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We consider resonant wave-like dark matter conversion into low-frequency radio waves in the
Earth’s ionosphere. Resonant conversion occurs when the dark matter mass and the plasma fre-
quency coincide, defining a range mDM ∼ 10−9−10−8 eV where this approach is best suited. Owing
to the non-relativistic nature of dark matter and the typical variational scale of the Earth’s iono-
sphere, the standard linearized approach to computing dark matter conversion is not suitable. We
therefore solve a second-order boundary-value problem, effectively framing the ionosphere as a driven
cavity filled with a positionally-varying plasma. An electrically-small dipole antenna targeting the
generated radio waves can be orders of magnitude more sensitive to dark photon and axion-like par-
ticle dark matter in the relevant mass range.The present study opens up a promising way of testing
hitherto unexplored parameter space which could be further improved with a dedicated instrument.

Introduction. The nature of dark matter (DM) remains
a puzzle that requires an explanation from beyond the
Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. Wave-like dark
matter such as an axion-like particle (ALP) or a massive
dark photon (DP) are well-motivated candidates [1–10].
Dark photons can naturally have a small coupling to
SM photons through kinetic mixing [11], while ALPs
can have a CP-odd coupling to two SM photons [12–16].
These two couplings are the subject of intensive theoret-
ical and experimental work [17–21].

A massive DP could arise from an additional U(1)
gauge group broken by a compact scalar field, a pos-
sibility strongly motivated by UV completions of the
SM [22–32]. The small kinetic mixing with the SM pho-
ton enables an extensive experimental program to search
for DP dark matter (see, e.g., [33] for a summary of on-
going efforts and experimental optimisation strategies).
UV completions of the SM also often predict the exis-
tence of many ALPs [34–37]. These typically couple to
photons, with a coupling strength that can be as large as
gaγγ ∼ 10−12 GeV−1 [38, 39].

ALPs are CP-odd pseudoscalars while DPs are CP-
even vectors, making these quite different dark matter
candidates. However, they nevertheless often share sim-
ilar phenomenology. We consider a possible signal due
to resonant conversion of wave-like dark matter into ra-
dio waves in the Earth’s ionosphere which is common
to both ALPs and DPs. For the DP signal to exist,
the presence of a plasma is sufficient, while for ALPs,
a background magnetic field must also be present. Both
conditions are met in the weakly-ionised plasma of the
Earth’s ionosphere, where the Earth’s small magnetic
field (B ∼ 0.1G) is present.

The structure of the interactions between DPs/ALPs
and the SM photon are such that in a medium the mass
eigenstates no longer correspond to the vacuum mass
eigenstates. When the plasma frequency of the medium
and the vacuum mass of the DM are degenerate, resonant
level crossing between one state and the other can occur.

For DPs, this condition has been exploited to study res-
onant conversion in various astrophysical enviromnents
such as the solar corona [40, 41], neutron star magneto-
spheres [42], or the intergalactic medium [43–46]. For
ALPs, this effect has also been studied in many astro-
physical environments [47–55].

In this Letter we propose searching for the conver-
sion of dark matter in the Earth’s own ionosphere. This
approach has two advantageous properties: the iono-
sphere is well-studied and monitored (see [56] and ref-
erences therein), allowing for a precise understanding of
the conversion and propagation of the resulting radio
waves; the peak plasma frequency in the ionosphere is
ωpl ∼ 10−8 eV, such that the mass range that can be
probed is complementary to existing searches. Further-
more, galactic noise is reflected by the ionosphere, such
that the dominant noise source is man-made or atmo-
spheric, both of which can be monitored or even partially
mitigated. Several features of the ionosphere might allow
for an improved ability to distinguish true signals from
spurious ones. For example, there is a daily modulation
due to solar irradiation varying the free-electron number
density, introducing a spectral feature in the true signal
that would be absent for certain spurious signals. Finally,
for ALP searches, the dependence on the transverse com-
ponent of the magnetic field makes the amplitude of the
signal latitude-dependent.

DM conversion to electromagnetic waves. The DP-
photon system is described by the Lagrangian

L ⊃− 1

4

(
FµνF

µν − 2ϵF ′
µνF

µν + F ′
µνF

′µν)
+

1

2
m2

A′A′
µA

′µ −AµJ µ ,

(1)

where primed quantities are associated to the DP, while
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FIG. 1. (Left) Prospective reach in the DP kinetic mixing ϵ by considering a broadband search with integration time of 10 hours
and 1 year (solid purple curves). The dashed purple curve indicates the reach of 1 hour of observation when measurements are
limited by atmospheric noise rather than man-made noise. The light grey region is excluded by cosmological probes [2, 45, 46],
the dark grey region by Haloscopes, while the light gold region is excluded by LOFAR observation of the solar corona [41]. The
dashed black lines indicate possible future reach of LC-resonator DM-radio [57], as well as LOFAR reach for DP direct detection
in the antenna [58]. (Right) Projections for the axion to photon coupling gaγγ , with the same experimental set-up used for
the DP. The light gray region is excluded by astrophysical probes [59–63], the dark grey regions by terrestrial DM experiments
ABRA[64] and SHAFT[65], while the light yellow region is excluded by CAST [66]. The limit from LOFAR observation of the
solar corona[41] are shown in light orange.

the axion Lagrangian is

L ⊃− 1

4

(
FµνF

µν − 2 ∂µa ∂
µa+ gaγγaFµν F̃

µν
)

− 1

2
m2

aa
2 −AµJ µ .

(2)

The parameter ϵ is the kinetic mixing between the photon
and the DP, gaγγ is the axion-photon coupling, whilemA′

and ma are the masses of DPs and axions, respectively.
For convenience, we define the effective dark matter-
photon coupling geff = ϵ for DPs and geff = gaγγ |BT |/ma

for axions1.
The evolution of the photon and dark matter sys-

tem can be modelled as a two-state system of equations.
While in vacuum the photon and dark matter are mass
eigenstates, so no mixing can occur, in a medium such
as a weakly-coupled plasma, the equations of motion of
the two states become coupled through their interaction
strength geff . The form of the coupled equations implies
that as long as geff is non-zero, resonant two-level cross-
ing can occur when the effective photon mass (i.e. the
plasma mass) and the dark matter mass are equivalent.
If the spatial variations of the plasma frequency occur on
scales much larger than the de Broglie wavelength of the

1 In this letter we will take |BT | ∼ 0.4G and assume it is homo-
geneous (a good approximation over the scales relevant to the
ionosphere) [67].

DM, then the conversion probability is well approximated
by the Landau-Zener formulae [41, 68–71]

Pα→γ ≃(fpol π)
g2eff mα

vr

∣∣∣∣∣∂ lnω2
pl

∂r

∣∣∣∣∣
−1

rc

, (3)

where α = A′, a depends on the dark matter can-
didate being considered. The polarisation fraction is
fpol = 2/3, 1 for the DP and axion respectively. The
probability is evaluated at the conversion radius rc where
ωpl(rc) = mα. The velocity factor vr ∼ v0 is the ra-
dial component of the dark matter velocity, with v0 ≃
220 km/s the galactic dispersion velocity of dark matter.
Unfortunately, for the Earth’s ionosphere and for the

dark matter masses of interest, the plasma frequency
varies on a scale similar to or smaller than the de Broglie
wavelength of the dark matter. As a result, the WKB
approximation used in the derivation of the simplified
formula in Eq. (3) does not hold, and the full second-
order differential equations must be solved. We use the
fact that the ionosphere plasma density has a strong gra-
dient only along the z-direction to model the problem as
a driven one-dimensional cavity filled with plasma, where
the driver is the DM field. The equation to be studied
reduces to[

∂2
z + ω2 −

ω2ω2
pl (z)

ω2 + iνcω

]
ET (z) = iω geff m2

α V (z) , (4)

where ET is the sourced electric field, V = A′
T (a B̂T )
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for the DP (axion), νc is the electron-ion collision fre-
quency in the ionosphere, and z is the height into the
ionosphere as measured from the Earth’s surface. The
form of Eq. (4) shows the salient aspects of the prob-
lem. When ∂2

z + ω2 = m2
α = ω2

pl, we see that there is a

resonance as expected. Meanwhile, when ω2
pl ≪ ω2, we

obtain the evolution of the transverse electric field as a
function of z, subject to the appropriate boundary condi-
tions. For the wavelengths of interest, the Earth acts as
a good conductor, so that the field should vanish within
one skin depth of the surface. Similarly, the plasma of
the ionosphere behaves as a conductor for frequencies be-
low ωpl, imposing that the field should also vanish deep
inside the plasma.

This 1D model breaks down if we consider DM waves
with de Broglie wavelengths comparable to the Earth’s
radius, i.e. for mα ≲ 10−10 eV. In practice, for DM
masses below mα ≲ 10−9 eV, our model of the iono-
sphere is a poor approximation of the real data [72], so we
restrict ourselves to only considering masses above this
value. A technical description of our solution to Eq. (4) is
provided in the Supplementary Material. Our formalism
automatically takes into account all the wave propagation
phenomena, including reflection, absorption and refrac-
tion of the electromagnetic (EM) waves that ultimately
arrive at the detector.

Fig. 2 shows the EM energy density in natural units
as a function of the ionosphere height for a fixed effec-
tive coupling, geff = 10−10. Different colours correspond
to different DM masses; the solid curves are our numer-
ical results, while the horizontal dashed lines show the
result of applying Eq. (3). We notice that the reso-
nant peak of each of our curves never deviates too much
from the näıve calculation. However, the energy density
near the Earth’s surface, which is the quantity relevant
for detection, is typically suppressed with respect to the
peak. This is a particularly important effect for large
masses, ∼ 10−8 eV, whose resonant conversion condition
is only satisfied for the largest electron densities near the
peak of the Chapman profile. An EM wave produced at
that height undergoes many reflections as it propagates
through the plasma, and its amplitude is therefore at-
tenuated before it reaches the detector. The effect is less
evident for smaller masses, where reflection plays only a
minor role. The EM energy density near the Earth’s sur-
face is approximated to within ∼ 10% by the following
sigmoid function

ρEM ≃
3× 10−23 eV4

(
geff

10−10

)2
1 + exp

[
−
(

mα

2.3×10−9eV − 3.8
)] , (5)

which is valid for masses in the range 10−9 ≤ mα/eV ≲
3×10−8. The lower boundary is defined by the aforemen-
tioned issues with the validity of our calculation, while
the upper bound is defined by the peak values of the free
electron number density. Ultimately, a detailed analysis
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FIG. 2. EM energy density in natural units as a function
of the distance z from the Earth surface. Different colors
correspond to different DM masses, while the effective cou-
pling is always fixed to geff = 10−10. The solid curves are
our full numerical solutions, while the horizontal dashed lines
correspond to the Landau-Zener conversion probability from
Eq. (3).

taking into account the detector location and time could
be performed using real ionosphere data [72], and could
extend our sensitivity to smaller masses. We leave this
to future work.

Signal detection. The EM radiation incident on the
Earth’s surface has a characteristic wavelength λ ≫ m,
and can therefore be detected with an electrically-small
antenna [73]. The signal approximated by Eq. (5) is
the total integrated energy density. For detection, the
more relevant quantity is the spectral density (SD) of
the EM radiation Ssig(ω) ∼ ρEMf(ω). The function f(ω)
is approximately a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, nor-
malised as

∫
dωf(ω) = 1, which describes the frequency

dispersion of the signal inherited from the dark matter
velocity distribution. The signal is spread between fre-
quencies ω ∈ mα[1, 1 + σ2/2], where σ ∼ 200 km/s is the
DM dispersion velocity. The bandwidth of the signal is
thus narrow, and can be approximated as having an ef-
fective quality factor of Qsig ∼ 106. Full details are given
in the Supplementary Material.

The dominant noise at the relevant frequencies is from
processes external to the receiver antenna. It is primarily
a combination of atmospheric and man-made radiation.
As a fiducial noise level, we adopt the man-made noise
expected at a quiet rural location given by the Interna-
tional Telecommunication Union (ITU), see for example
curve C of Fig. 2 of Ref. [74]. This can be characterised
by the characteristic temperature of the Gaussian com-
ponent of the noise

TN(ν) ≃ 6.1× 107
(
MHz

ν

)2.75

K . (6)
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Under the assumption of an equivalent loss-free receiving
antenna, this temperature can then be converted to a
noise SD (see e.g Ref. [73] for a pedagogical derivation)

SN(ν) ≃
32

3
π2 ν2 TN(ν) . (7)

A real device might contend not only with this typical
man-made noise, but also with impulsive components at
particular frequencies. Furthermore, atmospheric noise
leads to a temperature that can vary significantly de-
pending on weather conditions, sometimes exceeding typ-
ical man-made noise by many orders of magnitude [74].

Both the signal and the noise are external to the an-
tenna, and are filtered by the same transfer function de-
termining the antenna response, which therefore does not
enter the SNR. As a result, the optimal signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) is given by [75, 76]

SNR =

[
tint

∫ ∞

0

dν

(
SSig

SN

)2
]1/2

, (8)

where tint is the integration time of our measurement
(assumed to be larger than the dark matter coherence
time). If the receiver antenna is critically coupled, it
will have a narrow bandwidth owing to the small ra-
diation resistance. As a result, it is optimal to couple
the antenna to an additional in-series resistance. In the
Supplementary Material we provide a simple model for
an RLC circuit that allows to broaden the frequency re-
sponse up to ∆ν ∼ MHz. The circuit we describe, and
the value of its parameters, are similar to those of very
old radio missions [77, 78]. The result of this broad fre-
quency response is that in order to scan an e-fold in
DM mass te, an integration time at a given frequency
of tint ∼ te min (1, 2π∆ν/mα) is required.

Fig. 1 shows our fiducial prospects (solid purple lines)
for a broadband search with 1 MHz bandwidth, for 10
hours and one year of e-fold time, for both DPs (left
panel) and axions (right panel). In both panels light
grey regions are excluded by cosmological and astrophys-
ical probes [2, 45, 46, 59–63]. Observations by LOFAR of
the solar corona are shown in light orange [41] in both
panels. For the DP panel the dark grey region is excluded
by Haloscopes. The dashed black lines indicate possible
future sensitivity of DM Radio [57], as well as LOFAR
sensitivity to direct absorption by the antenna. For the
axion panel, the dark grey regions are excluded by terres-
trial DM experiments ABRA [64] and SHAFT [65], while
the light yellow region is excluded by CAST [66].

In case man-made noise can be mitigated, we also show
a dashed purple curve corresponding to the typical atmo-
spheric noise in Western Australia around midday on a
winter day (see Fig. 18 of Ref. [74]), assuming a single
hour of e-fold time.

Conclusion. In this work we proposed a new way to
detect bosonic dark matter with mass mα ≲ 3 × 10−8

eV, i.e below the typical maximum ionosphere plasma
frequency. When DM waves pass through the ionosphere
of the Earth, they can get resonantly converted into radio
waves that are detectable by a small meter-scale antenna.
Our projections suggest many decades of DP parameter
space could be probed in just a few hours of observation
time. The small magnetic field of the Earth affects the
sensitivity to axions, but we nevertheless project that a
similar setup can improve on the best laboratory con-
straints, and possibly the best astrophysical constraints.

The present work naturally leaves open questions to
be addressed in future studies. Fully characterising the
electrical and physical properties of the antenna should
be done. The location of the antenna can also be opti-
mised, depending on man-made and atmospheric noise,
as well as the Earth’s magnetic field for the axion. With a
precise detector design and location in mind, a more real-
istic modelling of the ionosphere plasma frequency using
available data [72] can be performed, accounting for diur-
nal variations. The diurnal variation can be used to look
for modulations of our signal, which could be useful in
discriminating it from backgrounds. Moreover, our sig-
nal can be characterised by the propagation of the signal
radially towards the Earth’s surface, k ∝ r̂, imprinted by
the large plasma gradient in this direction.

Finally, given the simplicity, (small) size and low cost
of the proposed antennae, we envision the use of an array
of antennae operating in an interferometric mode. Plac-
ing N antennae ∼ O(10) km from each other can improve
the signal to noise ratio by at least a factor

√
N . The

coherence length of the DM signal would exceed the an-
tenna separation, while man-made noise varies more over
these scales, thus the potential for improvement is greater
if it enables the subtraction of man-made noise sources.
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Resonant Conversion of Wave Dark Matter in the Ionosphere

Supplemental Material

Carl Beadle, Andrea Caputo, and Sebastian A. R. Ellis

Below we provide additional details of the calculations leading to the results presented in the main text. In
particular, we describe the ionosphere plasma model we adopt and describe how we compute the electromagnetic field
amplitude at the Earth’s surface. We also explain how we model the frequency spread of the signal, and compare
the signal from resonant conversion in the ionosphere with that seen directly by an antenna if the conversion was
neglected. Finally, we describe a simple antenna circuit that can achieve the broadband sensitivity we argue for in
the main text.

Ionosphere modelling: the Chapman profile

A very simple parameterisation of the ionosphere electron density is the so-called Chapman model [79]. This is
the model we use to obtain our results in the main text. The model has three parameters that must be provided as
input: the maximal free electron density nmax, the scale height H and the maximal height zmax. In terms of these
three parameters, the free electron number density as a function of height can be expressed as [80]

ne(z) = nmax exp

[
1

2

(
1− z − zmax

H

)
− exp

(
−z − zmax

H

)]
, (S1)

where z is the distance from the Earth surface, and we have set nmax = 106 cm−3, H = 100 km and zmax = 300 km.
In Fig. S1 we plot the corresponding plasma frequency, ωpl(z) =

√
4π ne(z)α/me, where me is the electron mass and

α the electromagnetic structure constant. As discussed in the main text, this model is a reasonable approximation to

101 102 103

z [km]
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FIG. S1. Simple Chapman profile for the plasma frequency in the ionosphere as a function of the distance from the Earth
surface.

the daytime free electron number density for plasma frequencies above ωpl(z) ≳ 10−9 eV only.

Method for solving for electromagnetic field and energy density at detector

In this section, we describe the method we use to solve for the electromagnetic fields and energy density that arrives
at the detector.

For the mass range under consideration, the phase-space density of the dark matter particles is high, such that it is
appropriate to treat the system classically. We consider the dark matter field to constitute the full local dark matter
abundance, such that we may write it as follows
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{
A′ (x, t)
a (x, t)

}
=

√
ρ

DM

mα

∑
l

fl

{
nl

1

}
exp (−iωlt+ ikl · x+ iϕl) , (S2)

where mα is the mass of α = A′, a where appropriate, and fl is the combination of the velocity distribution in a
local frame and a random variable drawn from a Rayleigh distribution. The quantity ϕl is a random phase, while nl

specifies the polarisation of the vector field in the case of the DP. The dispersion of the dark matter wave oscillation
frequency ωl (discussed in greater detail below) is such that there is a natural coherence time τc ∼ 2π/mαv

2 where
v ∼ 200 km/s. For the masses of interest, this coherence time is about one second. The expected data-taking campaign
will involve recording data for much longer timescales, such that we can approximate the DM wave as having a fixed
amplitude

√
ρDM/mα.

We can treat the presence of wave-like DM as leading to an additional effective current density jµeff = (ρeff , jeff) in
Maxwell’s equations

∇ ·D = ρ− ρeff , ∇×H− ∂tD = j− jeff ,

∇ ·B = 0, ∇×E+ ∂tB = 0 .

The effective charge density is ρeff = ϵm2
A′A′ 0 for the DP and ρeff = gaγγB ·∇a for the axion. The effective 3-current

density can be written in terms of the effective coupling and a vector V defined in the main text, jeff = geff m2
αV.

We remind the reader that V = A′
T for the DP, and V = a B̂T for the axion. Furthermore, we recall the definition

geff = ϵ for DPs and geff = gaγγ |BT |/ma for axions.
The Drude model allows for a simplified characterisation of the motion of electrons in the plasma in the presence

of EM fields. The model combines the Lorentz force law with a collision term that acounts for electron-ion collisions.
The model allows us to solve in frequency space for the motion of the electrons, and thereby derive the physical
EM current j entering in Maxwell’s equations. Neglecting the Earth’s magnetic field,2 we can solve for the average
momentum of electrons

⟨p⟩ ≃ − i

ω + iνc

e

me
E . (S3)

This can then be used to find the average current density

J = −e⟨p⟩ ne

me
=

iω2
pl

ω + iνc
E , (S4)

where we have used the definition of the plasma frequency in the second equality. The current density can be related
to the charge density by the continuity equation in frequency space. Assuming the entirety of the effect of charged or
polarised matter is contained in j, ρ, we can further simplify Maxwell’s equations by setting H = B and D = E. This
approach is equivalent to setting up the problem with both a conductivity and a polarization tensor and assuming no
free charges or currents are present. Unless otherwise stated, from here on, we are working with the frequency modes
of any fields.

One can keep track of the relevant degrees of freedom in the problem by performing a Helmholtz decomposition,

E = ET +EL such that ∇ ·ET = 0 and ∇×EL = 0 . (S5)

We will only consider transverse modes, as these are the ones relevant to detection on Earth. The second order
differential equation governing their evolution is obtained by combining Ampére’s and Faraday’s laws, yielding

∇2 ET + ω2

(
1−

ω2
p

ω2 + i ν ω

)
ET = i geff m2

DM ωV, (S6)

which is the 3D generalisation of Eq. (4) in the main text. In order to make further progress some information about
the plasma needs to be specified.

2 This is not always a good approximation in the parameter space
we consider. The main effect of including the magnetic field
would be that the resulting EM radiation gets polarised. How-

ever, without detailed knowledge of the antenna type and its
placement, any inclusion of magnetic field effects on the result-
ing EM radiation is premature.
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A natural approximation to make in the case of the ionosphere is that the number density of electrons is primarily a
function of height from the surface of the Earth. For the masses under consideration, we are justified in ignoring effects
coming from the curvature of the Earth; they will contribute at most O(1/mDM v R⊕) corrections. The combination
of these assumptions leads us to work in a 1D approximation where the only relevant variation is in the z-direction,
defined as the height above the surface of the Earth. One can now see that there is a good translational symmetry in
the transverse directions, implying conservation of momentum in these directions. An immediate consequence of this
will be the significant refraction of light rays towards the z-direction as they propagate downwards. A photon near
the Earth’s surface should approximately satisfy the dispersion relation: ω2 ≈ k2. Given that the photon produced
as a result of the DM effective current should inherit both the frequency and transverse momentum of the DM, the
only way this relation can be satisfied is if the momentum in the z-direction is of order mα, which is ∼ 103 times
larger than the value in the transverse directions. An alternative, but equivalent, way to see the same effect is by
considering the relation between the plasma frequency and the refractive index of the ionosphere and using Snell’s
law.

It is now very natural to decompose the fields of Eq. (S6) into plane waves in the transverse directions and some
generic function of the z-direction, resulting in:[

∂2
z + ω2 − ω2

ω2 + iνω
ω2
p (z)

]
ET (z) = i geff m2

DM ωV (z) . (S7)

The problem has now been reduced to finding the form of these modes. For a totally generic plasma frequency profile
this is not a trivial problem, as the gradient and any possible turning points of the plasma will influence the amplitude
of a wave arriving at the detector. For the radio wavelengths of interest, the surface of Earth is effectively a perfect
conductor, thereby imposing an important boundary condition on the problem.

In order to solve Eq. (S7) we adopt a finite difference method. We first discretize the equation as

Ei−1 − 2Ei + Ei+1

∆z2
+ Ei

(
ω2 −

ω2ω2
pl,i

ω2 + iνiω

)
= i geff ωm2

DMVi, (S8)

where the subscript i indicates the ith position on a grid along the z-axis. We are then left with an algebraic system
of the type

Ai Ei−1 +Bi Ei + Ci Ei+1 −Di = 0, (S9)

where Ai = Ci = 1/∆z2, Bi = − 2
∆z2 +

(
ω2 − ω2

ω2+iνiω
ω2
pl,i

)
and Di = i geff ωm2

DMVi. We thus have to solve a

tridiagonal system of equations, and to do so we employ the well-known Thomas algorithm.

Frequency spread of the DM

In this section we give some details about the DM energy distribution which enters the signal PSD in the main
text. We make the simplifying approximation that the DM is well-described by a gas of non-relativistic particles and
is thus characterised by the following momentum distribution [81]:

f (p) =
1(

2π
3 m2⟨v2⟩

)3/2 exp

[
− p2

2
3m⟨v2⟩

]
, (S10)

where we have fixed the normalisation such that the distribution integrates to one and the rms momentum is given
by ⟨p2⟩ = m2⟨v2⟩. Here ⟨v2⟩ denotes the mean-square velocity, which in the case of isotropic distribution is related
to the velocity dispersion by ⟨v2⟩ = 3σ2, where σ =

√
3/2 vc, with vc = 220 km/s being the circular velocity for the

Milky Way [75, 82]. We then make the identification f(ω) dω = f(p) d3p to find the distribution in frequency space,
namely:

f (ω) =
1√
π

√
|ω| −m(

1
3m

2⟨v2⟩
)3/2 exp

[
− |ω| −m

1
3m

2⟨v2⟩

]
θ (|ω| −m) . (S11)

We see that this is the same as previously found in the literature [83]. As mentioned in the main text, the signal
should inherit this frequency spread. The PSD of the signal E-field may then be constructed as:

Ssig (ω) = 4π
( ω

m

)2
f (ω) ρsig, (S12)

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tridiagonal_matrix_algorithm
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complying with our usual conventions for PSDs. A straightforward calculation shows that this PSD is peaked at
ω ≈ m

(
1 + 1

6 ⟨v
2⟩
)
; assuming that the signal energy density varies more slowly in ω than f (ω). From here we

may find the bandwidth of this PSD by the usual FWHM criterion, where we see that it given by the expected:
∆ω ≈ m⟨v2⟩.

Comparison with direct detection

The same antenna used to detect radiation resulting from the resonant conversion of wave-like DM in the ionosphere
can also be sensitive to the non-resonantly-converted signal that is anyway present on Earth.

In the case of dark photon DM, this is especially straightforward to understand: if there is a non-zero A′ amplitude
in the vicinity of the antenna, it can couple to charges in the antenna and generate a current. The signal PSD
associated to this effect is

Ssig,DD(ω) ≃ ϵ2ρDMf(ω) , (S13)

and would enter Eq. (8) as an additional contribution to the signal PSD in the numerator. We notice that this PSD
and the resonant conversion signal PSD share the same spread in frequency space, f(ω), such that the comparison
between the two signals amounts to a comparison between ρDM and Eq. (5). For geff = ϵ = 10−10, we find that
ϵ2ρ

DM
∼ 3 × 10−26 eV4, and is therefore between 2 and 3 orders of magnitude smaller than the EM energy density

due to resonant conversion given in Eq. (5) for the mass range being considered.
For axion DM, the analogous effect can be estimated by arguing that axions can convert into an electric field parallel

to the Earth’s magnetic field of a magnitude Ea ∼ gaγγaB, such that the direct detection signal PSD is approximately

Ssig,DD(ω) ≃ g2aγγB
2
⊕
ρ

DM

m2
a

f(ω) . (S14)

The prefactor without the frequency spread function can be compared with Eq. (5). This is the same comparison as
for the dark photon above, indicating that once again, the resonant conversion EM signal PSD is between 2 and 3
orders of magnitude larger than the direct absorption PSD.

Modelling of transfer function in a simple antenna circuit

Here we provide a simple description of a small linear antenna that could be used for detection of the DM signal.
This is not intended to be exhaustive of the list of possibilities to detect our signal, but it gives an idea of the simplicity
of a possible detector.

The antenna and read-out circuit combined are treated as a simple, in-series RLC-circuit, where the driving voltage
is provided by the antenna. There is a characteristic impedance ZA = RA +XA for the antenna element, determined
primarily by its geometry and material properties. We consider a linear antenna of length h, cross-sectional area A,
resistance RA ≡ ROhm +Rrad and reactance XA(λ). In this case, we are working in the “electrically small” limit for
the antenna meaning that the radiation resistance reads:

Rrad =
2π Z0

3

(
h

λ

)2

≃ 0.05Ω

(
h

m

)2 ( mα

10−8eV

)2
, (S15)

where we identified λ = 2π/mα and the reactance of the antenna is largely dominated by its effective capacitance:

XA(λ) ≈ −Z0

2π

λ

CA
≈ −Z0

π2

(
λ

2h

)
ln

(
h√
A/π

)
. (S16)

The remaining circuit elements are well-modelled by a resistive load element ‘RL’ and an inductive element ‘L’.
The power dissipated across the load may be computed by finding the voltage across it using Kirchhoff’s laws and

the standard relation for power in a circuit element. We see that the current flowing through any given element is:

I (ω) =
i ω

L (ω2 − ω2
0 + i ω∆ν)

Vd (ω) , (S17)
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FIG. S2. The value of the signal PSD fed through the transfer function of the antenna circuit assuming the signal is peaked at
frequency ω, for all curves we take geff = 10−10. The value of ω0 is 1 · 10−9eV for red curves, 5 · 10−9eV for blue and 1 · 10−8eV
for golden curves. The bandwidth of the circuit is 10MHz for dashed lines, 1MHz for solid and 100kHz for dotted lines.

where the circuit resonant frequency is ω2
0 ≡ 1/ (CAL) and the bandwidth is ∆ν ≡ (RA +RL) /L. The result is that

the power dissipated is

PL =

∫
dω

ω2 h2

RL L2
[
(ω2 − ω2

0)
2
+ ω2 ∆ν2

]SE (ω) , (S18)

where SE is the PSD of the electric field incident on the antenna, consisting of the signal and any external noise
sources. We note that the bandwidth is dominated by a constant RL > RA for resistive elements easily available
for purchase by amateurs, leading to a broadband detector response. As discussed in the main text, by far the
dominant noise source is extrinsic to the detector, and therefore is filtered by the same detector response as the signal.
This transfer function of the antenna, i.e. the prefactor of SE(ω) in the integrand above, therefore factorises in the
integrand of the SNR, Eq. (8) in the main text. However, the bandwidth of the receiver ∆ν affects the scan rate,
which enters the expression for the integration time tint in Eq. (8).
In Fig. S2 we show the signal flux spectral density for three different DM masses, fixing geff = 10−10 and showing

three choices for the detector bandwidth. This demonstrates how the detector response affects the signal as a function
of frequency and bandwidth.
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