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Current ton-scale, xenon-based dark matter (DM) direct detection experiments have now
reached the sensitivity required to observe solar neutrinos, marking the onset of the so-called
neutrino fog. In this work, we explore how this fog is modified when either neutrinos or DM
interact with nuclei through a new scalar, vector or axial-vector interaction, considering both
heavy and light mediators. Using the latest nuclear-recoil data from XENONnT, which show
indications of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering from 8B solar neutrinos, we derive
new strong bounds on light mediators couplings. We find that these limits are significantly
more stringent when the mediator couples to DM, rather than when new physics affects only
neutrino interactions. Building on these results, we recompute the expected neutrino fog
and compare it with the corresponding constraints on spin-independent and spin-dependent
DM-nucleon interactions. We show that the morphology of the neutrino fog can be markedly
modified if either neutrinos or DM interact with nuclei through light mediators, even in light
of these recent constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the nature and properties of dark matter (DM) [1] remains one of the most
pressing challenges in modern physics. Unfortunately, despite extensive experimental and theoret-
ical efforts, no conclusive evidence has yet been found beyond its gravitational effects. Advances in
DM direct detection techniques, however, have allowed to reach an impressive precision enabling
the testing of very small scattering cross sections [2, 3], under the hypothesis that DM consists of
weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) [1, 4] with masses in the GeV-TeV range.

The most recent generation of low-threshold dual-phase direct detection experiments, employing
liquid xenon as target material, namely XENONnT [5, 6], LZ [7], and PandaX-4T [8], has achieved
the highest sensitivities to date, reaching the level required to observe solar neutrinos. Neutrinos can
induce coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEVNS) [9] in the experimental targets, leading
to nuclear recoils that can mimic those of DM interactions. In the past few years, the observation of
CEVNS at terrestrial experiments, employing neutrinos from spallation sources (COHERENT [10—
13]) or nuclear reactors (Dresden-II [14] and CONUS+ [15]), has so far validated long-standing
theoretical predictions [16, 17]. More recently, strong indications of CEVNS from ®B solar neutrinos
have also emerged in XENONnT [18], PandaX-4T [19] and LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) [20]. DM direct
detection experiments, marking a milestone for these detectors and posing new challenges for direct
DM searches.

Neutrino fluxes originating primarily from astrophysical [21], and to a lesser extent from ar-
tificial [22, 23], sources have long been recognized as an irreducible background for direct DM
detection experiments [24-28]. The recent redefinition of this background in terms of a neutrino

fog [29] highlights the increasing challenge of distinguishing DM signals from CEvNS events as
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detector sensitivities continue to improve. At the same time, the observation of CEVNS in DM
detectors opens new opportunities to probe the neutrino sector and search for physics beyond the
Standard Model (BSM). In this context, recent nuclear recoil data from XENONnT and PandaX-
4T have provided a new window into low-energy neutrino physics and have motivated several
phenomenological studies exploring possible new interactions and electromagnetic properties of
neutrinos [30-38].

Several works in the past have investigated how the expected CEVNS background induced
by solar neutrinos in DM direct detection experiments can be modified by the presence of new
physics [39-19]. In this work, we extend previous studies by examining how BSM physics could
affect DM direct detection discovery limits in light of recent XENONnT nuclear-recoil data. We
explore scenarios featuring new interactions in either the DM or neutrino sectors. We focus on
two representative cases. In the first, dubbed case (i), neutrinos interact with nuclei through
the SM CEvNS cross section, while DM couples to nuclei via a light scalar, vector or axial-vector
mediator. In the second, case (ii), we assume effective spin-independent (SI) or spin-dependent (SD)
DM-nucleon interactions (commonly assumed when evaluating the neutrino fog and deriving limits
from direct detection data) while allowing neutrinos to have BSM interactions with nuclei mediated
by a light scalar, vector or axial-vector mediator. We compare the predicted DM and neutrino event
rates with the nuclear recoil data from XENONnT [18], re-deriving stringent constraints on the
SI and SD DM-nucleon cross sections. We then compute the neutrino fog in both scenarios and
show how it is modified when accounting for the 8B solar neutrino flux measured recently in this
experiment and for the BSM interactions under scrutiny. Finally, under the assumption of a light
scalar, vector or axial-vector mediator in scenario (i), we obtain strong limits on its coupling to
light quarks, which are more restrictive than those derived when the new interaction is assumed to
occur in the neutrino sector (scenario (ii), as studied in [32]). Notice that similar analyses had been
performed in previous works [40, 42, 44, 49], although following a neutrino-floor approach. Here,
we update and extend these results in two ways: first, we use the neutrino fog approach to evaluate
discovery limits, and second, we account for the most recent bounds on the new mediators, from
the first XENONnT CEvVNS data.

Our paper is organized as follows. We provide in Sec. II the theoretical framework to compute
the DM and neutrino event rates in the two scenarios. Section III is devoted to the discussion of
the statistical analysis method and comparison with experimental data. In Sec. [V we discuss how
we compute the neutrino fog. We present our results in terms of bounds on the DM-nuclei cross
sections, new mediator couplings and the recomputed neutrino fog in Sec. V. Finally, we draw our
conclusion in Sec. VI.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we outline the theoretical framework used to compute DM and neutrino event
rates in DM direct detection experiments for the two BSM scenarios under consideration.

A. Dark matter—nucleus scattering

We start by defining the DM-nucleus interaction. The differential rate of nuclear recoil events
for DM-nuclei scattering is given by [50, 51]
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where y denotes a generic spin-1/2 WIMP candidate and N the target nucleus; moreover, t.u,
is the experiment exposure time and Niarget = MdetNA/Miarget 1S the number of target nuclei in
the detector, while X denotes the nature of the BSM interaction. Here, N4 denotes Avogadro’s
number, Mmgarget is the molar mass of the target nuclei, and mqet is the detector fiducial mass. The
rate accounts also for the WIMP number density n, = py/m,, where we adopt the Standard Halo
Model (SHM) with p, = 0.3 GeV /em® fixed to the local DM density and m, the WIMP mass. The
lower limit of the velocity integral, vy, is set by the minimum DM speed required to transfer a
nuclear recoil energy T)s in an elastic, non-relativistic DM-nuclei scattering. From kinematics, the

minimum DM speed reads
my Ty
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with v = T being the y—A\ reduced mass and ms the nucleus mass.

The WIMP velocity distribution f(v) in the laboratory frame is obtained via the Galilean
transformation f(v) = f(V + Vi), where f(v) is the distribution in the DM rest frame and
viab = 232 km/s is the lab velocity relative to the local DM rest frame. Under the assumption
of SHM, the local DM halo is assumed to be smooth, virialized, and isotropic, with a Maxwellian
velocity distribution of root mean square (rms) dispersion o,. The distribution in the DM rest
frame is

~ / 2 2
Fv) = — ( g )326‘3” /7O (vese — V)., (3)
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where the Heaviside function ©(z) enforces the cutoff at the Galactic escape velocity vese =
544 km/s. The normalization factor Neg is
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where the local circular speed v, = 220 km/s is correlated with o, through v, = \/2/3 0,

The differential cross section dafN /dT\s encodes the particle physics details. We consider three
cases of Lorentz-invariant bilinear effective interactions for spin-1/2 DM, namely scalar (S), vector
(V), and axial-vector (A) mediators, leading to elastic x—N scattering via tree-level exchange. The
generic effective Lagrangian for DM—quark interactions is

Lo CoaxT X + g7 xq X, (5)

where TX = {I,4*,v"~5} correspond to X = S,V, A, respectively, and gff , gg( are dimension-

less couplings. Scalar and vector mediators produce SI interactions, while the axial yields SD
interactions [52-54].

To obtain the DM—nucleus scattering cross sections from the quark-level interactions, we follow
Ref. [52]. In the non-relativistic limit, the y—N differential cross sections are

dody _my (@) (6)

dIy 2w (|qf* +m2)?’

2
1%

dU;(/N _ o (QXN) (7)

ATy 212 (|g)* +m?)?

2
A
dU;?N:8mN' 1 (xN)
ATy v? 27 +1 (|qf +m3)?




with |q| = v2maxTy denoting the momentum transfer and J the nuclear spin. The effective
charges ij\f for X = S, V, A are [52]

Qinv =9 [Zzgizpﬁﬁf\fzgfglf%] Fasi(lal) (9)
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where Z and N stand for the number of protons and neutrons, m, and m, are the proton and
neutron masses, and m, are the light quark masses (¢ = {u,d,s}). The scalar hadronic matrix
elements are fixed to [52, 55]

2.~ 0.026;  fP,~0038 [P ~0.044;
Fite = 0.018;  fR,~0.056; [, ~ 0.044.

For axial-vector interactions, the isoscalar and isovector couplings are defined as g§' = (g];4 +g2)/2
and g = (g;,4 — g} /2, respectively, with g[f‘ =>4 g(‘;‘A{I’ and g2 = 2q g(‘;‘Ag. Here, Ay parametrize
the quark spin content of the nucleon and under the assumption of isospin symmetry the values
are fixed from lattice QCD studies [50] as

AP = Ay ~ 0.777; Al = A} ~ —0.438; AP = AT ~ —0.053.

u

Finite nuclear size effects are included via nuclear form factors. Specifically, for the case of S
and V interactions, the Helm parametrization [57] is adopted

(12)

where ji(z) is the spherical Bessel function of order one, with

5
Roz,/§<R2>—5s2, (R*) =3/5R?, R=1.23A4Y%fm, s=0.9fm.

On the other hand, for the case of axial-vector interactions, Eq. (11) contains the nuclear
spin structure functions Si;(|q|®) (i, = 0,1). These can be evaluated by adding the transverse,
Siﬂg (lql*), and longitudinal, Sg(]q|2) components, following the prescriptions derived in Ref. [58].

Before closing this discussion, let us note that direct detection constraints are often quoted in
terms of DM-nucleon cross sections at the zero-momentum transfer limit, |q\2 — 0. The total
x—nucleon cross sections in this limit are [52]
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where fiyn = myma/(my + m,) is the DM-nucleon reduced mass (m, is either m, or m,), and
the nucleon couplings are g7 = >q g&g M/ my fTg gy = > g g;/ A" and gt = qu(‘;‘ A7,
with Jl{l“ being the number of valence quarks in the nucleon. Notably, in the SI case, rewriting
Egs. (6) and (7) in terms of the zero-momentum DM-nucleon cross section shows that scalar



and vector mediators yield the same analytic form for do,/dT)s, exhibiting identical functional
dependence on the parameters (m,,m X,O’)Sclnh ql? _p); the differences in the underlying hadronic
currents are fully absorbed into 0%]' ql2=0° For completeness, we note that other Lorentz structures,
namely pseudoscalar and tensor interactions, can, in principle, contribute. However, pseudoscalar
interactions are strongly momentum-suppressed in DM direct detection, while tensor interactions
effectively generate SD responses similar to the axial-vector case, differing only by a numerical
factor of ~ 4 at the cross-section level, neglecting a sub-leading contribution proportional to the
component of the nucleon spin longitudinal to |q| [52, 54].

B. Coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering

We now turn our attention to another significant aspect of direct detection experiments: the
neutrino background. Astrophysical neutrinos constitute the dominant background in direct detec-
tion searches, representing an irreducible component that is inherently linked to the observations.
The primary channel of interaction for neutrinos in the context of DM direct searches through nu-
clear recoils is CEVNS. Neutrino backgrounds relevant to DM direct detection searches are typically
categorized into contributions from solar neutrinos [59], atmospheric neutrinos [60], and the diffuse
supernova neutrino background (DSNB) [61, 62]. Geo-[27, 63, 64] and reactor neutrinos [22, 23, 65]
may also contribute to this irreducible background, albeit at a subdominant level. Note that given
the current energy thresholds and sensitivities of leading direct detection experiments, only B
solar neutrinos are expected to produce nuclear recoil energies within the detectable range.

Recent indications of ®B solar neutrino-induced CEVNS events reported by the XENONnT
and PandaX-4T collaborations have provided the first experimental confirmation of these expec-
tations. These results highlight the importance of accurately characterizing this background in
order to ensure a robust interpretation of experimental data, both for a possible DM detec-
tion and to establish solid exclusion limits. These observations yield ®B flux normalizations of
(4.773%) x 105 cm=2s7! [18] and (8.4 + 3.1) x 105 cm™2s™! [19], respectively. Although not yet
competitive with dedicated solar neutrino measurements [66—70], these results provide an increas-
ingly precise characterization of the dominant neutrino background relevant for DM masses in
the few-GeV range, and represent an important step toward characterizing the neutrino fog with
current-generation detectors.

CEVNS is a neutral-current interaction in which a neutrino scatters coherently off an entire
nucleus. The differential nuclear recoil rate corresponding to CEvVNS from a neutrino source j
reads [71]

X Emax j X
[ dR } dI(E,) doky 1)
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where dé;”gf”) is the energy spectrum of the neutrino flux j, and %‘gg denotes the differential
CEVNS cross section with X = SM for the SM-only case, or X = SM plus the contribution of
a new S, V or A mediator. The integration limits E™" (E™3 = 16.36 MeV, in the case of
j =%B solar neutrinos) denotes the minimum (maximum) neutrino energy of the neutrino source,
respectively. From kinematic considerations, the minimum neutrino energy capable of producing a
nuclear recoil of energy Ty is given by

. 1
EJ = 5 {TN’ +/T# + QmNTN} . (16)

Within the SM, the differential CEVNS cross section can be expressed as [72]
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where G is the Fermi constant, while QZS,}\\/I/ is the SM coherent weak charge. The latter quantity

can be written in terms of the SM weak neutrino—quark couplings as

Qv = [N(g2™ +263™) + Z(265M + gi™IF(laf) (18)

where the tree-level couplings are g5™M = % — %sin2 fw and gSM = —% + %sim2 Oy ', and where
sin? By = 0.2387 [70] is the weak mixing angle. The nuclear form factor F(|q|*) is taken to be
identical for neutrons and protons and is modeled using the Helm parametrization of Eq. (12), an
excellent approximation given the small momentum transfers relevant for CEvNS induced by solar

8B neutrinos.

In the presence of BSM interactions the CEVNS cross section will be modified, with the addition
of new terms that may interfere with SM one, or add incoherently, depending on the nature of the
new interaction. We consider the following effective Lagrangian” coupling new mediators to quarks,

q, and neutrinos, v,
Ly C g T UX + gl ¥ X, (19)

where I'Y = {I,y*,v*v5}, X corresponding to S,V, A, respectively, while gX and g(f represent
dimensionless coupling constants of the new mediator with neutrinos and the first generation of
quarks, respectively. The differential CEVNS cross sections in the presence of SM interactions plus
and additional scalar, vector, or axial-vector mediator can be written as [76-78]
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The corresponding effective charges Qf/\/ (X =8,V, A) are given by
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For axial-vector interactions, the isoscalar and isovector couplings are defined as 964 = (9134 +
g)/2 and gf* = (g;1 — g2} /2, with gl‘;‘ =2 g(‘;‘AIq’ and g} = > g g(‘;‘Ag. The nuclear spin structure

! Radiative corrections introduce small modifications [73, 74], requiring huge exposures to become relevant [75].

2 In Eq. (19) the neutrino field v is treated as a four—component Dirac spinor, v = vr + vgr. Depending on the
Lorentz structure I'* | only the chirality-allowed bilinears contribute. For example, for a scalar mediator (]."S =1
the coupling connects opposite chiralities, effectively v ~ Urvr, whereas for a vector (FV = ") or an axial-vector
(I'* = 4#~5) mediator, only the left-handed current 7zv*vy and Ty vysvL contributes, respectively.



functions 817]-— (lal®) (i, = 0,1) are the transverse spin structure functions’, evaluated following
the prescriptions from Ref. [58] (see also Refs. [32, 78, 79]). Notice that the axial interaction
is suppressed due to its spin-dependent nature; hence, it does not lead to the typical coherent
enhancement found for the vector case. Moreover, in a xenon target, only the odd-neutron iso-
topes 129Xe and ¥!'Xe have non-zero nuclear spin and thus contribute to the axial channel. Their
combined natural abundance of about 50% and the absence of coherent enhancement significantly
suppress the spin-dependent signal.

Finally, for vector interactions, we consider two possibilities in Eq. (21): a mediator with univer-
sal couplings to neutrinos and quarks, in which case x = 1. This is a commonly used phenomenolog-
ical scenario used to provide an indicative comparison of experimental sensitivities, which, however,
is not anomaly-free. For this reason, we also consider a U(1)p_1, extension of the SM, for which the
corresponding weak charge has k = —1/3. Note that given the conventions used in our definition,
QIS,}\\/I[ is always negative. The B— L weak charge is also always negative and therefore cannot lead
to destructive interference with the SM contribution, in contrast to the universal mediator case.
As will become evident in the results shown below, this distinction has clear phenomenological
implications.

III. SIMULATION OF EVENT SPECTRA AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the statistical framework adopted to analyze the
recent XENONNT data [18]. Although not discussed here, we note that performing a similar anal-
ysis using PandaX-4T data [8, 19] would lead to analogous conclusions’. Indeed, the XENONnT
and PandaX-4T experiments have collected data on xenon targets with nearly identical exposures,
thresholds, and regions of interest. More importantly, both experiments have measured the B
solar neutrino flux with sizable statistical uncertainties, 63% for XENONnT and 37% for PandaX-
4T, albeit with different best-fit normalizations. For the purposes of investigating the neutrino
fog, the dominant factor shaping it is the size of the ®B flux uncertainty rather than its absolute
normalization. We therefore base our analysis on the XENONnT dataset as a more conservative
choice, further noting that its ®B flux normalization is closer to those measured by dedicated solar
neutrino experiments such as SNO and Borexino.

Special emphasis is devoted to the aspects relevant for simulating the expected event spectra
from both DM-nucleus and CEvVNS interactions in two-phase liquid xenon time projection (TPC
LXe) chambers. In such detectors, an energy deposition in the LXe produces two measurable
signals: prompt scintillation photons (S1) and delayed electroluminescence photons (S2) generated
by ionization electrons extracted into the gaseous phase. The combined analysis of these signals
enables effective discrimination between nuclear and electron recoil events.

In Sec. II, we outlined the procedure to compute the theoretical differential event rates for
DM-nucleus scattering and CEVNS, given in Eqgs. (1) and (15), respectively. In the following sub-
sections, we describe how these theoretical rates are translated into realistic signal predictions for
the XENONnNT experiment, taking into account detector-specific efficiencies and other experimen-
tal response effects.

3 The terms proportional to the longitudinal component of the axial-vector cross section scale as Tar/mas, hence
they are very suppressed and can be safely ignored [58].

4 This was also observed in previous CEvNS-oriented studies, which found comparable constraints in various BSM
scenarios [32-34, 37].



A. Event simulation and statistical analysis for XENONnT

We consider the reported dataset [18] obtained with an exposure of 3.51 tonne year, consistent
with the most recent dataset reported by the collaboration. Data are presented in three (corrected)
S2 bins within the range [120,500] photoelectrons (PE). The expected number of DM (xN) or
CEVWNS (vN) nuclear recoil events in the i-th bin is obtained as

82i+1

(26)

X
ds?2 AXENONnT(T /\/) { dR} dTn

- anpt iy
VN () AT Jun vy dS2

S2¢
where AXENONDT (T ) i5 the experimental detection efficiency extracted from Refs. [18, 80], for the
combined S1 + S2 datatets. Following Ref. [32], we include the correction factors ¢! in Eq. (26),
having the role of effective efficiencies, in order to align our predictions with the best-fit spectra
reported by the XENONnT collaboration (see the first panel of Fig. 2 in Ref. [18]). The mapping
between the nuclear recoil energy Ty and the S2 observable is performed through

S2=Tn Qy(Tn) g2, (27)

with g» = 16.9 PE/e™ denoting the single-electron amplification gain [18] and @, (7)) the charge
yield function, taken from Ref. [81].

The statistical analysis of the XENONNT data is carried out via a binned spectral analysis,
based on the Poisson-likelihood y? function
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Here, R!  denotes the observed number of events in the i-th bin (from Ref. [18]), while the

exp
predicted number of events is obtained as

Riea (S0, 8,7) = (14 @) Ripe(8) + (14 a+ B) Riye(S)
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The nuisance parameter o encodes a 5% uncertainty on the fiducial volume of the detector, while
B accounts for the 4% uncertainty in the ®B solar neutrino flux prediction. Additional background
contributions are included with their respective uncertainties: 4.8% for accidental coincidences
(AC), 50% for neutron-induced background, and 100% for the subleading electron-recoil (ER)
background. These priors are incorporated in the statistical analysis via Gaussian penalty terms
in the y? function. Finally, for each new physics parameter in S (gx and mx), the x? function is
marginalized over all nuisance parameters.
As discussed in the Introduction (Section I), we consider two distinct scenarios:

))7
(8))-

e In scenario (ii), on the contrary, we assume effective SI or SD DM—nucleon interactions, while
allowing neutrinos to exhibit BSM interactions with nuclei mediated by a light mediator, cf.
Eqgs. (20)—(22).

e In scenario (i), neutrinos interact with nuclei via the SM CEvNS cross section (see Eq. (17
while DM couples to nuclei through a light scalar, vector or axial-vector mediator (Egs. (6)—
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FIG. 1. Expected nuclear recoil spectra for XENONnT compared with data from [18, 80]. Maroon histograms
indicate the total background. Left panel: scenario (i), showing the SM CEvVNS contribution from B
neutrinos (yellow), and together with benchmark DM-nucleus interactions mediated by light scalar (orange),
vector (blue), or axial-vector (green) particles. For the BSM DM benchmarks, we fix m, = 100 GeV and
myx =1 MeV. Right panel: scenario (ii), displaying the SM CEVNS signal from 8B neutrinos (yellow), and
benchmarks for CEVNS in the presence of additional light scalar and vector mediators, together with a DM
component corresponding to a point-like SI interaction with m, = 13 GeV and 0>S<I =10"%" cm?. In

“|Iqlzﬁ0
all BSM CEvNS cases, we fix mx = 1 MeV.

We show in Fig. 1 the expected event rates per recoil-energy bin together with the XENONnT
data points from [18, 80] and their associated error bars. The maroon histograms represent the
sum of AC, neutron-induced, and ER backgrounds. The left panel corresponds to scenario (i)
and shows the following cases: (1) background plus the SM CEvNS contribution from ®B solar
neutrinos (yellow); (2) background plus SM CEvVNS and a DM-nucleus interaction mediated by a
light scalar (orange), with g = 1.2 x 1077, mg = 1 MeV, and m,, = 100 GeV; (3) background plus
SM CEvWNS and a DM-nucleus interaction mediated by a light vector (blue), with gy, = 3.7 x 1077,
my = 1 MeV, and m, = 100 GeV; (4) background plus SM CEVNS and a DM-nucleus interaction
mediated by a light axial-vector (green), with g4 = 1.6 x 107°, m4 = 1 MeV, and m,, = 100 GeV.
In this scenario, the mediator masses and couplings are selected to satisfy the bounds derived from
our analysis of the XENONNT data, which will be presented in the next section. The right panel
corresponds instead to scenario (ii) and displays the following cases: (1) background plus the CEVNS
contribution from 8B solar neutrinos assuming the SM cross section (yellow); (2) background plus
the CEVNS contribution in the presence of a light scalar mediator (magenta), using gg = 5 x 1076
and mg = 1 MeV; (3) background plus the CEVNS contribution including a light universal vector
mediator (red), with giy = 7x107% and my = 1 MeV; (4) background plus the CEvNS contribution
including a light B— L vector mediator (dark green), using gp 1 = 1 x 1075 and my = 1 MeV.
In cases (2)—(4) in the right panel, we also include a DM component corresponding to a point-

like SI interaction with m, = 13 GeV and ai{l alP0 10747 ¢cm?. In the case of CEVNS with
q|"—

BSM interactions, we choose values of mediator masses and couplings satisfying bounds from a
combined XENONNT and PandaX-4T nuclear-recoil analysis [32] (though slightly above the more
recent constraint from CONUS+ [82] in the case of a universal vector mediator), for the sake
of illustration. Note that even stronger limits on new interactions in the neutrino sector can in
principle apply, especially from elastic neutrino-electron scattering data at Borexino [83], CHARM-
IT [84], and TEXONO [84, 85], as well as from a combined analysis of PandaX-4T, XENONnT,
and LZ electron-recoil data [36, 87]. However, we are focusing here on nuclear recoils, hence one
may assume different couplings of the new mediator to neutrinos, electrons and quarks (although
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not easy to motivate from a gauge-invariance point of view).
Finally, we refer the reader to Appendix A for more details on the CEVNS and DM spectral
shapes in presence of light mediators.

IV. ESTIMATION OF THE NEUTRINO FOG

The sensitivity frontier of DM direct detection experiments is characterized by the discovery
limit, i.e., the smallest DM-nucleon scattering cross section that can be probed before the sig-
nal becomes indistinguishable from the neutrino background. From a statistical perspective, one
approach to quantify this regime is through the concept of the so-called neutrino fog [29]. This
definition is based on a derivative of the discovery limit as a function of the exposure.

To estimate the neutrino fog we first compute binned integrated spectra for DM-nuclei scattering
and/or CEVNS events in the presence of a BSM mediator X = S, V, A, as

, Tj\}*'1 dR X
RYL = / ATy [} . (30)
NNy, ATx Luwron)
Then, in order to quantify the discovery limits, we employ a profile likelihood ratio test [38] which
depends on the WIMP parameters (1., 095011 (SD)), the experiment exposure (¢ = tyunMmdet) and a set

of nuisance parameters associated with the neutrino fluxes acting as background. Notice that among
the relevant neutrino sources, only the 8B solar neutrinos produce a sufficiently large recoil rate to
yield a detectable signal in current DM direct detection experiments, like XENONnNT. Nonetheless,
all other solar, atmospheric, DSNB, geoneutrino and reactor neutrino fluxes in principle enter the
estimation of the neutrino fog, each through a different normalization factor x7, and a correspondent
uncertainty 7. The likelihood is given as

L(my, o8 O e,8,) = [[P(Rissps Rirvs) [ G(®3, 1,01, (31)
i J

where ¢ denotes the energy bin while j the neutrino flux. Here, P(z,n) and G(z, u, o) represent
the Poisson and Gaussian probability distribution functions, respectively. This means that the
observed number of events, Roys, and the expected number of signal events, Rpyp, are treated as
Poisson-distributed random variables, while the nuisance parameters are modeled with Gaussian
priors whose standard deviations correspond to the systematic uncertainties associated with the
various neutrino fluxes.

To establish discovery limits, we define two hypotheses: the null hypothesis Hy, corresponding
to a pure CEVNS background, and the alternative hypothesis Hi, in which a WIMP signal is
present in addition to the CEVNS background. The likelihood function in Eq. (31) is evaluated
for both cases, yielding Ly for Hy and £1 for Hy. In both scenarios, the total expected number
of observed events is given by R, = Rl (1), 07) + R&N(mx’aia (SD)), where R!,, and R&N
denote the neutrino—nucleus and WIMP-nucleus recoil rates, respectively. These depend on the
WIMP mass m,, the WIMP-nucleon cross section aiL (SD) , the experimental exposure €, and the
neutrino flux normalization parameters p, fixed to their mean values. Under the null hypothesis Lo,
the expected event count reduces to RiEXp = R \/(1i,, 07), where the neutrino flux normalizations
are treated as a nuisance parameters. For the evaluation of £q, we employ the Asimov dataset
approximation [88], setting RiEXp = Ré)bs. In the regime of large statistics, this approximation
provides accurate estimates of the discovery significance while ensuring computational efficiency.

Next, the discovery reach is quantified using the log-likelihood ratio test statistic, obtained by

minimizing the negative log-likelihood functions over the nuisance parameters
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c_]o(rnx,afg1 (SD),S) =—2In {20] R (32)
11e) = @}

where (iD{, are the profiled maximum-likelihood estimators for each neutrino flux v;. The neutrino

fog is then characterized through the median discovery limit at a 3o significance level. Specifically,

for each DM mass and exposure, we identify the minimum DM-nucleon scattering cross section

U)S(a D) that would allow for a 3¢ discovery, i.e., satisfies go > 9. The scaling behavior of agl (SD)

with respect to the exposure is encoded in the index [29]

SI (SD)\ 1
B dInoyn
n= < Tine ) . (33)

In the Poisson-limited regime, where increasing exposure improves sensitivity as U>S<,I1 (SD)
1/4/e, one finds n = 2. As the neutrino backgrounds become dominant and systematic uncertainties
on the neutrino fluxes start to limit the discovery potential, n rises above 2, signaling the transition
into the neutrino fog. Within this definition, the equivalent of the conventional neutrino floor can
be identified with the contour n = 2 in the (m,, 095011 (SD))
background subtraction.

We rely on the public code NeutrinoFog [29, 89] to compute the neutrino fog, with tailored
modifications in the computation of the event rates, so to account for the new interactions under

consideration, and the updated values of the <I>8VB normalization and uncertainty, as inferred by
XENONT data.

plane, marking the regime with Poissonian

V. RESULTS

In this section, we present our results based on the latest XENONNT nuclear recoil data, focusing
on the estimation of the neutrino fog and its potential modification in the presence of new physics.
We examine two scenarios: (i) light mediators in the DM-nucleon interaction while neutrinos
scatter with the target nuclei via the SM CEVNS process, and (ii) effective SI or SD DM-nucleon
interactions with new physics in the neutrino sector. In the former case, we derive 90% confidence-
level (CL) limits on scalar, vector, and axial-vector mediators and we evaluate their impact on the
neutrino fog in both scenarios.

A. Constraints in the mediator coupling—mass plane

We start discussing limits on the new mediators from recent XENONnT nuclear recoil data [18,
80]. We focus on scenario (i), in which neutrinos scatter off nuclei via the SM CEvVNS cross section
(Eq. (17)), while DM interacts with nucleons via a light scalar, vector, or axial-vector mediator
(Egs. (6)-(8)). While it is conventional to present DM direct detection limits in terms of the

SI (SD)

zero-momentum-transfer cross section oy, , this parametrization obscures the interplay

lal*—=0
between mediator mass and momentum transfer, particularly in the light-mediator regime (see

also [90-92]). To provide a more transparent picture, we first present our limits in the mediator
coupling-mass parameter space, where the dependence on both myx and the coupling strength
is explicit. In this framework, for each new interaction X (= S, V or A), we define an effective

coupling
gx =\/93 95 (34)
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FIG. 2. Constraints at 90% CL in the new mediator coupling—mass plane, for scalar (left), vector (center),
and axial-vector (right) DM-nucleon interactions. The solid, colored curves show the XENONnT limits
obtained when the new mediator couples to DM, for m, = 4 (yellow), 13 (blue), 100 (red), and 1000 GeV
(green). The shaded gray regions show the corresponding bounds when new physics appears only in the
CEVNS sector (scenario (ii), from [32]). See text for more details.

with gf and gf denoting the mediator couplings to DM and quarks, respectively, and assuming
flavor-universal quark couplings gg( =gX = gjf . This combination controls the overall normaliza-
tion of the DM-nucleon scattering rate and provides a unified parameter for comparing different
mediator scenarios.

Figure 2 shows the resulting 90% CL exclusion limits in the (mx, gx) plane for scalar, vector,
and axial-vector mediators, obtained from the analysis of XENONnT nuclear recoil data discussed
in Sec. [II A. Constraints are shown for four representative DM masses, m, = 4, 13, 100, and
1000 GeV, illustrating how the sensitivity of XENONNT varies with the mediator and DM masses.
The solid colored curves correspond to the limits derived in this work assuming that the new me-
diator couples only to DM (scenario (i)), while the gray shaded regions indicate the corresponding
bounds when new physics is present exclusively in the CEVNS sector (scenario (ii)). For the latter
case, we show the limits previously obtained in [32] (see also complementary analyses in [34, 37]).

Note that the bounds on the mediator coupling and mass obtained when the new interaction is
introduced in the DM sector are more than one order of magnitude stronger than the corresponding
limits derived when the new interaction is placed in the neutrino sector. This difference arises
because the region of parameter space in which light mediators in the neutrino channel produce
an observable deviation from the SM CEvVNS spectrum requires substantially larger couplings than
those relevant for WIMP—-nucleon scattering mediated by the same particle. The difference becomes
more pronounced for DM masses in the 10-100 GeV range, where the DM event rate is highest. For
lighter or heavier DM, the expected rate decreases due to the low nuclear-recoil efficiency at low
masses and the declining DM number density at high masses. This explains why the 4 GeV and 1000
GeV contours are less constraining than those for 13 GeV and 100 GeV. This trend will reappear
in the discussion of the conventional DM sensitivity plane, (mx, Ui’{l (SD)), in the following section.
Across most viable regions of parameter space, the XENONNT neutrino signal therefore remains
consistent with the SM prediction, and the resulting limits predominantly constrain DM-nucleon
interactions rather than new physics in the neutrino sector. This hierarchy persists even in the
(less motivated) scenario where neutrinos and DM couple with equal strength to the new mediator,
and it remains valid up to coupling ratios as large as g;x < 40 gff , assuming m, = 13 GeV. For
other DM masses, such as m,, = 3.5 GeV or m,, = 1 TeV, the maximum ratio g; / gf — for which
the hierarchy still holds — decreases and can approach unity, though it never falls below it. Only
for even larger values of gX do BSM effects in the neutrino sector become sizable, at which point
the predicted CEVNS rate starts to deviate appreciably from the SM expectation.
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All in all, the coupling—mass representation of bounds highlights that the exclusion power de-
pends not only on the overall interaction strength but also on the mediator mass, which deter-
mines the momentum-transfer dependence of the scattering amplitude. Constraints are signifi-
cantly stronger when the mediator couples to DM, especially in the sub-100 MeV mediator mass
range, where the typical momentum transfer becomes comparable to myx. For larger mediator
masses, the limits gradually converge toward the heavy-mediator (contact-interaction) regime. In

SI SD
or SD ¢
X ql?—0 X gl —0

versus the DM mass. We will show the inferred upper limits as orange regions in the panels of
Figs. 3 and 5, in the following section. They are in good agreement with the official results from
the XENONnT Collaboration [6, 80].

this effective regime, we can obtain bounds on the SI o cross section

B. Implications for the neutrino fog

We now examine how the neutrino fog changes in light of recent XENONnT nuclear recoil
data. We begin our discussion by showing in Fig. 3 (panels in the left column) the reference
neutrino fog obtained under the assumption of SM CEvVNS interactions for neutrinos and an effective
DM-nucleon cross section, either SI (upper row) or SD with protons (middle row) or neutrons
(bottom row). Recall that, given the definition in [29], also summarized in Sec. IV, the color code
of the neutrino fog corresponds to its opacity, i.e., to the value of the index n defined in Eq. (33).
For this calculation, we adopt a recoil-energy window of [10~#,200] keV ;. Solar, atmospheric, and
DSNB neutrino flux normalizations and uncertainties are implemented following the recommended
values reported in [03]; for 8B solar neutrinos specifically, we use p8 = 5.25 x 106 cm™2 s1 and
aiB = 4% [66]. The right set of panels instead illustrates how the neutrino fog changes when using
the ®B flux normalization and uncertainty extracted from the XENONnT measurement, namely
uiB =4.7%x10% cm™2 57! and aiB = 63% [18]. As expected, the significantly larger XENONnT
uncertainty plays a relevant role in shifting the corresponding fog region towards higher cross
sections, compared to the neutrino fog region obtained when the SNO measurement of the B flux
is considered. As explained before, a similar conclusion would have been obtained using the flux
normalization and uncertainty obtained from PandaX-4T data [19]. With more data accumulated,
we can expect this uncertainty to be reduced in the near future, and the fog contour to converge
to the one predicted using other solar neutrino measurements.

1. Scenario (i): light mediators in DM-nucleon interactions

We now continue by focusing on scenario (i) and examine in detail the impact of light scalar,
vector, or axial-vector mediators in the DM sector on the neutrino fog. In this framework, neutrinos
are assumed to interact via the SM CEVNS cross section. Figure 4 displays the resulting constraints,
from our analysis of XENONnT data, on the SI (left panel) and SD (right panel) DM-nucleon
cross sections, shown as orange shaded regions. As a reminder, in this scenario, the differential

4
DM scattering rate scales as o F]%M(\qIQ)a)SCIn D) 7(|q|£)r;2 )2 ‘7?}1 (5D)
X

modified bounds relative to the contact—interaction limit shown previously in Fig. 3. In particular,
the dependence on both the mediator mass and the momentum transfer modify the inferred limits,
especially in the light-mediator regime where myx ~ |q|. Also in this case, we find good agreement
with the official result, provided only for SI interactions, of the XENONnT Collaboration [30].
Under the same assumptions, we recompute the neutrino fog for a xenon target. The cor-
responding regions are also presented in Fig. 4. In this study, we keep the flux normalizations
and uncertainties are implemented following the recommended values reported in [93], also for 8B

, leading to significantly



14

Gradient of discovery limit, n = —(dInc}L/dIng) ! Gradient of discovery limit, n = —(dInoyL/dIne) !
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
————
10741 T T TTTT T T TTTT T T TTTT T T TTTTTH 10741 T T 1T T T TTTTT T T TTTT T T TTTTTH
SI

% DSNB
10! 10! 102
my (GeV) my (GeV)
Gradient of discovery limit, n = —(dIn U;pD /dIneg)~! Gradient of discovery limit, n = —(dIn U’;’]p) /dIng)~!
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
10734 T TTTT T T TTTTIT T TTTTT T T TTTTTH 10734 T 1T T T TTTTT T TTTTTT T T TTTTTH
N —36 & —36
E 10 The E 10 7Be
S ¥ . S o
o » ; T o »
7 10738 Py T 10738 PP
o Geo o Geo )
= Reactor = Reactor hep
@) § 10740 @) § 10740 .
U-E UE \\\“os\w\mﬂc
1074 1074
1071 10! 1071 10! 10 103
my (GeV) my (GeV)
Gradient of discovery limit, n = —(dIn 17;’],,) /dlng)~1 Gradient of discovery limit, n = —(dIn U)SC],? /dlng)~1
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
L — ————— L —  ————
10 3 T TTTTT T T TTTTIT T TTTTT T T TTTTTH 10 3 T TTTT T T TTTTT T TTTTTT T T TTTTTH

A 0
Ge\ ‘, Ge\ \
Reactor hep Reactor hep

10° 10! 10! 10?
my (GeV) my (GeV)

FIG. 3. 90% CL upper limit (orange shaded areas) on the SI DM-nucleon (upper row), SD DM-proton
(middle row) and SD DM-neutron (bottom row) cross section derived from our analysis of XENONnT
data. Left panels: standard definition of the neutrino fog with ®B flux normalization and uncertainty from

SNO [66, 93]. Right panels: neutrino fog with ®B flux normalization and uncertainty from the recent result
of XENONnT [18].

solar neutrinos. We observe a pronounced deformation of the fog, which is a direct consequence
of the strong momentum-transfer dependence of the DM scattering rate. At low DM masses, the
neutrino fog is significantly reduced: In this regime, the typical momentum transfers are small,
and a light mediator enhances the DM—nucleon scattering rate proportionally to o< 1/ ]q|4, yielding
higher rates than the expected SM CEVNS contribution from solar neutrinos (notably from the 8B

component) even at small 0531 (SD) - At large DM masses the opposite trend emerges: momentum
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FIG. 4. 90% CL upper limit (orange shaded area) on the SI (upper panel), SD-proton (lower left panel),
and SD-neutron (lower right panel) DM-nucleon cross section derived from our analysis of XENONnT data,
under the assumption of DM interactions with a light mediator (scalar or vector for SI interactions, and
axial-vector for the SD one). In all panels, the corresponding neutrino fog for scenario (i) is also shown.

transfers become larger, suppressing the DM rate for light mediators and reducing the relative
impact of DM scattering compared to the neutrino background. This leads to a worsening of
the discovery reach and a corresponding upward shift of the fog contour. Notice, also, that the
opacity of the neutrino fog in this scenario is significantly reduced, implying an improved ability
to distinguish between neutrino and DM event rates. The gradient of the discovery limit never
exceeds n = 6, not even in regions where neutrino fluxes are expected to be large. This means
that smaller exposures will be enough to discriminate a DM signal from the neutrino background
if DM actually interacts through light mediators, compared to the standard case with effective
interactions.

2. Scenario (ii): light mediators in CEVNS

We now turn to scenario (ii), where DM interacts with nucleons via an effective contact-type SI
or SD interaction, while neutrinos scatter coherently off nuclei not only through the SM interaction
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but also through an additional scalar, vector, or axial-vector light mediator. In this framework,
the DM interaction corresponds to the heavy-mediator limit, in which the mediator has been
integrated out, resulting in a constant cross section in the zero momentum-transfer regime. Con-
sequently, the DM exclusion contours shown in Fig. 5 are identical to those obtained previously in

SI"(SD)

the (oyn m, ) plane (see Fig. 3).

“q‘zﬁo ’

On the other hand, the presence of new light mediators in the CEVNS process modifies the
neutrino fog, potentially altering the discovery reach of upcoming DM direct detection experiments.
To quantify this effect, we define the following effective couplings

9x =959, (35)

for each new interaction X (=S, V or A), where gX and gg( denote the couplings of the mediator
to neutrinos and quarks, respectively.

We illustrate in Fig. 5 the modified neutrino fog, in the presence of a new light scalar (upper
row), universal vector (central row), or B—L mediator (bottom row) in the CEVNS cross section,
for both SI (left column) and SD (right columns) DM-nucleon interactions. We also show in all
graphs the 90% CL DM exclusion contours (orange shaded areas) previously obtained from the
analysis of XENONnT nuclear recoil data. To compute the neutrino fog in this scenario, we
use ,uiB = 5.25 x 105 em™2 57! and aiB = 4% [66], as well as all other flux normalizations and
uncertainties as reported in [93]. We also fix the new mediator mass and coupling as follows:
msg = my = mpy =1 MeV, g5 = 2x 1075 gy = 3 x 1075, and gpr, = 1 x 1072, values
corresponding to solutions in the parameter space of the new mediator in agreement with the most
recent bounds from CEvVNS measurements, not only at DM direct detection experiments [32], but
also at terrestrial ones such as COHERENT [94], Dresden-II [95, 96], and CONUS+ [82, 97] (see
discussion around Fig. 1). In all panels, we further show as white dashed lines the n = 2 fog contours
corresponding to the case in which neutrinos interact solely through the SM CEvNS process, for
the sake of comparison.

As illustrated in these figures, the inclusion of an additional light scalar or vector mediator in the
CEVNS interaction modifies the morphology of the neutrino fog, most visibly through distortions
of the n = 2 contour. In the case of a light scalar mediator (top row), the new interaction adds
incoherently to the SM amplitude, always increasing the total event rate. This enhancement is
most pronounced at low DM masses, m, < 5 GeV, where the relevant momentum transfers are
small and the scalar contribution, scaling as 1/ ]q\4, becomes dominant. The resulting increase in
the predicted neutrino rate expands the neutrino fog region and worsens the DM discovery reach
in this mass range.

For a light vector mediator with universal couplings (middle row), the new amplitude can
interfere either constructively or destructively with the SM weak charge. At very low DM masses,
the CEVNS rate again gains a strong enhancement due to the behavior of the propagator, which
scales as 1/ (]q|2 +m%)? and is sizable in the solar—neutrino recoil range, leading to a degradation
of the discovery potential similar to the scalar case. However, in the intermediate mass range, 1 <
my S 10 GeV, destructive interference becomes possible. This results in characteristic dips in the
predicted recoil spectrum at specific recoil energies, where the SM and new—physics contributions
partially cancel. Note that the exact position in parameter space of this cancellation is strongly
dependent on the values of the mediator coupling and mass (see Appendix A). This local suppression
of the neutrino rate translates into improved discovery reach in this DM mass interval, shifting
down the fog contour. At higher DM masses, the fog is dominated by atmospheric neutrinos, which
probe significantly larger momentum transfers (|q| > mx); in this regime, the BSM contribution
is strongly suppressed, and the fog converges back to the standard expectation.
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FIG. 5. Left (right) panels: neutrino fog for CEVNS interactions including a light scalar (top row), universal
vector (middle row), or B— L vector (bottom row) mediator, for SI DM-nucleon (SD DM-neutron) inter-
actions. We fix the mediator masses to mg = my = mp_r, = 1 MeV and the couplings to gg = 2 x 1076,

gy = 3x107% and gp 1 = 1 x 107°.

The white dashed lines indicate the n = 2 neutrino fog contours

corresponding to the case in which neutrinos interact solely through the SM CEVNS process.

In the B—L vector mediator scenario (bottom row), destructive interference cannot occur because
the neutrino and quark charges are fixed by the gauge symmetry. Consequently, the CEVNS rate
can only increase relative to the SM prediction. The neutrino fog therefore exhibits an expansion
at low DM masses, driven once more by the enhancement of the rate at small momentum transfers,
while remaining essentially unchanged at higher masses where the light mediator contribution

essentially decouples.
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Finally, we do not show results assuming an axial-vector interaction in CEvVNS since, being
suppressed due to its spin dependence, it does not lead to sizable modifications in the neutrino fog
already shown in Fig. 2.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The recent indications of CEVNS from ®B solar neutrinos reported by XENONnT and PandaX-
4T, while representing a major milestone for neutrino physics, have simultaneously increased the
pressure on dark matter direct detection searches. In parallel, observations of CEVNS at terrestrial
spallation sources and reactor experiments now allow a more accurate characterization of the
irreducible neutrino background in direct detection experiments. An effective statistical framework
to quantify the impact of this background, is the so-called neutrino fog.

In this work, we have investigated how the discovery reach of dark matter direct detection
experiments is modified when either neutrinos or DM interact with nuclei via new light scalar,
vector, or axial-vector mediators (X = S, V, A). Using the most recent results from XENONnT,
as an example of current direct detection nuclear recoil data, we first derived updated bounds
on mediator couplings and masses. These constraints prove to be significantly more stringent
when the new mediator couples with DM than when it affects only neutrino interactions. We
present our limits directly in the (mx, gx) parameter space, rather than solely in the conventional
(my, J>S<,I1 (SD)) plane, because this representation remains valid for both light and heavy mediators
and naturally encodes the momentum-transfer dependence of the underlying interaction. We also
translate our exclusions regions into the standard (m,, 095011 (SD)) plane and found them to be in
good agreement with the official results from the XENONnNT collaboration. We have also stressed
that the scalar and vector interactions result into identical exclusion curves when mapped into the
(my, 0’>S<In) plane, further motivating the presentation of constraints in terms of mediator masses
and fundamental couplings as done in this work.

We then used these bounds to recompute the neutrino fog for each scenario and compared
the results with the corresponding limits on spin-independent and spin-dependent DM-nucleon
cross sections. We confirmed previous results in the literature and found that light mediators
can substantially modify the profile of the neutrino fog. (i) When DM interacts through a light
mediator, the neutrino fog is strongly reduced at m, < 10 GeV. The reason is that the DM-nucleus
scattering rate is greatly enhanced at low momentum transfers, causing the DM signal to exceed the
neutrino background more easily and thus improving the discovery potential; (ii) when neutrinos
interact via an additional light scalar or a B— L vector mediator, the discovery limits worsen at
low DM masses. This is a direct consequence of the enhanced CEvVNS rates at small momentum
transfers. In contrast, for a light vector mediator with universal couplings, destructive interference
with the SM CEvNS amplitude is possible. This leads to an improvement of the discovery reach
in the intermediate mass range, 1 < m, < 10 GeV, where dips in the neutrino spectrum suppress
the background.

Overall, our results indicate that even in light of the latest XENONNT measurement, the pres-
ence of light mediators can significantly reshape the neutrino fog, altering the regions of parameter
space where DM discovery becomes limited by neutrino backgrounds. Future detectors with direc-
tionality capabilities [98], e.g., CYGNUS, are expected to provide new insights and possibly help
overcoming the sensitivity limitations due to the neutrino background.

Note Added: Just before the submission of this work, the LZ Collaboration has also announced
a 4.50 observation of CEVNS induced by ®B solar neutrinos and uploaded a preprint on their
webpage [20], that is yet to appear on the arXiv.
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Appendix A: Neutrino and dark matter scattering rates

In this Appendix, we present the expected CEVNS and DM event rates for the two scenarios
under considerations. In both cases, we assume a xenon target and fix an exposure of 1 ton X year,
while the binned spectra are evaluated assuming 200 logarithmically spaced bins in [10~%,200] keV
for CEVNS rates and 227 bins in [107%,1400] keV for DM rates.

Fig. 6 shows the integrated CEVNS event rates assuming SM interactions (upper left panel), or
SM + a scalar mediator, with mg = 1 MeV and gs = 2 x 1076 (upper right panel), SM + a vector
mediator with universal couplings and my = 1 MeV and gy = 3x10~¢ (bottom left panel), and SM
+ a vector mediator with B—L gauge symmetry, with mp 1, = 1 MeV and gg 1 = 1 x107° (bottom
right panel). In each panel, the different colored lines correspond to all neutrino fluxes possibly
contributing to a signal in a Xe detector: solar, atmospheric, DNSB and geo-neutrinos. The thick
black line indicates the total event rate. We can see that, compared to the SM case, in the presence
of a new scalar or vector interaction, the rates are in general increased. The only exception is in
the presence of a light vector mediator with universal couplings to neutrinos and quarks, which can
also give rise to a destructive interference with the SM contribution, at Thr ~ 20 eV for the chosen
mediator coupling/mass benchmark values. Note that this value is lower than the recoil-energy
threshold of current DM direct detection experiments such as XENONnT. In full generality, the
location of the dip can be identified as [99]

1 3v2(Z + N)gy m2
" 2mpy \GFr [N — Z(1 — 4sin? Oyy)] Vil

Ty (A1)

which can simplify further to T =

1 3v2(Z+N)g? 2
GrN v

Ty —-m ) For a xenon target and BSM
parameters g = 3 x 107% and my = 1 MeV, it corresponds to the value Ths ~ 20 eV mentioned
above. Moreover, the other dip visible at Ths ~ 90 keV arises from the form factor suppression in
the atmospheric neutrino flux.

For comparison, Fig. 7 illustrates the expected binned DM-nucleus event rates in scenario (i).
The results are shown for the SI interactions (solid lines) as well as for the two SD channels (proton-
coupled, dashed; neutron-coupled, dotted), assuming both light and heavy mediators with masses
myx = 1 MeV and mx = 1 GeV, respectively, and a typical DM—nucleon cross section of J)SJ{(SD) =
10740 ¢m?. The event spectra are displayed for two benchmark DM masses, my = 13 GeV (red)
and 1000 GeV (blue). One observes that for m, = 13 GeV the predicted spectra are enhanced
relative to the m, = 1000 GeV case, which explains the stronger exclusion contours shown in
Fig. 2 as well as the XENONnT exclusion region in Figs. 3-5. Additionally, the endpoints of the
DM-nucleus spectra depend strongly on the DM mass, whereas for a fixed mass the SI and SD
channels share the same endpoint, as dictated by kinematics.

Focusing on the SI spectra, significant suppression from the nuclear form factor appears as
a series of dips starting from Thr ~ 90 keV only for m, = 1000 GeV. For m, = 13 GeV, the
kinematically available momentum transfer is too small for the form-factor suppression to become



6 CEvNS, SM
10 T T T T T T T T Ty T T T T T T
o . 2. -
104 — . BN B -_“_- ;”::1(3[::;0]
--------- 50 oo atm Reactor
E 102 — F ——. DsSNB Total E
o] o]
~ ~
L 100F 3
o o
g 2
M 1072 0
1074
10—6 1 s W il
1074 1073 1072 10=' 10° 10! 107
Ty (keV)
¢ CEVNS, SM + Universal Vector (gv = 3 x 107°)
0 UL B ERLALLL ERLRALLL SRR AL
TBeyy,, ===~ 2*Th[Geol
].04 ’ — J”KT[G((‘O]
-- atm Reactor
.E 102 _____ £ S DSNB == Total ‘E
o) - o]
B 100 3
10° ==
g g
5 1072 5
10-4 1
i N A P \,
O S 1T F \
—6 Bl chorb e ool s ol 1y
1074 1073 1072 107! 10° 10! 107
Ty (keV)

CEvNS, SM + Scalar (g5 = 2 x 10~9)

100 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
— pp
"Bejw ~="" 232Th [Geo]
104 —— BN v —-— 40K [Geo]
""""" 150 -- atm Reactor
102 P 7F —.—. DSNB == Total
10°
1072k
1074
1076 uvﬂ'ﬂ\i ! »rm’ﬂl/\”\gmil Lol \ \:HHH| \\\"uu
1074 1073 1072 107! 10° 10! 107
Ty (keV)
5 CEvNS, SM + B—L Vector (gp—1, = 1 x 1079)
10 NRALLLL AL ERLLLLL AL SR AL
Bejgw ~~== 2?Th [Geo]
104 BN . —-—- 40K [Geo]
5 - atm Reactor
102 = - DSNB Total
10°
1072
1074 ————————— i .
L : i \'\_
—6 Bl ol \H\ wil 1ol bl 1
1074 1073 1072 107! 10° 10! 107
Ty (keV)

20

FIG. 6. Expected CEVNS event rates on a xenon target per recoil bin, assuming an exposure of 1 ton X year
for the SM case and for several BSM interactions, assuming a mediator mass of mx = 1 MeV and the
couplings indicated in each panel title. The results are shown as individual recoil spectra for the various
solar, DSNB, atmospheric, reactor, and geo-neutrino sources. The total predicted spectra are overlaid as
thick black lines. For further details, see the main text.

relevant. In the SD case, a mild suppression also emerges at Ty ~ 60-70 keV, driven by the nuclear
spin-structure function.
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