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We report new constraints on light dark matter (DM) boosted by blazars using the 205.4 kg day
data from the CDEX-10 experiment located at the China Jinping Underground Laboratory. Two
representative blazars, TXS 0506+56 and BL Lacertae are studied. The results derived from TXS
0506+56 exclude DM-nucleon elastic scattering cross sections from 4.6×10−33 cm2 to 1×10−26 cm2

for DM masses between 10 keV and 1 GeV, and the results derived from BL Lacertae exclude DM-
nucleon elastic scattering cross sections from 2.4× 10−34 cm2 to 1× 10−26 cm2 for the same range
of DM masses. The constraints correspond to the best sensitivities among solid-state detector
experiments in the sub-MeV mass range.

Introduction. —The existence of dark matter (DM,
denoted by χ) in the universe is supported by convinc-
ing cosmological evidence [1, 2]. Direct detection (DD)
experiments such as XENON [3], LUX [4], PandaX [5],
DarkSide [6], CRESST [7], SuperCDMS [8], CoGeNT [9]
and CDEX [10–20] are dedicated to probing DM-nucleus
(χ-N) elastic scattering through spin-independent (SI)
and spin-dependent interactions, yet no clear signals have
been observed to date.

DD experiments rapidly lose sensitivity toward the
sub-GeV mass range, because light DM particles carry
insufficient energy to generate nuclear recoil signals that
exceed the threshold of the detector. Numerous efforts
have been made to extend the DD exclusion region to-
ward the sub-GeV mass range. Several inelastic scat-
tering mechanisms, such as the Migdal effect [21] and
bremsstrahlung emission [22], have been used to improve
the sensitivity for low mass DM searches [21]. Recently, it
has been pointed out that DM particles can be boosted
to relativistic or near-relativistic momenta by high en-

ergy particles in the Galaxy, enabling them to gener-
ate sufficient nuclear recoil energy in the detector. Such
boosted DM can be produced by cosmic-ray nuclei and
electrons (termed the CRDM scenario) [23–29], astro-
physical neutrinos [30–33], and high energy electrons in-
side the Sun [34, 35].

Blazars, a type of Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN), were
suggested as a new type of DM booster in recent stud-
ies [36, 37]. The high energy protons and electrons in
the blazar jet pointing at the Earth can boost DM par-
ticles to very high velocities. The supermassive black
hole (BH) in the center of a blazar attracts a dense pop-
ulation of DM particles around it. The blazar-boosting
effect can then significantly enhance the DM flux reach-
ing the Earth and improve constraints on the DM elastic
scattering cross sections.

CDEX-10, the second phase of the CDEX experi-
ment [10–20, 29, 38, 39] aiming at light DM searches,
operates a 10-kg p-type point contact germanium
(PPCGe) [40] detector array in the China Jinping Un-
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derground Laboratory (CJPL), which has a rock over-
burden of 2400 meters [41]. The detector array consists
of three triple-element PPCGe detector strings that are
immersed directly in liquid nitrogen (LN2) for cooling
and shielding. The polyethylene room with 1 m thick
walls and the 20 cm thick high-purity oxygen-free cop-
per in the LN2 cryostat serve as passive shields against
ambient radioactivity. The configuration of the detector
system was described in detail previously [15, 16]. The
detector has achieved an energy threshold of 160 eVee
(electron equivalent energy) and a background level of
about 2 counts/keVee/kg/day (cpkkd) [42]. The dataset
has been analyzed within the CRDM scenario and has ex-
panded the constraints to O(10−30) cm2 in the sub-GeV
region [29].

In this letter, we reanalyzed the 205.4 kg day data set
from the CDEX-10 experiment [42] within the blazar-
boosted DM (BBDM) scenario to set constraints on the
χ-nucleon SI interactions, the cross sections for which we
denote by σχN . The blazars considered in this analy-
sis are TXS 0506+56, which may be the source of the
high energy neutrinos detected by the IceCube Obser-
vatory [43, 44], and a typical BL Lac object BL Lacer-
tae [45]. We utilize the CJPL ESS simulation package
to evaluate the Earth shielding effect [46–51], consider-
ing the influence of the rock overburden during the DM
transportation to the underground laboratory to place
an upper bound on the exclusion region.

Blazar jet spectrum. —Particles inside a blazar are
accelerated into two back-to-back jets, one of which is
closely aligned with our line of sight (LOS) [52]. The
spectral energy distribution (SED) of non-thermal pho-
tons from a blazar has two peaks, one in the infrared band
and the other in the γ ray band [53]. The low energy
peak is thought to be generated by synchrotron emis-
sion from electrons, while the origin of the high energy
peak remains unclear. According to the leptonic model,
blazar electrons may be responsible for it, while the pure
hadronic and hybrid lepto-hadronic models claim that
protons may also contribute to the SED [54]. The SED
models for different blazars can be derived from the data
measured with the Fermi-Large Area Telescope (Fermi-
LAT) and the Air Cherenkov Telescope [55, 56]. Due
to the high time variability and population variability of
blazars, the model parameters rely significantly on the
source considered and the observation time.

In this work, we adopt the lepto-hadronic model, which
is in good agreement with the SED of TXS 0506+56 [57,
58]. For BL Lacertae, we adopt the hadronic model [54].

The jet geometry can be simplified into a ”blob”, in
which the particles (electrons and protons) move isotrop-
ically with a power-law energy distribution. The blob
moves along the jet axis with speed βB in the observer’s
frame along the jet axis, which is inclined by an an-
gle θLOS with respect to the observer’s line of sight.
The corresponding Lorentz factor is ΓB = 1/

√
1− β2

B ,

while D = [ΓB(1 − cos(θLOS))]
−1 is the Doppler factor.

Two common assumptions used in the model fitting is
D = 2ΓB and ΓB , corresponding to the case θLOS = 0
and θLOS = 1/D (D >> 1), respectively.
Following the method described in Ref. [36], the proton

spectrum of the blazar jet in the observer’s frame can be
expressed as:

dΓp

dTpdΩ
=

cp
4π

(1+
Tp

mp
)−αp

βp(1− βpβBµ)
−αpΓ

−αp

B√
(1− βpβBµ)2 − (1− βp)(1− βB)

,

(1)
where Tp is the kinetic energy of a blazar proton in the
observer’s frame, mp is the proton mass, αp is the power
index, βp is the proton speed, µ is the cosine of the angle
between the LOS and the jet axis, and cp is the nor-
malization factor that can be computed from the overall
luminosity Lp. The model parameters for the blazar TXS
0506+56 and for BL Lacertae are listed in Table I, to-
gether with the redshift z, luminosity distance dL and
mass MBH of the central BH. The data labeled with a
star (*) correspond to the mean value calculated from the
range given in the second column of Table 1 of Ref. [58].
The high energy protons and electrons can both serve as
DM boosters. This analysis only considers the protons
in the blazars as our main focus is χ-N scattering. The
blazar electron boosing effect is left to future analysis.

TABLE I. The Lepto-Hadronic (Hadronic) model parameters
for the blazar TXS 0506+56 (BL Lacertae) [54, 57, 58]. The
data labeled with a star (*) correspond to the mean values
calculated from the range given in the second column of Table
1 of Ref. [58].

Parameters TXS 0506+56 BL Lacertae
z 0.337 0.069
dL (Mpc) 1835.4 322.7
MBH (M⊙) 3.09× 108 8.65× 107

D 40∗ 15
ΓB 20 15
θLOS(

◦) 0 3.82
αp 2.0∗ 2.4
γ′
p,min 1.0 1.0

γ′
p,max 5.5× 107∗ 1.9× 109

Lp(erg/s) 2.55× 1048∗ 9.8× 1048

The dark matter density profile. —The adiabatic
growth of a BH in the central region of a DM halo can
concentrate the DM density significantly, creating a very
dense spike [59]. If the DM density initially follows a
power law ρ(r) = r−γ , the profile after evolution can be
expressed as

ρDM =
ρ′(r)ρcore

ρ′(r) + ρcore
, (2)

where

ρ′(r) = r−
9−2γ
4−γ (3)
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is the spike distribution. The correction to ρcore due to
DM annihilation ρcore is ρcore = mχ/ ⟨σv⟩0 tBH, where
⟨σv⟩0 is the DM annihilation cross section multiplied by
the relative velocity, and tBH is the BH lifetime. In this
analysis, we adopt γ = 1. The normalization condition
for ρ′(r) is given by∫ 105RS

4RS

4πr2ρ′(r)dr ≈ MBH (4)

where RS is the Schwarzschild radius of the central
BH. Two benchmark points (BMP, denoted BMP1 and
BMP2) are discussed in previous works:

BMP1: ⟨σv⟩0 = 0, so that ρcore → ∞ and ρDM = ρ′;
BMP2: ⟨σv⟩0 = 10−28cm3s−1 and tBH = 109 yr.
The BMP1 world be more appropriate for asymmetric

DM models [36] and only the BMP1 case is analyzed in
the following analysis. The dark matter density profiles
corresponding to BMP1 for the blazar TXS 0506+56 and
for BL Lacertae are demonstrated in Fig. 1. The accu-
mulated DM mass, ΣDM, used in calculating the BBDM
flux is given by:

ΣDM(r) =

∫ r

4RS

ρDM(r′)dr′. (5)

As shown in Fig. 1, the dark matter density profiles
drop drastically as r → ∞. The value of ΣDM tends to
saturate when r > 10 kpc, so we set the upper limit of
the integration to 105RS , which has little impact on the
final results.
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FIG. 1. The dark matter density distributions ρDM for TXS
0506+56 (red) and BL Lacertae (blue) with mχ = 1 MeV.

The blazar boosted dark matter flux. —The BBDM flux
reaching the Earth that is induced by particle proton can
be expressed as:

dΦχ

dTχ
=

Σtot
DM

2πmχd2L
σχp

∫ 2π

0

dϕS

∫ Tmax
p (Tχ)

Tmin
p (Tχ)

dTp

Tmax
χ (Tp)

dΓp

dTpdΩ

(6)

where ϕS is the azimuth angle. The maximal kinetic
energy that a DM particle can have after one collision is

Tmax
χ (Tp) =

T 2
p + 2mpTp

Tp + (mp +mχ)2/(2mχ)
. (7)

The minimal energy Tmin
p required to produce the DM

kinetic energy Tχ can be obtained by inverting Eq. 7. As
the blazar proton flux drops quickly in the high energy
region, the upper bound of the integration has little in-
fluence on the results, so we set Tmax

p = 107 GeV.
The χ − p differential scattering cross section is given

by:

dσχp

dTχ
=

σχN

Tmax
χ

A2
p(

µχp

µχN
)2Gp(Q

2), (8)

where σχN is the zero-momentum transfer DM-nucleon
cross section, Ai is the mass number of blazar component
i, µχi is the DM-nucleus reduced mass, µχN is the DM-
nucleon reduced mass, and G is the form factor, which is
related to the momentum transfer, Q =

√
2mχTχ. For

protons, we adopt the dipole form factorGi(Q
2) = 1/(1+

Q2/Λ2
i )

2 [60], where Λp ≃ 770 MeV[61]. The BBDM
fluxes calculated for different DM masses for blazar TXS
0506+56 and BL Lacertae are shown in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 2. The expected dark matter flux boosted by protons
for TXS 0506+56 (red) and BL Lacertae (blue). Different line
styles correspond to different dark matter masses.

Earth attenuation and recoil spectrum. —The tra-
jectories and kinetic energies of the DM particles will
be altered after traveling through a few kilometers of
rock before reaching the underground laboratory. In this
analysis, we used the Monte-Carlo simulation package
CJPL ESS [51] to evaluate the Earth shielding effect.
The CJPL ESS software includes the detailed geometric
model and the rock compositions of the Jinping Moun-
tain. This simulation package also considers angular de-
flections and the impact of the form factor in the scat-
tering process between the DM particles and the com-
positions of the rock overburden, which can significantly
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enhance the DM flux arriving at the underground labo-
ratory.

The differential event rate of χ-N elastic scattering in
the detectors is calculated from:

dR

dER
= NTA

2(
µχA

µχN
)2

∫
Tmin
χ

σχN

Emax
R

G2
A(Q

2)
dΦχ

dT z
χ

dT z
χ ,

(9)
where ER is the nuclear recoil energy, NT is the number
of target nuclei per unit detector mass, A is the mass
number of Ge nucleus and µχA is the DM-Ge nucleus
reduced mass. We obtained the value of Emax

R from Eq. 7
by replacing p → χ and χ → N . Inverting the expression
of Emax

R gives Tmin
χ . The GA(Q

2) is the nuclear form
factor, for which the Helm form factor [62] is used.

The observed total deposit energy Edet in one germa-
nium semiconductor detector is different from the real
nuclear recoil energy ER. It must be corrected by the
quenching factor Qnr: Edet = QnrER. The quench-
ing factor in Ge is calculated using the Lindhard for-
mula [63] (κ = 0.16, the usual value from the literature
and matches recent low-energy measurements [64]), with
a 10% systematic error adopted in this analysis.

The spectra in the detector resulting from the BBDM
fluxes boosted by the blazar TXS 0506+56 are shown in
Fig. 3, together with a flat background. The solid and
dashed lines correspond to the spectra with and without
considering the energy resolution.

Exclusion results. —The data used in this BBDM
analysis are from the CDEX-10 experiment with a to-
tal exposure of 205.4 kg day [42]. The data analysis
follows the procedures described in our earlier works, in-
cluding energy calibration, physics event selections, bulk-
surface event discrimination, and various efficiency cor-
rections [14–17, 42]. The physics analysis threshold is 160
eVee where the combined efficiency (including the trigger
efficiency and the efficiency for pulse shape discrimina-
tion) is 4.5%. The characteristic K-shell X-ray peaks
from internal cosmogenic radionuclides like 68Ge, 68Ga,
65Zn, 55Fe, 54Mn and 49V are fitted and subtracted from
the spectrum, as shown in Fig. 3(a). The intensities of
L- and M-shell x-ray peaks are derived from the K-shell
x-ray peaks. The standard deviation of the energy reso-
lution is 35.8 + 16.6×E

1
2 (eV), where E is expressed in

keV [51].
A minimal-χ2 method is applied to derive the exclusion

region, following the treatment in our previous works [12,
15, 42]. The χ2 value at certain DM mass mχ and cross
section σχN is defined by:

χ2(mχ, σχN ) =

Nj∑
i=0

[ni − Si(mχ, σχN )−Bi]
2

σ2
stat,i + σ2

syst,i

, (10)

where ni is the measured event rate corresponding to
the ith energy bin, and Si(mχ, σχN ) is the expected rate.
Both statistical (stat) and systematical (syst) uncertain-
ties are included, denoted by σstat and σsyst, respectively.
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FIG. 3. (a) The measured energy spectrum with error bars
from the CDEX-10 205.4 kg day dataset, together with the
characteristic K-shell x-ray peaks from internal cosmogenic
radionuclides. Both the best fit curve of the measured energy
spectrum in the range 4-11.8 keV (red line) and the contri-
butions of these radionuclides derived from the best fit are
superimposed. The contributions of the L- and M-shell x-ray
peaks derived from the corresponding K-shell line intensities
are displayed in the inset. (b) The residual spectrum with er-
ror bars from 0 keV to 10.06 keV, with the contributions from
the L- and M-shell x-rays subtracted. The BBDM spectrum
boosted by TXS 0506+56 corresponds to the lower limits of
the exclusion region with a flat background are shown in (b).
The solid and dashed lines correspond to spectra with and
without considering the energy resolution.

The background contribution at the ith energy bin is rep-
resented by Bi, which we assume to be a flat distribution;
i.e., Bi = B. The best estimator of σχN at a given DM
mass is obtained by minimizing the χ2 value, from which
upper limits at the 90% confidence level (C.L.) are de-
rived. The energy range of the χ2 fit is from 0.16 keV to
10.06 keV.
The exclusion regions for BBDM with 90% C.L. are de-

rived using the minimal-χ2 method and shown in Fig. 4.
The limits set by former phenomenological studies using
XENON-1T data and the blazar boosting effect are also
shown. The exclusion region from CDEX-10 using CR
acceleration (CRDM) [29], and the published limits un-
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der the SHM scenario from CDEX-10 Migdal effect (ME)
analysis [51],CDMSlite ME analysis [65], DarkSide-50
ME analysis [66], EDELWEISS-Surface [67], and X-ray
Quantum Calorimeter experiment (XQC) [68, 69] are also
superimposed. The result derived from the blazar TXS
0506+56 excludes DM-nucleon elastic scattering cross
sections from 4.6× 10−33 cm2 to 1× 10−26 cm2 for DM
masses from 10 keV to 1 GeV, while the result derived
from BL Lacertae excludes DM-nucleon elastic scattering
cross sections from 2.4× 10−34 cm2 to 1× 10−26 cm2 for
DM mass from 10 keV to 1 GeV.

Conclusions and discussion. —We report new limits
on the blazar boosted dark matter using the CDEX-10
experiments data. The exclusion results are improved by
approximately two orders of magnitude at a DM mass
of 10 keV compared to the results derived from the CR
acceleration (CRDM) [29]. The constraints correspond
to the best sensitivities among experiments using solid-
state detectors in DM mass range 10 keV-0.8 MeV for
TXS 0506+56 BMP1 and 10 keV-1.5 MeV for BL Lac-
ertae BMP1. The high exposure and low background
of the XENON1T experiment enable it to provide more
sensitive constraints [36].

The present analysis considers only the DM-nucleon
SI elastic scattering process. The population of high-
speed electrons in blazars can also boost the dark mat-
ter, giving rise to novel DM-electron cross section con-
straints [37]. The scattering process between high ve-
locity DM particles and the electrons in semiconductor
detectors is rather complicated. With the development of
computing techniques, novel DM-e scattering constraints
will be derived from the CDEX experiment [19, 72]. The
cross sections given by Eq. 8 are energy independent if
form factor corrections are included. The results can be
improved further if an energy-dependent cross section is
considered [73, 74].

In addition, we have considered only the two blazars
TXS 0506+56 and BL Lacertae in the present BBDM
analyses. Multiple other blazars are also of interest
to astronomical researchers and have benn proposed as
sources of boosted DM [75–77]. The fluxes of the protons
and electrons and the distances between the considered
blazar and the Earth are the main factors that affect the
BBDM fluxes. Blazars with larger proton and electron
fluxes and smaller distances to the Earth can yield more
stringent limits than the present results derived from two
blazars. Blazar fluxes also vary significantly over time,
and this can be used to study modulation of the BBDM
spectrum [77].

This work was supported by the National Key Re-
search and Development Program of China (Grants No.
2017YFA0402200, No. 2022YFA1605000) and the Na-
tional Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants
No. 12322511, No. 12175112, No. 12005111, and No.
11725522). We acknowledge the Center of High per-
formance computing, Tsinghua University for providing
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FIG. 4. The exclusion regions derived from the CDEX-
10 experiment are outlined with solid red contours, with
the blazar boosting mechanism adopted. The constraints
derived from the blazar TXS 0506+56 and BL Lacertae in
the BMP1 case are shown in the upper and lower panels,
respectively. The limits obtained from a phenomenological
analysis using the data from XENON-1T are also demon-
strated [36]. The blue regions were obtained from the analysis
of CDEX-10 data under the CRDM scenario [29]. Other pub-
lished limits with standard halo model (SHM) DM assump-
tions from the CDEX-10 Migdal effect (ME) analysis [51],
CDMSlite ME analysis [65], DarkSide-50 ME analysis [66],
EDELWEISS-Surface [67], and X-ray Quantum Calorimeter
experiment (XQC) [68, 69] are superimposed. Constraints
provided by the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [70]
and the large scale structure of the universe (Cosmology) [71]
are also shown.
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