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Very recently, the Xenon1T collaboration has reported an intriguing electron recoil excess, which
may imply for light dark matter. In order to interpret this anomaly, we propose the atmospheric
dark matter (ADM) from the inelastic collision of cosmic rays (CRs) with the atmosphere. Due to
the boost effect of high energy CRs, we show that the light ADM can be fast-moving and successfully
fit the observed electron recoil spectrum through the ADM-electron scattering process. Meanwhile,
our ADM predicts the scattering cross section σe ∼ O(10−38−10−39) cm2, and thus can evade other
direct detection constraints. The search for light meson rare decays, such as η → π + /ET , would
provide a complementary probe of our ADM in the future.

INTRODUCTION

The existence of dark matter (DM) has been estab-
lished in cosmological and astrophysical experiments.
Besides the gravitational effects, other possible interac-
tions of dark matter are still unknown. The various
searches for dark matter in the direct detections, indirect
detections and collider experiments are in progress, albeit
no convincing signals have been observed. In particular,
the direct detections [1] that aim for Weakly Interacting
Massive Particle (WIMP) [2] have reached great sensitiv-
ities, which are approaching to the irreducible neutrino
floor. Their null results produce very stringent limits
on the WIMP DM-nucleus scattering cross section, and
lead to a shift of focus towards light dark matter parti-
cles [3, 4].

As the average velocity of dark matter is around 10−3c
in the Milky Way halo, the sensitivity of traditional direct
detections that measure nuclear recoils rapidly decreases
for DM mass below ∼ 1 GeV. In order to access the sub-
GeV dark matter, many new techniques and new types
of detectors have been proposed (see e.g. [5–11]). Among
them, search for DM scattering off electrons has been
demonstrated to be a useful way of improving the dis-
covery potential of light dark matter. Concretely, since
the electron is bounded to the atom, it can have a non-
negligible momentum. When the DM particles scatter off
these high-momentum electrons, the xenon atoms can be
ionized in the liquid target. In this process, the energy
transfer to the detector is about ER ∼ keV. Then such
ionization (and scintillation) signals can be detectable at
the dual-phase liquid Xenon detectors.

Very recently, with an exposure of 0.65 tonne-years and
an unprecedentedly low background, the Xenon1T col-
laboration has reported an about 3.5σ excess of events

in the electron recoil range of 1 keV < ER < 7 keV with
285 events over the backgrounds of 232± 15 events [12].
The main excess events appear in the 2-3 keV bins,
while other bins are approximately consistent with the
expected background events. In the analysis of Xenon1T,
it is pointed out that the observed electron recoil spec-
trum can be fitted by the solar axion [13–15] with an
axion-electron coupling gae ' 3.7 × 10−12, which, how-
ever, is in tension with the stellar cooling constraint,
gae . 0.3 × 10−12 [16]. Other speculations about this
excess have been discussed in [12, 17–23]. Although the
possibility of contamination from β decay of tritium is
not excluded, such an anomaly is still intriguing and may
be a sign of light dark matter.

Figure 1. Atmospheric dark matter from inelastic collision
of CRs and atmosphere for Xenon1T electron recoil excess.
Here χ stands for the dark matter particles.
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In general, the light dark matter bounded in galaxies
moves with a low velocity and it is impossible to fit this
Xenon1T electron data because of the small recoil en-
ergy. However, there are several astrophysical processes
that can accelerate the dark matter to have velocities
much higher than its galactic escape velocity [24–27].
This kind of fast-moving dark matter will scatter with
nucleus or electron of target in the direct detection, and
produce the detectable signals. For example, the light
dark matter can be boosted to (semi-)relativistic speeds
through its elastic scattering with the high energy cos-
mic rays (CRs) [28–33]. In this paper, we propose the
light boosted dark matter produced in the inelastic col-
lision of CRs with the atmosphere (c.f. Fig.1) to explain
the Xenon1T excess. Different from the up-scattering
mechanism, this scheme is independent of the density of
pre-existing dark matter, and thus naturally provides a
sufficient source of boosted dark matter. Besides, the
Xenon1T electron data requires the DM to interact with
the electron as well. In order to reconcile the tension
between DM-nucleus and DM-electron scattering cross
sections, we introduce a scalar and a vector mediator,
which couples with quark and electron, respectively.

ATMOSPHERIC DARK MATTER

The main components of high energy CRs are protons
and heliums, which can inelastically collide with the in-
terstellar medium or the atmosphere on Earth. The lat-
ter is usually the dominant source of the energetic dark
matter [34]. For simplicity, we assume the protons as
the incoming cosmic ray flux and parameterize it as in
Ref. [35]. The differential cosmic ray flux dφp(Tp, h)/dTp
is the function of proton energy Tp and the height h
from the ground level, which will be diluted as travel-
ing through the atmosphere,

d

dh

dφp (Tp, h)

dTp
= σpN (Tp)nN (h)

dφp (Tp, h)

dTp
. (1)

Here we assume the nitrogen as nuclei target in the atmo-
sphere. σpN is the inelastic proton-nitrogen cross section
and nN is the number density of nitrogen. The initial
value of the flux is evaluated at hmax = 180km. It should
be noted that the primary cosmic ray will generate sec-
ondary particles with lower energy, such as nucleons, pi-
ons and kaons, via the interactions in the atmosphere or
in the earth. In principle, the secondary cosmic ray colli-
sions may also become the sources of our fast-moving DM
(assuming the boosted effect can be still large enough,
e.g. vχ ∼ 0.1c [18]). The numerical estimation of these
contributions would need to solve the transport equa-
tions [36, 37] by considering the additional invisible decay
of η meson. We follow [34] to neglect these re-generations
and secondary scatterings involved in a detailed cosmic
ray shower model, and other higher order effects. This

will lead to a smaller flux and allow us to obtain a con-
servative result. Including these secondary contributions
would make our fit easier.

Since the inelastic proton-nitrogen cross section is ap-
proximately constant in the relevant energy range, we
can absorb the h-dependence of φp into a dilution factor
yp(h) for simplicity,

dφp (Tp, h)

dTp
= yp(h)

dφp (Tp, hmax)

dTp
, (2)

where we set the boundary condition of suppression fac-
tor as yp|hmax=180km = 1. Then, we can substitute the
Eq. 2 into suppression function Eq.1 and yields,

dyp(h)

dh
= σpNnN (h)yp(h). (3)

After integration over the height, we can obtain the di-
lution factor,

yp(h) = exp

(
−σpN

∫ hmax

h

dh̃nN (h̃)

)
. (4)

In the numerical calculation, we simulate the collision of
incoming CRs with the nitrogen via the process pN →
X by the package CRMC [38–40], where X denotes the
meson produced in this inelastic collision. Then, these
mesons will decay to the on-shell dark matter mediator
M plus the SM particles, such as η → πM , which is
followed by the two-body decay M → χχ̄.

Such a scenario can be realized in the hadrophilic dark
sector [41],

LS = iχ̄ (γµ∂µ −mχ)χ+
1

2
∂µS∂

µS

− 1

2
m2
SS

2 −
(
gSχSχ̄LχR + guSūLuR + h.c.

)
, (5)

where a scalar mediator S only couples to up-quark. The
masses of hadrophilic mediator and dark matter are do-
nated by mS and mχ, while the couplings of mediator S
with the dark matter and up-quark are denoted by gSχ
and gu, respectively. Then, the resulting branching ratio
of the new η decay is given by

Br
(
η → π0S

)
=
c2Sπ0ηg

2
uB

2

16πmηΓη
λ1/2

(
1,
m2
S

m2
η

,
m2
π0

m2
η

)
. (6)

where the kinematic function λ(a, b, c) = a2 + b2 + c2 −
2ab − 2ac − 2bc and B = m2

π/(mu + md) ' 2.6 GeV.

The coefficient CSπ0η = ( 1√
3

cos θ −
√

2
3 sin θ)|θ=−200 is

the mixing parameter of η and η′ [42].

Since our mediator S is required to be produced on-
shell, we focus on the mass range of mS < mη − mπ.
There is a strong constraint on gu and mS from the de-
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Figure 2. The exclusion limits on the plane of the coupling
gu versus the scalar mediator mass mS , where the coupling
gχ = 1 and mχ = mS × 10−4. The benchmark point (red
bullet) is taken as mχ = 30 keV, mS = 300 MeV, gu = 10−5

and gχ = 1.

cay of kaon meson 1, such as K → πS(→ χχ). Us-
ing the result of search for K → πνν̄ in E787/949 ex-
periment [43–46], we derive the limit on the plane of
gu and mS in Fig. 2, where we assume gχ = 1 and
mχ = mS × 10−4. It can be seen that gu should be
less than about 4×10−6 as mS < mπ. While in the mass
range of mπ < mS < mK−mπ, gu is allowed to be larger.
It should be noted that the conventional beam dump ex-
periments of searching for the decay products of new par-
ticles that are produced in fixed-target collisions and de-
cay far downstream are not applicable because our medi-
ator S dominantly decays to DM. However, our ADM can
be produced by the η meson decay in primary collisions
of protons in a beam dump, and then elastically scatters
with nucleon. Hence, the null result of MINIBooNE ex-
periment [47] gives a upper bound gu . 4× 10−5, which
is stronger than the limit derived from the Xenon1T data
of the spin-independent DM-nucleus scattering. On the
other hand, due to the huge QCD backgrounds, there is
no limit on the process pp→ η → π0(→ γγ) + /ET in the
LHC experiment. But it is found that the search for the
mono-jet events from the process pp→ gS(→ χχ) will re-
quire gu < 0.1 [41]. Therefore, in order to avoid the above
constraints and produce the sufficient flux to explain the

1 It should be noted that the neutral pion decay is usually a sensi-
tive way of searching for light DM, such as π → νν̄γ. However,
due to the parity conservation, this bound is not applicable to
our scalar mediator.

Xenon1T electron recoil excess, we take gu = 10−5 and
mS = 300 MeV as our benchmark point (the red bullet in
Fig. 2), which corresponds to Br(η → πχχ̄) ' 1× 10−5.

After produced from the decays of mesons, the flux of
ADM will be further attenuated by the secondary scat-
tering in the earth. Similar to the above, the attenuation
factor of dark matter can be written as

yd(h, θ, φ) = exp

(
−σχN

∫ ld

0

dz n(r(z)−RE)

)
(7)

where n is the number density of nucleus, and RE =
6378.1 km is the value of Earth radius and ld denotes the
line of sight distance between the point of dark matter
production and the detector,

`2d(h, θ) = (RE + h)
2

+ (RE − hd)2

−2 (RE + h) (RE − hd) cos θ (8)

where hd = 1.4 km is the depth of the detector, and θ is
the angle between the point of dark matter production
and the detector. σχN is the elastic cross section between
dark matter and nucleus. Due to attenuation effects,
the flux of ADM will exponentially decrease as the DM-
nucleon spin-independent scattering cross section σSIχ &
10−28 cm2. In our numerical calculations, we assume
σSIχ = 10−34 cm2, which can escape the constraint from
the null result of Xenon1T spin-independent DM-nucleon
scattering [34].

Combining the dilution factor of cosmic ray yp and the
attenuation factor of dark matter yd, we can obtain the
differential flux of ADM at the depth of hd below the
surface of the Earth,

dφhdχ
dTχ

= G

∫ Tmax
p

Tmin
p

dTp
1

Ω (Tp)

dφp (hmax)

dTp

dσpN→χχγ
dTχ

(9)

with the geometrical factor

G =

∫ hmax

0

dh (RE + h)
2
∫ 2π

0

dφ

∫ +1

−1

d cos θ

·yd (h, θ;σχN ) yp(h, θ)

`2d(h, θ)
nN (h), (10)

The inelastic differential cross section is given by

dσpN→πχχ̄
dTχ

=
dσpN
dTχ

Γπχχ̄
Γtot

' σpN
Tmax
χ

BR(η → πχχ̄). (11)

Here we assume an isotropic scattering and take a uni-
form distribution of the ADM kinetic energy.

As mentioned above, only the hadrophilic scalar me-
diator cannot account for Xenon1T electron detection.
Therefore we introduce additional leptophilic vector me-
diator A′ to communicate the dark matter and electrons,

LA′ = geēγ
µeA′µ + gA

′

χ χ̄γµχA′µ +m2
A′A′µA′µ, (12)
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where gA
′

χ and ge are the couplings of mediator A′ with
the dark matter and electron, respectively. mA′ is the
mass of mediator. Then we can calculate the differential
recoil rate by

dR

dER
= ε(ER)nT

∫ Tmax
χ

Tmin
χ

dφχ
dTχ

dσχe
dER

, (13)

where nT = 4.2 × 1027 is number density of Xenon per
tonne and ε(ER) is detection efficiency [12]. The ADM
flux dφhd/dTχ is given by Eq. 3. For a fixed DM velocity,
the differential cross section of the ADM scattering with
the electron can be written as,

dσχe
dER

=
σe

2mev2
χ

∑
nl

∫ qmax

qmin

a2
0qdq|F (q)|2Ke(ER, q). (14)

where a0 = 1/(αme) is the Bohr radius. σe is the DM-
free electron scattering cross section at the given momen-
tum transfer q = 1/a0. We attribute the momentum-
dependent effect into the dark matter form factor F (q).
In non-relativistic limit, the form factor is F (q) =
(α2m2

e +m2
A′)/(q2 +m2

A′). While for boosted dark mat-
ter, it will rely on the mediator mass mM and the kinetic
energy of dark matter Tχ,

|F (q)|2 =

(
α2m2

e +m2
A′

)2
(q2 +m2

A′)
2 × 1

2mem2
χ

×[2me (mχ + Tχ)
2 − ER(mχ +me)

2

+2meERTχ +meE
2
R] (15)

It can be seen that such a factor will behave like
(Tχ/mχ)2, and thus can be much larger than 1 when
Tχ � mχ. Ke is atomic form factor which is summation
of all possible energy levels of ionization factor,

Ke(ER, q) =
α2me

4ER

(me +mχ)2

m2
χ

∑
n,l

∣∣∣fnl(√2meER, q)
∣∣∣2

(16)
By using the given bound wave functions and unbound
wave functions, this form factor for electron in the differ-
ent shells is calculated in [48, 49]. The limits of integra-
tion of the momentum transfer qmin and qmax are given
by,

qmin,max = mχvχ ∓
√
m2
χv

2
χ − 2mχER, (17)

where vχ is the velocity of ADM in its scattering with
electron.

XENON1T ELECTRON RECOIL EXCESS

In Fig. 3, we show the flux of ADM and η meson. It
can be seen that the flux of ADM has a peak in the (semi-
)relativistic velocity region. Besides, we find that the flux
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Figure 3. The expected flux of ADM and η meson. The
benchmark point is the same as that in Fig. 2. The nu-
cleon spin-independent cross section σSIχ = 10−34 cm2 and
the branching ratio Br(η → πχχ̄) = 1× 10−5 are assumed.

of ADM is insensitive to the masses of the mediator and
dark matter when they are produced on-shell. This is
because that the DM produced from η meson decay has

the kinetic energy Tχ = Tη ·
m2
η+m2

S−m
2
π

4m2
η

' Tη
4 . Since the

kinetic energy of η meson is strongly correlated with the
power law of the primary CRs [35], it will produce a peak
of Tη at ∼ 2 GeV, and then lead to a peak of Tχ at ∼ 0.5
GeV.

In Fig. 4, we present a fit of ADM to the Xenon1T elec-
tron recoil data by using Eq. 13. Thanks to the boosted
effect of the CRs, our ADM can be energetic and produce
the observed signal. From Eq. 14, we note that the ten-
dency of recoil spectrum is mainly affected by the mass
and velocity of ADM (see also e.g. a model-independent
study in Ref. [18]). From the above discussions, we have
known that the velocity of ADM is determined by the
primary CRs, and thus the limits of integration of the
momentum transfer qmin and qmax in Eq. 17 are only de-
pendent on the mass of ADM for a given recoil energy
ER. The form factor F (q) and ionization factor f(q, ER)
can change the number of events but only slightly affect
the position of the peak. By varying the values of DM
mass mχ and the DM-free electron scattering cross sec-
tion σe, we find that the ADM with a mass of 10 ∼ 30
keV can fit the whole observed spectrum well. A heavier
ADM will result in the deviation of predicted spectrum
from the data.

In Fig. 5, we present the dependence of ADM-electron
scattering cross section on the mass of ADM, in which
each point on the red curve is required to fit the elec-
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Figure 4. Same as Fig. 3, but for the ADM fit of Xenon1T
electron recoil data. The signal and background (no tritium
contribution) are plotted in yellow dashed line and purple
solid line, respectively. The Xenon1T data points are taken
from [12] and are shown in black.

tron recoil spectrum in Xenon1T. Besides, we also show
the exclusion limits from the Super-Kamiokande neu-
trino experiment and the solar reflection. It can be
seen that our ADM-electron scattering cross sections vary
from O(10−38) cm2 to ∼ O(10−39) cm2, which are much
smaller than those exclusion limits. Since our model for
Xenon1T excess is highly predictive, the Xenon-nT may
be able to test it in future. On the other hand, we should
mention that our ADM-electron scattering cross section
is also sensitive to the branching ratio of η meson decay.
Therefore, we can expect the future precision measure-
ments of the light meson rare decay η → π + /ET in the
low energy experiments would provide a complementary
probe of our ADM.

Finally, we discuss the possible way to achieve the cor-
rect DM relic density in our scenario. As known, the
thermal freeze-out DM in keV range is essentially ruled
out, although some exceptions exist [51, 52]. On the
other hand, such a light DM can be produced from freeze-
in [53] as well. With the calculations in Ref. [54], we find
that the correct relic density for a 10 − 30 keV ADM
requires σe to be around 10−46cm2, which is below the
value needed for Xenon1T anomaly. In other words, if
we insist in explaining the Xenon1T excess, the corre-
sponding relic density of DM will be larger than the ex-
perimental value. However, this paradox can be solved if
the dark sector is diluted during the cosmological evolu-
tion [55]. The dilution may be produced by the decay of
a heavy state, such as a long-lived moduli field or a mes-

100 101 102
10-40

10-38

10-36

10-34

10-32

Solar Reflection

Super-K
(Cappiello et al.)

Figure 5. The ADM-electron scattering cross section versus
the mass of ADM (red curve). The exclusion limits from
Super-Kamiokande neutrino experiment [50] and solar reflec-
tion [25] are also shown.

senger field. When the mediator is much heavier than
the DM, the entropy injected into the SM will not feed
back again. This mechanism has been proposed to solve
the gravitino problem [56, 57] and Hubble tension [58],
and then is extended to the vector portal model [55]. We
leave the detailed study in our future work.

CONCLUSIONS

The very recent Xenon1T electron recoil excess in the
keV range may be the evidence of the light dark mat-
ter. We proposed the atmospheric dark matter from
the inelastic collision of cosmic rays with the atmosphere
to interpret this excess. Due to the acceleration effect
from high energy cosmic rays, we found that the light
ADM can obtain enough kinetic energy and successfully
fit the observed electron recoil spectrum via scattering
with the electron. Besides, our ADM can also evade other
direct detection constraints because of the momentum-
dependent relativistic atomic form factor. On the other
hand, since the ADM is produced from the meson decay
in the cosmic-ray shower, the precision measurements of
the light meson exotic decay η → π + /ET can test our
ADM in future.
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