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Abstract

Quantum coherence is one of the most striking features of quantum mechanics rooted in the

superposition principle. Recently it has been demonstrated that it is possible to harvest the

quantum coherence from a coherent scalar field. In order to explore a new method of detecting

axion dark matter, we consider a point-like Unruh-DeWitt detector coupled to the axion field

and quantify a coherent measure of the detector. We show that the detector can harvest the

quantum coherence from the axion dark matter. To be more precise, we consider a two-level

of electron system in an atom as the detector. In this case, we obtain the coherence measure

C = 2.2 × 10−6γ (T/1s) where T and γ are an observation time and the Lorentz factor. At the

same time, the axion mass ma we can probe is determined by the energy gap of the detector.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In cosmology, to reveal the nature of the dark matter is the most important issue. Re-

cently, axions [1–6] and axion-like particles [7, 8] with broad range of masses have been

intensively studied as candidates for dark matter [9–12]. It is known that the energy density

of the dark matter near the Earth is 0.3 GeV/cm3 [13]. This means that in the case of the

very light axion mass, say, 10−24 eV/c2, the occupation number of the axion becomes very

large (∼ 10100) and naively we regard the axion as a classical field. From the observations

of dwarf galaxies and distant galaxies, there are constrains on the mass of the axions larger

than 10−21eV/c2 [14–17]. The observations of steller mass black holes with spins exclude the

mass range between 10−20 eV/c2 and 2×10−11 eV/c2 [18, 19]. However, from observations of

the large scale structure of the universe, there are no constraints on the axion mass between

10−10 eV/c2 and 1 keV/c2 . For the axion mass larger than 1 keV/c2, it is known that the

axion annihlates into photons. Hence, in this paper, we focus on the axion mass between

10−10 eV/c2 and 1 keV/c2. In particular, we consider whether quantum coherence of the

axion in the mass range can be harvested by a detector.
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A peculiar feature of the axion field is its coherent oscillation. This oscillation has a

frequency given by the axion mass. Taking advantage of this feature of axion that behaves

as waves, there are some attempts to detect this coherent oscillation directly with gravita-

tional wave interferometers [20–22]. Interestingly, the methods of detecting the axion and

gravitational waves are similar [23, 24]. It is shown that quantum entanglement is useful

for detecting gravitons [25]. The Hanbury-Brown-Twiss interferometer which is developed

in quantum information science can be used to probe gravitons of primordial gravitational

waves [26]. Hence, it would be intriguing to make use of the method developed in quantum

information science for probing the axion dark matter by detecting the quantum coherence

of the axion. Although there is an extensive amount of research on harvesting quantum en-

tanglement from quantum fields [27], no-go theorem for the entanglement harvesting is also

discussed in [28, 29]. The more fundamental feature of quantum physics is the superposition

principle, namely quantum coherence. Recently, the importance of the quantum coherence

has been recognized [30] and a coherence measure is invented [31]. Thus, the goal of this

paper is to study whether we can probe the axion dark matter by harvesting the quantum

coherence from it.

In macroscopic systems, decoherence occurs rapidly through ordinary interactions, such

as electromagnetic interactions. However, the dark matter has very weak interactions with

the standard model particles. The gravity couples to any sources of energy and momenta and

thus couples to the dark matter with the same strength of the gravitational constant. Hence,

macroscopic quantum superposition states of the dark matter may experience decoherence

through gravitational interactions. However, gravitation is so weak that the decoherence

may proceed very slowly. Thus, the dark matter may keep its quantum coherence for a long

time [32].

In this paper, we focus on light axion fields. Since the dark matter is non-relativistic, the

dark matter particles have a large de Broglie wavelength. The ultra-light axions with the

mass from 10−10 eV/c2 to 1 keV/c2 correspond to the de Broglie wavelengths from 109cm

to submillimeters. Thus, unlike typical de Broglie wavelengths associated with well-known

particles (electrons and protons etc.), the de Broglie wavelength of the light dark matter

can be macroscopically large.

Recently, a way of faithfull extraction of quantum coherence has been investigated in [33].

Then, some concrete models have been considered for harvesting the quantum coherence [34]
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(see also [35]). In this paper, we apply the method that uses a coherence measure developed

in quantum information science to the axion dark matter and investigate whether we can

harvest the quantum coherence from the axion dark matter.

The organization of the paper is as follows: In section 2, we summarize the basics about

the axion dark matter. In section 3, we review the quantum coherence and the coherence

measure. In section 4, we investigate whether a detector can harvest the quantum coherence

from the axion dark matter. The last section is devoted to the conclusion.

II. AXION DARK MATTER BACKGROUND

We consider axions that may account for some or all of the missing dark matter in

the universe. In the local galaxy, we can neglect the cosmic expansion and discuss the

axion field in the Minkowski space. The axion is a pseudo-scalar with a shift symmetry

φ → φ + constant. The mass of the axion is induced by the noperturbative effect. The

model is described by the action

S =

∫

d4x

[

−1

2
∂µφ∂µφ− 1

2
m2

aφ
2

]

, (1)

where ma is the mass of the axion. The axion φ is coherently oscillating scalar field with

the frequency close to the axion’s mass ω ≈ ma expressed by

φ = A cosmat , (2)

where A is the amplitude of the axion oscillation. Note that the energy density of the axion

is given by

ρa =
1

2
φ̇2 +

m2
a

2
φ2 =

1

2
A2m2

a . (3)

where a dot denotes derivative with respect to t. If the dark matter consists of the axion,

the energy density ρa is regarded as ρDM and the amplitude of the axion can be estimated

as

A =

√
2ρDM

ma

= 2× 10−6

√

ρDM

0.3GeV/cm3

(

10−6 eV

ma

)

GeV , (4)
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where we used the energy density of the dark matter near the Earth ρDM = 0.3GeV/cm3 [13]

and considered the light axion mass of 10−6 eV for reference. Dark matter is pressureless

by definition and the existance of the pressureless matter is confirmed by the CMB obser-

vation [36]. From Eq. (2), the pressure of axion is given by

pa =
1

2
φ̇2 − m2

a

2
φ2 = −1

2
A2m2

a cos 2mat . (5)

The time scale of the oscillation is given by m−1
a and the cosmological time scale is H−1

0 .

Since we consider 10−10 eV ≤ma ≤ 1 keV andH0 ∼ 10−33 eV, the time scale of the oscillation

is much shorter than the cosmological time scale. Hence, the pressure in Eq. (5) effectively

vanishes on average. Thus, the axion is known to be a good dark matter candidate.

If the occupation number becomes at the order of one, O(1), quantum coherence becomes

manifest. Let us see the case of the light axion dark matter ma ∼ 10−6 eV. The occupation

number of the axion is estimated as

∆N

∆x3∆p3
∼ n

k3
=

ρDM

mak3
∼ 2× 1028

(

ρDM

0.3GeV/cm3

)(

10−6 eV

ma

)4

, (6)

where n is volume number density and p = k = mava and also the velocity va = 0.5×10−3 [13]

are used. In this case, the occupation number is large and we regard the axion as a classical

field naively. However, for the axion with the mass about 10 eV, the occupation number

becomes

∆N

∆x3∆p3
∼ O(1)

(

ρDM

0.3GeV/cm3

)(

10 eV

ma

)4

, (7)

We see the quantum coherence will be manifest. We note that occupation number is one way

to distinguish the quantum object from classical object. Thus we consider the possibility

to find the quantum coherence in a broad mass range from 10−10 eV up to 1 keV in the

following.

III. QUANTUM COHERENCE

One of the most striking difference between classical and quantum physics is quantum

coherence which is rooted in the superposition principle. That is, a single quantum state
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simultaneously consists of multiple states. Let us consider a two-dimensional Hilbert space

spanned by a basis {|1〉, |2〉}. Assuming that the density operator can be written by ρ =

(|1〉〈1|+ |2〉〈2|+ c|1〉〈2|+ c∗|2〉〈1|) /2 where the complex number c satisfies |c| ≤ 1. Hence,

c represents the off-diagonal elements of ρ. For one extreme |c| = 1, the state is in a pure

equal superposition between the two states |1〉 and |2〉. In the other extreme, c = 0, the

state is maximally mixed and in no superposition. This tells us that the off-diagonal element

c describes the superposition, and it seems reasonable to take the quantity |c| as a measure

of the degree of superposed states between the two states |0〉 and |1〉. This observation

generalizes to pairs of orthogonal subspaces, in the sense that the off-diagonal block carries

the information of the superposition.

The amount of coherence present in a system can be quantified with a coherence measure

C(ρ) such that

C(ρ) ≥ 0 , (8)

with equality if and only if ρ is incoherent. A simple example of such a function is given

by the ℓ1-norm of coherence, which is equal to the sum of the modulus of the non-diagonal

elements

C(ρ) =
∑

i 6=j

∣

∣ρij
∣

∣ , (9)

with values ranging between 0 for an incoherent state and d− 1 for the maximally coherent

d-dimensional pure state

∣

∣ψ
〉

=
1√
d

d−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣i
〉

. (10)

For the above example of two states |1〉 and |2〉, the coherence measure is C(ρ) = |c|. In

order to harvest quantum coherence from a coherent system to an incoherent system, it is

necessary to make them interact through a completely positive and trace preserving quantum

operation as we will see next.
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IV. HARVESTING COHERENCE OF AXION DARK MATTER

A. The inertial Unruh-DeWitt detector

Let us consider an observer carrying a point-like Unruh-DeWitt detector [37, 38]. The

Unruh-DeWitt detector consists of a two-level of quantum system with the energy gap Ω,

interacting locally with axions along the detector’s worldline. In this paper, we only consider

a constant velocity observer. It is straightforward to extend the analysis to accelerating

observer. The Hamiltonian of the detector is given by

ĤD =
Ω

2

(∣

∣e〉〈e
∣

∣−
∣

∣g〉〈g
∣

∣

)

, (11)

where
∣

∣g〉 and
∣

∣e〉 are ground and excited states, respectively. The worldline x(τ) of the

detector is parametrized by proper time τ . The interaction of Hamiltonian of the detector

and the axion field is conveniently describe in terms of the detector’s proper time given by

ĤI(τ) = λχ(τ)µ̂(τ)⊗ ∂τ φ̂(τ) , (12)

where λ is a coupling constant and the monopole moment operator µ̂ and the switching

function χ of the detector are respectively given by

µ̂(τ) = eiΩτ
∣

∣e〉〈g
∣

∣+ e−iΩτ
∣

∣g〉〈e
∣

∣ , (13)

χ(τ) =
1

πT
exp

[

− τ 2

πT 2

]

. (14)

Note that the switching function describes the way the interaction of the duration T is

switched on and off. The axion has the symmetry under the transformation φ → φ +

constant, which requires the derivative coupling in the interaction Hamiltonian (12).

The axion field is quantized as

φ̂(x) =

∫

d3k
√

(2π)32ωk

[

âk e
−iωkt+ik·x + â†

k
eiωkt−ik·x

]

, (15)

with creation and annhilation operators ak, a
†
k
. Note that four-vectors and three-vectors are

denoted by bold-italic and boldface type, respectively.
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B. Harvesting quantum coherence

Let us suppose that the initial state ρ̂in before the interaction between the detector and

the axion is switched on is given in a separable state

ρ̂in =
∣

∣g〉〈g
∣

∣⊗ σ̂φ , (16)

where σ̂φ is an initial state of the axion. In the interaction picture, the time evolution of the

system is described by the unitary operator

Û = Texp

[

−i
∫

ĤI dτ

]

,

= Texp
[

−iλ
∣

∣e〉〈g
∣

∣⊗ Φ̂† − iλ
∣

∣g〉〈e
∣

∣⊗ Φ̂
]

. (17)

Here we used Eqs (12) and (13) and defined

Φ̂ ≡
∫ ∞

−∞

χ(τ)e−iΩτ∂τ φ̂f(x(τ))dτ , (18)

where the smeared axion field φ̂f on the detector’s center of mass worldline x(τ) =

(t(τ),x(τ)) is defined by

φ̂f(x(τ)) ≡
∫

f(ξ)φ̂(x(τ, ξ))d3ξ ,

=

∫

d3k
√

(2π)32ωk

[

F (τ,k)âk e
−iωkt+ik·x + F ∗(τ,k)â†

k
eiωkt−ik·x

]

, (19)

with x(τ, ξ) = x(τ) + ξ , and

F (τ,k) ≡
∫

d3ξ f(ξ)eik·ξ . (20)

Here, we introduced a spatial profile or smearing function f(ξ) supported on a finite spatial

region, in order to take into account the corrections coming from the finite size of the

detector. The smearing function controls the interaction between the detector at each point
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in the region and the axion field [39–41]. The smearing function f is chosen as

f(ξ) =
1

(πR)3
exp

[

− ξ2

πR2

]

, (21)

where R represents the size of the detector. The solution of the Liouville-von-Neumann

equation for the coupled system ∂τ ρ̂(τ) = −i[HI, ρ̂(τ)] is found to be

ρ̂f = Û ρ̂inÛ † (22)

∼





σ̂φ − λ2

2
(σ̂φT[Φ̂Φ̂

†] + (T[Φ̂Φ̂†])†σ̂φ) iλσ̂φΦ̂

−iλΦ̂†σ̂φ λ2Φ̂†σ̂φΦ̂



 , (23)

where the superscript f of ρ̂ denotes the final state and the higher order terms were neglected.

By tracing out the axion degrees of freedom, the reduced density matrix of the detector reads

ρ̂fD =





1− λ2tr(Φ̂†σ̂φΦ̂) iλtr(Φ̂σ̂φ)

−iλtr(Φ̂†σ̂φ) λ2tr(Φ̂†σ̂φΦ̂)



 , (24)

where trσφ = 1 is used. Note that the off-diagonal elements of ρ̂fD appear due to the coupling

λ.

The coherence measure Eq. (9) is obtained by summing the modulus of the off-diagonal

elements of ρ̂fD, which leads to

C = 2λ
∣

∣tr
(

Φ̂σ̂φ

)

∣

∣ , (25)

where Φ̂ in Eqs. (18) and (19) is calculated as

Φ̂ =

∫

d3k
√

(2π)32ωk

(

F−(k)âk + F ∗
+(k)â

†
k

)

, (26)

with the quantity

F±(k) ≡
∫ ∞

−∞

χ(τ)e±iΩτ∂τ
(

F (τ,k)eik·x(τ)
)

dτ . (27)
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Plugging the above Eq. (26) into Eq. (25), the coherence measure is found to be

C = 2λ
∣

∣

∣

∫

d3k
√

(2π)32ωk

[

F−(k)a(k) + F ∗
+(k)a

∗(k)
]

∣

∣

∣
, (28)

where we used axion coherent states âk|φ〉 = a(k)|φ〉 . Indeed, the expectation value of the

annihilation operator âk is given by

a(k) = 〈φ|âk|φ〉 = tr (âkσ̂φ) . (29)

The expectation value of the quantized axion field with the complex amplitude is expected

to become

tr(φ̂(x)σ̂φ) =

∫

d3k
√

(2π)32ωk

[

tr(âkσ̂φ) e
−iωkt+ik·x + tr(â†

k
σ̂φ) e

iωkt−ik·x
]

,

= A cos(ωpt− p · x− θ) . (30)

Hence, we take the complex amplitude of a(k) of the form:

a(k) =

√

(2π)3ωp

2
a0 δ

3(k− p) , (31)

where ωp =
√

p2 +m2
a with the momentum p of the axion, and a0 = Aeiθ with the amplitude

of the axion A and an initial phase θ. Since the mass of axion is much larger than its

momentum ma ≫ p, its energy satisfies ωp ≈ ma. Then we see Eq. (30) agrees with Eq. (2).

Substituting the complex amplitude Eq. (31) into the coherence measure Eq. (28), we find

C = λ
∣

∣

∣
F−(p)a0 + F ∗

+(p)a
∗
0

∣

∣

∣
. (32)

Now, let us consider whether an inertial detector can harvest coherence from the axion

field. The detector is moving along a worldline with a constant four-velocity u such as

x(τ) = uτ, (33)

where u = γ(1,v) with the Lorentz factor γ = 1/
√
1− v2. We assume that the size of

detector is much smaller than the de Broile wavelength of the axion. Then the detector
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behaves like a point particle and the smearing function f(ξ) in Eq. (21) is approximated by

the delta function δ3(ξ) in the limit R → 0. The function F±(p) is computed as

F±(p) =

∫ ∞

−∞

χ(τ)e±iΩτ∂τ
(

F (p, τ)eip·x(τ)
)

dτ ,

∼
∫ ∞

−∞

χ(τ)e±iΩτ∂τ
(

eip·x(τ)
)

dτ ,

= ip · u e−π

4
(p·u±Ω)2T 2

, (34)

where F (p, τ) ∼
∫

d3ξδ3(ξ)eip·ξ ∼ 1 is used in the second line and Eqs. (14) and (33) are

used in the third line. Plugging the above back into Eq. (32), we find that the coherence

measure becomes finite such as

C = λA|p · u|e−π

4
((p·u)2+Ω2)T 2

∣

∣

∣
eiθ+

π

2
p·uΩT 2

+ e−iθ−π

2
p·uΩT 2

∣

∣

∣
. (35)

Since C = 0 for λ = 0, the result tells us that the detector can harvest the coherence from

the axion field through the interaction.

Next we quantify how much the detector can harvest the coherence from the axion field.

The coherence measure becomes the maximum Cmax and minimum Cmin for the initial phase

θ = 0, π/2, respectively, which are expressed as

Cmax = 2λA|p · u|e−π

4
((p·u)2+Ω2)T 2

cosh
[π

2
p · uΩT 2

]

, (36)

Cmin = 2λA|p · u|e−π

4
((p·u)2+Ω2)T 2

∣

∣

∣
sinh

[π

2
p · uΩT 2

]

∣

∣

∣
. (37)

If the interaction duration becomes long enough (T → ∞), the coherence measure decays

exponentially,

C = λA|p · u|e−π

4
(p·u−Ω)2T 2

. (38)

For the axion, p ∼ ma, we have |p ·u| ∼ maγ and the amplitude of the axion A is estimated

as in Eq. (4), so the coherence measure is written by

C =
√

2ρDM λγ exp
[

−π
4
(maγ − Ω)2T 2

]

. (39)
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By using the data ρDM = 0.3GeV/cm3 [13] and choosing the energy gap appropriately

(Ω ∼ maγ), we get

C ∼ 10−3γ
(

λ eV2
)

. (40)

For a sufficiently large coupling, this would be measurable. Hence, it might be possible

to harvest quantum coherence from the axion dark matter. The mass ma we can probe is

determined by the energy gap Ω of the detector.

C. Two-level of electron system in an atom as the Unruh-DeWitt detector

As an example, we consider a two-level of electron system in an atom as the Unruh-

DeWitt detector. The interacting action between the axion and the electron reads

S =
1

2
gaeψ̄eγ

µγ5ψe∂µφ , (41)

where ψe is the electron field and gae is a coupling constant. γµ is 4 × 4 gamma matrices

and γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3. It is known that the axion coupling to an electron is constrained to

be less than gae = 3.3× 10−13m−1
e from axion bremsstrahlung in globular cluster red giants

[12]. If we naively translate it to the present case, λ = 3.3× 10−13m−1
e T , where the electron

mass me = 0.5 MeV,

C = 2.2× 10−6γ (T/1s) , (42)

where T is the observation time. For T = 10 s, C is of the order of 2.2 × 10−5γ and a bit

small to detect. However, if we consider an efficient detector such as a magnon detector [23],

the large number of atoms in a condensed matter system can increase the sensitivity because

the coherent interaction could enhance the strength of the coupling constant. Thus, there

is a chance to detect the quantum coherence of the axion and then probe the axion dark

matter.
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V. CONCLUSION

We have quantified the coherence measure of a detector in order to see if the detector

can harvest the quantum coherence from the axion dark matter. We employed the Unruh-

DeWitt detector which interact locally with the axion dark matter. We calculated ℓ1 norm

as a coherent measure of the Unruh-DeWitt detector. We found that the Unruh-DeWitt

detector can harvest the coherence in Eq. (40):

C ∼ 10−3γ
(

λ eV2
)

,

from the axion dark matter. Since the coherence measure in Eq. (39) has a peak at Ω ∼ maγ,

the axion mass ma we can probe is determined by the energy gap Ω of the detector. Our

perturbation method to obtain the reduced density matrix of the detector in (23) is still

applicable even for the coupling λ ∼ O(1) eV−2. We note that the λ is a dimensionful

quantity, so the expansion parameter in our method should be a dimensionless quantity

λtr(Φ̂σ̂φ). Thus, the small coherence measure (25) C ∼ λtr(Φ̂σ̂φ) ∼ 10−3 for the coupling

guarantees the validity of our analysis. For such a coupling, our approach may provide a

new method of probing the axion dark matter.

As a concrete example, we considered a two-level of electron system in an atom as the

detector. In this case, we obtained the coherence measure C = 2.2 × 10−6γ (T/1s). We

need to consider more detailed setup for the detectors. In particular, we should study more

efficient detectors that enhance the sensitivity by using the condensed matter. We leave this

issue for future work.
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