PHYSICAL REVIEW D 114, 052001 (2026)

First nuclear ultraheavy dark matter search in argon time projection
chambers with the DarkSide-50 experiment

P. Agnes,l’2 LF Albuquerque,3 T. Alexander,4 A.K. Alton,5 M. Ave,3 H. O. Back,4 G. Batignani,ﬁ’7 K. Biery,8 V. Bocci,9
W. M. Bonivento,10 B. Bottino,”’12 S. Bussino,13’14 M. Cadeddu,lo M. Cadoni, 10 R Calaprice,16
A. Caminata,12 M. D. Campos,” N. Canci,z’18 M. Caravati,lo N. Cargioli,10 M. Cariello,12 M. Calrlini,z’l P. Cavallcalnte,]g’2
S. Chashin,20 A. Chepurnov,20 D. D’Angelo,zl‘22 S. DaVini,12 S. De Cecco,23’9 A. V. Derbin,24 M. D’Incecco,2 C. Dionisi,23’9
F. Dordei,'® M. Downing,”> M. Fairbairn,"” G. Fiorillo,”®'® D. Franco,”” F. Gabriele,"’ C. Galbiati,'® C. Ghiano,’
C. Giganti,28 G.K. Giovanetti,29 V. Goicoechea Casanueva ,30 A. M. Goretti,2 G. Grilli di Cortona,31’9 A. Grobov,32
M. Gromov,20 M. Guam,33 M. Gulino,34’35 B.R. Hackett,4 K. Herner,8 T. Hessel,27 F. Hubaut,36 E. V. Hungerford,37
An. Izlnni,16’2 V. Ippolito,9 K. Keeter,38 C.L. Kendziora,8 M. Kimura,39 I Kochanek,2 D. Korablev,40 G. Korga,“
A. Kubankin,42 J. Kumar,30 M. Kuss,7 M. La Comm21r21,26’18 M. Lai,43 X. Li,]6 M. Lissia,10 O. Lychagina,40
L N. Machulin,32’44 L.P. Mapelli,“s’16 S.M. Mari,w‘14 . Maricic,3o A. Messina,n9 R. Milincic,30 J. Monroe,46
M. Morrocchif’7 V.N. Mulratova,24 P. Musico,12 A.O. Nozdrina,”’44 A. Oleinik,42 F. Ortica,‘w’48 L. Pagani,49
M. Pallavicini,”’12 L. Pandola,35 E. Pantic,49 E. Paoloni,6’7 K. Pelczar,so N. Pelliccial,‘w’48 S. Pialcentini,l’2 A. Pocar,25
M. Poehlmann,49 S. Pordes,19 S.S. Poudel,37 P. Pralavorio,36 D. Price,51 F. Ragusa,m’22 M. Razeti,lo A.L. Renshaw,37
M. Rescigno,9 A. Romani,‘w’48 D. Sablor1@,'6’2 0. Samoylov,40 S. Sanﬁlippo,35 C. Savarese,16’52 B. Schlitzer,49
D.A. Semenov,24 A. Sheshukov,40 M.D. Sl<0r0khvatov,32’44 0. Smirnov,40 A. Sotnikov,40 S. Stracka,7 Y. Suvorov,26‘18
R. Tartaglia,2 G. Testera,12 A. Tonazzo,27 E. V. Unzhakov,24 A. Vishneva,40 R.B. Vo elaalr,19 M. Wada,39’15
H. Wang,45 Y. Wang,33’53 S. Westerdale,54 M. M. Wojcik,so X. Xiao,45 C. Yang,S‘ 33 and G. Zuzel®

(DarkSide-50 Collaboration)

'Gran Sasso Science Institute, L’Aquila 67100, Italy
*Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare Laboratori Nazionali del Gran Sasso, Assergi (AQ) 67100, Italy
*Instituto de Fisica, Universidade de Sdo Paulo, Sdo Paulo 05508-090, Brazil
4Paciﬁ'c Northwest National Laboratory, Richland, Washington 99352, USA
5Physics Department, Augustana University, Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57197, USA
6Physics Department, Universita degli Studi di Pisa, Pisa 56127, Italy
"INFN Pisa, Pisa 56127, Italy
8Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, Illinois 60510, USA
’INFN Sezione di Roma, Roma 00185, Italy
INFN Cagliari, Cagliari 09042, Italy
llPhysics Department, Universita degli Studi di Genova, Genova 16146, Italy
ZINFN Genova, Genova 16146, Ialy
SMathematics and Physics Department, Universita degli Studi Roma Tre, Roma 00146, Italy
“INFN Roma Tre, Roma 00146, Italy
15Physics Department, Universita degli Studi di Cagliari, Cagliari 09042, Italy
mPhysics Department, Princeton University, Princeton, New Jersey 08544, USA
l7Physics, Kings College London, Strand, London WC2R 2LS, United Kingdom
BINFN Napoli, Napoli 80126, Italy
Virginia Tech, Blacksburg, Virginia 24061, USA
2OSkobeltsyn Institute of Nuclear Physics, Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow 119234, Russia
21Physics Department, Universita degli Studi di Milano, Milano 20133, Italy
2INFN Milano, Milano 20133, Italy
23Physics Department, Sapienza Universita di Roma, Roma 00185, Italy
*Saint Petersburg Nuclear Physics Institute, Gatchina 188350, Russia
2 Amherst Center for Fundamental Interactions and Physics Department, University of Massachusetts,
Ambherst, Massachusetts 01003, USA
26Physics Department, Universita degli Studi “Federico 11" di Napoli, Napoli 80126, Italy
27APC, Université Paris Diderot, CNRS/IN2P3, CEA/Irfu, Obs de Paris, USPC, Paris 75205, France
28LPNHE, CNRS/IN2P3, Sorbonne Université, Université Paris Diderot, Paris 75252, France
PWilliams College, Department of Physics and Astronomy, Williamstown, Massachusetts 01267 USA
30Deparz‘ment of Physics and Astronomy, University of Hawai’i, Honolulu, Hawaii 96822, USA
3INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Frascati 00044, Italy
*National Research Centre Kurchatov Institute, Moscow 123182, Russia

2470-0010,/2026,/114(5)/052001(9) 052001-1 Published by the American Physical Society


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7642-5983

P. AGNES et al.

PHYS. REV. D 114, 052001 (2026)

B nstitute of High Energy Physics, Beijing 100049, China
34Engineering and Architecture Faculty, Universita di Enna Kore, Enna 94100, Italy
INFN Laboratori Nazionali del Sud, Catania 95123, Italy
®Centre de Physique des Particules de Marseille, Aix Marseille Univ,
CNRS/IN2P3, CPPM, Marseille, France
37Department of Physics, University of Houston, Houston, Texas 77204, USA
38School of Natural Sciences, Black Hills State University, Spearfish, South Dakota 57799, USA
¥ AstroCeNT, Nicolaus Copernicus Astronomical Center of the Polish Academy of Sciences,
00-614 Warsaw, Poland
“Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna 141980, Russia
41Department of Physics, Royal Holloway University of London, Egham TW20 OEX, United Kingdom
“Radiation Physics Laboratory, Belgorod National Research University, Belgorod 308007, Russia
43Depcm‘ment of Physics, Engineering Physics, and Astronomy, Queen’s University,
Kingston, Ontario, K7L 3N6, Canada
*“National Research Nuclear University MEPhI, Moscow 115409, Russia
45Physics and Astronomy Department, University of California, Los Angeles, California 90095, USA
46Universiz‘y of Oxford, Oxford OX1 2JD, United Kingdom
47Chemistry, Biology and Biotechnology Department, Universita degli Studi di Perugia,
Perugia 06123, Italy
®INFN Perugia, Perugia 06123, Italy
®Department of Physics, University of California, Davis, California 95616, USA
M. Smoluchowski Institute of Physics, Jagiellonian University, 30-348 Krakow, Poland
The University of Manchester, Manchester M13 9PL, United Kingdom
2Center for Experimental Nuclear Physics and Astrophysics, and Department of Physics,
University of Washington, Seattle, Washington 98195, USA
53University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China
*Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of California, Riverside, California 92507, USA

® (Received 12 February 2026; accepted 6 July 2026; published 3 September 2026)

We report on the first search for nuclear ultraheavy dark matter (UHDM) in a dual-phase liquid argon
time projection chamber using the DarkSide-50 experiment. Unlike conventional weakly interacting
massive particles, a nuclear UHDM model may be composed of many dark nucleons and scatter numerous
times while passing through the detector. Accounting for energy loss through the Earth’s overburden, we
apply selection criteria optimized for multiscatter event topologies using the 532-day low-radiation
campaign of the DarkSide-50 detector. Excluded limits on the UHDM-nucleon scattering cross section for

dark nucleon masses of m, = 10, 50, 100, 500 GeV/ ¢? are presented.

DOI: 10.1103/r3zg-zlfg

I. INTRODUCTION

Evidence for dark matter (DM) is well documented at
different cosmological scales. Velocity distribution of
galaxies [1], galaxy cluster mergers [2], cosmic microwave
background observations from Planck [3], and simulations
and observations of the large-scale structure of the Universe
[4], all provide strong supporting evidence for the existence
of cold dark matter. Among the many different dark matter
models, weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) are
well established within the scientific community, and may

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP’.

provide a detection channel via low-energy elastic scatter-
ing [5]. In this work, we extend the DarkSide-50 dark
matter search to nuclear ultraheavy dark matter (UHDM),
investigating composite dark nuclei that would produce
distinctive multiple-scatter signatures in the detector.
Hosted at the Laboratori Nazionali del Gran Sasso
(LNGS), Italy, DarkSide-50 is a dual phase time projection
champer (TPC) filled with purified liquid argon (LAr)
[6,7]. The experiment was primarily designed for a
background-free search of WIMPs, obtaining a 90% con-
fidence level (CL) on the spin-independent dark matter-
nucleon scattering cross section at 1.14 x 107 cm?
(343 x 107 cm?) for a WIMP mass of 100 GeV/c?
(1 TeV/c*) [8]. The main active component of
DarkSide-50 was a LAr TPC. The TPC was a cylindrical
detector with a radius of 18 cm and a height of 36 cm,
and was viewed by two arrays of 19 Hamamatsu R11065
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photo multiplier tubes. The detector was surrounded
by a 4 m diameter sphere filled with liquid scintillator
acting as a neutron veto, and a 10 m tall and 11 m in
diameter water Cherenkov detector which served as a muon
detector [9]. Two signals provide the necessary information
for the identification of a potential candidate: a prompt
scintillation signal (S1) produced by particles elastically
scattering off LAr nuclei, and a delayed electrolumines-
cence signal (S2) produced by extracting the ionization
electrons from the bulk LAr into a gaseous argon pocket at
the top of the TPC via the application of an electric field.

Beyond the traditional WIMP, UHDM represents an
alternative model which has been searched in other experi-
ments [10-13]. In models where the dark sector lacks a
long-range force analogous to electromagnetism, dark
nucleosynthesis can proceed unconstrained, potentially
forming composite dark matter nuclei containing up to
10%° constituents [14—16]. UHDM particles would interact
with ordinary matter through elastic scattering off nuclei,
similar to WIMPs but with distinctive signatures due to
their composite structure [17]. The most distinctive aspect
of such a search is the multiscatter nature of UHDM
particles on their pass through the TPC. Figure 1 shows the
average number of energy deposits (Ng4,) expected for a
UHDM pass through the TPC. The dashed line indicates
the average UHDM transit time, 7, = 3.3 S, assuming
an average UHDM velocity of vyypy = 220 km/sec. This
work explores the sensitivity of DarkSide-50 to UHDM for
different dark nucleon masses. Unlike prior searches, which
treat UHDM as a pointlike particle and rely on the standard
A? coherent enhancement scaling, this analysis introduces
m, as an explicit parameter of the model, introducing
the UHDM form factor F,(¢g.R,) and producing signal
hypotheses that are not directly comparable to those of
other experiments.
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FIG. 1. Average number of energy deposits for UHDM of
different ¢, ,.The left-hand (blue) axis shows the number of

energy deposits, and the right-hand (purple) shows the time
between energy deposits. The dashed line represents the average
UHDM transit time.

II. NUCLEAR ULTRAHEAVY DARK MATTER

The formation of nuclear UHDM, dark matter nuclei
which are composed of many dark nucleons, may be
explained by the absence of the analog long-range electro-
magnetic interaction in the dark sector [14], which allows
for UHDM nuclei of up to 10?° constituents [15] to be
formed via big-bang dark nucleosynthesis [14]. Similarly to
WIMPs, UHDM can also interact with Standard Model
(SM) particles by elastically scattering off nuclei, providing
a detection mechanism.

The differential dark matter-SM nucleus scattering cross
section is described by

do m (,u )2
x.N N x-N 272 2
=———0,,| 7| AF;(q)Fy(q). 1
iER 2”;2@sz x:n o ){( ) N( ) ( )

Here, 6, y is the dark matter- SM nucleus cross section, 6, ,
is the dark matter nucleus-nucleon cross section, , , is the
dark matter nucleus-nucleon reduced mass, p, y is the
DM-target reduced mass, A is the nucleus atomic mass
number, my is the mass of the target nuclei, M, is the mass
of the UHDM nucleus, Ey, is the recoil energy, and F, and
Fy are the dark matter and SM nucleus form factors. F is
the Helm form factor [18], while the dark matter form
factor, F,, is described by [17]

3] l(qR)()

Fila k) ==, @)
where j; is a Bessel function of the first kind and ¢ is the
momentum transfer. Equation (2) assumes the dark matter
nuclei have a uniform density which is modeled by a
spherical top hat function [17]. Consequently, the intro-
duction of the finite size of the dark matter nucleus
suppresses the energy of the recoiling nuclei, favoring
low-energy scatters.

Assuming dark nucleon forces equivalent to the SM, the

radius of the UHDM nucleus may be characterized by [15]
oM N\ 1/3
Re= ()" G

4
4m}(

where m,, is the mass of the dark nucleon (constituent). In
this analysis, o, , is considered for values up to the
geometrical cross section, g, = 4nR§, as larger values
are unphysical for contact interactions.

The product gR, may be employed to estimate the

effect of the form factors: at values of g, R, < 1, where
Gmax = +/2myER™ and ER™ is the maximum kinemati-
cally allowed recoil energy determined by the incoming
UHDM velocity, the UHDM nucleus size is less than the
inverse of the momentum transfer and little form factor
suppression occurs [15]. In this case, the dark matter
nucleus can be treated as a pointlike particle, and coherence
enhancement (A*) occurs. This regime is best probed by
high-exposure detectors. For gy R, X 1 X gminR;, Where
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FIG. 2. The product ¢R, as a function of M, and m,. The red
line shows where qR, = 1; at higher values, coherent scatter
tends to be suppressed.

Gmin = \/2myES and EW is the minimum recoil energy
required to produce a detectable signal in the detector, there is
intermediate form factor suppression, and coherent enhance-
ment only occurs for a fraction of the phase space. Itis in this
region where the search presented in this manuscript is
conducted. Figure 2 shows the dependence of the gR,
product as a function of M, and m,. The effects of nuclear
form factors become significant for values of gR, > 1,
decreasing the probability of high energy nuclear recoils.

The search for nuclear dark matter introduces the
dark nucleon mass as an additional parameter that needs
to be either fixed or evaluated when conducting the search.
Here, the dark nucleon mass was set to m, = 10, 50, 100,
500 GeV/c? to evaluate the effect of different dark nucleon
masses on the experiment’s sensitivity.

The UHDM signals in the detector may be obtained by
evaluating the total energy deposited for different UHDM
particles in one pass through the TPC. This is illustrated in
Fig. 3, where Eg, is plotted for a dark nucleon mass of
m, =10 GeV/ ¢ an average UHDM velocity of
VUHDM — 220 km/SCC.

III. OVERBURDEN

To accurately calculate the expected signal rate, we
account for how Earth’s overburden affects UHDM tra-
jectories before reaching the DarkSide-50 detector. This
task is accomplished with the Verne toolkit [19], a package
that has been employed to conduct other dark matter studies
[20], and that relies on the continuous formalism approach
to calculate the energy loss per collision as the UHDM
particle travels through Earth. The underlying assumption
that makes the continuous formalism suitable is the mass
difference between a UHDM and the scattering nucleus
(my), that being (M, > m,). A detailed description of
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FIG. 3. Energy deposited in the parameter space region of
interest, for dark nucleon mass m, = 10 GeV/ 2. The red region
estimates undetectable parameter space due to overburden effects
as predicted in [15]. The gray region delimits the area where the
scattering cross section o, , is larger than the geometrical cross
section 64,, which depends on the dark nucleon mass n,.

the tool with a discussion of the continuous formalism
approach can be found in the original toolkit manuscript
[20]. The kinetic energy loss in this path may be written as
d{E -
W) S o). @
]
where n;(7) is the number density of nuclei species i at
position 7 in the detector rest frame, o,.i is the DM-i species
nucleus scattering cross section, and v is the DM speed in
the detector rest frame.

An example of different speed distributions, f(vf), for a
UHDM model of M, = 107 GeV/c? and 6, ,, = 10727 cm?
for different incoming directions with respect to the
detector’s vertical is shown in Fig. 4. The effects of
the overburden are most noticeable for model masses
below ~M, = 10' GeV/cm? while models of larger
masses in the region of interest are unaffected by the
overburden. It is also important to introduce the saturated
overburden (o,), which occurs when the DM scattering
cross section becomes large enough that dark matter
scatters with every nucleus or electron along its path
through the overburden material [21]. The effects of the
water Cherenkov muon veto and liquid scintillator neu-
tron veto on the DM velocity distribution were estimated
and considered negligible.

IV. DETECTOR RESPONSE
A. LAr response

For the cross section values of the considered model,
a UHDM nucleus is expected to elastically scatter off LAr

052001-4



FIRST NUCLEAR ULTRAHEAVY DARK MATTER SEARCH IN ...

PHYS. REV. D 114, 052001 (2026)

5

g
<
o
-~
<
-
®
)
-

~
—T

-3 s/km]
s

N
—T

f(ve) [10

-
—T

| " " | . ‘ ==
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800

v¢ [km/s]

FIG. 4. Velocity distribution in the detector rest frame for a
UHDM model of M, = 107 GeV/c? and o, = 107*" cm? for
different incoming directions with respect to the detector’s
vertical axis (y). Darker colors represent particles traveling the
shortest path to the detector, while lighter colors represent
particles traveling through most of Earth’s overburden before
reaching the detector.

nuclei multiple times while passing through the TPC,
producing S1 and S2 signals. Several different signal
combinations may arise: a series of S1 followed by a
series of S2 signals, a series of S1 followed by a series of
merged S2 signals, merged S1 followed by merged S2
signals, and a series of unmerged or merged S2 dictated by
the lack of S1 signals due to form factor suppression. This
last type of event should be unexpected and may also be
prevented via fiducialization cut. Given that the dark matter
speed average is around v, ~ 220 km/sec (in the Galactic
rest frame), a UHDM nucleus is expected to cross the TPC
roughly in O(1) ps timescale, and S2 signals will take
O(10) ps to O(100) ps at 200 V/cm nominal drift field.
The target signature of this search is a merged S1 pulse,
while the charge of the S2 signal is not used as part of the
analysis in the search for UHDM.

From Fig. 3, UHDM nuclei in the parameter space region
of interest will deposit roughly O(10) keV to O(10°) keV.
Given this, S1 is employed as the variable of interest. S2
signals are not used in this analysis because the electron
drift times in the TPC are comparable to or exceed the
transit time of UHDM particles traversing the detector,
leading to having to perform model dependent recombi-
nation corrections for S2 estimates.

The LAr scintillation response is modeled to estimate S1.
For electronic recoils (ER) [22,23],

Slgr = g1 (Nox + N; X R(ER, F)), (5)

where g; is the collection efficiency of photons, N, is the
number of excitons, N; is the number of electron-ion pairs,
and R(Eg, F) is the recombination probability for an ER of
Ey at drift field F. The recombination probability for this
model is taken from [23].

For nuclear recoils (NR), S1 is taken to be [22,23],
where W is the effective work function, F,(Eg) is the NR
electric field quenching, and L. (ER) is the NR quenching
model, both taken from ARIS data, which was fitted against
an extended version of the Birks’ formula for organic
scintillators [22].

To estimate whether successive energy deposits in the
TPC due to UHDM interactions will lead to a series of
unmerged or merged (several signal pulses overlapping in
time) S1 signals, a toy peak-finder algorithm that mimics
the algorithm in DarkSide-50 was employed to investigate
the shape of S1 pulses. Based on the average transit time in
Fig. 1, it is expected that successive energy deposits merge
into a single S1 signal. This was confirmed with a toy
simulation modeling UHDM events crossing the TPC via
Monte Carlo, converting photoelectron (PE) arrival times to
waveforms using measured single-PE response functions,
with peaks identified in summed waveforms using a 2 PE
threshold. No events had more than one S1 pulse. The
average pulse length was found to be 7, = 3.9 +2.3 ps
where the uncertainty represents 1 standard deviation of the
computed pulse length distribution.

The recoil energy spectrum of a nuclear UHDM particle
of m,=10GeV/c*, M,=10" GeV/c?, and o,, =
10727 cm? is presented in Fig. 5. Since this search is
conducted at cross sections where all UHDM particles are
expected to scatter when passing through the TPC, the
number of events in live time 7 is estimated by [10]

N = T%/ |0l f (3)dPTdA, (6)

where A is the detector’s surface area.

Since M , > my, events are modeled as a colinear track
of energy deposits passing through the TPC. This is first
done by sampling a recoil of energy Ej from the distri-
bution in Fig. 5, where the distinct valleys are the result of

e b b e e e b e Ly
25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200

ErlkeV]

FIG. 5. Differential probability per unit recoil energy for
m, =10 GeV/c?, M, = 10" GeV/c?, and o, = 10727 cm?.
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the form factor suppression. The angle of incidence of the
incoming UHDM nucleus with respect to the detector
vertical (y) is obtained by sampling from the speed
distributions that could have produced an energy deposit
Er, where 6 is biased toward values where the overburden
is less significant. With @ defined, the number of energy
deposits (N4,,) within a TPC pass is estimated based on
o, , and the length of the track through the detector. Finally,
S1 is evaluated by using the sum of all energy deposits
(ER") through the TPC as described in Sec. IVA.

B. Background model and data selection

The data employed for this search is the 532-day
underground Ar dataset, where the most basic data quality
cuts are applied [8]. These require that all channels are
present, that the baseline be found, and that the event occurs
at least 1.21 ms after the previous event to remove events
triggered on an S2 where the corresponding S1 was in the
inhibit window. The analysis cuts applied progressively and
number of survived events are presented in Table I. The
energy region of interest (ROI) is defined to be 100—
8000 PE in S1. The low-end boundary (100 PE) is defined
such that events with total energy deposition of O(10) keV
(see Fig. 3) with several energy deposits will be accepted.
The upper bound of the ROI is defined such that most
UHDM with total energy depositions up to O(1) MeV are
accepted. At larger recoil energies, the form factor is
significant, requiring larger detector volumes. The 74,5
variable is defined as the time difference S1 pulse start and
the start of the S2 pulse. To avoid highly interacting events
traveling from the cathode toward the anode to produce
merged S1 and S2 signals, events with the last energy
deposit within 10 ps of the anode at 200 V/cm drift field
are rejected.

An example of an acceptance (the number of surviving
events after the analysis cuts listed in Table I) distribution
in M, vs ¢,, space is shown in Fig. 6. The decreased
acceptance around the edges of the band is due to the
energy deposited falling above (below) the energy region of
interest of 100-8000 PE. The center of this band is the
region where most of the energy deposits pass the analysis
cuts, with the exception of the ty; cut removing roughly
15%-20% of events that enter the TPC from the top. About
10% of events are removed due to the imposed condition of
not having energy deposits close to the anode to avoid S1

TABLE I. Data cuts and the corresponding remaining number
of events after each applied cut. All values include the remaining
events after the data quality cuts outlined in the text.

Cut Nevents

taii > 10 ps 2.695 x 107
tain > 10 ps & S1 > 100 PE 2.648 x 107
tair > 10 ps & 100 < S1 < 8000 PE 2.351 x 107

1.0
1ol 0.8
(]
.'q; 0.6
5 1051 b
) F S
X S
3 0.4&
10726
0.2
1077 I | | |
10° 1011 1003 1055
M,[GeV/c?]

FIG. 6. Fraction of UHDM surviving cuts as a function of M,
and o, , space for m, = 500 GeV/c.

and S2 mergings. The left-hand cutoff is due to the UHDM
nuclei having an interaction cross section above the
geometrical cross section. At very high masses and cross
sections, there is an increase in the acceptance due to form
factor suppression reducing the amount of energy deposited
by UHDM with high interactions.

The dominant background in this search is from radio-
genic sources. These backgrounds were modeled by
Monte-Carlo simulations of the energy depositions origi-
nating from the detector’s components [7]. From these
depositions, the S1 distributions may be produced accord-
ing to the detector response described in Sec. IVA. Each
contribution is then scaled according to the measured
radioactive activities in DarkSide-50 [8].

C. UHDM Energy Spectrum

The energy spectrum in the region of interest for various
UHDM models is presented in Fig. 7. Increasing M,
increases the form factor suppression, reducing the recoil
energies of the UHDM passing through the TPC.
Increasing o, , increases the number of energy deposits
of a UHDM particle passing through the detector, shift-
ing the signal energy spectrum toward higher energies
(not shown).

V. RESULTS

With the signal and background models, and the col-
lected data energy distributions, a p (signal strength
parameter) fitter is used to estimate the p-value for a
particular parameter space value point (M,, o, ,) employ-
ing the likelihood model described in Ref. [24]. Since
for the case of multiple interacting UHDM, increasing
(decreasing) u (o, ,) will not linearly increase (decrease)
the signal energy distribution, the exclusion region is
reconstructed by scanning the parameter space in both
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1 Data

]

1 1 1 | o, lo 1
10 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
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FIG. 7. Energy spectrum of various UHDM models in the
range [100-8000] PE. The red and black curves indicate the
background model and observed energy spectrum, respectively.
The different purple/blue colors show signals of different M,,
for 6, = 4.3 x 10726 cm?.

M, and o, ,, and obtaining the p-value for u = 1. If the
confidence of a given parameter space point is above 90%,
the point is excluded. Table II shows the nuisance param-
eters from radiogenic background contributions for the
background-only fit; all pulls are consistent with zero

(|9;—f°| < 0.03), indicating that the fitted values remain

close to their priors, while the significantly reduced postfit
uncertainties demonstrate that these background compo-
nents are strongly constrained by the data.

Figure 9 shows the 90% CL excluded region for different
dark nucleon masses (m,), illustrating the region of the
parameter space for which the UHDM model is excluded.
The bottom edge is dictated by Poisson mean value of the
cross section at which dark matter is expected to scatter in
every pass through the detector, o, [21]. The left-most

~+ DarkSide-50 data
Fitted model
—— PMTs

85g,
39,

Cryostat
| |

| | | | | |
1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
S1 [PE]

FIG. 8. Results of the background-only fit. The bottom subaxis
shows the difference between the model and the observed data as
(Data — Model)/Model. The light yield at 200 V/cm nominal
field was 7.0 + 0.3 PE/keV [6].

TABLE II. Nuisance parameters for the radiogenic activities
contributors in Fig. 8. Both the priors before other scaling
efficiencies and the pulls (a;ﬂg") are shown.

Parameter Prior [mBq/kg] Pull (9;—5")

Nopmy 259.1 6.70 x 107* 4+ 9.30 x 1072
Nesg, 1.86 —2.29 x 1072 +£2.01 x 107!
Neryo 21.27 1.09 x 1072+ 1.87 x 107!
Naoa, 0.73 7.96 x 1073 4+ 1.57 x 107!

boundaries are delimited by the overburden. For lower m,,
masses, DM models fall below the sensitivity of the search.
The top boundary of the exclusion curve is delimited by the
geometrical cross section of the dark matter model with
dark nucleon mass m,,. Higher cross sections are unphysical
and have also been ruled out by self-interaction (UHDM)
limits [15]. The dropoff of the top boundary of the excluded
region at M, > 10° GeV/c? is explained by the large
number of energy depositions within one TPC pass,
producing signals above the 8000 PE region of interest.
As m,, increases, the region between the geometrical cross
section and o, becomes smaller, reducing the visible
parameter space. At high masses, the recoil energies are
highly reduced due to form factor effects and fall below the
energy threshold of the detector. The right-hand side is
delimited by the detector’s exposure and dark matter flux.

We compare our results with other experiments that
employ S22 = 2 A%| Fy (), namely DEAP-3600 [10],
XENON-I1T [11], and LZ [13], and report less sensitivity at
low cross sections and high masses, which is a consequence
of different detector exposures and analysis approaches.
The other searches performed a background-free analysis,
and as previously mentioned, form factor effects begin to
suppress the energy depositions resulting in very low
energy deposits and a loss of sensitivity in an S1-only
search. In comparison to these other experiments, we

10231
10724

10725

Gx,n[cmzl

10726 -

10727

my =100 GeV/c?
B m, =500GeV/c?

e my =10 GeV/c?
F m, =50 GeV/c?
|

1 1 1 1 1 1
107 108 10° 10t 101t 1012 1013

M,[GeV/c?]

FIG. 9. 90% CL excluded region for nuclear UHDM for

m, = 10, 50, 100, 500 GeV/c%.
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incorporate form factor effects to account for the size of the
dark matter particle and extend the search for lower dark
nucleon masses, down to m, ~ 107 GeV/c?.

VI. CONCLUSION

We present the first search for nuclear UHDM using a
dual-phase liquid argon time projection chamber with the
DarkSide-50 experiment. This work extends UHDM
searches into a new experimental regime for dual phase
TPCs. No UHDM signal events were observed, and the
resulting exclusion region defines the parameter space
ruled out at 90% CL We have modeled UHDM as a
composite particle and systematically varied the dark
nucleon mass—an approach not previously explored in
LAr TPCs. This represents an important step toward
understanding the internal structure of UHDM models,
as the dark nucleon mass fundamentally determines the
scattering dynamics and energy deposition patterns in the
detector. By deriving exclusion limits for dark nucleon
masses of m, = 10, 50, 100, 500 GeV/cz, we demonstrate
how the composite nature of UHDM affects experimental
sensitivity. As m, enters through the UHDM form factor,
the resulting signal hypotheses are not directly interpolable
with those of other experiments, precluding a direct
numerical comparison. This work establishes a path for
future UHDM searches to constrain not only the existence
of ultraheavy dark matter but also its internal composition.
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