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Abstract

W e calculate spin-dependentcross sections for the scattering from m ica
ofhypotheticalweakly interacting dark-m atterparticlessuch asneutralinos.
The m ostabundantodd-A isotopes in m ica,27Aland 39K ,require di�erent
shell-m odeltreatm ents.Thecalculated crosssectionswillallow theinterpre-
tation ofongoing experim ents that look for tracks due to the interaction of
dark-m atterparticleswith nucleiin ancientm ica.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The nature ofthe dark m atter in our galaxy and elsewhere has becom e increasingly
puzzling [1]. Although it is too early to m ake de�nitive statem ents,ongoing experim ents
seem to im ply that there are not enough m acroscopic objects in the galactic halo [2]to
accountforthe gravitationalattraction feltby lum inousobjectsnearthe edge ofthe disk.
One alternative isdark m atterin the form ofelem entary particles. Forseveralyearsnow,
weakly-interacting m assive particles (W IM Ps) that arise in supersym m etric extensions of
thestandard m odelhavebeen attractivecandidates[3].A variety ofexperim entsto detect
W IM Psareeitheralready operating orin theplanning/prototypestage.

One prom ising project [4]uses ancient m ica asa detector. The idea is thatover long
periodsoftim ea countablenum berofW IM Psshould havecollided with underground m ica
and leftrecognizable tracks.Atpresent,theexperim entisnotsensitive enough to testthe
W IM P hypothesisfully,butbyincreasingtheam ountofm icaexam ined,experim entershope
to reach the required levelofsensitivity within a few years. Then,con�rm ing orrejecting
the W IM P hypothesis willrequire a knowledge oftheir cross sections for scattering from
the various elem ents in m ica. In this paper we calculate these cross sections so that the
experim ents can be properly interpreted. Ourresultsare generalenough to be applied to
any heavy M ajoranaparticle;weexplicitly calculatethe\spin-dependent" responseofm ica.
W hile \spin-independent" cross sections for supersym m etric neutralinos [5],perhaps the
m ostplausibly m otivated W IM Ps,areusually largerthan thespin-dependentcrosssections
in m ost ofthe nucleiin m ica,there are stillregions ofsupersym m etric param eter space
forwhich this isnotso. Furtherm ore,W IM Ps with no scalarinteractions,such asheavy
M ajorana neutrinos,have not yet been com pletely ruled out. A good calculation ofthe
spin-dependent response is therefore warranted. The spin-independent scattering can be
easily calculated following,forexam ple,thework ofRef.[6].

Thecom position ofm icais58% 16O,16% Si(m ostly 28Si),12% 27Al,5% K (m ostly 39K),
and 9% H.Since the scattering from even-even nucleiisentirely spin-independent | and
thereforeeasily calculable| weneed toconcentratehereonly on 27Aland 39K.(Nodetailed
nuclear-structure calculation isrequired forH.)The nucleus 27Alisalso one ofthe active
ingredients in a very high-resolution (�E F W H M � 200 eV)and low-threshold (E th � 500
eV) sapphire-crystal(Al2O 3) detector that is currently under developm ent [7]. The low
threshold ofthisexperim entm akesitidealfordetecting lighterW IM Ps.

Thoughbothalum inum andpotassium nucleiarenom inallyclassi�ed tobeinthesdshell,
39K isatthe upperedge ofthe shelland itswave functionscontain signi�cantadm ixtures
of1-and 2-particle-holestatesinvolving highershells.M ostofthecorrelationsin 27Al,by
contrast,areproduced bypurely sd-shellcon�gurations.Thetechniquesweapplyin thetwo
casesarethereforequitedi�erent.Afterageneraldiscussion ofspin-dependentscattering in
Section II,we willexam ine the two odd-A nucleiindependently in SectionsIIIand IV. In
section V webriey discusstheim plicationsofthesecalculationsform ica-based detection.

II.SP IN -D EP EN D EN T SC AT T ER IN G

Atlow-m om entum transfer,the tree-levelcoupling ofneutralinosto quarks(excluding
theexchangeofHiggsbosons)yieldstheelasticscattering am plitudefrom a nucleusjN i:
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M = AhN japSp + anSnjN i� s� ; (1)

where Sp and Sn are the totalproton and neutron spins in the nucleus,s� is the spin of
the neutralino,ap and an are coupling constants that depend on the com position ofthe
neutralino (in term softhe fourorm ore neutralferm ionic partnersofthegaugeand Higgs
bosons)and on thedistribution ofnucleon spin am ongthedi�erenttypesofquarks,and the
quantity A dependson otherphysicsatthesupersym m etry scale[8].Though thesespeci�cs
apply only to neutralinos, the spin-dependent scattering am plitudes for other M ajorana
W IM Ps willhave the sam e generalform ,Eq. (1). The spin-dependent cross section is a
productofthesquareoftheam plitudeand a phase-space factor.

W hen the m om entum transferred to thenucleusby the W IM P,q,becom escom parable
to the inverse radius ofthe nucleus, structure functions (form factors) resem bling those
associated with elastic m agnetic electron orneutrino scattering m odify Eq.(1). The m ore
generalexpression forthespin-dependentcrosssection is[6]

d�

dq2
=

8G 2

F

(2J + 1)v2
SA(q); (2)

where G F is the Ferm iweak four-point e�ective coupling constant,and v the neutralino
velocity. The subscriptA standsfor\axial". The function SA(q)can alwaysbe written in
term softhreefundam entalstructurefunctions

SA(q)= a
2

0
S00(q)+ a

2

1
S11(q)+ a0a1S01(q): (3)

Thelabels0and 1refertoisospin;theconstanta0 isgiven by ap+ an and a1 by ap� an.The
threestructurefunctionscontain expectation valuesofoperatorsoftheform jL(qr)[YL�]L� 1

(L even),which depend on spatialcoordinatesaswellasnucleon spins. Detailsappearin
Ref.[6].W ithoutrewriting alltheexpressionshere,wedescribe thecalculation ofSA(q)in
27Aland 39K.

III.A LU M IN IU M

The nucleus 27Allies in the m iddle ofthe sd shell. To obtain the ground-state wave
functionwediagonalizeW ildenthal’s\universal"sdinteraction[9]inthefull0�h! space.This
interaction hasbeen m eticulously developed and tested overm any yearsand togetherwith
e�ectiveoperatorsaccurately reproducesm ostlow-energy observablesin sd-shellnuclei[10].
W e carry outour calculations with the Lanczos m -schem e shell-m odelcode CRUNCHER
[11]and itsauxiliary codes;them -schem ebasisfor27Alcontains80115Slaterdeterm inants.
A very sim ilarcalculation for29Siisreported in [12],wherem oredetailsappear.

The agreem entofthe calculated spectrum with thatm easured in 27Alisexcellent,re-
ecting thee�ortthatwentinto constructing theinteraction.M orerelevantistheaccuracy
ofthe calculated m agnetic m om ent,which derives from the sam e spin operators thatde-
term ine the W IM P structure functions at q2 = 0. The m easured m agnetic m om ent is
�exp = +3:6415 �N .Using free-particleg-factorsand ourwavefunctions,weobtain a value
�calc = +3:584�N ,which agreeswellwith experim ent.By contrast,thesingle-particlevalue
is�sp = +4:793 �N .
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Although Ref.[10]advocatesthe use ofe�ective operatorsin the sd shell,we obtain a
calculated m agnetic m om ent in 27Alcloser to experim ent with the free-nucleon spin and
orbital-angular-m om entum operators(the sam e wastrue in 29Si). Unfortunately,we over-
predict the Gam ow-Teller m atrix elem ent by a factor ofabout 1.25,a problem that the
e�ective operators would rem edy. Thus,we have conicting evidence on whether to use
e�ective operators or not. In the absence ofa better prescription,we choose to use the
free-nucleon g-factors.TheconsequenceforW IM P scattering isthatwedid notquench our
calculated cross sections atall. In 39K ,where ourcalculation provides m ore inform ation,
wem akea sim ilardecision.

Ref.[13]develops two schem es,based on the \Odd Group M odel" (OGM )and an ex-
tension ofit(EOGM )forextracting valuesofneutron and proton spins | the quantities
thatdeterm ine spin-dependentW IM P crosssectionsatq2 = 0 | from m agnetic m om ents
and beta-decay lifetim es. These valuesfor 27Alappearin Table Ialongside the spinsand
orbitalangularm om enta from ourcalculation.Them ostsurprising resultisthelargevalue
for hLni obtained in the shell-m odelcalculation. On com paring the num bers in Table I,
we see that the single-particle m odel(ISPSM ) and OGM disagree with the shellm odel;
the large value ofthe neutron’sorbitalangularm om entum isthe likely explanation ofthe
OGM ’s failure to reproduce the spin angular m om enta. By contrast,the EOGM results
with gA=gV = 1 (a quenching ofthe Gam ow-Teller m atrix elem ent) are very close to our
shell-m odelvalues.Thisagreem entwith them ostsophisticated phenom enologicalanalysis
isheartening.However,sincespin-dependentneutralinoscatteringinvolvestheaxialnuclear
current,thefailureofany analysisto reproducebeta-decay lifetim esaccurately withoutad
hocquenching | aproblem notm entioned in any previouswork | istroubling.Asaresult
ouralum inum calculation hasan uncertainty from thissourceofroughly 30% .Thesituation
isbetterin thepotassium calculation sincethecore-polarization corrections,tobediscussed
in thenextsection,explain m uch ofthebeta-decay quenching.

As described above,when heavy particles transfer m om entum com parable to the in-
verse nuclearradius,structure functionsm odify the sim ple form Eq.(1)forthe scattering
am plitude. In the shellm odel,the expectation value ofany one-body operatoriseasy to
calculate,so the evaluation ofstructure functions poses no additionalproblem . W e did,
however,im prove upon an approxim ation in previous works,nam ely the use ofharm onic
oscillatorsingle-particle wave functions;the true nuclearm ean-�eld potentialiscloserto a
W oods-Saxon than a harm onic oscillatorform . Forcom parison we calculate the structure
functionswith both typesofwave functions.W eusea length param eterofb= 1:73 fm for
oscillatorfunctionsand thestandard param etersofRef.[14]fortheW oods-Saxon potential.
Fig.1 showsthethreestructurefunctionsin both casesasa function ofq2 up to them axi-
m um possiblem om entum transferfora W IM P m oving at700 km /sec(m orethan twicethe
m ean W IM P velocity). The W oods-Saxon wave functionsm ake only sm allchangesin the
results.

Forthem om entum transfersin the�gure,theW oods-Saxon structurefunctionsaregiven
to high accuracy by thethird-orderpolynom ials

S00 = 0:0929516� 0:472059y+ 1:05996y2 � 1:01148y3 (4)

S11 = 0:0657232� 0:449840y+ 1:35041y2 � 1:68508y3

S01 = 0:1563300� 0:935958y+ 2:45779y2 � 2:72621y3 ;
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where y = (bq=2)2. As noted above,these three functions allow the calculation ofspin-
dependentcrosssectionsforany heavy M ajorana particle.

IV .P O TA SSIU M

For the nucleus 39K,a shell-m odeldiagonalization is di�cult to perform because of
the severe truncations required to the active m odelspace. Since this nucleus is so near
the boundary between the sd and pfshells,excitations ofparticles into higher shells can
havesigni�cante�ectsthatareoften notwellsim ulated by e�ectiveoperators.Despitethe
di�culties,our �rst attem pt to treat this nucleus was within the fram ework ofthe shell-
m odel,with theHam iltonian and m ethod advocated in Ref.[15].Com putationalcom plexity,
however, kept us from allowing m ore than two particles out ofthe sd shellinto the fp

shell. Afterdiagonalization,the 2p-3h excitations we did include m ade up approxim ately
40% ofthe ground-state wave function. W hile the excitationschanged the orbitalangular
m om entum signi�cantly,they had alm ostno e�ecton the spin,and ourm agnetic m om ent
disagreed badly with experim ent,indicating thatfurthercorrelationsareindeed im portant.
Any furthercom plexity m akesuseoftheshellm odeldi�cult,however.W eturn instead to
an alternative schem e,based on perturbation theory,thatwassuccessfully im plem ented a
few yearsago in calculationsofseveralspin-dependent observables in closed-shell-plus (or
m inus)-onenuclei[16].Sincethism ethod hasneverbeforebeen applied to W IM P structure
functions,wedescribeitin m oredetailthan wedid oursd shell-m odelresults.

W ebegin by dividing theHam iltonian into a one-body term and a residualinteraction:
H = H 0 + V,where H 0 = T + U,thesum ofkinetic energy and one-body potentialenergy
operators,and V = V � U,thedi�erence between the two-and one-body potentialenergy
operators. The eigenfunctions ofH 0,which we take to be a harm onic oscillator,form the
basisofthecalculation.Theunperturbed groundstateof39K,asingle-protonholeinthed3=2
orbital,givesthesingle-particle(Schm idt)m agneticm om ent:-0.676 �N .Correctionscom e
from theperturbativeexpansion in theresidualinteraction.Very generally,to �rstorderin
a closed-shell-plus(orm inus)-onenucleusthem atrix elem entofa one-body operator,F,is
given by

h bjF j ai= hbjF jai+
X

�6= a;b

hbjF j�ih�jV jai

E a � E �

+
X

�6= a;b

hbjV j�ih�jF jai

E b� E �

(5)

Hereaand baresingle-holevalencestatesand � an in�nitesetofsingle-holeortwo-holeone-
particle(2h-1p)statesconstructed from theeigenfunctionsofH 0;in ourwork a = b= 0d3=2.
Theenergy denom inatorsalso com efrom H 0;they areintegralm ultiplesof2�h!,where �h!
is the characteristic oscillator energy. W e choose �h! = 45A � 1=3 � 25A � 2=3 = 11:1M eV,
corresponding to b = 1:934 fm ,forA = 39. W e explicitly evaluate the interm ediate-state
sum m ationsfordenom inatorsequalto 2�h!,4�h!,6�h!,and 8�h!,and then extrapolate the
resultsgeom etrically.

Thetwo-body m atrixelem entsofV in eq.(5)contain theone-bodypotentialthrough the
�U com ponents,known as Hartree-Fock insertions [17]. Ifthe unperturbed Ham iltonian
H 0 were chosen to be the Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian thatm inim ized the energy ofa single
Slater determ inant characterizing the closed-shellcore,then the Hartree-Fock insertions
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would haveno e�ect.Ref.[16]showsthateven with an oscillatorHam iltonian theHartree-
Fock insertions do not a�ect m agnetic m om ents and their e�ects ought to be sm allfor
the operators discussed here. W e therefore drop the Hartree-Fock insertions altogether.
Furtherm ore,all�rst-ordercorrectionstom agneticm om ents,and totheoperatorsused here
in the q = 0 lim it,also vanish because the spin and orbital-angular-m om entum operators
cannotcreate(orannihilate)a particle-holestateatLS closed shells(selection rulesrequire
theparticleand holestatestohavethesam eorbitalstructure).Atnon-zeroq,the�rst-order
correctionsto SA(q),while notidentically zero,are stillsm all. Itisessential,therefore,to
considerperturbation theory through to second order,and we add thefollowing additional
term sto Eq.(5):

X

�;�6= a;b

hbjF j�i
h�jV j�ih�jV jai

(E a � E �)(E a � E �)
�

X

�6= a;b

hbjF j�i
h�jV jaihajV jai

(E a � E �)2

+
X

�;�6= a;b

hbjV j�ih�jV j�i

(E b� E �)(E b� E �)
h�jF jai�

X

�6= a;b

hbjV jbihbjV j�i

(E b� E �)2
h�jF jai (6)

+
X

�;6= a;b

hbjV j�i

(E b� E �)
h�jF ji

hjV jai

(E a � E )
�
1

2

X

�6= a;b

hbjV j�ih�jV jbi

(E b� E �)2
hbjF jai

�
1

2

X

�6= a;b

hbjF jai
hajV j�ih�jV jai

(E a � E �)2
:

Here,asbefore,a and baresingle-holevalencestates,� an in�nitesetof2h-1p states,and
�; an in�nite set of2h-1p and 3h-2p states. Again the selection rules on hbjF j�iand
h�jF jaiforbid the �rstfourterm sofeq.(6)from contributing atq = 0,and only allow
sm allcontributionsathigherq. The �fth,sixth and seventh term s,however,each contain
interm ediate-state sum m ations over 2h-1p and 3h-2p states that are not constrained by
selection rulesand convergeonly slowly with increasing energy denom inators.[Thelasttwo
term srenorm alizethesingle-holem atrixelem enthbjF jai.]Thesethreeterm saresom etim es
called thenum ber-conserving set[18]becauseiftheone-body operatorwerereplaced by the
num beroperatortheterm swould contributenothing.Thisisapparentwhen thelastthree
term sin Eq.(6)arerewritten in thefollowing equivalentform (with a = b):

�

a

�
�
�
�
V
Q

e

�

F;
Q

e
V

��
�
�
�
a

�

; (7)

where the operator Q=e is
P

� j�ih� j=(E a � E �). Ifthe one-body operator F were to
com m ute with both the energy denom inatore and the residualinteraction V ,asdoesthe
num ber operator,the second-order correction to the diagonalm atrix elem ent would van-
ish.Butspin-dependentone-body operatorsdo notcom m utewith spin-dependentresidual
interactions,resulting,forexam ple,in second-ordercorrectionsto m agnetic m om entsfrom
tensorforces[19].

Here we try two di�erent residualinteractions. The �rst (which we callI),used in
Ref.[16]form agnetic-m om ent calculations,isbased on the one-boson-exchange potential
ofthe Bonn type [20],butlim ited to the fouror�ve im portantm eson exchanges. Foruse
in �nite nuclei,this interaction should be converted to a G-m atrix;here we approxim ate
the procedure crudely by introducing a short-range correlation function. The resulting
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interaction has a weak tensor-force com ponent typicalof Bonn potentials. Our second
interaction [21](called II here)isa fullG-m atrix constructed from theParispotential[22]
and param eterized in term sofsum soverYukawa functionsofvariousrangesand strengths.
Interaction IIhasa strong tensorforce,producing e�ectsdescribed below.

Ourresultsfortheorbitalangularm om enta and spinsin 39K appearin TableII.Aswas
thecaseearlier,thespinsfrom both forcesagreewellwith thoseobtained in thephenom eno-
logicalEOGM .To testourresultsagainstdata,weperform a com prehensive calculation of
m agneticm om entsand Gam ow-Tellerm atrixelem ents,including(undertheheadingM E C)
m eson-exchangecurrents,isobarcurrents,and otherrelativistice�ects(see[16])in addition
tothecorepolarization described above.TableIIIpresentstheresultsforboth isoscalarand
isovectorquantities[The m agneticm om entof39K isthesum oftheisoscalarand isovector
m om ents.] The M E C correction issm allforisoscalarm agnetic m om entsand beta decay,
butissigni�cantforisovectorelectrom agnetic operators.There islittle di�erence between
the two interactionsforisoscalaroperatorsand the resultsare in good agreem entwith ex-
perim entalvalues.Fortheisovectoroperators,interaction IIproduceslargercorrectionsand
pooreragreem entwith theexperim entalisovectorm agneticm om ent.But,although neither
interaction reproducestheGam ow-Tellerbeta-decay m atrixelem entwell,interaction IIdoes
better,and we recom m end itforthatreason. Com pared with 27Al,m uch sm aller ad hoc
quenching isrequired to reproduce the m easured lifetim e;the correlationsinduced by the
core-polarization produceabouttwo-thirdsoftherequired reduction them selves.

Turningnow totheW IM P structurefunctionsin �g.2,weseethatallthreearestrongly
quenched from their single-particle values. The strongest quenching is in S00(q),which
is reduced to 25% and 20% ofthe single-particle value for the two residualinteractions
considered. Our preferred choice,the solid line (corresponding to interaction II),is the
lowest in allthree diagram s. The solid lines are accurately reproduced by the following
fourth-orderpolynom ialsin y = (bq=2)2:

S00 = 0:0094999� 0:0619718y+ 0:162844y2 � 0:194282y3 + 0:0891054y4 (8)

S11 = 0:0298127� 0:2176360y+ 0:623646y2 � 0:814418y3 + 0:4050270y4

S01 = 0:0332044� 0:2319430y+ 0:638528y2 � 0:798523y3 + 0:3809750y4 :

W erepeatthatthesestructurefunctionscom pletelydeterm inespin-dependentcrosssections
forany heavy M ajorana particle.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

W hataretheprospectsform ica asa W IM P detector? Atpresentthelim itsthatcan be
setareseveralordersofm agnitudehigherthan theexpected crosssectionsforneutralinos.
Butby analyzing m ore m ica,the experim ents m ay reach the necessary levelofsensitivity
within a few years.Becausethee�ciency with which each elem entin m ica can bedetected
when itrecoilsisdi�erent,wecannoteasily presentan overallcrosssection forarepresenta-
tiveneutralino,asisthecom m on practicein theliterature.Butwenotethatthecalculated
e�ciencies[23]begin to increase ata recoilenergy ofabout20 keV,corresponding to a q 2

ofabout10� 3GeV 2 in Al,and about1:6� 10� 3GeV 2 in K.Ifthe 20 keV were a detection
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threshold,then asthe curvesin �gs. 1 and 2 show,the num berofeventsbelow threshold
would bea sm allfraction ofthetotal.

W hatever the precise characteristics of the detector, the expected num ber of events
can now becalculated by folding the e�cienciestogetherwith the crosssectionspresented
here and with the ux ofW IM Ps,which,unfortunately,is stillpoorly constrained. But
continuing work with the m ica,with com plem entary detectors,and with telescopesshould
m akeitpossibleto rulein oroutm osthypotheticalW IM Pswithin thenextdecade.

J.E.is supported in part by the U.S.Departm ent ofEnergy under grant DE-FG05-
94ER40827.M .T.R.issupported by theW eingartFoundation.Partofthecom puting was
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U.S.Departm entofEnergy undergrantW -7405-ENG-48.Oak RidgeNationalLaboratory
is m anaged forthe U.S.Departm ent ofEnergy by M artin M arietta Energy System s,Inc.
under contract No. DE{AC05{84OR21400. Theoreticalnuclear physics research at the
University ofTennessee issupported by the U.S.Departm entofEnergy through contract
No.DE-FG05-93ER40770.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. The three 27Alstructure functions S00 (top),S11 (m iddle),and S01 (bottom ) as a
function ofm om entum -transfer squared. The dotted lines are the single-particle functions,the
dashed lines the fullfunctions with harm onic oscillator single-particle wave functions,and the
solid linesthe fullfunctionswith W oods-Saxon single-particle wave functions.

FIG .2. The three 39K structure functions S00 (top), S11 (m iddle), and S01 (bottom ) as a
function ofm om entum -transfer squared. The dotted lines are the single-particle functions,the
dashed linesthefullfunctionsobtained from them odi�ed Bonn interaction,and thesolid linesthe
fullfunctionsobtained from theParis-based G -m atrix (see text).
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TABLES

TABLE I. The value of(the z-projection of)the nuclearspin and orbital-angular-m om entum
m atrix elem entsfor 27Al.

hSpi hSni hLpi hLni

ISPSM 0.5 0 2.0 0
O G M 0.25 0 2.25 0
EO G M (gA =gV = 1:0) 0.333 0.043 | |
EO G M (gA =gV = 1:25) 0.304 0.073 | |
ShellM odel 0.3430 0.0296 1.7812 0.3461

TABLE II.Thevalue of(the z-projection of)thenuclearspin and orbital-angular-m om entum
m atrix elem entsfor 39K .

hSpi hSni hLpi hLni

ISPSM -0.3 0 1.8 0
O G M | 0 | 0
EO G M (gA =gV = 1:0) -0.196 0.055 | |
EO G M (gA =gV = 1:25) -0.171 0.030 | |
Force I -0.197 0.051 1.339 0.308
Force II -0.184 0.054 1.068 0.564

TABLE III. Corrections to the single-particle (sp) values ofthe isoscalar (�S) and isovector
(�V )m agneticm om entsand diagonalG am ow-Tellerbeta-decay m atrix elem ent(M (G T)),forthe
m ass A = 39 system from a Bonn-based,weak-tensor force,I,and a Paris-based,strong-tensor
force, II. The corrections are due prim arily to second-order core-polarization (C P ) and m e-
son-exchange currents(M E C ).See textforfurtherexplanation.

Force sp C P M EC Sum Expt
�S I 0.636 0.066 0.004 0.706 0.707

II 0.636 0.064 0.008 0.708 0.707
�V I � 0:512 � 0:138 0.364 � 0:286 � 0:315

II � 0:512 � 0:378 0.369 � 0:521 � 0:315
M (G T) I � 0:976 0.176 � 0:009 � 0:809 � 0:647

II � 0:976 0.205 � 0:016 � 0:787 � 0:647
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