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we challenge discovery space not studied 
so far due to theoretical prejudices 

revolutionize dark matter research in Japan 
cross-field research beyond traditional barriers 

exploit existing facilities in unanticipated fashion
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Main point:Dark Matter exists, but unknown type of matter 
Search so far has been limited to tiny range of masses

huge discovery space

elementary particles
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Kepler’s law

modified gravity? 
dark matter?

3



gravitational
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Bullet Cluster
two clusters collided at the speed of 4500 km/s

4 billion light years away

modified gravity 
doesn’t work 
dark matter 

exists for sure 
but is not atoms

pink is hot gas 
observed with X-ray

blue is dark matter 
observed with 

gravitational lensing
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dark matter
is our Mom

without dark matter with dark matter

Jim Peebles 
2019 Nobel Prize
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indeed our Mom!
dark matter galaxies暗黒物質
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current paradigm: WIMP

h�2!2vi ⇡
↵2

m2

↵ ⇡ 10�2

m ⇡ 300 GeV

interaction strengths
energy scales

right abundance with
“weak interaction”

theoretical appealing, predicts 10~1000GeV mass
furthermore good mass range for LHC and UG expts

colliders direct detection
indirect detection

G. Jungman et al. JPhysics Reports 267 (1996) 195-373 221 

Using the above relations (H = 1.66g$‘2 T 2/mpl and the freezeout condition r = Y~~(G~z~) = H), we 
find 

(n&)0 = (n&f = 1001(m,m~~g~‘2 +JA+) 

N 10-S/[(m,/GeV)((~A~)/10-27 cm3 s-‘)I, (3.3) 

where the subscript f denotes the value at freezeout and the subscript 0 denotes the value today. 
The current entropy density is so N 4000 cmm3, and the critical density today is 
pC II 10-5h2 GeVcmp3, where h is the Hubble constant in units of 100 km s-l Mpc-‘, so the 
present mass density in units of the critical density is given by 

0,h2 = mxn,/p, N (3 x 1O-27 cm3 C1/(oAv)) . (3.4) 

The result is independent of the mass of the WIMP (except for logarithmic corrections), and is 
inversely proportional to its annihilation cross section. 

Fig. 4 shows numerical solutions to the Boltzmann equation. The equilibrium (solid line) and 
actual (dashed lines) abundances per comoving volume are plotted as a function of x = m,/T 
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Fig. 4. Comoving number density of a WIMP in the early Universe. The dashed curves are the actual abundance, and 
the solid curve is the equilibrium abundance. From [31]. 
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10 7 Interpretation
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Figure 5: Upper limits on the DM-nucleon cross section, at 90% CL, plotted against DM particle
mass and compared with previously published results. Left: limits for the vector and scalar
operators from the previous CMS analysis [10], together with results from the CoGeNT [60],
SIMPLE [61], COUPP [62], CDMS [63, 64], SuperCDMS [65], XENON100 [66], and LUX [67]
collaborations. The solid and hatched yellow contours show the 68% and 90% CL contours
respectively for a possible signal from CDMS [68]. Right: limits for the axial-vector operator
from the previous CMS analysis [10], together with results from the SIMPLE [61], COUPP [62],
Super-K [69], and IceCube [70] collaborations.

Figure 6: Observed limits on the mediator mass divided by coupling, M/pgcgq, as a function
of the mass of the mediator, M, assuming vector interactions and a dark matter mass of 50 GeV
(blue, filled) and 500 GeV (red, hatched). The width, G, of the mediator is varied between M/3
and M/8p. The dashed lines show contours of constant coupling p

gcgq.

K = sNLO/sLO of 1.4 for d = {2, 3}, 1.3 for d = {4, 5}, and 1.2 for d = 6 [71]. Figure 7 shows 95%
CL limits at LO, compared to published results from ATLAS, LEP, and the Tevatron. Table 7
shows the expected and observed limits at LO and NLO for the ADD model.

Figure 8 shows the expected and observed 95% CL limits on the cross-sections for scalar un-

18 26. Dark Matter

sections, and Figure 26.1 shows the best constraints for SI couplings in the cross section versus DM
mass parameter space, above masses of 0.3 GeV.

Figure 26.1: Upper limits on the SI DM-nucleon cross section as a function of DM mass.

26.7 Astrophysical detection of dark matter
DM as a microscopic constituent can have measurable, macroscopic e�ects on astrophysical

systems. Indirect DM detection refers to the search for the annihilation or decay debris from DM
particles, resulting in detectable species, including especially gamma rays, neutrinos, and antimatter
particles. The production rate of such particles depends on (i) the annihilation (or decay) rate (ii)
the density of pairs (respectively, of individual particles) in the region of interest, and (iii) the
number of final-state particles produced in one annihilation (decay) event. In formulae, the rate
for production of a final state particle f per unit volume from DM annihilation can be cast as

≈
A

f = c
fl

2

DM

m
2

DM

È‡vÍN
A

f , (26.18)

where È‡vÍ indicates the thermally-averaged cross section for DM annihilation times relative velocity
[27], calculated at the appropriate temperature, flDM is the physical density of DM, and N

A

f
is the

number of final state particles f produced in one individual annihilation event. The constant c

depends on whether the DM is its on antiparticle, in which case c = 1/2, or if there is a mixture of
DM particles and antiparticles (in case there is no asymmetry, c = 1/4). The analog for decay is

≈
D

f = flDM

mDM

1
·DM

N
D

f , (26.19)

with the same conventions for the symbols, and where ·DM is the DM’s lifetime.
Gamma Rays: DM annihilation to virtually any final state produces gamma rays: emis-

sion processes include the dominant two-photon decay mode of neutral pions resulting from the
hadronization of strongly-interacting final states; final state radiation; and internal bremsshtralung,

6th December, 2019 11:47am

WIMP: theoretically appealing 
predicts 10~1000 GeV mass 

searches exclusively in this range 
most stringent limits today 

reflection: need broader search
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• world competitive experiments > $100M 
• use excellent existing facilities in Japan 

• exploitation for unforeseen purposes 
• B01：KAGRA（UTokyo）black hole mergers 
• B02, B03：Subaru（NAOJ）galaxy evolution 
• B04：XRISM（JAXA）supernova remnants 
• B05：Belle II（KEK）CP violation 
• B06：Simons Array（intl team incl KEK, IPMU 

etc）verify inflation theory
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ʢ̡̲ʣྖҬਪਐͷܭըɾํ๏ 1○ʢ͖ͭͮʣ ʳ
ֶज़มֵʢ̖ʣʢྖҬܭըॻʣ ̍̎

ਤ 5: ςʔϚɼୡඪɻDMμʔΫϚλʔͷུɻڀݚͷڀݚըܭͱ֤ܞͷ࿈ؒڀݚըܭ

μʔΫϚλʔʯ(A02)ɼʮࢹڊతμʔΫϚλʔʯ(A03)ɼ؍ଌɾ࣮ݧ൝ʮϨʔβʔׯবܭʯ(B01)ɼʮ͢
Δޫʯ(B02)ɼʮΠϝʔδϯάʯ(B03)ɼʮXઢʯ(B04)ɼʮe+e−Ճثʯ(B05)ɼʮCMBʯ(B06)ɼ
͞Βʹۃڀ൝ʮྔࢠॏྗཧʯ(C01)ɼʮӉߏܗཧʯ(C02)Λஔͨ͠ɻ֤ʑͷμʔΫϚ
λʔީิʹ͍ͭͯɼཧతɼ؍ଌతʹపఈతʹௐΔͨΊʹɼਤ 5ʹࣔ͞ΕΔΑ͏ʹɼ֤ܭըڀݚ
ͰλʔήοτʹͳΔμʔΫϚλʔީิΛఆΊΔɻ͜ͷྻߦͷ֤ͷμʔΫϚλʔީิΛ͢ڀݚ
Δܭըؒڀݚͷ࿈ܞΛଅ͠ɼྖҬͰԣஅతͳڞಉڀݚΛଅ͢ɻ͜͜ͰɼC01൝ݭཧɼྔ
ͷܗߏΛ༩͑ɼC02൝ӉݴॏྗཧͳͲͷτοϓμϯతͳΞϓϩʔνͰཧతͳఏࢠ
γϛϡϨʔγϣϯΛ༻͍ɼμʔΫϚλʔ୳ࠪʹ͓͚Δఱମཧతͳܥ౷ࠩޡͷআڈɼ͋Δ͍ϩ
όετͳμʔΫϚλʔ୳ࠪͷख๏ΛఏҊ͠ɼ૬ิతͳׂΛՌͨ͢͜ͱΛظ͍ͯ͠Δɻ͞Βʹɼ
ʹһɼେֶӃੜʣڀݚ࢜ʢതऀڀݚͷएखؔػڀݚɼ͋Δ͍֤ऀڀݚͷڀݚಈྗͷ͋Δެืػ
ɼ֤ܭըڀݚͷάϧʔϓΛੵۃతʹདྷ๚͢Δ͜ͱΛଅ͠ɼྖҬͰԣஅతʹڞಉڀݚΛਐΊΔ
ͨΊͷ५༉తͳׂΛՌͨͯ͠͏ɻ͜ͷΑ͏ʹɼʮμʔΫϚλʔͷཏతͳڀݚʯͱ͍͏౷Ұ
ͷڀݚΰʔϧΛ͛ܝɼܭըؒڀݚͷີʹ࿈ڀݚͨ͠ܞΛଅ͠ɼ༷ʑͳ૬ޮՌͷڀݚͷల։ʹ
උ͑ɼ͔֤ͭڀݚάϧʔϓͰؒظڀݚʹ࣮֬ʹڀݚՌΛಋग़͢Δ͜ͱΛଅ͢ɻ͜ͷΑ͏ʹɼ
ɼ͋ΒΏΔσΟεΧόϦʔεϖʔεʹඋ͑Δͷ͕ຊྖ͠ڀݚ౷త͔ͭపఈతʹμʔΫϚλʔΛܥ
Ҭͷಛ৭Ͱ͋Δɻ

ʢ̏ʣࠃ֎ͷใൃ৴ͳͲͷऔ༰
ྖҬͷ֤ڀݚάϧʔϓʹɼ֘Ͱ׆༂͢Δւ֎ͷؔػڀݚͰ׆༂͢ΔऀڀݚΛஔ͠

͓ͯΓɼڀݚՌ͕ಘΒΕͨࡍʹ͔ʹൃ৴Ͱ͖Δɻ·ͨɼྖҬͷཧɾ࣮ऀڀݚݧɼੈ
քҰྲྀͷؔػڀݚͰ͋ΔɼϓϦϯετϯେֶɼΧϦϑΥϧχ ΞՊେֶɼΧϦϑΥϧχΞେֶɾ
όʔΫϨʔ͓ߍΑͼϩαϯθϧεߍɼδϣϯζɾϗϓΩϯεେֶɼυΠπͷϚοΫεϓϥϯΫݚ
൫Λங͍جతͳωοτϫʔΫͷࡍࠃʹΛਐΊ͓ͯΓɼ͢ͰڀݚಉڞͳݻڧͱͷऀڀݚॴͳͲͷڀ
͍ͯΔɻ·ͨɼྖҬڀݚදऀ (ଜࢁ੪) Λ࢝Ίͱ͢ΔऀڀݚɼڀݚࡍࠃॴͰ͋Δ౦ژେֶΧϒ
Ϧ࿈ܞӉߏػڀݚʹॴଐ͓ͯ͠ΓɼڞࡍࠃಉڀݚΛਐΊΔͨΊͷྗڧͳϓϥοτϑΥʔϜ
(ͳͲ࠵ձ։ڀݚԉɼઃඋɼࢧํޙ) ΛఏڙͰ͖Δɻ
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Main point:Dark Matter exists, but unknown type of matter 
Search so far has been limited to tiny range of masses

elementary particles
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manage Murayama Kavli IPMU / UC Berkeley particle/cosmology
A01 Takahashi Tohoku particle
A02 Murase Penn State / Kyoto astrophysics
A03 Yoo Nagoya relativity cosmology
B01 Michimura UTokyo Physics experiment
B02 Takada Kavli IPMU cosmology/astro
B03 Miyazaki NAOJ obs. cosmology
B04 Yamasaki JAXA/ISAS experiments
B05 Nishida KEK experiments
B06 Komatsu Max Planck / Kavli IPMU cosmology
C01 Yamazaki Kavli IPMU string theory
C02 Ando Amsterdam / Kavli IPMU particle astrophysics
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ultimate

space

What is dark matter?
Comprehensive study of the 
huge discovery space (PI: HM)
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wave light

W
IM

P heavy composite or macroscopic

laser interferometer e+e–
gravitational lensing

CMB neutrinos

cosmic ray

X-ray

Subaru imaging/spectroscopic surveys

CMBX-ray X-ray

Subaru spectroscopy

we challenge discovery space not studied 
so far due to theoretical prejudices 

revolutionize dark matter research in Japan 
cross-field research beyond traditional barriers 

exploit existing facilities in unanticipated fashion
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Main point:Dark Matter exists, but unknown type of matter 
Search so far has been limited to tiny range of masses

huge discovery space

elementary particles



asymmetric 
dark matter

• Explains both baryon asymmetry and dark matter

• dark neutron, or multi-component dark p+π–

• amazingly wide array of experimental signatures

• dark proton good target for direct detection

• exotic Z-decay, h-decay (HL-LHC, ILC, CEPC, FCC-ee)

• dark photon search at Belle II, LHC-b, beam dump

• gravitational wave at LIGO, LISA, Einstein Telescope, 

etc

• self-interacting composite dark matter

• mass ~ 1GeV


• explain coincidence ΩDM~Ωb if Ngen=3 and unification



SU(2) x U(1) SU(2) x U(1)

SU(3)SU(3)

SM 
Ngen=3

dark sector 
Ngen=1

2 Higgs doublets 
with CPV 

1st order PT

heavy leptons 
play role of 
top quark

Bdark=Ldark νR
LSM→BSM

light u, d

n, p, π– γ’ – γ mixing
e+e–

π0



baryon  
spectrum
• mu and md free parameters


• If md ≪mu≪ΛQCD, n’ dominates


• If mu ≪md≪ΛQCD, p’ dominates, 
together with π’– for charge 
neutrality


• possibly a resonant 
interaction π’– p’→Δ0→π’– p’


• may solve core/cusp 
problem
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Robert McGehee, HM, Yu-Dai Tsai, in prep

Xiaoyong Chu, Camilo Carcia-Cely, HM,  
Phys.Rev.Lett. 122 (2019) no.7, 071103
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Fig. 11. Limits at the 95% CL on the mixing matrix el-
ement |U |2 as a function of the νm mass for the various
experiments referenced in the text. The limits shown for
the present analysis correspond to those obtained combin-
ing the short–lived and long–lived νm analysis
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Fig. 12. Upper limits at 95% CL on the parameter
cZ0ν∗ν/Λ as a function of mν∗ from the present anal-
ysis. For comparison, previous results from the LEP ex-
periments referenced in the text are also shown. The full
curves (‘weak decay’) correspond to the limits for the
standard SU(2)×U(1) current, allowing only weak decays.
The dashed curves (‘electromagnetic decay’) are the limits
for ν∗ → γν, the dominant decay mode when the γνν∗
coupling exists
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(bb̄)(⌧+
⌧
�), (⌧+

⌧
�)(⌧+

⌧
�), (jj)(��), and (��)(��) de-

cay channels. For a decay topology of h ! 2 ! 3 ! 4
where intermediate resonances are involved, we choose
the lightest stable particle mass to be 10 GeV, the mass
splitting to be 40 GeV and the intermediate resonance
mass to be 10 GeV, which applies to (bb̄)+/ET, (jj)+/ET,
(⌧+

⌧
�)+/ET. For a decay topology of h! 2! (1+3), we

choose the lightest stable particle mass to be 10 GeV and
the mass splitting to be 40 GeV, which applies to bb̄+/ET,

jj+ /ET, ⌧+
⌧
�+ /ET. For the Higgs invisible decays, we

take the best limits in the running scenario ECFA16-S2
amongst the Zh associated production and VBF search
channels [12–14].

For the Higgs invisible decays at lepton colliders, we
quote the limits from current studies [16–18]. These lim-
its do not depend on the invisible particle mass using the
recoil mass technique at lepton colliders.

HL-LHC
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ILC(H20)
FCC-ee

MET (bb)+MET
(jj)+MET

(��)+MET
bb+MET

jj+MET
��+MET

(bb)(bb)
(cc)(cc)
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(��)(��) (jj)(��) (��)(��)
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tic
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95% C.L. upper limit on selected Higgs Exotic Decay BR

Fig. 12. The 95% C.L. upper limit on selected Higgs exotic decay branching fractions at HL-LHC, CEPC, ILC and
FCC-ee. The benchmark parameter choices are the same as in Table 3. We put several vertical lines in this figure
to divide di↵erent types of Higgs exotic decays.

From this summary in Table 3 and the correspond-
ing Fig. 12, we can clearly see the improvement in exotic
decays from the lepton collider Higgs factories. These
exotic Higgs decay channels are selected such that they
are hard to be constrained at the LHC but important for
probing BSM decays of the Higgs boson. The improve-
ments on the limits of the Higgs exotic decay branch-
ing fractions vary from one to four orders of magni-
tude for these channels. The lepton colliders can im-
prove the limits on the Higgs invisible decays beyond the
HL-LHC projection by one order of magnitude, reach-
ing the SM invisible decay branching fraction of 0.12%
from h ! ZZ

⇤
! ⌫⌫̄⌫⌫̄ [56]. For the Higgs exotic de-

cays into hadronic particle plus missing energy, (bb̄)+/

ET, (jj)+/ET and (⌧+
⌧
�)+/ET, the future lepton colliders

improve on the HL-LHC sensitivity for these channels by
roughly four orders of magnitude. This great advantage
benefits a lot from low QCD background and the Higgs
tagging from recoil mass technique at future lepton col-
liders. As for the Higgs exotic decays without missing
energy, the improvement varies between two to three or-
ders of magnitude, except for the one order of magnitude
improvement for the (��)(��) channel. Being able to re-
construct the Higgs mass from the final state particles
at the LHC does provide additional signal-background
discrimination power and hence the future lepton collid-
ers improvement on Higgs exotic decays without miss-

ing energy is less impressive than for those with missing
energy. Furthermore, as discussed earlier, leptons and
photons are relatively clean objects at the LHC and the
sensitivity at the LHC on these channels will be very
good. Future lepton colliders complement the HL-LHC
for hadronic channels and channels with missing ener-
gies.

There are many more investigations to be carried
out under the theme of Higgs exotic decays. For our
study, we take the cleanest channel of e+e� !ZH with
Z ! `

+
`
� and h !exotics up to four-body final state,

but further inclusion of the hadronic decaying spectator
Z-boson and even invisible decays of the Z-boson would
definitely improve the statistics and consequently result
in better limits. As a first attempt to evaluate the Higgs
exotic decay program at future lepton colliders, we do
not include the case of very light intermediate particles
whose decay products will be collimated, but postpone
this for future study when the detector performance is
more clearly defined. There are many more exotic Higgs
decay modes to consider, such as Higgs decaying to a
pair of intermediate particles with un-even masses [25],
Higgs CP property measurements from its decay di↵eren-
tial distributions [57–60], flavor violating decays, decays
to light quarks [61], decays into meta-stable particles,
and complementary Higgs exotic productions [62]. Our
work is a first systematic study evaluating the physics

063102-12
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Zhen Liu, Lian-Tao Wang, Hao Zhang, arXiv:1612.09284 
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ShieldingDetector

FIG. 1: Schematic experimental setup. A high-intensity
multi-GeV electron beam impinging on a beam dump pro-
duces a secondary beam of dark sector states. In the basic
setup, a small detector is placed downstream so that muons
and energetic neutrons are entirely ranged out. In the con-
crete example we consider, a scintillator detector is used to
study quasi-elastic �-nucleon scattering at momentum trans-
fers �> 140 MeV, well above radiological backgrounds, slow
neutrons, and noise. To improve sensitivity, additional shield-
ing or vetoes can be used to actively reduce cosmogenic and
other environmental backgrounds.

.

A0a)

Z

e�

e�

�

�

p, n

b)
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Z

� �

FIG. 2: a) ��̄ pair production in electron-nucleus collisions
via the Cabibbo-Parisi radiative process (with A0 on- or o�-
shell) and b) � scattering o� a detector nucleus and liberating
a constituent nucleon. For the momentum transfers of inter-
est, the incoming � resolves the nuclear substructure, so the
typical reaction is quasi-elastic and nucleons will be ejected.

Figure 3: Schematic of the experimental setup. A high-intensity multi-GeV electron
beam impinging on a beam-dump produces a secondary beam of dark sector states. In
the basic setup, a small detector is placed downstream with respect to the beam-dump
so that muons and energetic neutrons are entirely ranged out.

e↵orts to search for dark photons independently of their connection to dark matter,
the success of these e↵orts relies on the assumption that the A

0 is the lightest particle
in its sector and that its primary decay channel only depends on ✏. Furthermore, if
the A

0 decays predominantly to SM particles, this explanation of the (g�2)µ anomaly
has been ruled out (see discussion in Sec. 5).

If, however, the A
0 couples to a light DM particle � (mA0 > m�), then the pa-

rameter space for reconciling theory and experiment with regard to (g � 2)µ remains
viable. For large values of ↵D, this explanation of the anomaly is under significant
tension with existing constraints, but for ↵D ⌧ ↵EM this explanation is still viable
and most of the remaining territory can be tested with BDX@JLab (see discussion in
Sec. 5).

In the remainder of this section, we review the salient features of LDM production
at an electron fixed-target facility. Secondly, we give an overview of the status of LDM
models parameter space, and the capabilities of present, and near future proposals
to make progress in the field. Finally, we highlight how BDX uniquely fits in this
developing field.
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Figure 4. The sensitivity of NA64 to DarkPhotons with the full statistics collected in 2016 - 2018. Left
plot: in terms of the mixing strength ✏. Right plot: in terms of the variable y, assuming ↵D = 0.1 and
mA0 = 3m�, shown together with the predictions of some popular thermal Dark Matter models.

lengths shifting fiber read-out. Immediately after WCAL there is a veto counter V2, the
tracking detectors, the signal counter S4. They are followed by the ECAL that was used in
the invisible mode and the same detectors downstream of it (VETO and HCAL). The energy
of the e+e� pair is measured by the ECAL.

The candidate events were selected with the following criteria chosen to maximize the
acceptance of signal events and to minimize the number of background events, using both MC
simulation and data: (i) No energy deposition in the V2 counter exceeding about half of the
energy deposited by the minimum ionizing particle (MIP); (ii) The signal in the decay counter
S4 is consistent with two MIPs; (iii) The sum of energies deposited in the WCAL+ECAL is
equal to the beam energy within the energy resolution of these detectors. At least 25% of the
total energy should be deposited in the ECAL; (iv) The shower in the WCAL should start to
develop within a few first X0, which is ensured by the preshower part energy cut; (v) The cell
with maximal energy deposition in the ECAL should be (3,3) (vi) The lateral and longitudinal
shape of the shower in the ECAL are consistent with a single e-m one. This requirement does
not decrease the e�ciency to signal events because the distance between e� and e+ in the
ECAL is very small. The rejection of events with hadrons in the final state was based on the
VETO and/or the energy deposited in the HCAL.

In order to check various e�ciencies and the reliability of the MC simulations, we se-
lected a clean sample of ' 105 µ+µ� events with EWCAL < 0.6Ebeam originated from the
QED dimuon production in the dump. This rare process is dominated by the reaction
e�Z ! e�Z�; � ! µ+µ� of a hard bremsstrahlung photon conversion into the dimuon pair
on a dump nucleus. We performed various comparisons between these events and the corre-
sponding MC simulated sample, and applied the estimated e�ciency corrections to the MC
events. These corrections do not exceed 20%.

In order to further increase the sensitivity to short-living X bosons (higher ✏) the following
optimization steps were performed before the 2018 run: (i) Beam energy increased to 150
GeV (ii) Thinner counter V2 was prepared and installed immediately after the last tungsten
plate inside the WCAL box. In addition, the vacuum pipe was installed immediately after the
WCAL, the distance between the WCAL and ECAL was increased.
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Today & Tomorrow

• review progress since the launch 

• solicited proposals 

• seek reinforcements, new directions 

• Looking forward to exciting two days!


