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ABSTRACT: We consider different types of storage rings as precision probes of axion-mediated monopole-
dipole forces. We show that current and planned experiments aiming to measure magnetic and electric
dipole moments of protons, muons and electrons very precisely may explore new parts of the param-
eter space beyond existing laboratory bounds and, in some cases, beyond astrophysical constraints.
Remarkably, a light axion coupled to muons may explain the FNAL/BNL (g — 2),, anomaly as an
environmental effect — the coherent axion field generated by the earth nucleons induces an extra con-
tribution to the anomalous precession frequency of the muon explaining the discrepancy with respect
to the SM prediction.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) has been remarkably successful in describing interactions of matter at the
shortest distance scales probed so far. There remains, however, the intriguing possibility of additional
light degrees of freedom that are coupled feebly with the SM, and can produce tiny but macroscopic
effects such as fifth forces. High precision experiments are ideally poised to detect such small effects,
potentially unlocking the key to mysteries of the dark sectors.

Axions are compelling candidates for such new physics, motivated from the low energy point of view
by the strong CP problem [1-3] and the dark matter puzzle [4-6]. They are naturally light due to their
nature as pseudo-Nambu Goldstone bosons, and are ubiquitously present in string compactifications
[7, 8]. From the point of view of this work, axions (or axion-like particles) exemplify very light spinless
fields that couple to the Standard Model matter and mediate long-range forces.

The shift symmetry that protects the axion mass also prevents it from mediating a Coulombic
1/r? force. A spin-dependent force is consistent with the shift symmetry, which is a dipole force that
is much more challenging observationally. The shift symmetry of the axion is broken by its mass,
and its couplings can also inherit a small shift-symmetry breaking effect. In this case, there are
extremely weak monopole-monopole forces, as well as monopole-dipole and dipole-dipole forces [9].
We will focus on the monopole-dipole forces for axions. In an axion gradient background, the dipole
interaction with fermions appears as an effective background magnetic field, Baxion ~ mfVa/ f,, which
generates precession of spins'.

Spin precession due to the interaction with an axion gradient has been used previously to look for
axion dark matter (DM) [12] and for sourced axions [13]. Recently, storage rings have been proposed
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to look for light axion DM and dark energy (DE) [14] (see also [15-18]). In this paper we will consider
sensitivity of storage rings to axion gradients sourced by the earth (which is sizeable for light axions
me S 10710 eV) or test masses through the monopole interaction with nucleons.

The muon g — 2 experiment is one important example. Indeed, we will show that the effect on
the muon spin precession can almost be as big as the discrepancy between theory and experiment,
with a mild tension with astrophysical limits [19, 20]. Independent of the experimental anomaly, our
signal highlights the motivation for going to higher precision experiments beyond the precision of the
theoretical calculations of muon g — 2.

Proton storage rings can potentially achieve exquisite precision on the measurement of spin pre-
cession [21-23], making them ideal targets for measuring these couplings. The recent advances in
measurement of electron EDMs (see [24] for a recent review) may also be leveraged to provide the
strongest lab-based limits on axion-electron couplings.

We review the basic setup and the signal in section 2. We then study different types of storage ring
experiments and estimate their sensitivity to long-range axion forces in sections 3, 4, 5. We conclude
in section 6.

2 Axion forces and spin precession experiments

We consider models of the type

LD gspNN + cwaf‘f@v“vsdz, (2.1)
where g, is the CP violating scalar? coupling to nucleons, N, while g% = % determines the CP
conserving dipole coupling to the fermion 1. We work with the convention that ¢, = 1 absorbing the
dependence in f4. We remain agnostic to particular UV completions giving rise to these couplings®
and instead focus on their phenomenology at spin precession experiments using storage rings.

In the non-relativistic limit* this leads to the well-known interaction Hamiltonian [10, 11]:

Hy=—-1v5-8, (2:2)

which leads to the monopole-dipole potential between a particle sourcing the coherent axion field and
a spin:
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where my is the mass of the axion, and Ay ~ m;l is its associated wavelength.

The Yukawa-like potential above has an interesting distance dependence. Let us assume that
a spin is located at a distance d with respect to a given test mass. The test mass, of size D, has
Ny ~ nyD? nucleons, where ny is the number density of nucleons. Obviously for D,d >> Ag, the

2The UV nature of the scalar coupling determines if it is Equivalence Principle (EP) violating, or not. For example
when g5 is not exactly proportional to the nucleon mass but to light quark masses times a CP violating phase, or is
generated through the mixing with the Higgs, its EP violating behaviour is below O(1%) [25].

3We acknowledge that for a QCD axion the scalar coupling, which is CP violating, is roughly given by gs ~ 993";—1\’.
In BSM extensions with additional sources of CP violation, the induced scalar coupling may be larger (see [26] for a
comprehensive study).

4See [27, 28] for a derivation using the Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation.



nucleons do not produce a sizeable coherent axion field affecting the spin — the exponential suppression
makes the force very weak at distances 7 > A\;. As Ay (my) increases (decreases), so does the reach
of the classical axion field. For D > Ay > d the number of nucleons that contribute non-negligibly
to the potential on the spin grows as Ny ~ nN)\g. Therefore, in this regime, the total monopole-
dipole potential, Vr(r) = NyV(r), on a spin grows linearly with Ay. Finally, for Ay > D, d, that is
for axion wavelengths much larger than any other scale in the problem, all the nucleons of the test
mass effectively produce a potential on the spin and the signal is constant with the axion mass. This
dependence will be important when estimating the effect of the axion gradient generated by the earth
on a detector made of polarized spins.
The temporal evolution of the spin (at rest) is described by the equation

@:uxB+de+Sx@ (2.4)

dt fo

The spin precession of a charged particle has 3 contributions — the two well-known magnetic dipole
and electric dipole moment contributions, and the axion gradient. Any experiment looking for precise
measurements of the first two can in principle be used to search for axion mediated forces.

Crucially for precision precession experiments, the axion gradient is usually an environmental
effect which cannot be screened by any kind of magnetic/electric shielding. It is also noteworthy
that the axion gradient couples only to spin, and not to orbital angular momentum. Therefore, any
precision experiment may see an effect if the direction of the axion gradient (e.g. from the earth) is
such that the phase accumulates during the spin coherence time.

2.1 Geometry of storage ring experiments and axion forces

In this section we study how storage rings which are initially designed to measure precisely the spin
precession of a charged particle due to an EDM or anomalous magnetic moment (see Eq. 2.5), are also
sensitive to axion gradients sourced by matter. As we have seen in the equations above, (2.2), (2.4),
an axion gradient behaves as an effective magnetic field.

In storage ring experiments, a large number of charged, polarized particles perform circular motion
under applied electromagnetic fields. It is important to carefully study the direction of the axion
gradient relative to the spin and make sure that the effect is not averaged out [14].

A magnetic storage ring (e.g. muon g — 2) has a vertical applied magnetic field, which causes spin
precession in the horizontal plane. The effect of a horizontal axion gradient will average to zero over
a spin precession cycle, therefore this geometry will be sensitive to a vertical axion gradient, e.g. that
sourced by the earth.

A proton storage ring in the all-electric mode has a radial electric field with potentially both
clockwise (CW) and counter-clockwise (CCW) rotating beams. On the magic momentum, p ~ 0.7
GeV, the spin direction is frozen relative to the momentum of the proton. An electric dipole moment
will cause the spin to precess out of the plane. A vertical axion gradient will behave like a fake vertical
magnetic field, and cause horizontal precession. Systematics from stray magnetic fields in this case can
be mitigated by operating in the hybrid mode [30]. It is also interesting to consider sourcing the axion
fields with test masses near the storage ring, which leads to the possibility of choosing the direction of
the axion gradient. This allows, for example, a radial axion gradient and also improves the sensitivity
to axions with a heavier mass.



2.2 Distinguishing axion forces from dipole moments

It is very interesting to investigate if given a signal in these experiments, we can disentangle its
explanation from an axion gradient or other new physics contributions to the anomalous MDM and
EDM operators:

awﬁawa‘“’ , z'dwﬂUW%wF’“’ . (2.5)

In a given storage ring experiment there are 3 important binary inputs that one can in princi-
ple switch individually®. These flips can help to cancel systematic errors, but can also be used to
distinguish axion gradients from EM effects. First of all, the experiment can be performed with par-
ticles and anti-particles. Additionally, we have the rotational direction — that is, clockwise (CW) and
counter-clockwise (CCW). Finally, one can in principle also switch the direction of the electromagnetic
fields that keep the charged particle orbiting the ring. Of course, once 2 of the 3 handles are fixed the
third one is also uniquely determined for the charged particle to remain in the ring. For example, let
us take a magnetic storage ring with muons rotating clockwise. We can switch the orbital direction of
the muons and flip the magnetic field at the same time. Alternatively, we can run the experiment with
anti-muons also rotating clockwise, again flipping the sign of B. As we will see in the next section,
this was indeed the situation in BNL experiment.

In order to disentangle from EM effects, we need to understand how the axion gradient affects
a given spin for the different switches. From Eq.(2.4) it is clear that, for a fixed axion background,
switching the rotational direction will contribute in opposite ways to the spin precession frequency.
However, how switching from particles to anti-particles affects the rotation is not immediately clear
from that equation and requires a relativistic study.

To this end we start with the Dirac equation for a charged particle interacting with an axion
gradient through derivative dimension-5 operators (see Eq. 2.1):

. . 0
(w" (0, — ieA,) —m + Jifyz»WS) b =0. (2.6)
It is precisely this equation which, in the non-relativistic limit and taking a static axion background
0,6 = 0, gives the spin equation 2.4.° We can now use the charge conjugation operator to study the
Dirac equation for ¢ = Cy%¢*, with C = iy2+", which reads:

(iw (Op +ied,) —m+ 8};257#75) W =0. (2.7)

First of all we see that we recover the standard result — that is, any EM effect on anti-particles is
reversed with respect to particles. On the other hand, crucially, the axion gradient does not flip its
sign, implying that the effect on the spin of the anti-particle is identical to that on the spin of the
particle. The fact that for a fixed spin rotational direction particles and antiparticles precess in the
same direction in an axion background is guaranteed by the relative sign of the axion dipole term with
respect to EM effects in Eqgs.(2.6, 2.7).

In some experiments we will be sensitive to the axion gradient from the earth nucleons. This
field, obviously, cannot be reversed. Therefore when we perform the measurement of the precession
frequency for both spin orientations — that is, we shift the direction of rotation — the axion contribution

5In principle the direction of the spin relative to the momentum can also be chosen in different ways. For simplicity
we will assume that the spin and momenta are aligned.

6The QED+axion Lagrangian leads to vanishing EDM dy = 0. This may be altered by heavy new physics, at the
loop level.



to the spin precession frequency, waxion, Will present a relative sign for the CW and CCW rotations.
This fact is crucial to discriminate from other EM effects such as heavy physics contributions to (g—2),
which will equally contribute to the spin precession frequency. In particular we will see that it has
enormous importance for the muon (g — 2) experiment.

3 Muon storage rings: A new explanation of the ¢ — 2 muon anomaly

The FNAL muon (g —2) experiment [31], which is the continuation of BNL experiment [32], is a muon
storage ring that searches for new physics by measuring the muon magnetic anomaly a, (sometimes
called “anomalous magnetic moment”) with unprecedented precision. The current combined results
lead to a 4.2¢ discrepancy with the SM prediction”:

a,(EXP) — a,(SM) = (251 £59) x 10~ . (3.1)

The idea is that muons are stored in the ring until their decay and the spin precession frequency
is accurately measured. The anomalous precession, which determines how the spin rotates faster than
the muon momentum, is given by:

eB
Wag = Ws — We = Ay — . (3.2)

My
The magnetic anomaly a,, usually receives contributions from new physics at the loop level. A SMEFT
analysis reflects that due to the chiral structure of the SM the leading operators that contribute to the
anomalous magnetic moment arise at dimension-6, and schematically look like (see [34] for a recent

study):
2

Aay, = a,(EXP) — a,,(SM) ~ C,, % , (3.3)

where C,, includes the relevant couplings and a possible loop supression.

Many models have been proposed in order to explain the BNL and FNAL results [35]. Our
proposal is qualitatively different to all the BSM models studied so far. We assume there is a light
axion that couples to muons with the couplings given in Eq.(2.1) — that is, a scalar coupling to nucleons
and pseudo-scalar coupling to muons. As described above, the axion gradient sourced by the earth
will induce spin precession of the stored muons because it has the correct orientation — it points
vertically, in the earth radial direction. Therefore, by virtue of Eq.(2.4), the axion gradient behaves as
an effective magnetic field inducing the same effect as an anomalous magnetic moment for the muons
orbiting around the ring. If the muons are stored for a time 7., the precessed angle due to the axion
field contribution is given by .
fs

The BNL muon g — 2 experiment was operated in the p-mode in the same ring and direction
(clockwise from above) as FNAL, also operating with anti-muons and the same magnetic field direction,

Vo. (3.4)

eu = Tcoh

pointing vertically upwards. In addition, BNL was operated with muons ;1 ~, keeping the direction and
flipping the sign of the magnetic field. Both muons and antimuons gave compatible measurements of
(g9 — 2), [32]. This is compatible with a, being generated by heavy new physics as in Eq.(3.3). Since
an axion gradient from the earth cannot be flipped, it is interesting to ask whether the effect from the
axion force stays the same or flips sign. From the discussion in section 2 in Eq.(2.7), since the spin

7See however [33] for a lattice calculation where the SM prediction is closer to the experimental value. The discrepancy
between different approaches to the SM prediction should be clarified soon.



of particles and antiparticles experience the same torque in an axion background, the axion gradient
explanation can accommodate both, BNL (= and p™ modes) and Fermilab g — 2 results.

The axion gradient from the earth nucleons is potentially an interesting environmental explanation
for axion masses below my ~ 10710 ¢V, and in particular around m, ~ 1072 eV as shown in Fig.(1).
This explanation, however, is in mild tension with astrophysical constraints [19, 20]. These bounds
may be relaxed in some scenarios [36].

Very remarkably, it may be possible to distinguish this explanation from other BSM solutions to
the g — 2 puzzle. The smoking gun signature that allows to distinguish them is the following. As
discussed above, the sign of the axion gradient contribution to the precession frequency should flip
by changing the beam rotational direction — and therefore the spin — of the muons. This allows a
discrimination with respect to other effects such as heavy, new physics contributions to (g —2),,, which
will deviate equally from the SM prediction in both rotational directions. Therefore we propose to
measure the anomalous precession frequency clockwise, wS", and counter-clockwise wi, appropriately
flipping the B field. A non-zero difference:

Aw, = wi — wie | (3.5)

is a unique signal of the axion gradient that cannot be accomodated by new heavy physics contributing
to (g — 2),. Additionally, all the magnetic effects cancelling also implies that the observable Aw, is
completely free from hadronic uncertainties. Although this might require significant modifications to
the injector system, we believe there is enough motivation to pursue this direction.

The final senstivity of Fermilab (g—2),, is expected to be at the level of 100 ppb. This corresponds
to a sensitivity to the anomalous spin precession frequency, w,, around dw, = O(0.1) rad/s and
corresponds to the blue line in Fig.1. We see that the Fermilab experiment will be sensitive to new
parameter space not constrained by supernova observations.

3.1 Other muon facilities: J-PARC and muEDM

There are other planned facilities that aim to measure very precisely the anomalous magnetic dipole
moment® and electric dipole moment of the muon. One of them is J-PARC [38], which is designed
to measure the muon spin precession frequency relative to the momentum frequency, w, = ws — we,
with 450 ppb accuracy. Given the values for the B field and other parameters, this corresponds to a
sensitivity to the spin precession frequency of order dw, =~ 1 rad/s (see Fig.1).

Another interesting facility that will carry out muon spin precession experiments is muEDM
[39, 40]. The proposed experiment aims to look for the muon EDM with unprecedented precision in
an electric storage ring, with the spin “frozen” so that there is no precession of the spin in the plane
of the ring on the magic momentum. The employed electric field is in the radial direction, so any
spin precession is observed out of the plane of rotation. The effect of an EDM for the muon will
be measured by counting positrons resulting from its decay — an EDM would generate an up/down
asymmetry. Due to this configuration, however, muEDM will not be sensitive to a vertical axion
gradient from the ground — the one that may explain the muon (g — 2) anomaly — because it generates
a spin precession on the horizontal plane.

8The anomalous magnetic moment might also be determined with ppm sensitivity using muonium spectroscopy in a
near future [37].
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Figure 1. Axion-mediated monopole-dipole forces on muons. The red line corresponds to the values required
to explain the (g — 2),, anomaly at Fermilab and BNL assuming a signal at the level dw, ~ 4 rad/s [31, 32].
Bounds from astrophysics are shown in gray. The anomaly can be more easily explained in the region around
me ~ 10712 eV, where the new force limits are the weakest. This is still in slight conflict with SN bounds.
Note that the stronger bound on a new force with mg ~ 107!° eV would also apply at me ~ 10715 eV if the
force violated the EP maximally. Thus, for this relaxation of limits, we require the new force to obey the EP
at the ~ 1 percent level, which is reasonable in many models (e.g. mediation via the higgs). The green line
corresponds to the expected sensitivity at J-PARC, which will reach the 0.45 ppm level of precision [38]. The
final sensitivity of Fermilab (g — 2),, at the 0.1ppm level which corresponds to dw, = O(0.1) rad/s, is in blue.

4 Proton storage rings

The proton EDM storage ring is a proposal that is currently being designed and aims to measure the
EDM of the proton [21, 22]. The planned sensitivity is at the level of d, < 1072% e-cm, allowing to
improve current bounds by several orders of magnitude.

In the all-electric mode, where both focusing and bending of the beams are generated by electric
fields, there is a radial electric field E,, and the beam is tuned to the magic momentum with the
spin frozen in the horizontal plane. A non-zero proton EDM will cause the spin to precess around
the applied radial electric field, therefore in the vertical direction. A hybrid mode [23, 30], which still
uses electric bending but employs magnetic focusing of the beams has been also proposed to address
systematic uncertainties with stray radial magnetic fields. In either configuration the background has
to be kept under control to extraordinary levels of precision. This requires different techniques such as
using state-of-the art magnetic shielding and precise beam position monitor stations that measure the
split of counter-rotating beams due to background magnetic fields. This may in principle be enough
to reach the expected sensitivity.

Even though the current experimental design is not optimized for an axion gradient from the
earth, the high precision goal for proton EDM makes this a promising target even with some decreased



sensitivity. Additionally, as we will see, it may be possible to detect axion gradients sourced from test
masses in the lab.

4.1 Axion gradient from the earth

As mentioned above, the axion gradient from earth produces an effective B field in the vertical direc-
tion, causing the spin to precess in the horizontal plane. Since the experiment is in principle designed
to look for a vertical polarization, this might be a difficult measurement to make.

One source of systematics would be that the axion gradient would be degenerate with a stray
vertical magnetic field. However, this systematic effect can be mitigated. The proton ring can ac-
commodate counter rotating beams at the same time, which would split in the presence of a vertical
magnetic field component. The axion gradient does not affect the proton trajectories since it only
couples to spin. Thus, the two counter rotating beams give us an extra handle to distinguish axion
gradients from magnetic field backgrounds.

The sensitivity to horizontal spin precession may be somewhat lower than that for the vertical
precession. As an optimistic guess, we estimate the same precision on the horizontal precession. The
estimated reach, once the experiment achieves its design sensitivity d < 1072 e.cm corresponds to a
spin precession rate of dw = 1079 rad/s and is given in Fig. 2. We note that the projected sensitivity is
4-5 orders of magnitude stronger than current constraints on very light axions. So even if the ultimate
sensitivity is much worse, proton rings may still offer the strongest constraint on axion-nucleon forces
in this parameter range. It will be important to better understand with a dedicated study the relevant
systematics and the achievable sensitivity to the signal.

4.2 Axion gradients from sources

The vertical precession is not sensitive to the earth gradient, but can be sensitive to axion gradients
from localized sources. This can be the dominant effect also for shorter range forces.

In Fig.2 we have estimated the reach assuming the presence of cubic bricks acting as axion field
sources around the ring. If placed inside or outside the beampipe, on the ring plane, the relevant axion
gradient will point in the radial direction, producing the spin precession in the vertical direction. Note
that with this geometry we can benefit from the counter-rotating (CR) beams — such axion-induced
precession has the ‘EDM-like’ signature, where the direction of the vertical precession for the CR
beams are opposite.

The proton ring is expected to have a total length around 800 meters (see [21] for details), so
covering the whole circumference may be challenging. Due to technical reasons there may be also
some parts of the ring where no brick can be placed, for example close to the injectors. We have
assumed that we have a O(0.1) fraction of the ring covered with bricks made of lead to maximize the
number density of nucleons, njeaq = 6.8 x 1024 cm™3 (tungsten bricks may give a extra factor of ~ 2
for the reach, due to the higher density). This indeed seems reasonable, as it only requires using about
1m? of lead (approx 10 tons) uniformly distributed in (10cm)? bricks around the ring. Interestingly,
a proton EDM ring using sourced axions from test masses will be able to beat astrophysical bounds
in the mass range 10785 eV < my < 1074 eV. This bound is also expected to be around 2 orders
of magnitude better than existing lab bounds in a wide range of masses.

5 Quantum electron cyclotrons and the (g — 2).

Precise spin precession experiments with electrons are the another possibility that storage rings may of-
fer. In particular, experiments with electrons in cylindrical Penning traps [42, 43] seem to be well-suited
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Figure 2. Expected sensitivity to axion forces in the proton storage ring experiment. The blue line corresponds
to cubic lead bricks of 10cm size around the ring at a distance around 10cm from the beams generating spin
precession out of the plane (EDM-like signature). We consider the conservative case of covering only O(10%)
of the ring with bricks. This fraction is an important parameter, as the reach increases linearly with it. The
green dashed line corresponds to the limits due to the axion field from the ground nucleons (spin precession
on the ring plane). It is assumed that the ring is located around 150 cm above the ground. The combination
of both configurations gives the strongest bounds to monopole-dipole forces on nucleons, beating astrophysics
and existing laboratory bounds for any mass below mg = 107° ¢V. Bounds adapted from [41].

to search for axion mediated forces from earth nucleons. The trap consists of a 1 electron quantum cy-
clotron where a magnetic field B = BZ is employed together with an electrostatic quadrupole potential
V = 22 — p?/2, which confines the electron axially. As for the muon case, this requires observing a DC
signal from an axion gradient in the vertical direction which contributes to the anomalous precession
frequency on the quantum cyclotron plane. Being the most accurate measurement of (g — 2)., where
both the cyclotron and anomalous frequency are very precisely measured at the level of 1 part in 101,
it is interesting to estimate the sensitivity to axion-mediated monopole-dipole forces.

In the Penning trap the electron orbits very fast, with a cyclotron frequency of v, ~ 149 GHz, due
to a strong magnetic field. Because of the non-zero value of the anomalous magnetic moment, the spin
precesses faster than the momentum. Their difference is precisely measured to be vy — v, = v, ~ 173
MHz. The anomalous precession frequency is measured with a precision better than one part in 10'°
[42, 43], implying that their sensitivity to the electron frequency is around:

dwg ~ 0(0.1) rad/s. (5.1)

While the quantum cyclotron sets by far the best measurement of the electron anomalous magnetic
moment, its expected sensitivity is not enough to beat existing bounds to the monopole-dipole axion
forces in the mass range mg > 2 X 107! eV. However, the experiment could be used to set the best
bounds for masses in the range 2 x 10713 eV < my < 2 x 107! eV. See Fig. 3.
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Figure 3. Sensitivity estimate to axion forces on electrons from earth nucleons in the (g — 2). experiment
[42, 43] (orange line). It is assumed that the Penning trap is located around O(1) meter above the ground.
For completeness, other laboratory bounds and expected sentivities are shown. Bounds adapted from [41].

6 Conclusion

Storage rings provide some of the most precise experimental tests in fundamental physics by building
up precession of spin over a long time. They provide, since many years ago, the best constraints on
electric and magnetic dipole moments of particles.

In this paper we have shown that these experiments are also sensitive to gradients induced by
light spinless fields, axions. Specifically, the earth can source an axion gradient which can produce a
muon spin precession almost as big as the current discrepancy between theoretical calculations and
experiment. Future, higher precision experiments will unambiguously probe new parameter space,
and experimental progress in this direction is not contingent on improvement of difficult theoretical
calculations. The signal also motivates a modification to the injector in the Fermilab experiment
with a beam rotating in the opposite direction, which can help distinguish the axion gradient effect
from other new physics contributions to the muon g — 2. The observable that disentangles them is,
remarkably, free from hadronic uncertainties.

Depending on the geometry, proton and electron storage rings can also probe new regions of
axion-fermion couplings. More experimental work needs to be done to ascertain systematics in this
new configuration. The axion gradient effect can be distinguished from other signals depending on the
geometry of the experiments. As the next generation of storage rings are being planned, this provides
a vital physics case input to the design of these experiments.

Note added: While we were finishing the writing of this manuscript reference [44] appeared, partially
overlapping with our work. However there are fundamental differences. Regarding the explanation of
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the muon anomaly, for example, we show that the tension with astrophysics is minimized for axion
masses around 10712 eV < my < 10711 eV. We also noted that it is possible to further confirm the
effect and discriminate from other heavy new physics signals just by performing the (g — 2), mea-
surement in the opposite rotational direction, with no need for constructing a new experiment in a
different location/astronomical body. Finally, in the proton ring case, we note that using test masses
of a dense material may probe shorter range forces mediated by heavier axions.

Note added II: While this manuscript was being reviewed two relevant results appeared in the litera-
ture in relation to the muon (g — 2),,. The first one is the CMD-3 measurement of the ete™ — 77~
cross-section [45], which seems to reduce the tension between theory and the experiment. The second
is a new lattice calculation which also reduces the tension [46]. In the case of the CMD-3 result,
there seems to be a disagreement with other existing measurements, including with the previous mea-
surement by CMD-2. Regarding [46], it will be very interesting to see the evolution of the lattice
results and their impact on the need for new physics for muon (g — 2),,. We would like to emphasize
that our work motivates pushing storage ring precession experiments as probes of axion-mediated
spin-dependent forces independently of the muon (g — 2),, anomaly.
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