Probing ultra-light dark photon from inverse Compton-like scattering
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Dark photon not only provides a portal linking dark sector particles and ordinary matter but
also is a well-motivated dark matter candidate. We propose to detect the dark photon dark matter
through the inverse Compton-like scattering process p + γ 0 → p + γ. Thanks to the ultra-high energy
primary cosmic rays, we find that such a method is able to probe the dark photon mass from 10−2
eV down to 10−19 eV with the expected sensitivity of eROSITA X-ray telescope, which can extend
the current lower limit of dark photon mass from Jupiter’s magnetic fields experiment by about
three orders of magnitude.

I.

INTRODUCTION

A large amount of astrophysical and cosmological observations suggest the existence of dark matter (DM). Investigation of the properties of DM is a common interest of particle physics, astrophysics, and cosmology. Currently,
the only clues it gives us are through the gravitational effects, while there is no clear signal of the DM observed in
the laboratory experiments, such as direct detection, indirect detection, and collider. The nature of the DM is still
mysterious.
Among various well-motivated DM candidates, the Weakly Interacting Massive Particles(WIMP) have been intensively studied. However, the null results of searching for WIMPs exclude most of its parameter space. Therefore,
new different candidates are clearly needed. One of the simplest hypotheses for DMs is that it belongs to a “hidden
sector” or “dark sector” secluded from the Standard Model (SM) [1–6], whose interactions could be mediated by a
dark photon in an additional Abelian gauge group UD (1). The dark photon couples with the ordinary photon through
the kinetic mixing [7], and thus provides a portal linking the SM and new physics, which enables the dark photon can
be detected in various experiments [8–21]. In the past decades, great efforts have been devoted to hunting for the
dark photon (c.f. the recent review [22, 23]).
Recently, a number of novel production mechanisms, including the misalignment mechanism [24, 25], the parametric
resonance production [26], the tachyonic instability [27–29] and the decay of a cosmic string network [30], have been
proposed to efficiently produce the dark photons with a sub-eV mass down to the fuzzy dark matter scale ∼ 10−21
eV. Detections of such light dark photon dark matter have been studied in high precision spectroscopy [31, 32],
helioscope [33–35], gravitational wave observation [36, 37]. Besides, the ultralight dark photon DM can also affect
early cosmological observables and the evolution of astrophysical objects. For example, the conversion of dark photon
and photon leaves observable imprints on the CMB background. In particular, the heating of the intergalactic medium
around the epoch of helium (He++ ) reionization and the depletion of dark matter broaden the region of dark photon
dark matter mass [15]. However, these bounds are based on some certain assumptions of the universe history, which
is challenged by the recent different measurements of Hubble constant in early and late universe [38]. Likewise, the
heating/cooling rate of cold Galactic Center gas clouds can also constrain dark photon dark matter by requiring the
heating rate from dark matter not exceeding the radiative cooling rate of the gas cloud [13, 39]. However, this
constraint depends on the number density of elements in the gas cloud, such as electron number density ne . Different
results of calculating this quantity exist in [13] and [39].
In this work, we propose an alternative way to probe the ultra-light dark photon dark matter through the interaction
of the dark photon with the proton in the primary cosmic rays (CRs). Since the coupling of the dark photon with the
ordinary matter is small, we consider the inelastic scattering process, p + γ 0 → p + γ, instead of the elastic scattering
process. The energy of photon in the final states is determined by the dark photon mass and the proton energy in
the CRs. Note that the latter is negatively correlated with the former for a given photon energy. In addition, there
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exists the “GZK cut-off” of the energy spectrum of the CRs, which arises from the energy loss of CRs during its
scattering with the CMB photon [40, 41]. Due to such a cut-off, the X-ray telescope is the most suitable experiment
to detect the ultra-light dark photon in the mass range we are interested in. Nowadays, several X-ray telescopes
have been launched, such as Chandra [42], XMM-Newton [43], and the extended ROentgen Survey with an Imaging
Telescope Array (eROSITA). [44]. In the soft X-ray band (0.2-2.3 keV), eROSITA has a better outstanding energy
resolution and field of view. The eROSITA all-sky survey will have reached a sensitivity more than 25 times higher
than ROSITA all-sky survey at the end of eROSITA. Therefore, we will show the expected sensitivity our proposal
in the eROSITA experiment.

II.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The massive dark photon interacts with ordinary matter via the kinetic mixing with the ordinary photon. The
relevant Lagrangian can be written as following,
1
L = − Fµν F µν − eJµ Aµ
4
1 0 0µν
− Fµν
F
+ mγ 0 A0µ A0µ − eJµ A0µ
4

(1)

0
where Fµν and Fµν
are the field strength tensors of the ordinary photon and the dark photon. The last term represents
the interaction of the dark photon A0µ with the electromagnetic current of the SM particles Jµ with the coupling
e. This will lead to the inelastic scattering process of the primary CRs with the dark photon, γ 0 (p1 ) + p(p2 ) →
γ(k1 ) + p(k2 ), i.e., the inverse Compton-like scattering process, as shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the inverse Compton-like scattering process γ 0 (p1 ) + p(p2 ) → γ(k1 ) + p(k2 ).

In the rest frame of the dark photon, the maximum and minimum energies of outgoing photon for a given energy
of the proton Ep in CRs are given by
ωmin/max =

m2γ 0 + 2mγ 0 Ep
q
2Ep + 2mγ 0 ± 2 Ep2 − m2p

(2)

where mγ 0 and mp are the mass of the dark photon and the energy of the proton, respectively. For the ultra-high
energy proton, we can find that the maximum energy of photon radiation is close to the incoming energy of the proton,
while the minimum energy of the photon emission is always larger than the half of the dark photon mass, ω & mγ 0 /2.
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The differential cross section dσ/dω of this process is also calculated by
 X

1
1
dσ
2
=
|M|
dω 32πmγ 0 |~
p 1 |2 6
=

e 4 2
6πm3γ 0 |~
p1 |2 (2Ep + mγ 0 )2 (2Ep + mγ 0 − 2ω)
× m2γ 0 (2Ep + mγ 0 )2 (2Ep2 + 2Ep mγ 0 + m2p +
+ ω 2 (m2γ 0 (2Ep + mγ 0 )(6Ep + 5mγ 0 ) + 4m4p

m2γ 0 )

(3)

+ 2m2p mγ 0 (4Ep + 3mγ 0 )) − 2m2γ 0 ω 3 (2Ep + mγ 0 )
− 2mγ 0 ω(2Ep + mγ 0 )(4Ep2 mγ 0 + Ep (2m2p + 5m2γ 0 )
+ 2mγ 0 (m2p + m2γ 0 )),

P
where the momentum of CR proton follow the relation |~
p1 |2 = Ep2 − m2p and 16
|M|2 is the squared amplitude of
the inverse Compton-like scattering process. Due to enhancement by m2γ 0 in the denominator of Eq. 3, the differential
cross-section of dark photon is much larger than that of the axion [45]. This implies that our method is more efficient
in search of the dark photon than the axion in low mass range.
Next, we will calculate the flux of the outgoing photon in the Compton-like scattering process to derive the bounds
on dark photon. The differential flux can be written as
Z
Z
1
d2 Γp+γ 0 →p+γ
dΦ
=
dl
dEp
dωdΩ 4π l.o.s
dEp dω
Epmin (ω)
(4)
Z
D
dσ dΦp
=
dEp
,
mγ 0 Epmin(ω)
dω dEp
where dΦp /dEp is the number of particles per area/steradian/kinetic energy/time of the local interstellar spectrum.
For simplicity, we assume a homogeneous distribution in our calculation.
It should be noted that the minimum energy of the proton in CRs that is needed to produce a photon with the
energy ω can be obtained from Eq. (2),
Epmin =
+

ω − mγ 0
q 2

mγ 0 ω 2 (mγ 0 − 2ω)(m2γ 0 − 2mγ 0 ω − 4m2p )
2mγ 0 (2ω − mγ 0 )

(5)
,

p
which is approximately given as Epmin ' ω/2 + mp ω/2mγ 0 for the ultra-light dark photon dark matter mass. This
√
implies that the minimal energy of the proton Epmin in the CRs is proportional to ω and inversely proportional to
√
mγ 0 in the very low mass range. On the other hand, the primary energy spectrum of the CRs declines as the power
law of the energy like ∼ E −2.7 when E < O(1015 ) eV [46]. However, it will vanish at the “GZK cut-off”. In other
words, a lower threshold detector, such as X-ray telescope, is needed to search for the dark photon dark matter in
a wide mass range. In principle, the electron in the CRs can also induce such a scattering process. However, its
contribution is negligible for the very light dark photon because of the low “cut-off” energy of primary CR electron
In this work, we use the flux of the proton in the primary CRs in the three-component “Global-Fit” model [46, 47],


3
X
dΦp
Ep
=
ci Ep−αi exp −
dEp
Ri
i=1

(6)

where ci , αi and Ri represent the normalization constants, the integral spectral indexes and the rigidity cut-off with
the component index i [47].
The D-factor in Eq. 4 that depends on the DM density distribution can be defined by the line-of-sight of integral
of DM density of the Milky Way halo [48, 49],
Z
D(φ) =
dlρDM (r(l, R, φ)).
(7)
l.o.s

4
p
where l is the line-of-sight distance and the r(l, R, φ) = l2 + R2 − 2lR cos φ is the radial distance from the Galactic
center (GC). R is the distance from GC to the Earth and φ is the polar angle between the Earth-GC axis and
line-of-sight direction. In this paper, we assume that the dark matter density ρDM satisfy the Navarro-Frenk-White
(NFW) profile distribution. Note that the D-factor can be approximately proportional to the product of the effective
distance Deff and local dark matter density ρlocal
DM under the assumption that CRs distribution is homogeneous in the
galaxy [50–53].
In order to derive the constraints on the dark photon dark matter from X-ray experiments, we can simply require
the theoretical prediction of the X-ray flux not exceeding the measured Cosmic X-ray Background (CXB) [45].
However, this approach suffers from large uncertainties and may lead to an over-conservative estimation because the
Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) as main source of the CXB background may be underestimated. In Refs. [49, 54], a
more accurate way was proposed. It is supposed that the diffuse CXB follows a power-law relation C × ω −1.42 with
normalization constant C = 8.44 cts/cm2 /s /sr/keV at ω = 1 keV. On the other hand, the detector background has
a flat energy spectrum and distributes over the sky isotropically, which is estimated as 1151 counts s−1 sr−1 keV−1
in Ref. [49]. By simulating the all-sky X-ray signal over each spatial pixel and energy bin, one can obtain 95% C.L.
exclusion limit from the joint-likelihood analysis. With their derived results, we can impose the constraints on dark
photon dark matter in the photon energy 2 < ω < 10 keV.

III.

NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
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Figure 2: The flux of the radiative photon in the scattering process of γ 0 + p → γ + p for different dark photon mass m = 10−19
eV(yellow), m = 10−18 eV(blue) and m = 10−17 eV(red). We take D = 1022 GeV/cm2 and  = 0.1 as an example in our
calculations.

In Fig. 2, we show that the photon flux for the dark photon mass mγ 0 = 10−19 , 10−18 , 10−17 eV in the photon
energy range 0.1 < ω < 103 keV. In the calculations, we choose D = 1022 GeV/cm2 and the kinetic mixing parameter
 = 0.1. It can be seen that the different values of these two parameters only change the magnitude of the photon
flux, rather than distorting the shape. From Fig. 2, we can also see that the flux of the photon for a given dark
photon mass decreases sharply with its energy, which is caused by the “GZK cut-off” of the CRs. The endpoints of
each curve depend on the dark photon mass. For example, the photon flux vanishes at ω = 2 keV and ω = 200 keV
for dark photon with mγ 0 = 10−19 eV and mγ 0 = 10−17 eV, respectively. It can be understood that the maximal
value of ω in Eq. 2 increases with the dark photon mass for a given proton energy, such as the “GZK cut-off”. Thus,
in order to access lighter dark photon through our inverse Compton-like scattering process, a lower energy threshold
detector is required.
In Fig. 3, we present the bounds on the dark photon with the expected sensitivity of eROSITA X-ray telescope.
In its energy range 2 < ω < 10 keV, the strongest bounds for ultra-light dark photon dark matter can be obtained
at the photon energy ω = 2 keV. Besides, we also plot other constraints on the dark photon dark matter with the
mass less than 1 eV, including the magnetic fields of Jupiter [55, 56] and Earth [57], the CMB (COEB/FIRAS) [17,
18], the atomic experiments (Coulomb) [31], the CROWS experiment [35], the light shining through a wall(LSW)
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Figure 3: The expected eROSITA limit by using inverse Compton-like scattering process γ 0 + p → γ + p on dark photon
dark matter mass mγ 0 versus kinetic mixing parameter . Other constraints are also shown, such as Jupiter (orange) [55, 56],
Earth (purple) [57], COBE/FIRAS (brown) [17, 18], Coulomb (blue) [31], CROWS (green) [35], LSW (red) [34] and SUN-T
(black) [8].

experiments [34] and Solar lifetime (SUN-T) [8]. On the other hand, the constraints from the black hole superradiance
are not shown because those constraints are only relevant in the limit of vanishing coupling. We can find that the
dark photon mass from 10−2 eV to 10−19 eV with the kinetic mixing parameter  ∼ O(0.1) can be excluded by the
future eROSITA X-ray telescope experiment, which is lower than existing limit of dark photon mass from Jupiter’s
magnetic fields experiment by about three orders of magnitude. Besides, we also checked the constraint from the
existing XMM-Newton data and fount it still much weaker than eROSITA. Finally it should be mentioned that the
bound on the kinetic mixing parameter derived from our method is not as strong as others. However, it can cover a
wide mass range in a single experiment and would be improved by future lower threshold telescopes.

IV.

CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we investigated the potential of probing the ultra-light dark photon dark matter with X-ray produced
from its inelastic scattering with the cosmic rays, γ 0 + p → γ + p. Due to the contribution of the ultra-high energy
cosmic rays, we have found that the ultra-light dark photon dark matter mass can be excluded down to 10−19 eV
by using the expected sensitivity of the eROSIRA X-ray telescope. Although the constraint of the kinetic mixing
parameter is not stronger than others, it gives a new way to hunt for the ultra-light dark photon dark matter in a
single experiment. In the future, with the continuous improvement of X-ray telescope experiments, our method will
be able to further search for the lighter dark photon dark matter.
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