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FIG. 1. Corrected limit on DM particle interacting with electrons via a heavy dark photon (top, FDM ¼ 1) or an ultralight dark photon
(bottom, FDM ∝ 1=q2) compared to the XENON10 and SENSEI results [2,3]. The red line is the limit curve with a Fano factor of 0.155
in the ionization model. The salmon colored region indicates the systematic uncertainties due to varying the Fano factor between the
lowest mathematically possible value and 1. For signal models as well as additional astrophysical constraints, see Ref. [4]. All limits as
shown here assume a local DM density of 0.3 GeV=cm3.
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In our Letter describing the search for dark matter (DM) using a cryogenic Si chip sensitive to single electron-hole pairs,
the differential scattering rate of DM particles with electrons for a given DM particle massmχ , dN=dEðmχÞ, was computed
using the output of the publicly available QEdark notebook [1]. From this notebook we obtained an array in 0.2 eV bins of
ΔNi—the expected number of events in bin i—for a fixed dark matter density, data acquisition time, detector mass, and
cross section. In our linear approximation ΔNi is related to dN=dE as ΔNi ≈ dN=dE × ΔEi ¼ dN=dE × 0.2, with the
recoil energy E taken to have units of eV; so dN=dE ≈ 5ΔNi. Because of a miscommunication, this factor of 5 binning
correction was applied twice, yielding a dN=dE that was 5 times higher than it should have been and an upper limit cross
section that was 5 times too strong.
An updated version of Fig. 4 middle and bottom of the Letter is provided in this Erratum as Fig. 1. These new figures also

include the limits observed by the SENSEI Collaboration which were published simultaneously with our original Letter in
Ref. [2]. For ease of future comparison, Fig. 2 has been added to this Erratum showing the total DM-electron scattering rate
in silicon at σ̄e ¼ 10−37 cm2 for the probed DMmodels. This rate was calculated with the QEdark notebook downloaded on
October 28, 2018 and forms the basis of the results shown in Fig. 1. The notebook has not changed since the publication of
our Letter.
We thank Rouven Essig for useful discussions.
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FIG. 2. Total rates RðmχÞ of DM-electron scattering in silicon for two DM form factors, FDM, corresponding to different DM models.
The blue dashed (green solid) line assumes a heavy (ultralight) dark photon mediator. The rates are the yearly average for a local DM
density of 0.3 GeV=cm3 and are calculated with QEdark [1].
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