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Rejecting P and CP-invariance in scalar dark matter-nucleus ineractions
JOAKIM HAGEL

Department of Physics

Chalmers University of Technology

Abstract

There is convincing evidence that a significant fraction of the mass in our Universe
consists of non-baryonic and non-luminous dark matter. The particles forming this
cosmological component have so far escaped detection, but are currently searched
for at direct detection experiments. These search for non-relativistic dark matter-
nucleus scattering events in low-background, deep underground detectors. In this
thesis, the properties of spin-0 dark matter-nucleus interactions under P and CP-
transformations are investigated, assuming that a dark matter signal has been ob-
served at direct detection experiments. Using an effective theory to describe these
interactions, the scattering events can be restricted to three cases: Conserving CP
and P; Conserving CP, but violating P; and violating both CP and P. By performing
a likelihood ratio test with simulated data, this thesis aims to determine how many
observed scattering events are required in order to discriminate one case from the
other in the next generation of direct detection experiments.

Keywords: High Energy Physics, Dark Matter, Effective Theory, Direct Detec-
tion, P and CP-transformations
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1

Introduction

There is convincing evidence that the majority of the mass fraction in the universe
consists of non-baryonic dark matter. One promising candidate is the weakly inter-
acting massive particle (WIMP). If such a particle exists it has yet to be discovered.
However, a large portion of the parameter space for WIMPs remains unexplored
and upcoming experiments will greatly increase the parts of this space that can
be searched. One example of such an experiment is the LUX-ZEPLIN experiment,
which will start collecting data in 2020 [14].

If searches for signals of dark matter-nucleus scattering events in a deep under-
ground detector were to discover dark matter. That is a discovery of dark matter
with direct detection experiments, such as the LUX-ZEPLIN and XENONnT, it
is of interest to ask the question what more we can learn from such a discovery
about the nature of dark matter [14, 16]. In this thesis, we calculate how many
observed events are required in order to discriminate between parity (P) and charge
conjugation-parity (CP) transformation properties.

The dark matter-nucleus scatterings that would occur in such an experiment
can be modelled using an effective field theory. If we impose the constraint of
only considering scalar dark matter on this effective theory, it is possible to reduce
the interactions into four different effective operators corresponding to three distinct
cases of behaviour under P and C'P. This in turn allows us to formulate a hypothesis
test based on these properties. If the null hypothesis corresponds to even under both
P and CP, and if the two alternatives corresponds to odd under P and even under
CP, or odd under P and odd under C'P, a distribution for a test statistic ¢ can
be generated via Monte Carlo simulations. This distribution of the test statistic g,
which is based on likelihood ratio tests, can then be integrated in order to yield a
P-value, which in turn gives the significance, with which the null hypothesis can be
rejected.

[terating this statistical test, it is then possible to determined how many scat-
tering events are required in order to reject the hypothesis that scalar dark matter-
nucleus interactions are invariant under P and C'P in favour for one of the alterna-
tives.
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Background

In this section, the subject of dark matter is introduced. This includes a brief review
of the history and the main evidence for dark matter. In addition, different dark
matter candidates and models are listed as well as various different experimental
techniques for detecting it.

2.1 History and evidence of dark matter

There is a longstanding tradition amongst physicists to understand the dynamics of
astronomical objects. This is illustrated by the fact that many refer to Galileo and
his observations as the birth of modern observational science. One of the things he
discovered was that the faint glow in the night sky from the milky way actually was
composed of a great number of stars. Another discovery he made was the previously
unseen satellites around the orbit of Jupiter. These discoveries carried with them
two important lessons that relates to the modern dark matter problem. The galaxy
may contain matter which under normal circumstances would be invisible to us and
with new technology it may be possible to observe this matter [8].

2.1.1 Galaxy clusters

In 1933, the Swiss-American astronomer Fritz Zwicky studied the redshifts of dif-
ferent galaxy clusters. Within the Coma Cluster, he noticed a large discrepancy
concerning the velocity dispersion of galaxies. By applying the virial theorem he
could estimate the total mass of the cluster. He then found that 800 galaxies of
approximate 10° solar masses in a sphere with 106 light years in radius should have
a velocity dispersion of 80 km/s. Instead the observed average velocity dispersion
in the line of sight was approximately 1000 km/s. He then concluded that if this
discrepancy could be confirmed, the majority of matter in the galaxies would in fact
not be luminous, but would be dark matter instead [8].

He then later returned to the virial theorem and tried to estimate the mass of
galaxies instead. This time assuming that the Coma cluster had approximately 1000
galaxies within a 2 - 10® light-year radius. With a observed velocity dispersion of
700 km/s, he then solved for the average galaxy mass. Finding a lower limit for the
mass of the Coma cluster at 4.5 - 10'* My, where M, is the symbol for solar mass,
he then found that the average galaxy mass was about 4.5 - 10'° M. Assuming
an average luminosity for the galaxy at 8.5 - 107 times that of the sun then yielded
a mass-to-light ratio of approximately 500. Since this work was dependent on the
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work of Hubble, Fritz Zwicky used the value of Hubble constant available at the
time and thus overestimated this value by a factor of 8.3. Even with this correction,
the mass-to-light ratio indicates that the majority of matter in the galaxy clusters
are in fact dark [8].

2.1.2 Rotation curves

In 1970, Kent Ford and Vera Rubin published observations made of the rotation
curve for the M31 (Andromeda) galaxy. These observations were an improvement
in terms of quality when observing rotation curves for spiral galaxies. The same year
the astronomer Ken Freeman compared the theoretical prediction of rotation curves
for the M33 galaxy to the observed rotational velocity (see figure 2.1). Assuming
an exponential disk with a fitted length scale for the current observations, he found
that the peak of the rotation curve was at a larger radii than predicted. This led to
the conclusion that there must be additional matter. This additional matter could
then either not be detected optically or at the current measurement scale. He also
arrived at the conclusion that the missing mass would need to be at least as large
as the the detected mass in the galaxy [8].

Rotation curves for galaxies are most often calculated via Newtionan dynamics

as in eq. (2.1) [9].
v(r) =/ GMT(T) (2.1)

Where M(r) is given by eq. (2.2) [9].

M(r) = 4r / p(r)rdr (2.2)

Here p(r) is the mass density profile. Beyond the optical disc the rotational
velocity should be proportional to the the root of the inverse radius, i.e v(r) o< 1/4/7.
Observations however strongly suggests that the velocity profile is approximately
constant. This in turn would indicate the presence of an invisible halo with p(r) o
1/r?, which in turn then strongly suggests the presence of dark matter [9]. An
example of this based on observations is given in figure 2.2.

i
Observations from
21 cm:hydrogen

Observations
.. from starlight

Velocity
. (km s-1)

Expected from
the visible disk

10,000 = 20,000 30,000 40,000

. Distance (light years)

Figure 2.1: Expected rotation curve for the Messier 33 galaxy plotted against the
observed rotation curve [1] (public access).
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Figure 2.2: Plot over the disc contribution for the observed circular velocity and the
dark matter halo contribution needed in order to fit the observed data for the NGC
6503 galaxy. Data from [28].

2.1.3 Gravitational lensing and the bullet cluster

One of the strongest pieces of evidence for the existence of dark matter is via gravi-
tational lensing, especially in the case of the observations made by NASA’s Chandra
X-ray Observatory seen in figure 2.3. By studying the background galaxies via grav-
itational lensing it is possible to make a map of the gravity and the mass distribution
in a galaxy cluster. Furthermore, this observatory took X-ray images of two galaxy
clusters colliding, commonly known as the bullet cluster and trough gravitational
lensing discovered that the majority of the gravity present did not come from ordi-
nary baryonic matter, but would need to come from matter that does not directly
interacts with itself or the hot baryonic gas (at least not strongly). This in turn
strongly suggests that some form of dark matter is in fact present in the colliding
galaxy clusters [40].

2.1.4 Microwave background radiation

Today, one of the leading hypothesis is that the roughly 80% of the total matter in
the universe is dark. By the late 1990’s, due to advances relating to nucleosynthesis,
constraints on the total baryon budget in the universe had been put. These con-
straints estimated that the total baryon mass fraction could not exceed 20%, thus
making the leading hypothesis that dark matter was made of non-baryonic matter
8].

One additional stringent constraint on the baryonic content in the Universe
was put by the observation made from the Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe
(WMAP), which measured the background microwave radiation (see figure 2.4).
Since the background radiation originated from the decoupling of matter, constraints
on the fraction of baryons can be put. This is done by assuming a cosmological model
with a fixed number of parameters, then finding the best-fit parameters from looking
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Figure 2.3: Composite image of the bullet cluster. The x-ray image (pink areas)
show were most of the ordinary baryonic matter is located, which in the collision
was slowed down due to interactions. The blue areas show were most of the mass is
present via gravitational lensing. The image is superimposed over a background opti-
cal image. (Credit goes to: X-ray: NASA/CXC/CfA/M.Markevitch et al.; Optical:
NASA /STScl; Magellan/U.Arizona/D.Clowe et al.; Lensing Map: NASA/STScI;
ESO WFI; Magellan/U.Arizona/D.Clowe et al.). Image taken from [40].

Figure 2.4: Data from WMAP (Credit goes to the WMAP team at NASA) [2].

at the N-dimensional likelihood function. By conducting this analysis of the WMAP
data, one found the fraction of baryons should not exceed 20% [9].

Oph* = 0.024 +0.001, Quh* = 0.14 £ 0.02 (2.3)

where Qyh? and Q,,h? are the parameters for baryon density and total mass
density [9, 31].
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2.2 Dark matter candidates

In this section some of the most popular dark matter candidates are briefly reviewed,
including some of the potential strengths and weaknesses of the proposed model.

2.2.1 Weakly interacting massive particles

One of the leading dark matter candidates is the so called weakly interacting massive
particle (WIMP). The WIMP hypothesis grew out of the many proposed dark matter
models in the 1980s and 1990s. Many of these models seemed to have similar
characteristics. Nearly all being non-baryonic particles heavy enough so they could
chemically decouple from the thermal bath in the early stages of the universe. That
mass then being heavier than 1 — 100 keV [8].

If this type of particle was to match the observed cosmological density of dark
matter, it would have to self-annihilate with a cross section around ov 10726 cm3/s,
where v is the dark matter particle relative velocity. This cross section is comparable
to that of typical weak scale processes. This, in combination with the theoretical
arguments for new physics around the electroweak scale, made this class of particles
into the leading hypothesis [8, 45].

Searches for this type of particle has been conducted, both with direct detection
methods and collider methods (section 2.3) and no conclusive sign has been seen so
far. The DAMA experiment do claim to have measured an annual modulation signal
in the rate of nucleus scattering events, as expected from WIMP-nucleus scatterings
[7]. Strong tensions have however been found in comparison with other experiments
[4, 11].

In 2020 the LUX-ZEPLIN experiment will begin to collect data and thus explore
more of the parameter space of possible WIMP particles [14]. Another upcoming
experiment is the XENONnNT experiment [16].

2.2.2 Axions

Axions were first proposed as a solution to the strong C'P problem in quantum
chromodynamics and have gained traction in later years as a potential dark matter
candidate [42]. These particles are expected to have extremely small masses, lower
than 0.01 eV and be very weakly interacting. Several axion models exist that satisfy
all the current constraints on these particles [9, 42]. This includes constraints put
by astrophysics, cosmology and "light shining through a wall" experiments [24].

2.2.3 Sterile neutrinos

In 1993, Dodelson and Widrow proposed sterile neutrinos as a potential dark mat-
ter candidate [19]. These particles would be similar to ordinary neutrinos in the
Standard Model, but not interact via the weak interaction. Today there are strong
constraints on these hypothetical dark matter candidates that comes from studies
of their cosmological abundance and decay products. Typically, sterile neutrinos are

7
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warm dark matter candidates, as most proposed models suggests that they decou-
pled relativistically from the thermal bath in the early universe. However, sterile
neutrinos are also a candidate for cold dark matter, which would mean that they
moved non-relativistically in the early epochs of the universe [9, 10, 44].

2.2.4 Other proposed models

There is convincing evidence that dark matter is not made of baryonic matter. One
proposed alternative to this are primordial black holes, that is black holes that
were formed before the nucleosynthesis. These black holes would then have masses
below the current microlensing surveys. A lower limit on their mass can be put
from constraints provided by the lack of gamma rays from Hawking radiation. One
problem with this model is the predicted formation rate for these black holes. In
order to get a relevant abundance one has to assume a large degree of non-gaussianity
8].

Another way that has been proposed in order to solve the dark matter problem
is trough modified gravity. With this model, no extra mass would be needed at all.
This model however fails to provide a satisfactory explanation for the dynamics of
galaxy clusters, i.e the bullet cluster [8].

2.3 Experimental techniques

This section discusses two major experimental techniques in the search for dark mat-
ter, and more specifically in the search for WIMPs. These are the direct detection
technique and indirect detection technique.

2.3.1 Direct detection

One of the most promising ways of searching for dark matter particles is via the
direct detection method, and it is this experimental technique that this thesis is
focused on. The principle behind these experiments is simple. If a galactic halo is
filled with dark matter particles, some of these particles should pass through earth
and it would then be possible to study these particle interactions with matter on
earth. By measuring the recoil energy from dark matter-nucleus scatterings it would
then be possible to identify these particles [9, 30].

If the direct detection experiment in question covers the parameters space for a
real dark matter particle present in the galactic halo, then an annual modulation
signal should appear. This signal is due to the earths velocity being parallel and
anti-parallel with the sun’s motion through the milky way and should thus peak in
June and have its minimum in December [27].

The event rate in these experiments is dependent on the density of WIMPs, the
velocity distribution of WIMPs and the WIMP-nucleus scattering cross section [9)],

Roc Nny <oy > . (2.4)

Here N is the detector mass divided by the mass of the target nuclei and n, is
the WIMP energy density divided by the WIMP mass.
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The local dark matter density is usually estimated to be around 0.3 GeV/ cm®
[41] and the velocity distribution is often assumed to be a Maxwell-Boltzmann dis-
tribution centered around 270 km/s, this is the same as assuming an isothermal
dark matter profile [9].

The cross section in turn is dependent on the particle nature of the WIMP and
the scattering kinematics. This has made it convenient to classify different types of
scattering processes as elastic or inelastic, and spin-dependent or spin-independent
[9]. However, in appendix A an example is given of a scattering process were the
spin-dependent /independent description is not sufficient.

2.3.2 Indirect detection

In indirect detection experiments one tries to observe the radiation produced in
dark matter annihilations. Since the radiation flux is proportional to the dark matter
density squared it is natural to look at places with high expected dark matter density
[9];

T4 o ph (2.5)

where I"4 is the annihilation rate and ppjs is the dark matter density where the
annihilation occurs.

These regions with expected higher dark matter densities are often called am-
plifiers. The galactic centre could act as an amplifier, but also the earth and the
sun when the dark matter particles loose energy due to scattering with nuclei in the
interior of said objects. Measuring the radiation flux from such amplifiers would
require neutrino detectors however, since light would not be able to escape their
interiors [9].

With this technique it is then possible to put constraints on various dark matter
models and potentially discover indications of particle dark matter [9].
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3

Theory

This section describe the dark matter-nucleus interaction that is expected to occur
in a direct detection experiment. It includes a review of the effective theory used
in the simulations and a subsection concerning the general properties of P and
CP transformations. In addition, the constrained form of the effective theory is
presented, when working under the assumption of scalar dark matter. The section
ends with a short review of the simulated observable, i.e the event rate and its
relation to the scattering cross section.

3.1 Preliminaries

In this subsection, the conventions used and some of the theoretical preliminaries
are presented.

3.1.1 Unit and metric convention

In this thesis, the standard metric for quantum field theory applications in particle
physics is used [35].

1 0 0 O
9" = G = 8 _01 _01 8 (3.1)
0o 0 0 -1
The contraction of two four-vectors consequently becomes
A'B,, = g" A, B, = AyBy — A;B;, j=1,2,3. (3.2)
Unless stated otherwise, natural units are used [39], where
h=c=1 (3.3)

3.1.2 Non-relativistic limit of the Dirac equation

Spinors corresponding to spin-1/2 particles described in this thesis, is spinors that
satisfy the free Dirac equation [35],

(1 —m)us =0 (3.4)

11
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where ¢ = 7#0, and s = 1,2. In the non-relativistic limit, these spinors simplify as
[13],

us(p) = <W€s> S ((p“au + m)g)

VP 25 +m) \Pou+m)E" (3.5)
L (@m—p-5)e L '
= — S L +HOp).
Vam ((Qm +p-0)¢ #)
Where p* = (m, p), £° is a two component spinor and
ot =(1,0), o'=(1,-0) (3.6)

Here ¢ are simply the Pauli matrices [38, 39].

N R () N (R A T

Chiral bases are used for the Dirac matrices {y*,7"} = 2¢" [39].

(o) = () 35)

3.1.3 Scalar particles

A scalar particle could be described as quantum fluctuations that satisfy the Klein-
Gordon equation [39].
(O+m*)®=0 (3.9)

Where O = 0"0,, and @ is scalar field [35]. It is indeed true that all scalar particles,
composite or fundamental satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation. However since all
free fields satisfy this equation as well, we will simply define scalar particles as
particles that have spin-0 [39]. This in turn simply means that the effective operators
introduced in section 3.3 which have a dark matter spin dependency will become 0.

3.2 P and CP-transformation

At the core of this thesis lies the question whether a certain dark matter-nucleus
interactions violates parity (P) and charge conjugation parity (C'P) transforma-
tions. All observations made so far supports the statement that C'PT-symmetry is
a fundamental symmetry of nature, where T stands for time-reversal. In the Feyn-
man—Stueckelberg interpretation, this is the same as Lorentz invariance [35, 39].

We do know however that there is room for violation of C'P, correspondingly 7-
violation. In rare neutral kaon decay modes, C'P-violation has been observed [15].
We also know that the weak interaction violates C, P, as well as C'P [39]. Since we do
know that there is room for violations of P and C'P in nature, it is then of interests to
study how dark matter-nucleus interactions transforms under these transformations.
In order to do this, it important to state what these transformations entail.

12
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3.2.1 Parity

If we consider a single particle, the operator P mirrors the particle in question,
without changing its spin, i.e the sign of the momentum changes. As an example,
this unitary operator P transforms the state a, [0) to a®,,[0). If this transformation
is implemented on a Dirac field W(x) it can be written as in (3.10), [39].

PU(z)P = / (;ZW) \/leZ (na (p)e™ ™ + bt (p )eip’”) (3.10)

Where 7, and 7, are phases that constrain the transformation so that P returns the
original observables, bl p and a® , are creation and annihilation operators, u®(p) and
v®(p) are solutions to the Dirac equation, and Ep is the energy.

With a change of variables p = (p°, —p) so that p -z =p- (t,—x), p-o=p-0
and p-o = p- o, it is possible to write the solutions to the Dirac equation as

u(p) =7u(p)

0 /e (3.11)
v(p) = =7 "v(P)-

By implementing this in eq. (3.10) the parity transformation takes the form of
PU(t, )P = 0,y V(t, —x) (3.12)

if the phases n; = —n, [39]. This holds in the non-relativistic limit as well, something
that can be seen by looking at (3.5).

) = L ((p”vu + m)fz)

2(p0 +m) \(P0u+m)
L (Wam
- 2(p0+m)<paﬂ+m ) o
L (@2m—p-o) 5
_\/m<(2m+p J)§>+O( ?) = 70U pra (D)

From this it is then possible to see how different bilinears transform. For example
the scalar bilinear W (z)¥(zx) [39)].

PUUP = |2V (t, )" U (t, —x) = +U(t, —x)V(t, —x) (3.14)

3.2.2 Charge Conjugation

Charge conjugation C' (sometimes written as { in the thesis) is the operator that
transforms a particle into the corresponding anti-particle, but with the same spin.
Thus the transformation is defined as below [39].

CayC =1b, CbC =a (3.15)

The relation between u®(p) and v*(p) is given by eq. (3.16) and is simply derived
from the complex conjugation of v*(p) with the definition £~° = —ig?(£%)* [39],

u(p) = —in?(v°(p))*,  v°(p) = —in*(u’(p))* (3.16)

13
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Acting upon ¥(z) then yields

VO = [ s e X (o) e -t wyer)
= —iy*¥(2)" = —iy* (V)" = —i(Ty"°)".

Similarly acting upon ¥ gives eq. (3.18) [39)].
CUC = (—ir"y* )T (3.18)

As in the case of parity it is now possible to compute different fermionic bilinears
from this. The same example of the scalar bilinear YW is given here [39],

CUV(2)C = —i(UY') T (—=iy2? W) = — 0721090920 = 40T (3.19)

3.2.3 CP and Time reversal

Since the working assumption is that C'PT is a fundamental symmetry of nature,
the product of the combined transformation of C'P and time reversal 7" has to be
+1. Thus CP and T should yield the same result. As an example, we know that
the scalar bilinear UV is invariant under both C' and P, thus it is even under C'P
as well. Consequently, it is also even under 7.

3.3 Effective theory of dark matter direct detec-
tion

This section describes the effective theory used in order to model the dark matter-
nucleus interactions simulated in this project. This effective theory describes all
possible non-relativistic dark matter-nucleus interactions that are compatible with
Galilean invariance and momentum conservation, not only the leading order inter-
actions. This includes momentum- and velocity dependent operators in addition to
the spin operators. An example of a model that includes these additional operators
is given in appendix A. With this effective theory approach it is then possible to
identify the nuclear response for each interactions corresponding to a specific target
and dark matter mass m [26].

Non-relativistic limit of dark matter-nucleus interactions

In the context of direct detection experiments we are interested in elastic scattering
between dark matter particles and nucleons bound in nuclei. Thus all operators will
be written as four-field operators in the following form

Lint = XTO X NTONN™ =Ox"x " N*N™ (3.20)

Where L;,; is the dark matter-nucleon interacting Lagrangian, x and N are the
effective dark matter and nucleon fields, and O is an effective operator [26].

14
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In constructing the full set of dark matter-nucleon interaction operators we will
need to consider all constraints that apply to dark matter-nuclei interactions in the
non-relativistic limit. In this limit, one of the most important symmetries that
will act as a constraint is Galilean invariance. This means that the interacting
Lagrangian is invariant under a constant shift of particle velocities, i.e the following
transformation holds

TGalilean({ta :1:} — {t, T + ’Ut}) : ,Cmt — ‘Cint (321)

where Tgaitean({t, 2} — {t,x + vt}) is simply a Galilean transformation shifting
particle velocities and v is the velocity [5, 26].

This implies that the dark matter-nucleon scattering amplitude can depend on
the momentum transfer ¢ = & — k' = p’ — p and obeys Galilean invariance by
construction, with the Galilean invariant contribution p and k. Thus there are only
two independent momenta in a non-relativistic dark matter-nucleon interaction. In
addition to the momentum transfer, the relative velocity is also invariant under

TGalilean [26] .

TGalilean © |V = Ux,in — UN,in — v (322)

The last constraint on the kinematics is energy conservation. In the center-of-mass
frame the total kinetic energy is

1
B = §MNUEel (3.23)
where py = % is the reduced mass of the dark matter-nucleon system and

Urel = Uy — Un. Where v, is the dark matter velocity and vy is the nucleon velocity.
With initial and final energy being

1
Ei, = i,uNUQ
. i (3.24)
E inal — & (T) + >
Jinal 2uN HUN
Thus by imposing energy conservation we have [26],
2
S o q
bog= -1 3.25
2im (3.25)

Another constraint is the hermaticity of the interaction, i.e the operators need to be
self-adjoint. Taking the Hermitian conjugate of the interaction is the same as ex-
changing incoming and outgoing particles. This means that the momentum transfer
¢ is anti-Hermitian. Thus we will use the Hermitian operator ¢q instead. Note that
under Hermitian conjugation, © does not have definite parity [26],

—

> Tyous — Onous = U + . (3.26)

125\
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€1

By constructing a similar operator that satisfies v - ¢ = 0 we have a Hermitian

operator [26],

L4

vt —. 3.27
Yim (3.27)

-1
(Y

Which we use together with ¢ to build dark matter-nucleon scattering amplitudes.

The last thing that needs to be included is particle spins. This consequently
means that the four-field operators in eq. (3.20) can include v matrices. By treating
the different possible spins of the dark matter particle in an unified way, we can
write the spin-operators as Sx and Sy [26]. Thus if the dark matter particle is
a spin-1/2 fermion, the spin-operator %8 will simple consist of the Pauli matrices
[13, 38]. These will then act upon x or N spinors [26].

If the dark matter particle is a vector particle, then the effective spin operator
is a spin-1 representation of the angular momentum generators J*, which acts upon
x. For a scalar dark matter particle, the operator is simply not present. All of
these above mentioned operators are invariant under Hermitian conjugation, thus
we have a set of operators from which the effective dark matter-nucleon interaction
operators can be constructed [26].

It is convenient to categorise the possible operators in terms of their properties
under P and C'. One reason for this is because of the constraints concerning C' PT
symmetry. Since this effective theory is ultimately expected to be integrated in a
Lorentz invariant field theory, it needs to be even under C'PT, which for a C'P-
symmetric theory means T-symmetry (see section 3.2). Spins acts like angular
momentum, therefore it will be odd under 7', but even under P. All velocities
change sign under 7', and both ¢ and v" are odd under P. This yields the following
transformation table for the Hermitian invariant operators [26].

Table 3.1: Table of Hermitian invariants under { (C'), 7" and P [26].

Y1 TP
S | +1| —1]+1
iqg | +1| 1] —1
v | +1] -1 -1

Since the momentum transfer squared ¢*/m?, where m,, is the nucleon mass, is
an invariant scalar that only depends on the dark matter kinematics, all allowed
operators O can be expanded with this quantity and still be allowed. Furthermore,
the operators O can be expanded in powers of v*. At second order in ¢ and of first
order in vt the effective operators allowed within this framework are given in table
3.2. The effective interacting Lagrangian density is then given by eq. (3.28) [26],

L8 = 3 S Moty NTN (3.28)

int
N=n,P 1
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Table 3.2: Table over possible effective operators in the non-relativistic limit with
spin-1 and spin-0 mediators classified with respect to their properties under C', P
and T, such that CPT = +1 [26]. Note that O is of higher in v*. This operator
will be neglected in further calculations.

TP T
O, =1 1| 4+1 ] +1
Oy = (17)? 1] +1 ]| 41
O3 =iSy-(Gxv") | +1 | +1]+1
O, =S, - Sy 1| 41|+
Os=iSy - (Gxv7) | +1] +1|+1
Os = (Sy-)(Sy-q) | +1 | +1| +1
Or =Sy -0 1 =1 +1
Og =S, -0 1| =141
Oy =iSy - (Syxq) | —1|—1]+1
O =Sy - § +1] -1 -1
Oy = iS5y - § 41 =1 -1

Our effective field theory approach with constant coupling coefficients is valid as

long as: 1) % < 1; 2) ¢* < M?, where M is the mass of the particle that mediates
the interaction between dark matter and nucleons.

Since the recoil energy is the measured quantity in direct detection experiments,
it is useful to have this limit in terms of Er. In elastic scattering the relation between
the recoil energy and momentum transfer is given by eq. (3.29) [26],

q = \/QmTER. (329)

The minimum dark matter velocity that can cause nuclear recoil is given by
Vpnin = \/ (mrER)/(2u%) [12]. Since the cut-off of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribu-
tion is believed to be around 544 km/s ~ 2-107® [Natural units], the maximum mo-
mentum transfer of the effective theory is around ¢,,,, &~ 400 MeV. The distribution
is thought to drop drastically around v ~ 1073 so the momentum transfer will rarely
exceed g ~ 200 MeV. This corresponds to a recoil energy of Eg par =~ 200 keV. Con-
sequently this also means that the mediator mass scale needs to fulfil the following
inequality [26].

M > constant - 200 MeV (3.30)

Nuclear response

Having developed an effective theory for dark matter-nucleon interactions, we now
have to find the response of nuclei to such interactions. In order to classify their
response functions we first start with the now established interaction Lagrangian
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[26],
rers

1
int )

-5L+633’N-(5 X U +C4§x'§N
T+ Cﬁéx G4SN -G+ Sy vt (3.31)

+08‘§x 4+ icQS’X +(Sn x 4) +icioSy G+ Z'011§x g

-1
=c11 + v

+icsSy - (G X T

Here, c¢; is now written in isospin space ¢; = /1 + c}3 where the operators, state
vector and couplings are given below [36],
1

d= e, e

1- (é ?) R (é _01> (3.32)

By separating the Hermitian velocity into one part that acts coherently on the
center-of-mass velocity, and one part part that acts only on the separation distance
in between the nucleons, v = T)% + T;ﬁ, where the two velocities are given in eq.

(3.33) [26],

—

Uy = Op + QL
. Hr (3.33)
?_}JJ\} = _5(6N,in - T)N,out)-

The reason for the above separation is that TJ% depends on the scattering process
and T)ﬁ depends on the structure of the nucleus. This will in turn allow us to find
nuclear response functions that are independent of the dark matter input [26]. From
eq. (3.31) it can now be seen that we can create nuclear "charges" 1, ?}ﬁ . T)ﬁ and
Sy - ﬁﬁ These transform under P and 7' as even-even, even-even and odd-even.
In addition, the nuclear "currents' Sy, ﬁﬁ and Sy x Bﬁ also arise from eq. (3.31)
which transforms under P and T as odd-odd, even-odd and odd-even. This reveals
that there are six independent nuclear response functions under the assumption of
a nuclear ground state with good P and C'P, i.e even-even under both P and C'P
[26].

In order to construct these response functions the common nuclear physics as-
sumption of Sy and T)ﬁ acting upon individual nucleons is made. We can now write
an effective Lagrangian where the nuclear part is separated from the scattering
kinematics and the dark matter input [26].

LET — o1 + 120y - Sy + 15 - [254]

o [=0n] + L5 - [2i0y x Sy]

BB .
:10]1+lg‘(p’ pf>-0+l5~0 (3.34)
2mN
> D+ D - D+ D R
- (B 2E) g (=P x 5)
2my 2my
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where the coefficients /; are given in the table below. The operator Oy = (07)?2
have been ignored in this table. This is mainly due to that this interaction belongs

to O(v?/c?) and will massively be suppressed with respect to O; € O(v°/c?) that
behaves the same under C' and P [26].

Table 3.3: Table of coefficients containing the dark matter input and scattering
kinematics [26, 36].

li Type:
lo=c1 —i(q % §x> Upes + gx Upes + i - 3X011 Charge
I§=—1c Axial charge
25 = % iq X @%cg + S’Xc4 + (:gx - q)qce + 6%07 +1iq X :S'Xcg + iqcio Axial vector
ZM =1iq X §Xc5 — §X08 Vector magnetic
Ip= %Z]Cg Vector electric

The Hamiltonian for dark matter-nucleon interactions can be determined by
applying the following transformation to coordinate space to eq. (3.34),

f)i—l—ﬁf_} 1 (

1. . IR
B (= 50 — ) + 0l - xi),v) (3.35)

1 ]

and summing over the nucleons A. The corresponding Hamiltonian density is then
given by eq. (3.36) [26],

HEI(Z) = ; lo(i)0(% — ;) + ; 15(i) - 5(0)0(% — &)

SO [ =~ LG, 506G — 3) + 6 — 20)5() - 162}

1 2mN

..
Il

+
NES
~l

1 = 1z
) - — =Vid(z — %) +6(z — ;) V;
i m(0) QmN[ ? (7 = &) + 0@ I>l }

£(7)

.
I

—

Vi % 6()6(% — 7)) 4 0(2 — 2;)5(i) x V3.

'MD>
o~

I
_

+

. ZmN

1

This effective Hamiltonian density can then be expanded with the use of spherical
harmonics and Bessel functions. [26],

e'1% =S VA [ J)i7 5 (qxs) Yo ()
J=0
S50 VAT [T (i) Yio(Qq,), A =0

- A = A

Y5 V2r [T 2N (qa)Y 550 () + % X ju(qw)Y ; Q)| AE1
(3.37)

Where e'?%i is the spherical harmonic plane wave expansion for scalar nuclear
charges and é,e?'%i is the expansion of vector nuclear currents in terms of vector
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spherical harmonics. Here, [J] = v/2J + 1 and é,, A = —1,0,1 are spherical unit
vectors defined with z-axis along § = ¢/q. Since the Hamiltonian has the form

[ dzeii® [zo (MG (E) | JMG) — T - (JMF(2)] T M) (3.38)

the transition matrix element is given by eq. (3.39) in terms of standard nuclear

operators for weak interactions [22, 26, 36, 43],

(oo Mg v M| [Zw/zm (27 +1)( [ZOMJO )—zzg‘njjvfzqo(q)}
+ Z V2m(2J + 1
)\ :tl

— iy, (AAH@ il \(@) =i (Mrale) +i9),(0)) | (339
+ Z Var(2J + 1

q —
+ - lEO(I)ZO(Q)}:| |]X7 xzv]NMNz>
my

(12T (Aa(@) + i 4 (0))

{”50230 q) + izMOA%(Q)
my

where the nucleon operators are defined as Oy (q) = ZZA: 1 Oy (qz;). By assuming
that the nuclear ground state is an approximate eigenstate of P and C'P and by
the fact that we are interested in the amplitude squared we can simplify the above
expression by looking at the nuclear operators behaviour under P and C'P [36].

Table 3.4: Table of nuclear operators and how they transform under P and C'P [36].

Projection Charge/Current Operator | Even J | Odd J
Charge Vector charge My E-E 0-0
Charge Axial-vector charge Qe O-E E-O

Longitudinal Spin current X 0-0 E-E
Transverse magnetic —||— YoM E-O O-E
Transverse electric —||- X 0-0 E-E
Longitudinal Convection current A E-O O-E
Transverse magnetic —||- A 0-0 E-E
Transverse electric —||- A E-O O-E
Longitudinal Spin-velocity current P E-E 0-0
Transverse magnetic —||- D O-E E-O
Transverse electric —||— 0 E-E 0-O
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_f: Jar(27 + 1) [ZOMJO +75E0q> ()]
+ i Var(27 1) ) 3 A{ i LA (g )}

q
N lE/\CDJ A(Q)

N
>/
H

(3.40)

A,. )\il

+ f: 4 (20 + 1) (=) |iT502" (g )}

|.]X7 X7,7.]NMN1>

Averaging over initial nuclear spins and summing over final nuclear spins then
yields the amplitude squared given in eq. (3.41) [26, 36].

o0

T oclastic 4 - .
|M|2nucleus/Eff = W{ J,; | <JN||Z5 : qu}(q)H‘]N) |2

7 ~ 4 "
+ > [! (Inlllo M) Tn) [P+ [ (Inlll e - quNbe(Q)HJm |

J=0,2,...

+ 2Re( (Il - 3= @3(q)|l ) UnllaMo()] 1) )

q2

2
2my

bl S (UnlTe® @Iy - OnlTs@s@llw) ~ [l s@ @l )

J=2/4,...
)

+ > {quv(<=]NH7MAJ(Q)HJN> AN D@ 1Tw) = 1wl - Ag (@)1 ) ‘2>

J=1,3,...

45 (Ol @) il @ 1) = | InlTsS @l P)

+ 2 (id- (Ul 8, (@l n) <JN\|iszs<q>HJN>*)}}

(3.41)
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Where the nuclear operators are given by eq. (3.42) in terms of spherical Bessel
functions j;(¢gx) and vector spherical harmonics Y s [26],

My = jJ(C]I)YJM(Qx)

MJLM = jL(qx)}_}JLM
N . 1=
Ay = Margs(qz) - gv

—

, f1le N _ > - > N
Yy = —Z{V X MMJJ(qa:)}-a: []] 1{ —VIM 1 7501(q7) + VT + 1MMJJ1(qx)}-0

(3.42)

Eq. (3.41) can be further simplified if all couplings behave the same in isospin.
Then the isospin dependence 1 + 73 can be incorporated in to the single particle
nuclear operators in eq. (3.42). Thus we have the final simplified expression for the
amplitude squared [26],

—— 5¢clastic 4 o -2 SN " 2
‘MPnucleus/Eff 2J +1{JZ l5 ql q‘ <JNHEJ(Q)HJN>|

+ 2 [lol* JN||MJ(Q)||JN>|2+7E'(?ZE'C?|<JN||7(I)“( )ITw) 2
J=0,2,...

+2Re (1l (Ul == (@)1 v} UM )|l )|

2 00
q N — % - ok . ~

g 2(zE-zE—zE-qu-q) > HINlIR (@) (3.43
my J=24,...

@) Nl1AS @)
(Is- 15 =I5+l @) | UlIZ) @)

+2Reid - (L x 1) Ul As(@l1n) (IS5 @)1 n)° }}

Note that with this simplification the operator ®,,, does not contribute to the

transition probability since i E i E —1 E -cﬁ -4 = 0. If the effective theory is extended
to include more exotic mediators than spin-0 and spin-1 the corresponding response
function will be non-zero [26, 36].

It is now possible to define the amplitude squared in terms of defined dark matter
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and nuclear response functions [36].

-12 52 12 52

Ry (077, ¢ )W (y) + Ren (077, ¢ ) Wen(y)

———elastic 47

2 —
|M| nucleus/Eff — 2Jz i 1{
-2
4

m

12 52

+ Ry (077, ¢ ) Wxr (y)

=12 -2 -12 -2

+ R<I>”(UT 4 )ch”(y) + R<I>"M(UT ,q )W<1>~M(y)

+ Ra(072, )Wa(y) + Ras (077, ) Wasy <y>] }
(3.44)

The dark matter response functions are then given by eq. (3.45) and the nuclear
response functions by eq. (3.46) [36],

R, 7) = &+ 2t D) . DIk + % + i’

Ran(4,4°) = 13°6

Ren(07°,4°) = e3¢

R (522, %) = lezl%%o I jX(JTJ” {Ci + 4°(cacs + coca) + 6402] (3.45)
Ro@%, %) = g[d#3% + 7 + 2T [y o]

RA(T);:Za 212) = ].X(jx3+ D {cg + cg}

RAE'(B;“Jy Z12) = jX(sz,)m [0504 - 0809}

W) = S GnlIMr@llin) Gl Mo (@)l i)

Wsn(y) = Ji GnIIE5(@ln) GnlIE5 (@)

W (y) = Ji UnIIES (@) Gl (D]liw)

Wen(y) = Ji Nl (@) lin) (x5 (@) i) (3.46)
Waorn(y) = Ji Nl (@Iin) Gl M (g)lliw)

Waly) = Ji GnllA@in) Gnl[As()]]n)

Was(y) = Ji GnllA (DN} GnlES (DN -
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Equation (3.44) and the response functions (3.45), (3.46) are the primary ex-
pressions evaluated in the Mathematica package used in the simulations performed
in this thesis, i.e DMFormFactor [36].

3.4 Scalar dark matter particles

This thesis aims to study the question whether the couplings of scalar dark matter
particles that interacts with atomic nuclei is invariant under P and C'P. Since the
dark matter in this context is assumed to have spin 0, the coupling coefficients of
effective operators that are dependent on the dark matter spin S‘X will be set to 0.
The remaining operators classified with respect to P and C'P are given in table 3.5.

Table 3.5: Table of scalar dark matter operators in the context of the effective field
theory described in section 3.3. Note that Oy = (7)? is not taken into consideration
here since it would be massively suppressed with respect to Oy [26].

Scalar operators P | CP
0,=1 +1 | +1

O3 =iSx-(Gx07) | +1 | +1
O7 =Sy -0 —1| +1
O = iSn - § 1] -1

With the constraints of spin-0 dark matter eq. (3.41) will be reduced to

MPirr = gy S 1nllTs - a2 lJx) P
nucleus/Eff — 2J; + 1 Nilts - q2;\q N

J=1,3,...
> rt ~ 4 "
£ MM @)} + | (Il - (@)1 w)
J=0,2,... N

7 ~ q " *
+ 2Re( (Il - 3= @3(q)|l ) UnllaM()] 1) )
2 o

: > (<JN||ZE&’3(Q)||JN> . <JN||ZE&)ZI(Q)||JN>* — | (N1 e®(9)|| In) |2)

2
2my ;257

S Kuw%%@wmwhW@WMMfwuwhm@wm@}

(3.47)

+

Under the assumption that the dark matter/kinematics amplitude I; can be sep-
arated from the nuclear matrix elements it is then possible to see which response
functions will contribute to the total scattering amplitude.
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Table 3.6: Table of active dark matter and nuclear response functions within scalar
dark matter constraints.

-12 52

Dark matter response function Ro(v7,¢") Nuclear response function Wo(y)
Ru(07",4") = ¢ War(y) = X500, Gnl[Ms(@)]in) GnlIMs(@)]]in)
Ren(97°,4%) = 14°63 War(y) = S50, (nl[®5(a)llin) (vl |195(a)]lix)
R (077, §°) = escr Warr(y) = X520, Gnl®5(@)|lin) Gl [M(@)]]in)
Ren(072, ) = L¢3, Wen(y) = 515, GnIIEG@Iin) GulIZ5@)]]in)
Ry (07, ) = %077 + o5’ War(y) = X525 GnlS5 (@) in) G125 (a)]1v)

With the response functions given in table 3.6 the scattering probability is now
given by eq. (3.48).

12 52 12 52

Ry (077, ¢ )W (y) + Ren (077, ¢ )W (y)

——elastic 4
2 _
|M| nucleus/Eff — 2Jz n 1{

-2
+ R (07", )War () | + - | Ren (077, 6" Wan (y) + Rons (i7", a%W@uM(y)] }
N

(3.48)

It is now important to note that O; and O3 interfere with each other. This can
be seen from the dark matter response Rgrps in table 3.6. In order illustrate this
we consider an interaction independent of the dark matter spin, but dependent on
the nuclear spin and scattering kinematics [26].

Line = P*xxNio,,q’N (3.49)

Where P* = p* + p* and ¢ = p'* — p* = k' — k*. The non-relativistic limit of this
interaction is then written

Lien=rel = —(4m?)¢? + 16mymZivt - (q x Sy). (3.50)

int

This in turn corresponds to the linear combination of operators

int

LET — —4miq2(’)1 - 16mnm§<(’)3. (3.51)

Such an interaction would yield the interference mentioned above, i.e the scattering
probability would be
P x cia+ &3 + ciezy (3.52)

where «,  and v include the dark matter and nuclear response.

3.5 Cross sections and rates

The observable in a direct detection experiment is the recoil energy Eg, from the
dR

dark matter-nucleus scattering process. In turn, this means that the event rate iEn
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is also an observable. This quantity has a direct relation to the scattering cross
section, where the cross section is given by (3.53) [36, 35].

51y a3p' my B>K
E{ (27)° EBf (20)°

1mx
UEZ

|IM|2 (27r)45 p+k—p — k) (3.53)

Where E; and E;; is the initial and final energy of the dark matter particle, and E:J;
is the final energy for the target nuclei.

With this cross section being in the lab frame of reference, v is just the initial
dark matter velocity where the target nuclei is at rest. Here p and p’ is the initial
and final dark matter momentum, thus k& and k' is the initial and final nucleus
momenta. In this non-relativistic context M is the Galilean invariant amplitude for
dark matter-nucleus scattering (see eq. (3.48)), where m, and mr is the mass of
the dark matter particle, and the target nuclei [36].

Since the amplitude M depends on v and ¢, the differential cross section can be
written as a function depending on two variables. By defining the scattering angle
with the direction of the nuclear recoil relative to the initial dark matter velocity
Dk =—0-4= cos(f), these variables are taken to be v and ¢>. The latter is
equivalent to the recoil energy, since Er = 62 /2myp. Integrating eq. (3.53) then
gives the following expression [36].

dO’(U, ER>
dER

do(v, %) _mr

T dq’ 27?2

[MP (350

The differential event rate per target nuclei is then calculated through averaging
over the galactic dark matter distribution [36].

dRD dRT dO’(U,ER) dU(U,ER)
T2 — Nyl = Nr |
dER dEgr

dEpR vy = Nriy /’U>’Umin dER ofs@)d%

do(v, ER)
= Np(v———=
T<” dEg >

V>VUmin

(3.55)

Here Nyp is the number of target nuclei, p, is the local dark matter density,
Ny = py/My and fr(v) is the velocity distribution for the dark matter particles in
the laboratory frame [36].

In experiments the observed differential event rate might differ from the actual
event rate corresponding to the background excess we want to measure. Thus a
more general expression for the event rate can be written as in (3.56) [34].

dR dRp
— = S(B)=—-2
dEp SE) i

observed

(3.56)

where S is the modified spectral function which takes into account detector efficiency
and instrumental resolution [34].
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This consequently means that when we want to integrate over the differential
event rate in order to get the total number of events, the integral will be more
complex due to some of the correction factors energy dependence, i.e

ETVLG,(L’
dR
Niowa = Exposure - [ dBgS(En) "2
dEr

Emin

(3.57)

where the exposure is a product of the effective detector mass and time of testing.
Here, E.;in and E,., is energy threshold of the detector. This means that F.. —
FEnin = signal region.
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Method

This section describes the statistical method used and how it is implemented with
respect to the problem in question. In addition, the Monte Carlo algorithm used in
the simulation of dark matter-nucleus scattering events is reviewed here. The last
subsection describes the choices made for the various different model parameters
used in this thesis.

4.1 Likelihood ratio test

The likelihood ratio test is a way of comparing two hypotheses with the use of a
certain test statistic ¢. These Hypotheses correspond to a specific theoretical pre-
diction for discreetly measured data, for example the expected number of scattering
events in a given energy interval. These intervals will from now on be called bins. By
sampling the test statistic ¢ enough times under each hypothesis a distribution of ¢
values can be constructed. Based on this, it is possible to make a qualitative state-
ment about how many measured events one needs in order to reject one hypothesis
in favour of the other with a significance Z [17].

4.1.1 General approach to likelihood ratio tests

If we consider an experiment where the measured output for an event is a single
kinematic variable, then it is possible to represent this output as histograms by
binning the data. The theoretical expectation value is then written as in eq. (4.1)
[17]7

E[n;| = ps; +b; (4.1)

where p is a strength parameter for the signal process, i.e = 0 corresponds to b;
background only events in the ith bin. n; is the ith entry in the aforementioned
histogram and s; is the expected signal in question. The number of signal and
background events in the ith bin is then given by eq. (4.2) [17].

S; = fs(x; Os)dl‘
bin ¢ ( 4.2)

b = /b ol 0)d
Here fi(x;05) and fi(x;8,) are probability density functions depending on the
variable x. 6, are parameters that affect the shape of the pdfs, these so called
nuisance parameters are not considered as known beforehand and thus they will
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have to be fitted to the signal data later on [17]. In our case, however, there are
none of these nuisance parameters. In our analysis, f; (f) is the unit normalised
rate of signal (background) events in the ith energy bin, and z is the nuclear recoil
energy.

A control sample can be thought of in the same way as in eq. (4.1), i.e E[m;] =
u- 60, where m; is the ith entry in the histogram corresponding to the control sample.
Here @ contains all nuisance parameters. This data could then for example consist
of mainly background events. The likelihood function is then constructed from the
product of Poisson likelihoods, one for each of the N bins [17],

N A M, mE
L(p,0) = H we(#strbj) H UL'(;W (4.3)
j=1 n;: k=1 "k

The likelihood ratio then becomes

Aln) = (4.4)

where 6 is the values of 6 that maximises the likelihood function £ for a specified
value of p, i.e the numerator is the conditional maximum-likelihood. Meanwhile 0
is the values of 8 that maximises the unconditional £, that is the denominator. The
test statistic ¢ can then easily be formed as in eq. (4.5) [17],

q= —2InA\(p) (4.5)

The reason for the —2 and the logarithm is that if we have nested hypotheses,
and model parameters in the interior of the parameter space, ¢ will asymptotically
approach a x2-distribution [47].

4.1.2 Likelihood ratio test for discrete symmetries in scalar
dark matter direct detection experiments

By recalling table 3.5 we have three distinct cases of transformation properties under
P and CP in scalar dark matter-nucleus interactions. This allows us to form three
hypotheses based on these properties.

Table 4.1: Table of the hypotheses studied in this thesis.

Hy Hy | Hao

Effective operators | ¢1Oq + 303 | ¢7O7 | 10010
P +1 —1 -1
CcP +1 +1 -1

Hy corresponds to P and C'P preserving dark matter-nucleus interactions. Our
alternative hypotheses are Hy = H,4q, corresponding to parity violating, but C'P
preserving interactions, and H4 = H 49, corresponds to parity and CP violating
interactions.
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Note that the hypotheses in question are not nested (i.e H4 can not be mapped
into Hy) and thus Wilks’ theorem does not apply here. The expectation value for
each bin is simply given by eq. (3.57), but integrated over each energy bin instead
of the total range.

i dR
si(0) = Exposure - / dERS(ER)—2. (4.6)
J dEr

For a given exposure, couplings constant and dark matter particle mass, each hy-
pothesis will then correspond to a unique histogram of expected number of events,
and can statistically be compared with the other hypotheses. For a given hypothesis,
the measured data can then be simulated by sampling values from a Poisson distri-
bution with expectation equal to that of the hypothesis for each of the N energy
bins.

d= [nl,nz,...,nN] (47)

The likelihood function can then be written as in eq. (4.8), without considering

a control sample,
N —5:(0) n;
£ =11 ; (51(9)) . (4.8)

Here, we assume b; = 0.

The model parameters here are all parameters in the model that are not known
a priori, that is @ = (¢, cs,¢7,c10,m,). However, because of computational con-
straints, the dark matter mass m, will not be considered as a model parameter any
further (see section 4.3). The shorthand notation 6y 41 42 = (1, ¢3; ¢7; ¢109) Will also
often be used instead of explicitly writing down the coupling coefficients.

It is now possible to write down the likelihood ratio by maximising the likelihood
functions with respect to the respective model parameters.

£(d, 0
x= £ld: %) (4.9)
L(d,04)
This in turn gives the expression for the test statistic ¢
qg= —2ln\ = —2In M (4.10)
‘C(d7 GA)

We can now see in eq. (4.10) that if d is generated under assumption of the null
hypothesis then £(d, éo) > L(d, HAA) should happen to most of the data samples, but
if d is generated under one of the alternative hypotheses instead, then L£(d, éo) <
L(d, 0 4). Thus we expect that a distribution of g-values under the null hypothesis
would be predominately negative and a distribution of g-values under one of the
alternative hypotheses would predominately be positive.

By sampling ¢ enough times via Monte Carlo simulations we can then integrate
the tail of the distribution under Hy from the median of the distribution under H4
(¢2.,) in order to get the P-value, i.e the probability that one realisation of the data
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under Hj yields as an extreme or more extreme outcome in eq. (4.10) than when
the data is generated under H 4.

P= [ J(a.00)dg (4.11)

A
Dned

Here f(q,6p) is the distribution of ¢ under Hy. The significance for rejecting Hy
in favour of H4 can be calculated from the inverse of the cumulative distribution of
a standard Gaussian [17],

7 =011~ P). (4.12)

When integrating f(q,6), each g-value is assumed to be Gaussian and then
weighed together in order to create a smooth distribution. The command SmoothK-
ernelDistribtution in Mathematica is used for this. More about this method can
be read in appendix D in [25].
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4.2 Monte Carlo algorithm

In this section a flow chart for the Monte Carlo algorithm used is presented. The
ith likelihood function £;(d, 69 4y) simply denotes

e—Si(B) n;
Li(d o) = (s,w)) (4.13)

7.

‘ Dark matter model setup ’

Start jth realisation of ¢

Sample d from Poisson distribution for ith bin

Calculate ith likelihood function | if 7 < #max
Li(d,00,4)

Calculate test statistic

_ £(d.00)
4= _25”<c(d,éf\>
if 7 < Jmax
J =) Store value in distribution f(q, 6 1))
Calculate P-value / ‘ Calculate significance
P=/x,, (@ 0)dq / | Z=9"'(1-P)

Figure 4.1: Ilustrative flow chart for the Monte Carlo algorithm implemented.

For the maximisation process a random search algorithm is used with 40 starting
guesses, which from these points uses another local optimisation method. This
corresponds to the RandomSearch command in Mathematica.
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4.3 Mock experiment setup

This subsection describes the choices made when setting up the dark matter model
for the simulation of dark matter-nucleus scattering events. The assumptions and
approximations made for the mock experiment are also described here, such as
various different values for certain parameters.

As mentioned in section 4.1 the mass will not for computational reasons be
considered as a model parameter. This means that the mass is taken as known
beforehand and consequently is not maximised over in the likelihood function. This
is in reality not the case, but adding the mass as a model parameter would mean
that a 3-dimensional optimisation problem would be solved for each iteration of g.
This would significantly increase the time it takes to run the code and would not be
possible to do within the time frame allocated for this thesis project.

The choice of mass is however made to correspond with the current best set exclu-
sion limit for a direct detection experiment. That is a spin independent dark matter-
nucleon cross section for a 30 GeV dark matter particle at og; = 4.1-107*7 cm? set
by the Xenonlt experiment [3]. The coupling coefficient for O; is then given by the
relation in eq. (4.14) [36].

1 /¢y eme\2 9 mymsr
oN 7r< m2 ) Hrs HNT my + mr (4.14)

Where the coupling coefficient is normalised with the Higgs expectation value
m, = 246.2 GeV. By assuming the same coupling to protons and neutrons, the
exclusion limit is guaranteed to be preserved.

In order to construct a model for the null hypothesis, c3 needs to be determined
as well. As can be seen in eq. (3.52) the amplitude and consequently the rate for
the Null hypothesis depends on three terms.

dR
=P x Fa+ 3B + cresy (4.15)
dER

From this relation, three different null hypotheses will be formulated. One with
a dominating O; response and one with a dominating O3 response, but in addition
a democratic response is formulated as well. In this null hypothesis, c¢3 is chosen
so that the ¢3 term of the rate contribute equally to total rate, and thus the total
number of events, as the ¢ term. When O is dominating, the ¢ term is taken
to contribute with a factor 1073 less than the ¢? term. In the same way when O
is dominating, ¢3 is chosen to contribute with a factor 10*> more than the ¢? term.
When solving for a coupling coefficient, two solutions will always be available, thus
the positive one will always be chosen. This only matters however in the interference
term in Hy. These three null hypothesis are defined in table 4.2.

In order to compare the alternative hypotheses with the null hypotheses, the
coupling coefficients ¢; and ¢y¢ are chosen so that they produce the same total
number of expected events over the whole energy range as H,.

In figure 4.2 the differential event rate is shown for each of the operators sepa-
rately, i.e the linear combination of ¢;O; + 303 is not plotted. For the tyranny case
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Table 4.2: Table of defined null hypothesis.

Type: Defined relation:
Democratic %(cl, 0) = %(0, )
Tyranny O, %’;(cl, 0)=1073- %(0, c3)
Tyranny Os | 9%2(cy,0) = 107 - 982(0, c3)

Differential Event Rate

6.x10 8| E
) thr — ¢4 01
5.x1076 [\ 1
T : — 303
S 4x100f \ —
2 : ¢707
& ;
S 3x100[ — ¢10010
1
N |
2.x108 [ !
s iy I
© 1
1.x108 | |
1
O 1 1 4
10 20 30 40 50
ERr (keV)

Figure 4.2: The recoil spectrum corresponding to each operator when all coupling
coefficients are solved to yield the same number of total events in the complete
energy range as 0.

Differential Event Rate

14x108 —tp o —o—"+r+———"+—+—+-—+——+—+— |
[ E; ]
6 thr 1
1.2x10 ¥ — C1O1+C3O3 1
g -6 [ ]
> 1.x107° 1 — ¢707
~ :
% 8.x10_7j — ¢10010
}3, 6 10—7:
< . [
x| & 4x107Ff
S5 i
2.x1077 |
07‘ . L L
10 20 30 40 50
ER (keV)

Figure 4.3: The recoil spectrum for the democratic Hy, and the two alternative
hypothesis fitted such that they produce the same number of total events over the
whole energy range as Hy.
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of the null hypothesis, this plot yields the same shape as the respective tyrannical
case. In figure 4.3 the democratic case is shown instead.

The direct detection experiment will be modelled in a similar manner as in [32].
That is, we assume an infinite energy resolution past a constant efficiency of ¢ = 0.7.
The expected number of events in each bin is then given by

Eit1

d
S;(0) = Exposure - € - / dEr fip
E;

_— 4.16
i, (4.16)

The energy range for integration is chosen to be from 5 keV to 50 keV, which is
the typical recoil energy range. We will also impose a cutoff for the analysis at a
couple of events in return for the approximation that there is no background noise,
thus the likelihood function is given by

N (i) n
£(d,0) =] (siw)) (4.17)

|
i—1 ;.

The target nuclei will be set to the commonly used xenon-131. Xenon is among
other experiments used in the XENONIT experiment [3], and will also be used in
the upcoming LUX-ZEPLIN experiment [14], thus it makes for a natural choice.

The standard value for the dark matter density is used p, = 0.3 GeV/cm?® and
the cutoff for the Boltzmann distribution, i.e the escape velocity is set to ves. =
550 km/s. The velocity for the earth is v, = 232 km/s and vy in the Boltzmann
distribution

1 2 /.2
=N —v? /v,
fo(0) = o (4.18)

is taken as vy = 220 km/s [32, 36].
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Results

In this section the results are presented. All histogram-plots are distributions of
the test statistic ¢ given in (4.10). The distributions in red are the distributions
of g-values generated assuming H, and the the distributions in blue are generated

assuming H 4.

Tyranny;: Oy

— T

QGmedian

| f(q,eo) € Cq 01 +6303

025- M f(q,6a1) € c707 ]

0.15F ]

Distribution f(q,6;)

0.10F 1

0.05F ]

-100 -80 -60 -40 -20 0 20

Test statistic q

(a) Tyrannical O; where
Z =~ 3.1o.

Figure 5.1: Distributions for both tyrannical

hypothesis O;.

Tyranny4q: O4
0.351 T T T T

Gmedian
] f(q,eo) € Cq O1 +C303 ]
B (q,6a2) € c10010

0.30F
0.25F
0.20F

0.15F

Distribution f(q,6;)

0.05F

-80 -60 -40 -20 0 20

Test statistic q

(a) Tyrannical O; where

Z =~ 3.30.

Figure 5.2: Distributions for both tyrannical

hyp othesis 010 .
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Democraticy: O1+03 Democraticio: O1+0;
T T T T 0.35 T T
Gmedian dmedian

o5k @ f(q,6p) € ¢101+c303 1 0.30F M@ f(q,00) € ¢10O1+c303 ]

) B (q,6a1) € 707 H f(q,6a2) € 10010
;f = 0.25+ ]
= g
_g 0.10F E
2 2
3 B
z B

0.051 e

0.00— .
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Test statistic q Test statistic q
(a) Democratic case when (b) Democratic case when
considering Hyqy € Onr. considering Hyq € Oqp.
Here Z =~ 3.30. Here Z ~ 3.40.
Figure 5.3: Distributions for both democratic cases.

3.5

3.0 [ P

N 2'5> Democratic7: O1+0; |
8 Tyranny7: O

o

£ Tyranny;: O3

S 20 ' ]
%) Democraticqg: O4+0;3
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Figure 5.4: Plot of how many scattering events are required in order to reject Hy in
favour of H, with a significance Z. The three different cases of H, are shown here
when each case is compared to either Hy; € O or Hay € O19. Which alternative
hypothesis is considered is denoted by the subindex 7 or 10. The three different cases
of Hy are denoted Tyranny: Oy, Tyranny: O3 and Democratic: O; + O3. Each dot
corresponds two distributions of g-values under a specific H4 and H,, which are
used in order to calculate the significance .
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Discussion

In figure 5.4 we can see that it is possible with a 3o significance to reject the null
hypothesis in favour of the alternative hypothesis when the number of signal events
is O(10). We can also see that which operator is dominating makes a big difference
in the number of events required. This is in accordance with what is expected from
figure 4.2. The similarities in the spectrum of O; and O; does indeed show that
more events are required in order to discriminate between the two hypotheses, when
O, is dominating. However, when O3 is dominating, this amount is greatly reduced
to only requiring about 10 events.

The same is true in the case of Oy, but then the tyrannical O3 case requires a
lot more events instead. It can also be seen from figure 5.4 that the democratic case
seams to require about the same number of events, which is in accordance of what
is expected from figure 4.3.

These results show that in direct detection experiments it is indeed possible to
get information concerning the properties of scalar dark matter-nucleus interactions
under the discrete transformations P and C'P. It should however be noted that the
model that constitutes the null hypothesis, i.e ¢;O; + ¢303 is a very flexible model
which can be seen from the fact the the distributions under alternative hypotheses
peak on the left side of the origin. This means that for the given exposure the null
hypothesis is a better fit for the data generated under the alternative hypothesis,
than the alternative hypothesis in question. It is still possible to reject Hy in favour
of H,, since if the data is generated under Hy the distribution is far more on the
negative side of the origin, not fluctuating around it.

The flexibility of the model does mean a "worse" case scenario can be constructed.
This would mean, constructing a null hypothesis where the model choice for ¢; and c3
have been fitted to one realisation of data generated under H 4. This would greatly
increase the exposure and in turn the number of events by orders of magnitude
needed in order to discriminate between the two hypotheses, and would not be
within the reach of next generation direct detection experiments, as would be the
case of the other models constructed. This does mean that not all possible P and
CP-conserving scalar dark matter nucleus interactions are rejected, but this thesis
shows that it is indeed possible to discriminate between P and CP-transformation
properties within the context of the effective theory describing the interactions in
the direct detection experiments. Depending on the model choice for Hy it can also
be within the range of next generation direct detection experiments.

As already mentioned in the thesis, the dark matter mass is not considered a
model parameter. The statistical analysis could be improved by including this as a
parameter to be maximised with respect to.
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In this thesis, some approximations regarding the event rate was also made. The
analysis could be improved by considering background event rate and a finite energy
resolution and an energy dependent experimental efficiency.
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Conclusion

From figure 5.4 it can be seen that it is indeed possible to discriminate between
different cases of P and C'P transformations in scalar dark matter-nucleus interac-
tions. When the alternative hypothesis is Oz, for example we can see that for the
tyrannical O3 case it would only require about 11 events in order to reject invari-
ance under P and C'P in favour of P odd and C'P even. When O; is dominating
instead, this would require about 170 events and for the democratic case it would
be approximately 17 events. This being with a 3o significance.

When considering the second alternative hypothesis, i.e odd under both P and
C P, which corresponds to Oy, the tyrannical O3 case would require 330 events. This
is by far the most difficult case to discriminate between the two hypotheses, that
being among the cases considered in this thesis. When O is dominating instead,
this only requires about 25 events and for the democratic case this would be 28
events. This also being with a 3o significance.

This statistical analysis could be improved by including the dark matter mass
as a model parameter. Further investigations into this subject area might also want
to consider modelling the energy dependency for the experimental efficiency and
a finite energy resolution, thus taking into account some of the uncertainties not
considered in this thesis.
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Anapole Dark Matter

The Lagrangian for a Majorana fermion with spin—% and anapole moment that in-

teracts via photons can in Lorentz invariant form be written as in eq. (A.1) [37].

A

g - v
L= w}(y“’y‘r’xa FL (A.1)
This can be rewritten in terms of the field strength tensor for the electromagnetic
field.
£r = 2o (a A, a”Ay) (A.2)

With the use of partial integration it is possible to express the effective La-
grangian in terms of the current tensor.

A g y _ ~ A ~

L1 = 5z (9700, = 20" Jino*xd, = ~F @) A (A3
According to Fermi’s golden rule for two-body scattering events the cross section

is written as in eq. (A.4).

dk’'

(2m)?

Where k, k', P and P’ denotes the momentum before and after the scattering
event for the DM-particle and the nucleus respectively. The leading order transition
amplitude is given by the following expression.

2
dO’T = jé(EPl + &p — EP - Ek)‘TfZP (A4)

Sy = —i/d% (K, s X]ﬁ;(a:)]k s,\) =i(2m)0(Ep + e — Ep —ei) Ty
— =i [ d'e (517 (@) R, 5) (XA (@))

Where s, s’, A and X denotes the spin polarisations for the dark matter particle
and the nucleus before and after interaction.

In the Schrodinger picture, the current tensor can be written as the translation
of the current tensor at the origin, i.e

(@) = j*(0)e " (A.6)

Thus the matrix element can be written as a Fourier transform.

(A.5)

Si = =i (K, |7 (O)lk, 5) [ d'ze™ (N|Au(@)|\)
= —1 <k/’ S,|3M<O)|kv 8> <)‘,|Au(q)|)‘>
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APPENDIX A. ANAPOLE DARK MATTER

A.1 Calculation of DM matrix element

In order to calculate the matrix element for the current tensor, it is first expanded
in terms of its derivatives.

. g
M) =—545

g <8V&/X’YA’Y5X + O, XMY59” X + 0" XA V50uX + XVAY50” 8»()

— (6’“5A>‘<’m’y5x + X0 X + O X A0 X + 9_(7)\758M6)\X)

(A.8)

Majorana fermions are defined by y = x¢, i.e they are invariant under charge con-
jugation. Expanding y in terms of creation and annihilation operators consequently
gives as(p) = bs(p) and al(p) = bl(p). The creation and annihilation operators will
from now on be denoted by C,,, with spin polarisation r and momentum p. The
expansion can then be written

{ rplrpe” 9+ COF e’ } X (A9)

X = / E

Inserting this into the equation for the matrix element we have

(’f’,S’Iﬁ“(U)Ik,S> =

_ lc B ;M</ BE 1 S (g / Bk 1 S (o
- s'k’ 2A2 ( \/Fk/ o —q UgprUg i 7)(75 ( \/f sk sk
A T Pr1
+/ \/E/ZM(ZQVCS’MUS%’)’YAVB/ \/?z Zq Ckusk

d%' 1 o d3k 1
+/( )3 \/EZ(ZQ Cs/k/uslk/)’}/)\’}%/ \/?Z qu/ skzusk

s'k!
d3k’ 1 d3k 1
—|—/ s yUgl / 205 Us )
(21)3 \en Zk:/ o Us'k! ) YAV (27)3 V2en Z —q" Copusk)
d3k’ 1 d3k 1
- H AOT/ /7 k! /
</< \/EZ,; —qq Skusk)%\% ( \/TZ skusk
3K 1 At - A3k 1
+/(27‘{')3\/H§(lq C'S/k/usfk/)%\%/ (271' \/?Z Zq Cskusk)
3K 1 Bk 1
- T, e / Y
+/ (27T)3 \/Fk’ g(zq Cs k' Us'k )7)\75 ( \/T Z —lq Cskusk)
$BE 1 Pk 1
k! s’ H /\Cs s ) CT 0
+/( \/ka%:f kuk%\%/( \/?Z —q"q" Cypusy) }sk\)
(A.10)
This in turn can be simplified.
A g A qF‘cﬁ) 1
k/ ! k - ( HA — s'k! s A.ll
< S |] ( >| 8) jss A2q g q2 \/mu kYN Y5Usk ( )
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In the non-relativistic limit, the solution to the Dirac equation is given by eq.
(3.5).

_ ! (@m—p-0)& =2
us(p) = ( b 5)§s> +0(p7) (A.12)

The bilinear in eq (A.11) using chiral bases are as follow

_ 1 -
Ug kYA Y5 Usk = Jam (gj,(2m +k-5),&,@2m—k - 8))

< 0 U”>1 (2m — k- 5)¢
—g* 0 ) im (2m+];,'5)€s (A.13)

1 - - - -
- lgmm Y EG)o2m k- 6)E — €L 2m—k - 6)5(2m — k- 5)58]

Since o = (1,0) and 0* = (1, —c). By ignoring higher order terms, the bilinear
is simplified to the following expression

Lr o ]
T tsh = 7 {4m(l£ LR - Ehae, + 8m2§;0§8} (A.14)

m

By denoting s = §;r,5£3 and writing the scalar and vector parts of the bilinear
separately we have

k +k
Ug/ et YA V5 Usk = 2m(( + k) - 8, s) (A.15)
2m

Since jg;, can be written in components of the probability current and current
density we have in the non-relativistic limit the following equation for the current
tensor at the origin.

A A
Y — (X X _ 29 W\_Q”Q)(%*’@_ ) Al
jss’(o) <pss’<0)7]ss’ (O)> q A2 <g C]2 om $,8 ( : 6)

—/

= VN 1 5
In elastic scattering (k + &k )(k — k) = 0 and since ¢ = k — k it is possible to
write both the time-component and the spatial components of 7%, in terms of the

- -/

component of s that is transverse to g =k — k,i.e sy = s — %q.

(k+F)
2m

X/O - — 2i .
Py (0) lq !A2 ST (A17)

: 9
Jew(0) = —!qz\psT
Where ¢* = —|¢?.
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A.2 Calculation of Nuclear Matrix Element
In Lorenz gauge 8Nfl“($) = 0, Maxwell’s equations can be written

OA*(z) = e)*(x) (A.18)

With the use of Heisenberg’s equation of motion

() = et (g)emtHnt (A.19)

and by taking the Fourier transform of eq. (A.18), the field strength tensor can
be written as an expression of the current tensor.

A

—?AMq) = e2n0(Ep + €1y — Ep — €,)7"(q) (A.20)
Thus the nuclear matrix element in eq. (A.7) can be written as

VA" (q)|\) = —qizwa(Ep/ +ew — Ep —e) W3 (a)|\) (A.21)

The transition amplitude in eq. (A.5) can now be written as an expression of
the current tensors

A AN € .
—2]58/(0)1;\/\ (q) . 27T(S(Ep/ + e — Ep — Ek)‘q72| = Z27T(S<Ep/ + & — Ep — 6k)sz
€ A AN/
Tji = =1 Q0" (@)
(A.22)

In terms of time and spatial components, the transition amplitude then becomes

e

Ty = =y (B2 0 (@) = 320032 (@) (4.23)

Inserting eq. (A.17) into (A.23) we have

-/ -
eg k +k
Ty = 25T ( Sy P (q) — JAX(Q)) (A.24)

A.3 Lab frame of reference

The nuclear charge and current density matrix elements are rewritten using the
frame of reference defined in de Forest and Walecka [18]. To do this J*(g) is de-
composed in the frame of references where the target nucleus is at rest and the
z-axis is defined along the direction of momentum transfer, denoted by q;,;,. The de
Forest and Walecka frame can be described in terms of the orthogonal four-vectors

pPr = (mT,ﬁ), q" = (q“ — Z’gP“) and e/, where ¢, are spherical basis vectors
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et1 = (£ + 9)/v/2. By imposing conservation J*q, = 0, the decomposition of the
current tensor in this frame of reference is written

3
Jh =" J%" (A.25)
a=1

Where a = 1 corresponds to the non-spatial part. One solution will in terms of
a linear combination of P* and ¢* yield

P P
aP!" + b<q“ - qP”) = (P“ — Qqq“> (A.26)
mr q
Thus we have
p " P-q " 7 I
Jt=J | P* — 7(] -+ J2€+1 + J3€_1 <A27)
In the de Forest and Walecka frame J° is given by
J-P P2 lab
JO = = plab =Ji—=Jdmr— J;1 = d <A28)
mr W mr mr
This gives the expression
p P-q lab lab

Where J!2 is simply defined from J - el = — 3, JleX,.
Since in the non-relativistic limit P* — Zggr = PAP" and ¢2 = —¢2,, the
q 2 lab»

nuclear charge and current tensor matrix element is now written as

pa(a) = P4 (q) + O(v?)
Pt P JTlab

Jxa(q) :plﬂ‘i(q)w+ v (q) + Ov?)

(A.30)

Where JiA™(q) = Jibelt| + J'%e" . Thus the amplitude can be written in the
de Forest and Walecka frame

-/ - - -/
eg E+k rP+P la
S 0) — (Gl + ) (A31)

= AT

T4

This in turn means that the amplitude can be written in terms of the transverse

VN

- =/
velocity Vp = #5EE — TP

, where V- q = 0.

€g

Tfi = ﬁST .

Varktha) — 14" ()] (A32)
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A.4 Cross section

In order to compute the cross section, we first must first calculate |T%;|?. Writing in
terms of transverse and longitudinal form factors as in [18],[20] and [21] yields

P ()p(q) = 4w Fi(q?)
plab(q) JTdabax (g) = () (A.33)
JTlabo(q) JTlabo's (q) = 27 F2(q*) 6

With this relation, the amplitude squared is written as

e*g?

TP = 25

(s7 - V) (sh - Vp)An F2(q?) + st - sip2mF2(¢?) (A.34)

The sum average over spin is written as

ST h = (5= 5405 — 5 44 (A.35)

The only contributing factor for the longitudinal form factor will then be
ng,algs s,ajfs) tr(alaj) dij (A.36)

With the same rule of averaging over initial spins and summing over final spins
the contributing factor for the transverse form factor will be

ST - ST = 523 i Z Z 51]( 61@]) =2 <A37)
=1 j=1
Thus the amplitude squared can be written as

47T€
A4

Tyi|* =

TV ) + P (A.38)

In the center of mass frame we have §(Ep +ep —Ep—eg)d| k| = {7 and prv = K,

where pp is reduced mass of the target nuclei. Thus eq. (A.4) becomes

dO'T = 5(Ep + & — Ep — Ek)|k/‘2dQcmd|k'/HTfi|2 <A39)

iy
A2k’
Integrating then yields the differential cross section

dO’T
A0,  4r 2' fi

E (A.40)

2,2
With the relation Fr = %(1 — cos(0.m)), the differential cross section can be
written with respect to the recoil energy Eg.

dO’T . ‘
dEg 2m2 fi

E (A.41)
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Using the relation V2 = v?

— % we then have the final expression for the
T
differential cross section
dor Sramrg?

dEr 12 A* K”Q 1 2>FL( )+F%(q2)] (A.42)

where a = €2 /47 is the fine structure constant. The longitudinal and transverse
form factors are given by eq. (1.22) and eq. (1.28) in [20].

2/ 2

MMf

27 2
@)= o7+ 2JT+1 22 )5

MMf

(A.43)

A.5 Reformulate amplitude in terms of operators

In order to reformulate the amplitude in to the Galilean invariant effective field
theory described in section 3.3 we will consider the case of a nuclear spin Jp = 1/2.
From [18] we have

() = (P X2 Fr () + ot Fag2) fu(P. Y (A4

Where ¢ = P — P = k — k’. Thus the matrix element for nuclear current tensor
can be written
1

V2Ep2Ep

This yields two bilinears

~ — [/ v 7 ' xr
(P X1 ) [P = i (P) R + o Fala?) o™ | un(P)ei ")
T

(A.45)

Z_L)\/(Pl) J’“’q,,uA(P)

2my (A.46)
ﬂ,\r(Pl)’y“u,\(P)

The first bilinear will in the non-relativistic limit become

iy (P') Q;T o gyun (P) ~ WEWT <§L(2mT + P 5) el emr— P a))
e ANl Dy voron <(2mT L p. 8)&) (A.47)
2

= (— Len, —igli (g x ‘7)§A>

The second bilinear will in the non-relativistic limit become
_ 1 - -
ux (P)y'uy(P) =~ 7@ (ﬁf\,(2mT + P 0), éf\(ZmT —P. J))

o ) vt (s 212) s

= <2mT§I\/£)\7 —ifj\'(q X 0)&,
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Thus the matrix element for nuclear current tensor will be
(P, N3 (x)|P,A) =

Fi(¢?) + Fa(q?)
2mT

2

= (27)35(3)(()) ({Fl(ff) - 4;2%172((]2)]5;'5» —i[

Inserting this into eq. (A.32) we have

AL (el g x o)

- 2 [F1<q2><éx o) il )zntTF A o)

ey

{3 -VrFi(q%) +
(A.50)

This demonstrates that the amplitude can be written in terms of a linear com-
bination of the operators Og and Oy.
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APPENDIX B. SOURCE CODE

Source Code

n-= << "dmformfactor.m"

Welcome to DMFormFactor version 1.1.

Functions are SetCoeffsNonrel, SetCoeffsRel, SetCoeffsNucl, ZeroCoeffs,
SetJChi, SetMchi, SetIsotope, SetHALO, SetHelm, TransitionProbability,
ResponseNucl, DiffCrossSection, ApproxTotalCrossSection, and EventRate.

n- - ZeroCoeffs[]; (xReset all coefficientsx)

n-j= (*Define Precision for numerical integration and plottings)
Prec = 10;
SP = 40;
(*Set DM parametersx)
SetlChi[@]; (* Set Spin of DM particlex)
SetMChi[30 GeV]; (*Set mass of DM particlex)

(*Set target parameterssx)

AN = 131; (xIsotope Numbersx)

NP = 54; (xAtomic Numbersx)

mNucleon = ©.938 GeV; (*Mass of nucleix)

NT = 1/ (131mNucleon); (xNumber of targetss)

(xSet density of DMx)
Centimeter = (10~13 Femtometer) ;
rhoDM = 0.3 GeV / Centimeter~3;

(xSet Velocitiesx)

ve = 232 KilometerPerSecond;
vO = 220 KilometerPerSecond;
vesc = 550 KilometerPerSecond;
SetHALO["MBcutoff"];

(xSet exposure and detector efficiencyx)
Exposure = 5.6 » 1000 » KilogramDay * 1000 % 3.3 % 14/61.5;
€=0.7;

1= (xSet Exclusion limitx)
mv = 246.2 ; (xHiggs vacuum expectation value in Gevx)
oex = 4.1 x 10"% x Centimeter? » GeV?; (xExcluded cross section limitx)
Cex = 2% (mv)? / (4 » mNucleon 131 x mNucleon)
Sqrt[16 « Pi» (mNucleon + 131 » mNucleon) 2y oex] * Sqrt[GeV?];
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2 | appendixscript.nb

(1= («Define dR/dER for relevant operators and xenon targetx)
ZeroCoeffs[]; (xReset all coefficientsx)
SetCoeffsNonrel[1, c1, 0]
SetCoeffsNonrel[3, c3, 0]
SetCoeffsNonrel[7, c7, O]
(*Set operator/coupling coefficient with isoscalar couplingx)
SetIsotope[NP, AN, "default”, "default"];
dRdER[c1_, c3_, c7_, ERkeV_] = EventRate[1/ (AN % mNucleon),

rhoDM, \/ (2 » AN % (mNucleon /GeV) * 10°° « ERkeV) , ve, V@, vesc];

Getting default matrix...
Setting isotope to xenon-131.
Your Lagrangian is

8.79154x10°%1i Sy- (gxv') c3 8.24886x10°1cl 8.24886x10°°Sy.v! c7
+

+
GeV3 GeV? GeV?

Lprot=0. +

8.79154x10°%1 Sy- (gxv') c3  8.24886x10°1cl 8.24886x10°°Sy.v:c7
+

+

GeV? GeV? GeV?

Lheut=0. +
Your event rate is

(*Redefine dRAER in natural units except kev)*)
dRdERkeV[cl_, c3_, c7_, ERkeV_] = dRdER[c1, c3, c7, ERkeV] » 107° x GeV;
dRdERkeVInterference[cl_, ¢3_, ERkeV_] =

(dRAER[c1, c3, @, ERkeV] - (dRdER[c1, @, @, ERkeV] + dRAER[@, c3, @, ERkeV])) » GeV » 167%;

(*Bin looping structsx)

imax = 20; (*Number of binsx)

EminkeV = 5; (xEnergy threshold )

EmaxkeV = 50; (xMax energyx)

deltaBin = (EmaxkeV - EminkeV) /imax; (+Bin sizex)

(xLists for storing the binned energy and rate inx)
E1l = Table[O, {i, imax}];

E2 = Table[O@, {i, imax}];

RateOl = Table[OQ, {i, imax}];

Rate03 = Table[O9, {i, imax}];

Rate0103 = Table[O, {i, imax}];

Rate07 = Table[OQ, {i, imax}];

(xSolve for coefficients from exclusion limit
where the 10-3 is the suppression of the 0; operatorsx)
X0 = Solve[NIntegr‘ate[deERkeV[Cex, 0, 0, ERkeV], {ERkeV, EminkeV, EmaxkeV},
WorkingPrecision -» Prec] == NIntegrate[dRdERkeV[O, 1, O, ERkeV],
{ERkeV, EminkeV, EmaxkeV}, WorkingPrecision -» Prec] * c32, c3];
x = Solve [NIntegrate[dRdERkeV[Cex, (c3 /. x@) [[2]], @, ERkeV], {ERkeV, EminkeV, EmaxkeV},
WorkingPrecision -» Pr‘ec] == NIntegrate [dRdERkeV[O, 0, 1, ERkeV],
{ERkeV, EminkeV, EmaxkeV}, WorkingPrecision - Prec]  c7%, c7];

Printed by Wolfram Mathematica Student Edition
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appendixscript.nb | 3

)= (*xIntegrate and calculate rate for each binx)
Do [
E1[[1]] = EminkeV + deltaBin » (i-1);
E2[[i]] = EminkeV + deltaBin « (i);
RateO1[[i]] = NIntegrate[dRdERkeV[1, O, O, ERkeV],
{ERkeV, E1[[i]], E2[[i]]}, WorkingPrecision - Prec] » c1?;
Rate0O3[[i]] = NIntegrate [dRJERkeV [0, 1, O, ERkeV],
{ERkeV, E1[[i]], E2[[i]]}, WorkingPrecision - Prec]  c3?;
Rate0103[[i]] = NIntegrate[dRdERkeVInterference[1l, 1, ERkeV],
{ERkeV, E1[[i]], E2[[1]]}, WorkingPrecision - Prec] » c1 % c3;
RateO7[[i]] = NIntegrate[dRdERkeV[O, O, 1, ERkeV],
{ERkeV, E1[[i]], E2[[i]]}, WorkingPrecision - Prec] * c73;
s {1, 1, imax}]
NumEventsBin0103[cl1_, c3_] = (RateOl + Rate03 + Rate0103) « Exposure x €;
NumEventsBinO7 [c7_] = RateO7 x Exposure * €;

n-= (xDefine Monte Carlo loop contstructsx)
jmax = 10000; (*Number of samples of qx)

(xCreate q stat test vectorsx)
gHO = Table[O@, {n, jmax}];
gHl1 = Table[@, {n, jmax}];

Printed by Wolfram Mathematica Student Edition
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