introduced the anisotropic halo integral

g0(q, ω, t) =

ˆ
d3vχ flab(vχ, t) δ (ω − ωq(vχ)) . (A4)

For illustration in this paper, we use the Standard Halo
Model (SHM) ansatz of a truncated Maxwellian,

fhalo(vχ) = N−1
0 exp(−v2

χ/v
2
0)Θ(v2

esc − |vχ|2) , (A5)

where we take the dispersion as v0 ' 220 km/s, the
Galactic escape velocity is roughly vesc ' 544 km/s, and
the normalization is given by

N0 = π3/2v3
0

[
erf

(
vesc

v0

)
− 2√

π

vesc

v0
exp

(
−vesc

v0

)2
]
.

(A6)

The SHM ansatz gives a closed-form expression for the
anisotropic halo integral [26],

g0(q, ω, t) =
πv2

0

qN0

[
e−v

2
−(q,t)/v20 − e−v2esc/v20

]
, (A7)

where

v−(q, t) = min
{
vesc ,

ω
q + q

2mχ
+ q̂ · vlab(t)

}
. (A8)

With the SHM halo integral in Eq. (A7), the time-
dependent event rate for DM-electron scattering off
anisotropic solid state targets can be obtained through
R(t) in Eq. (11) provided we know the (electronic) dy-
namic structure factor of the solid state target, S(q, ω),
over the kinematically-allowed region of q and ω.

Appendix B: The dielectric function, electron
scattering, and density response of materials

The relation between material response and DM scat-
tering in solid state targets has developed rapidly in re-
cent years; see Ref. [38] and references therein for a re-
view. However, there are some technical and formal as-
pects that may be more familiar to those with a back-
ground in solid-state physics rather than particle physics.
In this Appendix, we provide further details on the ba-
sic framework assumed in the main text and attempt to
clarify nomenclature when possible. As in Section II,
no original material is presented here, and the empha-
sis is on translation between the solid-state and particle
physics languages. To maintain continuity with the main
text, we adopt particle physics conventions, particularly
through the system of units where ~ = c = ε0 = 1. In
Appendix B 1, we review the definition of optical con-
stants in the framework of classical electromagnetism via
Maxwell’s equations in media. In Appendix B 2, we re-
view the framework of density-density scattering off the
electrons within a solid-state target and explicitly con-
nect the many-body density response function to the ma-
trix elements that appear in Fermi’s Golden Rule.

1. The dielectric theory of materials

In the framework of classical electromagnetism,
adopted by optics texts such as [72, 73], the behavior
of a material is characterized through constitutive equa-
tions that relate the charges, currents, and fields exterior
to the material to those induced within it. In particu-
lar, we focus on a linear dielectric medium subject to an
external field E, which screens the field to produce an
electric displacement.

D =
↔
εE . (B1)
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The associated current response is given by

Jind =
↔
σE . (B2)

The linearized relations in Eqs. (B1) and (B2) define

the optical constants
↔
ε , the dielectric constant, and

↔
σ, the optical conductivity, where our notation reflects
the fact that both are generically tensor quantities. In
Eqs. (B1) and (B2): E is the (total) electric field, D
is the part of the electric field sourced only by external
charges not bound to the material system, and Jind is
the current density induced within the material by the

(total) electric field. Of course,
↔
ε and

↔
σ are not truly

constants; when characterizing a spacetime translation-
invariant system, these optical constants depend on the
frequency and wavevector of light (or whatever electro-
magnetic field is present) within the material medium
through the Fourier-transformed relations:

D(q, ω) =
↔
ε (q, ω)E(q, ω) , (B3)

Jind(q, ω) =
↔
σ(q, ω)E(q, ω) . (B4)

The continuity equation

∂

∂t
ρ+ ∇ · J = 0 , (B5)

where ρ is the local (total) charge density and J is the
(total) current density, yields a relation between the op-

tical constants,
↔
ε and

↔
σ. As we are separating external

charges (those not bound to the material system) from
the charges and currents induced within the material, we
can restrict the continuity equation of Eq. (B5) to the
material charges:

∂

∂t
ρind + ∇ · Jind = 0 , (B6)

where ρind is the (local) deviation of the material
charge density from its equilibrium value. The Fourier-
transformed Gauss laws governing the electric displace-
ment,

iq ·D(q, ω) = ρext(q, ω) , (B7)

and the (total) electric field,

iq ·E(q, ω) = ρ(q, ω) , (B8)

permit us to write the induced charge density, ρind, as

ρind(q, ω) = ρ(q, ω)− ρext(q, ω) (B9)

= iq · [E(q, ω)−D(q, ω)] (B10)

= iq ·
[
1−↔ε (q, ω)

]
·E(q, ω) . (B11)

If we use Eq. (B4) to write the induced current in terms of
↔
σ(q, ω), then Eq. (B11) allows us to write the continuity

equation, Eq. (B6), as

q ·
[
ω
(

1−↔ε (q, ω)
)

+ i
↔
σ(q, ω)

]
·E(q, ω) = 0 . (B12)

In the non-retarded limit of electromagnetism, where
the Coulomb interaction is effectively instantaneous and
magnetic back-reaction is negligible, the electric field is
determined by a scalar potential φ via

E(q, ω) = (−iq)φ(q, ω) . (B13)

This description is appropriate for the scattering regime
of the main text, where q � ω. If we write the conti-
nuity equation, Eq. (B12), in terms of the potential of
Eq. (B13), we find that the longitudinal components of
↔
ε and

↔
σ are related by

q̂ ·↔ε (q, ω) · q̂ = 1 +

(
i

ω

)
q̂ ·↔σ(q, ω) · q̂ , (B14)

where q̂ := q/q. Since the non-retarded limit admits a
description in terms of potentials, it’s natural to consider
the longitudinal dielectric function,

εL(q, ω) = q̂ ·↔ε (q, ω) · q̂ , (B15)

which is a scalar relating the external potential φext,

D(q, ω) = (−iq)φext(q, ω) , (B16)

to the total potential, φ, via

φext(q, ω) = εL(q, ω)φ(q, ω) . (B17)

While the relation in Eq. (B15) connects the longitudi-
nal dielectric function, εL, to the previous discussion of
optical constants (e.g., one could extract εL from the op-
tical conductivity upon additional use of Eq. (B14)), the
relation that most naturally generalizes to many-body
screening in the non-retarded limit is Eq. (B17).

Including retardation effects and transverse fields is
slightly more subtle. For this, we consider the tensor

structure of the dielectric function
↔
ε , as well as the

Maxwell equations:

∇×E = Ḃ , ∇×B = J + Ḋ . (B18)

Taking the curl of the first equation and inserting into
the second gives, in Fourier space [75],

(q2 − qq− ω2↔ε )E(q, ω) = iωJext(q, ω) . (B19)

Expressing E = −iqφ+ iωA in terms of potentials then
gives [

↔
ε − q2 − ↔qq

ω2

]
(qφ− ωA) =

q

q2
ρext , (B20)

where it was assumed that there are no transverse cur-
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rents (perpendicular to q), and the longitudinal compo-
nent of J was related to ρ by continuity. By taking the
transverse component of this equation, the vector po-
tential A can be related to the gradient of φ through the

dielectric tensor
↔
ε (in Coulomb gauge). This can then be

re-inserted into the longitudinal component of the above
equation. Some rearranging then gives

q2φ = q̂ ·
[
↔
ε − q2 − ↔qq

ω2

]−1

· q̂ ρext . (B21)

This yields an effective dielectric constant

ε−1
eff = q̂ ·

[
↔
ε − q2 − ↔qq

ω2

]−1

· q̂ (B22)

that includes retardation effects. Because of the matrix
inverse, this is expression is actually dominated by the

↔
ε

term rather than the q2/ω2 term in the scattering limit
(q2 � ω2), and one can verify that the above expression
indeed reduces to

1

εeff
' 1

q̂ ·↔ε · q̂
(B23)

in this limit. Equivalent expressions to Eq. (B22) in-
volving the same matrix inverse have previously been
derived for an electron moving through an anisotropic
material [76].

2. Quantum mechanical treatment of electron
scattering and the electron energy loss function

In contrast to the classical description above, here we
consider the scattering rate as determined by Fermi’s
Golden Rule for an electron scattering off a solid-state
target. The goal of our analysis is to connect with—
and reproduce the basic components of—the literature on
electron scattering as it pertains to Electron Energy Loss
Spectroscopy (EELS). The electron-electron coupling in
EELS (excluding the ionic contribution to EELS in this
analysis, as was done in the main text) is analogous to the
DM-electron coupling in Eq. (3) with the addition that
the incoming and outgoing scattering states are (elec-
tron) plane waves. In other words, we are modeling elec-
tron scattering in the Born approximation, as is the stan-
dard assumption for DM scattering. Direct application
of Fermi’s Golden Rule to all possible excitations of the
solid-state target, which we take to be in its ground state
at zero temperature, results in the single-scattering rate

Γe(q, ω) =
2π

Ω

∑
f

∣∣∣VC(q)〈f |n̂(−q)|0〉
∣∣∣2δ (ω − [Ef − E0]) ,

(B24)
where VC(q) is the electron-electron Coulomb interaction
defined in Eq. (6), q is the momentum transfer to the tar-

get, ω is the energy loss between incoming and outgoing
states of the scattered electron, and all other symbols are
as defined for the dynamic (electronic) structure factor,
S(q, ω) of Eq. (4). Notably, this construction does not
rely on any spatial symmetries of the (macroscopic) tar-
get. As a consequence of our zero temperature analysis
(as was done in the main text), the energy-conserving
delta function in Eq. (B24) can only be satisfied for
ω > 0, or for energy losses of the scattered electron.
The particle physics convention for including the factor
of 2π in S(q, ω) provides, by comparison to Eq. (4), the
relation

Γe(q, ω) = [VC(q)]
2
S(q, ω) (B25)

for the electron scattering rate.

As emphasized in the (zero temperature) fluctuation–
dissipation theorem in Eq. (5), the many-body matrix el-
ements governing electron scattering are precisely those
that enter the density response function of the solid-state
target. In order to concretely demonstrate this relation-
ship, we consider the Fourier transform of the density
response function χ(r, r′; t),

χ(q, t) =
1

Ω

ˆ
d3rd3r′e−iq·(r−r

′)χ(r, r′; t) , (B26)

where Ω is the material volume. From the definition of
χ(r, r′; t) in Eq. (1), inserting the resolution of the iden-
tity (in the many-electron basis), 1 =

∑
f |f〉〈f |, gives

χ(q, t) =
−iΘ(t)

Ω

∑
f

[
e−it(Ef−E0)〈0|n̂(q)|f〉〈f |n̂(−q)|0〉

− eit(Ef−E0)〈0|n̂(−q)|f〉〈f |n̂(q)|0〉
]
. (B27)

Due to the adiabatic switching-on of the perturbing field
within linear response theory, we obtain the frequency
transform of χ(q, t) as

χ(q, ω) =
1

Ω

∑
f

[ 〈0|n̂(q)|f〉〈f |n̂(−q)|0〉
ω + iδ − (Ef − E0)

− 〈0|n̂(−q)|f〉〈f |n̂(q)|0〉
ω + iδ + (Ef − E0)

]
, (B28)

where δ → 0+ isolates the causal response. By use of the
Dirac identity,

lim
ε→0+

Im
1

x+ iε
= − 1

π
δ(x) , (B29)

the δ → 0+ limit in Eq. (B28) selects the imaginary part
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of χ(q, ω) as

Imχ(q, ω) = − π
Ω

∑
f

[∣∣∣〈f |n̂(−q)|0〉
∣∣∣2δ (ω − [Ef − E0])

−
∣∣∣〈f |n̂(q)|0〉

∣∣∣2δ (ω + [Ef − E0])
]
. (B30)

For ω > 0, the delta function of the second term in
Eq. (B30) identically vanishes and the first term gives
exactly the same many-electron matrix elements that de-
termine S(q, ω) in Eq. (4).

The fluctuation–dissipation theorem in Eq. (5) allows
us to write the scattering rate in Eq. (B24) in terms of
the density response in Eq. (B30) as

Γe(q, ω) = [VC(q)]
2
S(q, ω) = −2 [VC(q)]

2
Imχ(q, ω) .

(B31)
As such, the density response function of a solid-state
target determines the material contribution to the EELS
scattering rate. At this stage, we have the tools to de-
velop an anachronistic construction of the EELS loss
function, Eq. (7), wherein

WEELS(q, ω) = −VC(q)Imχ(q, ω) (B32)

provides a dimensionless quantity that, through
Eq. (B31), is proportional to the spectrum measured by
an EELS experiment. The proportionality factors are
given by the translation between scattering rate and dif-
ferential cross section, reviewed in Refs. [39, 41, 42]. As
noted in Refs. [35, 36], non-relativistic, light DM cou-
pled to the target electron density scatters in the same
way as Eq. (B24) if we replace VC(q) with the DM-
electron potential, V (q). As a result, EELS and the
EELS loss function—particularly through the construc-
tion in Eq. (B32)—are a direct probe of the target contri-
bution to DM-electron scattering that, for a given DM-
electron interaction, requires no further modeling.

Historically, however, EELS was first understood
through its relation to the optical probes discussed in
Appendix B 1 above. Before the many-body machin-
ery needed to approximate the density response function

χ(q, ω) was established, the optical constants—
↔
ε (q, ω)

of Eq. (B3) and
↔
σ(q, ω) of Eq. (B4)—were readily avail-

able for simple metals. Indeed, the ability to model EELS
spectra via measured optical constants was recognized
early on in Ref. [77], where the optical constants of ele-
mental silver were compared with scattering spectra at a
time when the many-body formalism of electron scatter-

ing was still under development. As a result, EELS was
interpreted through the electron energy loss function pre-
sented within a dielectric framework:

WEELS(q, ω) = −Im ε−1
L (q, ω) . (B33)

By use of dielectric form of the loss function of
Eq. (B33), the long-wavelength (i.e., the q → 0 limit with
respect to material length scales) prescription of (B23)
(see also Ref. [76])

ε−1
L (q, ω)

q→0←→ 1

q̂ ·↔ε (ω) · q̂
(B34)

was, and continues to be, capable of modeling EELS spec-
tra through optical measurements. For example, the op-
tical formula in Eq. (B34) is essential to accurately model
WEELS(q, ω) in Eq. (B33) for the anisotropic, layered
high-TC cuprate superconductor Bi-2212 [78] (compared
directly to EELS data in Ref. [79]) and the anisotropic,
heavy-fermion compound URu2Si2[64] discussed in the
main text. Strictly speaking, however, optical methods
probe the transverse response, rather than the longitudi-
nal response encoded within Eqs. (B33) and (B34). In the
|q| → 0 limit, the longitudinal and transverse responses
coincide in the absence of divergent magnetic response
[76, 78]. Further, the dielectric loss relation (B33), by use
of (B34), emphasizes that it is the inverse dielectric func-
tion that is related to a causal response function (and,
hence, scattering by the fluctuation–dissipation theorem)
rather than the dielectric function itself (see, e.g., the dis-
cussion in Ref. [80]).

In summary, scattering of an external particle by the
target electron density probes the (target, electronic)
density response function, which is the physical content
of the fluctuation–dissipation theorem in Eq. (5). We em-
phasize that this relationship does not require any par-
ticular spatial symmetry of the target, but does rely on a
macroscopic sample whose boundaries can be neglected.
In EELS, the electron energy loss function, WEELS(q, ω)
of Eq. (7), captures the target contribution to Coulomb
scattering. In the context of DM scattering off the elec-
tron density within a material, EELS provides a direct
measurement of the matrix elements that, for a given
DM-electron interaction, determine the scattering rate
unambiguously. The dielectric framework, as previously
discussed, readily connects density response (and, there-
fore, electron scattering) to long wavelength, optical mea-
surements.
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