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Superconducting detectors are a promising technology for probing dark matter at extremely low
masses, where dark matter interactions are currently unconstrained. Realizing the potential of such
detectors requires new readout technologies to achieve the lowest possible thresholds for deposited
energy. Here we perform a prototype search for dark matter–electron interactions with kinetic
inductance detectors (KIDs), a class of superconducting detector originally designed for infrared
astronomy applications. We demonstrate that existing KIDs can achieve effective thresholds as low
as 0.2 eV, and we use existing data to set new dark matter constraints. The relative maturity of
the technology underlying KIDs means that this platform can be scaled significantly with existing
tools, enabling powerful new searches in the coming years.

The nature of dark matter (DM) remains one of the
most significant open problems in particle physics and
cosmology. In the wake of decades of null searches for
DM particles at the weak scale, the focus of the com-
munity has shifted to particles in different mass ranges,
especially at sub-GeV masses, where traditional DM de-
tection experiments lose sensitivity. At these masses, the
detection of elastic DM–nucleon scattering faces a severe
challenge due to unfavorable kinematics: the mismatch
between the mass of the DM and that of the nuclear tar-
get limits the energy deposited in the scattering process.
On the other hand, the detection of DM–electron interac-
tions is much more readily viable, due to both the lower
mass of the electron and the energy scales associated with
electronic excitations in detector systems.

The key challenge in designing such experiments is to
achieve sensitivity to extremely small amounts of de-
posited energy. Numerous experimental concepts have
been proposed for this purpose, including detectors based
on semiconductors [1–4], superconductors [5–7], two-
dimensional targets [8, 9], superfluid Helium [10, 11],
and Dirac materials [12]. In each case, the threshold
of the detector is tied to the lowest-lying excitations of
these gapped systems. In particular, superconductors ex-
hibit gaps below ∼1meV, meaning that they can in prin-
ciple probe DM–electron scattering at DM masses be-
low ∼1 keV. Below this scale, cosmological observations
severely restrict fermionic DM, making this an important
target for the next generation of experiments.

Superconductors have already been employed to set
competitive limits on sub-MeV DM in experiments
based on superconducting nanowire single-photon detec-
tors (SNSPDs) [6, 7]. However, realizing the potential
of superconducting detectors to probe the lowest DM
masses still requires substantial technological develop-

ment. The small gap of a superconductor arises from
the binding energy of Cooper pairs: a small amount
of deposited energy can break a pair and produce a
pair of quasiparticle excitations. Detecting the pres-
ence of these quasiparticle excitations is challenging.
Present-day experiments perform the readout based on
the macroscopic effects of quasiparticle production. In
particular, SNSPDs rely on heating: significant quasi-
particle production leads to a large number of secondary
phonons, causing a sharp transition from the supercon-
ducting phase to the normal metal phase. However, such
detectors have limited energy resolution: their readout
method does not distinguish between different deposit
sizes as long as they are sufficient to trigger a transition.
Additionally, constructing a large-scale DM detector with
such small sensors requires massive multiplexing, which is
challenging for SNSPDs. While new readout techniques
are beginning to make large SNSPD arrays feasible [13],
substantial research and development will be required for
future DM searches. This motivates the parallel devel-
opment of other readout methodologies.

In this work, we prototype a new type of supercon-
ducting DM experiment aimed at resolving these issues.
For the first time, we perform a low-threshold search for
DM–electron interactions using a kinetic inductance de-
tector (KID) [14–20]. KIDs have previously been used to
search for DM–nucleon scattering in Refs. [21–23]. KIDs
take advantage of the fact that the kinetic inductance of
a superconductor increases when charge-carrying Cooper
pairs are broken. When patterned into a LC resonator,
shifts in the kinetic inductance can be precisely measured
with standard microwave electronics, enabling a very sen-
sitive readout without the sharp transition-based thresh-
old of SNSPDs. Small-scale KIDs have already been de-
veloped for use in astronomical applications in the op-
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tical and near-infrared regimes [24–27]. The simplicity
and relative maturity of the technology means that it is
feasible to produce devices at large scales with present-
day readout schemes [28–30], so KIDs have the potential
to significantly extend DM searches in both mass and
cross section. Even in this prototype study, we demon-
strate excellent energy resolution with thresholds as low
as 0.2 eV, substantially outperforming other searches to
date.

KINETIC INDUCTANCE DETECTORS

The operation of a KID is based on the inverse rela-
tionship between the kinetic inductance of a supercon-
ductor and the density of charge carriers. Energy de-
posits in the superconductor break Cooper pairs, produc-
ing excess quasiparticles and increasing its kinetic induc-
tance. When energy is deposited in the superconductor,
the resonance frequency f(t) decreases rapidly with the
quasiparticle density. The quasiparticles recombine on a
timescale τQP, after which f(t) relaxes back to the qui-
escent resonance frequency f̄ . We read out the changing
resonance frequency using a homodyne mixing scheme,
and search for events in the frequency quadrature.1 We
determine the signal shape in the frequency quadrature
empirically from calibration data, and we use this shape
to identify energy deposition events and reject noise.

The sensitivity of KIDs derives from the high kinetic
inductance fraction of superconducting strips in materi-
als with high resistivity in the normal metal state. Typ-
ical KIDs operate in the microwave range,2 with reso-
nance frequencies f̄ ∼ GHz, and the noise level in our
readout system is δf̄ ∼ kHz, enabling the detection of
shifts in the resonance frequency at one part in 106.
For sufficiently high-quality resonators, which are read-
ily fabricated with standard techniques, the magnitude of
the frequency shift follows a Gaussian distribution whose
mean and variance depends on the energy. For photons,
neglecting any noise sources in the readout, the maxi-
mum energy resolving power R ≡ E/∆EFWHM has the
analytic form

Rmax =
1

2.355

√
ηE

F∆
, (1)

where η is the conversion efficiency from photons to
quasiparticles, ∆ ≈ 1.76kBTC is the superconducting
gap, F is the Fano factor, and the factor of 1/2.355 con-
verts between the standard deviation of the energy dis-
tribution and the full width at half maximum (FWHM).

1 For further details, see Section 5.2 of Ref. [31].
2 For this reason, these devices are sometimes referred to in the
literature as microwave kinetic inductance detectors (MKIDs).
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FIG. 1. Top left: Schematic representation of a KID and
readout as a circuit. Bottom left: Layer structure including
substrate and Al cap. Right: Micrograph of the KID used
in this study, with circuit elements labeled.

Thus, in particular, a small superconducting gap corre-
sponds to a high energy resolving power.
For our experimental configuration, we have η ≈ 0.57,

TC ≈ 1.2K, ∆ ≈ 0.18meV, and F ≈ 0.2, corresponding
to Rmax = 53.1 × (E/eV)1/2. This readily enables the
detection of sub-eV photons, which is why KIDs have
been deployed for infrared astronomy applications. For
our purposes, we note that Rmax ≳ 5 for energies as
low as 10meV, meaning that this detection platform can
in principle retain sensitivity and energy resolution for
deposits characteristic of DM masses as low as 10 keV.
Crucially, the readout scheme allows such resonators to
be massively multiplexed, enabling straightforward im-
plementation of experiments consisting of large arrays of
KIDs. KIDs can also be easily operated cryogenically at
temperatures well below the superconducting transition
temperature, which allows for thorough suppression of
noise from thermal quasiparticles.

IMPLEMENTATION AND CALIBRATION

We constructed a kinetic inductance detector as the
sensor and target for a prototype DM search. The kinetic
inductance detector used in this study, shown in Fig. 1, is
similar to that used in Ref. [19]. The superconducting ab-
sorber, i.e., the active component of the detector, consists
of three layers: one of Ti between two of TiN, with a crit-
ical temperature of TC ≈ 1.2K. The absorber has a total
thickness of 22 nm, and a surface area of 1µm × 50 µm.
The absorber is placed in series with an interdigitated
capacitor (IDC) and an inductive strip in order to form
an RLC resonator. The IDC has a much larger area than
the inductor on the order of ∼1mm2, and is capped with
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FIG. 2. Distribution of estimated pulse heights Â on cali-
bration data with a 0.8 eV photon source. Blue, orange, and
green curves show Gaussian fits to the 0-photon, 1-photon,
and 2-photon peaks, respectively. Note that σ̃n/µ̃n is nearly
constant across n-photon peaks.

a thin Al layer, which attenuates variations in the effec-
tive inductance of the resonator due to the IDC. It is
possible that excitations produced by energy deposition
in the IDC could be transported to the absorber, break-
ing Cooper pairs and producing a signal. However, as
the efficiency for this process is difficult to estimate as
a function of location, we conservatively neglect all de-
posits in the IDC when evaluating DM sensitivity curves.
We assume the internal efficiency to energy deposition is
100%, which is confirmed by comparing the single pho-
ton detection rate and the photon absorption rate of the
device studied in Ref. [19]. The KID’s response to en-
ergy deposition can be measured in the frequency and the
dissipation responses. We use frequency readout in this
study, as is typical in sensing applications: the frequency
response has a larger amplitude and longer lifetime, and
thus yields a much higher signal-to-noise ratio.

Counting events requires a prescription for identifying
events in timeseries data. Low-threshold count detectors
such as SNSPDs count events based on sharp transitions
between the superconducting and normal-metal phases,
which are pronounced and easily identified. For a KID,
by contrast, a sufficiently small deposit can shift the reso-
nance frequency by an almost arbitrarily small amount.3

Discriminating between events and noise fluctuations is
nontrivial, and the details of the analysis procedure have
important implications for sensitivity to the smallest de-
posits.

3 The absolute floor is fixed by the typical value of ω in quasipar-
ticle production processes, which is set by the superconducting
gap, well below any scale considered in this work.

We identify candidate events by matching timeseries
samples of the frequency quadrature, ∆f(t), to a tem-
plate pulse shape s(t), which we extract empirically from
a calibration dataset. We obtained the calibration data
by exposing the detector to a 0.8 eV (1550 nm) laser pulse
at regular intervals. Given a measured timeseries ∆f(t)
of the same duration T as the template s(t), we write
∆f(t) = As(t) + n(t), where n(t) accounts for noise. We
then extract A from the data using a standard Wiener
filter, obtaining an estimate Â. Using a sliding window of
duration T gives a timeseries Â(t). A deposit of energy
ω will produce a peak in Â(t) with height correspond-
ing to ω. Further details are given in the Supplementary
Material (SM).

In particular, this means that the effects of energy de-
posits on KID data can be phrased in terms of the dis-
tribution of the estimator Â over a set of samples, as
shown for the calibration data itself in Fig. 2. The peak
of the distribution at Â ≈ 1 corresponds to the absorp-
tion of a single photon from the calibration source, and
the peak at Â ≈ 2 corresponds to occasional two-photon
absorption events. The width of the “zero-photon” peak
at small Â characterizes the distribution of Â in the ab-
sence of a calibration photon, which reflects the intrinsic
noise of the detector. This width σ̂0 is ultimately the
limiting factor on the sensitivity to small deposits. Note
that the energy resolving power of our detector at the
calibration energy is R ≈ 2.4, well below the upper limit
of Rmax = 44.2 implied by Eq. (1).

Figure 2 demonstrates the simple relation between Â
and the size of the deposit, ω. We normalize Â to 1 for the
0.8 eV calibration pulses. Then the distance between the
n-photon peak and the 0-photon peak, µ̃n ≡ µ̂n − µ̂0, is
linear in ω. We also extract an empirical relationship be-
tween the peak location and its width. For fixed detector
parameters, there is no mechanism intrinsic to KIDs that
causes the resolution to degrade with increasing photon
energy. However, it is clear from Fig. 2 that σ̂n increases
with µ̂n. The same effect was observed in Ref. [19] and
attributed to additional noise induced by the absorption
of the photon. Taking this photon-induced noise σ̃n to
combine in quadrature with the width of the 0-photon
peak, we define σ̃n ≡

√
σ̂2
n − σ̂2

0 , where σ̂n is the width of
the n-photon peak. Empirically, σ̃n/µ̃n is nearly constant
at 0.16, suggesting that the additional noise is linear in
the deposited energy. This allows us to predict the noise
induced by deposited energies that are not multiples of
the calibration energy. In particular, we map between Â
and ω using (µ̂0, σ̂0) = (0.09, 0.11). Note that µ̂0 > 0 in
the calibration dataset, i.e., the 0-photon peak is slightly
displaced from Â = 0. This is due at least in part to the
absorption of a large number of calibration photons in
the IDC: the IDC has a large area, but the response of
the detector to deposits therein is very small.

We operated the detector in dark conditions, with no
calibration source, for 26 hours. We use the event rate
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FIG. 3. Integrated count rate observed in the prototype
dataset as a function of effective threshold. The orange curve
shows the dark count rate predicted in the case of pure Gaus-
sian white noise with variance set by the measured 0-photon
peak (see Fig. 2). Inset: The single event in the dataset with

the largest value of Â (2.02). The timeseries measurements
∆f(t) are shown in green, while the scaled signal template

Â × s(t) is shown in black in the shaded region. The time is
given relative to the start of the signal template.

from this run to constrain DM interactions in the follow-
ing section. To that end, we must first define the count-
ing of events. In a click detector, such as an SNSPD, the
count rate is simply the number of clicks per unit time.
For our present analysis, on the other hand, the count
rate is a function of the threshold in Â, which corre-
sponds directly to the threshold in the deposited energy.
We thus obtain a spectrum of count rates as a function of
Â, or equivalently, as a function of ω, as shown in Fig. 3.
We then diagnose the presence or absence of a DM signal
using the profile likelihood ratio test to distinguish be-
tween Gaussian white noise alone and the combination
of noise and a DM signal.

Since we can reduce the threshold in Â almost arbitrar-
ily, it is possible to study DM interactions at very low en-
ergy thresholds, with the caveat that the dark count rate
increases dramatically at small Â. Even these high dark
count rates are not necessarily an obstacle to obtaining
strong constraints if the noise distribution is sufficiently
well-characterized. However, since the noise characteri-
zation is not completely controlled, we conservatively set
a threshold of 200meV for our analysis.

We note that while the observed dark count rate at
low energies is consistent with Gaussian white noise as-
sociated with the width of the 0-photon peak, this is not
the case for energies ω ≳ 0.5 eV. Figure 3 shows a long
tail of dark counts that cannot be accounted for by white
noise. These counts could result from an energetic source,
such as cosmic rays or radioactive materials, or from non-

Gaussian electronic noise. In our projections for future
experiments, we will optimistically assume that the dark
counts are fully accounted for by Gaussian white noise.

DARK MATTER CONSTRAINTS

The interaction rate of DM with electrons in a detec-
tor is determined by three components: (1) the abun-
dance and distribution of dark matter particles passing
through the experiment; (2) the form of the microphys-
ical interaction between the DM and a single electron;
and (3) the electronic degrees of freedom in the detec-
tor material. The first two components admit a set of
benchmark models that have been well understood for
many years. The third component, relating to the ma-
terials physics itself, has only recently been explored in
the literature, and has been shown to have significant im-
plications for experimental sensitivity. We assume that
the DM–electron interaction is spin-independent, which
allows us to use the dielectric function formalism for DM
scattering rates [44].
In this approach, the dependence of the interaction

rate on the electronic degrees of freedom is written in
terms of a linear response function χ(q, ω) for any mo-
mentum transfer q and energy deposit ω. The DM scat-
tering rate at fixed DM velocity vχ then takes the form

Γ(vχ) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
|V (q)|2 [2χ(q, ωq)] . (2)

Here V (q) ≡ gegχ/(q
2 + m2

ϕ) is the DM–electron inter-
action potential, where mϕ is the mediator mass, and ge
and gχ are the couplings of the mediator to the electron
and the DM particle respectively; ωq = q·vχ−q2/(2mχ);
and χ(q, ω) is related directly to the dielectric function
ϵ(q, ω) as χ(q, ω) = (q2/e2) Im[−1/ϵ(q, ω)], where e is
the charge of the electron. The loss function Im(−1/ϵ) is
a well understood and experimentally measurable prop-
erty of an electronic system. The rate of a DM absorp-
tion process is also proportional to the loss function, as
we review in the SM.
We use this form of the rate to determine con-

straints on the DM-electron cross section for the scat-
tering case, and on the dark photon mixing param-
eter for the case of absorption. Our constraints for
scattering are shown in terms of a reference cross sec-

tion σ̄e = 1
πµ

2
eχg

2
eg

2
χ

[
(αEMme)

2
+m2

ϕ

]−2
, where µeχ de-

notes the reduced mass of the electron–DM system, and
αEM ≈ 1/137 is the fine structure constant. We assume
the DM velocities to be distributed according to the Stan-
dard Halo Model, taking the rms velocity as 220 km/s,
the Earth velocity as 232 km/s in the galactic frame, and
the halo escape velocity as 550 km/s.
The resulting bounds we set using the collected data

from our prototype KID are shown in Fig. 4 for DM scat-
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FIG. 4. Left: New bound and projections for DM scattering with electrons via a light mediator. The shaded gray region
shows existing bounds from terrestrial experiments [32–37], with recent SNSPD results outlined in dashed purple. The orange
and green curves show projected constraints for year-long exposures of multiplexed KIDs with 104 and 107 pixels, respectively,
each of the same size as our single-pixel prototype. In the projected curves, we assume that the high-energy dark counts in
Fig. 3 are mitigated, such that background counts are produced only by the Gaussian white noise associated with the 0-photon
peak. The width of this peak is reduced for the projected curves, corresponding to an increased energy resolving power and a
decreased threshold. The resolving power for the orange curve is increased by a factor of 8, matching demonstrated resolving
power in comparable devices. The green curve assumes the maximum resolving power in a low-gap absorber material with
TC = 100mK (R = 136.2). Right: New bound and projections for absorption of kinetically mixed dark photon DM. The
shaded gray region shows existing bounds from terrestrial experiments [32, 34, 38–41], and the shaded yellow region shows
model-dependent bounds from stellar cooling [38, 42, 43].

tering via a light mediator (left panel) and for absorption
of a kinetically mixed dark photon (right panel). Results
for DM scattering via a heavy mediator are shown in
the SM. We also show projections for the reach of future
KID-based experiments, assuming improvements in both
exposure and threshold. In particular, the orange curves
in Fig. 4 assume that the energy resolving power is in-
creased by a uniform factor to R = 19 at 0.8 eV, as has
been demonstrated by Ref. [45]. This is a factor of ∼ 8
higher than R in our configuration, but still well below
Rmax ≈ 60. The green curves assume maximum resolving
power in a material with a smaller gap, corresponding to
a critical temperature of TC = 100mK, or Rmax = 136.2.
A critical temperature of this order could be achieved
in a future experiment using e.g. Hf or a proximitized
bilayer for the absorber. The data from our prototype
experiment already probes new parameter space for DM
scattering due to the extremely low effective threshold.
It also extends direct detection constraints for dark pho-
ton absorption into parameter space that is probed by
stellar physics in a complementary manner.

DISCUSSION

In this work, we have demonstrated the use of KIDs
as DM detectors as simultaneous targets and sensors,

and we have shown that our prototype device is sensi-
tive to lower thresholds than any existing DM experi-
ment, including those based on SNSPDs. The remark-
ably low threshold of the KID experiment originates from
the detection concept: rather than identifying events by
sharp transitions out of the superconducting phase, the
KID registers even very small deposits as correspondingly
small fluctuations in its resonance frequency. Thus, the
main hurdle to overcome is noise rejection, and we have
shown here that simple filtering techniques are sufficient
to achieve a threshold of 0.2 eV.

Additionally, our prototype device demonstrates ex-
cellent energy resolution for candidate events, as com-
pared with other DM detection platforms. In calibration
data, the energy ω of an incident pulse can be resolved
with a full width at half maximum of ∼0.3ω. In future
large-scale experiments, this spectral information can be
used to discriminate between a putative DM signal and
known backgrounds. Moreover, our current results cor-
respond to an energy resolving power more than an order
of magnitude below the upper limit of Eq. (1), indicating
considerable room for improvement by reduction of noise
sources. Significantly higher energy resolving power has
already been demonstrated in other KID devices.

Despite the extremely small size of our prototype de-
vice, it has already set novel constraints on DM interac-
tions due to the extremely low effective threshold. The
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most promising aspect of KID-based DM searches is their
scalability. KIDs are easily manufactured in large mul-
tiplexed arrays, and it is possible with present-day tools
to produce KID arrays with active volumes on the order
of 1mm3, larger than our current setup by a factor of
∼108. This increased size will translate directly to sub-
stantially enhanced reach in the DM parameter space.
Moreover, future detector development will also reduce
the 0-photon noise width, leading to yet smaller effective
thresholds.
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In this Supplemental Material, we provide additional details on the analysis procedure used in this work to extract
constraints on dark matter (DM) interactions.

I. OPTIMAL FILTERING AND EVENT SELECTION

Given the raw timeseries data ∆f(t), we identify candidate events using an optimal filter given a template event
shape. To that end, we perform the following steps:

1. Determine the pulse shape template s(t) with duration T ;

2. Determine the spectrum of noise n(t);

3. Assuming the signal takes the form ∆f(t) = As(t) + n(t), estimate A on each window of duration T using the
maximum likelihood estimator Â given in Eq. (S.3) below, producing a timeseries Â(t);

4. Define criteria for counting the number of events from Â(t).

We now discuss each of these steps in detail.

A. Pulse shape and noise spectrum

When energy is deposited in the KID, the resonant frequency decreases rapidly and then relaxes back to the baseline
f̄ . This can be read out by measuring the complex transmission coefficient of the resonator, S21, while sweeping the
input frequency across f̄ . During such a sweep, S21 traces out a circle in the complex plane. When energy is deposited
in the system, S21 is suddenly displaced from its position on the circle. This displacement can be decomposed into
the displacement towards the origin, called the dissipation quadrature, and the displacement tangent to the circle,
called the frequency quadrature. While both quadratures contain information about the detector response, the signal
in the frequency quadrature has a longer amplitude and lifetime [19], so we use only the frequency quadrature in this
work. A priori, the pulse shape s(t) in the frequency quadrature is expected to have the form

s(t) ≈ A0

[
e−t/τQP − e−t/τrise

]
, (S.1)

where τrise ∼ 10 µs and tQP ∼ 100 µs. However, for our purposes, it is critical to have a robust characterization of the
actual detector response. We thus determine the pulse shape entirely empirically.

We analyze calibration data consisting of a timeseries of frequency quadrature measurements, ∆f(t), for 5000 laser
pulses emitted at a rate of one per 4.1ms. The laser wavelength is 1550 nm, corresponding to photons with energy
ωc ≡ 0.80 eV. We divide the timeseries into 4.1ms windows with a laser pulse emitted 2ms after the beginning of
each window. We thus assume that the first 2ms of each window correspond to pure noise in addition to the baseline
resonance frequency, i.e., f(t) = f̄ +n(t). We average these data points across all 5000 windows to obtain the average
resonance frequency,

f̄ = 1.506 52GHz. (S.2)
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FIG. S1. Left: Empirical template s(t) obtained from calibration data, superimposed over data from a single calibration pulse.

Top right: Raw timeseries for ten calibration pulses. Bottom right: Optimally-filtered timeseries, Â, shown with an offset
of 2ms so that peaks of Â are aligned with peaks of ∆f . The vertical axis on the right-hand side gives Â in units of the width
of the 0-photon peak, i.e., the width of the distribution of Â on pure noise. The mean µ̂0 of the 0-photon peak is subtracted.
However, this has no qualitative effect, since µ̂0 ≪ 0.01.

We likewise determine the pulse template s(t) by averaging ∆f(t) over the 5000 windows. However, we do not take
this average over every time series. The absorption efficiency is ∼1/few, so not every window exhibits a pulse. We
determine the pulse template by averaging only over those windows falling within the 1-photon peak, which we define
to be those pulses whose maxima fall within one standard deviation in a Gaussian fit to the peak. This way, 1-photon
pulses at the calibration wavelength correspond roughly to a pulse height A = 1, and 2-photon pulses correspond
roughly to a pulse height A = 2. The resulting template is shown together with one window of calibration data in
Fig. S1.

We use the pulse template s(t) to identify events using a Wiener (optimal) filter. That is, given a sample with the
same duration T as the template, we estimate the pulse height A with the estimator

Â ≡
∑N/2−1

k=−N/2 s̃
∗
k∆̃fk |ñk|−2

∑N/2−1
k=−N/2 |s̃k|

2 |ñk|−2
, (S.3)

where v ≡ ∆f ; N is the number of samples recorded in time T ; fk = k/T ; and s̃k, ∆̃fk, and ñk are the discrete
Fourier transforms of s(t), ∆f(t), and n(t), each evaluated at fk. This estimator is optimal in the sense of minimizing
χ2 (see e.g. Ref. [46]).

Now we return to the noise term n(t). On general grounds, it is expected that n(t) is approximately described by
Gaussian white noise, i.e., n(t) ∼ N (0, An). If this description is exact, then the noise spectrum does not influence the
estimator Â at all: that is, if ñ is independent of frequency, the |ñk|2 cancel between the numerator and denominator
of Eq. (S.3). However, the noise is not perfectly white. In particular, we find a 1/f excess below 10 kHz that is
consistent with two-level noise, similar to that found in Refs. [17, 47]. Thus, we need to obtain the full noise power
spectrum empirically from calibration data. To that end, we concatenate the dark portions of all calibration windows
(t < 2ms), divide this timeseries into windows of length T , and compute ñk on each window. We then average |ñk|2
across these windows.

With the empirically-determined pulse shape and noise spectrum, we produce a filtered timeseries Â(t) for the
calibration data, where Â(t) is defined to be the value of the estimator Â on the window (t, t + T ). We verify that
Â ≈ 1 for pulses in the 1-photon peak, as shown in the right panel of Fig. S1. The calibration data also provides
information about the detector response for larger deposits: in some fraction of events, two or more photons are
simultaneously absorbed by the detector, leading to multiple peaks in the distribution of Â. We have checked from
the calibration data that the same signal template holds for larger energy deposits, and that the mean signal amplitude
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A scales linearly with the size of the deposit. Thus, an estimate of A can be interpreted approximately as an estimate
of ω/ωc.

However, at fixed deposit size ω, the value of Â in calibration data is not perfectly fixed: rather, it is normally
distributed with a nonnegligible width. Empirically, the parameters of this distribution are well approximated by
making the following assumptions:

1. The difference between the mean of the distribution, µ̂ω, and the mean of the 0-photon peak, µ̂0, is linear in
the deposit: that is, µ̃ω ≡ µ̂ω − µ̂0 ≈ Cµω.

2. The width of the distribution σ̂ω receives two contributions: a width σ̃ω = Cσµ̃ω that is linear in µ̃ω, corre-
sponding to deposit-induced noise, and the width σ̂0 of the 0-photon peak, corresponding to the baseline noise
in the detector system. Combining these in quadrature yields σ̂ω ≈

√
σ̂2
0 + C2

σµ̃
2
ω.

Comparing the 0-, 1-, and 2-photon peaks in the calibration data, we find that the parameters of the peaks are well
fit by Cµ = 1.20 eV−1 and Cσ = 0.16. We use these parameters to perform a test of our event-counting pipeline by
injecting a known number of sampled pulses into dark data and recovering them with our analysis procedure, as we
detail in the next subsection.

B. Event counting

Once the timeseries Â(t) is determined, it is necessary to define criteria by which events are identified and counted.
There is no sharp intrinsic threshold in the KID detector apart from the superconducting gap: the threshold can in
principle be reduced almost arbitrarily, at the cost of increasing the dark count rate. In practice, an ad-hoc threshold
must be applied on Â(t) to count energy deposition events, and this threshold determines the dark count rate. In
calibration data, the estimator Â has a well characterized distribution on pure noise, as shown by the 0-photon peak
in Fig. 2. Thus, a fluctuation in Â originating from noise can be assigned a statistical significance, as shown at right
in Fig. S1. With a large sampling rate of 250 kHz, a high significance threshold is required to make the dark count
rate manageable.

Given a threshold Âmin, an event is counted when Â exceeds Âmin, and no further events are counted until Â crosses
below σ̂0, the width of the distribution of Â in the absence of pulses. For Z ≡ Âmin/σ̂0 ≫ 1, if the distribution on

Â on noise is perfectly Gaussian, this leads to a dark count rate of Γ0 = (2π)−1/2Z−1e−
1
2Z

2 × Γs, where Γs is the
sampling rate. That is,

Γ0 ≈ 4.1 yr−1 ×
(

Γs

250 kHz

)(
Z

7

)−1

exp

[
−1

2

(
Z2 − 72

)]
. (S.4)

Since Â corresponds to the size of the deposit, Âmin corresponds directly to a threshold in deposited energy. The
fiducial threshold Z = 7 above corresponds to ωmin ≈ 200meV. However, as shown in Fig. 3, our dataset contains
excess dark counts at higher energies (larger Â) that cannot be accounted for by the noise distribution measured from
calibration data. The estimate above is only valid if the sources that account for these events can be identified and
eliminated.

Another way to characterize the effective threshold is by demanding that our pipeline should be able to identify
a number of injected events in mock data to within a certain level of precision. We carry out this test using the
distributional parameters obtained in the previous subsection for the relationship between Â and the size of a deposit.
Assuming these distributions, we generate a sample of Ninj mock events at varying energies, count the number of
events Nobs in the resulting timeseries, and compute the fraction f ≡ Nobs/Ninj. In the absence of noise, with
perfect detection efficiency, we should have f = 1. Realistically, as the threshold is lowered, f exceeds 1, since noise
fluctuations are misinterpreted as pulses. As the threshold is raised, on the other hand, f approaches zero. Now, as
a function of energy, we identify the range of thresholds (Zmin, Zmax) for which 0.95 < f < 1.05. This is shown as
the gray shaded region in Fig. S2. The detector can only operate at this level of precision at thresholds between Zmin

and Zmax, so the lowest effective threshold in energy is the energy below which Zmin and Zmax nearly coincide. From
the figure, it is apparent that this effective threshold indeed corresponds to ωmin ≈ 200meV.
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of the width of the 0-photon peak, i.e., the width of Â on pure noise. In the orange region (high thresholds), fewer than 95%
of injected pulses are counted. In the blue region (low thresholds), the number of pulses counted is larger than the number
injected by at least 5%. In the gray region, the number of pulses counted is within 5% of the number injected. The blue and
orange curves show Zmin and Zmax as defined in the text.

II. DARK MATTER SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

The preceding section detailed the process of identifying and counting events in our KID device. In the present
section, we give supplementary details of the dark matter models constrained in the main text, and highlight features
of the statistical treatment entering the constraints and projections in Fig. 4.

We model the detector system as a dielectric, and compute DM interaction rates from the electronic response
function, following Refs. [44, 48, 49]. We determine the energy- and momentum-dependent response function χ(q, ω)
from the Drude model, in which ϵ(ω) = 1− ω2

p/ω
2, where the plasma frequency ωp is a material-dependent property.

We use ωp = 7 eV for TiN. We set χ = (q2/e2) Im(−1/ϵ) and neglect boundary considerations that may arise from
the thin-layer geometry of the detector [7, 50]. Given this response function for the detector, we can now compute
DM scattering and absorption rates with mild assumptions on the structure of the DM interactions. In particular,
our scattering computations are valid for any scalar or vector interaction, and our absorption computations are
valid for the case of a kinetic mixing between a dark vector and the Standard Model photon. Since the models
and statistical treatment are different between the two cases, we discuss absorption and scattering separately in the
following subsections.

A. Dark matter absorption

We begin with DM absorption because the statistical treatment is simpler, but we note that since absorption takes
place in the regime where ω ≈ mχ rather than ω ≪ mχ, absorption rates are not model-independent in the same
sense as scattering rates. Therefore, we study absorption under the assumption of a fiducial model in which the DM
is a vector A′

µ (i.e., a dark photon) interacting with the Standard Model photon Aµ via a kinetic mixing. That is,

we assume an interaction Lagrangian of the form Lint = − 1
2κFµνF

′µν , where F
(′)
µν ≡ ∂µA

(′)
ν − ∂νA

(′)
µ . In this case, the

absorption rate per unit volume takes the form [7]

ΓA = mχ
κ2e2

q2
χ(pχ,mχ) , (S.5)

so our experiment constrains the coupling κ at fixed mχ.
The statistical treatment of DM absorption is relatively straightforward, since an absorption signal is monochro-

matic: to good approximation, all events deposit the same energy, ω ≈ mχ. Thus, at each DM mass, only one bin of
ω is relevant, and it suffices to count events in that bin alone. In turn, this means that each value of mχ is subject to
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a background rate limited to that same bin. Then a constraint can be set by the usual Feldman–Cousins procedure
[51], simply on the basis of the total count rate in the corresponding bin. The difference between our analysis and a
typical threshold-based analysis (e.g. as in Ref. [7]) is that the threshold is set equal to mχ for each DM mass, which
means that the dark count rate is different for each mχ, becoming very large for mχ ≲ 200meV. Accordingly, our
absorption constraint does not show a sharp cutoff at low masses, but relaxes smoothly as the threshold decreases
and the dark count rate increases. Note that further background rejection could be achieved using the fact that the
signal is a narrow line. This is not incorporated in our analysis.

B. Dark matter scattering

For DM scattering, the event rate is model-independent for spin-independent interactions (i.e., scalar or vector medi-
ators), and takes the form given in Eq. (S.6) of the main text:

Γ(vχ) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
|V (q)|2 [2χ(q, ωq)] . (S.6)

However, unlike absorption, scattering produces a broad spectrum of deposits whose shape is dependent on the
mediator mass. The DM–electron interaction potential V (q) can be written in the nonrelativistic limit as V (q) =
gegχ/(q

2 + m2
ϕ), so there are two distinct regimes: given a typical momentum transfer qref = αEMme, the light

mediator regime mϕ ≪ qref produces a spectrum which increases at small deposits, while the heavy mediator regime
mϕ ≫ qref produces a spectrum peaking at the largest kinematically-allowed deposits.

In each case, the broad spectrum of deposits means that there is no direct mapping between the DM mass and the
dark count rate. Instead, given a spectrum of deposits, we constrain the DM parameters using the profile likelihood
ratio test. Here, we assume that all events counted are due to backgrounds and not due to DM scattering events. We
then test for a preference between the background-only model and background plus signal. For a measured spectrum
{Γi} at energies ωi, the likelihood ratio test statistic τ is given by

1
2τ ≡ −

∑

i

ℓ (0; ωi,Γi) + max
gegχ

[∑

i

ℓ (gegχ; ωi,Γi)

]
, (S.7)

where ℓ (gegχ; ωi,Γi) is the log likelihood of the rate Γi at energy ωi at a fixed value of gegχ, such that ℓ (0; ωi,Γi)
corresponds to the background-only hypothesis. We draw our constraint and projection curves at reference cross
section σ̄e corresponding to the value of gegχ which produces a test statistic at the 95% confidence level. In principle,
this is not the most conservative constraint, since it assumes that the background model is robust. In our constraints
and projections, we set the lower bound of our lowest bin at 213meV and avoid any reliance on background modeling
at lower energies.

We show constraints and projections for DM scattering via a light mediator in Fig. 4 of the main text. For
completeness, we show constraints and projections for scattering via a heavy mediator in Fig. S3.
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