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Abstract

Axion-like particles (ALPs) are known to be produced through axion-
photon conversion in the presence of a stationary external magnetic field.
Devices such as undulators and wigglers, which are used widely for photon
production, e.g., in synchrotron radiation facilities, inherently possess strong
magnetic fields, making them potential sources for ALP production. In this
paper, we establish formalisms and formulas for studying ALP production in
the ALP-photon-charged current system based on quantum field theory. We
demonstrate that ALP production is inevitable in any undulator with the
standard designs due to the electron Coulomb potential as well as a resonance
effect depending on the ALP mass. In particular, ALPs are predominantly
produced in a direction slightly misaligned with the photons’ main direction.
We propose placing detectors in the desired directions during operations of
the originally planned experiments as an efficient approach to simultaneously
probing ALPs. The calculation methods and formulas developed in this study
are applicable to ALP production from other environments and productions of

other particles beyond the standard model relevant to synchrotron radiations.



1 Introduction

Axion-like particles (ALPs), pseudo-scalar bosons coupled to the photons, are leading
candidates in physics beyond the standard model. Some basic properties of the
ALPs, the mass, couplings, and how many kinds of ALPs exist, depend on the
UV completions. For instance, many ALPs are predicted in string theory [1-8], a
scenario referred to as axiverse. Also, simple quantum field theories (QFTs) contain
ALPs [9-12].

ALPs acquire masses through non-perturbative effects, and their mass range po-
tentially extends from massless to extremely high values. In particular, ALPs can
be much lighter than the electroweak scale, which is an interesting possibility. Some
light ALPs that couple to gluons can solve the strong CP problem: the unnatu-
rally small nucleon electric dipole moment in nature [13-16]. On the other hand,
their small mass contributes to their longevity, making them viable candidates for
dark matter in the Universe. The abundance of cold dark matter can be explained
in a wide mass range depending on various simple mechanisms. The mechanisms
connect the couplings, masses of the ALPs with the early Universe history, making
the ALP dark matter probes of the early Universe.! Alternatively, ALPs can act
as inflatons, where their small mass is related to the slow-roll conditions required
for driving inflation [43-47]. ALPs also affect the evolutions and lifetimes of as-
trophysical objects, and the couplings to standard model particles for light ALPs
are constrained from them [48-54]. Additionally, ALP helioscopes provide impor-
tant constraints on ALPs produced by the Sun [55] (see also future prospects by
IAXO [56-59]). However, some light ALPs can only be probed on Earth due to
matter effects [60-62]. In addition, ALP production in ground-based experiments is
not affected by astrophysical systematic uncertainties.

A notable feature of ALPs is their ability to undergo axion-photon conversion. In

the presence of a stationary external magnetic field within a finite volume, breaking

'For instance, an ALP can be produced through the misalignment mechanism [17-19], which
can probe inflation scales and cosmological histories by considering the inflationary Bunch-Davies
distribution [20-25]. It can also be produced from cosmic string-wall networks if the Peccei-Quinn
phase transition occurs [26-32]. It can be produced due to the inflaton decay with stimulated
emission [33,34] or through bubble/domain wall expansion [35,36] (see also heavy dark matter pro-
duction [37-41]). It can even be produced thermally, similar to hot dark matter, due to stimulated
emission [42]. These scenarios provide connections between typical ALP dark matter masses and

couplings with the cosmological history.



Lorentz invariance, massless photons can convert into massive ALPs and vice versa.
This phenomenon has led to the proposal of experimental setups involving two mag-
netic field regions separated by a photon shield positioned in front of a photon
beam source for detecting ALPs [63-65]. The setup is referred to as light-shining-
through-a-wall (LSW) experiment [66-72]. Already various experimental results are
reported [73-78] (see also [79]). Interestingly, LSW experiments can probe all ALPs
with masses lighter than a specific threshold determined by the experimental config-
uration, provided the ALP-photon coupling is sufficiently strong and/or the number
of ALPs is large enough.

One type of photon source is known as an undulator or wiggler. Undulators
are sophisticated devices primarily used in synchrotron radiation facilities and are
essential for a wide range of applications in science and technology, including mate-
rials science, molecular biology, the operation of free-electron lasers, and colliders,
to produce highly directional and brilliant synchrotron radiation. They generate,
or aim to generate, high-brightness beams of light ranging from infrared to hard X-
rays, extending up to the v-ray energy range. The operation of undulators involves
passing a relativistic electron beam through a spatially periodic magnetic structure,
causing the electrons to undergo sinusoidal motion and emit radiation at specific
wavelengths (See Fig.1).

Inside the undulator, both photons and a strong magnetic field are present. This
raises the question of whether the undulator itself could serve as an ALP factory.
This question is particularly relevant to the so-called third-generation and later syn-
chrotron light sources equipped with multiple undulators worldwide. If undulators
themselves produce ALPs, this would imply that more than half of the LSW ex-
perimental setup—specifically, the installation of experimental devices that produce
ALPs and the wall that shields the photons—is already in place. However, estimat-
ing the ALP production by the undulator is not an easy task because the electric
and magnetic fields inside the undulator depend non-trivially on time and space due
to electron propagation.

In this paper, we carefully examine whether undulators can independently pro-
duce ALPs, using first-principles calculations in a system involving electromagnetic
field, electric current, and an ALP, both analytically and numerically. For light
ALPs, a dominant source is the Coulomb potential of the electron in conjunction
with the external magnetic field, which does not contribute to the original syn-

chrotron radiation. When the ALP has the preferred mass determined by the design



of the undulator, resonant production can occur. Various results are consistent with
a numerical estimation by using background electromagnetic fields and symmetry
argument. This indicates that any undulator is an ALP factory, continuously pro-
ducing ALPs as long as the facility is operational. Placing a proper detector at the
desired position can search for ALPs, giving the potential limits even better than the
existing LSW limit in the resonant case thanks to the long ‘experimental time’ equal
to the facility running time. Our calculation methods can be generalized to other
cases. For example, we can easily check that the ALP production from electrons in a
circular collider is suppressed, and in some cases, similar analysis works in producing
ALPs from astrophysical objects.

The phenomena we discuss here differs from the ‘axion bremsstrahlung’ discussed
in the literature, such as in [80], where the axion production is via the axion-electron
coupling, and it is different mechansim from ours. In our work, ALPs are produced
solely due to axion-photon coupling, with no axion-electron coupling introduced.

In Sec.2, we review synchrotron radiation in an undulator using standard meth-
ods and perturbation theory in QFT. In Sec.3, we examine ALP production from
undulators and highlight the significance of the Coulomb potential. The last section
is devoted to the conclusions and discussions. The consistency of the main results
with the symmetry arguments and the numerical estimations by using background
electromagnetic fields can be found in Appendices. A and B, respectively.

Throughout the paper we use the convention of the metric n,, = diag(1, -1, -1, —1),
with pu,v = 0,z,9,2. A four-vector is denoted in the form V* = (V9 17) =
(VO VT VY V7).

2 Photons from Undulators

In this section, we review the usual synchrotron radiation from a single electron
passing through an undulator. The motion of the electron is discussed in Sec.2.1.
We employ two methods to estimate the photon flux from the undulator, both of
which will agree with each other. The first method, which is the conventional one
in the synchrotron radiation study, involves using the solution of Maxwell’s equa-
tions to demonstrate synchrotron radiation resulting from the electron’s acceleration
(Sec.2.2). The second method employs a field-theoretic approach, which will be used
in the ALP production in Sec.3 (Sec.2.3).



2.1 Electron Motion in Undulators

In an undulator, a moving electron is accelerated by a stationary but spatially os-
cillating magnetic field. For simplicity and clarity, we consider an electron moving
primarily in the z-direction, with the magnetic field causing undulations in the -
and y-direction. The position of the electron at time ¢, is denoted by 7.(t.). The

magnetic field is assumed to have components that only depend on z:
Bext(2) = (B (2), B (2),0) - (1)

This magnetic field strength is assumed to be non-vanishing in the regime z = [0, L].
We consider the Lorentz factor of the electron, v, to be much greater than unity
7> 1 and use 1/ as an expansion parameter. At ¢, = 0, the z-component of the
electron’s position rZ = 0.

The equation of motion for an electron in the magnetic field is given by

d

d_te (ymeg(te)) = —65@6) X éext(Fe(te))' <2)

Here, e is the photon coupling, and m, is the electron mass. We neglect the friction
due to the photon radiation because the Lorentz factor is large, and L is not so long.

Since a stationary magnetic field does not work to increase the kinetic energy of the

electron, the Lorentz factor v remains constant. Therefore, g(te) = —-= g(te) X
Boxt(Fe<te))-
Giving that the z-component of By is zero, we obtain
oY € z o € z RT
B = _B ngt:ﬂy = - /6 Bext (3)
YMe YMe

Throughout this paper, we neglect the time variance of 3?.2 We use the standard

form for the magnetic field of an undulator:

Bow = Bo{cos[kp7t.], ksin[kB7t. + ¢],0}. (4)
Here, k denotes the wave number of the undulator, a characteristic property of the
undulator. Without loss of generality, we assume that the parameters x and ¢,
satisfy 0 < k <1 and 0 < ¢ < 27, which is set by the design of the undulator. For

instance, a helical undulator has k = 1, ¢ = 0, while a linear undulator has kK = 0.

2Taking into account the time variance gives a higher order contribution in the K expansion

than those we consider in this paper.
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Fig. 1: A conceptual design of a linear undulator, corresponding to £ = 0. The ener-
getic electron injected in z-direction undulates (black solid line) due to the magnetic
field by the magnets placed along the y, z plane (light blue and red blocks denote
the south pole and north pole, respectively). The correspondences of the parameters
L and k are also indicated. Due to the electron undulation, photons are preferably
radiated along the z-axis (blue wavy line denotes the magnetic field component of
the photons). In this paper, we show that ALPs are also produced by any undulator,
with the preferred direction depending on the design and the mass of the ALP. How-
ever, the z-axis is always disfavored (red dashed lines denote the favored direction

for the resonant ALP production for the linear undulator, see Eq.(41) and Sec.3.2).

The solution to the equation of motion is straightforward

eBok

T z y eBO : z
B* = . cos(kBte + @), (Y= v sin(kf%t.), (5)

YRM e

by omitting constant terms. We obtain

F (—ﬁ coslkB*t, + 6], — 1= sin[k*L, /32) |
Y Y
Kk

kB

sin[kf%te + 4],

and Fe ~ ( COS[kﬁzteLteﬂz) (6)

vk

with

5 ~ \/1 S (1 + %(1 + ﬁ2)K2>, (7)

where we approximate the perpendicular velocity by the time average. Here, we

defined the K-parameter,
K= B()e

= kme.

(8)

If k =1,¢ =0, i.e., a helical undulator, the previous forms (6) are exact.



For a typical undulator,
K<1 (9)

which is the focus of this paper. In this case, the resulting photon wave is primarily
aligned along the z-axis, closely following the shape of the electron trajectory with
the Doppler effect. The conceptual design of a linear undulator with x = 0 is shown
in Fig. 1. For illustrative purposes, we shifted the origin of the z-axis in the figure
from the convention for our estimation.

When K > 1, which is called Wiggler, many approximations in this paper are
not valid. A Wiggler is known to produce photons with continuous spectrum, in

contrast to the undulator, which produces photons with spectra in narrow lines.

2.2 Synchrotron Radiation from Maxwell’s Equations

One method to estimate the photon flux from the undulator is by solving Maxwell’s
equations, given the motion of the electron. Our starting point is a general equation
for the radiated electric field at the position # = R + 7,(t.) due to a previously
accelerating electron located at 7.(t.) which can be straightforwardly derived using

the delayed potential of the gauge field [81]:

L e(1-8) (R e R R -
B S = = 1
wre \R P P mrer BP0 (10)
where ~
bEl—%-gzl—BCOSQ,andtezt—R (11)

Here, 6 is the angle between R and 5 (t.), which is also the angle from the z-axis
when K/v < 1. We defined X = \X’ | and X = %@X here and in the following. The
minus sign on the left-hand side indicates that the electron carries a charge of —1.
The first term of Eq.(10) represents the Coulomb potential, and the second term
corresponds to photon radiation. Since the second term is proportional to 5 x K,
this radiation term vanishes as K — 0. In contrast, the Coulomb potential term
does not vanish in this limit. Indeed, from the delayed potential for the gauge field,
one can verify that the magnetic field is given by R/ Rx the second term, which
serves as the solution to the electromagnetic wave. Using the second term of Eq.(10)
and the magnetic field, we can estimate the Poynting vector, which is given by
L, @ B —y2cos?0 R

S TRy b R (12)




i K ¢

Fig. 2: Feynman diagrams of QFT calculations for synchrotron radiation (left panel)
and ALP production (right panel, see Sec.3).

Here, d represents the acceleration of the electron, defined as @ 5 , and @’ is the

_ d
— dip
angle between @ and R.

By noting that S denotes the energy flux per unit time at a fixed position in

terms of ¢, the energy radiated from electron per unit time in terms of ¢, is given by

P L P 222 1 -2 a2 g/
d —RQS-Rﬂ e*d (1_ v 2 cos? 6 ) (13)

aQ Rdty 1672 (1 — Bcosh)? (1 — B cosh)?
Substituting the solution of our equation of motion (6), we can calculate the power

for the photon radiation. For instance with k = 1, ¢ = 0, the vector @ rotates in the

2- and y-direction. By noting that the time average of cos? #' is %sin2 0, we obtain

27021.2 22 2 2
dP  e*K?k*f 1 (1_ ~v~%sin® 0 > (14)

dQ 167242 (1 —fBcosh)’ 2(1 — Bcosh)?

When |6| < 1/7, i.e., when the photon energy is emitted along the z-direction, we

get

dP N 62K2k262 76

dQ@ 167292 8(1+ K?2)3
This scales with ~*, representing the dominant contribution to the radiation for
K <1.

(15)

2.3 Synchrotron Radiation for Particle Theorists

For convenience in later discussions, let us provide a field-theoretical estimation of

the radiation probability. Consider the Lagrangian

1
L= _ZFWF/W — A5, Ju= _evu(t>53<f_ Te[t]). (16)

=,

with v* = (1, §) being the velocity vector of electron extended to 4D, and F),, is the

photon field strength tensor. To study the photon production, we use perturbation



theory to estimate the Feynman diagram shown in the left panel of Fig. 2. The
amplitude is given by
. . z w z i =
(7, € ky[05) = — Ju V) = ———"Ju(ky) (17)
,/ 2w,
Here, € is the polarization vector of the photon; /;7 denotes the photon momentum,
and w, denotes the energy with w, = k,; Ox denotes the vacuum state with the
presence of the background X, and it will take X = j, E and/or B, which is the
current, electric field, and/or magnetic field in this paper; we have defined
o) = e [ dem,etd T, (18)

By neglecting O(K?) terms, we obtain

%0
j<Q)__ zi¢_~yK z2\ _ (AT, 'yK _ z
D e (200 + (e~ ig) 10 (A + k8% = (e 4 i) 510 (B = ki)
(19)
jx(Q) _% i¢ z _K i¢ _ R*
- —27%&6 6%(Aq+ﬁk)+27ﬂ;e 5%(Aq B%k), (20)
7'(q) _ eK
= oz (A k) — 6L (Ag — Bk 21
) b (B )~ 0 (Aa = D) 1)
J Wq) = —ef* (25(Aq) + ((q%e”‘b - iqy)Qka(SﬂL(Aq + kB7) — (¢"re ™ + iqy)h_kéﬁ%(Aq - kﬁz))) :
(22)
Here,
Aq=q - ¢ (23)
and mdx (g f dte’ is the ‘delta-function’ with a finite width. This delta-function

appears in the coefficient of K because it is related to the length of the magnetic
field, while the usual delta-functions in ;°, 7% do not vanish when K — 0. The
K-dependent terms in j°, j* originate from the Taylor expansion of the exponent
by K, similar to the approach used in perturbation theory in QFT. A more precise
calculation, which will predict not only the fundamental radiation but aslo higher
order harmonic radiation in the context of conventional undulator radiation, can
be performed by using the precise solution of the electron motion and including

higher-order terms of the expansion.?

3An even more precise estiamtion can be made by taking electron field into account in the
Lagrangian and perfomring the path integrals including the electron and photon loops in addition

to the background current and magnetic field.



Then, Eq.(17) becomes

\/MW 7r7| i) 2221{:7 (k(ke™"?€” +i€") + € (ke kS + ik¥) 57) &

(Aky — kB7).

L
BZ

(24)
Here, cosf = f}—i and Ak, = w,(1—/%cos(#)). In deriving the amplitude, we have ne-
glected terms proportional to §(Ak,),d L (Ak, + kB?), which are suppressed because
their arguments cannot be zero. As conventional, we take ¢® = 0, and the two polar-
ization vectors of photons are given by € = \/Lﬁ <— cos 0 cos ¢, — cos fsin ¢, sin 0) +
\/Lé <sin b, —cos ¢, 0> with ¢ satisfying k3 = kysinf cos ®, kY = k,sinfsin o, k3 =
k. cos 6.4

The total energy of the photon to be produced can be estimated as

dk deQ
- [ Z]%emo

To avoid writing a lengthy form and check the consistency with Eq.(14), let us take

(25)

k =1,¢ =0 again. Then we get

T~ a0 L €2K2k2ﬁ2 1 . 7—2<2 — COS 9) sin2 @ + O("}/_4)
B 161242 (1 — cosfp?)3 ( B 2(1 — cos 037)?2 ) ;
(26)
o (27)

- cos 63%

Here, we used [~ dk |6, (f(k))* = 2xL/|f'|. The second equation is from the
‘delta-function’. Note again that this delta-function has a finite width. Thus the
resulting photon spectrum will have the corresponding width Ak, /k, ~ w/3%/(Lk)
around Eq.(27). By dividing the integrand by the electron propagating time, L/(7,
and approximating 8 ~ (% we get dP/dS). This agrees with Eq.(14) very well.
The agreement up to the correction term of y~2sin®/(2(1 — cos 37)?) in Eq.(14) is
obtained when we expand the exponent by —ig“r® — ig¥r¥ in Eq.(18). This means
that those terms from the oscillating exponential in j°, 7% are also relevant to the
synchrotron radiation because, in the Maxwell equation estimations, we did not use
the Coulomb potential. In this case, the photons are helical and predominantly
composed with the polarization of e, with |#] < 1/, as can be found in Eq.(24) at
the amplitude level.

4This is the definition of e rather than e, as we consider the outgoing photon.



By performing the integral over solid angles, we obtain the total injected energy

per unit time,

WA (1+ Kx?)e2k? K> N (1+ K?) 62/€2K272'

12792 (=1+(2)2  (1+3K%*(1+k2)? 127 (28)

We have recovered the k, ¢ dependence and show the result up to the leading order
of the K, 1/~ expansions. The total number of photons emitted per unit time can
be similarly obtained by dividing the integrand of Eq.(26) by w, and performing the

integral
(1+ K?)e’kK? 1+ k2 2k K?
Ney A R~ .
T 2mA(—1+ 82 14 3K%2(1+k2) 127

We note that the total number of photons does not exhibit the enhancement with ~.

(29)

3 ALPs from Undulators

Now, we are ready to discuss the main topic, ALP production. Here we consider
the case of a single ALP production for simplicity, while our analysis can be easily
extended to study many ALP productions.” Given an external magnetic field, B=

By, it is often discussed that a photon wave can be converted into an ALP, ¢, with

the mass, my, due to the ALP interaction Lagrangian
Ling = _9¢77¢E . B. (30)

Again, we consider the electrons propagating in the z-direction from z = —o0 to oo
following the equation of motion under the influence of the external magnetic field.

The conversion of asymptotic state photons to ALPs is commonly studied in
the presence of periodic or constant magnetic fields [66,67,69,70,72]. The axion-
photon conversion rate scales with (g4, BoL)? in the case of the uniform magnetic
field (k — 0) or with an oscillating magnetic field when the ALP mass is tuned
for resonance. The production of massive ALPs from massless photons can be easily
understood as a result of the violation of momentum conservation due to the presence

of a stationary magnetic field in a finite volume.5

5When the ALP mass differences are larger than the inverse of the distance between a detector
and the undulator, the production rate can be estimated individually. Namely we calculate Eq.(50)

for each ALP and then sum them up.
61f the external field is time-dependent, energy conservation may also be violated. In some

experimental setups, by searching for line photons converted from ALPs, one needs to be careful

of the finite width of the ‘delta-function’ for energy conservation.

10



Here, we develop formalisms for calculating the ALP production from the first

principle and estimate the number and spectra of the ALPs from undulators.

3.1 Field-Theoretic Estimation of ALP Production

Let us first provide some basic formalism, which works well, especially for light ALP
production. This formalism will be changed to apply to heavy ALP production with
resonance effect in Sec.3.2.

Similar to our estimate of the photon production based on QFT, we estimate
the ALP production by treating the electron current j# and the external magnetic
field Bey as the background fields. The corresponding diagram is shown in the right
panel of Fig. 2. The transition amplitude can be estimated as

(6, kol0j5) = T2 [ diadtye’ RN N BL(2) (B0, y) — Bdou(, ) 5 (4).

V2w, Voo
(31)
Here, A, (z,y) = [ d%e‘iqw_wﬁ represents the photon propagator, and we
adopt Feynman gauge for ease of calculation; and (wg, k) is the four-momentum for
the ALP, satisfying wy = , /k‘é + mi By performing the z#,y* and ¢*%Y integrals,
and given that Bex does not vary in x,y directions, we obtain

dq” T ggv Bo

(6, kl0;5) = / -

(2m) 2 ¢? + i€
+0n(—k; + ¢ — k) (qo% J@)+q- 6‘%3‘0(61)))-

(5L(—k§> +q° + k) (%53 JQ)+q 5350@))

Here, the delta-functions that are integrated out set gy = wg, ¢z = kyo, @y = kg y-
We defined €5 = (1/\/5, —ike'® [\/2, 0) , satisfying éexp = V2R[Byége].

In the following, we approximate that d;, and dr/s- are the usual delta-functions
as before and drop all of the delta-functions whose argument is not zero, assuming

k> k.

Momentum-Polar-Angle Relation of Undulator ALPs Adopting the ap-
proximation, we obtain
(6, ksl0;8) e(kf + irky exp(—ig))
9oy BoLl  2,/2wy (fy*Qwé/ﬁz + kGRS,
B eKe 9 (kki + ikie®) (ke + irk})
87k 2wy (—w} + (wy — kB#)2B72 + k3, + k3 )

91 s = 575+ K9) (33)

|

(wy — B7(2k + k3)),  (34)

z

|

11



where we also used d;,(X/3%) = B701/5-(X). From the form of the equation, it is
evident that the amplitude vanishes when k4, = ks, = 0, indicating that ALP

production is suppressed in the forward direction. The ALP momenta have the form

\/ k2B2 + m¢, (2282 — 1) + ka2 \/4k263 +m3 (#2062 — 1) + 2kx 2

— 2232 ’ 1 — 2232

(35)

to set the arguments of the first and second delta-functions, respectively, zero. They
give relations between the polar angular, 6, and k. Since the delta-function d.(x) is
not exact and has a finite width, given by Ax = n/L, we will have the spectra with
the width of Ak]; ~ 77, around (35). We can also have higher momentum modes if
we expand K terms in the exponent of the electron current up to higher orders.

Spectra of Undulator ALPs The resulting total number of the ALP can be

obtained from

d3k
o= [ Gl k0P (36)

For simplicity, assuming my = 0, we can then derive the analytic formula of the

produced ALP number:

9ern Bie’L / f1 (=) |, 2h(F)'K*(@* —1)°
32712k — 1) (Brz— 1Ay + 385yw)?

(37)

TL¢_

where x represents cosf, and fi = w(1 4+ %), fo = T (k" +2k%cos(2¢) + 4k> + 1)
satisfying f1o = 27 for k = 1. The first term in the integrand comes from Eq.(33),
while the second term comes from Eq.(34).” We consider the ALP production to be

in the forward direction. From the both integrands, we see that ALPs are mostly

1_ 52 1+ 2 2
LN T (39)

produced in the direction of

sin § ~ 5 ~ 5 ,
at which we have ) )
k 2v°k
k¢ = 1 Y—i—/{? K21 lﬁz K2 (39)
+ 2 + 2
"We do not consider the divergence at © = —1/(303) for the second term because the assumptions

setting various delta-functions to zero do not hold in this case. Numerically, this divergence is not
found. However, we verified that the dominant production of ¢ at x = —1 due to the first term is
physical. Interestingly, it corresponds to suppressed ALP momentum kg ~ k/2. This behavior will

be used to discuss ALP searches in the future.

12
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Fig. 3: The angular dependence of the first term (Black solid line) and the second
term (Red dashed line) of the integrand of Eq.(37). For simplicity, we take 5% =
0.99, €2(g4py,Bo)?L/k =1, K =1, k = 1, and ¢ = 0. The dependence on them can
be easily recovered from Eq.(37).

for the f; and f terms, respectively. The polar angular dependence of the first
term and the second term is shown in Fig. 3, where we take * =0.99, K = 1,k =
1, and ¢ = 0. One can see that the ALP is dominantly produced at 6 ~ 1/, but is
suppressed when § < 1/v. The K? term is subdominant even when K = 1 with the
not too large .

We also mention that the dependence of the azimuthal angular ¢ satisfying
{kg, k3} = {kgsinf cos ¢, kg sin@sin ¢}) can be easily recovered from our estimate.
From the integrand of Eq.(36), the Coulomb contribution term proportional to f;
has the dependence of

0; 5,1 o risin(@) (s sin(6) + 2cos(9) sin(9)) + cos’(3) (40)
The contribution proportional to f; has
O3 1o o (1442 %) + 4 (k2 = 1) sin(46) sin(6) +  sin?(26) cos(29)
— (K" = 4k? + 1) cos(49). (41)

This correspondence satisfies throughout this paper. For instance, a linear undu-

lator with « = 0 has the preferred direction of ¢ = 0,7 for f; term and ¢ =

13



/4,37 /4,51 /4,7 /4 for fo term. The fy term contribution is shown in Fig. 1. On
the other hand for kK = 1,¢ = 0 we have ¢ independent spectrum (c.f. Fig.6).

Total flux of light Undulator ALPs The total ALP number flux in the forward
direction can be estimated by integrating over « from 1/3 to 1 and dividing the result
by L/B*. Here, the lower limit will not affect our result in the leading order of 1/~

and m, expansion. At this leading order, this turns out to be

2 K?
9 1+k2
31+ K2

2y
\/1+ 2K

Due to the logarithmic enhancement, f; term is always dominant with m, < k.

. e? (94 30)2
”qﬁgﬁ 2log( )—1] fi+ fop-| (42)

2

A large K does not help enhancing the second term because limg_ . it
5

2 We conclude that with mg < k, we have dominant ALP production from the

JE
Coulomb term.

From Eq.(29), we can estimate the effective axion-photon conversion rate, 7, by

neglecting the K-dependent term in Eq.(42),

fio 1, 3o Bo)” (510005 1) = 0(0.1) Yee) (43)

1=, T T I6K2%2 2

which, interestingly, does not depend on x and ¢ at the leading order. This conversion
rate is equivalent to placing 1 Tesla magnetic fields over approximately 0.002 m. In
this sense, the number of produced ALPs is lower than in original LSW experiments,
which typically use Tesla-level magnetic fields over a few meters.

When increasing the ALP mass to my 2 k, we have enhanced ALP production.
We find that the resulting ALP number diverges in the contribution proportional to
the squared of Eq.(34) when integrating over 0 < cos# < 1. The divergence is due
to the approximation where we treat the delta functions as exact, as we will see in
Sec.3.2.

Regarding to the subdominant O(K?) term, we also comment on a contribution
from the effect of the width of the ‘delta-function’. As we have mentioned, the delta-
function dx(y) is not exact (and it is even a complex function in our definition). For a
value of y > 7/X, we have mox(y) ~ O(é) Usually, the contribution is suppressed;
however, one possibly relevant enhanced contribution is from the on-shell photon
production corresponding to the pole of the propagator of the diagram in the right
panel of Fig.2, which will be also discussed in detail in Sec.3.2. The amplitude
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after the ¢, integration over the pole is the sum of the products of §,07,3-. We can
check that only one of the two delta-functions in any product can have its argument
zero from the kinematics with mg < k. Then, the corresponding ALP production
rate scales as o< O(ging%K 2). This, at most, gives a contribution as large as
subdominant O(K?) term. Thus, we neglect it in the ALP number production.® As
we will see, if my 2 k, both arguments of the products of the two delta-functions
can be zero kinematically, with the photon on-shell conditions, which can give an

enhancement of the ALP production.

3.2 Field-Theoretic Estimation of ALP Production with-

Photon Resonance

A parametrically heavy ALP gives a divergent number density from the K? term
in the previous estimation. This is because, at certain k,, cosf and ¢*, not only
both arguments of the products of the two delta-functions in the Eq.(32) but also
the numerator of the photon propagator (see the right panel of Fig.2) can be zero
kinematically, i.e., a ‘resonance’ exists. However, in the previous estimation, we
integrate the two ‘delta-functions’ rather than the true delta-function from the pole
of the photon propagator, giving the divergence. Our previous approximation of
exact delta-functions fails in this case.

To study the my 2 k regime, let us first integrate real delta-function from the

1
q%+ie

photon pole, 3| ] = —ind(q*) in Eq.(32) when we perform the ¢* integral. We

get
eKe %% (Iikfg + ikgei"ﬁ) (kfjjei‘b + mkg)
16\/§7ka/2

70 (F) x 761 (Fy) (44)

VWe(b, ky|0;p) =i

L
57‘
with

Fy=\[kga® +mg —kyw —k,  Fy=[kj+mg — §%/kGa® +my — k" (45)

We note that F; = 0 cannot be satisfied if m, < k with k4 > k. Thus, we cannot
have efficient production of the ALP via this ‘photon resonance’ as discussed at the

end of the Sec.3.1. When m, 2 k, we can also calculate the produced number of

8However, the preferred direction for the produced ALP is different from the Coulomb one, and,
in this sense, it is not completely irrelevant with K = O(1). This contribution can also be checked

in the numerical simulation formulated in Sec.B.

15



ALPs by performing the integral (36) by approximating that the integral of the prod-

(2nL)?/B*
[ty o Fil

the expansion of k and v~!, we arrive at the simple formulas

uct of four delta-functions with respect to k4 and z gives By performing

K? m?
reso ~_ 2 2r2 2 ¢
n(f) - g(j)'y’yBOL € 51271' ka’)/? f2 (46)
in which the ALPs are mostly produced with
m3 2k 14+ K2
fey o —2 ~] -4+ —2 47

From 2 < 1 we obtain 7721—’; > a/1+ #K%*l. Then, we get the condition to have

the resonance

—k? + 3k*3*
A
~J 1 _ /BZ )
where we solved F; = 0, F, = 0,z = 1 for the upper bound. At the upper bound,

kS mp (48)

r=1,a mék‘l(?(y*‘l) term becomes comparable, canceling the contribution we have
shown, and n, goes to zero. This behavior is suggested from the symmetry in the
helical undulator limit (see Sec.A).? Since the delta-functions are not exact ones,
not only k4 but also 2 has a narrow width Aky/ky, A0/0 ~ 7 /(Lk).'

Satisfying Eq.(48), the effective axion-photon conversion rate (see Eq.(43) for the
definition) can be estimated as

3rL m?
2 -1 """
ar 2 V2)2

For relatively large K and large L, this gives a dominant contribution compared

reso __ 2
M= Yo Bopogy,

(49)

to the previous production via off-shell photon. The number of ALP is maximized
when my ~ 1/ \/1—7,62143 ~ k. For instance, a typical single undulator in SPring-8
or NanoTerasu, which have O(1)Tesla magnetic field and length O(1 — 10)m, with
k = O(10)cm, is equivalent to the LSW experiment with placing an approximately
1 Tesla magnetic field over O(0.1)m, which is not very small given that we can
perform the experiment during the whole operation time of the facility, say O(1)
years. In addition, this contribution is interesting because it can produce heavier
ALPs compared with the conventional LSW experiments with a spatially constant

magnetic field.

9The symmetry argument also explains the non-helical case because the &, ¢ dependent terms

factorize.
10This is interesting because it implies for large Lk/m, the ALP can be searched for with a not

too large detector at a faraway place.
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Fig. 4: The produced ALP number when an electron passes through the undulator
by varying the ALP mass. The K° order term is shown in the Black solid line, and
the K? term, including the resonance contribution, is shown by the red dashed line.

We take v = 10, €*(g40,B0)?/k =1,k =1, =0, K =1 and L = 33 x 27/k.

The total contribution of the ALP production can be obtained with the naive

summation of the two contributions,

fg[me] = ng +ng™ (50)

In the x integral of n,, we used the boundary condition of x = [max(1/3, /1 — 82k%2/m?/5%), 1]
to remove the singularity set by the resonance. The O(K?) term and O(K?) terms
are shown in Fig.4.

4 Conclusions and discussion

In this paper, we have developed a formalism for estimating the ALP production in
the ALP, photon, charged current system from a first principle QFT calculation to
show that ALPs can be produced in any undulator with a standard design. Light
ALP was found to be dominantly produced from the Coulomb potential of the elec-
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tron propagating in the undulator and the installed oscillating magnetic fields for
the electron to undulate. For relatively heavy ALP, a resonance effect can become
important, enhancing the production rate significantly. These contributions are un-
avoidable by tuning the undulator parameters if the ALP exists in the relevant mass
range. Importantly, the preferred direction of the ALP production is always mis-
aligned with the preferred direction of the photon production. The detailed favored
direction and the spectra of the ALPs depend on the property of the undulator, and
the formulas for them have been derived.

This conclusions implies that if we put a detector, e.g., the LSW like detector
for the axion-photon coupling, or even more faraway photon detectors after the
geomagnetic field'!, on the direction, we just wait for the detection of ALP while
performing the experiments of the facility that initially aimed.'? The preferred
direction of ALP production may even be useful in reducing background noise.

Given our analytical formulas, it is straightforward to estimate the sensitivity
reach of probing the undulator ALPs. Let us consider a facility with an undulator
by the operating power of P over a year. Then the produced photon number over

the year should be

. P NP 1keV
iy 2 = R0 S
Y v

Here 7, is the efficiency parameter denoting the fraction of the energy to be converted

(51)

to the photon energy. Then we get

R = T (1) +17"). (52)

An example plot of the reach of ALP produced from the undulator (Red solid
line) in my, gs,, plane is shown in Fig.5h with Pn, = 15kW,w, = 2ky?,y =

HFor instance, if we employ an undulator with electron energy of ©(100) GeV, which is discused
in the future collider concepts, the off-axis angle of ALP production is (1/7) ~ 1075. We need the
detector of size 10~?m (100km/distance) placed at d to cover the preferred direction of the ALP
production. If we focus on the resonant regime, a smaller detector may be possible since the ALP
is produced in a suppressed polar angle regime satisfying A8/ < «w/(kL). An Earth observation

satellite with a photon detector may be an effective detector.
12Some ALPs may not only have photon couplings but also couplings to the other standard model

particles, and one can examine the product of the photon coupling and the other coupling as well
by placing a certain detector. The most economical one may be the direct detection experiments
of WIMP by considering the ALP absorption by heavy atoms and checking the electron recoils. In
this case, we also need to study if the electron coupling is important for producing the ALP in the

undulator.
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3GeV/me,2n/k = 30cm, L = 33 x 2n/k. Here, we assumed detectors with ef-
ficiencies D ~ g3 2400 GeV? (red solid line) and D ~ g3 0.24GeV? (blue solid
line), namely the ALP events can be estimated with N = ngy X DAy, with Atey,
being the experimental time. Although we do not specify the property of a detec-
tor, this efficiency corresponds to the axion-photon conversion of the product of the
magnetic field and the effective length 100Tesla - m and 1Tesla - m magnetic field.!3
We assumed there is no background, and we set the 20 reach for the ALP produc-
tion (the red solid line), i.e., N = 4 events. The experimental results from LSW
experiments [73,74,77,78] (and PVLAS experiment for the vacuum magnetic bire-
fringenc [75]) are also shown in gray dashed lines for comparison. We can see that
the reach can be well beyond the present ones at a high mass regime, although the
light mass region is typically weaker than the previous LSW experimental searches.'*

We also comment that the SPring-8 ALP search based on the conventional LSW
by using novel pulsed-magnet system [76], which is out of this figure, can also probe
the heavy mass region beyond the other existing LSW experiments. Our sensitivity
reach is more stringent than all the previous results in the heavy mass range because
we take much longer integration time, which is approximately the order of the op-
eration time of the facility due to the fact that the ALP is produced automatically.
Notably, we do not need to prepare the initial magnetic field and the wall by our-
selves, which saves the costs for the experiment. Therefore, placing a detector in the
desired direction of the undulators is an economical and efficient approach for the
ALP search.

Our analysis can be improved in some cases. Realistically, one uses an electron
beam consisting of a series of electron bunches. Our estimation of the total amount of
ALP production can also be used in the case of multiple electrons as long as the ALPs
are produced incoherently. However, the precise prediction of the ALP distribution
needs to take into account the size of the electron bunches and the energy dispersion,

which is similar to the usual estimation of the photon spectrum. We also mention

13Strictly speaking, for heavy ALP, we need an undulator-like detector for having efficient axion-
photon conversion in the case of the axion-photon coupling. 1Tesla - m is satisfied for an undulator

magnet.
4 QOur sensitivity reach is suddenly suppressed at a mass of ©(0.1) eV, in contrast to other limits.

This occurs because we used an analytic formula for the dominant contribution, approximating the
‘delta-function’ as exact. Removing this approximation would result in a slower rise in the curve,

which, however, depends on the boundaries of the magnetic fields.
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that in the case of a free-electron laser, such as SACLA in SPring-8, a large amount
of coherent photons is produced by an undulator with very long L, implying that
the ALP productions should also be enhanced significantly. However, this needs to
be checked carefully from the first principles [82], which will be discussed elsewhere.

We have assumed a generic standard undulator. We expect, depending on the
setup, that one may produce even more ALPs. For instance, a Wiggler has K >
1. In this case, the approximation we have used to derive analytic formulas does
not apply and we need to reformulate our discussion. A simple way may be the
numerical study by modifying public codes of Synchrotron radiation to include the
ALP coupling following the analysis in Sec.B. In fact, a synchrotron radiation facility
such as NanoTerasu includes several undulators and magnets, and our philosophy
of producing ALPs without providing specialized equipment can apply to the more
generic cases. The sweet spot of the NanoTerasu-like facility will be shown in our
forthcoming paper [83], which can have more efficient ALP production than the one
estimated in this paper. Thus, the ALP number estimated in this paper should
be considered as a minimal value that can be produced in a facility containing
undulators.

Our formalism can be applied to more generic systems, such as ALP productions
from astrophysical objects that contain magnetic fields to undulate the electron to
produce X- or /v-rays. Our first principle calculations may give a precise estima-
tion of the produced ALP spectra and the number. Also, the QFT analysis can
be straightforwardly extended to study the other particle productions from physics
beyond the standard model from undulators, such as dark photons, by considering

the relevant couplings.
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also shown for comparison.
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A Symmetry Arguments for Photon and ALP Pro-

ductions in Helical Undulators

So far, we have shown that ALPs can be produced from an undulator by itself. The
electron Coulomb potential contributes to the production, which is dominant for light
ALP production, and the ALP motion has a preferred direction misaligned from the
electron motion. These are different from the usual photon radiation discussed in
Sec.2. The difference can be understood due to symmetry in the QFT action when
¢»=0,k=1,and L > 7/k.
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Photon production As we have shown in Sec.2, the photons are emitted mostly

in the electron beam direction, i.e., the z-direction, and it is circularly polarized.
Let us first understand photon production from symmetry of the QFT action

with the Lagrangian (16). In the ‘vacuum’ |0;), with the background current and

with L — 0o, we have a symmetry generated by an operator

)= —H + °P* + p*kL*. (53)
with —H , P? and L? being the generators of time translation (= — Hamiltonian),
z translation, and rotation around the z-axis, respectively. Namely, when we put
forward the origin of the time axis by «, the z-axis by a8* and rotate the x, y plane
by ak[3%, the action does not change according to the solution (6). Separately, they
are not symmetries, e.g., P? is explicitly broken due to the existence of an electron
(and also a magnetic field). Let us define that |0;) has @ = 0 where we use @
without the hat to denote the eigenvalue of Q). Then, the single photon state from
the vacuum must have the same charge () = 0 according to the conservation. Since
a photon has spin unity, for the photon moving so close to the z-direction that the

orbital angular momentum around z-direction is vanishing, we have
Q = —wy + B°k; £ Bk, (54)

One obtains that only when the helicity is plus rather than minus, ) = 0 is possible.
This is the reason we have helical photons injected in the z-direction. In addition,

we obtain the relation for photon energy,
wy(1 —cosb5%) = [k (55)

which agrees with Eq.(27).

By using the symmetry argument, we can also understand why the Coulomb
potential. This is because the electron current at the K — 0, where only Coulomb
potential is relevant in Eq.(10), no longer oscillates, and thus the action with Eq.(16)
is invariant by the accidental symmetry é = —H + g*p* (K = 0). é changes the
phase of the magnetic field, but in estimating radiation emitted from accelerating
electron, this does not matter (see the left panel of Fig. 2). Thus, the resulting photon

must have w, = k7 which cannot be satisfied with arbitaray 6, since [3*] < 1.

ALP production Now, let us turn to the ALP production. With ¢ = 0,k = 1,
the system with the ALP also has the symmetry of ).
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For the ALP moving close in the z-direction with neglected orbital angular mo-

mentum, the conservation of () imposes
w, — 5K =0, (56)

since the ALP does not have spin. This never satisfies, meaning that the ALP cannot
be produced close to the z-direction.
On the other hand, by taking account of the orbital angular momentum, [Z,

around the z-direction we have
Wy — sz; + szlg =0. (57)

Quantum mechanics implies [§ = £1,£2---. This can be satisfied if [§ > 0. Indeed,
they are the arguments of the delta-functions in Eqgs.(33) and (34), and agree with
the angular dependence in the coefficient, e.g., kj + zki X eid;, (k‘g + zkg)z x 62i¢~),
respectively.

The reason why the Coulomb potential contributes in the ALP production is as
follows. The action with Eq.(30) does not have the accidental é symmetry even at
the K' — 0 limit. This is because the translation with é would change the phase of
the magnetic field, which couples to the ALP. Therefore, even at the K — 0 limit

(or m, — oo limit), we do not need to impose the conservation of Q.

Usual axion-photon conversion We also comment that the symmetry argument
can apply to conventional axion-photon conversion with helical undulator-like mag-
netic field configurations. In the ‘vacuum’ with only this stationary magnetic field,
we have symmetry corresponding to Hand Q' = P+ kL*. Assuming that we have
the initial photon propagating in the z-direction with the spin s*, we have w, = wy,
and kj = k7 + ks® from the H, and Q’ conservation, respectively. Then we get
\/wé — k2, — k2, \/w¢ — k2, —mj = —ks*, where we also used momen-
tum conservations in the x,y dlrectlons. Thus this cannot be satisfied with s* = —1
and m?b ~ 2kw.,, which is nothing but the resonance condition [66,67,69,70]. We note

that this can happen with s* = 1.1 This is relevant to why the on-shell photon pro-
duction followed by the axion-photon conversion in the same undulator is suppressed
in the z-direction for any mg in our case. The conversion occurs via the boundary

effect, which gives the amplitude of axion-photon conversion o« g4, BoL x (kL)™*

5Thus, the photon produced by a helical undulator cannot be efficiently converted to the ALP

due to another aligned helical undulator in the front if they have the same helicity.
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Since the photon number in the z-direction is produced with oc K2e?kL, we get the
number of produced ALP, oc g7 B§ K*e*L/k, which is smaller than the contribution

discussed in the main part.

Although we mostly focused on the production of the ALP, the symmetry argu-
ment can easily be applied to a generic final state particle. Due to the symmetry,
the spin of the final state particle and the orbital angular momentum, and thus the
angular dependence of the particle’s motion, are related. This means that we may
measure the spin of the final state particle by precisely measuring the orbital angular

distribution of the particle.

B Alternative Estimation for ALP Production from

Background Fields

To show the validity of the previous analytic results, let us perform another estima-
tion from a different strategy. We treat not only éext but also £ from the electron
radiation from Eq.(10) background fields and estimate the ALP production numeri-
cally.’® Namely, the electron is integrated out. With the background E and B , the

amplitude of the axion-photon conversion can be estimated as

(6, heloes) = i [ o to iR E L B, (58)
2’LU¢
where we omit the magnetic field radiated from the electron which is perpendicular

to the electric field. Then, we can estimate the number of the ALPs by

43k, )
no= [ s 10 kol0.2) (50)

Since we know both éext and E from Eq.(10), we can estimate the amplitude by
performing the integration numerically.
The advantage of this analysis is that we do not need to rely on the K expansion,

and we can also check the case that L is not very large as well as more generic setups.

6We can also perform a semi-analytic estimation as before by moving to the rest frame of the
electron by again using d,(3:+) etc in the relevant Fourier transformation. Interestingly, with
K < 1, in this frame, the magnetic field behaves like an electromagnetic wave, and we get a similar
picture to the usual axion-photon conversion, but the stationary external field is the electron’s

Coulomb potential. We have checked that the agreement of the analytic result with Eq.(35).
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The disadvantage is the high numerical costs with the integrals with multi-variables,
treating which with an economical method is beyond our scope, but the strategy of

the calculation is straightforward.”

dt
dte

where ¢, given in Eq.(11). For the 3D space, we use cylinder coordinates along the

In the integration of Eq.(58), we change the time variable with dt = dt. x

z-direction: (x,y,z) = (rcos®,rsin®,z). For numerical convenience and also to
match the realistic case, we set a cutoff for the integration of r = [0 — reytor]. The
integration range of Eq.(58) is set as t, = [0 — L/B7].1®

Simulations and consistencies with light ALP We set my, = 0,k = 1,¢ =
0, cutof = w/k,L = 5 x 2n/k and v = 10. The numerical result of the ALP
differential flux (defined by t]}1800598¢n¢) in the k7, k:f;) plane is shown in Fig. 6.
Here, K ~ 0.05 which is much smaller than unity. With kj = kz = 0, the production
is suppressed, while it is produced dominantly in the direction of § ~ 1/v. We see
it is mostly independent of ¢.%?

In Fig. 7, we show the differential flux in w,. Instead of performing (;5 integral,
we set é = 0 and multiply 27 in the final result to reduce the calculation cost. The
relationship is consistent with Eq.(35). The finite width is found to be consistent
with the violation of the energy-momentum conservation due to the ‘delta-function’,
Ak—? ~ 77- We have confirmed that the dominant contribution indeed comes from
the first term of Eq.(10) with the highly suppressed second term.

In Fig. 8, we show the result for a larger K with K = 0.5. In this case, O(K?)
terms also contribute. We set my = 0,k = 1,¢ = 0, Teutot ~ 7/k, L = 3\. The result
is consistent with our analytic estimate, including the presence of the second peak

at a larger wy.

Simulations and consistencies in the resonance regime In Fig.9, we show
the case with K = 0.5 with massive ALP to check the resonance behavior. We
take my = kv, Kk = 1,¢ = 0,7cutot = 7/k, L = 6 x 21 /k. The result is consistent

with our analytical estimate for the resonance condition (47), which corresponds to

17We consider that the estimation should be possible to be incorporated in the software such as

SPECTRA [84] for calculating the synchrotron radiation emitted from an undulator.
18Strictly speaking, for the Coulomb potential contribution, ¢, < 0 is also relevant. We checked

by including the contribution, the result does not change much.
19The slight dependence on ¢ gets more significant when we use smaller L, implying that this is

a boundary effect.
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Fig. 6: The contour plot of Oy, Oeos60i5 1 in the kY /ky, kY /ky plane. We fix kg = kv?,
and set 7y = 10, 27 /k = 0.5mm, By = 1Tesla, L = 8 x 27 /k and m, = 0. m. and e

are taken to be the realistic values. This corresponds to K = 0.05.

the center of the figure. The center of the figure has a number flux of 2-3 orders
of magnitudes larger than the other places, agreeing with the analytical estimation:
~ QgiL(g))r ~ (%)4 7 = O(10%73). The scaling with L? is also checked.

In all previous figures, the flux values are consistent with the analytical estimates.
Based on these results, we conclude that our analytical estimation in Sec.3 has indeed

captured the physics of ALP production in undulators.
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