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Two dark matter searches performed with charge-coupled devices (CCDs) in the DAMIC cryostat
at SNOLAB reported with high statistical significance the presence of an unidentified source of
low-energy events in bulk silicon. The observed spectrum is consistent with nuclear recoils from
the elastic scattering of weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) with masses between 2 and
4GeV c−2. In the standard scenario of spin-independent WIMP-nucleus scattering, the derived cross
section is conclusively excluded by results in argon by the DarkSide-50 experiment. We identify
isospin-violating and spin-dependent scenarios where interactions with 40Ar are strongly suppressed
and the interpretation of the DAMIC excess as WIMP-nucleus elastic scattering remains viable.

Particle dark matter is one of the most exciting puz-
zles in contemporary physics and cosmology [1]. Despite
comprising around a quarter of the universe’s total mass-
energy budget, its elusive nature remains enigmatic. Sev-
eral particle candidates have been proposed to constitute
the dark matter. Of these, weakly interacting massive
particles (WIMPs) remain one of the most compelling [2]
and are actively searched for by highly sensitive detec-
tors deployed in low-radiation environments deep under-
ground. The expected signal from WIMP interactions
is the recoiling atom with O(keV) of kinetic energy fol-
lowing WIMP-nucleus scattering in the detection target.
Throughout the past two decades, compelling hints of
possible signals have been reported by DAMA in sodium
iodide [3], CoGeNT in germanium [4] and CDMS-II in
silicon [5] but none so far have been confirmed, and all
are in conflict with results from other experiments. No-
toriously, liquid xenon detectors have improved in sen-
sitivity by several orders of magnitude beyond where
these signals are expected, reporting consistently null re-
sults [6, 7]. However, since the new physics that mediates
the WIMP-nucleus interaction is unknown, comparisons
between results in different nuclear targets require theo-
retical assumptions, and great effort has been devoted
in the theory community to cover the full breadth of
possibilities [8–10]. Nevertheless, to minimize theoreti-
cal uncertainty, other experimental efforts have focused
on reproducing the signals with the same targets, with
ANAIS [11] and SuperCDMS [12] obtaining null results
in sodium iodide and germanium, respectively. All things
considered, there is so far no conclusive evidence for the
existence of WIMPs.

Recently, the DAMIC, DAMIC-M and SENSEI Col-
laborations reported with 3.4σ statistical significance the
presence of an unidentified source of low-energy ioniza-
tion events in the bulk silicon of skipper charge-coupled
devices (CCDs) deployed in the DAMIC cryostat at SNO-
LAB [13]. This result confirms the original observation
of the excess population of events above the background
model in a previous installation of the DAMIC detector
in 2020 [14, 15]. Although both experiments were per-
formed in the same cryostat, they are significantly differ-

ent in terms of the CCDs used, the readout strategy, and
the data analysis. The collaborations remain agnostic
about the origin of the excess and suggest an unidenti-
fied source of neutrons as a possibility without discard-
ing an astrophysical origin. The main difficulty with the
neutron hypothesis is that the required neutron flux of
0.2 cm−2 day−1 is >100 times larger than estimated from
known background sources [15] and comparable to the
total neutron flux in the SNOLAB cavern [16]. Thus,
the unidentified source inside the DAMIC detector’s 42-
cm thick polyethylene shield would need to be so strong
as to build up a flux inside the shield that is as large as
in the cavern outside. Since there are no straightforward
known-physics explanations for the DAMIC excess, we
consider astrophysical interpretations from interactions
of the expected flux of dark matter particles through the
DAMIC detector.

The DAMIC detector measures the spectrum of ion-
ization events in electron-equivalent energy units (eVee),
which correspond to the energy of electronic recoils that
would result in the observed ionization signals. The
DAMIC excess is well parametrized by an exponentially
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FIG. 1. Derived 90% C.L. signal region in (R, ϵ) space after
combining the results from the two DAMIC experiments. The
combined region is overlaid on the contours from Ref. [13].
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decaying spectrum, which, above DAMIC’s 23 eVee anal-
ysis threshold, is a good approximation to the spectrum
from the elastic scattering of WIMPs with silicon nuclei.
Reference [13] provides the allowed parameter space for
the decaying exponential in terms of the total rate R (∼7
events per kg-day) and the decay energy ϵ (∼80 eVee)
with 1 and 2σ contours for both the 2020 and 2024 re-
sults. We start from the best-fit value of each result and
perform a linear interpolation along the radial direction
between the contours. We find points on the parame-
ter space with combined p value of 0.1 to construct the
allowed region with 90% C.L. shown in Fig. 1. Each
pair of values (R, ϵ) uniquely corresponds to the signal
spectrum from a WIMP with spin-independent WIMP-
nucleon scattering cross section σN and mass mχ. We
generate nuclear-recoil spectra for different values of mχ

and a reference value of σN=1pb=10−36 cm−2 following
the prescription from Ref. [17] with WIMP speed distri-
bution from Ref. [18]. Since nuclear recoils generate a
smaller ionization signal than an electronic recoil of the
same energy, we convert the resulting nuclear-recoil en-
ergy spectrum to electron-equivalent energies using the
nuclear-recoil ionization efficiency model for silicon ob-
tained from CCD calibrations [19] with the parametriza-
tion from Ref. [20]. To model the detector energy re-
sponse, we assume a Fano factor of 1. Finally, we fit the
signal spectra with an exponential function from 50 to
250 eVee to extract the corresponding (R, ϵ). Figure 2
shows the generated signal spectra for two values of mχ

and the corresponding best-fit exponential. We use the
fit results to translate the points along the contour of the
combined 90% C.L. region from (R, ϵ) space to (σN ,mχ)
space. The shaded blue region in Fig. 3a shows the 90%
C.L. signal region that corresponds to the DAMIC excess.
The nuclear-recoil ionization efficiency is the most rele-
vant systematic uncertainty in this extraction, especially
since a recent measurement by the SuperCDMS Collab-
oration [21] reports a significantly higher ionization effi-
ciency than previously measured with CCDs. Thus, we
also present the 90% C.L. signal region assuming the re-
cent SuperCDMS measurement as the shaded region in
pink. We also show 90% C.L. exclusion limits from exper-
iments that exclude or are in the vicinity of the DAMIC
region below 3GeV c−2. We omit for clarity other ex-
periments that also exclude the DAMIC region above
3GeV c−2 [6, 22], and assume that the parameter space
is generally excluded above this mass. The possible sig-
nals in CDMS-II Si would correspond to higher energy
recoils from WIMPs with mχ>5GeV c−2 and are unre-
lated to the DAMIC excess in this scenario.

Below 3GeV c−2 the DAMIC region is only conclu-
sively excluded by DarkSide-50 (red line in Fig. 3a). The
DarkSide Collaboration measured ionization signals in a
liquid argon time projection chamber (TPC) to probe
the energy range of the DAMIC excess with sensitiv-
ity to interaction rates 50 times smaller than the rate
observed in DAMIC and did not find any excess events
above their background model. Since we have not iden-
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FIG. 2. Calculated WIMP signal spectra in silicon for
σN=1pb and two values of mχ following the procedure de-
scribed in the text. The spectra are fit between 50 and
250 eVee to obtain R and ϵ of the exponential approximation
with the best-fit function in red and corresponding parame-
ters in the legend.

tified any systematic uncertainty in detector response or
WIMP speed distribution that could resolve such strong
disagreement, we turn to scenarios where the interaction
of WIMPs with 40Ar (99.6% abundance in natural ar-
gon [23]) is suppressed. We consider the first-order for-
malism [24] where the new-physics details of the interac-
tion between the WIMP and the nucleus is determined
by four parameters: fp,n and ap,n for the coupling of the
WIMP to the proton and neutron in spin-independent
and spin-dependent scattering, respectively. The “stan-
dard” spin-independent scenario presented above corre-
sponds to fp=fn and ap=an=0. In this case, the quoted
WIMP-nucleon scattering cross σN is equal to the spin-
independent WIMP-proton scattering cross section σp.

Consider the isospin-violating spin-independent sce-
nario with fn/fp ̸=1 [8]. For certain values of fn/fp, in-
terference can suppress the scattering cross section, van-
ishing in 40Ar for fn/fp=−0.82. Reference [25] provides
the “degradation factor” σN/σp for different targets as
a function of fn/fp, which we use to recast the DAMIC
region and other exclusion limits in Fig. 3b. For refer-
ence, the CDMSLite result used germanium as the target,
while LUX and XENON1T used xenon. In this scenario,
a region of the DAMIC excess parameter space between 2
and 3GeV c−2 remains unexcluded and constitutes a pos-
sible dark matter origin of the DAMIC excess. Note that
in the interference regime next-to-leading-order (NLO)
corrections dominate the scattering cross section [26] and
total suppression in 40Ar may not occur at fn/fp=−0.82.
More complete treatments of spin-independent WIMP-
nucleus scattering result in a larger number of free model
parameters [10, 26], which can also be suitably chosen for
cancellation to occur in 40Ar and realize scenarios similar
to Fig. 3b.

Since 40Ar does not have a nuclear spin, interactions
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FIG. 3. Signal region (90% C.L.) corresponding to the
DAMIC spectral excess for three models of WIMP-nucleus
elastic scattering. The shaded blue (pink) region as-
sumes the nuclear-recoil ionization efficiency measurements
by DAMIC [19] (SuperCDMS [21]). Exclusion limits (90%
C.L.) from DarkSide-50 [27] (solid red), CDMSLite [12] (solid
black), LUX [28] (solid green), PICASSO [29] (solid yel-
low), and XENON1T [30] (dashed green) are also shown.
a) Standard spin-independent scenario, b) Isospin-violating
scenario with fn/fp=−0.82, c) Spin-dependent scenario with
ap/an=0.

from WIMPs that couple to the nuclear spin are sup-
pressed in 40Ar. While silicon is 92.2% spinless 28Si, it
has a 4.7% isotopic abundance of 29Si with nuclear spin
J=1/2 [23], which provides DAMIC with some sensitivity
to spin-dependent interactions. Germanium and xenon

targets also have isotopes with non-zero spin. Refer-
ence [31] provides example calculations in the first order-
formalism of spin-dependent cross sections for different
targets, where results are provided for cases where the
WIMP only couples to the proton (an/ap=0) or to the

neutron (ap/an=0). Note that although 40Ar is insen-
sitive to WIMPs at tree level, several effective-field the-
ory (EFT) studies show that, through operator mixing
effects, models where spin-dependent scattering is dom-
inant often predict non-negligible scattering rates with
spinless nuclei [32]. Notwithstanding, we use Ref. [31] to
recast the DAMIC region and other experiments’ exclu-
sion limits in the spin-dependent parameter space, which
is shown in Fig. 3c for the case where the WIMP cou-
ples only to the neutron. We confirm that the recast
limits are consistent with published spin-dependent lim-
its where available [30, 33]. We include results from the
PICASSO experiment [29], which uses C4F10 as a target
and excludes a fraction of the DAMIC region. In this sce-
nario, there is a small fraction of the the DAMIC region
between 2.0 and 2.2 GeV c−2 that is not excluded by
any published limit. Extrapolations of the XENON1T
and PICASSO limits could be in tension with this in-
terpretation of the DAMIC excess. However, we note
that extrapolations of the PICASSO limit toward lower
masses suffer from significant systematic uncertainties in
the WIMP speed distribution and the response of the de-
tector at the lowest energies, while the XENON1T limit
relies on the Migdal effect [34], an atomic process that
has never been observed in the laboratory at the energies
relevant for dark matter searches [35]. For the case where
the spin-dependent interaction couples to the proton, the
exclusion limits from the other experiments reach lower
cross sections relative to the DAMIC region. Thus, the
explanation for the DAMIC excess by spin-dependent
WIMP-nucleus elastic scattering can more easily be re-
alized if the WIMP couples mostly to the neutron.

The origin of the observed excess population of bulk
events in DAMIC at SNOLAB remains a mystery. The
result has been reproduced with high statistical signifi-
cance in two separate experiments. In this letter, we con-
sidered the possibility that the event excess in DAMIC
arises from the elastic scattering of WIMPs with mχ be-

tween 2 and 4GeV c−2, which induce silicon nuclear re-
coils with the observed spectrum. The null result from
the DarkSide-50 experiment requires scenarios where the
WIMP interaction cross section with 40Ar is strongly sup-
pressed. We considered two such scenarios in the first-
order formalism of WIMP scattering and find that re-
gions of paramater space that correspond to the DAMIC
excess remain viable. These are isospin-violating spin-
independent scattering where the proton and neutron
couplings are chosen for maximum interference in 40Ar,
and spin-dependent scattering where the WIMP couples
only to the neutron. In both cases, WIMPs with mχ

closer to 2.0GeV c−2 are favored, and more parameter
space is allowed if the nuclear-recoil ionization efficiency
is as recently measured by the SuperCDMS Collabora-
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tion. Although this first-order study should be expanded
to provide a more accurate and complete picture of the
possible dark matter origin of the DAMIC excess, the
conclusive resolution will come from the DAMIC-M [36],
SENSEI [37] and SuperCDMS [38] Collaborations, which
will each operate more sensitive silicon detectors in the
near future.
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