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Axions have aroused widespread research interest because they can solve the strong CP problem and serve as
a possible candidate for dark matter. Currently, people have explored a lot of axion detection experiments,
including passively detecting the existing axions in the universe, and actively generating axions in the lab-
oratory. Recently, axion-coupled laser-plasma interactions have been discussed as a novel method to detect
axions. Petawatt (PW) lasers are considered as a powerful tool to study not only the vacuum polarization
but also the axion coupling, due to their extreme fields. However, particle-in-cell (PIC) simulation is still
missed in current studies, which limits the understanding of axion-coupled laser-plasma interactions. In this
paper, we proposed the method to include the axion field and the coupling with electromagnetic (EM) fields
in PIC codes. The axion wave equation and modified Maxwell’s equations are numerically solved, while the
EM field modulation from axions is considered as a first-order perturbation. Meanwhile, different axion field
boundary conditions are considered to satisfy different simulation scenarios. The processes of conversions
between axions and photons, and weak laser pulse propagation with axion effects are checked as benchmarks
of the code. Such an extended PIC code may help researchers develop novel axion detection schemes based
on laser-plasma interactions and provide a better understanding of axion-coupled astrophysical processes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Axion was initially proposed by Wilczek1 and Wein-
berg2 as the resulted particle from spontaneously broken
of Peccei-Quinn (PQ) symmetry3,4, to solve the strong
CP problem5. Besides, axions are also considered as one
of the possible candidates for dark matter5,6.
Currently, there are many axion detection experiments

around the world. One way is to detect the existing ax-
ions, including those from the sun and universe back-
ground. In this scenario, there are Axion Dark Matter
Experiment (ADMX)7–9 to convert dark matter axions
into microwave photons and CERN Axion Solar Tele-
scope (CAST)10 to convert solar axions into X-ray pho-
tons in magnetic fields to detect axions. Besides, people
are also seeking axion hints in some astrophysical phe-
nomena11–13.
Besides passively detecting the existing axions in the

universe, some groups also actively generate axions and
detect the derivative effects. Polarization rotation of
a laser in a transverse magnetic field is thought to be
a signal of axion existence, such as PVLAS14, BMV15,
BFRT16, and Q&A17 experiments. Meanwhile, there
is also an effective laser experiment named ”light shin-
ing through a wall”. A laser is used to generate axions
through a magnetic region, after which a wall is used to
block the laser photon and only the axions can transmit
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the wall. Then the axions will be reconverted into pho-
tons in a second magnetic region to be detected. Such
a scheme is used in ALPS18, GammeV19, LIPSS20, OS-
QAR21, and BMV22.

Although there are currently many detection and ex-
perimental setups to search axions and other dark mat-
ters in the world, no convincing signals have been dis-
covered so far23. One possible reason is the weak cou-
pling between axions and photons, gaγγ ≲ 10−10 GeV−1.
Meanwhile, high-power lasers are recently considered
to enhance the vacuum birefringence (VB) signal24–26,
which is also the aim of PVLAS, BMV, BFRT and Q&A
experiments. Instead of polarization rotation from axion
coupling, an initially linear-polarized laser may gain a
small ellipticity after propagating through the magnetic
field. Such an ellipticity signal can be significantly en-
hanced with a 10PW laser (with magnetic fields reach-
ing 106 T). Similarly, the polarization rotation signal may
also be enhanced through PW lasers.

Moreover, when the laser intensity increases, there
could be more new axion-related phenomena to study and
detect in laser-plasma interactions. People have found a
new quasiparticle from axions coupling to the electro-
static (Langmuir) modes27. Some plasma-based axion
generation and detection schemes have also been pro-
posed and discussed28–30.

However, current studies about axion-coupled laser-
plasma interactions are still limited to theoretical calcu-
lations. To get a comprehensive understanding of the
interaction process, PIC is a quite powerful tool. In
a PIC code, particle motion is calculated according to
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the Lorentz force with modifications from some QED
processes, and EM fields are numerically solved accord-
ing to Maxwell’s equations and the current contributed
by the particles. Such a method has been successfully
used in studying laser wakefield acceleration31–34, strong
field quantum electrodynamics (QED) effects35,36, and
so on. Despite that, the axion field and the coupling
with EM fields are still missed in current usually used
PIC codes, which limited the studies about axion-coupled
laser-plasma interactions.

In this paper, we added the axion field and the coupling
with EM fields into the PIC code EPOCH37. The axion
wave equation and modified Maxwell’s equations are nu-
merically solved. Since the axion coupling is extremely
small, the axion modulation to EM fields is considered
a first-order perturbation. Meanwhile, different kinds of
axion field boundary conditions are considered to satisfy
different simulation scenarios. With such modifications,
the code can simulate axion fields self-consistently. In the
end, the axion generation from photons and conversion
into photons in a constant magnetic field are shown as
benchmarks of the code.

II. SIMULATION METHODS

A. Units and Field Equations

In natural units (ℏ = ε0 = c = 1), the axion coupling
with EM fields can be described by the Lagrangian den-
sity term Lint = − 1

4gaγγϕFµνG
µν = gaγγϕE · B, where

gaγγ is the coupling constant, Fµν and Gµν are the elec-
tromagnetic tensor and dual tensor, respectively, and E,
B are the electric field and magnetic field, respectively.
The total Lagrangian density reads,

L = LEM + Lϕ + Lint, (1)

LEM = −1

4
FµνF

µν +Aµj
µ
e , (2)

Lϕ =
1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

2
m2

aϕ
2, (3)

where ma is the axion mass, LEM and Lϕ are the La-
grangian density of EM field and free axion field, respec-
tively. After variation to the total Lagrangian density,
we can get the modified Maxwell equations with axion
coupling,

∂2
t ϕ−∇2ϕ+m2

aϕ = gaγγ E ·B, (4)

∇ ·E = ρ− gaγγB · ∇ϕ, (5)

∇ ·B = 0, (6)

∇×E = −∂tB, (7)

∇×B = ∂tE + j + gaγγ [(∂tϕ)B −E ×∇ϕ], (8)

where ρ and j are the electrical charge density and cur-
rent density, respectively. Here we did not introduce an
additional duality symmetry as some other works27,28,38.

The code EPOCH is an open source PIC code and it’s
widely used in laser plasma community37,39–41. EPOCH
makes calculations in SI units. And in SI units, we choose
the axion field ϕ to have dimensions of frequency, and the
axion coupling constant gaγγ to have dimensions of time.
In this way, the modified Maxwell equations in SI units
read, (

∂2

c2∂t2
−∇2 +

m2
ac

2

ℏ2

)
ϕ =

gaγγ
ℏµ0

E ·B, (9)

∇ ·E =
ρ

ε0
− cgaγγB · ∇ϕ, (10)

∇ ·B = 0, (11)

∇×E = −∂tB, (12)

∇×B =
∂

c2∂t
E + µ0j +

gaγγ
c

[(∂tϕ)B −E ×∇ϕ].

(13)

B. Perturbations due to Axion Field

First of all, we need to notice that the axion modu-
lation to the EM fields might be so small that it would
be overwhelmed by the floating point error. To solve
this problem, we use field perturbation separation (FPS)
method by expanding the variables according to the or-
der of axion coupling: E = E0 +E1, B = B0 +B1, ρ =
ρ0 + ρ1, j = j0 + j1, where E0, B0, ρ0, j0 satisfy the
Maxwell equations without axion. Then the first-order
perturbations of the EM fields satisfy,

∇ ·E1 =
ρ1
ε0

− cgaγγB0 · ∇ϕ, (14)

∇ ·B1 = 0, (15)

∇×E1 = −∂tB1, (16)

∇×B1 =
∂

c2∂t
E1 + µ0j1 +

gaγγ
c

[(∂tϕ)B0 −E0 ×∇ϕ].

(17)

As an estimation, for a laser with the normalized vector
potential a0 = |eE0/(meω0c)| = 100 (where ω0 = ck0 =
2πc/λ0 is the laser frequency, and e, me are the elec-
tron charge and mass, respectively), the non-perturbed
electric field is E0 = 4 × 1014 V/m for an 800 nm laser.
Considering such a laser generating axions in a magnetic
field as strong as itself within a wavelength, the gener-

ated axion field is approximately
gaγγE0B0

2µ0ℏk2
0

= 5.7×109 s−1

(for a typical gaγγ = 2.7×10−13ℏGeV−1). With such an
axion field, the axion modulation to the EM field can be
estimated as E1 ≈ gaγγϕB0c = 4× 10−13 V/m.
Unfortunately, the value of E0 is represented as a dou-

ble precision floating-point number in the program. In

binary, such a number is E0
bin
= 1. 011 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸

52

×248 V/m. To

represent such a number, the computer would use 1 bit
for the± sign, 11 bits for the exponent, and 52 bits for the
mantissa. Therefore, the minimal step for E0 to increase
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is error (E0) = 2−52 × 248 = 0.0625V/m, which is called
the floating point error of E0. We can see that E1 is even
far less than the floating point error: E1 ≪ error (E0).
Therefore, it is necessary to treat the zero and first order
EM fields independently according to Eq. 14-17. Oth-
erwise, E1 would be overwhelmed by the floating point
error of E0 and we can never get the correct modulation
from the axion fields.

Moreover, since Eq. 14 can be derived from Eq. 17 and
the continuity equation ∂tρ1+∇·j1 = 0 together, we only
need to treat the current perturbation j1 in the code. For
this part, we consider the perturbation to the particle
momentum and velocity: p = p0 + p1, v = v0 + v1.
To calculate the perturbed particle motion, we should
first calculate the perturbed fields felt by the particle,
which are given by (F = Ex,y,z, Bx,y,z is the example
field component):

F |x=x0+x1
= (F0 + F1)|x=x0+x1

=
∑
ijk

S(rijk − x0 − x1) (F0,ijk + F1,ijk)

≈
∑
ijk

S(rijk − x0)F0,ijk

+
∑
ijk

[
∂S(rijk − x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

· x1

]
F0,ijk

+
∑
ijk

S(rijk − x0)F1,ijk

= Fnop + Fp,

(18)

where S(rijk − x) is the shape function of a particle lo-
cating at position x, rijk is the space grid position of the
cooresponding field component, Fnop =

∑
ijk S(rijk −

x0)F0,ijk and Fp are the non-perturbed and perturbed
fields felt by the particle. The the perturbed position
and momentum of the particle can be calculated accord-
ing to:

dx1

dt
= v1, (19)

dp1

dt
= q (Ep + v0 ×Bp + v1 ×Bnop) , (20)

v1 =
∂v

∂p
· p1 =

c

γ3
0

[
γ2
0u1 − u0 (u0 · u1)

]
, (21)

where q and m are the charge and mass of the particle,
respectively, and u = p/ (mc) is the normalized momen-
tum. Then the current perturbation can be calculated

according to the particle shape function:

(j0 + j1)ijk =
q

∆V
[S(rijk − x0 − x1) (v0 + v1)]

≈ q

∆V
S(rijk − x0)v0

+
q

∆V

[
∂S(rijk − x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

· x1

]
v0

+
q

∆V
S(rijk − x0)v1,

(22)

where ∆V is the macroparticle volume in the code. So
far we have given the full description of the perturbed
EM fields in the code, which is necessary to correctly
calculate the derivative effects of axions.

C. Field Equations Discretization

In the following, we give the description of axion dis-
cretization in both time and space grids. The superscrip-
tion will label the index of time steps, and the subscrip-
tion will label the space index. It should be pointed out
that a single 0 or 1 on the subscript is used to label
the order of the EM field. Although we use SI units in
the code, the following equations used in the numerical
model will still be shown in natural units for convenience.
From the equations, we naturally set the axion fields at
the half-time grids. Then the time differential is realized
as,

∂tϕ → (Dtϕ)
n
=

ϕn+ 1
2 − ϕn− 1

2

∆t
, (23)

∂2
t ϕ →

(
D2

tϕ
)n+ 1

2 =
ϕn+ 3

2 − 2ϕn+ 1
2 + ϕn− 1

2

(∆t)
2 , (24)

where ∆t is the time step. In one time step of the code,
we would first update the EM fields for half time step
and then update the axion field,

E
n+ 1

2
1 = En

1 +
∆t

2

(
∇×Bn

1 − jn1

− gaγγ [(Dtϕ)
n
Bn

0 −En
0 ×∇ϕn]

)
,

(25)

B
n+ 1

2
1 = Bn

1 − ∆t

2
∇×E

n+ 1
2

1 , (26)

ϕn+ 3
2 − 2ϕn+ 1

2 + ϕn− 1
2

(∆t)
2 =

(
∇2ϕ−m2

aϕ+ gaγγE0 ·B0

)n+ 1
2 .

(27)

The particles are then pushed by both zero and first order
fields. After that, we update the EM fields for the left
half time step.

Bn+1
1 = B

n+ 1
2

1 − ∆t

2
∇×E

n+ 1
2

1 , (28)

En+1
1 = E

n+ 1
2

1 +
∆t

2

(
∇×Bn+1

1 − jn+1
1

− gaγγ

[
(Dtϕ)

n+ 1
2 Bn+1

0 −En+1
0 ×∇ϕn+1

])
.

(29)
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Here ϕn would be given by the averaged axion fields at
two time steps,

ϕn =
1

2

(
ϕn+ 1

2 + ϕn− 1
2

)
. (30)

As for the spatial discretization, the configuration is
shown in Fig. 1. While the components of EM fields are
staggered to the grid boundaries in certain directions, we
consider the axion field to locate at the cell center in
all directions. In this way, we can calculate the space
dependent terms in Eq. 25 and 27.

i′ = i+
1

2
, j′ = j +

1

2
, k′ = k +

1

2
, (31)

∂2
xϕ →

(
D2

xϕ
)
i′j′k′ =

ϕ(i′+1)j′k′ − 2ϕi′j′k′ + ϕ(i′−1)j′k′

(∆x)
2 .

(32)

x

y

z

Ex
Ey

Ez

BxBy

Bz

ϕ

Figure 1. The configuration of EM fields and axion field in
the PIC code.

Moreover, to update the axion fields as Eq. 27, we
need to calculate the source term E0 ·B0 at axion field
locations. The actual values of the EM fields are given
by averaging the fields at the nearest cells,

(E0 ·B0)i′j′k′ = Ē0xB̄0x + Ē0yB̄0y + Ē0zB̄0z, (33)

Ē0x =
1

2

[
E0x,(i′+ 1

2 )j′k′ + E0x,(i′− 1
2 )j′k′

]
, (34)

B̄0x =
1

4

[
B0x,i′(j′+ 1

2 )(k′+ 1
2 )

+B0x,i′(j′+ 1
2 )(k′− 1

2 )

+B0x,i′(j′− 1
2 )(k′+ 1

2 )
+B0x,i′(j′− 1

2 )(k′− 1
2 )

]
.
(35)

And the other components are averaged similarly. The
cross term E0 × ∇ϕ in Eq. 25 is also given by aver-
aging. Here we show the expression of one component

(E0 ×∇ϕ)x, the other components are similar.

(E0 ×∇ϕ)x → (E0y Dzϕ− E0z Dyϕ)(i′+ 1
2 )j′k′ , (36)

(E0y Dzϕ)(i′+ 1
2 )j′k′ =

1

4

[
E0y,i′(j′+ 1

2 )k′ + E0y,i′(j′− 1
2 )k′

]
·
ϕi′j′(k′+1) − ϕi′j′(k′−1)

2∆z

+
1

4

[
E0y,(i′+1)(j′+ 1

2 )k′ + E0y,(i′+1)(j′− 1
2 )k′

]
·
ϕ(i′+1)j′(k′+1) − ϕ(i′+1)j′(k′−1)

2∆z
.

(37)

D. Axion Field Boundary Conditions

The solutions of partial differential equations are only
complete with specific boundary conditions. As for the
boundary conditions of axions, we implemented four
kinds of boundary conditions in the code: reflect, pe-
riodic, outflow, and PML (Perfectly Matched Layers).
These are quite similar as EM field treatments in usual
PIC codes, which are used for different scenarios42–44.

1. Reflect. As for the reflect boundary condition, we
set the axion field gradient to zero at the boundary.

ϕ(− 1
2 )j′k′ = ϕ( 1

2 )j′k′ , · · · . (38)

2. Periodic. As for the periodic boundary condition,
we would set the axion field at the out cell to be
the same on the other side.

ϕ(− 1
2 )j′k′ = ϕ(Nx− 1

2 )j′k′ , · · · , (39)

where Nx is the total grid number in x direction.

3. Outflow. As for the outflow boundary condition,
we would assume a left-handed wave propagating
along x direction at the xmin boundary, or a right-
handed wave at the xmax boundary. And the treat-
ments in the y and z directions are similar. Specifi-
cally, we solve the two equations at the boundary to
obtain the axion fields ϕn

(− 1
2 )j′k′ and ϕn−1

(− 3
2 )j′k′ out

of the simulation box at each time step, which are
needed to update the axion field in the box. The
results are (with the source term S = gaγγE0 ·B0),
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[
∆t

∆x
+

(∆t)
2

(∆x)
2

]
ϕn−1

(− 3
2 )j′k′ =− 2ϕn−1

(− 1
2 )j′k′ + 2ϕn−2

(− 1
2 )j′k′ − (∆t)

2

[
Sn−1

(− 1
2 )j′k′ −m2

aϕ
n−1

(− 1
2 )j′k′

]

+
∆t

∆x
ϕn−1

( 1
2 )j′k′ −

(∆t)
2

(∆x)
2

[
ϕn−1

( 1
2 )j′k′ − 2ϕn−1

(− 1
2 )j′k′

]
,

(40)

ϕn

(− 1
2 )j′k′ = ϕn−2

(− 1
2 )j′k′ +

∆t

∆x

[
ϕn−1

( 1
2 )j′k′ − ϕn−1

(− 3
2 )j′k′

]
. (41)

4. PML. As for the outflow boundary condition, we
would assume the axion field to exponentially decay
in the absorbing layer,

ϕ = ϕie
i(ωt−kx)−σt, (42)

where σ is an artificial absorbing constant. Thus
we made the transform ∂t → ∂t +σ in Eq. 4. Then
after discretization, the evolution equation for the
axion field in the absorbing layer is,

(1 + σ∆t)ϕn+1
i′j′k′ =(∆t)

2 [
Sn
i′j′k′ −m2ϕn

i′j′k′

+
(
D2

x +D2
y +D2

z

)
ϕn
i′j′k′ − σ2ϕn

i′j′k′

]
+ σ∆tϕn−1

i′j′k′ + 2ϕn
i′j′k′ − ϕn−1

i′j′k′ .

(43)

III. CODE BENCHMARK

After implementing the axion field and the coupling
with EM fields in the code, we can self-consistently sim-
ulate the axion generation, propagation, and conversion
to EM fields. We first check the different kinds of bound-
ary conditions in the code.

A. Boundary Condition Checking

To check the boundary conditions we used in the
code, we would assume a left-handed axion wave ϕ =

e−(η
2+y2)/w2

sin k0η in the simulation box, where η =
x+ ct is the moving coordinate, w = 5λ0 is the duration
and width of the test axion pulse, and λ0 = 2π/k0 =
800 nm is the axion wavelength. To realize such an ax-
ion wave, what we actually do is to set the axion fields
ϕ|t= 1

2∆t and ϕ|t=− 1
2∆t at two time steps. In this case,

we considered the axion mass as 1meV, which is much
less than the mass cooresponding to the axion wavelength
set in the simulation. Since here we only check the ax-
ion boundary conditions, the coupling constant gaγγ does
not matter. Moreover, the simulation box is set to be
[−20λ0, 20λ0] × [−20λ0, 20λ0], and the grid number is
400 × 400. As for the PML boundary condition, we set
the layer thickness to be NPML = 20 grids in all direc-
tions. The maximal absorbing constant is σmax dt = 0.2

and the absorbing constant grows in the absorbing layer

as σ =
(
1− iPML

NPML

)3

σmax, where iPML is the grid index

from the boundary.
Figure 2 shows the results of different boundary con-

ditions. We can see that the axion field can be correctly
reflected or propagating to another side with the corre-
sponding reflect or periodic boundary conditions. With
outflow or PML boundary conditions, the axion field can
transmit out of the boundary or be absorbed by the
boundary layer with negligible reflectivity. The numeri-
cal reflectivities are both ∼ 1% with the last two bound-
ary conditions.

B. Benchmark of Axion Generation

Moreover, we can further simulate the process of
photon-axion and axion-photon conversions in a constant
magnetic field. Since the axion wave equation contains
the source term gaγγE ·B, a laser propagating in a con-
stant magnetic field parallel to its polarization would con-
tinuously generate axions, and vice versa. The conversion
probabilities are19,45,

Pγ→ϕ = Pϕ→γ

≈ 1

4
(gaγγB0l)

2

[
sin (κl/2)

κl/2

]2
, (natural units)

(44)

Pγ→ϕ = Pϕ→γ

≈ c

4µ0ℏ
(gaγγB0l)

2

[
sin (κl/2)

κl/2

]2
, (SI units)

(45)

where κ = k1 − k0 reflects the momentum difference be-
tween the photon and axion, k0, k1 are the wave vectors
of photon and axion, respectively, and l is the laser prop-
agating distance inside the magnetic field.
To simulate the process of axion generation, we con-

sider a p-polarized laser with the wavelength λ0 = 800 nm
propagating in a magnetic field of B = Bcŷ. The laser
normalized vector potential is a0 = |eE/(meω0c)| = 3
and it carries Gaussian envelopes in both transverse
and longitudinal directions. The width is 5λ0 and the
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Figure 2. Temporal evolution of the axion field with different boundary conditions. Axion field distribution at different times
with different boundary conditions: (a) Reflect, (b) Periodic, (c) Outflow, (d) PML.

FWHM duration is 5T0 = 5λ0/c. The magnetic field
is set to be 423T and uniform in space. The laser
is propagating in x direction and the simulation win-
dow is also moving at the light speed after the laser
is injected into it. Moreover, here we assume the ax-
ion mass to be 1meV. As for the coupling constant,
there are two primary models for axion-photon cou-
pling: KSVZ (KimShifman-Vainshtein-Zakaharov)46,47

and DFSZ (Dine-Fischler-Srednicki-Zhitnisky)48,49. Dif-
ferent models would give different coupling constant:

ma = 6.3 eV
106 GeV

fa
, (46)

gaγγ = cγ
2α

πfa
, (47)

where cγ = −0.97 for KSVZ model and cγ = 0.36
for DFSZ model. Here DFSZ axion model is consid-
ered. The cooresponding coupling constant is gaγγ =

2.65 × 10−13ℏGeV−1. The KSVZ model would be simi-
lar.

Figure 3 shows the result of the axion generation pro-
cess. The distributions of the laser electric field and axion
field at two instants are shown in Fig 3-(a,b). The laser
pulse continuously generats axion and the axion field is
increasing during the propagation. Meanwhile, we can
also see that the laser pulse and the generated axion pulse
both gradually defocus due to the finite pulse width.

We also quantitatively compared the conversion prob-
ability. The conversion probability in the simulation can
be given by the total energy ratio between the axion and
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Figure 3. Laser propagation and axion generation in a con-
stant magnetic field. Distribution of normalized laser field
ay = |eEy/(meω0c)| (upper half) and axion field (lower half)
after propagating (a) 25µm and (b) 89µm. Comparison be-
tween the conversion probability from simulation result and
theoretical prediction (c) Pγ→ϕ and (d)

√
Pγ→ϕ during prop-

agation.

laser pulse in the simulation box,

Pγ→ϕ,sim =
Hϕ

Hγ
=

∫∫
Hϕ dx dy∫∫
Hγ dxdy

, (48)

Hϕ =
ℏ
2c

(
1

c2
|∂tϕ|2 + |∇ϕ|2 + m2

ac
2

ℏ2
ϕ2

)
, (49)

Hγ =
1

2

(
ε0E

2 +
1

µ0
B2

)
. (50)

The results are shown in Fig. 3-(c,d). We can see that the
conversion probabilities of theory and simulation match
each other quite well, and

√
Pγ→ϕ is linear to the prop-

agation distance.

C. Benchmark of Axion Conversion into Photons

In addition, we can also simulate the process of axion
conversion into photons. In this case, there is only an
axion pulse initially in the simulation box and propagat-
ing in the constant magnetic field. The axion pulse is the
same as that in Sec. III A, and the magnetic field is the
same as that in Sec. III B.

As for this case, the conversion probability in the sim-
ulation is also given by the energy ratio,

Pϕ→γ,sim =
Hγ

Hϕ
=

∫∫
Hγ dxdy∫∫
Hϕ dx dy

, (51)

where the energy density Hγ of EM fields is given by the
first order perturbation E1, B1. The results are also sim-
ilar to those of photon conversion into axions, as shown
in Fig. 4. The laser pulse is continuously generated by
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Figure 4. Axion conversion into EM fields. Distribution of
perturbed laser field Ey (upper half) and axion field (lower
half) after propagating (a) 3µm and (b) 96µm. Comparison
between the conversion probability (c) Pϕ→γ and (d)

√
Pϕ→γ

during propagation.

the axion pulse, and both two pulses gradually defocus
during propagation. The conversion probability obtained
from the simulation also matches well with the theory.

D. Benchmark of FPS Method

As described in Sec. II B, we have used the FPS method
to solve the problem of floating-point error when there
is a significant strength difference between the original
and derivative fields. Such a method can also be checked
through an extremely weak laser pulse propagating in a
magnetized plasma. We consider a laser pulse with λ0 =
800 nm and a plasma with a density n0 = 3 × 10−3nc,
where nc = ε0meω

2
0/e

2 is the critical plasma density. The
external magnetic field is set to be Bc = meωp/e to mag-
netize the plasma in z direction, where ω2

p = n0e
2/(ε0m0)

is the plasma frequency. The laser pulse is sufficiently
weak and the laser magnetic field is 10−20Bc. The simu-
lation box is [−20λ0, 20λ0]×[−50λ0, 50λ0], and the space
grid number is 12000× 100. Higher spatial accuracy was
adopted in x direction, to reduce the impact of numerical
dispersion. Such a laser pulse would be overwhelmed by
the background magnetic if it is calculated directly. How-
ever, its propagation can be correctly calculated though
the FPS method.

The refractivity η of a laser in a transversely magne-
tized plasma is given by50:

η2 = 1−
ω2
p

ω2

ω2 − ω2
p

ω2 − ω2
p − ω2

c

, (52)

where ωc = eBc/me is the electron cyclotron frequency in
the magnetic field, and the magnetic field is perpendicu-
lar to the laser polarization. The the laser group velocity
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lation and theory.

can be given by:

vg =
cη

η2 + ω2 d(η2)
d(ω2)

. (53)

On the other hand, the laser group velocity in the sim-
ulation can be given by its centroid trajectory, and it is
calculated by:

xlaser =

∫∫
xB2

1z dxdy∫∫
B2

1z dxdy
. (54)

The results of weak laser propagation are shown in
Fig. 5. Figure 5 (a) shows that the sufficiently weak laser
pulse can stably propagate in the magnetized plasma,
rather than numerically overwhelmed by the background
magnetic field. Meanwhile, as Fig. 5 (b) shows, the laser
group velocity from the simulation matches well with the
theoretical results. In fact, the FPS method can not
only solve the EM modulation from the axion fields, but
also correctly handling weak lasers in strong background
fields.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we have proposed and benchmarked a
method to model the axion field and the coupling with
electromagnetic fields in the PIC code. The axion wave
equation and modified Maxwell equations are considered,
while the modulation of the axion field to EM fields is
treated in first-order perturbation. Different boundary
conditions are realized in the code. The conversion pro-
cesses of axions into photons and photons into axions are
checked as benchmarks of the code. The propagation
of a weak laser in a strongly magnetized plasma is also
checked to illustrate the validity of our FPS method. We
hope such a tool can help researchers develop novel axion
generation and detection schemes based on laser-plasma
interactions and provide a better understanding of the
astrophysical processes in which axions participate.
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